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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN .

SECTION I EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Since the late 1960’s, Bartholomew County and the City of Columbus,
Indiana have worked jointly through their Solid Waste Management
Authority to provide for the disposal of solid waste. Efforts by
the SWMA and public officials have enabled the citizens of
Bartholomew County to have available cost effective, publicly

controlled disposal facilities for over twenty years.

In 1990, the City of Columbus and the SWMA began sponsoring drop-
off recycling service and composting of leaves at the City Garage.
This has now grown to the construction of the adjoining Columbus-
Bartholomew Recycling Center, composting of leaves and grass, mulch
production from brush chipping, 6 drop—-off boxes within the County
and an impressive effort by local industry to reduce their solid
waste disposal. This plan promotes further expansion of reduction,
reuse and recycling efforts as preferable solid waste management

methods over landfilling or incineration.

During 1991, it is estimated that a total of 189,382 tons of solid
waste was generated by Bartholomew County residents, business and
industry. Although population is anticipated to remain stable over
the next twenty years, annual waste generation, as forecast by the

USEPA, may increase to almost 210,000 tons by the year 2011.
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Fortunately, over 70,000 tons wastes generated in 1991 were reused
at least once or were recycled. Of the remaining amount, 56,223
tons of refuse and 22,353 tons of foundry wastes were disposed of
at the Bartholomew County Landfill in 1991. Over 20,800 additional
tons of foundry sand were disposed of at the new City Garage
facility. Almost 20,000 tons of solid waste were disposed of
outside the County, primarily at landfills in Jackson and Hendricks
County. Implementation of the programs outlined in this plan

will reduce total disposal from 119,124 tons in 1991 to 88,000 tons
in 2011. Waste reduction, reuse and recycling efforts are planned
to increase from 70,258 tons in 1991 to 121,658 tons in 2011, an

impressive 64.2% diversion rate.

Primary efforts in reducing disposal needs during the next 5 years
are public education, implementing curbside recyling in Columbus,
total diversion of yard waste, doubling the usage of drop-off
services, establishing curbside pickup for business ‘and small
industrial corrugated and paper, and encouraging further industrial
metal and paper recovery and reuse of foundry wastes. Since yard
waste—-composting operations are underway and a new recYcling center
has recently been completed, no major new material recovery

facilities are considered necessary during the next 5 years.

Existing refuse disposal capacity is anticipated to be exhausted by
mid-1996 and by 1997-98 for foundry sand. Replacement facilities

will have to be sized for 1.13 million tons of refuse and 762,000
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tons of foundry sand. If the Bartholomethounty Landfill-is to be
expanded, additional capacity must be available by mid-1995 in
order to avoid disturbing the existing access road and maintenance
area. Significant progress on new landfill capacity is necessary

by early to mid-1993 in order to avoid a crisis situation.

Changes in solid waste management practices through 1996 are
anticipated to cost $2.058 million. Sources of funds to finance
these programs will be derived from increased user fees, recovered
material sales, dgrants, savings from avoided disposal fees,
increased efficiency and a total of $722,500 in taxes or fees over

the next five years.

The changes envisioned in this Plan in managing solid waste in
Bartholomew County will require increased surveillance and
enforcement efforts. Both County and municipal ordinances will
require revision, with the changes coordinated through tﬁe District
and the SWMA. Enforcement of legislative and local bans will
require the cooperative effort of private operating personnel, the
City of Columbus Sanitation Department Staff, the Bartholomew

County Health Department and the Police and Sheriff’s Departments.

New concepts and methods are to be encouraged. This plan is a
dynamic document that needs to be reviewed at least annually and

updated no less often than once every five years.


http:Bartholom.ev
http:Bartholo.ev

Redrafts and major changes must be submitted to the Indiana Dept.
of Environmental Management. This plan is not intended to
discourage alternative methods of meeting or exceeding the 35% and
50% diversion goals established by the legislature. The public,
members of the District Board, the Advisory Committee, the SWMA, or
any other party can all request that the District Board modify the
plan. Regulations, goals and markets are constantly changing and
this plan should be revised as necessary to remain a useful guide

for Bartholomew County in managing its solid waste.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION II ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION
A.  DISTRICT INFORMATION
1. DISTRICT NAME, BUSINESS ADDRESS, TELEPHONE

Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District
720 S Mapleton

Columbus IN 47201

812-376-2614

2, COUNTIES IN DISTRICT

Bartholomew County (Single County District)

3. MUNICIPALITIES IN DISTRICT
Name Class Name Class
Columbus III Azalia Unincorp.
Bethany Unincorp.
Clifford Town Burnsville Unincorp.
Edinburgh Town* Grammer Unincorp.
Elizabethtown Town Newbern ~ Unincorp.
Hartsville Town Nortonsburg Unincorp.
Hope Town Ogilville Unincorp.
Jonesville Town 0ld st. Louis Unincorp.
Petersville Unincorp.
Rugby Unincorp.
St. Louis Crossing Unincorp.
Taylorsville Unincorp.
Waymansville Unincorp.

* Majority of Town in Johnson County
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SBECTION II ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION

B. BOARD OF DIRECTORS (1991-92)
Name Title Branch Representing

Mr. Michael C. Totten President Fiscal/ City of Columbus :
2227 Gilmore Legislative D
Columbus IN 47201

Wk. Ph. 372-0179
Mrs. Juanita Harden V. President Executive Bartholomew Co. :

440 Third Street -
Columbus IN 47201 :
Wk. Ph. 379-1515 -3
Ms. Gail Greathouse Member Executive/ Town of

P.0. Box 57 Fiscal Elizabethtown

Elizabethtown IN 47232
Wk. Ph. 372-2674

Mr. Marvin Finke Member Executive Bartholomew Co.
440 Third Street

Columbus IN 47201

Wk. Ph. 379-1515

Mr. Tom Harrison Member Fiscal Bartholomew Co.
2732 Lafayette Avenue

Columbus IN 47201

Ph. 376-6787 ‘s

Mr. Vernon Jewell Member Executive Bartholomew Co.
440 Thirgd Street

Columbus IN 47201

Wk. Ph. 379-1515

Mayor Robert Stewart Member Executive City of Columbus
123 Washington Street

Columbus IN 47201

Wk. Ph. 376-2500

Mrs. Sue Paris Secretary/ Non-Member Bartholomew Co.
440 Third Street Fiscal
Columbus IN 47201 Officer

Wk. Ph. 379-1510
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION II ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION
B. BOARD OF DIRECTORS (1993)

Name Title Branch Representing

Mr. Michael C. Totten President Fiscal/ City of Columbus
2227 Gilmore Legislative

Columbus IN 47201
Wk. Ph. 372-0179

Mrs. Juanita Harden V. President Executive Bartholomew Co.
440 Third Street
Columbus IN 47201
Wk. Ph. 379-1515

Ms. Sylvia Kiel Member Executive  Bartholomew Co.
440 Third Street
Columbus IN 47201
Wk. Ph. 379-1515

Mr. Larry Kleinhenz Member Executive Bartholomew Co.
440 Third Street
Columbus IN 47201
Wk. Ph. 379-1515

Ms. Gail Greathouse Member Executive/ Town of

P.O. Box 57 Fiscal Elizabethtown
Elizabethtown IN 47232

Wk. Ph. 372-2674

Mayor Robert Stewart Member Executive City of Columbus
123 Washington Street

Columbus IN 47201

Wk. Ph. 376-2500

Mr. Keith Sells Non-Member Fiscal Bartholomew Co.
15041 N Fairmont Dr.

Edinburgh IN 46124

Wk. Ph. 377-3948
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION II ADMINIETRATIVE INFORMATION
c. BOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE (1992)

Name Title Representing

Mr. James M. Durham Chairman Environmental Comm.

11425 S Jonesville Road

Columbus IN 47201
Wk. Ph. 377-3185

Mr. C. Wm. Read II
10092 N Hickory Lane
Columbus IN 47203
Wk. Ph. 988=-2940

Mr. Greg Littleton
Rumpke of Indiana
P.O. Box 806
Columbus IN 47202
Wk. Ph. 372-1225

Mr. Dan Arnholt
Bartholomew Co. REMC
P.0. Box 467
Columbus IN 47202
Wk. Ph. 372-2546

Mr. Greg Hartwell
Columbus City Garage
2250 Kreutzer Drive
Columbus IN 47201
Wk. Ph. 376-2508

Ms. Lou Poppa

1817 Caldwell Place
Columbus IN 47201
Ph. 379-1550

Mr. Buck Ritz
Contractors United

3140 S 650 E Box 3004

Columbus IN 47203
Wk. Ph. 579-5248

V. Chairman

Secretary

Member

Member

Member

Menber

I1-3
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on SWMA 5/92
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Environmental Comm.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION II . ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION
c. SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE (cont.)

ame Title Representing
Ms. Patty Unrue Member Environmental Comm.

3731 South 600 East
Columbus IN 47201
Ph. 579-6065

Ms. Rosanne Watson Member Environmental Comm.
4241 N Riverside Drive

Columbus IN 47203

Ph. 372-204e6

Ms. Tammy Hines Member Environmental Comm.
11750 E SR 7

Elizabethtown IN 47232

Ph. 579-5400

Ms. Laura Fisher Member Environmental Comm.
3003 Scotland Drive

Columbus IN 47203

Ph. 372-4687

Mr. Ben Harker Member Environmental Comm.
15633 E Jackson Road

Hope IN 47246

Ph. 546-5578

Mr. C. Robert Moats Member Environmental Comm.
2730 Flintwood Drive

Columbus IN 47203

Ph. 372-5247

D. SOLID WASTE PLAN ADMINISTRATOR

Mr. James M. Murray, Administrator

City of Columbus-Bartholomew County, Indiana
Solid Waste Management Authority (SWMA)

720 S Mapleton

Columbus IN 47201

E. SBWMA RECYCLING COORDINATOR
Ms. Carla Barrett
City-County SWMA

720 S Mapleton Street
Columbus IN 47201
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN £y

At the regular meeting held on January A7, 1993, the Board of
Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District
adopted this revised Twenty-Year Solid Waste Management Plan.

I

Michael C. Totten, President

C:¢?§Z::¢¢’
f 7

vIivi& Kiel

S

Maybr Robert Stewart

e L,

Keith Sells

Attest: 23
Teez i;} ;;2;2: . i
Sué Paris, Secretary )
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

A. POPULATION, HOUSING, AND EMPLOYMENT CHARACTERISTICS

Bartholomew County is located in the north central portion of
Southern Indiana. It has an area of 402 square miles, or 257,280
acres. The county seat, Columbus, is situated in the central part

of the county.

The "1990 Census of Population and Housing Characteristics,
Indiana, U.S. Dept. of Commerce" lists Bartholomew County as having
a population of 63,657 persons, approximately 2,150 less than
projected by the Indiana Business Research Center in 1988. The

population distribution as reported in the Census, by township, in

1990 was:

Clay Township - 2,421 Hawcreek Township - 3,914
Clifty Township - 1,003 Ohio Township - 1,557
Columbus Township - 37,466 Rockcreek Township - 1,261
Flatrock Township - 1,468 Sandcreek Township - 2,104
German Township - 5,507 Wayne Township - 3,437
Harrison Township - 2,769

III1



Note: The Census distribution by'townéﬁip is 750 short of the

county total.

Incorporated areas included the City of Columbus with a population
of 31,802, the Town of Clifford with a population of 308,
Hartsville with 391 persons, Hope with 2,171 persons, Elizabethtown

with 495, and Jonesville with a population of 221 persons.

Within the county, there were 25,432 housing units of which 24,192
were occupied. Of these, 3,755 were multiple family units located

primarily in the City of Columbus.

The population projections of the Indiana Business Research Center
depicts the county population to remain relatively stable through
the year 2020. Projections, adjusted by subtracting the 2,150

persons per the 1990 Census figures, are:

1996 - 64,000 2011 - 64,712
2001 - 64,318 2016 - 64,490
2006 - 64,654 2020 - 64,210

IIT-2
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According to the local Chamber of Commerce publication "Sommunity
Audit: 1991-Columbus, Indiana", Columbus serves as an
educational, mediéal, commercial, and employment center for up to
10 surrounding counties. Continuing education and college courses
are offered at the Columbus campus of IUPUI, Ivy Tech, and
Bartholomew Consolidated School Corp. There are 11

commercial/industrial parks and 12 shopping centers.

Since 1985, twenty-one new companies have located in Columbus with
a projected employment of 2,566. Expansion or retention of local
industry was projected as providing over 1,250 jobs. Manufacturing
employed over 45% of the 29,040 employees in Bartholomew County,
followed by wholesale and retail trade at 19%, agriculture and

services at 11%, government at 11%, and others totaled 14%.

B. WASTE GENERATION

1. Historical Information

Information on solid waste disposal within Bartholomew County was
reviewed from as far back as 1968. As reported in the 1969 report,
"Bartholomew County Solid Waste Disposal Study", the Chamber of
Commerce estimated the disposal rate at 126 tons per day, or 40,000
tons/year. Population at that time was 60,000. Using national
average refuse generation rates and population forecasts, local
generation was projected to reach 5.8 pounds/capita/day, or 110,000

tons/year by 1985.

I11-3



In an updated report believed to have been prepared in-1971 or
1972, Landfill Systems, Inc. performed a 3 day survey of solid
waste being received at the former Clifty Hill Landfill. The daily
average, excluding demolition debris, was found to be 231.3 tons.
This was projected to be 69,400 tons/year, or 6.6

pounds/capita/day.

During 1973, the City-County Solid Waste Disposal Authority
‘performed another study to determine replacement landfill capacity.
Per capita generation was estimated to be 6.67 pounds/day. With a
population of 62,000 persons, the annual tonnage was estimated to
be 75,500. Based on national trends, this was projected to reach

103,000 tons/year in 1985 with a population of 75,000.

During May 1973, the City-County SWDA conducted a two week survey
with almost all loads being weighed. An average of 1232 tons/week
was received. Without seasonal adjustment, this equates to 64,000

tons/year being received at the landfill.

In June 1978, a one week volume survey was performed at the current
landfill to determine the source of the refuse and approximate
weight. A total of 1450 tons of solid waste was estimated to have

been received.

II1-4

)



Until installation of scales at the landfill in eérly—1991, the
operating contractor was required to keep volume records of waste
received. Conversions to weight were based on 300 lbs/cy for loose
refuse and 500 lbs/cy for compacted material. During a five year
period from 1985-1990, total tonnage received at the landfill,
exclusive of foundry sand, was estimated to range from 62,377 to

73,358 tons per year.

Beginning in early January 1991, almost all solid waste entering
the landfill was weighed. A gate fee of $20/ton was also initiated
on January 1, 1991. No fee is charged for loads under 500 pounds,
or for soil and clean concrete and asphalt suitable for use as
cover, or as roadway material. Also exempt from fees were refuse
from governmental agencies, including material from governmental
projects such as the hospital renovation. A total of 56,223 tons
of refuse was received at the landfill during 1991. In~addition,
22,353 tons of foundry wastes from Golden Casting Corporation was
accepted at no charge as part of a 10 year economic incentive
package. On July 1, 1991, this foundry sand was diverted to a new
site adjacent to the Columbus City Garage. An additional 20,633

tons were received at that site during 1991.
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2. Origin and Destination of Waste for'bisposal .

With the imposition of gate fees, the two largest haulers, Rumpke
of Indiana and Waste Management of Columbus, began diverfing much
of the material they collected 1locally to their own 1landfills
located in Jackson and Hendricks County, Indiana. Data received
from these haulers and the quarterly disposal reports filed with
IDEM indicate the following quantities of refuse and special waste

-were disposed of at other facilities during 1991.

Tonnages are typically based on volume records converted to weight.

Figure III-1 depicts the flow of solid waste to other facilities.

1) Waste Management through Franklin Transfer - 11,945 tons

Station to Danville Landfill in Hendricks Co.
2) Special Waste to Danville Landfill - 537 tons

3) Refuse and Special Waste to Rumpke’s - 445 tons

Medora Landfill in Jackson County

4) Rumpke of Indiana through - 6,302 tons

Columbus Transfer Station or Direct Haul

III-6



FIGURE IlI-1

1991 DISPOSAL OF SOLID WASTE
GENERATED IN BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY

HENDRICKS MARION ] HANCOCK

RANDOLPH

11945 - RUSH
537 56 - 2
96
: SHELBY
OHNSO R
MORGAN \ 23

MONROE BROWN

JENNINGS

l JACKSON

9:5 - 648'&

LAWRENCE

d

* 6487 tons includes 185 tons from Edinburgh, plus direct
haul and transfer by Rumpke of Indiana (6302 tons).
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

Special Waste to Caldwell Landfill in

Shelby County

Special Waste to Randolph Farms Landfill

in Randolph County

Refuse or Special Waste to Southside

Landfill in Marion County

Special Waste to Decatur Hills Landfill

in Decatur County

Medical Waste to Ogden-Martin

Incinerator in Marion County
Refuse generated at Camp Atterbury
and Disposed of On-Site at Captive

Landfill

Total

— 23

96

56

322

19,730

tons

tons

tons

tons

tons

tons

tons

To this must be added the solid waste generated within the portion

of the Town of Edinburgh that is within Bartholomew County.

was disposed of by Rumpke of Indiana in Jackson County.

This

Assuming

a similar residential generation rate to that experienced in the

City of Columbus of 2.5 1lbs/capita/day and 405 persons,

III-8
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estimated 185 tons per year would have been collected in Edinburgh.
Combining this with the tonnages received at the Bartholomew County
Landfill, the City Garage foundry sand site, and that reported to
have been received at other sites, a total of 119,124 tons of solid
waste generated in Bartholomew County was either land disposed or
incinerated at public or commercial facilities during 1991. ©Of
this total, 99,531 or 83.5% was land disposed in Bartholomew County

at the three currently permitted sites.

Not included in this total are unknown quantities of non-regulated
clean fill, such as concrete, brick, and stone that are being
dumped at several active fill sites. The total may also not be
considered representative of average years due to economic
conditions that prevailed during 1991. The quantity of foundry
sand being handled provides an indication of the effect of economic
conditions. During 1987, a total of 81,187 tons was iandfilled.
This decreased to 78,142 tons in 1988; to 71,806 in 1989; to 54,575

tons in 1990; and to 42,988 tons in 1991.

3. Waste Diversion Survey

In late January 1992, 100 survey forms were mailed to
institutional, commercial, and industrial employers within
Bartholomew County. A listing is provided in Appendix A. The

mailing list was compiled from the Columbus Area Chamber of
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Commerce Membership Directory and "The Green Pages, A—Guide to
Recycling in Bartholomew County". The primary selection basis was
firms with 20 or more employees. The form was developed by
combining the example in the "Indiana Solid Waste Management Plan"
and the short version proposed by the Indiana Manufacturer’s
Association. Revisions were made based on input received by the
District Advisory Committee. A copy of the form is included in

Appendix A.

The primary purpose of the form was to determine the quantity of
material reused and recycled during 1991, and changes that occurred
during 1991 that would have resulted in a reduction of waste
generated during 1991. Rather than using national averages to
project total waste generation, adding the quantity of waste
material diverted obtained from the survey to that actually
disposed, would provide an accurate estimate for the Plah of total

waste generated in the Distict.

A total of 51 responses were received, representing over 17,540
employees, or approximately 60% of the total 29,040 person
employment in Bartholomew County. Of these responses, 16 were
called to clarify selected answers. An additional 25 calls were
placed to those not responding and to firms active in recycling in
order to obtain information on waste reduction and recycling

efforts. Manufacturing industry contacted or from which survey
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forms were received represented approxiﬁétely 12,070 employees of
the total 17,540 employee response. With manufacturing employing
45% of the 29,040 person work force in the District, the 12,070
employees represented 92% of total industrial employment.

Of the original 51 responses, 21 requested that the information be
kept confidential. As such, only generalized summaries of the

information gathered is presented in this report and Appendix A.

Findings include:

- Of the 51 responses, total reported or estimated tonnage
of solid waste disposed of during 1991 was over 63,000
tons. Assuming 2.5 lbs/capita/day residential generation or
29,043 tons/year, industrial, institutional and 6ommercial
would have been ahout 90,000 of the 119,124 total in 19%91.
The survey response of 63,000 tons therefore represents 70% of
the commercial and industrial solid waste disposed of in
1991. Including the re-use and recycling reported, theisurvey
included over 123,500 tons of material generated or over 77%

of the 160,339 tons of non-residential solid waste.

- Of the 51 responses, 13 anticipated an increase in solid

waste during the next 5 years, 12 expected a decrease, 7

ITI-11



expected no change, 16 did not know, and 2 did not answer

the question.

Nine respondents indicated a willingness to use 1locally
recycled materials such as skids and pallets, paper bags,
paper and steel; an indication that a local waste exchange may

be an effective tool in reduction efforts.

No industry reported operating a boiler or similar unit
that could utilize selected solid waste as a source of fuel.

One industry expressed interest.

34 of the 51 survey forms returned indicated the need for
a local pickup service to assist 1in waste reduction
efforts. Fourteen responses indicated a williﬁgness to
pay for such a service, 16 answered "no", and 21 gave no

answer or did not know.

35 of the 51 responses indicated that they had waste
reduction programs underway or would be starting during

1992. Only 5 responses indicated that were not planning

to initiate a program.
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4. Current Reduction, Re-Use, and Recycling —

Information on current solid waste diversion from land disposal
and incineration was obtained from the survey responses, interviews
with recycling organizations, industries, and detailed summaries
provided by Rumpke of 1Indiana and the Columbus-Bartholomew
Recycling Center (City Garage prior to July 1992). Where
quantitative information was not available, national averages were
used; such as 64% of aluminum beverage cans. Summarized results
are provided in Tables III-1 and III-2. The breakdown in the
tables is by municipal (MSW) and industrial solid waste in order to
be consistent with the State Plan and IDEM guidance.

The 470 tons of newspaper listed in Table III-1 was derived from
Recycling Center weights and amounts reported by several local
organizations, including the Boys Club, a school, and'a church.
For vegetation, it was assumed that 75% of the national average of
0.7 lbs/capita/day (Franklin Study-1990) in the MSW stream was
being re-used or recycled through management at the home or
composting. Almost 3,000 tons of grass, leaves, and brush were
handled at the City Garage composting site during 1991. While
diversion of the other 3,000 tons cannot be documented, it would
have been generated primarily in rural areas, where common practice
would not have included bagging of leaves and grass. Since all
vegetative waste will be banned from the local landfill in 1994

(SEA 25-1992), the accuracy of the 75% assumption does not change
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TABLE III-1

BARTHOIL.OMEW COUNTY, INDIANA

1991 MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE REDUCTION, RE-USE, AND RECYCLING

COMPONENT

Newspaper

Vegetation

Metal Cans
Corrugated/Cardboard/Office
Plastics

Glass

Appliances and metals
Tires

Batteries
Clothing/Furniture
Used 0il

Special Miscellaneous

Skids and Pallets

TONNAGE DIVERTED IN 1991

Total

III-14

470
6,000
100
1,749
28

94
792
76
114
180
434
1,500
122
11,659

Tons
Tons
Tons
Tons
Tons

Tons

Tons
Tons
fons
Tons
Tons
Tons
Tons
Tons

"
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TABLE III-2 , -

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY, INDIANA

1991 INDUSTRIAL

SOLID WASTE RE-USE AND RECYCLING

COMPONENT TONNAGE DIVERTED IN 1991
Metals 24,069 Tons
Paper /Corrugated 11,644 Tons
Skids and Pallets - 1,204 Tons
Miscellaneous Wood 2,027 Tons
Plastics 27 Tons
Sand 14,424 Tons
Miscellaneous 5,204 Tons
Total 58,599 Tons
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the planning process. —

For metal cans, the totals reported by the Columbus-Bartholomew and
Rumpke Recycling Centers were adjusted for a national recovery rate
of 64% of aluminum beverage cans. The plastics and glass recycling
figures were those reported from these two recycling centers and
one business. The 1749 tons of paper products in Table III-1 is a
combination of materials recovered by the two recycling centers as

well as from commercial and institutional establishments,

particularly grocery stores and the hospital.

Due to the readily available Kroot Corp. scrap yard in Columbus,
appliances are routinely not disposed of in the Bartholomew County
Landfill. Using the IDEM Guidance Paper No. 3 generation rate
of 24.12 lbs/capita/year, total generation in the Distfict would
be 768 tons. The landfill operator reports receiving ?bout 1
appliance/day. At an average of 200 pounds, only 30 tons/year were

being disposed of in 1991.

All major tire dealers in Bartholomew County were contacted. Two
of the larger outlets reported sending their tires to reclaimers as
a part of national contracts. This totaled approximately 76 tons,

using an average weight of 22 lbs. per tire.
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All batteries were assumed to have been recycled since land
disposal was legislatively banned in 1990. Batteries are also
readily exchanged or accepted at recycling centers in Bartholomew
County. The tonnage of clothing and furniture was calculated from
volume information provided by the local Sans Souci store and
Goodwill Industries. Used engine oil generation is estimated at
2.8 gallons per capita per year in accordance with the IDEM
Guidance Paper No. 3, March 1992. Since used o0il recycling centers
are readily available in Bartholomew County and the SWMA provides
for drop~off at the Recycling Center, it is assumed that 65% of the
generated o0il is being recovered per the report "Used 0il
Management in Illinois", OTT-10, July 1991. This 65% recovery rate

equates to 434 tons of used oil.

The survey is estimated to have represented 70% of the
industrial/commercial/institutional portion of solid wasfe disposed
and over 77%¥ of the total generated. No adjustments were made
to the quantities of recycled or re-used materials for the
non-surveyed percentage, although the local metal dealer indicated
significantly higher quantities of metals were being recovered.
Since many of the survey respondents requested confidentiality of
information, no breakdown of waste component by industry or market

can be provided in this planning document.
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Metals are routinely weighed as part of material sales. _.A number
of industries did not respond to the survey or telephone calls.
Therefore, the 24,069 tons is considered a minimum value. Metals
that were re-used in the manufacturing process at the point of
generation (e.g. off-spec foundry castings) were not included in
accordance with the IDEM Guidance Paper No. 2. The 1large
guantities reported reflect the large number of metal working

industries in Bartholomew County.

The 11,644 tons of paper and corrugated was derived from yardage
and tonnage estimates and actual weights of material reported in
the survey, and from the recycling activities of Helt Enterprises
(Crothersville, Indiana) and Indiana Environmental Services. The
survey form requested information on material markets, so double
counting was avoided from tonnages reported by industry and that
reported by collection and brokerage services. For the host part,
the 11,644 tons was recovered by box and cardboard manufacturers,
and the recycling programs of several large industries. Very
little office or corrugated was reported being recovered from small

industrial, commercial, and retail establishments.

Skid and pallet re-use and repair were common practices among the
industries surveyed. The 1,326 tons from both MSW and industrial
sources was derived from the 20 pound average suggested in the

March 1992 IDEM Guidance Paper No. 3. Miscellaneous wood recovered
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consisted almost entirely of the processihg and sale of bkark mulch

and sawdust from one sawmill.

Two foundries located in Columbus reported re-using a percentage of
their casting sand. Their total waste generation by weight was
multiplied by the respective % reclaim to yield the 14,424 tons of

re-used material.

The combined miscellaneous categories in Tables III-1 and III-2 of
6,704 tons consists of 1,500 tons of land applied sewage sludge
from the City of Columbus WWTP, recovered food wastes, and
miscellaneous renderingf Sewage sludge generation from several
small treatment plants in the District was not included since land

application is not an annual practice.

IDEM Guidance Paper No.l includes industrial lubricating oils as a
solid waste. However, the survey did not include these materials
since they have not been disposed of at the local landfill since it
opened in 1974. Furthermore, the large quantity generated in the
District and the high level of treatment and recovery as part of
environmental control practices would not be meaningful in setting

goals for diversion of 35-50% of solid waste from disposal.
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5. Current and Projected Generation T _

Table III-3 presents the current and projected solid waste
generation figures for Bartholomew County in five year increments
from 1991-2011. Figure III-2 indicates little or no historical
increase in disposal over the last 10 years, so industrial
generation is projected to remain constant from 1996-2011. A
10,000 ton/year increase is assumed to occur between 1991 and 1996
due to the current economic recession. Residential and commercial
waste (MSW) generation is assumed to increase in accordance with
the projections of USEPA (1990), 4.09 lbs/capita/day in 1991 to

4.91 pounds in 2011 (IDEM 4/92).

As listed in Table III-3, total waste generation is projected to
increase from 189,382 tons in 1991 (base year) to 209,8%2 tons in
2011. These totals include not only what has to be diéposed of,
but also materials being re-used and recycled. Since only the
fraction being disposed of is routinely weighed and reported,
verification of future generation rates will require additional

diversion surveys.
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TABLE ITII-3

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY, INDIANA

PROJECTED POPULATION AND SOLID WASTE GENERATION, 1991-2011

PROJECTED POPULATION

1991 1996 2001 2006 2011
63,660 63,940 64,240 64,630 64,750
ESTIMATED WASTE GENERATION (Tons)
1991 1996 2001 2006
Municipal 47,510 49,590 52,290 55,200
Industrial 141,872 151,872 151,872 151,872
Total District 189,382 201,462 204,162

Solid Waste
Generated

* Note:

207,072

2011

58,020
151,872

209,892

1990 Franklin Report was used to distribute total

District waste generation into municipal and industrial
fractions by multiplying population by MSW generation

rate,

pcd. This yields 47,510 tons.

For example,for 1991, per capita MSW rate is 4.09
Subtracting this from the

189,382 tons derived from disposal records and the survey
gives 141,872 tons of industrial solid waste.
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c. EXISTING FACILITY INVENTORY

Facility Inventory information was obtained from SWMA records,
contacts with haulers and owners/operators of transfer stations and
recycling services. Tonnages reported from collection stations
were obtained from SWMA weight records at the Bartholomew County
Landfill. The Bartholomew County Highway Department and Health
Department were contacted for information on waste tire piles and

open dumps. No significant waste tire piles are known to exist.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION III.C.1l LANDFILLS

1. Name Bartholomew County Landfill 6. Permit No. OPP 3-3

2. 8ite Address SR 46E, Petersville IN 7. Waste Types Accepted
Residential, industrial,

commercial, institutional,
construction, demolition,
and selected special
waste generated within
Bartholomew County

3. Mailing Address 720 S Mapleton St. 8. Phone 812-376-2614
Columbus IN 47201

4, owner City of Columbus
Bartholomew County
Solid Waste Management Authority (SWMA)

5. Operator Rumpke of Indiana under
contract with SWMA

* %k &
9. Original Design Capacity (tons) 13. Access Public;
No record limited to solid waste
generated within
Bartholomew County
10. Remaining Capacity (tons) 14. Current Capacity
338,000 as of 1-1-92 Estimated by:
Richard J. wigh, P.E.
Regional Services Corp.
812-372-9511 .
11. Remaining Life (years)
3.5-5.0 years
12. Quantity Accepted in 1991 Date January 1, 1992

Refuse —-=======- 56,223 tons
Foundry sand --- 22,353 tons

Note: Most of foundry sand diverted to City Garage site on 7-1-91.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.1 LANDFILLS
1. Name Camp Atterbury Sanitary LF 6. Permit No. SW-272
OPP 3-4
2. 8ite Address Hendricks Ford and 7. Waste Types Accepted
Mauxferry Road Refuse generated from
military operations
3. Mailing Address Atterbury Reserve 8. Phone 812-526-9711
Forces Training Ctr.
Edinburgh IN 46124
4, Owner ~USA (property)
5. Operator 1Installation of Atterbury

10.

11.

12.

Reserve Forces Training Area
Military Dept. of Indiana

*kk

Original Design Capacity (tons) 13. Access Private -

Unknown

Remaining Capacity (tons)
77,000

Remaining Life (years)
18 years

Quantity Accepted in 1991
1643 (tons)

Bartholomew - 322 tons

Johnson - 1205 tons

Brown - 116 tons

Limited to military usage
14. Current Capacity
Estimated by

Nancy McWhorter,
Environmental Specialist

Date January 1, 1992
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.1

LANDFILLS

City Garage Foundry Sand
Disposal Site

1. Name

City Garage
2250 Kreutzer Drive
Columbus IN 47201

2. 8ite Address

720 S Mapleton St.
Columbus IN 47201

3. Mailing Address

4. Owner City of Columbus
Bartholomew County
Solid Waste Management Authority
5. Operator SWMA

9. Original Design Capacity (tons)
389,000

k&%

10. Remaining Capacity (tomns)
368,000

11. Remaining Life (years)
4-6 years

12. Quantity Accepted in 1991

20,633 (toms)

Note: Operation started July 1, 1991.
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6. Permit No. FP 3-6

7. Waste Types Accepted
Type III foundry wastes

from Golden Castings only

8. Phone 812-376-2614

13. Access Captive

14. Current Capacity
Estimated by:
Richard J. Wigh, P.E.
Regional Services Corp.
812-372-9511

Date January 1, 1992



BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.2 COLLECTION SERVICES

1. Name City of Columbus, Indiana 5. Permit No. IN-04-0590

2. Address 2250 Kreutzer Drive
Columbus IN 47201

3. Owner City of Columbus, Indiana 6. Phone 812-376-2508

4. Operator Dept. of Sanitation
Attn: Steve Brown

7. Serves approximately 12,000 residences within City of Columbus,
and 380 commercial, small industrial, institutional (schools), and
apartment containers up to 3 cubic yards. Quantity collected in base
year includes:

A. Disposed of at Bartholomew County Landfill * 20,350 tons

B. Yard waste to Columbus-Bartholomew Yard 2700 tons
Waste Site

C. Yard waste from private services, 150 tons

individuals, DSI, State

D. Yard waste to City Garage by Parks 60 tons
and Recreation Department .

E. White goods and other metals 27 tons
salvaged

F. Trial curbside collection program 13 tons

G. Christmas tree recycling (90-91) 30 tons
(3142 trees)

H. Brush 30 tons

I. Office Paper 10 tons

* Includes City of Columbus Sanitation Dept., City Parks Department,
and City Utilities
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN -
S8ECTION IIXI.C.2 COLLECTION BERVICES
1. Name George and George Sanitation 5. Permit No. None
2. Address Aiken Street
Hope IN 47246
3. Owner Could not contact 6. Phone Not Known
4. Operator 7. Quantity Collected in

1991 76 tons*

* Weight taken from landfill billing (scale) records.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

BECTION III.C.2 COLLECTION BERVICES

1. Name Jim Lawson Hauling, Inc. 5. Permit No. None

2. Address 153 Market Street
Hope IN 47246

3. Owner Jim Lawson 6. Phone 812-546-5741

4, Operator Jim Lawson

7. Residential and 1limited commercial service in Hope, Clifford,
Hartsville, and Schafer Lake area. Approximately 300+ stops.

Disposed of only at Bartholomew County Landfill 497 tons.
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BARTHEOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

BECTION III.C.2 COLLECTION SERVICES

1. Name Rumpke of Indiana, Inc. 5. Permit No. IN-03-0019
2. Address 1950 Tellman Road

3. Oowner Rumpke of Indiana, Inc. 6. Phone 812-372-1225

4. Operator Rumpke of Indiana, Inc.

7. County-wide collection service for residential, commercial,
institutional, and industrial. Collects from approximately 1500
residences, plus Elizabethtown (130) and Edinburgh (150). Quantity
collected in 1991 (base year) includes:

A. Disposed of at Bartholomew County Landfill 11,300 tons

B. Transferred through Tellman Road and 6,305 tons
Edinburgh transfer stations to landfills
in Jackson County

C. Hauled to Medora Landfill 445 tons
in Jackson County

D. Recycled materials from Bartholomew 25 tons
County Hospital and misc. sources
(computer paper)

E. Recycled materials from SWMA drop 120 tons
boxes at 3 grocery stores, landfill
and southwest convenience station

III-30
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.2 COLLECTION SERVICES
1. Name Waste Management of Columbus 5. Permit No. IN-03-0074
2. Address 1120 Industrial Road 6. Phone 812-376-9048

Columbus IN 47201
3. Owner Waste Management Inc., NA
4, Operator Indiana Waste Systems, Inc.
7. Office serves portions of south-central -Indiana (Johnson-
Bartholomew, Brown, Shelby Counties). Commercial, industrial,

institutional (BCSC schools), residential (approx. 1000 residences)

A. Refuse disposed of at Bartholomew 894 tons
County Landfill (1991)

B. Refuse hauled to Franklin Transfer 11945 tons
Station (1991) (IDEM OPP 41-2) from
Bartholomew County

C. Recycled corrugated from McDonald's, 40 tons
Pizza Hut, taken to Indianapolis
(1991)
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

BECTION IIXI.C.2

TRANSFER STATIONS

1. Name Tellman Rd. Transfer Station

2. Bite Address 1975 W Tellman Road
Columbus IN 47201

3. Mailing Address 1950 Tellman Road
Columbus IN 47201

4. Owner Rumpke of Indiana, Inc.

5. Operator Rumpke of Indiana, Inc.

* %%

9. Design Capacity 100 tons/day

ITT1-32

6. Permit No. SW-347
OPP 3-5

7. Phone 812-372-1225

8. Functions Combining
compactible loads for
transfer to landfills in
Jackson Co.

During 1991, sources of
solid waste were:

Bartholomew Co. - 4790 ton
Brown Co. - 165 ton
Decatur Co. - 84 ton
Jackson Co. - 36 ton
Jennings Co. -~ 537 ton
Johnson Co. - 693 ton

10. Quantity Transported
in 1991 6305 tons

';‘l
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.3 TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
1. Name Tellman Rd. Transfer Station 5. Permit No. N/A
2. B8ite Address 1975 W Tellman Road 6. Phone 812-372-1225

Columbus IN 47201

3. owner Rumpke of Indiana, Inc. 7. Type Haul from transfer
to landfill & recyclable
markets (roll-offs and
semis)

4. Ooperator Rumpke of Indiana, Inc. 8. Quantity Transported

in 1991
6305 tons
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.4 PUBLICLY AVAILABLE RECYCLING SERVICES

1. Name Columbus-Bartholomew 5. Phone 812-376-2508
Recycling Center
(City Garage prior to 7/92)

2. Site Address 720 S Mapleton St. 6. Description Saturday
Columbus IN 47201 drop-off service. No

buy back. 1100-2000
vehicles/month. Accepts
beverage cans, glass,
newspaper, corrugated
#1 and #2 plastics,
metal items, used motor
oil, appliances

3. owner City of Columbus/Bartholomew Co.

4. Operator SWMA/City of Columbus

%* %%k
7. Daily Processing 8. Total Quantity
Capacity (tpd) 20 Collected 1991

385.7 tons
9, Itemize Materials Collected in 1991
Material Tons Material Tons Material
Aluminum 6.9 Clothing 0 0il 4730 gal.
Glass 60.1 Appliances (see metals)
Paper 167.8 Yard Waste (see composting)
Corrugated 125.7 Tires 0
Plastic 14.2 Batteries 0

Ferrous Metals 11.1

76 tons of aluminum, glass, and plastic sold to Rumpke Recycling
Center in 1991.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.4 PUBLICLY AVAILABLE RECYCLING SERVICES

1. Name Indiana Environmental Services

2. S8ite Address Temporarily closed

3. Owner Andy Murdock

4, Operator Andy Murdock

* %k

7. Daily Processing
Capacity (tpd) N/A

9. Itemize Materials Collected in 1991

Material Tons Material
Aluminum <1 Clothing
Glass 0 Appliances
Paper 107 Yard Waste
Corrugated 4 Tires
Plastic 0 Batteries

Ferrous Metals 0

III-35

5. Phone Temp. Closed

6. Description Provided
pickup and recycling of
computer, white bond and
file stock paper, and
beverage containers

8. Total Quantity
collected in 1991
112+ tons

Tons Material Tons

Other (list) ©
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.4 PUBLICLY AVAILABLE RECYCLING SERVICES

‘1. Name Kroot Corp.

2., 8ite Address 2951 State Street
Columbus IN 47201

3. Owner Mr. Art Kroot

4. Operator Kroot Corp.

*kk

7. Daily Processing -
Capacity (tpd) N/A

9. Itemize Materials Collected in 1991

Material Tons Material
Aluminum Confidential Clothing
Glass 0 Appliances
Paper 0 Yard Waste
Corrugated 0 Tires
Plastic 0 Batteries

Ferrous Metals Conf.

III-36

5. Phone 812-372-8203

6. Description Major

metal salvage operation
serving southern Indiana.
Purchases all grades of
steel, iron, aluminum,
and other non-ferrous

metals.

8. Total Quantity
Collected in 1991

Confidential
Tons Material

0 Non-ferrous
Conf.

0

0
Conf.

Tons

Conf.

.....
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN -

S8ECTION IIXI.C.4 PUBLICLY AVAILABLE RECYCLING BERVICES

1. Name Rumpke Recycling Center 5. Phone 812-372-1225

2. Bite Address 1975 W Tellman Road 6. Description Approx. 50
Columbus IN 47201 users per week. Limited

to glass, aluminum cans &
scrap, ONP, batteries,
plastics (#1 and #2).
Purchase price changes
with market.

3. Oowner Rumpke of Indiana, Inc.
Columbus IN 47201

4. Operator Rumpke of Indiana, Inc.
Columbus IN 47201
Mr. Greg Littleton

dkdk

7. Daily Processing
Capacity (tpd) 10 8. Total Quantity
Collected in the
Base Year 145 (tons)

9. Itemize Materials Collected in the Base Year 1991

Material Tons Material Tons Material Tons
Aluminum 18.2 Clothing 0 Copper 0.1
Glass 93.5 Appliances 0 Steel Cans 6.2
Paper 0.9 Yard Waste o]

Corrugated 25% Tires 0

Plastic 25.4 Batteries 0.8

* Corrugated collected from Bartholomew County Hospital
already baled.

Totals include purchase of aluminum cans, glass, and plastic
from Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling Center.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION III.C.5

COMPOST FACILITIES

1.

Name Columbus-~Bartholomew
Yard Waste Site

Site Address 720 S Mapleton St.
Columbus IN 47201

Mailing Address 720 S Mapleton St.
Columbus IN 47201

Owner City of Columbus-Bartholomew Co.
Solid Waste Management Authority

Operator City of Columbus/SWMA
ko k

Quantity Received in 1991
2970 tons

11. Residue for Disposal (tons)

Negligible

ITI-38

6. Permit No. N/A

7. Phone 812-376-2614

8. Materials Composted
Leaves, grass clippings,
shredded tree trimmings

10. Product Compost and
Mulch - given away
in 1991

12. Disposal Sites
Bartholomew Co.
Landfill

]
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION III.C.6 SOLID WASTE COLLECTION DEPOTS
1. Name Bartholomew County Landfill 6. Permit No. N/A
Convenience Station
2. Bite Address SR 46E; Petersville 7. Phone 812-376-2614
Columbus IN 47201
3. Mailing Address 720 S Mapleton St. - 8. Materials Residential
Columbus IN 47201 solid waste delivered in
cars. Drop-off recycling
available for UBC, glass,
and #1 and #2 plastics
4. Owner City of Columbus-Bartholomew Co.
Solid Waste Management Authority
5. Operator City of Columbus/SWMA
contract with Rumpke of Indiana, Inc.
xx*h
9. Attendant? Yes -~ Scale Operator 10. OQuantity Collected in

1991 1122 tons
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN
SECTION III.C.6 - SOLID WASTE COLLECTION DEPOTS

1. Name Recycling Drop-off Boxes 6. Permit No. N/A

2. Site Address Kroger Store, Natl Road 7. Phonme 812-376-2614
Marsh Store, 25th St.
Lo-Bill Store, State St.
SW Convenience Station
Bartholomew Co. Landfill
Hauser High School

3. Mailing Address SWMA
720 S Mapleton St. 8. Materials UBC, #1 and

Columbus IN 47201 #2 plastics, glass

4. Owner City of Columbus-Bartholomew Co.
SWMA and Rumpke of Indiana

5. Operator Rumpke under contract
with SWMA

*k%

9. Attendant? No 10. Quantity Collected in
1991 120 tons
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S8ECTION III.C.6

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

80LID WASTE COLLECTION DEPOTE

Name Saturday Pickup Stations

8ite Address Lowell Bridge, 700N
Us 31 & 7,

SR 46W (Eent School)
Mailing Address 720 S Mapleton St.

Columbus IN 47201

owner City of Columbus-Bartholomew Co.
Solid Waste Management Authority

Operator City of Columbus/SWMA
contract with City of Columbus

* kR

Attendant? Yes - Truck Drivers

IT1-41

6. Permit No. N/A

7. Phone 812-376-2614

8. Materials Residential
solid waste and limited
commercial; Saturdays
only.

10. Quantity Collected in

1991 1458 tons



RN

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION III.C.6 8S80OLID WASTE COLLECTION DEPOTS

1. Name Southwest Convenience Station 6. Permit No. N/A

2. S8ite Address Walesboro Airport 7. Phone 812-342-9364
Columbus IN 47201

3. Mailing Address 720 S Mapleton St. 8. Materials Residential

Columbus IN 47201 solid waste and limited
commercial; Saturdays
only. Drop-off recycling
available for UBC, glass,
and #1 and #2 plastics

owner City of Columbus-Bartholomew Co.
Solid wWaste Management Authority

Operator City of Columbus/SWMA
contract with Indiana Waste Systems

Jkk

Attendant? Yes 10. Quantity Collected in
1991 751 tons
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION II1I.C.7 INCINERATORS /WASTE-TO-ENERGY FACILITIES
1. Name Rockcreek Elementary School 5. Permit N/A
2. 8ite Address 13000 E 200 S 6. Phone 579-5221

Columbus IN 47203

3. Mailing Address 7. Operator Wilma Jaggers

4. Owner Bartholomew Consolidated
School Corp.

8. Product None

* k%
9. Design Capacity (tpd) 11, Ash for Disposal (tpy)
125 l1lbs/hr <400 lbs/yr
10. Quantity Processed in 1991 12. Ash Disposal Sites
<400 l1lbs/yr Bartholomew County

Landfill
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

o

SECTION III.C.8 " OPEN DUMPS
1. Location: C.R. 965N,
West of 31N
2. Owner: Closure being pursued
3. 8Size (acres): Unknown
*xk*%
1. Location: Mount Healthy Road
2. Owner: Closure being pursued
3. 8Size (acres): Unknown
*%k %
1. Location: 1 mile north S.R. 9 and S. R. 46
2. Owner: Closure being pursued
3. Size (acres): 200+ tires
%* %%
1. Location: C.R. 700S
2. Owner: Closure being pursued
3. 8Size (acres): Less than 1 acre
%* %%
1., Location: Dawson Steet, Van Blaricum Addition
2. Owner: Cleanup ordered by IDEM in 1990
3. Size (acres): Less than 1 acre. No extensive activity noted

in 1992. 1Inspection from street.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

S8ECTION III.C.9 OVERVIEW OF EXISTING SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT FACILITIES/PROGRAMS

FACILITY DESIGN REMAINING QUANTITY IN
TYPE NUMBER CAPACITY CAPACITY 1991 (base vear
Landfills 3 Unknown 783,000 (1) 99,531 tons (2)
Collection 5 N/A N/A 54,727 tons
Services

Transportation 1 N/A N/A 6,305 tons
Services

Transfer 1 100 tpd N/A 6,305 tons
Stations

Incinerators 1 125 pph N/A <1 ton
Recycling 4 N/A N/A 682 (3)
Compost 1 N/A N/A 2,970 tons
Facilities

Solid Waste 12 N/A N/A 3,451 tons
Collection

Centers

(1) ©Only 338,000 tons is publicly available.

2) Does not include 1321 tons generated in Brown and Johnson
County disposed of at Camp Atterbury.

(3) Does not include Kroot Corp., Helt Enterprises or
similar services.
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S8ECTION III.C.10

L 2

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

MAP OF EXISTING FACILITIES
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION IV SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

A. DISTRICT GOALS

From a total of 189,382 tons of solid waste generated in 1991, an
estimated 11,659 tons was being diverted from municipal solid waste
and at least 58,599 tons from industrjial sources. The combined
total of 70,258 tons represented a diversion rate of 37.1%, in
excess of the legislatively established goal for 1996 of 35%.
Although the legislative waste reduction goal has already been
achieved, the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Managemenf District,
the Citizens Advisory Committee, and the residents of Bartholomew
County remain committed to further agressive efforts in reducing
solid waste disposal. This section of the Plan describes the
strategy to further increase per capita source reduction, reuse,

and recycling.

The business survey indicated that some larger industries and
retailers had already implemented programs, particularly with
metals, corrugated, skids, pallets and some office paper. These

programs were primarily historical practices, such as scrap metal



recovery; partly implemented due to the incentive of the-gate fee
established at the landfill on January 1,‘1991; and in part due to

community and environmental concern.

With larger industry and retail establishments already having
started or in the process of implementing diversion programs, the
initial emphasis of the District efforts needs to be on the
residential, commercial, and small industrial segment. The survey,
which also included some restaurants and other commercial
activities, indicated little recycling was occurring among smaller
employers, other than traditional corrugated recovery at
supermarkets and department stores, and aluminum beverage can
recycling by employees. Little office paper recovery was
occurring, even at large commercial and office establishments. 1In
part, this was due to poor market conditions and too small a

quantity for pickup by recycling services such as Helt Enterprises.

A conceptual program for 1996 was presented to the District
Advisory Committee and the public in March 1992. This consisted of
targeted materials and recovery goals. A similar component
analysis and goals for each of the five year planning periods is
presented in Table IV-1. A corresponding listing of goals for the
industrial portion of the waste stream is provided in Table IV-2.
The percent diversion or reduction in waste for disposal is
calculated in accordance with the IDEM State Plan by dividing the
amount of material diverted by the 189,382 ton generation rate in

the base year of 1991.

L
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TABLE IV —1
MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE — RECYCLING,REUSE & REDUCTION GOALS

1991 — 2011

TONNAGE RECOVERED OR REUSED
COMPONENT 1991 1996 2001 2006 2011

Newspaper 470 1,100 1,200 1,300 1,400

Plastics 28 150 200 300 400

Appliances and Metals - 792 840 840 840 -840

Batteries 114 114 114 114 114

ing/Eurnity
Used Oil 434 600 600 600 600

Total Material Recovery 11,659 17,111 21,576 24976 28,376

Tonnage for Disposal 35,851 l 32,479 30,714 30,224 29,644
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TABLE IV -2
INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE — RECYCLING, REUSE & REDUCTION GOALS

1991 — 2011

TONNAGE RECOVERED,REUSED OR REDUCED
COMPONENT 1991 1996 2001 2006 2011

Metals 24,069 30,000 30,000 30,000 30,000

Skids & Pallets 1,204 1,750 1,750 1,750 1,750

Plastics 27 100 100 100 100

Construction/Demolition 0 1,000 2,000 2,000 2,000

Reduction 0 3,550 7,100 7,100 7,100

% Diversion 41.3% 53.0% 64.3% 65.0% 65.8%

i,



Combining the totals of Tables IV-1 and IV-2 yields: —

Waste Reduction, Reuse, Overall % Tonnage
ear Recycling (tons) Diversion For Disposal
1991 70,258 37.1% 119,124
1996 92,343 48.8% 109,119
2001 112,858 59.6% 91,304
2006 117,258 61.9% 89,814
2011 121,658 64.2% 88,234

B. DESCRIPTION OF NEEDED ACTIVITIES BY 1996
1. Municipal Solid Waste Segment
As depicted in Table IV-1, the goals to be achieved by 1996

include:

- Increasing newspaper, beverage can, plastic and glass
recovery in Columbus to 10 pounds/household/month by
instituting curbside collection in 1994.

- Increasing natural vegetation (leaves, grass, brush,
limbs) diversion to 100% to meet the requirements of
SEA-25.

- Doubling the usage of drop-off services for metal cans,
plastics and glass.

- Eliminating white goods disposal at the landfill hy
January 1993.

- Eliminating lead-acid battery and used oil disposal at
the landfill as soon as possible.

- Increasing tire diversion from the landfill to 75% of
total generation.

- Increasing the recovery of clothing and furniture.

- Increasing the quantity of paper and corrugated recovery
from residential, commercial, institutional and small
industrial sources to 3,000 tons/year.
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Curbside pickup of source separated'w}ecyclables was widely
encouraged by the public. It is not planned to be a mandatory
practice before 1996. This is primarily due to the current market
conditions and financial considerations. For example, typical
weekly curbside collection costs range from $1.50-$2.50/household
per month. For the City of Columbus, with approximately 12,000
residences, the average cost would be $24,000/month, or
$288,000[year. A study by EcoPartners performed for the City of
Indianapolis of curbside programs in Chicago, Cincinnati,
Minneapolis, Philadelphia, Providence, San Jose and Seattle
indicated collection rates of only 16-57 pounds/household per
month. Excluding Seattle, which utilizes a variable subscription
rate, the average amount collected was 22.5 pounds/household per

month.

For 12,000 residential units, total recyclables would be 135
tons/month at a cost of approximately $24,000. This équates to
$177/ton. Assuming material sales at an average of $20/ton, a
landfill diversion credit of $20/ton, and processing costs of
$20/ton, the net cost would be $157/ton. Furthermore, total
diversion would only be 135 tons/month, or 1620 tons/year. This is
estimated to be only 11% of residential solid waste (assuming 2.5
lhs/capita/day) in the City and only 0.8% of the 190,257 ton total
annual generation in Bartholomew County. The City does, however,
plan to begin implementing bi-weekly service in 1994, in addition

to the current yard waste pickup.
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To meet the 1996 goals, the following bfbgram is pianned for the

components listed in Table IV-1.

Public Education

"By far the most important part of any program will be the

effort to educate the public and the business community.
The program will include both a beginning and continuing

awareness campaign. There are many options including:

- Short Dbrochures distributed through schools,
churches, retail establishments, by 1location
services (trash can tags), or by direct mail.

- Newspaper, radio or television announcements.

- Educational programs in the schools.

- Promotional campaigns such as recycler of the month
or year awards.

- Business audits and technical assistance for source
reduction and waste minimization by the SWMA
Recycling Coordinator. -

- Making citizens aware of the true cost of disposal
and recycling to encourage source reduction.

- Purchase of products with minimal packaging waste.

- Proper management of medical waste, batteries, used
motor oil, appliances, tires, etc.

- Promoting source reduction and reuse as the
preferred options in managing solid waste.

Since the program outlined in the plan is specific to

Bartholomew County, professional assistance needs to be

retained by the District and the SWMA to develop the

overall educational program. The SWMA and the District
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will be responsible for impleméﬁting the program. It is
planned that this program be initiated in 1993 or earlier

if possible.

Curbside Collection
By mid-1994, the City of Columbus will institute bi-

weekly curbside collection of selected materials at the
12,000 residences within the cCity. It is anticipated
that one truck will be available in early 1994.
Additional trucks will be added through 1996. Collection
will be voluntary with a 50% participation goal.
Depending on markets, it is anticipated that newspaper,
beverage cans, glass and plastics will be collected
initially. To encourage participation, residents will be
provided bins 1if funding is available through IDEM
recycling grants. Private haulers will also be
encouraged to provide this or a similar ser&ice. An
incentive that can be used is lower gate fees at the

landfill.

It is planned to initiate this program by mid-1994.
Consideration will have to be given to providing a supply
of paper to service organizations who currently rely on
newspaper for income should the program interfere with

their supply.
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The collected materials will be processed and stored at

the Recycling Center. Options for material use will be

governed by market conditions and include:

Direct sales to brokers or end users

Shredding newspaper for animal bedding, sale for
packaging, shredding and composting if there is

no market for recycling the paper..

Vegetation

Senate Bill 25 passed during the 1992 legislative session

essentially prohibits the disposal of natural vegetative

matter in landfills after September 30, 1994. To comply

with this ban, the following programs are planned to be

in-place by mid-1994:

Completion of a District-wide educational source
reduction effort encouraging backyard composting
and leaving grass clippings on the lawn.

Full-time access to the SWMA/Recycling Center Yard
Waste facility for individuals, commercial services
(haulers and landscapers) and municipal vehicles.

Separate pickup of grass clippings and leaves in
marked containers and/or colored or Kraft bags.
This is already being performed within the City of
Columbus but a fee system or subscription service
will be instituted after 2-3 - years if the
educational program does not encourage home grass
clipping diversion. No charge will be levied for
the annual fall leaf pickup in urban areas.

An additional composting operation at the SWMA
landfill.
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- Brush chipping or shreddiﬁg at both the -Recycling
Center Yard Waste facility and the SWMA landfill.

- A ban on the placement of vegetative matter in
refuse containers that are also used for storage
and collection of trash, including education of
haulers to enforce this by refusing pickup of these
materials.

- A ban on receipt of vegetative material at all
Saturday pickup points and convenience stations.

Site attendants will be reguired to enforce the ban
by refusing to accept the material.

Increasing Drop-Off Service Usage

The SWMA and Rumpke of Indiana currently sponsor drop-off
service at the City Garage, Rumpke’s Recycling Center, at
3 Marsh and Kroger stores in Columbus, at Hauser High
School in Hope, and at the landfill and the Southwest
Convenience Station near Walesboro. Through public
education and increased availability, it is planned to
double the usage of these services by 1996. This should
increase collection of metal cans, glass and piastics by

at least 200 tons/year by 1996.

To accomplish this, the following program will be

undertaken: ‘

- Education beginning in 1992.

- Adding up to 3 more boxes in the Taylorsville and
Elizabethtown areas, and west side of Columbus
where there currently is no service. Begin in
1992.

- Instituting volume-based user fees for solid waste
with free recyclable acceptance at all Saturday
pickup points and the landfill during 1993 or 1994.

Iv-10
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To make this program costfeffective, it is planned
to combine the Lowell Bridge and ABC School (SR 46)
Saturday pickup points into a convenience center,
and possibly revising the SR 7 and US 31S pickup

point to a convenience station. The CR 700N
Saturday pickup point could be serviced with a
small trailer. Additional part-time employees

would be needed at the SW center, the combined
Lowell Bridge-ABC School pickup point, and 7&31 to
monitor recyclable drop-off and to collect fees for
waste to be disposed of.

Appliances

For the most part, white goods from Bartholomew County
are currently being returned to scrap dealers and are
accepted at the Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling Center.
To increase the recovery of these materials, it will be
necessary to ban acceptance or install a roll-off box
near the working face of the landfill for recovery of the
remaining portion of appliances along with any other
large pieces of scrap metal. The box can be loaded and
hauled by the landfill operator, and any income derived
from the sale of the metal kept by the Contractor. A ban

or this program will be instituted in 1993.

It must be recognized that capacitoréﬁ used 1in some
appliances prior to 1979 and refrigerant gas (CFC’s and
HCFC’s) are causing rejection of some appliances and air
conditioners at selected metal salvage yafds. Amendments
to the Clean Air Act in 1990 resulted in a ban on the
release of refrigerants during recycling or disposal as
of July 1, 1992. The District will be prepared to assist
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in handling the rejected appiiances as a -eommunity
service or encourage this to be performed at appliance
dealers or the local salvage yard by 1993. Substantial
fees will have to be assessed to cover the cost of gas

recovery and compressor removal and disposal.

Battery and Used 0il Disposal

Lead acid battery disposal at landfills was banned in the
1990 legislative session under HB 1391. To assure
compliance with these rules, the requirements of the
legislation will be included in the education program.
In addition, all haulers and city crews will be
instructed to not pick up batteries in household trash
and, if possible, from containers. Since there is a
market value for batteries, and trade-ins have to be
accepted by retailers, enforcement of the ban should not

impose any undue expense on the community.

Used motor oil is potentially placed in trash by
residents, even though there are a number of drop-off
points in the county, as listed in Table IV-3. The
Recycling Center also accepts used motor oil. A local
disposal ban will be imposed and additional drop-off
tanks will be installed at convenience centers. Private
collection services will be used to remove and transport

the accumulated oil to recovery facilities. In addition,
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TABLE IV=3

WHERE TO RECYCLE USED MOTOR. OIL

khkkhkdkhkhkdkhkhkhhhkhkdhkhkhdkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhhkhkhhkhhhhkdhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkkhhhhkhk

List effective as of 8/92.

Auto Works

2520 Central Avenue
Columbus IN 47201
372-4474

M-F 8:00am-9:00pm
Sat 8:00am-8:00pm
Sun 9:00pm-6:00pm

Columbus Bartholomew
Recycling Center

720 S Mapleton Street
Columbus IN 47201
376-2614

T-Th 7:30am-3:30pm
Sat 8:00am-3:30pm

Johnson Shell
I-65 & SR 46
Columbus IN 47201
372-2206

7 days, 24 hrs

Max'’'s Marathon
South Main Street
Hope IN 47246
546-4495

M-F 6:00am-9:00pm
Sat 8:00am-8:00pm

Rumpke Recycling Center

1975 W Tellman Road
Columbus IN 47201

Please call first to verify acceptance!

Terry’s Amoco

2355 Jonathan Moore Pike
Columbus IN 47201
376-9622

7 days, 24 hrs

Tony’'s Muffler Shop
1105 washington Street
Columbus IN 47201
372-8200

M-F 8:00am-6:00pm
Sat 8:00am-12noon

Sear’s Automotive
222 Courthouse Center
Columbus IN 47201

379-1428
M-Sat 7:30am-8:00pm
Sun 12Noon-5:00pm



the education program should include all of the places
collecting o0il, proper handling techniques, as well as
requiring haulers and city crews to leave the motor oil

at the residence.

Tires

Tires comprise approximately 1.5% by weifht of the
municipal solid waste stream. Their bulk and flexibility
makes them difficult to handle in large quantities at the
landfill. Based on typical dimensions of a passenger car
tire, their in-place dgnsity in the landfill is only half
that of typical solid waste. As such, there is a basis
for charging double the normal gate fee at the landfill.
Many landfills charge $1.00 or more per tire handled,
which equates to over $80/ton as opposed to Bartholomew
County’s current fee of $20/ton. To assist in District
initiatives, the Bartholomew County Landfill will
institute a tire disposal fee of $40/ton beginning in

Januvary 1993.

Beginning in 1992, the SWMA Recycling Coordinator will
develop a waste tire task force 1in the community
comprised of dealers, with the objective of diverting 75%
of waste tires from the landfill by 1996. Markets for
tire processing are continuing to develop and currently
limited quantities can be taken to Wolfe Industries in

Brazil for pyrolysis, Rubber Materials Handling and ASK
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Shredders in East Chicago, to Archer, Daniels; Midland
Company in Decatur, Illinois and to a number of other
facilities in Indiana and the midwest. Limits are
imposed on size and types of tires. A 12 million/year
tire derived fuel plant will also be available in 1994 in
Michigan. Federal highway funding is also emphasizing
using tires in asphalt paving materials. This process is
being studied at Purdue University and may provide an

additional market in the next few years.

Trailer load quantities are normally delivered to end
users. Wolfe Industries will provide a trailer at the
dealer’s site. If sufficient room is not available, then
the SWMA can provide space at the new recycling center or
the landfill, thus allowing access by individuals. If
dealer cooperation cannot be obtained, then in addition
to the gate fee, a local tax be will have to be imposed

on new tires to provide for recycling activities.

Clothing and Furniture

Goodwill Industries and San Souci accept used clothing
and limited amounts of furniture. The SWMA Recyling
Coordinator will work with these groups to determine
their needs and capabilities. If possible, by utilizing
the education program, the amount of material that is

accepted by these groups will be doubled by 1996.
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Paper and Corrugated —

While there are a number of commercial and industrial
facilities currently recovering cardboard and computer
paper in the community, little effort is being made by
residential, small commercial or small industry to
recycle higher grades of paper. A total of only 1510
tons of material was recycled in 1991, primarily by

supermarkets and large retail establishments.

The USEPA (IDEM Resource Manual, January 1992) estimates
paper products to comprise approximately 38% of municipal
solid waste. For 1991, this would amount to about 18,000
tons in Bartholomew County. Of this, it is estimated
that 42%, or abhout 7600 tons, consisted of corrugated and
office paper. Thus, within Bartholomew County, the 1749
tons recovered in 1991 represented a 23% recovery rate,
For 1996, it is proposed to increase thié to 3,000
tons/year, or to 39%, provided an adequate market is

available for the material.

To accomplish this goal, commercial and industrial
recovery will be included in the educational program, and
the new recycling center will be available for business
5-6 days/week. In addition, the SWMA Recycling
Coordinator will conduct audits, provide technical

assistance, and help develop educational programs at
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v

participants’ establishments. —

Furthermore, the District or the SWMA will need to
establish a commercial pickup service under contract with
a private hauler or as an additional service provided by
the City of Columbus, or perhaps a service provided by
the SWMA or an organization such as Developmental
Services, Inc. The collected and delivered material
would be processed and baled at the new recycling
facility currently under construction by the SWMA. A
small fee will be charged based on the frequency of
pickup and the value of the material. It must be
recognized that commercial pickup of recyclables is
currently being performed by Rumpke of Indiana, Waste
Management, and Helt Enterprises. Every effort should be
made to complement or expand these services. If
possible, this service will be instituted on 5 drop-off
basis in 1992 and the collection route started in 1993 or
1994, Lower grades of paper (magazines, ledger stock,
junk mail, etc.) will also be included as soon as markets

are located or become available.

Industrial Solid Waste Segment

As depicted in Table IV-2, the focus of the industrial diversion

program is to:

Increase metal recovery by almost 6,000 tons/year.
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- Increase paper recovery by over 3,ddb tons/year. —

~ 1Increase pallet and skid reuse, rebuilding and diversion to
95% of the estimated generation.

- 1Implement a recovery program for construction and demolition
debris.

- Increase foundry waste reuse from the current 30% to 35%.

- Create an awareness through education and published examples
of successful programs that will achieve a 2.5% overall
reduction in solid waste generation by 1996.

The following programs will need to be implemented to achieve the

1996 objectives:

Public Education

In general, the educational effort towards industry would
be a summary of community goals, particularly those of
the District Plan. In addition, the plan requires a
voluntary reduction in waste generated through production
or packaging modifications of 2.5% by 1996.and 5% by
2001. Industry leaders will be made aware of this and
the services of the SWMA Recycling Coordinator will be
made available to them. Supplementing this effort will
be the "State Action Plan" that will be implemented by

IDEM promoting source reduction.

Metals
The largest current category of recycled materials in the
District is industrial recovery of iron, steel, aluminum,

copper and brass. The near term 1996 goal is to increase
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the amount recovered from 2(:069 tons/year +to 30,000
tons/year. Improved economic conditions will contribute
in part to this. The goal of 30,000 tons/year is
possibly already being achieved. However, reluctance in
answering the survey form or not wanting to divulge
specific information has resulted in an incomplete
survey. It is planned therefore to improve the technique
of gaining information by 1996 and repeat the survey.
This may require that a private firm gather the data with
only summary reporting to the District or other

governmental agencies.

Paper/Corrugated

Based on information provided through the survey, the
majority of paper recovered during 1991 was from two
sources. Their efforts represented almost 8,600 of the
11,644 tons recycled. Corrugated recovery Qas common
among larger industries but office paper programs were
just getting started. It is possible that the lack of a
market for small gquantities has discouraged many
businesses from initiating programs. It is therefore
planned that the pickup service to be offered to
commercial and small industry also be available to larger
businesses for their smaller quantities of marketable
paper. As soon as feasible, lower grades of paper will

be added to the services available. The assistance of
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the SWMA Recycling Coordinator will prove to—be quite
helpful in organizing programs, marketing a larger
quantity of recovered material, and developing waste

minimization programs.

Skids and Pallets

Reuse, rebuilding and return of skids and pallets is a
common practice among business. Of approximately 2,000
tons/year estimated £from survey responses to be
generated, over 65% were already being diverted from
disposal. The local goal is to increase this to 95% by
1996. Education by making businesses aware of the
rebuild programs offered by Helt Enterprises and DSI
would be one method. Another alternative would be to
develop an exchange program in the community where users
would be advised of quantities and sizes of used skids
available throughout Bartholomew County. This practice
exists informally today. If this is successful with
skids and pallets, the program can be easily expanded to
an electronic bulletin board for other common industrial
wastes. Used skids could also be stockpiled at the new
recycling center or the landfill for pickup by users.
Lastly, skids received at the 1landfill could be
temporarily placed to the side for use by individuals for

firewood or storage, or shredded for mulch.
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Construction/Demolition r —

Usable materials from demolition projects are commonly
recovered, but there is no easy way to assess the
quantity. One way of assuring that reusable materials
are removed from a structure prior to demolition would be
to require inspection by the local building and zoning
office before issuance of a demolition permit. It is
therefore planned that this be performed on a trial basis
during 1993 prior to enacting a local ordinance requiring

the inspection.

Construction refuse contains usable quantities of
corrugated, steel banding and other items. It is
proposed that all building permits issued after 1993
require builders to recycle marketable materials.
Incentives could include requiring a description of the
recycling program at the time of permit iséuance and
checks during the normal inspections by the local office
at the time of other inspections to assure the plan is
being followed. Again, the new recycling center would
serve as a drop-off point for selected materials.
Requirements will also be imposed in bid specifications
for public buildings encouraging use of recycled

materials and recovery of wastes during construction.
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Foundry Sands —

One of the largest components of the waste stream in
Bartholomew County is foundry wastes. The two large
foundries in Columbus disposed of almost 45,000 tons of
sands and similar materials during 1991, almost 38% of
the total solid waste received at 1landfills within
Bartholomew County. Reuse did account for over 14,000

tons of material diverted from local disposal facilities.

Sand reclamation and reuse is proposed to be increased to
meet the legislative goal of 35% by 1996. No effort is
proposed on behalf of the Distfict other than advising
the generators of the goal, and the need to reduce
disposal within the community. One factor favoring an
increase in minimizing foundry wastes is the expiration
of Golden Castings 10-year economic incentive package as
of 1996. This program, which began in JanuaryA1986, has
essentially provided free disposal for the sand for the
past 6 years. When the cost of disposal at either the
City Garage site or the landfill has to be paid by the
generator, sufficient economic incentive should be
present to improve current recovery practices to the

goals presented in this plan.

Reduction

One effort that cannot be readily assessed is waste
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minimization achievements by ihdustry. The increasing
costs of materials and disposal and a developing
environmental awareness, local and State education are
all assumed to result in a reduction of industrial solid
waste generated of 2.5% by 1996 and 5% by 2001. This is
consistent with IDEM’s Guidance Paper No. 2 which allows
a credit of up to 5% in Districts with aggressive

education/promotion programs.

C. DESCRIPTION OF NEEDED ACTIVITIES BY 2001

District goals listed in Tables IV-1 and IV-2 show an increase in
waste reduction, reuse and recycling by approximately 20,500
additional tons between 1996 and 2001. The overall diversion rate
would reach 59.6%, with 112,858 tons of material recovered or
not generated. Total disposal would decréase from 109,119 to

91,304 tons.

Accomplishing this within the MSW component involves continually
higher participation at drop-off centers; increasing paper recovery
from commercial and small industry by another 3,000 tons/year;
diversion of 95% of tires; and the implementation of mandatory
residential curbside collection within the City of Columbus and all
towns with municipal services. Furthermore, private hauling
services who serve individual homeowners will be regquired to offer

curbside pickup. Curbside pickup would therefore be available to
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over 15,000 residences that are curreh%ly served by a weekly
collection service. Under current laws, ordinances mandating
curbside collection and mandatory participation would have to be
enacted at the County and municipal level rather than under the
limited District authority.

No specific method for curbside collection is proposed within this
plan. There are a large number of alternatives such as source
separation, commingled pickup, trailers, and multi-compartment
trucks. Financing methods also vary widely. Specific
recommendations will be included when this plan 1is revised
in 1996. Since the city is currently running both refuse and
grass routes, it is suggested that the curbside pickup be combined
with one of these routes in order to avoid the capital and

operating expense of three stops at the same house each week.

The second major focus for MSW recovery between 1996 and 2001 is an
increase in paper recovery by 3,000 tons/year. This would involve
recycling of almost 80% of the higher grades of paper such as
corrugated and writing paper. This is probably not possible even
with mandatory business recycling programs. Therefore, in order to
achieve the goal, it will be necessary to begin recycling of lower
grades of paper including magazines, telephone books, ledger stock
and perhaps junk mail as soon as it is feasible and markets are
available. Specific grades can be added to pickup schedules as

market conditions allow.
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Within the industrial sector, the priﬁgiy goals listed-in Table
IV-2 are to increase paper recovery by 5,000 tons/year over 1996
levels, improve construction and demolition waste recovery by an
additional 1,000 tons/year and increase foundry waste reuse or
reduction to the legislative goal of 50%. Continued growth in

source reduction is anticipated to the 5% level.

D. DISPOSAL NEEDS

1. Remaining Life

Total land disposal of solid waste generated within Bartholomew
County in 1991 totaled 99,531 tons. An additional 19,730 tons was
landfilled outside the District, primarily at Rumpke’s Uniontown
Landfill in Jackson County and Waste Management’s facility in
Hendricks County. There is no known importation of solid waste
into Bartholomew County except at the Camp Atterbury captive
facility. ©Of the 99,531, over 45,000 tons consisted of foundry

wastes from Golden and Essex Castings.

The City-County Solid Waste Management Authority has provided for
operation of the Bartholomew County Landfill since 1974. As of
January 1, 1992, this facility had an estimated remaining capacity
of 338,000 tons, as determined from on-site surveying and aerial
mapping. The small sanitary landfill utilized by Camp Atterbury is
a captive site and not available to Bartholomew County business and

residents. The City Garage foundry sand facility, which opened in
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1991, is estimated to have a capacity of'368,000 tons.— None of
these facilities are currently known to be operating under a

consent decree or agreed order.

Part of the reason for the diversion of over 19,000 tons of refuse
in 1991, particularly to facilities in Jackson and Hendricks
County, was the institution of a gate fee of $20/ton by the SWMA
beginning on January 1, 1991. Prior to that time, no gate fee was
assessed to users except for demolition debris and hard-to-handle
wastes such as large loads of tires. Rumpke and Waste Management,
the largest haulers in Bartholomew County, both diverted portions

of their collected refuse to their own facilities.

In late 1991 and early 1992, both haulers began to return portions
of their business to the Bartholomew County Landfill. In April
1992, Rumpke announced the eventual closing of its Uniontown
facility in late 1992. These changes in waste flow reéuire that
the remaining life of the Bartholomew County Landfill has to be
projected using all of the material generated within the County.
Excluding the foundry sand, this amounted to over 76,000 tons/year
in 1991, an estimated 81,000 tons in 1992 due to improved economic
conditions, decreasing to approximately 61,000 tons/year in 1996 as
additional recovery programs are initiated. Large scale
construction and demolition projects could significantly increase
these projections. Utilizing the projected tonnage for disposal

in Tables 1IV-1 and IV-2, the landfill capacity will be exhausted
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in mid-1996. By about mid-1995, it will be necessary to-excavate
the access road and maintenance building area to obtain the final

year of life.

The City Garage foundry sand disposal site was opened in July 1991.
The remaining capacity as of January 1992 is estimated ‘to be
368,000 tons. The generation of sand is highly variable, Golden’s
having ranged from 81,187 tons in 1987 to 42,988 tons in 1991.
Therefore, site life could be as short as 4 years, but a more
likely figure 1is 6 years. For planning purposes, additional

capacity would have to be available in 1997-1998.

2. Disposal Alternatives
One of the primary objectives of the City of Columbus-~Bartholomew

County Solid Waste Management Authority (SWMA) is to provide a
disposal facility for community use. Since 1974, this City-County
agency has been responsible for the existing 1andfi11; employing
private contractors to operate the site. With public ownership,
Bartholomew County has been able to exclude out-of-county refuse
and exercise direct control over the quality of the operation
through operating specifications and inspections. Full tax support

through 1990 enabled the community to have no gate fees.

In 1991, a $%20/ton gate fee was instituted to encourage waste
reduction efforts, to reduce the tax support, and to develop equity

among users based on the amount of waste disposed. Foundry sand
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from Golden Castings was excluded from ébgate fee as part of the
10-year economic incentive agreement. Wastes collected by or
generated from governmental agencies were also exempt from the gate
fee. The balance of the operating costs incurred during 1991 were
obtained from the City of Columbus and Bartholomew County tax

revenues.

The desired alternative for disposal of waste generated within
Bartholomew County is to continue to provide this community service
within the County. This will enable the community to control not
only its costs, but also the destiny and long-term liability for
the solid waste requiring disposal. The alternatives therefore
become what facilities should be provided as part of an integrated

solid waste management plan.

Should the District fail to establish additional capacity by mid-
1996, then other alternatives of transfer and disposal at
commercially available facilities would have to be examined.
Capacity of incineration and landfill facilities within a 50-60

mile radius that might have to be utilized are as follows:

Decatur Hills Landfill:; Decatur County

8.8 million cubic yards of air space, 30 years projected life,
privately owned and operated. Current gate fee in the $25/ton

range.
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Jdennings County Landfill; Jennings County -

485,000 cubic yards of air space, 35 years of projected life
at 6,000 tons/year. Current County ordinance prohibits out-
of-county solid waste. Large expansion potential on 150 acres
of zoned property. Site is currently for sale. Current gate

fee in the $25/ton range.

Uniontown Landfill; Jackson County

346,000 cubic yards of air space remaining. Owned and
operated by Rumpke of Indiana. Closure planned for late 1992.

Current gate fee in the $20/ton range.

Medora lLandfill; Jackson County

1,497,000 cubic yards of capacity remaining. Owned and
operated by Rumpke of Indiana. Expansion plans being

prepared. Current gate fee in the $20/ton range.

Brown County Landfill; Brown County

220,000 cubic yards of capacity remaining. Privately owned
and operated. Site is for sale. Current gate fee in the

$20/ton range, including District fee of $3/ton.

Danville Landfill; Hendricks County

9.6 million cubic yards of capacity remaining. Owned and
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operated by Waste Management. Estimated 10 year remaining

life. Major expansion being designed.

Southside Landfill; Marion County

10.5 million cubic yards remaining; 13 year estimated life.

Privately owned and operated.

Caldwell Landfill; Shelby County

982,000 cubic yards of air space remaining; 7 year estimated

life. Privately owned and operated.

Indianapolis Resource Recovery Facility

Mass burn plant with steam recovery; currently operating at
capacity (2,250 tons/day). Considering addition of a fourth
furnace (750 tons/day). Current gate fee isA $18/ton.
Projected to go to $22-$25/ton in near future. Limited

capability for bulky waste.

The projected lives of each of these facilities is subject to
change as more landfills within Indiana close. Prices are also
subject to revision as market conditions change. The capacity and
fees also do not reflect changes that may occur due to RCRA
Subtitle D provisions, which are anticipated to be imposed in the
Fall of 1993. Some landfills may choose to close prior to that
time or 1limit the type of waste handled. Another factor
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complicating availability are current atfempts by IDEM to control
service areas through permit issuance and demonstrations of need.
Future efforts by Districts to control daily receipts and service

areas can also be anticipated.

An integrated plan for Bartholomew County would involve source
reduction, reuse, recycling, composting, land application, and
disposal of residuals by incineration and/or landfilling. Sections
IV.A-C describe proposed efforts of material diversion from
disposal. It is projected that the measures to be implemented will
reduce annual disposal needs from 119,124 tons in 1991 to

88234 tons/year in 2011.

a. Incineration
Incineration has traditionally been viewed as a volume
reduction technique to lessen land disposal requirements.
More recently energy recovery in the form of steam and
electricity has been added to the process. It must be
recognized that incineration is limited in the type of
material that can be accepted. Examining the Bartholomew
County solid waste that was disposed of in 1991 by

fractions that could not be incinerated yields:
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1991 Total Solid Disposal =—=——==—=—=- 119,124 tons

Appliances ----—---——-—=—————————c———- ( 30 tons)
Furniture ------—----—cc—cmce o ( 500 tons)
Skids/Pallets -—-——--—-———-———m——————— ( 674 tons)
Foundry Sand —----—-—-——-———————c—e—————- (43,982 tons)
Construction/Demolition -----=---————- (10,000 tons)
Special Wastes —---—--==——-———=c—e—-——o ( 1,160 tons)
Camp Atterbury --—----—————-———c—e—e——- { 322 tons)

Total Remaining for Incineration =—==-- 62,456 tons

Of the remaining fraction, it is anticipated that up to
15% will be bypassed due to incinerator down time or
unacceptable quality, leaving 53,088 tons as potentially
burnable. Further reducing this will be new material

recovery efforts.

Ash from the incineration process is normally 30% of the
input. Therefore, total waste reduction would be 70% of
the 53,088 tons, or 37,161 tons. Of the total waste
stream disposed of in 1991 of 119,124 tons, this
represents only 31%. As material recovery increases,
this percéntage will decrease. Typical costs for an
incinerator in the 150-200 tpd capacity range with steam
recovery would be in the $12-$15 million range, with

operating costs of $35/ton or higher.

Due to the cost of incineration and the remaining
quantity of solid waste generated that would have to be
landfilled, incineration is not considered an attractive
option in the near term. There are, however, special
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situations where the steam subﬁly to a large industrial
user might be of sufficient value to make the economics
attractive. If rapid escalation of energy costs were to
occur, a public/private partnership for the generation of
energy from the waste stream may prove a viable option
within Bartholomew County. This concept should be
evaluated again during periodic review and updates of

this plan.

Local Disposal Capacity
Utilizing Tables IV-1 and IV-2, adequate local disposal

capacity for the next twenty years must be available to

accommodate the following estimated tonnages.

Year Total for Disposal Refuse Foundry Sand

1992 129,124 79,124 50,000
1996 109,119 61,119 48,000
2001 91,304 49,804 41,500
2006 89,814 48,314 41,500
2011 88,234 46,734 41,500

Using the average estimates over these periods, a 20-year
total of 1,088,000 tons of refuse capacity and 876,250
tons of sand capacity is projected.

Subtracting the existing capacity at the Bartholomew
County Landfill and the City Garage foundry sand disposal
site leaves 771,085 tons of refuse capacity and 540,750
tons of foundry sand capacity required for the next
twenty years.
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Projecting refuse tonnage and foundry sand production
over a twenty year period and designing a facility based
on those projections is not considered sound practice.
Changing industrial processes and unforeseen growth,
natural disasters, major demolition projects, unrealized
markets, revised environmental regqulations, and other
factors demand that some factor of safety be provided.
For the purpose of this plan, a value of 50% is used.
This requires that the minimum capacity that should be
developed to fulfill the community need should be 1.13

million tons for refuse disposal and 762,000 tons for

foundry wastes.

Landfill site preparation and operating costs for the
foundry sand are significantly lower than for refuse. As
such, the two operations should be conducted separately.
The same site can be used, but different operating areas.
For the foundry sand, several options could be
considered:

- Expand the existing disposal site.

- Overfill older sections of the Bartholomew County
Landfill.

- Develop a new site exclusively for foundry wastes.

- Develop a portion of a new landfill site for
separate area filling with foundry wastes.

- Let Golden Castings develop its own facility after

expiration of the existing 10 year agreement
(1995) .
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Regarding the first option, théhproperty to the-south of
the City Garage 1is currently for sale and the haul
distance from the foundry is minimal. The primary
disadvantages are a lack of suitable soil for cover
material and a small area that could possibly be
classified as a wetland. The second option would require
no change of zoning and the use of the sand might be
beneficial in reshaping the final contours of the
landfill where settlement has taken place. A soil
shortage may be present. It is therefore necessary that
the District begin the task by performing an options and
cost analysis, working with Golden and Essex Castings,

with recommendations to be completed by July 1, 1993.

The existing Bartholomew County Landfill was expanded

by 24 acres in early 1989, with operations beginning

in 1990. The expansion satisfied a near term need
for additional capacity and alleviated a serious
shortage of soil cover material. In June 1989, a

study committee was formed for the purpose of siting
replacement <capacity. That committee’s recommended
site was not obtained. In early 1992, the District
board signed an option to purchase a tract of 1land
adjoining the existing landfill. This site is
currently undergoing preliminary investigation. It is

expected that local planning and zoning, preparation of
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a permit application to IDEM, é;d site construction will
require a minimum of 3 years. With a current capacity of
only about 4 years at the existing site, there is
potentially insufficient time to repeat the site
selection process should the effort to expand the

landfill on the adjoining property not be successful.

If the current effort to expand the landfill is not
successful or is delayed, the District and the SWMA will
need to pursue a modification application for an increase
in height in the 24 acre expansion area. While
sufficient soil is not available on-site, this option
would be considerably less expensive to operate, even
with imported soil, than would transfer of Bartholomew
County’s solid waste to an out-of-District disposal
facility. Potentially 300,000+ tons of additional
capacity could be realized, sufficient for an additional
4-5 years of life. A revision to the current conditional
use permit would be required. An application would need

to be prepared for IDEM review by early 1993.

Affer submittal of this application, the District will
have to repeat the site selection process. The program
would include appointment of a new committee,
establishing location criteria, public meetings to review

the process and selected sites, final selection and
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public planning and zoning heafings. An example of such
a program has been published by the Intergovernmental
Solid waste Disposal Association of Champaign County,

Illinois (19%0).

E. PROBLEM WASTES

1. Tires, White Goods, Used Motor 0il, Batteries

Handling of these items is discussed under Section IV.A, municipal
solid waste programs for 19%6. A cooperative effort among tire
dealers for recovery or energy use is proposed, with an incentive
fee at the landfill if necessary. Used motor oil and batteries are
to be excluded from collection and disposal, with education of the
public and the haulers the primary enforcement tools. White goods
are currently well managed in Bartholomew County. The remaining
gquantities are to be recovered at the landfill. Difficulty in
handling appliances with older capacitors and CFC’s can be
anticipated. If the State does not provide an outlet for these
items, the District will have to provide for refrigerant recovery
and capacitor removal or drainage. A user fee will be necessary to

cover the costs of this program.

2. Household Hazardous Waste/Conditionally Exempt Hazardous Wastes

Lead based paints, solvents, cleaning caustics and acids,
insecticides, pesticides and lawn chemicals typically account for

less than 1% of MSW. These wastes are exempt from the hazardous
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waste regulatory programs. Amendments fgiHB 1240 in 199t require
that District plans address this .issue. Regulations for a grant
program created under HEA 1311 are currently in the final stages of
adoption. This is a matching grant program for the conduct of

District educational and collection programs.

One of the primary concerns of household hazardous waste being
disposed of at the landfill is the potential for groundwater
quality problems resulting from the products. For the most part,
the acids or caustics present no real threat in small quantities
due to the large buffering capacity of the landfill and absorption
by the paper products. Furthermore, the current landfill is one of
the few in the State to have a 1leachate collection system,
minimizing any threat to groundwater. Any future landfill site or
expansion will include synthetic liners to provide an even higher

degree of protection.

One of the initial tasks of the Citizens Advisory Committee was
investigation of the potential for holding a household hazardous
collection day. Information obtained from a presentation by a

commercial service was that:

- Cost would be $80-$137/participant. Supporting this are
data from the Illinois program of $105 and of Monroe
County where the cost was $110/user.

- Normal participation would be 1-2% of population.

- Waste mix would include 60% paint and 15% oil.
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For Bartholomew County, the projected cbét using this data would
possibly be in the $50,000 to $75,000 range. No funds were
available from the 1991 or 1992 SWMA budget for such a program, but
efforts were-to be made to obtain funding through governmental

agencies, foundations, industry and State grants.

HHW collection days do provide a needed service, but they are
extremely expensive and only reach‘ a small segment of the
population one time. It has also been noted that little change
occurs in consumer purchase patterns and that the awareness created
by a single collection day can actually increase landfill receipts.
It is therefore planned that the District establish a drop-off
service at the new recycling center with a small user fee on a one
day/week basis. On that day, residents could drop off (or pick up)
unwanted or excess products. 0il collection is already an

available service.

Water based paints should not be included in the service due to
their volume and 1lower priority of environmental concern.
Conditionally exempt hazardous waste should not be collected from
businesses since they can contract with commercial treatment and

disposal services.

To establish the local service, the District will have to:

- Develop an educational program for citizens as outlined
in the State Plan.

- Require training of any contract, SWMA, District or City
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employee that will be in chargé”of receiving and storing
the waste.

- Establish a user fee.

- Contract with a reputable commercial small gquantity
generator service for pick up and processing/disposal of
collected materials.

- Construct a small storage facility for the materials in
accordance with 329 IAC 3 requirements, and the guidance
offered by IDEM.

Cconditionally exempt hazardous waste is material that is exempt
from regulations, in particular due to the small guantity
generated. Current Federal and State regulations allow these small
gquantities to be disposed in sanitary landfills. The amount
generated within Bartholomew County is not known, nor were national
averages made available in State guidance. ' Therefore, no
generation 1is included or provided for in the total waste
- estimates. Due to the diversity of generators such as service
stations, dry cleaners, car repair shops and machine shops, it is
not possible to inventory all of the potential generators.

It is the District’s position that these materials are generated by
business, and that an income is derived from using/generating the
materials. Therefore, the individual generators should be
responsible for storage and disposal through commercial small

guantity generator services. Furthermore, these materials should
not be accepted at the landfill.

F. PROJECTION OF NEEDED FACILITIES
Identified within Sections IV.A-E is the need for the following
facilities:

- Composting sites at the Recycling Center and landfill.

- Brush storage and processing at the Recycling Center and
landfill.

- Additional drop-off sites at Taylorsville, Elizabethtown,
and on the west side.

- Two additional convenience stations.
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- Recycling Center (processing faEility) for drop-off box,
business pickup and curbside efforts.

- Tire storage (trailers).
- Skid and pallet storage.

- New land disposal capacity

Many of these facilities are already in place. Changes and/or

additions that will be needed are:

1.

Establish an area at the landfill for composting, brush
storage and chipping, skid and pallet storage, and possibly
tire storage.

Expand the existing composting and brush chipping area at the
Columbus~Bartholomew Recycling Center.

Arrange for drop-off box locations in the Taylorsville,
Elizabethtown, and the west side areas.

Revise the Lowell Bridge, ABC School, and 7&31 Saturday pickup
points to convenience stations.

Possibly expand the new Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling Center,
depending on the amount of material that is handled by private
processers such as Helt Enterprises and Rumpke of ‘Indiana.

Establish tire storage trailers at either dealers, the
Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling Center and/or the landfill.

Establish skid and pallet storage areas at the Columbus-
Bartholomew Recycling Center and/or the landfill.

Establish new or expanded land disposal facilities for a
minimum 1.13 million tons of refuse and 762,000 tons of
foundry wastes.

These facilities are listed in Table IV-4 along with anticipated

capacities and projected years of construction or implentation.
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TABLE IV-4

PROJECTION OF NEEDED FACILITIES

1. Type: Temporary storage and 4., New Facility
processing
2. Location: Bartholomew County 5. Capacity: 2,000 tpy
Landfill and/or
Recycling Center
3. Material Processed: Brush, 6. Startup: 1993-1994
Pallets
1. Type: Composting Area 4. New Facility
2. Location: Bartholomew County 5. Capacity: 1,000 tpy
Landfill
3. Material Processed: Vegetation 6. Startup: 1993-1994
1. Type: Drop-off Recycling 4., New
Containers
2. Location: West side of Columbus, 5. Capacity: 200 tons/yr
Taylorsville, and
Elizabethtown
3. Material Processed: UBC, #1 and 6. Startup: 1992-1993
#2 Plastic, Glass
1. Type: Collection Stations 4. Replacement and New
and Drop-off Recycling Facilities
Containers
2. Location: Western Bartholomew 5. Capacity: 1,000 tpy
County and Junction
7&31
3. Material Processed: MSW 6. Startup: 1993-1994
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TABLE IV-4 (cont.) —
PROJECTION OF NEEDED FACILITIES

1. Type: Tire storage 4. New Facility
2. Location: Landfill, Recycling 5. Capacity: 700 tpy
Center or Dealers
Center
3. Material Stored: Tires 6. Startup: 1992-1993
1. Type: Landfill 4. New or Expanded
Facility
2. Location: To be determined 5. Capacity: 1.13
million tons
3. Material Received: Refuse 6. Startup: Mid-1995
for Expansion,
Mid-1996 for
New Site
1. Type: Landfill 4. New or Expanded
Facility
2. Location: To be determined 5. Capacity: 762,000 tons
3. Material Received: Foundry 6. Startup: 1996-1997
wastes
1. Type: Recycling Center 4. Expansion
2. Location: 720 S Mapleton St. 5. Capacity: To be
determined
3. Material Processed: Recycled 6. Startup: To be
Material determined
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1.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
1s.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

TABLE IV=S

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN
SUMMARY OF SOLID WASTE GENERATION AND DESTINATION

Bage Year

1991 1996 2001 2006 2011
Population 63,657 64,318 64,654 64,712 64,490
Residential and 47,510 49,590 52,290 55,200 58,020
Commercial Waste
(TPY)
Industrial Waste 141,872 151,872 151,872 151,872 151,872
Generated in
District (TPY)
Industrial 88,599 71,682 84,182 85,182 86,182
Recycling
MSW Recyling 5,035 7,772 12,062 15,462 18,862
Other 0 0 0 0 0
Subtotal 63,634 79,454 96, 244 100,644 105,044
Waste Reduction o] 3,550 7.100 7,100 7,100
Yard Waste 6,000 8,100 8,100 8,100 8,100
MSW Composting 0] 0 0 0] 0]
Lead Acid Batteries 114 114 114 114 114
Tires 76 525 700 700 700
Other (oil) 434 600 600 600 600
Total 70,258 92,343 112,858 117,258 121,658
% Reduction and 37.1% 48.8% 59.6% 61.9% 64.2%
Waste from 119,124 109,119 91,304 89,814 88,234
District for
Disposal (TPY)
Sent to Other 19,593 (0] 0 0 0
Districts
Sent to Other 0 0 0 0 0
States
Waste for Disposal 99,531 109,119 91,304 89,814 88,234

in District
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.
26.

27.

)

TABLE IV-5 (cont.)

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SUMMARY OF SOLID WASTE GENERATION AND DESTINATION

out of District
Waste Imports

out of State
Waste Imports

Total Waste
Managed in
District

Waste Incinerated
in District

Net
Ash Residue

Waste Landfilled
in District (TPY)

Base Year

100,852

<1

100,852
o
100,852

1996
1,321

110,440

110,440
0

110,440

92,625
0

92,625

91,138
0
91,13%

19,593 tons includes exports listed on pages III-6 and III-7,
leas 322 tons from Camp Atterbury, plus 185 tons generated in

Edinburgh.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION V IMPLEMENTATION AND FINANCING

Aa. IMPLEMENTATION GOALS

Listed in Table V-1 is the schedule for implementation of the
program goals outlined in Section IV, the Solid Waste Management
Plan. It must be recognized that the program is subject to
revision, particularly as a result of the dynamics of material
markets. Where a specific task cannot be accomplished due to a
lack of market or funding, it will need to be replaced with a
similar, but achievable effort, or delayed until adequate funding

is available.

The SWMA has on staff a recycling coordinator, hired in early 1992.
This person’s duties will include continuing market analysis in
order to determine what materials should be recovered and how best
to process the material. In addition, this person will assist
waste generators in identifying markets through distribution of
flyers, waste audits and research on mnarkets for selected
materials. This person will be the focus for keeping the community
up-to-date on market strategy by contact with exchanges, brokers

and processors.
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TABLE V-1 —
BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

FACILITY/ SITE DESIGN AND IMPLEMENT OR
 SERVICE PLAN SELECTION PERMITTING CONSTRUCT BEGIN OPERATION
,/ Public Education 7/92-6/93 _— — ——— 1/93
Recycling Center Completed Completed Completed 1/92-7/92 7/92
; o i
" 7 city of Columbus 1/93-1/94 —_— —_—— —_—— 7/94
. Curbside Pickup e
Open Access to 7/92-12/92 —_—— —_— —— 1/93 or earlier ;3

. _Recycling Center
s Composting Site

Composting/Brush 7/92=-5/93 -_— ———— 6/93 7/93 —
“Chipping at Landfill ;

3

'Grass Pickup for 1/95-1/96 -_— -— -— 1/96
Fee in City of 3
.Columbus :
s
Ban on Land Disposal 1/94-10/94 —— ———— —_—— 10/94
Tof Vegetative Matter 73
» Additional Drop-off 7/92-1/93 7/92-1/93 —— —_—— 1/93 or earlier .J
--Boxes (3)
Western Convenience 7/92-1/93 1/93-5/93 5/93-9/93 9/93-1/94 1/94 )
Center
»//éh7 & US 31 7/92-1/93 1/93-5/93 5/93-9/93 9/93-1/94 1/94
/-~ Convenience Center

N

Institute User 6/93~-1/94 ——— —_—— —_—— 1/94

Fees & Recycling

Boxes at Convenience

Station i

Institute 6/93-1/94 — _— _—— 1/94 .
User Fee for Small -
s Loads at Landfill

Appliance Ban or 7/92-1/93 ——— —_— — 1/93
~Recovery at Landfill

Add Used Oil Drop- 7/93-12/93  —=-- —— 12/93 1/94

Off at Convenience ,
./~ Centers ;

"Tire Recovery 8/92-12/92 8/92-12/92 -— _—— 1/93 -

Task Force

Coordination with 8/92-12/92 —_— —_—— _—— _—
Goodwill and
San Souci



TABLE V-1 (cont.)

.

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

FACILITY/
SERVICE . PLAN
Recycling Center 8/92-9/92
Open for Paper & OCC
Commercial/ _. 1/93-12/93
Industrial Pick-up
Service for Paper
Skid/Pallet 7/92-12/92
Exchange and
:Stockpiling

1993

Trial Demolition Plans-

Demolition Ordinance ~7/93-12/93

' Building Permit -~  ,;57/93-12/93
, Ordinance © o

Mandatory Curbside

Landfill,

. Locate New
Landfill Site

. Waste -

;Leadership

1996-2000
Collection Y} , * -
Horizontal 1992
Expansion of
Bartholomew County
Landfill, and/or
Vertical Expansion 1992
of Bartholomew Co.

and/or

By 7/93

Develop Additional ~ By 7/93

Foundry Sand Capacity

Household Hazardous By 1/93

X

By 1/93
Bartholomew County- r,
Institute for Local
Self-Reliance Study ‘-’

Misc. Ordinances 7/92-1/94
and Resolutions

!

SITE

SELECTION

By 7/93

By 1/94

DESIGN AND

PERMITTING

- —

7/92-7/94

1/93-1/95

7/93-7/95

1/94-1/96

CONSTRUCT

10/92

10/92

7/94-7/95

7/95-7/96
1/96-1/97
By 7/93

IMPLEMENT OR

BEGIN OPERATION

1/93

1/94

1/93

1993
1/94 -
1/94-

2001 or earlier

7/95

7/95

7/96
7/97
/93

By 7/93

By 1/94



Program changes must consider at least the following two -important

strategies: o

- Only recover materials for which there is an existing or

foreseeable market or use. Citizen and business participation

Y
is critical to the entire effort. If collected materials are ﬁj
simply disposed of, the effort will be self-defeating, losing -
the support of the participants. ti

- Local bans should not be implemented until there is an
alternate source or method of material recovery. While
bans can be used as tools to force development or -
establishment of alternatives, the economic reality of L4
the situation must be included in developing rules and

regulations.

B. ESTIMATED COSTS lj
A listing of capital and operating costs for each of the facilities
or services to be implemented is provided in Table V-2. Due to the
dynamics of markets, potential revisions to the plan, changes in
regulations and other unforeseen factors, cost projections are not
carried forward past 1996. In the revision to this plan in 1996, o3

new cost estimates will be developed.



Public ucation —
It is planned to budget $10,000 in 1992 to employ professional

services to develop a program specific to the needs of
Bartholomew County. In 1993, a total expenditure of $20,000
is to be used to implement the program, with $10,000/year
budgeted thereafter. Approximately $5,000 is currently

available from the SWMA for 1992.

Recycling Center

The new Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling Center is scheduled for
completion in mid-1992. Equipping the Center with a
horizontal baler and miscellaneous materials handling and
storage equipment is anticipated to cost $40,000 during 1992.
A similar expense is anticipated in 1993 as increased programs

are implemented.

Operation of the facility will require one full-timé employee
beginning in mid-1992 and up to 3 as newspaper, aluminum can,
office paper, and corrugated efforts begin in 1993. Two of
these staff could be contract employees from the local DSI
facility. For 1992, the anticipated cost is approximately
$9,000, and for 1993 about $40,000. Utility services and
maintenance for both the SWMA offices and the Recycling Center

are budgeted at $10,000/year.



3.

Curbside Pickup-City of Columbus -

This City service would begin in 1994. Collected materials
would be delivered to the Recycling Center. At 50%
participation or 10 pounds/residence/month, one truck should
suffice through 1996. Capital costs are estimated to be
$80,000 and operating costs $50,000/year. Bins for 12,000

residential units would cost approximately $48,000.

Open Access to Composting Site

An access route has already been constructed. No additional

expenditures are deemed necessary.

Composting/Brush Chipping at Landfill

A designated area will be established for off-loading of
leaves, grass trimmings, and brush. An allocation of $10,000
will need to be made for site improvements (stone, turning
area, fencing). The landfill contractor, who is paid by the
ton, can manage the composting for the fee currently paid,

since he will not have to landfill the material. The brush

will be stockpiled for chipping.

The chipper purchased in 1991 by the SWMA is a relatively
small unit that has to be hand fed. While it has been able to
keep pace with the brush brought to the composting site by the
City of Columbus, it will not be large enough to handle open

access at the site and brush diversion at the landfill. Until
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full evaluation of needs can be assé;sed in 1994-95,-the SWMA
will contract with a private service offering large capacity
grinding to serve both the Recycling Center site and the
landfill. The existing chipper can be used for light duty,
special events, or for mobile service within the County to
reduce brush hauling expense. After experience with the
volume of brush needing handling, the SWMA can continue
private contracting, purchase a larger chipper/grinder, or
perhaps share a unit with other Districts. An allowance of

$40,000/year through 1996 is provided for contract services.

Grass Pickup for Fee in City of Columbus
Unlimited grass pickup is currently provided by the City the

day after regular refuse collection. Approximately 2,500-
3,000 of the 12,000 residences participated in 1991. Total
grass collection was about 920 tons. The route requires a
single packer truck, 3 days/week and 2 trucks 2 days/week
during the months of May through mid-October. Annual cost is

approximately $36,000, exclusive of equipment depreciation.

The public education program will be oriented towards
encouraging citizens to leave their grass trimmings on the
1§%n and home composting. If this is not .successful in
reducing usage of the free service, then a fee will be
instituted in 1996. This will reward those who elect to

manage the material at home and equitably charge those wishing
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to have their grass picked up. The sérvice can be provided by
billing the resident, or by advance purchase of stickers for

containers, or specially marked bags.

Private haulers in Bartholomew County already charge for
excessive amounts of trash, grass or leaves. Therefore no
special program is required. When the vegetative ban is
effective in 1994, the haulers will have to provide separate
pickup for 1leaves and grass, and the homeowner will
automatically be encouraged to manage the material at home.
Composting operations will be available at both the Columbus-
Bartholomew Recycling Center and the Bartholomew County

landfill to handle grass and leaves from haulers and citizens.

Ban on Land Disposal of Vegetative Matter

Open access to the Recycling Center and landfill for grass,
leaves and brush should enable most all of the material that
will be banned to be managed. Undoubtedly there will be
citizen objections. To minimize this, a budget of $2,000 for

public education is provided in 1993 and $5,000 for 1994.

Additional Drop-Off Boxes

The SWMA currently funds drop-off boxes for glass, beverage
cans and #1 and #2 plastic at 5 locations. A sixth box is
provided by the landfill contractor at no cost. These four

boxes are serviced as needed for $390/month. Adding 3 more
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boxes is estimated to cost about $é§0/month additional. The
contractor keeps any income from recovered materials. Total
cost will be about $7700/year. If 250 tons of recyclables are
collected each year, the cost is $31/ton. Assuming a landfill
credit of $20/ton, the net cost is $11, a relatively low

expense for recycling.

Western Convenience Center

The SWMA currently sponsors Saturday pickup at four locations
in the County. Trucks are leased from the City of Columbus
and drivers are hired by the SWMA at City overtime rates. The
cost during 1991 was approximately $70,000. Total refuse

collected was 1458 tons, for a cost of $48/ton.

The Southwest Convenience Station also provides Saturday
refuse drop-off service. During 1991 a total of 751 tons was
collected. Operating expenses are in the $25,000/year range,
including utilities, equipment and site maintenance. The cost
is approximately $33/ton of refuse collected, or 30% less than
the Saturday pickup with rented City packer trucks. It is
planned to consolidate the Lowell Bridge and ABC School packer
truck service into one convenience station served by
stationary compactors and roll-off boxes in order to lower
operating expenses. Until site selection is completed, a
budget cannot be accurately established. Capital costs are

estimated at $100,000 and operating costs at $25,000/year. In
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10.

11.

12.

&

addition to the 1lower operating 4costs, the convenience
stations offer the flexibility of being open on days other
than Saturdays and will allow better control in collecting

user fees and diverting recyclable materials.

SR 7 and US 31 Convenience Center

It is planned to also replace the Saturday packer truck site
at SR 7 and US 31 with a small convenience center. Estimated
costs are §75,000 for construction and $18,000/year for

operation and maintenance.

Institute User Fees and Recycling Boxes at Convenience Centers

A drop-box for recyclables is already located at the southwest
station. 1Installing two more in 1994 at the 2 new proposed
locations will cost $150/month. Collection of fees at all 3
convenience centers will require 3 part-time employees. At
$8/hour, including FICA, Workmen’s Compensation Insurance and
Unemployment taxes, the cost for the three people will be

$10,000/year.

Institute User Fee for Small loads at Landfill

The SWMA currently accepts loads of less than 500 pounds at no
fee at the landfill. This policy was instituted in January
1991 to discourage roadside dumping. The SWMA pays the
$0.50/vehicle fee required by HB 1240 to the Department of

Revenue. During 1991, over 1600 tons of material were

V=10



13.

14.

accepted at the landfill at no charge from smaltl users.

State fees paid out were $793.00.

In order to prevent excessive use of free landfill services in
1994 when user fees are instituted at the convenience
stations, it is planned to start charging all landfill users
as of January 1, 1994. During the week, the SWMA employee
managing the scales can handle the additional fee collection
duties. -On Saturdays, the heavy use by small users will
require an additional employee to direct traffic, collect fees
and inspect recyclable drop-offs. Total cost for the part-

time employee is estimated to be $3800/year.

Appliance Recovery or Ban at Landfill

This additional service will have to be negotiated with the
operating contractor if recovery is selected. An allowance of

$75/month for box rental is budgeted.

Used 0il Drop-Off at Convenience Stations and the Landfill

This will be instituted at all 3 convenience centers and the
landfill in 1994. Estimated capital cost is $2000/site for a
tank. No operating costs are assumed since at this time
recycling companies are picking up bulk . quantities at

no charge.

V-11



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Tire Recovery Task Force

No cost is assumed for coordination of tire diversion from the

landfill.

Coordination with Goodwill Industries and Sans Souci

No additional cost is assumed for educational efforts directed

towards increasing material recovery by these organizations.

Recycling Center Open for Paper and OCC

Additional costs are included under Item #2, Recycling Center.

Commercial /Industrial Pick-up Service for Paper

This program is planned for implementation in 1994. Several
options exist, including contracting with private haulers,
contracting with the City of Columbus, or purchase and
operation of a vehicle by the SWMA. The selected method will
be determined during the 1993 planning period. Separate bins
for material storage will be provided by subscribers. A small
user fee would help off-set some of the cost. Assuming weekly
service at an average cost of $15/month, and 100 participants
in 1994, increasing by 100/year through 1996, operating costs
would be $18,000/year in 1994, $36,000/year in 1995, and

$54,000/year in 1996.

Skid/Pallet Exchange and Stockpiling

This program would be handled by existing SWMA staff at no
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20.

21.

22.

additional cost. If shredding has to be utilized,—this will
be coordinated with brush management. User fees for skids and

pallets will be used to defray additional operating expenses.

Demolition Plans, Ordinances

These programs would be overseen by the existing building
inspection staff at no additional cost. All cost of
separation and delivery to the Recycling Center would be the

Contractor’s responsibility.

Mandatory Curbside Collection

This program is planned for implementation by 2001. Accurate
cost projections are not able to be provided at this time, but
will be added to this plan when revised in 1996. This service
can, if desired, be totally provided from user fees and sales

of collected materials.

Horizontal or Vertical Expansion of Bartholomew County
Landfill, or Establishing a New Landfill Site

Section IV of the plan describes three alternatives for
continued dispbsal of residuals within Bartholomew County. A
purchase option has been signed on a parcel adjoining the
existing landfill and preliminary site investigations are
currently underway. If this approach is not successful or is
delayed, then =zoning and IDEM approval for a vertical

expansion on a portion of the existing landfill is planned.
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This may also be done to provide ﬁa}e time for planning and
preparing the expansion area. This modification would only
allow continued operations at the site until about the year
2001. If neither of these efforts were successful, or if only
five years of additional capacity were to be obtained, a new

site search would have to be initiated.

Since no design has been completed, accurate estimates for the
initial two options are not available and no forecast costs
can even be made about selection of another site. Sufficient
funds ($478,000) are budgeted for 1992 for most of the
purchase and design of the optioned property. If not used in
1992, these funds could be re-appropriated in the future.
Construction costs for an expansion would involve about
élO0,000/acre for synthetically lined cells, and potentially
up to $200,000 for access roads, monitoring wells, fencing and
landscape screening. This would be spent in 1994 and 1995.
Approximately 3 acres would have to be built initially, so
total site improvements would be about $500,000. For
budgeting purposes, this has been split between 1994 and 1995.
A vertical expansion would not involve any capital outlay, but
operational expenses would increase due to the cost of soil
borrow. The $500,000 would be more than adequate for this

additional expense.
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23.

24.

25,

Develop Additional Foundry Sand Caﬁécity —

The existing facility is estimated to have sufficient volume
to last until i997-98. Expenditures during the five year
planning period covered herein would involve options analysis
and design. A total of $10,000 is allocated in 1993 for

studies and $30,000 during 1994 for design.

Household ‘Hazardous Waste

Public education would begin in 1993, with construction of a
facility and operations by mid-1993. A total of $25,000 is
allotted for storage space, and $25,000/year for operations
and disposal is budgeted for 1993-1996. Conditionally exempt

hazardous waste is not included in this program.

Leadership Bartholomew County

The Local Government Project Committee of the 1992 Leadership
Bartholomew County class has recommended that é study be
performed of economic development opportunities associated
with the local solid waste program. The Institute of Local
Self-Reliance has offered to perform such a study for $11,500.
The focus of the work would be to develop local markets or
industry that would use recycled materials. Their resolution
and a description of the program is included in Appendix B.
This study could be invaluable in the development of markets
for such items as plastics, tires and lower grades of paper,

where only limited marketing opportunities currently exist.
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26,

Miscellaneous
Administrative, seminars, and travel expenses for members of
the District and the Advisory Board are budgeted at
$5,000/year beginning in 1993. This would enable members to
attend educational programs or visit other facilities during

the development of the program in Bartholomew County.

Many new programs will be underway during 1993 and 1994. It
is envisioned that the existing 3 person staff of the SWMA
will be insufficient by 1994. Therefore a fourth full-time
position is budgeted at $20,000/year beginning in 1994. This
person would be expected to assist with all phases of the
solid waste program, including filling in for scale personnel

and Recycling Center operators.

A summary of program element budgets are included in Table V-2
and separated into administrative, recycling, and disposal
categories in Table V-3. These are costs that are in addition
to the existing budget of the SWMA, which for 1990 totaled
$1,829,157, for 1991 $1,624,418, and for 1992 $2,042,265. The
proposed 1993 budget is included in Appendix €. The 1991 and
1992 budgets were partly off-set by approximately $500,000 in
gate fees collected at the landfill., All other expenses were

supported by taxes.
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TABLE V-2

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

COST SCHEDULE

Capital Cost

Operating and Maintenance Cost

Facility/

Service {Year) 1992
Public Education - $ 5,000
Recycling Center $ 80,000 S 54,000

{1992-93)

Voluntary Curbside $128,000 -
Collection (1994)
Composting/Brush $ 10,000 -
Chipping at Landfill (1993)

Ban on Land Disposal - -
of Vegetative Matter

Additional Drop-Off - $ 4,700
Boxes

Western Convenience $100,000 -
Center {1993)

SR 7 and US 31 $ 75,000 -
Convenience Center {1993)

Institute User Fees - -
and Recycling Boxes at

Convenience Stations

Institute User Fee - -

i for Small Loads at

"Landfill

Appliance Recovery - $ 450
at Landfill

Used Oil Recovery $§ 8,000 -

at Convenience Centers

and Landfill
' commercial /Industrial - -
Pickup Service for Paper

Horizontal or Vertical $500,000 -
Expansion of Landfill (1994-95)

1993 1994 = 1995
$ 20,000 $ 10,000 § 10,000
$ 90,000 $ 52,500 § 55,000

- $153,000 § 50,000
$ 50,000 $ 40,000 § 40,000
$ 2,000 $ 5,000 -

$ 7,700 $ 7,700 $§ 7,700
$100, 000 $§ 25,000 $ 25,000
$ 75,000 $ 18,000 $ 18,000

- $ 12,400 $ 12,400

= $ 3,800 ‘ $ 3,800
$ 900 S 200 $ 900

- $ 8,000 -
- $ 18,000 $ 36,000
- $250,000 $250,000

7,700

25,000

18,000

12,400

3,800

900

54,000



b

e

TABLE V-2 (cont.)

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

COST SCHEDULE ¥
Facility/ Capital Cost Operating and Maintenance Cost L
Service {Year) 1992 1993 1594 1995 1996

8

Additional Foundry - - $ 10,000 § 30,000 - - O
Sand Capacity
Household Hazardous $ 25,000 - $ 50,000 § 25,000 § 25,000 $ 25,000 °
Waste (1993) i
Leadership - - $ 11,500 - - -
Bartholomew County
Miscellaneous - = $ 5,000 § 25,000 § 25,000 § 25,000 **
Totals $926,000 § 64,150 $422,100 §684,300 §558,800 $329,0%0 7
Note: These costs are in addition to, or alternative costs to current expenditures. 73

Capital costs are distributed into operating costs during the year of expenditure.

.
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SERVICE

Administrative

Recycling, Reuse,
Source Reduction,
Diversion

Collection
Disposal

JMiscellaneous

Totals

TABLE V-3

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
COST DISTRIBUTION

1992 1993

0 0
$64,150 $232,100
0] $175,000
0] $ 10,000
0 $__ 5,000
$64,150 $422,100

V=19

1994
$ 20,000

$300,100

$ 55,400

$283,800

$ 25,000
$684,300

1995
$ 20,000

$209,600

$ 55,400

$253,800

$_25,000
$558,800

1996

$ 20,000

$224,850

$ 55,400

$ 3,800

$_25,000
$329,050



C. FINANCING
None of the additional program expenses summarized in Tables V-2
and V-3 are large enough to require issuance of bonds. Sources of

income for financing these expenses include:

- Tax revenue from the City of Columbus, towns,
Bartholomew County, and the District

- District disposal fees

- Increased or new user fees

- More efficient services

- Grants or gifts

- Recycled material sales

To promote equity, it is planned to derive as much income from
users of a service as possible. For example, operation of the
landfill and foundry sand disposal facility after 1995 should be
totally supported by user fees based on the amount of waste. The
exception to this is no fees should be charged for drop-off of
recycled materials. Where colleétion is involved, a small fee

should be charged but not large enough to discourage users.

By categories listed in Table V-3, the following sources of income

are planned:

1. Adnministrative

Since no wuser fees can be assessed, the $20,000/year
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additional expense would be supporféd by taxes, derived 50%

from the County tax base, and 50% from the City tax base,

which derives income in proportion to the amount of waste
being generated. This formula was developed 1in 1969,
rechecked in 1978 and is currently the major source of funds
for the SWMA. An alternative funding source is District taxes

since the employee will be involved in those programs.

Recycling, Reuse, Source Reduction and Diversion

Direct income sources include material sales, user fees, and

grants or gifts. Between 1992 and 1996, total recycled
materials which are 1likely to be sold from the Recycling
Center are estimated to total about 8,500 tons. At a net
income of $20/ton after transportation, total income will be
$170,000. Grants from the IDEM Household Hazardous Waste
Reduction Grant Program and the Recycling Grant Program are
assumed to provide $2500/year and $15,000/year réspectively
for 4 years and $48,000 for collection bins. The Institute
for self-Reliance Study ($11,500) will be supported by gifts
from local foundations solicited by Leadership Bartholomew
County and the Chamber of Commerce. The minor fees
($2+/visit) that are planned to be established for household
hazardous waste will not significantly cover the cost of that
program due to the anticipated number of users (less than
1,000). From the business route collection fees, a total

income of $10/month/participant is anticipated. During the
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1994~1996 period, this will amount to $72,000.. These income
sources total $377,500 as opposed to expenses of $1,030,800.
Credits for reduction in landfill fees at $20/ton for the
8,500+ tons diverted reduce the net expense to users to

$483,300.

Collection

Revisions to the Saturday pickup service are projected to
bring operating costs down from about $48/ton to $33/ton.
While no recent studies have been made of the number of users
at the existing sites, historical data would indicate about
1,000 visits each Saturday. At an average gate fee of
$2/user, total income over the 3-year period this program

would be in place would generate $312,000.

Total cost for the operation and construction of the new
stations would be $341,000. Including the existing’southwest
station at $25,000/yr brings 3 year costs to $416,000. Less
user fees, the net cost over the 3-year period will be
$104,000. Currently this service is costing about $90,000/yr
for City truck rental, employees and the Southwest Station.
Therefore over the 3-year period from 1994-1996, there will be
a net decrease in expense from $270,000 to $104,000, or a
savings of $166,000. This savings can be increased by

adjusting the user fee after experience is gained.
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Disposal —
During 1992 the total direct landfill budget, exclusive of new

site purchase and design, and post-closure funding was
approximately $1,000,000. Gate fees were $19.50/ton, plus
$0.50 State fee. For 1992, anticipated tonnage to be handled
is estimated at 60,000. Total income would be $1,170,000, but
small users (2700 tons), governmental agencies, and their
projects are exempt from gate fees since their primary income
source 1is taxes. This reduces gate fee 1income to
approximately $500,000, with the balance éf the support
derived equally from City of Columbus and Bartholomew County

tax revenue.

In 1994 and 1995, an additional $500,000 will be needed for
site construction and cell preparation if the expansion is
approved. These figures are in keeping with $290,000 budgeted
in 1992 for cell construction. Therefore, unless-unforeseen
regulatory changes take effect, the current gate fee should be
adequate through 1993, unless non-tax support of District/SWMA

programs is required.

The current system does not charge each user for the amount of
waste disposed of. Therefore two changes are planned to
encourage recycling and other reduction efforts. 1In 1994, all
governmental users will pay the gate fee. The only exemption

would be from the convenience stations or Saturday pickup
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routes where user fees are preb;id at those sites. This
charge does not necessarily reduce taxes, but it does make
each user realize there is a gate fee and a credit to be
realized for diverting waste. The second change would be
instituting gate fees for the small user. In 1991, this
amounted to over 2700 tons. A minimum charge of $1.00 will be
imposed in 1994, up to a maximum of $5.00 for the previously
exempt 500 1b. load. This will generate approximately
$50,000/year in increased income to off-set direct operational
costs (contractor and cell construction). This will also
encourage usage of the recycling container (no charge) and
separation for composting of lawn maintenance wastes (no
charge). Monitoring the program is estimated to require a
Saturday supervisor at a cost of $3,800/year. Total increased

income would therefore be approximately $46,000/year.

Additional foundry sand capacity studies and design are
planned for 1993 and 1994. The $40,000 expenditure is
considered part of normal engineering work for which the SWMA
budgets each year. After 1995, all costs of site development,
operations, closure and post-closure care will be provided by

the generators.

During 1991 and 1992, the SWMA has employed a private
contractor to operate the City Garage foundry sand disposal

site. The current cost is $10,000/month. The Contractor also
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runs the brush chipper and turns aha forms coﬁpost—windrows.
Estimates for this work if performed with SWMA equipment and
employees indicate a cost of less than $80,000/year. Not only
would this be a substantial savings, but the employee would
also be assignable to other tasks associated with the
Recycling Center. It is therefore planned to 1lease or

purchase equipment and begin operating the site by 1993.

Miscellaneous

Funding for District education and travel expenses is only a
minor portion of the overall budget and can be funded from tax
revenues. If greater expenditures are necessary, the District

can levy a $0.50 or larger user fee at the landfill.

Of the $2.058 million of additional expenditures from 1992-

1996, the following sources of income will be used:

Taxes = $722,500
Material Sales = $170,000
Grants = $129,500
Landfill Diversion Credits = $170,000
User Fees = §$540,000
Increased Efficiency = $326,000

Over 5 years, the $722,500 only represents about an 8%

increase in SWMA spending. If levy limits prevent either the
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City or the County from raising thiéhmoney, then the-District
taxation option could be used. The $772,500 could also be
raised through a District fee of between $2.00 and $2.50/ton

at the landfill gate.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRiCT PLAN "

S8ECTION VI PUBLIC INFORMATION AND INVOLVEMENT

Public involvement and information during preparation of the plan

has included:

- Regularly scheduled monthly public District Board meetings.
Initially meetings were held in the mornings but were revised
to evening meetings (second Wednesday @ 7:00 p.m.) in order to
accommodate a citizen’s group. All meetings were announced in
the weekly published schedule in the local newspaper.

- Regqularly scheduled monthly public Advisory Board meetings
held the 4th Thursday of each month, also announced in the
local newspaper. In addition, a widely announced (newspaper,
radio) meeting was held on March 19, 1992 to receive comments
on planning concepts.

- Distribution of monthly drafts of the portions of the plan
completed to date to members of the District, the Advisory
Board and SWMA. Copies of the plan were also continuously
made available for review at the offices of the SWMA. The
April, May and December 1992 drafts were also made available
for review at the Bartholomew County Library.

- Distribution of draft plans to parties requesting copies,
including copies sent to IDEM for preliminary review in April
and May 1992.

- An invitation to business and industry included in the survey
form to attend the Advisory Board meetings, as well as notices
in the Chamber of Commerce newsletter on the survey and
availability of the draft plan.

- Newspaper and television coverage of important meetings and
objections to expansion of the landfill.

- Announcement of the availability of the draft plan on May 11
in the legal notice section of the local newspaper which was
more than 30 days prior to the June 18 public hearing.

- Legal advertisement in 2 local newspapers on June 4 of the
hearing held on June 18.
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- Hearing on the revised version of "the Plan on January 27,
1993.

Comments were received and incorporated into the meeting minutes
and/or the Plan throughout the five month preparation period.
Public comments were received throughout the period, particularly
at the Citizen’s Advisory Board hearing and the June 18, 1992

District hearing. Issues raised and comments received included:

- The Advisory Board needs a budget for public meetings and
membership attendance at seminars.

- Do not use the Plan as a tool for approval of the site
proposed for landfill expansion.

- Set an aggressive schedule with goals of 50% in 1996 and 75%
in 2001. Make Bartholomew County a model.

- Collection services should be on a per bag fee system with
drop-off system available for those not using bags. Revenue
from bags should be used to pay for recycling.

- Users should pay true cost of disposal and be made aware of
the cost of recycling.

- Give real awards to business and industry.

- Remove solid waste from general tax budget.

- Hold regular TOX-Away-Days.

- Provide education on alternative methods.

- Institute a bottle bill in the County.

- Gradually phase out disposal of recyclable materials.

- Promote regional businesses that use recycled materials.

- Recycling should be mandatory. Newspapers should be

exchanged.

- Shred tires at the landfill and charge for it.
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Create the opportunity for recyéling for the— downtown
businesses.

The plan must include free curbside recycling in Columbus on
a mandatory basis.

Maximize curbside, source-separated recycling and reduction
programs, county-wide.

Insist on making all solid waste decisions, and postpone any
landfill siting decisions until a thorough siting study is
complete,

Speed up the deadlines for implementing recycling and
composting programs.

Encourage and follow a strong, aggressive market development
program within Bartholomew County for our recyclables.

Please consider not including the optioned property (landfill
expansion) as part of the 20-Year Plan. This will do nothing
more than discourage other options.

Strict enforcement of open dumping is required.

Local government procurement should have recycled content
goals.

Recycled materials should be used in public construction.

A local electronic bulletin board should be established for
waste exchange. :

New business startups in the community should be advised of
our solid waste. management strategy.

The landfill siting process should be open to the public.

Procedures for updating the plan should be included in the
plan.

Place a drop-off bin in the north and west sides of Columbus.

Industry needs assistance with skid and pallet management,
such as chipping for mulch.

Medical waste should be considered in the Plan.

Implementation of the Plan must be carried out with a great
deal of citizen participation.

The District is urged to make site selection an open process.
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Costs should be included for out-of-County shippimng, future
landfill siting, 1liability within 600’ of a residential
neighborhood, and long term care. A time table needs to be
included for siting a new landfill.

Discontinue appliance disposal at the landfill immediately.

The District, together with the Chamber of Commerce, should
publically commend practices such as the Pizza Hut offer of $1
towards a pizza for returning the box.

The ban on disposal of lead acid batteries should be an
immediate goal.

The first two options on foundry sand disposal should not be
described as attractive.

The industrial survey should be completed again.

More letters to the Editor should be addressed to recycling
efforts.

The newspaper should publish directions and illustrations on
how to make a compost pile.

Include in the Plan a local government procurement standard
for recycled goods and a local ordinance with strict penalties
for open dumping.

"Big Business" represents a large percentage of our total
waste steam and should not be misled into thinking they are
doing enough. ‘

As long as there is a market for newspaper to be recycled, we
should do so to close the loop. If markets are soft or news
has reached its potential due to repetitive recycling, the
options of packaging, animal bedding, or composting could be
used as a last resort.

A better drop-off point for contractor’s reusable items would
be the landfill.

Instituting a user fee on small loads will create problems.

Site selection criteria or guidelines should be put in plan
and the process should be open for public input and comment.

Curbside collection should begin now instead of 1996. Volume
based user fees is the fairest approach.

The final version of the Plan should be updated, particularly
the section on appliances.
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During preparation of the plan, the Hoosier Environmental Council
presented a 3403 signature petition to the Advisory Board at its
April meeting urging County officials to "redirect my tax dollars
away from 1landfilling or incineration of garbage and toward
programs that teach source reduction, develop recycling markets and
jobs, and emphasize curbside recycling and composting”. In
addition, the HEC distributed a flyer urging contact with public
officials during the planning process. A copy of this information,
the petition heading, and other letters are included in Appendix B.
A second petition with 1293 signatures was presented at the June 18

hearing.

The local Government Committee of the 1992 class of Leadership
Bartholomew County requested that the plan include statements in
support of their proposal to "work jointly to seek available
expertise to assist in developing and recruiting appropriate
commercial enterprises" to help reduce solid waste. The proposal
from the class and the Institute for Local Self-Reliance are

included in Appendix B.

The public comments are on file at the SWMA offices at the
Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling Center. Appropriate meeting and
hearing minutes, notices, written comments and other public
information aretincluded in Appendix D. Examples of advertisements

and selected newspaper articles are included in Appendix E.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

SECTION VII SURVEILLANCE AND ENFORCEMENT PROCEDURES

Currently open dumping enforcement is managed by the Bartholomew
County Health Department, the Indiana Department of Environmental
Management and'the Building and Zoning Administration (junkyards,
zoning codes). A stricter penalty is deemed necessary to prevent
open dumping, mini-landfills and open dumps. This will require
amendment of the Bartholomew County Garbage and Rubbish Ordinance.

This will be revised during 1993.

While the 1991 legislature did strengthen the "leaky 1load"
ordinance (SEA 56, IC 9-21-8-48), the problems of littering and
minor roadside dumping persist and may beéome more of a problem
when user fees for small loads are implemented. This will require
amendment of Section 601 of Bartholomew County Garbage and Rubbish
Ordinance No. 1970-1. At the time of amendment, other sections of

this ordinance will be updated.

As additional drop-off sites and curbside pickup are
implemented, theft of the more valuable portions of materials

destined for recycling could potentially become a problem.
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Therefore ordinance 1970-1 will also b% amended to include an
anti-scavenging ordinance as will the City of Columbus and any

other municipal ordinances.

In the form of resolutions or ordinances, the City and County will
develop policies for procurement, giving preference to recycled

materials for supplies and building materials.

Mandatory commercial and residential recycling are not planned for
implementation during the next five years (1992-1996). When the
plan is revised in 1996 (or earlier), mandatory program ordinances
will be addressed as needed to assure an effective recycling
program. These ordinances will have to be enacted at the municipal
and County level due to the possible limited authority of the
District. The membership of the District will assure coordination.

In preparation of the plan, a great deal of effort was éxpended on
gathering information from industrial and commercial generators.
Almost half of the establishments sent a survey form did not
respond. Fortunately overall quantities were obtainable from
brokers and weight records of the SWMA. If effective surveillance
of program progress is to be performed, mandatory responses will be
required. Since survey responses contain confidential business
information, this will be taken into account. As an alternative,
performance could be measured by tonnages being collected and

disposed and surveys of market sales. The latter technique would
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be much less expensive and may be just as accurate judging from the
response to the initial survey. The Solid Waste Management
Authority will be in charge of data compilation for surveillance,

including tracking the success of the residential programs.

Enforcement of bans such as for used oil, appliances, vegetation
and batteries and of ordinance revision will include a number of
local departments and agencies. Each ordinance will have to
address enforcement responsibilities. Collection services, public
and private, will be a major part of the enforcement effort,
particularly with assuring that banned materials are not collected
or placed in collection containers. The landfill staff will also
control the delivery of unacceptable materials.
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BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

BECTION VIII CURRENT AND FUTURE PROBLEMS

Problems that were experienced prior to and during preparation of

the plan and that are envisioned in the future include:

- Requiring a District to be formed in Bartholomew County, which
has had a cooperative agreement between the City of Columbus
and the County for almost 25 years. The District simply adds
another layer of government and another meeting for

overburdened elected officials.

- The difficulty of measuring success. The focus of future
planning should be on the effort put forth and the
opportunities created, rather than the measurement and

estimation of gquantities.

- The inability of the IDEM to issue permits within a reasonable
time frame. The new City Garage foundry sand site, which was
urgently needed to extend the life of the local landfill, took

almost 3 years to permit.

- Balance in distribution of funds under the recycling grant
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program. Bartholomew County has only received $105000 from

the program, yet deposited more than $50,000 in 1991.
Locating and local approvals for disposal facilities.

Lack of stable markets (or any market) for recovered
materials, making it difficult to invest user income or tax

money in high risk ventures.

The need for State assistance with problem wastes,
particularly tires, household hazardous waste, CFC’s and

capacitors from appliances.

The uniform tax levy in HB1240 makes it difficult to form

multi-county districts.

Financing effective household hazardous waste disposal

programs.

The potential for artificial barriers to out-of-District waste
disposal should Bartholomew County be unsuccessful in

providing new disposal capacity.

The lack of a statewide container law exacerbates the waste
generation problems throughout the State. The passage of such

a law would be a major source reduction step.
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City of Columbus — Bartholomew County
Solid Waste Management Authority

440 Third Street
Columbus, Indiana 47201

[B12) 3791757

TO: BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY:

House Bill 1240, passed by the Indiana General Assembly in
1990, requires that all counties develop plans for the
management and disposal of solid waste for the next 20 years.
The plan must demonstrate how 35% of all solid waste will be
diverted from our landfill by 1996, and 50% by the year 2001,
using source reduction, re-use, recycling, or other means.

In accordance with this law, the Bartholomew County Solid Waste
Management District and Advisory Board have been formed to
develop and implement the plan. To gather the background
information needed for the plan, we are required to make a
survey of industry within Bartholomew County.

Much of the work in the United States indicates that 25% of the
residential waste fraction can be diverted through management
of yard waste and recycling. However, in Bartholomew County,
as much as 65% of the solid waste collected and disposed of in
this county comes from commercial and industrial sources.
Thus, to achieve the overall .goal of 35% reduction by 1996,
business and industry will also be required to make a major
contribution towards this effort.

It is our belief that many businesses within Bartholomew County
already have active waste reduction and recycling programs
underway. In order to take existing efforts into account and
to develop a meaningful program for the future, we need your
assistance in completing the enclosed survey form. Please
answer all gquestions, or indicate if a gquestion is not
applicable. If you have any questions, please call Dick Wigh
at 372-9511, or Jim Murray at 379-1757. The forms need to be
returned by February 7, 1992.

Thank you for your assistance with the planning effort.

Sincerely,

(rlherey -

Administrator

Ay
%9 Printed on recyled paper.



BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT _
_INDUSTRIAL/COMMERCIAL SURVEY FORM

FIRM NAME # OF EMPLOYEES

NAME OF FACILITIES (PLANTS) COVERED IN THIS SURVEY

MAILING ADDRESS

CONTACT PERSON . TITLE

TELEPHONE

PRIMARY BUSINESS

SIC CODE
WHO CURRENTLY HAULS YOUR SOLID WASTE?
SELF RUMPKE WASTE MANAGEMENT _ CITY OF COLUMBUS
OTHER (name)
COMMENTS :
WHERE IS YOUR SOLID WASTE CURRENTLY DISPOSED OF?
BARTHOLOMEW CQUNTY LANDFILL ON-SITE UNKNOWN

OTHER (site)

HOW MANY TONS OF SOLID WASTE DO YOU ESTIMATE YOU HAD REMOVED FOR DISPOSAL
IN 19917 TONS . IF TONNAGE RECORDS ARE NOT AVAILABLE, PROVIDE
YARDAGE AND FREQUENCY OF REMOVAL (e.g. One 3 yard container, 2 times/week)

COMMENTS :

DO YOU EXPECT YOUR SOLID WASTE GOING TO DISPOSAL TO INCREASE OR DECREASE

DURING THE NEXT 5 YEARS? INCREASE % DECREASE ;] UNKNOWN

COMMENTS:




10. PLEASE ESTIMATE THE COMPOSITION OF YOUR WASTE STREAM AND THE AMOUNT BY
WHICH YOU REDUCED, RE-USED, OR RECYCLED DURING 1991: —

(CIRCLE ONE) POUNDS TONS YARDS
METALS GENERATED RE-USED REDUCED RECYCLED DISPOSED

A. ALUMINUM

B. FERROUS
C. OTHER NON-FERROUS

HWOOD
A. SKIDS, PALLETS

B. OTHER

PAPER
A. COMPUTER

B. BOND
C. LEDGER

D. MIXED PAPER

E. NEWSPAPER

F. CORRUGATED

GLASS

POLYMERS /PLASTICS

FOOD_WASTES

MIXED TRASH N/A N/A N/A

OTHER

A.

B.

COMMENTS :

IF DETAILED RECORDS ARE NOT AVAILABLE, PLEASE PROVIDE AN ESTIMATE IN % OF
WHAT YOUR WASTE CONSISTS OF AND HOW MUCH MATERIAL YOU RECYCLED DURING 1991.



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

le.

17.

WOULD YOU IDENTIFY ANY BUYERS OR RECYCLING CENTERS THAT  YOU
CURRENTLY USE? (OPTIONAL)
METALS

WOOD

PAPER

GLASS
PLASTICS
FOOD
OTHER

DO YOU PURCHASE OR USE RECYCLED MATERIALS IN YOUR MANUFACTURING, SHIPPING
OR OTHER DEPARTMENTS THAT COULD BE PROVIDED FROM LOCAL RECYCLING
EFFORTS? YES NO IF YES, PLEASE PROVIDE TYPE AND AMOUNTS:

DO YOU OPERATE A BOILER, INCINERATOR, OR OTHER UNIT WHICH WOULD BE CAPABLE
OF USING SELECTED SOLID WASTE AS A SOURCE OF FUEL? YES NO

IF YES, PLEASE EXPLAIN:

WOULD A LOCAL PICKUP SERVICE FOR SUCH ITEMS AS CORRUGATED, OFFICE PAPERS
AND OTHER MATERIALS ASSIST YOU IN YOUR WASTE REDUCTION EFFORTS?

YES NO

HOW MUCH MATERIAL. DO YOou ESTIMATE WOULD BE NEEDED TO BE
PICKED UP? TONS/YERR OR YARDS/YEAR (circle one)

WOULD YOU BE WILLING TO PAY FOR SUCH A PICKUP SERVICE? YES NO
IF YOU HAVE NOT ALREADY STARTED A WASTE REDUCTION PROGRAM, DO YOU
ANTICIPATE DOING SO IN 19927 YES NO ALREADY STARTED

SOLID WASTE DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD MEETINGS ARE HELD THE FOURTH THURSDAY OF
EVERY MONTH. YOUR PARTICIPATION IN THE PLANNING PROCESS WOULD BE WELCOME.
THANKS FOR YOUR ASSISTANCE. PLEASE RETURN THE COMPLETED FORM BY 2-7-92 TO:

MR. JAMES M. MURRAY, ADMINISTRATOR

CITY OF COLUMBUS, BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY, INDIANA
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

440 THIRD STREET

COLUMBUS IN 47201

IF YOU WISH THIS INFORMATION TO BE KEPT CONFIDENTIAL,
PLEASE CHECK HERE. YES NO

i



BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN
SURVEY MAILING LIST

SOURCES: The Green Pages, A Guide to Recycling in

40)

Bartholomew County

¥

The 1991-92 Columbus Area Chamber of Commerce
Membership Directory

Commercial

1) Bartholomew County Beverage, Attn: Edna Howe
2) Bartholomew County REMC, Attn: Dan Arnholt

3) Behler Pontiac, Attn: William Behler

4) Behrman’s Moving

5) Benzol National Dust Control, Attn: Al Perrine
6) Brands, Inc., Attn: John Brand

7) Coca-Cola, Attn: Hutch Schumaker

8) Columbus Auto Supply, Attn: William Bell

9) Columbus Office Supply, Attn: Jo Lucas

10) Columbia Press, Attn: Gene Mobley

11) Electronic Data Systems, Attn: Stephan Salo
12) Fair Oaks Mall, Attn: Glenn Miller

13) Fashion Shop, Attn: Bruce Benjamin

14) Foods Plus, Attn: Larry Snyder

15) Holiday Inn, Attn: Mike Stevens

16) Indiana Bell, Attn: Mike Heyman

17) Indiana Gas Co., Attn: Reita Voss

18) Jay C Foods (State Street), Attn: Mark Fish
19) Jay C Foods (West Hill), Attn: Lonnie Pinaier
20) Kiel Brothers 0il, Attn: Carl Kiel

21) Kirby Risk Supply, Attn: James Stark

22) Kroger Co.

23) McGuire International, Attn: Hank McGuire

24) Marsh Supermarkets (25th Street), Attn: Lloyd Pratt
25) Marsh Supermarkets (State Street)

26) Marvin Johnson & Associates, Attn: Steve Johnson
27) Nunn, Larry & Associates, Attn: Larry Nunn
28) Osco Drugs (Commons), Attn: Tim Spillman

29) Osco Drugs (25th Street), Attn: Lyle Leitholt
30) PSI Energy, Attn: Harold Isaacs

31) Penney, J. C., Attn: Robet Fisher

32) oQuality Mill Supply, Attn: Plant Manager

33) Ramada Inn, Attn: Charlene Dalmbert

34) Renner Motors, Attn: Keith Renner

35) Wal-Mart, Attn: Rick Purcell

36) Sears, Attn: Harry Denicola

37) South Central, Attn: Joel Sasse

38) Sweany Olds/cCadillac, Attn: John Sweany

39) Target Stores

Wickes Lumber



Industrial

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)
27)
28)
29)
30)
31)
32)
33)
34)
35)
36)
37)
38)
39)
40)
41)
42)
43)
44)

Advanced Metal Working, Attn: Ted Marston

Alan Industries, Attn: William Kennedy

Applied Laboratories

Arvin Industries, Attn: Doug Logan

Boyer Machine & Tool, Attn: William Boyer
Caltherm Corp., Attn: Bob Pflum

Claas of America, Attn: Frank Reindl

Columbus Container, Attn: Robert Haddad
Columbus Enterprise Development Corp., Attn: Michael Gill
Como Plastics, Attn: Plant Manager

Cosco, Inc., Attn: Terry Emerson

Cummins Engine Co., Attn: Mark Slayton

Diamet Corp., Attn: Gib Gant

Engleking Patterns, Attn: Plant Manager

Enkei America, Attn: Ron Thompson

Essex Castings, Attn: Lewis Essex

Golden Operations, Attn: Dick Amadon

Hardigg Industries, Attn: Doug Otto

Hartup Tool, Attn: Gary Gembala

Heekin Can, Attn: Curtis Hunt

Impact Forge, Attn: Robert Stevens

Interstate Brands, Attn: Les Ames

Kaltenbach, Inc., Attn: Charles Larson

LNP Engineering Plastics, Attn: Joe Kresovsky
Mariah Packing, Attn: John Stadler

NTN Driveshaft, Attn: Phillip Weick

Newsom Industries, Attn: Jerry Newsom

Onkyo Manufacturing, Attn: Plant Manager

PCL Packaging, Attn: Plant Manager

Precise Mold, Attn: Ernie Dettmer

Product Engineering, Attn: Jim Eversole

Pyramid Paper Products

Quality Machine & Tool Works, Attn: Dave Barley
Reliance Electric (7th Street), Attn: Plant Manager
Reliance Electric (10th Street), Attn: Jack Gilmer
Republic, Attn: Ned Bradley

Rock-Tenn Co, Attn: Roy Young

Southern Indiana Millwork, Attn: Jerry Lowman
Toyota Industrial Equipment Manufacturing, Attn: Jim Reff
Turbine Engine Support, Attn: Greg Newhart

UPS, Attn: Richard Puckett

USBPI, Attn: Al Marino

Ventra Corp.

Vogel Bros. Corp., Attn: Kurt Vogel



Institutional

1) Bartholomew County Hospital, Attn: Marsha Wolfe
2) BCSC, Attn: Dick Bozell

3) Columbus Bank, Attn: William Salin

4) Columbus Convalescent Center, Attn: Violet Sylvia
5) DSI, Attn: Kinsley Renshaw

6) First of America, Attn: James Rose

7) Home Federal, Attn: John Keach

8) IUPUI, Attn: Dr. Paul Bippen

9) Irwin Union Bank, Attn: Lester Perkins

10) Ivy Tech, Attn: Homer Smith

11) Miller’s Merry Manor, Attn: Mary Allain

12) Quinco, Attn: Jim Mahoney

Restaurant

1) Burger King, Attn: Terry Piotrowski

2) Dairy Queen Brazier, Attn: Leonard Sachleben

3) McDonald’s, Attn: Dick McGee

Noble Roman’s Pizza, Attn: John Lemley/Jeff Pace



NUMBER METALS

7200.5
9.2

4589.0

32.1

10 0.2

14 2150.0
15 340.0
16 0.1

18 8.0

42 4000.0

46 162.0

49 45.0
50 24.3
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WOOD

250
327

156

10
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30

49
68

12
216

95

2025

SURVEY SUNMARY

PAPER ’ GLASS

1.0
809.0

15.0

144

14
127

3600
4992

410
255

293 60

1 94
95
100
84
70
137
26
111
158
2600

Note: Entries include industrial results and some MSW.
Responses are on file offices of SWMA. Some are confidential.

P TIC SPECIAL
12.0
1500.0
15.0
12524.0
3.0
5100.0
1900.0
76.0
104.0
180.0
14.0 2970.0
25.4 0.8



BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY DISTRICT PLAN

WASTE DIVERSION SURVEY SUMMARY

MATERIAL = INDUSTRIAL
Newspaper -
Paper/ 10,175
Corrugated

Metals 24,069
Skids & 1,204
Pallets

Wood 2,027
Glass -
Plastic 27
Clothing/ -
Furniture

Tires -
Sand 14,424
Misc./ 5,204
Special

TOTALS 57,130
Number of 27
Responses

Note:

COMMERCIAL,
INSTITUTIONAL,

RESTAURANTS

1,270.7

49.6

122

24

RECYCLING
SERVICES

470

2,836

70.3

94
39.4
180

These are unadjusted totals compiled from information
gathered in the facility inventory and business surveys.
Values in Table III-1 and III-2 are adjusted to eliminate
double counting that occurs when surveying both business
and recycling service diversion.
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April 6, 1992

We, the undersigned, are the Local Government Project Committee of the
1992 Leadership Barthalomew County class. We have selected as our project the
study of the economic development -epportunities associated with the Barthalo-
mew County solid waste program.

Whereas, nearly $2 million is being spent on solid waste disposal within
Barthalomew County, with costs estimated to continue rising;

Whereas, Barthalomew County is currently recycling 29% of residential waste
and 40% of commercial waste,

Whereas, Public Law 10-1990 mandates that Indiana's solid waste be reduced
from current levels by 35% by January 1, 1996 and by 50% by January 1, 2001;

Whereas, we believe there are economic development opportunities available
in the recycling and reusing of Barthalomew County's waste materials; and

Whereas, expertise is needed to develop commercially viable enterprises to
help reduce solid waste within Barthalomew County, expertise such as that
offered by Dr. Neil Seldman in his December 11, 1991 letter to Mayor Stewart;

We therefore propose that the Environmental Affairs Committee of the
Calumbus Area Chamber of Commerce and the Bartholomew County Solid Waste
Management District Board: ’

1) Work jointly to seek available expertise to assist in developing and
recruiting appropriate commercial enterprises, and

2) Include statements in support of this proposal in the Solid Waste
Management District's 20-year plan.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael McCormick
Irida Miller

Nancy Treesh
Gwendalyn Wiggins
Robert Williams
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December 11, 1991

The Honorable Robert Stewart
Mayor, Columbus, Indiana

123 Washington St.

Columbus, IN 47201

Dear Mayor Stewart:

Now that my colleagues and I have had the opportunity to discuss
and evaluate our recent visit to Indiana and to place the interests
of Columbus and Bartholomew County in perspective, I want to let
you know what I propose as the Institute for Local Self-Reliance’s
(ILSR) next steps in helping you establish a state-of-the-art
recycling/manufacturing network for your area. An important
feature of this project would be the attraction of manufacturing
businesses capable of and willing to employ impaired workers or
hard-to-employ population groups in end-use manufacturing
enterprises.

The October Conference in Columbus was a watershed event for a
number of reasons:

o] The Mayor’s opening remarks set the tone of the conference.
He reminded the audience that, in the none too distant past,
visitors entering Columbus were greeted by the open, sometimes
burning, dump at the highway leading into the City. That has
changed, he announced, not only because Columbus wants a clean
image, but also because recycling and proper disposal are a
valuable economic assets to both the City and its industrial
sector.

o] Shortly after the Mayor’s remarks, several City employees
reviewed the planning, implementation, and expansion of the
City’s and County’s recycling efforts. The audience was
impressed with the results of the efforts and with' the
dedication and enthusiasm of City workers operating the
programs. .

o) The participants’ enthusiasm quickly spread to the audience,
as they heard half a dozen high-level corporate officials
outline their companies’ extensive recycling efforts. These
individuals and their organizations were motivated as much by

2425 18th Street NW Washington DC 20009 —recycled paper—
202 232-4108  FAX: 202 332-0463



Robert Stewart -
December 11, 1991
Page 2

the desire to be good corporate citizens as to reduce costs
and maximize profits. ’

(o} Finally, the audience learned of the extraordinary volunteer
efforts undertaken to increase private and public awareness of
the solid-waste crisis and the recycling and composting
alternatives that can, and in many areas have, significantly
reduced the waste stream.

A positive attitude toward the tide of effective change was evident
throughout the conference. Participants expressed conviction that
Columbus can be a leader in innovative solid-waste management,
using means that safequard the environment while meeting the
corporate and municipal bottom line. The participants clearly
indicated that Columbus’ citizens are eager to work towards
realizing this goal. :

On behalf of the Institute for Local Self-Reliance, I now propose
to conduct a follow-up analysis and report for Columbus and
Bartholomew County, including recommendations for next steps in the
recycling process: local end-use of collected recyclable material.
Such ventures ensure that jobs, skills, profits, and revenues from
employment and business taxes are retained in the local economy,
and are available to stimulate economic growth with minimum
pollution.

This letter describes the actions we propose and sets out a
timetable and budget for those actions.

Background:

Institute staff has been working in the state since 1989 under
a series of grants from the Moriah Fund, Inc. We have made a
dozen presentations in cities including Crawfordsville,
Columbus, Anderson, Muncie, Bloomington, Nashville,
Kendallsville, Indianapolis, and Evansville. The workshops
have introduced data on recycling technology and economics,
planning and implementation, landfill bans, and »economic
development opportunities. At the request of Indiana
citizens, the ILSR assisted the Hoosier Environmental Council
and other groups in drafting legislation that was subsequently
passed, thereby setting the stage for the current activities
in solid-waste management.

Most recently, the Pew Charitable Trusts awarded the Institute
a grant to develop enterprises in rural Indiana that use
recycled materials. We have started this project, meeting
with representatives of the Four-County Solid Waste District
in northeastern Indiana, and the N.E. Indiana Alliance, headed
by John Reimke, outgoing mayor of Kendallsville.
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Under this year’s grant from the Moriah Fund, ILSR is
completing a comic book on solid-waste planning for Monroe
County, as well as a model solid-waste plan for an Indiana
county or district. Both products will be published and
distributed throughout the State. We believe this literature
will provide essential information, enabling citizens to
participate in their region’s splid-waste planning efforts.

Currently, local planners are hiring commercial consulting
firms, whose staffs are not always familiar with state-of-the-
art technologies. ILSR’s evaluations and analyses provide
insights, data, and details of successful operations to help
City and County staff members better understand the options
available, learn what questions must be posed, . and offer
specific design characteristics for local programs. The
increased knowledge base of the local officials narrows the
scope of work, which saves fees while encouraging counties and
districts to rely on their own staffs to develop the plans (as
in Noble and Monroe counties), keeping the expertise "“in-
house."

Current Need:

Site-Specific Evaluations of Economic Development
Opportunities in  Columbus, Indiana. Recycling and

manufacturing new products from recovered materials can create
opportunities for new, permanent jobs in communities like
Columbus. There, the industrial base and history of
volunteerism should serve as the basis for a number of
ventures involving glass, rubber, plastics, paper, and used
0il; however, a great deal of research and "number crunching"
will be necessary to evaluate specific entrepreneurial
opportunities. Our staff, including Brenda Platt, Maurice
Sampson, and myself (resumes attached), would make a two-day
visit to Columbus in January or February, meeting with City
and County officials, business and community leaders, and
people involved. in the City’s and County’s job creation
programs. »

Prior to the visit, the ILSR would need certain details of the
existing solid-waste program, including: (a) current cost of
collection and disposal; (b) cost estimates of landfill -
replacement; (¢) current level and cost of a recycling
program; (d) available end-markets; (e) economic development

. resources including funds and industrial sites; and (f) the
current status of solid-waste planning.
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After our visit, the Institute would provide a detailed
memorandum, assessing the - current situation, making
recommendations for improvement, noting enterprises that could
be located in the City or County and their requirements
(supply of materials, sale of products, siting), outlining
procurement strategies, and offering a scenario for furthering
a recycling and economic development program. The assessment
would also include a recommended implementation schedule.

The review process of our work would include inviting several
manufacturers interested in locating in the Mid-west to describe
their processes, technologies, and businesses. Participants from
the Columbus/Bartholomew area could then judge for themselves the
applicability of the enterprises to the area.

To begin, working with leaders in Columbus/Bartholomew County, we
would enlist at 1least three of the following firms to offer
proposals for involvement:

(o}

(o}

Coon Manufacturing & Distribution:

Manufactures products from recycled plastics.

Fuel Processors, Inc.

Re-refines used motor 011 into new lubricating fuels.

The Loading Dock:

A nonprofit corporation that resells used building materials
to community organizations and individuals for 1low cost
housing and related needs. :

Orange Grove Center:

A nonprofit corporation that employs impaired youth and adults
to processes recyclables.

ReClaim, Inc.:

Manufactures products from old roofing asphalt.

Rubber Research Elastomerics:

Manufactures crumb rubber from used tires for new 1ndustr1al
products and roadways.

SunShares, Inc.:

A nonprofit corporation that collects and processes municipal
recyclables, sharing revenues from material sales with the
City.

Urban Ore:

Establishes landfill highgrading operations to recover used
materials from the waste stream. Also establishes composting
operations to serve the nursery industry.

Wood Fiber, Inc.:

Manufactures 16 products from old wood panels.

These firms are representative of the types of enterprises 'that
most U.S. cities need to establish a solid market for 1locally-
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generated, recyclable materials. The ILSR would work with local
officials to determine the most appropriate manufacturers for the
area.

During the review, ILSR staff would present basic propositions and
strategies for developing programs that benefit the hard to employ;
subsequently, these firms could be invited to participate in
projects employing impaired or hard-to-employ workers in
environmentally sound enterprises.

The City and County would directly benefit from the conference in
four ways: :

1. Institute staff would review the state of the art in
government actions to increase recycling and attract
markets. (See Appendix A.)

2. City/County officials and private firms seeking to expand

or diversify would have direct information about
manufacturers seeking local partners in the Columbus
area. We expect that those manufacturers would later
make special efforts to meet with local community
development groups and business representatives to
discuss joint venture opportunities.

3. Local officials would have a rough blueprint for an
industrial park reserved for manufacturers using recycled
materials. These plants would use locally-generated
materials, as well as materials imported from other areas
in Indiana and the Midwest.

Should the City/County desire to attract firms that share
equity with community development corporations, funding
could be requested from a number of significant sources.
For instance, in California, on the advice of the
Institute and Californians Against Waste Foundation, a
consortium of foundations has established a special fund
for community development through recycling. Such a
scenario is quite plausible for Columbus. The City can
serve as a market for raw materials from rural areas and
a distribution center for products that serve rural
areas; several significant funding sources have home-
bases in Indiana.

4, Local haulers would benefit from the review and analysis
by learning about equipment adapted for cost-effective
collection and processing, cooperative marketing
arrangements, and opportunities for investment in related

-
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enterprises. ILSR’s experience shows that often it is
the haulers who act most quickly on newly presented
information, as they hope to. increase efficiency and
provide state-of-the-art services to prevent competitors
from encroaching on their service market.

We see the project as proceeding from analysis of data provided in
Columbus’ response to our questions on page 3. Early next year, we
would follow with a staff site visit in February and a report to
City and County officials and community groups within a month after
the visit. On the following page, I have included the proposed
project budget for staff time, site visit, and a report.

Should you have any questions regarding this proposal, or should
you require further information, please do not hesitate to contact
me.

Sincerely,

et dlb—o

Neil Seldman
President

Enc.

Letter also sent to: '
County Commissioners, c/o Solid Waste Management Authority
Steve Helmick, President, Columbus Chamber of Commerce
Bruce Wallace, Administrative Resources Association

cc: Ball Foundation
Citizens Advisory Board, c/o Solid Waste Management Authority
Cummins Engine Foundation
Heritage Fund of Bartholomew County
Irwin-Sweeney-Miller Foundation
Regional Services Corp.
Solid Waste Management District
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BUDGET

The budget for the Institute’s share of the evaluations and for a

follow-up report would come to $11,500 as follows:

Professional Staff (3 senior grade) $7,500
Support/Clerical 1,000
. ILSR Staff Travel (one trip, 3 people, to Columbus) 1,000
Phone, Fax, Copying, Postage 500
Follow-up memo/report 1,500
TOotal . . . v & ¢ 4 4 ¢ 4 + 4 e e e e e e e e e e e e . . 811,500

Finally, the above presumes our staff availability for follow-up
telephone consultation, evaluation of manufacturers’ proposals,
review of Requests for Qualifications and Requests for Proposals
and such other technical/professional assistance "that does not
require further on-site presence. '

This statement should not be construed to exclude a follow-up
visit, if necessary. Since provisions of the Pew and Moriah
Foundation grants allow for ILSR staff to work elsewhere in
Indiana, I would be willing to commit: limited staff time in tandem
with, but beyond other work which we will be doing in the State.



Projected Budget Requirements for Solid Waste Management In 1993

Personal Services

Supplies

Other Svcs. & Charges

Salaries and Wages SWMA
Administrator 1 full $31,000.00
Recycling Manager 1 full $26,250.00
Ad. Asst./Accts. Mg 1 full $17,500.00
Scales 1full2part $23,213.00
Recycling Center City $13,000.00
Recycling Center 1fullipart  $25,000.00
Saturday Pickup 8 part  $41,475.00
Sand Site/Compost 2 full $33,280.00
Total $210,718.00
Empioyee Benefits
Social Security $16,119.93
Retirement $12,643.08
Group Insurance $32,400.00
Unemploy. Comp. $5,000.00
Total $276,881.01
Office+Billing+Software $9,000.00
Operating $5,200.00
Repair & Maint. $5,450.00
Total $19,650.00
Professional Svcs.
Legal & Appraisals $30,000.00
Tox-A-Way $25,000.00
Engineering + Site Invest. $75,000.00
Communication & Trans.
Telephone + Postage $6,040.00
Travel $5,000.00
Printing & Advertising
Legal Ads $400.00
Recycling Ads & $20,000.00

Educational Program
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Projected Budget Requirements for Solid Waste Management in 1993

Insurance

Workmans Comp. $7,500.00

Liability $2,000.00

Utility Svcs.

Electrical $10,000.00

Leachate Analysis & $4,000.00

Treatment

Repairs & Maint.

Convenience Stations $4,000.00

Scales (Maint. & $2,000.00

Inspection)

Leachate Pond $2,000.00

Equlpment $9,50Q.00

Other Svcs. & Chgs.

Walesboro Operation $18,000.00

Landfill Operation $650,000.00

Sample Analysis $12,000.00

County Pickup $30,500.00

Recycling Drop Boxes $8,700.00
Total $921,640.00

Capitol OQutlays

Land

Purchase Option Payment $65,000.00

New Convenience Cntr. $17,500.00

Buildings

New Convenience Cntr. $90,000.00

Improvements Other

Than Building

LF Cell Construction $200,000.00

Gas Control System $60,000.00

Sand Site Cell $45,000.00
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Projected Budget Requirements for Solid Waste Management In 1993

Machinery & Equipment

Recycling Equip. $35,000.00
FAX Machine $1,500.00
3/4 ton Pickup 4wWD $15,500.00
Copy Machine Collator $1,100.00
Track Loader - New $35,000.00

(1st. yr./3yr. lease to purch.)
Other Capitol Outlays
New Site Boring $40,000.00

Closure-Post Closure $0.00
Fund Deposits

Total $605,600.00
Budget
Total $1,823,771.01
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ORDINANCE NO. 1991-10

AN ORDINANCE G

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

WHEREAS, Indiana Code Section 13-9.5-2-1 requires Bartho-
lomew County, Indiana, by ordinance of its Board of Commission-
ers, on or before July 1, 1991, to either (1) join with one (1)
or more other counties in establishing a joint solid waste man-
agement district that includes the entire area of all of the
acting counties; or (2) designate itself as a county solid waste
management district; and

WHEREAS, it is deemed desirable and in the bhest interests of
the citizens of Bartholomew County that the County of Bartholomew
designate itself as a single county solid waste management
district to include all of the incorpo?ated and unincorporated
territory of Bartholomew County, Indiana, and to appoint a board
of directors of said district, establish the terms of office of
each of its members, and to prescribe its powers pursuant to the
terms of Indiana Code Sections 132-9,5-1-1, et seq.;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY, INDIANA, as follows:

SECTION I
STABLISHM (o) STRICT

A. The County of Bartholomew County, Indiana, is hereby
designated as a county solid waste management district, to be
known as "BARTHOLCMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT".

SECTION II
TERRITORY INCLUDED IN DISTRICT

A. All of the incorporated and unincorporated territory of

Bartholomew County, Indiana, shall be included in the Bartholomew

County Solid Waste Management District.



SECTION III

SH OF D ECTORS

A. The Board of Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid

Waste Management District shall consist of seven (7) members who

shall be appointed as follows:

1.

Three (3) members shall be the Board of
Commissioners of Bartholomew County, Indiana;
One (1) member shall be appointed by the
Bartholomew County Council from its member-
ship;
One (1) member shall be the mayor of the City
of Columbus, Indiana};
One (1) member shall be appointed by the Common
Council of the city of Columbus, Indiana, from
its membership; A
One (1) member who shall be a member of the
Board of Trustees of an incorporated town in
Bartholomew County, Indiana, shall be appointed
by the Board of Commissioners of Bartholomew
County, Indiana, to represent the municipalities
in Bartholomew County, Indiana, other than the
City of columbus, Indiana.
SECTION IV
TERMS QF OFFICE

A. The term of office of a member of the Board of Directors

of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District who is

an executive or is appointed from the membership of an executive,

legislative, or fiscal body of the County of Bartholomew,

Indiana, the City of Columbus, Indiana, or an incorporated town

in Bartholomew County, Indiana, shall be coextensive with the

member's term of office on that body.

B. The term of office of other appointed members of the

Board of Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Manage~-

ment District shall be two (2) years.
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C. All members appointed by the appointing authority de-

scribed in Section III of this Ordinance shall serve at the

pleasure of such appointing authority.

SECTION V

T (0] 0!
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

A. The powers of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Manage-

ment District shall include the following:

1.

The power to develop and implement a district
solid waste management plan under Indiana Code
13-92.5-4.
The power to impose district fees on the final
disposal of solid waste within the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District under
Indiana Code 13-9.5-6-1.
The power to receive and disburse funds.
The power to sue and be sued.
The power to borrow money from the district
planning revolving loan fund under Indiana
Code 13-9.5-10.
The power to plan, design, construct, finance,
manage, own, lease, operate, and maintain
facilities for solid waste management.
The power to enter with any person into a
contract or agreement that is necessary or
incidental to the management of solid waste.
Contracts or agreements that may be entered
into under this paragraph include those for:
a. The design, construction, operation,
financing, ownership, or maintenance of
facilities by the Bartholomew County
Solid Waste Management District or any
other person;
b. The managing or disposal of solid waste;

or




c. The sale or other disposition of materials

or products generated by any such facility.

Notwithstanding any statute to the contrary, the

maximum term of a contract or agreement described

in this paragraph may not exceed forty (40) years.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

le6.

17.

The power to enter into agreements for the
leasing of facilities in accordance with
Indiana Code 36-1-10 or Indiana Code 36-9-30.
The power to purchase, lease, or otherwise
acquire real or personal property for the
management or disposal of solid waste.

The power to sell or lease any facility or
part of a facility to any person.

The power to make and contract for plans,
surveys, studies, and invéstigations necessary
for the management or disposal of solid waste.
The power to enter upon property to make surveys,
soundings, borings, and examinations.

The power to accept gifts, grants, or loans of

money, other property, or services from any

. source, public or private, and to comply with

the terms of the gift, grant, or loan.

The power to levy a tax within the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District to pay
costs of operation in connection with solid
waste management, subject to regular budget
and tax levy procedures.

The power to borrow in anticipation of taxes.
The power to hire the personnel necessary for
the management or disposal of solid waste in
accordance with an approved budget and to
contract for professional services.

The power to otherwise do all things necessary

for the reduction, management, and disposal
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B. The powers of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Manage-

P

of solid waste and the recovery of waste
products from the solid waste stream.
The power to adopt resolutions that have

the force of law.

ment District do not include the following:

1.

2.

The power of eminent domain.

The power to exclusively control the collection or

disposal of solid waste within the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District.

SECTION VI

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY OF THE

BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

A. The Board of Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District may gelegaté any of the authority of
said Board of Directors to any board or legislative body of the
County of Bartholomew, Indiana, the City of Columbus, Indiana, or

any other municipality in Bartholomew County, Indiana, by resolu-

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

tion; however:

1.

An exercise by any board or legislative

body of said County, City, or other munici-
pality of the taxing power of the Bartho-
lomew County Solid Waste Management District
must be ratified by the Board of Directors
of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Manage-
ment District; and

If the board of said County, City, or other
municipality has been delegated authority
under this paragraph, the legislative body
of said County, city, or other municipality
wust approve an action of the board of said
County, City, or other municipality that

involves:
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a. An exercise of the taxing power of
Bartholomew County Solid Waste Manage-
ment District;
b. The issuance of bonds authorized under
Indiana Code 13-9.5-1-1 et seq.; or
c. The setting of fees, rates, and charges
under Indiana Code 13-9.5-1-1 et seq.

B. The Board of Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District may delegate authority to said Board's L
officers to carry out the directions of said Board of Directors. e

C. A resolution delegating powers of the Board of Directors '
of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District under
this paragraph must contain reasonable standards and parameters
within which the delegated powers may be exercised.

SECTION VII

APPOINTMENT OF BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

A. The Board of Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid

Waste Management District shall appoint and convene a solid waste <
management advisory committee of citizens, including representa-
tives of the solid waste management industry operating in the
Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District, who are
‘knowledgeable about and interested in environmental issues. All
members of the committee must be residents of the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District. 1In the resolution estab-
lishing an advisory committee, the Board of Directors of the
Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District shall specify
the terms of the members and the purposes of the committee. The
advisory committee shall do the following:
1. Study the subjects and problems specified

by the Board of Directors of the Bartholomew

County Solid Waste Management District and

recommend to said Board additional problems

in need of study and discussion.



2. If invited by the Board of Directors of the
Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management
District to do so, participate, without
the right to vote, in the deliberations of
said Board.
B. The Solid wWaste Management Advisory Committee shall report
only to the Board of Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District and shall make inguiries and reports
only on the subject and problems specified by the board's resolu-
tion establishing the committee.
SECTION VIII
COMPENSATTON
A. Members of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management
District Board of Directors shall rnot receive a salary or other
compensation; however, members of said Board of Directors may be
entitled to reimbursement for necessary expenses incurred in the
performance of their respective duties.
SECTION IX
OATH
A. Each member of the Board of Directors of the Bartholonew
County Solid Waste Management District, before entering his or
her duties, shall take an oath of office in the usual form, to be
indorsed upon his or her certificate of appointment and promptly
filed with the Clerk of the Bartholomew County Circuit court.
SECTION X
RG T
A. The Board of Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District shall meet immediately after the ap-
pointment of said members for the purpose of organization. Said
Board shall elect one (1) of its members chairman, another vice
chairman, and another secretary. The members elected to those
offices shall perform the duties pertaining to their respective
offices, as follows:
1. The chairman shall preside at all meetings

of the Board of Directors of the Bartholomew
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County Solid Waste Management District, and,
subject to the approval of the Board of
Directors thereof, shall direct the policies
and management of the Bartholomew County
Solid waste Management District. The
chairman shall discharge all the duties
inherent to a presiding officer and

perform such other duties as from time

to time may be assigned by the Board of
Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District or as prescribed
by law.

The vice chairman shall perform all dQuties
incumbent upon the chairman during the
absence or disability of fhe chairman, and
perform such other duties as the Board of
Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District may prescribe.

The secretary shall attend all meetings of
the Board of Directors of the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District and
shall keep, or cause to be kept, a true

and complete record of the proceedings of
such meetings, and shall perform a like
duty for all standing committees appointed
by the Board of Directors of the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District, when
required. The secretary shall attend to the
giving and serving of all notices of the
Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management
District, shall authenticate the records

of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste
Management District, and shall, unless the
Board of Directors thereof provides other-

wise, maintain the records of said district

]



and shall perform such other duties as the
Board of Directors of the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District may
prescribe.

B. Assistants to any duly elected officer of the Bartho-
lomew County Solid Waste Management District may be appointed by
the Board of Directors thereof. Such assistant officers shall
have such powers and duties as the officers whom they are elected
to assist shall be specified and delegated to them and such other
powers and duties as the Board of Directors thereof may pre-
scribe. An assistant secretary may, in the event of the absence
or disability of the secretary, attest to the execution by the
Board of Directors of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Manage-
ment District, or any of its officers of all documents.

C. In case of the absence of any.officer of the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District, or for any other reason
that the Board of Directors thereof may deem sufficient, the
Board of Directors thereof may delegate the powers or duties of
such officer to any other officer or to any director of the
Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District, for the time
being, provided a majority of the entire Board of Directors
thereof concurs therein.

D. The officers elected or appointed under this Section X
shall serve from the date of their election or appointment until
their respective successors are elected and qualified.

E. A majority of the members of the Board of Directors of
the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District shall
constitute a quorum at any regular or specially called meeting of
said Board of Directors. The concurrence of a majority of the
members of the Board of Directors thereof shall be necessary to
authorize any action.

SECTION XI
RECEIPT AND DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS
A. All money coming into possession of the Bartholomew

County Solid Waste Management District shall be deposited, held,
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secured, invested and paid in accordance with statutes relatiﬁa
" to the handling of public funds. The handling and expenditure of
money coming into possession of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District shall be subject to audit and supervi-
sion by the Indiana State Board of Accounts.
SECTION XII
SEV LIT
A. If any part of this Ordinance shall be held invalid, or
shall be found to be contrary to law, such part shall be deemed
severable and the invalidity thereof shall not affect the remain-
ing parts of this Ordinance, and all other provisions thereof
shall remain in full force and effect,
SECTION XIII
EFFECTIVE DATE
This Ordinance shall bhe effective‘immediately upon its
passage and approval.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF BARTHO-

LOMEW COUNTY, INDIANA, this / Z/—¢ day of %’Qﬁe , 1991.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF
BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY, INDIANA

\;Z£é%4¢6?7’7“

ﬁé;,fszf&a’/

Vernon Jewel irman

Ponike N

amr+-tnd
Marvin Finke, Member

4—\‘ .
( u"kc{c/d;k “*%3¢?11/:t,/

I,Juagita Harden, Member

- e

ATTEST:

oy J.J" <{’MIA/

~Bue R. Parls Auditor

This Instrument Prepared By:
Joseph S. Thompson
Attorney at Law
207 Washington Street
Post Office Box 242
Columbus, IN 47202-0242




CERTIFICATION

I, Sue R. Paris, Auditor of Bartholomew County, hereby
certify that the attached sheets are true and correct copies
of NOTICE OF MEETING(s): (including the NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING for presentation of the 20-Year Solid Waste Plan

held on June 18, 1992); and,

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT BOARD MINUTES
(including minutes from public hearing held on June 18,

1992) from June 26, 1991 thru November 18, 1992.

Q L O 5;22 ;;;1ﬂ149’

~“Sue R. Paris, Auditor

U oe . o /992

Date of Certification




PUBLIC MEETING

Wednesday, June 26, 1991, at 9:30 a.m. Commissioner's Conference Room

Solid Waste Management Agenda

June 26, 1991

9:30 a.m. Organizational Meeting —— Election of Officers - 71
9:45 a.m. Consideration of Delegation of Responsibilities

10:00 a.m. Miscellaneous



SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT BOARD MINUTES
JUNE 26, 1991

v

—_—

The Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District Board held a
Public Hearing in the Commissioners’ Conference Room in the Governmen-
tal Office Building, 440 Third Street, Columbus, IN, on June 26, 1991,
for the purpose of organization. The meeting was called to order by
Phyllis Apple, Chief Deputy Auditor at 9:30 a.m. Others present were
Vernon Jewell, Marvin Finke, and Juanita Harden, County Commissioners;
Tom Harrison, County Council Member; Mike Totten, City Council Member;
Mayor Robert Stewart; and Jim Murray, SWDA Administrator.

The first order of business was election of officers for the Bartholo-
mew County Solid Waste Management District Board. The floor was
opened for nominations for President. Juanita Harden made the motion
to nominate Mike Totten for President. The motion was seconded by
Vernon Jewell, and after some discussion and there being no other
nominations, the motion was unanimously passed. The floor was then
opened for nominations for Vice President. Vernon Jewell made the
motion to nominate Juanita Harden for Vice President. Mike Totten
seconded the motion, and there being no other nominations, the motion
was unanimously passed. The floor was then opened for nominations for
Secretary/Fiscal Officer. The County Auditor Sue Paris was nominated
for this position on motion of Tom Harrison. Juanita Harden seconded
the motion, and there being no ther nominations, the motion was
unanimously passed. Chief Deputy Auditor Phyllis Apple then turned
the meeting over to newly elected President of the Bartholomew County

Solid Waste Management District Board, Mike Totten.

President Totten opened the floor to discussion of delegation of
responsibilities. The District Board will leave the responsibility of
day-to-day operations to the Solid Waste Management Authority,
formerly SWDA. Tom Harrison stated the key to success is choosing
strong, active people who will continue with what has been done
before. Discussion followed on how many are to be named to the Solid
Waste Management Authority, hereafter known as SWMA. There are to be
seven (7) members total. The Commissioners name three (3) members,
the Mayor names two (2) members, the County Council names one (1)
member, and the City Council names one (1) member. Next, followed the
decision of what "powers" of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste
Management District Board would be delegated to the SWMA. The list of
powers taken from Ordinance No. 1991-10, Section V, are listed as
follows, along with the Board’s decision of delegation for each power.

SECTION V

POWERS OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

A. The powers of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management
District shall include the following:



3.
4.
5.

lo.

11.

12.

13.

The power to develop and implement a district solid
waste management plan under Indiana Code 13-9.5-4.

BOARD -

The power to impose district fees on the final disposal
of solid waste within the Bartholomew County Solid Waste
Management District under Indiana Code 13-9.5-6-1.

SWMA

The power to receive and disburse funds. SWMA
The power to sue and be sued. SWMA

The power to borrow money from the district planning
revolving loan fund under Indiana Code 13-9.5-10.
BOARD

The power to plan, design, construct, finance, manage,
own, lease, operate, and maintain facilities for solid
waste management. SWMA

The power to enter with any person into a contract or
agreement that is necessary or incidental to the manage-
ment of solid waste. Contracts or agreements that may
be entered into under this paragraph include those for:
a. The design, construction, operation, financing,
ownership, or maintenance of facilities by the Bar-
tholomew County Solid Waste Management District or
any other person;
b. The managing or disposal of solid waste; or
c. The sale or other disposition of materials or
products generated by any such facility.
Notwithstanding any statute to the contrary, the maximum
term of a contract or agreement described in this para-
graph may not exceed forty (40) years. SWMA

The power to enter into agreements for the leasing of
facilities in accordance with Indiana Code 36-1-10 or
Indiana Code 36-9-30. SWMA

The power to purchase, lease, or otherwise acgquire real
or personal property for the management or disposal of
solid waste. SWMA

The power to sell or lease any facility or part of a
facility to any person. SWMA

The power to make and contract for plans, surveys,
studies, and investigations necessary for the management
or disposal of solid waste. SWMA

The power to enter upon property to make surveys,
soundings, borings, and examinations. SWMA

The power to accept giffs, grants, or loans of money,
other property, or services from any source, public or
private, and to comply with the terms of the gift,



grant, or loan. SWMA

14. The power to levy a tax within the Bartholomew County
Solid Waste Management District to pay costs of opera-
tion in connection with solid waste management, subject
to regular budget and tax levy procedures. BOARD

15. The power to borrow in anticipation of taxes. BOARD

16. The power to hire the personnel necessary for the
management or disposal of solid waste in accordance with
an approved budget and to contract for professional
services. SWMA

17. The power to otherwise do all things necessary for the
reduction, management, and disposal of solid waste and
the recovery of waste products from the solid waste
stream. SWMA

18. The power to adopt resolutions that have the force of
law. BOARD

B. The powers of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management
District do not include the following:

1. The power of eminent domain.

2. The power to exclusively control the collection or
disposal of solid waste within the Bartholomew County
. Solid waste Management District.

The next order of business was miscellaneous items. The general con-
sensus was that, as of June 26, 1991, the present Solid Waste Disposal
Authority (SWDA) continue with operations until the appointed Solid
Waste Management Authority (SWMA) members take . over. The
Commissioners will also appoint a seventh member to the District
Board, this member being from an unincorporated town within the Solid
Waste Management District. The as yet unappointed SWMA will meet the
second Thursday of each month. The District Board will meet the third
Thursday of each month at 8:00 a.m. in the Commissioners’ Conference
Room, Governmental Office Building, 440 Third Street, Columbus, IN.

The next meeting of this District Board will be July 18, 1991, at
8:00 a.m. An agenda will be sent out to the members each month by
Jim Murray, SWDA Administrator.

Names of those persons to be on the Citizen Advisory Group are to
be brought to the next meeting.

There being no other business at this time, Tom Harrison made a motion
that the meeting be adjourned, and Juanita Harden seconded the motion.
The meeting was adjourned.



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Solid Waste Management District Board will hold a
Public Hearing on Thursday, June 18, 1992 at 7:00 p.m. in
the Governmental Office Building, 440 Third Street, 1st
Floor Commissioners' Chambers, Columbus, Indiana. The
purpose of the meeting is to present the 20-Year Solid Waste
Management Draft Plan.

Copies of the draft plan are available for your review
at the Bartholomew County Library reference desk, or at the
Solid Waste-Management Authority (SWMA) office  at 440 Third
Street in Columbus. For more information, contact the SWMA
at 379-1757. :

PLEASE PUBLISH: The Republic on June 4, 1992
Star Journal on June 4, 19982
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NOTICE OF MEETING

The Solid Waste Management District Board will hold a meeting in
the County Commissioners' Chambers, at the Bartholomew County
Governmental Office Building, 440 Third Street, Columbus, IN 47201,
at 7:00 o'clock p.m. on Thursday, June 18, 1992 for the purpose of:

1. Presentation of 20-Year Solid Waste Plan.
2. Other business which may come before the Board.

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING AND PUBLIC NQOTICE OF MEETING

I certify and affirm under the penalties for perjury that the
above notice was posted on the door of the Commissioners' Chambers, at
the Bartholomew County Governmental Office Building, 440 Third Street,
Columbus, IN 47201, from 8:00 a.m. on Wednesday, June 10, 1992 to
7:00 p.m. on Thursday, June 18, 1992 when the meeting referred to was
held.

I further certify that public notice of the date, time and place
of said meeting was given at least 48 hours before said meeting by
depositing in the U. S. Mail with postage prepaid or by delivering
notice to all news media which have filed by January 1 an annual
written request for such notice with the Board of Commissioners of the

County of Bartholomew, Indiana.

~“Sue R. Paris,
Bartholomew County, Indiana



SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT EE

DISTRICT BOARD MEETING -
JUNE 18, 1992

The Solid Waste Management District Board Meeting met on June
18, 1992 in the Commissioners Meeting Room, 440 3rd Street, Columbus,
Indiana at 7:00 p.m. The meeting was called to order by Board Presi-
dent Mike Totten, other Board members present were Marvin Finke, Tom
Harrison, Juanita Harden, and Bob Stewart also attending was Auditor
Sue R. Paris. Members Gail Greathouse and Vernon Jewell did not at-
tend the meeting. The purpose of tonight's meeting was to conduct a
regular Board meeting in addition to the public hearing on the 20-year
solid waste management plan. ¥

There were approximately 45 individuals attending the public
hearing tonight. A sign-up sheet was provided for individuals inter-
ested in commenting on the 20-year solid waste management plan.

Dick Wigh of Regional Services Corp. presented the 20-YEAR SOLID
WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 1991-2011. This plan is required by HB 1240. -
Mr. Wigh then highlighted the 20-year plan. The meeting for final
adoption, after incorporating information from tonight's meeting, will
be presented for final adoption on July 1, 1992 by the Solid Waste
Management District Board.

Essentially, the 20-year plan deals with what is going on at the ~j
present time in the County. During the year 1991, 190,000 tons of
solid waste was generated with 71,000 tons being recycled or reused,
or 37% of total waste generated. Bartholomew County already meets the
1996 goal established by the State Legislature. The existing landfill
will probaﬁly be full by mid-1996. The City Garage Site will be full

in 1997-1998.



The Plan consists of three parts: .

1. Municipal Solid Waste

By October 1, 1994 100% of all vegetation waste must be di-
verted from the landfill site as mandated by State law. Three addi-
tional drop off boxes must be added throughout the County.

Combine the Saturday pick-up points--instituting user fees.
ABC School, Lowell Bridge would be combined at a convenience station,
the same as is present in the southwest at the Walesboro Airport. The
City packer truck, which has been parked at S.R.7 and 31, would also
be turned into a convenience station. This enables the user to be
charged and it is a more efficient way of collecting waste. Instead
of hauling 5 tons in a packer truck you haul 8 to 10 tons in a roll
off box. Eliminate all appliance, battery and used oil disposal at
the landfill. Divert 75% of the tires going into the landfill. Es-
tablish a paper and corrugated pick-up service for businesses. Insti-
tute a small user fee at the landfill for the throw and go box.
Institute a household hazardous waste drop off program.at the new re-
cycling center.

2. Industrial Solid Waste

Increase the amount of metals recovered. At the present
time there is approximately 28,000 tons per year of metal being sal-
vaged by local industry. Hopefully another 10% can be gleaned out of
that. Increased paper and corrugated recovery. Many industries have
already started this process. Others need to initiate the same. In-
crease skids and pallets reuse, rebuilding up to a 95% rate. Current-
ly it is running about 65% reuse and rebuilding. Institute construc-
tion and demolition material recovery requirements. Increase the rec-

lamation of sand up to a 35% rate by 1996; currently this is at a 20-
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25% range. _—

3. Reduction of Disposal Requirements

Disposal requirements should be reduced from 120,000 tons in
1991, down to less than 90,000 tons in the year 2011. At the same
time, generation of trash continues to increase. We disposed of
120,000 tons in 1991; but, in 2011 we are going to recover 120,000
tons and dispose of about 85,000-88,000 tons of trash. That would
give us about a 65% recycling rate. Early on, the decision was made
to continue to provide disposal of waste as a local service and not
rely or be at the mercy of someone else as far as cost and availabili-
ty of a disposal site.

Bartholomew County essentially has three alternatives:

1. Expanding the existing landfill

2. Increasing the grades over part of the site within the
existing boundaries of the landfill; or,

3. Beginning all over and starting the site selection pro-
cess all over again.

This same situation deals with the foundry sand. In 1997 or
1998 the City Garage Site is likely to be full. Again, expand the ex-
isting site; perhaps over fill out at the Bartholomew County Landfill
in some of the areas that are quite flat; develop a new site; or let
governmental entities wash their hands of foundry sand and allow the
Foundry to develop their own disposal site.

Costs which would result from implementation of the Plan. This
is a five year package plan at approximately $1.8 Million. Taxes &
Distribution Fees = §582,000; Material Sales = $160,000; Grants =
$70,000; User Fees = $522,000; Increased Efficiency = $326,000; Diver-

sion Credits = $160,000 with the remaining balance of the $1.8 Million
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coming from property taxes. .-

Major Comments Received by Dick Wigh

-Eliminate junk mail

-Require "big business" involvement :

-Eliminate the collection of newspaper and cans on racks on City
packer trucks--instead replace that with earlier implementation of
curb side pick up within the City of Columbus

-Require institution of local government procurement policy with
a preference for recyclable items

-West side drop-off site

-Stricter penalties for open dumping

-Grass pick up (first try education--leave clippings on the
lawn) if that doesn't happen institute pick up fees

-Curb side collection implemented by year 2000.

President Totten opened the public hearing portion of the meet-
ing.

Jim Durham, Chairman of Solid Waste Management Advisory Commit-
tee, stated the Committee was formed in August of 1991 and has met
monthly. The 12 Member Committee reviewed the 20-Year Solid Waste
Management Plan as it was developed. In general, each Board Member
feels the plan is very well written and is quite comprehensive. Mr.
Durham commended the City for a concentrated effort in the implementa-
tion of various efforts outlined in the Solid Waste Plan. The Adviso-
ry Committee, by law, will continue to exist. The next meeting is
scheduled for Thursday, June 25, and at that time a final review of
the 20-Year Solid Waste Plan will be made with final comments regard-
ing the same.

The Committee will also address future meeting times; monthly --
quarterly. The Plan will be reviewed by the Advisory Committee on an
annual basis. Additional comments dealt with - site selection process
and Mr. Durham's desire to handle the same in the most open way; mak-
ing the process better for most citizens. Citizen participation is

very important.
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President Totten thanked Mr. Durham and members of the Advisory
Board for their time and efforts regarding Solid Waste ﬁanagement.

Liz Wire commented on the Plan and stated she was disappointed
that the May Meeting of the Advisory Committee was rescheduled as
there was no quorum. Mrs. Wire is concerned about appliance disposal
which accounts for 30 tons of waste disposal per year. There are oth-
er disposal options for appliances; Kroots being very accessible.
Let's announce to the public that appliance disposal will no longer be
accepted at the landfill.

Mrs. Wire directed a positive commendation regarding disposal of
corrugated paper, stating Pizza Hut is now using boxes which are recy-
clable; offering $1 off your next pizza purchase if the box is re-
turned. Perhaps a joint effort from the Board and Chamber of Commerce
commending businesses publicly for using recyclable materials would
encourage more businesses to do the same.

Mrs. Wire stated she was disappointed in the local businesses
and their response to the survey. Out of 100 surveys sent out only 51
responses were received. Local industry should be willing to make in-
formation available. It is very difficult to make plans and projec-
tions if the required information is not available. When local input
is not made available the national averages must be used.

Lead batteries should not be accepted at the local 1landfill.
The disposal of batteries at the landfill was banned in 1990. Howev-
er, the same is listed as a goal for 1996. Why are we still permit-
ting disposal of batteries in household trash?

Jim Murray, SWMA Administrator, stated City crews do not pick up
batteries when they are visible. However, it is difficult to deter-

mine whether or not household trash contains a battery.
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An option for disposal of foundry.sand brings up a concern for
using the same as an over fill at existing landfill sites where set-
tlement has taken place. Sand does shift and settle. Since the layer
of foundry sand would be close to the surface it would be subject to
weathering and erosion which could lead to runoff into Clifty Creek.

Butch Brown‘commended the Committee for the work done. Mr.
Brown expressed concern regarding the lack of costs for out-of-county
waste shipment. Also, there are no costs included for siting a new
landfill development in the future. There is no time line for siting a
new landfill. There is no méntion of the cost for expansion of the
existing landfill, and the special liability situation by putting the
landfill within 600 feet of over 100 families.

President Totten stated the landfill was not being located with-
in 600 feet of 100 families.

Mayor Stewart complemented industry for doing a tremendous job
on a volunteer basis and invited commentary from Joe Donohoe of Toyota
Industrial Equipment Manufacturing. Mr. Donochoe spoké regarding the
waste recycling of aluminum cans, paper products from the office, col-
lection of all cardboard and the bailing of same; even though there is
no market for it at this time. They have gone from an open top dump-
ster to a compactor. The rate of compactors was running one a week
with the cardboard, since the installation of the cardboard bailer
they are down to two a month. They have good employee involvement,
with a young work force. The educational system began within the
younger work force. Toyota has been supported by Rumpke and the City
in their recycling efforts.

A Manufacturing Support Committee has been formed in connection

with the Chamber of Commerce and Mr. Donohoe will be reporting to that
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Committee. The wooden pallets are a big, concern of this Committee as

——

they are very difficult to recycle and they are very filling to the
landfill. This is a major problem to large manufacturing plants.
They are looking at collection, separation, shipping them elsewhere,
crushing them, etc.

Kinsley Renshaw was attending tonight's meeting at the request
of the Hoosier Environmental Council to present petitions to the Solid
Waste Management District Board. Mr. Renshaw read a letter which

accompanied the petitions.

To: Members of the Solid Waste Management District Planning
Board and the Citizens Advisory Committee

From: The Hoosier Environmental Council

Dear Planning Board and Citizen Advisory Members:

"The Hoosier Environmental Council salutes you for your work in
progress toward developing a good 20-Year Solid Waste Management Plan.
Our heartfelt belief is that the outcome of your work will have a more
profound impact on the environment and the health of generations of
citizens than any other in this century. We respect the thought and
research that Solid Waste Planners used to sift through so many choic-
es of Solid Waste alternatives.

The HEC hopes that the wishes of Bartholomew County district
citizens will be a helpful guide in making some of the harder choices.
We offer these 1293 petition signatures to you as a harvest of public
opinion. The signers are all residents of Bartholomew County.

Limits of time and resources, that we have had to work under in
our state-wide effort, allowed us to visit families in the district
for only a few days; but we can relate, honestly, that right around
90% of all citizens contacted were eager to sign the petitions and
endorse the values expressed on the petition as their own. Interest-
ingly, that is the same percentage of citizens in other communities
across the county who voluntarily sign on to curb side recycling pro-
grams.

Thank you for the work you are doing and thank you for accepting
this pen and ink voice of the people. The petitions are meant as of-
ficial public comment on the draft solid waste management plan during
this public comment period."

Respectfully,

THE HOOSIER ENVIRONMENTAL



COUNCIL

———

The petitions were then presented to the Board by Mr. Renshaw.

President Totten then closed the public hearing portion of the
meeting peftaining to the 20-Year Solid Waste Management Plan.

The floor was opened for comments on the proposed 1andfi11 site.

Curt Morrison told the gathering he was a newcomer to the area.
Prior to moving here he had gone through a landfill site change which
was somewhat painful. He doesn't have major comments regarding what
is being done. He expressed his sympathy to those individuals having
to make the decisions. It is difficult to find enough acreage with
the proper geological characteristics. We know the proposed landfill
area is basically sound and would be more economicalfto develop than
seeking an alternate site. The medical waste problem should also be
included in the plan.

Rick Graham inquired as to the whereabouts of the boring re-
ports.

President Totten stated the borings had been completed and the
data was being reviewed at this time.

Carolyn Pool commented she had had a couple of Commissioners
tell her this shouldn't be a personal matter. However, she feels you
can't get any more personal than the landfill as it effects her fami-
ly, her home and environment. Ms. Pool stated this is a political
game.

Bob Smith complemented the government agencies and businesses
and the public for all of their desire to be present and to proceed
with the 20-Year Solid Waste Management Plan. Mr. Smith complemented

Dick Wigh on the Plan. Also, he thanked the Board for scheduling



evening meetings enabling individuals to. attend.

President Totten announced the next meeting of tﬁ; Solid Waste
Management District Board to adopt the final 20-Year Solid Waste Man-
agement Plan and conduct their regular July meeting has been scheduled
for July 1, 1992 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers.

There being no other business to come before the Board the meet-
ing was adjoufned.

SUBMITTED BY SUE R. PARIS

SECRETARY-SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
DISTRICT BOARD



M

NOTICE OF MEETING

The Solid Waste Management District Board will hold a meetiné in
the County Council Chambers, at the Bartholomew County Governmental
Office Building, 440 Third Street, Columbus, IN 47201, at 7:00
o'clock p.m.-on Wednesday, Julyil, 1992 for the purpose of:

1. Formal Adoption of the 20-Year Solid Waste Plan.
2. Other business which may come before the Board.

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING AND PUBLIC NOTICE OF MEETING

I certify and affirm under the penalties for perjury that the
above notiqe was posted on the door of the Council Chambers, at the
Bartholomew County Governmental Office Building, 440 Third Street,
Columbus, IN 47201, from 8:00 a.m. on Wednesday, June 17, 1992 to
7:00 p.m. on Wednesday, July 1, 1992 when the meeting referred to was
held.

I further certify that public notice of the date, time and place
of said meeting was given at least 48 hours before said meeting by
depositing in the U. S. Mail with postage prepaid or by delivering
notice to all news media which have filed by January 1 an annual

written request for such notice with the Board of Commissioners of the

Sue R. Paris, Auditor
Bartholomew County, Indiana

County of Bartholomew, Indiana.




SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
DISTRICT BOARD MINUTES -
JULY 1, 1992 .

The Solid Waste Management District Board met on July 1, 1992 in
the Council Chambers at 7:00 p.m. The meeting was called to order by
Board President Mike Totten. Other Board members present were Ton
Harrison, Gail Greathouse, Juanita Harden, Marvin Finke, Bob Stewart,
and Vernon Jewell. Attorney Joe Thompson and Auditor Sue Paris were
also in attendance.

The purpose of tonight's meeting was to adopt the 20-year solid
waste management plan.

Jim Murray, Solid Waste Management Authority Administrator, told
the gathering that the comments from the June 18 meeting/public hear-
ing had been incorporated into the plan. There are five original'cop-
ies of the 20-year plan to be signed tonight; three must go to State;
one to Jim Murray and one to President Mike Totten. Copies will be
prepared in 10-14 days and delivered to Board members, Attorney Th-
ompson, Auditor Sue Paris, and the County Library.

Jim Durham, President of the Solid Waste Advisory Committee, re-
ported a meeting of the Advisory Committee had been held the past
Thursday and Dick Wigh had reviewed the changes in the plan with the
Committee. The Committee recognized and complemented the City of Co-
lumbus for their foresight in including funds in the '93 budget for
'94 to purchase a new truck to collect recyclables on a voluntary ba-
sis. The curb side pick-up of recyclables will occur every two weeks
at no additional cost. Mayor Stewart commended Steve Brown and Greg
Hartwell for their enthusiasm and assistance in the development of the

plan; along with the City Council for supporting the plan.



Jim Murray addressed the comment regarding siting of a landfill
being included in the plan stating there is no criteria spelled out
for siting of a landfill. However, the plan states that EPA
guidelines will be followed. The public involvement aspect is also
included.

Vernon Jewell made a motion to adopt the 20~year solid waste
management plan as written and amended. Juanita Harden seconded the
motion which unanimously passed.

Additional comments were then heard from the audience.

Elizabeth Wire stated Mr. Totten's recent quote in The Republic

referred to the "Families Against Landfill"™ as "LULU". This is very
inappropriate for FAL. Mrs. Wire recalled a childhood phrase "Sticks
and stones may break my bones but words can never harm me". However,
this isn't true, words can be used to have a very detrimental and de-
grading effect on people. FAL doesn't want a landfill in their back-
yard, but they don't want a landfill in Mr. Totten's backyard either.
FAL doesn't believe a landfill belongs in anyone's backYard. They do
believe this is an improper land utilization and they are trying very
hard to prove to Mr. Totten and the Board members what seems to be
common sense to most people in the County.

Everyone has been very busy with preparation of the 20-year
plan. Although there are things in the 20-year plan that FAL would
like to have seen handled differently, all in all, they are pleased
with the end result. Part of the reason for feeling comfortable with
the 20-year plan is that the Advisory Committee was willing to address
the concerns of FAL and work to make appropriate changes. Now that
the 20-year plan has been completed the FAL only hope that the Solid

Waste Management District Board members will be willing to work with
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them in the coming weeks. _—

Mr. Totten responded to the "LULU" quotation indicating the same
stood for "Locally Unacceptable Land Use" and does not refer to any
person or group of people. The sole purpose for sharing this acronym
was to bring some levity to the situation.

Board member Marvin Finke stated he felt the SWMD Board would be
remiss if other sites are not being explored. Valuable time is being
wasted should the proposed expansion site not be a go.

Mike Coleman thinks that now is the time to look for more sites.
Mr. Coleman doesn't understand why additional sites are not being
placed on the table for discussion. Now would be a good time to ad-
dress this issue and expressed disappointment that the same isn't be-
ing done at this time.

President Totten commented he believed that coming in cold to a
meeting and being asked to discuss additional sites is not feasible at
this time. However, since a Board member has expressed a desire to
locate additional sites the same will be addressed at a later meeting.

Mike Coleman stated that in the 20-year plan, reference is made
to forming a Site Selection Committee and he feels the time to form
this Committee is now.

Board member Vernon Jewell does not want to move on new site se-
lection right now. He doesn't have a problem with being careful in
the approach taken. Options could be explored, but these options
should not be made public. One site should be considered and ex-
plored. There are too many factors involved in placing a site under
option for use as a potential landfill.

Mike Coleman stated the FAL aren't interested in receiving a

listing of all potential landfill sites. However, after a reasonable
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length of time, after a site selection committee does dEFermine based
upon certain criteria, some sites that are plausible for everybody,
that the public would be asked to become involved. Not wait many
months until after contracts have been signed, etc. to inform the pub-
lic of the action taken. FAL understands the difficulty of placing
numerous sites on the table for discussion.

President Totten stated the first step is to form a Committee to
work from the base up considering what is best for residents in the
local area.

Celia Dole inquired as to whether or not Board members would
discuss the proposed formation of a Site Selection Committee amongst
themselves.

Jim Murray commented on verbiage in the Plan regarding site se-
lection. If a new site is to be looked at there will be a repeat of
the site selection process. This includes appointment of a new Com-
mittee establishing location criteria, public meetings to review the
process and selected sites, final selection and publié planning and
zoning. If the proposed expansion site doesn't go, there are other
options to explore.

President Totten stated he was fairly certain Board members
would be discussing this matter at a future time.

Jim Durham informed the Board that the Advisory Committee will
be changing meeting times to a quarterly basis rather than monthly
meetings. The next scheduled meeting will be held in September. The
Committee will begin their review of the 20-year plan in March.

The next meeting of the Solid Waste Management District Board is
scheduled for August 12, 1992 at 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers.

There being no other business to come before the Board, the
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meeting was adjourned by President Totten.

SUBMITTED BY SUE R. PARIS
SECRETARY~SOLID WASTE MGT.
DISTRICT BOARD



NOTICE OF MEETING

The Solid Waste Management District'goard will holda meeting in
the Recycling Center Building, 720 South Mapleton Street, Columbus, IN
47201, at 7:00 o'clock p.m. on Wednesday, November 18, 1992 for the
purpose of: |

1. Approve minutes of October 14 Meeting

2. Decision of Department of Environmental Management

concerning the 20-year solid waste management plan
3. All other business which may come before the Board

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING AND PUBLIC NOTICE OF MEETING

I certify and affirm under the penalties for perjury that the
above nofice was posted on the door of the Recycling Center Building,
at 720 South Mapleton Street, and on the door of the Governmental
Office Building, 440 Third Street, Columbus, IN 47201, from 5:00 p.m.
on Monday, November 9, 1992 to 7:00 p.m. on Wednesday, November 18,
1992 when the meeting referred to was held.

I further certify that public notice of the date, time and place
of said meeting was given at least 48 hours before said meeting by
depositing in the U. S. Mail with postage prepaid or by delivering
notice to all news media which have filed by January 1 an annual
written request for such notice with the Board of Commissioners of the

County of Bartholomew, Indiana.

2 S

Sue R. Paris, Auditor
Bartholomew County, Indiana

The City/County Recycling Center Building
is Wheelchair Accessible
Please call 379-1510 for additional accommodations
by November 17, 1992.



TOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTR&ET BOARD MINUTES
NOVEMBER 18. 1992

The Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District Board met
on November 18, 1992 at the Columbus—-Bartholomew Recvyvcling Center. 720
South Mapleton. Columbus. Indiana. Board members present included
Commissioner Vernon Jewell. Commissioner Juanita Harden. Mavor Robert
Stewart. Tom Harrison., Gail Greathouse. and Mike Totten. Chalrman
Totten called the meeting to order at 7:00 PM. Others present
included District Board Attorney Joe Thompson., Richard Wigh, Regional
Services Corp.. SWMa Chairman Jack Rubino, Jon Gard of The Republic.
and several representatives of FOUL (Families Against Unsuitable
Landfill iocations-— formerly FAL). SWMA staff James Murrav and Carla
Harrett secved as acting Board Secretary.

Minutes of the Dctober 14, 1992 meeting were unanimously approved
on motion by Tom HMarrison and =seconded by Robert Stewart.

Mi-. Totten aszked for a briefing on the decision of the Department
of Environmental Management (IDEM)} concerning our 20 yeaf Solid Waste
Management plan. Mr. Murray stated that he has sent a letter to IDEM

responding to their comments, suggesting changes and explaining where

IDEM mav have misunderstood items. He has scheduled a mesting with
INEM to discuss proposed revisions. after the meeting the plan will
be revised. The procedure will then be similar to the original

approval of the plan. The revised plan will be made available to the
public for a 30 day period to receive comments. A&doption of the
revised plan should occur at the January SWMA District meeting.

Mr. Wigh explained that IDEM’s comments could be broken down into
4 categories: No, we don’t feel that these changes are necessary, No,

¥au are wrong, Yes, there were some calculation errors. and Yes. we



will change 1t. ' —

Juanita Harden questioned if the minutes were being taken since
Sue Paris and her staff were not in attendance. Mr. Totten explained
that the minutes were being taken by SWMa staff.

Mr. Totten read into the minutes a letter he received from John
Thompson, dated November 18, 1992. (A copy of this letter is
attached.)

Mr. Totten requested permission from the board to proceed
immediately with filing for the appropriate zoning change for the
proposed expansion site of the Bartholomew County Landfill. Board
discussion began with Juanita Harden asking Mr. Totten to explain the
procedures involved. Mr. Totten explained the first step being a
recquest to the Plan Commission for rezoning from Suburban Residential
to Industrial Reserve. When rezoning has occurred, they would return
to the Board of Zoning #éppeals (BZa) for a variance to operate a
sanitary landfill in the Industrial Reserve. Several other steps are
involved that are open to the public. Mr. Totten is asking the
Board’s approval to proceed with the paperwork so that it may be filed
post haste. Mr. Joseph Thompson stated that the deadline is Monday,
November 23, 1992 to be placed on the December 1l&, 1992 agenda of the
Plan Commission. ®™Mr. Harrison motions to move forward with the filing
of a zoning change with Mayor Stewart seconding.

Public comments: Mike Coleman (FOUL) states that the agenda was
not clear concerning the contents of this meeting. He stated that the
change of the meeting location may be perceived as an avoidance of the
public’s involvemsnt. Elizabeth Wire (FOUL) states that the calendar

of governmental events did not list this meeting. She noted that the



meetina location was not easy to find; aﬁé, that the archeological and
geoloaical surveys were not complete, and that the District Board has
not received their report from John Thompson. She reiterated Mr.
Coleman’s agenda comment. District counsel Thompson commented that if
the rezoning were to proceed it would not involve landfill issues.
This would come before the Board of Zoning appeals at a later date,
when there would be an application to use the site as a landfill.

Mr. Totten asked Mr. Murray to comment as to the omission of an
advertisement in The Republic for this meeting. He stated that the
Secretary provides meeting notices to the newspaper. From that point
on it is the newspaper’s responsibility to publish it. He is aware of -}
previous omissions by The Republic concerning other governmental
meetings.

Mr. Totten asked Joe Thompson to clarify if the District/Board ’
can proceed with a vote concerning rezoning. Mr. Thompson stated
their is no probklem legally. The meeting notice was advertised as
required and the agenda was in order.

Mavor Stewart asked if the Plan Commission says no, what is time
frame. Joe Thompson answers by stating that if a favorable
recommendation received from the Plan Commission is passed on to the
County Commissioners recommending a rezoning, the Commissioners may
either adopt an ordinance that would rezone according to the Plan
Commission recommendation or they may do nothing and take it under
advisement for 90 days. If no action is taken within 90 days the
rezoning becomes official, automatically. If the County Commissioners
decide they don’t want to rezone, they will have to return it to Plan

Commission for another review. If the Plan Commission recommendation



i & ive it is the same process. The County Commissiseners can

i * le Plan Commission recommendation and adopt ordinance, or do

T ng.

Mike Coleman reiterates his concerns that many people would have

£éd to known the rezoning issue was going to be discussed. Again

tating that the meeting is taking place in a remote area. He further
ﬁ comments that Sue Paris is absent and SWMA taking minutes "“doesn’t

s look good”.

A Commissioner Harden states that the meeting location was

announced at the October District meeting.

Joe Thompson adds that their are three different tvpes of

Industrial Zonings: 1 — Industrial Reserve, 2 - Industrial #1. 3 -

Industrial #2. The least restrictive of all is Industrial #2, then
Industr;al #1, with the most restrictive being Industrial Reserve.
Industrial Reserve zoning would require a site plan of the proposed
use to be presented to the BZA with buffer requirements. It was
thought to be more appropriate to be rezoned Industrial Reserve to
protect the property owners around the area, than 1f it were rezoned
for either of the other categories. The present landfill site is
Industrial Reserve. this will be consistent.

Liz Wire states that the District Board is passing them along and
pacifying them while proceeding with no regard to their opinions on
this issue. She doesn’t feel that the District Board has made any
attempt to furnish the public with information needed to consider
whether they agree with their proceedings.

! Mike Coleman statss he believes Mike Totten’s "post haste”

comment means his mind was made up before this meeting, regardless of



what the public might have to say. o e

Commissioner Harden expressed her desire to abstain from the vote\
to proceed with a request for rezoning.

The original motion, made by Mr. Tom Harrison to proceed with
filing the request for rezoning to Industrial Reserve, was revisited.
The vote on the motion passed unanimously with one abstention
{Commmissioner Juanita Harden).

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned upon a

motion made by Mayor Stewart, and seconded by Mr. Tom Harrison.
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NOTICE OF MEETING

—_—

The Solid Waste Management District Board will hold a meeting in -

the County Council Chambers, at the Bartholomew County Governmental -

Office Building, 440 Third Street, Columbus, IN 47201, at 7:00

o'clock p.m. on Wednesday, January 27, 1993 for the purpose of:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Call to order and welcome new members
Establish regular meeting dates for 1993
Approve minutes of December 9, 1992 meeting ;
Public Hearing on Revised 20-Year Solid Waste Plan N
Update on rezoning request (McNealy property)

All other business which may come before the Board

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING AND PUBLIC NOTICE OF MEETING

I certify and affirm under the penalties for perjury that the

above notice was posted on the door of the Council Chambers, at the <

Bartholomew County Governmental Office Building, 440 Third Street,

Columbus, IN 47201, from 5:00 p.m. on Wednesday, January 13, 1993 to

7:00 p.m. on Wednesday, January 27, 1993 when the meeting referred to

was held.

I further certify that public notice of the date, time and place

of said meeting was given at least 48 hours before said meeting by

depositing in the U. S. Mail with postage prepaid or by delivering

notice to all news media which have filed by January 1 an annual

written regquest for such notice with the Board of Commissioners of the

County of Bartholomew, Indiana.

_80e R. Paris, Auditor

Bartholomew County, Indiana

County Governmental Office Building
is Wheelchair Accessible
Please call 379-1510 for additional accommodations
by January 26, 1993,



~ SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
DISTRICT BOARD MINUTES

B JANUARY 27, 1993

The Solid Waste Management District Board met on January 27,
1993 in the Council Chambers at 7:00 p.m. The meeting was called to
order by Board President Mike Totten. Other Board members present
were Keith Sells, Gail Greathouse, Juanita Harden, Sylvia Kiel, Larry
Kleinhenz and Bob Stewart. County Auditor Sue R. Paris and Attorney
Joe Thompson were also in attendance.

President Totten welcomed new Board members Keith Sells, County
Councilman; and Sylvia Kiel and Larry Kleinhenz, County Commissioners.

President Totten stated a regular meeting date and time for the
Solid Waste Management District Board needed to be established for
1993. Bob Stewart made a motion setting the 1993 meeting schedule and
time for the Solid Waste Management District Board on the second
Wednesday of each month at 4:00 p.m. in the County Council Chambers.
Juanita Harden seconded the motion which unanimously passed. Auditor
Sue Paris is to advertise the meeting schedule.

The minutes of the December 9, 1992 meeting were approved on mo-
tion of Gail Greathouse and second by Keith Sells. The vote was unan-
imous.

President Totten stated the public hearing regarding the Revised
20-Year Solid Waste Plan is a part of tonight's meeting. Dick Wigh
was asked to present the revisions to the Plan after which the public
hearing will be held.

Wigh stated the draft of the original 20-Year Solid Waste Plan
was adopted by this Board in July of 1992. The Plan was reviewed by
the State and they returned the Plan requesting revisions to the same

in October. The revisions were made in December and a draft was for-
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warded to the State at the same time the Revised Plan was distributed . -

to Board members and made available to the public as well. Wigh indi-
cated he has been in touch with the State concerning their second re-
view and they indicate the same is in order.

The changes requested by the State included an explanation of
how the amount of waste generated in Bartholomew County was calculat-
ed. Wigh indicated this wasn't calculated. The information came from
scale information at the Landfill Site as well as estimates provided
by industry and commercial businesses as to the amount of material be-
ing recycled. Also, information regarding the amount of refuse being
taken out of the County was available. There was no guessing as the
data base was available.

The State had requested the addition of a statement dealing with
surveillance be included in the executive summary. This was done
through the use of some generic language. The State also asked for
information as to when ordinances would be revised. A one year time
allowance was specified in the Plan. Only one public coﬁment had been
received regarding the redraft of the 20-Year Solid Waste Plan. This
came from the Advisory Board asking that some language concerning the
ban of white goods at the landfill, and the establishment of a fee
system for the recovery of CFC's from appliances, be included to
reflect action already taken by the Solid Waste Management Authority.

Wigh indicated the 30 or so programs mentioned in the original
draft of the plan as to what would be done to decrease disposal needs
and increase source reduction and recycling received no comment from
the State. These programs remain in tact.

President Totten asked if there were any gquestions from the

Board at this time. There being none, the Public Hearing regarding
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the Revised 20-Year Solid Waste Plan was opened. B

Richard Eynon, Attorney for the Families Opposing Unsafe Land-
fill Location (FOULL), commented he wasn't sure of the criteria since
he hadn't been involved in earlier meetings. He does have a couple of
questions and assumes Mr. Wigh is the person who needs to answer them.
In the Plan on page IV-35 needs some explanation--a paragraph states
"the existing Bartholomew County Landfill was expanded by 24 acres in
1989 with operations beginning in 1990. The expansion satisfied a
near term need for additional capacity and alleviated a serious short-
age of soil cover material". Eynon asked if there was a record of how
much capacity the 24 acres in 1989, from a public standpoint, was sup-
posed to allow or provide? The second gquestion then being; was that
prediction correct?

Wigh responded that within the application forwarded to the
State he recollected there was about 700 thousand yards of additional
capacity added by that expansion. Roughly that equates to about 300
to 350 thousand tons of capacity. With the exceptibn of a small
change made in the State Permit that capacity has generally been real-
ized.

Eynon responded——based on the history of the landfill, up to
that time, how many years did you publicly state that particular
expansion would provide to the County. Wigh recalled the expansion
provided for three to five years capacity. Wigh stated we can never
project how much tonnage of waste will arrive at the landfill. Also,
the County chose to divert the Foundry sand from the landfill. Howev-
er, due to a slow permitting process this didn't occur until 1991.
Eynon inquired as to how long the Foundry sand was allowed to go into

the landfill from the time the expansion was created; and, did or did
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not that fill the capacity much, much quicker than anticipated. Wigh
responded the Foundry sand was diverted in July of 1991. The expan-
sion area began to be used in September of 1990. However, some of the
Foundry sand was diverted to another area of the landfill where spe-
cial permission was obtained to over fill the construction debris and
Foundry sand. There is no record as to how much went to which sec-
tion. The Foundry sand total accepted at the landfill is available
for that period of time, but there is no record of how much went to
the 24 acre expansion site or the over fill area.

Eynon stated in the Revised 20-Year Plan there are some bold
statements as to how much capacity is available with a proposed expan-
sion and with the way certain things are to proceed in the future. He
is wondering, if in a public meeting it wouldn't be helpful to learn
whether the predictions made two or three years ago were correct or
not correct. If, in fact, the Foundry sand was the major contributor
in filling up the expansion site or not. In gaining this knowledge he
could follow through with wanting to know what happened‘with the sand
and what's going to happen in the future. He feels these are matters
which would be interesting to the public.

President Totten indicated this had been answered in that the
longer than normal permitting process for the alternate Foundry site
required the continued placement of Foundry sand in the landfill and
on landfill property designated for construction debris and Foundry
sand. The answer is, yes. More Foundry sand went into the landfill
than was anticipated.

Wigh stated the Plan doesn't discuss past history. What it does
is state there is a capacity remaining as of January 1, 1992 at the

Landfill of so much tonnage. He cannot convert tonnage to time be-
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cause he doesn't know how much solid waste will arrivg_at the land-
fill. In 1991, 56 thousand tons were accepted, excluding Foundry
sand; in 1992 it was up to 65 thousand tons; part economic recovery,
part private haulers reconsidering their options, etc. The Plan
states as of that date there was 330 thousand tons of capacity left at
the landfill. Portions of that are under the haul road the mainte-
nance building and right above the scale house, in the frontal area.
The County has elected not to utilize most of that area; but, to move
back to the expansion area first. The Plan then goes on to calculate
how many tons of refuse will be produced for the next 20 years.

Eynon stated, if he understood Wigh earlier, had stated it was
impossible to predict in years; but, on page 34 of the Plan it indi-
cates there is only about four years at the existing site. Therefore,
he is curious as to how Wigh was able to come to a definitive year and
place this information in the Plan; and, also inform the public of the
same, including the statement there is potentially insufficient time
to repeat the site selection process should the proposéd site not go
through. He would like clarification on those two statements.

Wigh stated there was a report produced, he believes in 1991,
which looked into volumes of landfill usage based on records for the
past year, since a scale had been installed. This report indicated
there was perhaps four to five years of capacity left. Due to many
unknowns that four years should be used as a planning period. The
Plan says about four years. Foundry sand is no longer going into the
landfill site.

Eynon stated he understood an alternative to a new location of
any landfill, whether it be an expansion or anywhere else, is to bring

in additional tonnage of soil that would build up the existing site to
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allow for additional dumping. This would, according to someone's pre-
dictions, allow another four to five years of 1life ét the present
site. This has been done at other sites and is a feasible situation.

Wigh stated that may not be true anymore as a new set of rules
is coming through. Eynon asked whether the 20-Year Plan needed to be
modified and this statement taken out of the Plan contents. Wigh in-
dicated until the new rules come through he cannot comment as the
State has until October of 1993 to modify their rules. Eynon stated
on page V-13 it is indicated that with modifications it could remain
at the site without the new adjoining site selection and allow contin-
ued operations at the site until about the year 2001. Assuming the
regulations don't change and modifications are made to the present
site, this is feasible.

Eynon referenced page IV-35 it is indicated in June of 1989, a
study committee was formed for the purpose of siting replacement ca-
pacity. That committee's recommended site was not obtained. In early
1992, the District board signed an option to purchase a.tract of land
adjoining the existing landfill. Eynon expressed curiosity in knowing
why the committee's recommended site was not obtained; whether the
committee was in existence from 1989 through 1992; what results they
had, etc.

Wigh indicated the study committee was formed in June of 1989,
including himself, and worked through November or December of '89, as
he recalls. The end result being that, out of the sites proposed, the
County could only negotiate on one site; as only one property owner
was willing to sit down and talk. Eynon asked for any documentation
regarding these instances. Wigh indicated this was a very informal

committee and most contacts were made via phone. Eynon inquired as to
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whether there was more than one site selected by this_Eommittee and
whether a listing of the same had been made. Wigh indicated there had
been some written material. Eynon inquired as to whether or not the
committee made any recommendations as to what the criteria should be
in the selection of a landfill site. Wigh indicated there had been
criteria for selection of a proposed landfill. At this time Wigh
indicated he felt the public hearing was beginning to be more of a
Court hearing than a public hearing.

Totten stated he felt we were out of public hearing as it per-
tained to the solid waste plan. With Board permission we can reopen
this discussion later in the meeting if Eynon feels he must.

Eynon replied, he didn't feel he must anything, he just wants
answers to items included in the 20-Year Plan. He doesn't want to be
belligerent, or get anyone upset. He has asked this.about fifteen
times and when it appears in the 20-Year Plan and there was a commit-
tee formed in 1989 and he hears it was abruptly stopped or terminated
in '89 and then the next site that was selected was an 6ption in '92;
one must wonder what somebody did, if anything, from the end of '89,
or whenever the committee was terminated, in order not to find another
site up until 1992; especially when the plan talks about the emergency
of not having enough capacity at the landfill.

Eynon stated if it isn't appropriate to talk about this now,
tell him and he'll sit down. Wigh indicated there were sites located,
numbering into the teens and owners were contacted to see if they
would be interested in negotiating with the County for the sale of
their property as a potential landfill site. Only one owner said,
yes. Sites were listed by number but there was no prioritizing of

site selections.



President Totten closed the public hearing at 7:31 p.m. No
questions came from Board members.

Wigh stated the Revised 20-Year Plan needed to be returned to
the State by February 1, 1993 and he would need a Resolution signed
adopting the new draft as part of tonight's proceedings. Sylvia Kiel
made a motion adopting the Revised 20-Year Plan as discussed this
evening and to sign the Resolution indicating the same. The Plan and
Resolution needs to be returned to the State by February 1, 1993.
Keith Sells seconded the motion which unanimously passed.

President Totten gave a brief overview of the rezoning request
for the McNealy property. This request went before the Bartholomew
County Plan Commission; énd, Totten commented~-I guess you would say a
good time was had by all, right. The vote was four/four regarding the
McNealy rezoning. The McNealy rezoning request was forwarded to the
County Commissioners without a recommendation. The McNealy rezoning
was tabled by the Commissioners at the meeting held January 25, 1993.

President Totten asked Dick Wigh if he was prepafed to discuss
the Review and Analysis of Bartholomew County Landfill Expansion site
report prepared by Simon Hydro-Search, Inc. Wigh indicated the report
was pretty extensive and technical.

Wigh stated he would like everyone to understand that what has
been done as far as geological investigation of that site is prelimi-
nary information just to see whether we should proceed on the rezon-
ing. The investigation was a preliminary set of borings; it is not a
set of borings for an application; it is a quick look see. The reason
for not going with extensive investigation at this time is because of
cost.

The level of investigation requested or recommended in the Re-
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~~§:»> .ew and Analysis of Bartholomew County.Landfill Expaggion by Simon
*  Hydro-Search, Inc. is done as a part of the Environmental Permit Ap-
plication to the Indiana Department of Environmental Management. They

requested or recommended several things:

1. Substantial additional efforts be put into site character-
ization of the '92 expansion area.
We are required by regulation to do a much more extensive
study of the area.

2. Conditions surrounding the existing facility should be re--
evaluated.
That was revisited in 1991 and an entirely new monitoring
well system was put in at that time.

3. Additional head mapping toward Petersville.
Wigh is in agreement--this must be done as a part of the ap-
plication.

4. Conductivity measurements in both the bedrock and overbur-
den. VYes, this is a mandatory requirement of any applica-
tion.

5. Aquifer (pump) testing of bedrock aquifer with monitoring
points. Wigh stated this isn't always done. If sufficient
understanding is gained with putting in small diameter wells
of the aquifer system, then typically an agquifer pump test
is not run. If it is confusing, or any insufficient infor-
mation develops, then the pump test is done.

6. Installation of additional piezometer nests to further map
the third dimension of the flow system.

Wigh stated all of the above things are planned to be done, if the de-
cision to proceed with the proposed landfill site is made. Also rec-
ommended was that tritium analyses be run on landfill monitoring wells
and selected private wells. This is an option item and what this is--
-is time dating of your groundwater. Overall the recommendations are
sound. They are within the normal program of what you would do and
how you would proceed. Wigh recommended the procedures and in many
cases they are required.

Wigh stated early investigation ruled out that shallow, or high

ground water levels, would cause problems in construction. The facil-

ity is constructed with a synthetic liner, underlaid with a soil 1lin-



er, and leaving some natural soil above .the bedrock whi;h forms the
aquifer for the area. The second system, or backup system, is a moni-
toring well system around that landfill facility. The reason for do-
ing all of this, once that preliminary investigation is done, is to
design that monitoring well system to be sure it doesn't leak.

Another item mentioned which can be improved upon begins to
gather on the range of how fast groundwater moves. Essentially it
says that groundwater, as they project, would move the 600' of manda-
tory setback in anywhere from seven to 50 years. This gives you some
idea of how slow flowing groundwater is. There is plenty of time to
take action on this matter.

Keith Sells asked about prohibitive cost, whether Dick Wigh had
cost figures. Wigh stated the normal costs would total $50 - $100
thousand for the hydro geological portion of the landfill application,
depending on the size of the site. The work which has been done on
the proposed site has been done in a manner acceptable to the State.

President Totten announced SWMA Director Jim Murréy was not at-
tending tonight's meeting as he was in Indianapolis for a work shop.

New legislation is pending regarding outdoor compost of yard waste and

Murray wanted to stay for that work shop this evening.

Public Comments:
Rich Eynon--
lst, "a good time was not had by all." This is a very ser-
ious matter to his people and asked that Mr. Totten
never repeat this to them.

Mike Totten apologized to the crowd of people who would
be affected by the landfill expansion.

2nd, Dick Wigh's report on study of the landfill site was
not on the agenda and was hidden under "All other
business which may come before the Board". Because of
it being hidden, as an attorney, Eynon cannot respond
to the same. There were two things he heard which came
out of the report. 1) they respect Chuck Norris and
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the company out of Denver as he is one of the finest
hydro engineers in this country. 2) the Yeport was
not "a dump this particular parcel report"; it was a
report which states what needs to be done. What wasn't
said was that the monitoring wells, as set up now, are
not in a position to determine contamination of the
water flow which goes in a certain direction.

3rd, This seems to be a heck of a way to run a business.
He is hearing that we aren't sure this would be a good
site or bad site. The preliminary studies look fine.
These people are going through a bunch of hell in their
lives--it affects every part of their lives. Eynon
stated the various steps could be taken and after
all testing is completed the site could be determined
not to be satisfactory for a landfill site. Eynon en-
couraged the SWMD Board to abandon this site as a
landfill expansion site.

Cecilia Dole, FOULL member, commented regarding the Monitoring
system as a back-up. She, too, would have liked the Simon Hydro-
Search, Inc. to have appeared on the agenda. Perhaps Mr. John Thomp-
son of the Central States Education Center could have been present to
comment. She feels the monitoring well system is a warning system not
a backup system. The comment that seven to 50 years for water flow
contamination was plenty of time--this isn't slow in >geologic time
this is fast. '

President Mike Totten stated sometime this afternoon he had re-
quested that Mr. Wigh give a brief perusal of the Simon Hydro-Search,
Inc. Report as we had only received one copy and he realized that
Board members would be extremely interested in the contents of the
report. The intent was to bring Board members up to date.

Mike Coleman, FOULL member, commented regarding the 4:00 p.m.
meeting time for future SWMD Board meetings. However, if, in fact the
SWMD Board does want public participation the meetings need to be
scheduled at 7:00 p.m. Mr. Coleman wants the meetings to be held at

7:00 p.m. permitting public participation and regquested that they be

-11-



scheduled for that time during 1993. - e .

Robert Smith, FOULL member, commented concerning the water flow
from the existing landfill and whether the water has been flowing for
20 years toward their wells.

Wigh commented that the records kept over the past two or three
years describe the flow from the existing landfill (sort of where the
maintenance building is 1located), a groundwater high, from there
northward, to be generally to the east toward Clifty Creek and to the
west going southwest from that high and also to the south. There is a
floodplain on the south side of S.R. 46 and there is high ground on
the north side. The flow is always to the low ground. There is flow
generally to the southwest from the existing site as well as the pro-
posed site.

There being no other business to come before the SWMD Board the
meeting was adjourned by President Mike Totten.

SUBMITTED BY SUE.R. PARIS

SECRETARY-SOLID WASTE MGT.
DISTRICT BOARD
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BARTEOLOMEY COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTREE

AGENDA
JUNE 25, 1992

Columbus City Hall - Conference Room 3
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Roll Call

O0ld Business
None
May 28, 1992 Meeting -- No Quorum Was Established

New Business
-- Discussion Regarding the Final Draft
of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste
Management Plan -- CAC, D. Wigh
—-- Future Meeting Schedule of the CAC
-~ Discussion Concerning Election of Officers.

Next Meeting Date -- To Be Established

Ad journment




MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID
WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMITTEE |AC)

The June 25, 1992 Advisony Committee Meeting was held at 7:00 p.m.
An City Hall, 123 Washington Strneet, Columbus, Indiana in the First
Floon Meeting Hall.

Members Present:  Rosanne Watson
Dan Annholt
Jim Dwtiham
Greg Hantwell
Lou Poppa
Patty Unue
Greg Littleton
Tammy Hines

Also Present: Richard Wigh
Jim Murray

Visitons: Mike Coleman

| Fami{Lies Against ElLizabeth Wire

Land §L2) Mable Walsh

A motion to accept the minutes from meeting of Apnil 23, 1992 was made. Motion
passed.

Mrn. Richard Wigh neviewed the Twenty Yean Plan, He touched on the few final
changes that were made. One change would be bi-weeklfy cunbside necycling
o begin by mid-1994 for the City of Columbus.

Jim Mwwray announced that the new necycling center will be open Tuesday,
Thursday and Saturnday beginning mid-July. Thein goal is to be opened
five days per week (Tuesday thru Saturday) by 1993.

Jim Mwiray noted that the plan to collect all white goods to divert them from
the Landfill has found a stumbLing bLock. The Kroot Corporation has decided

to stop accepting white goods because of the nelease of CFC's that is involved
with destrnoying refrigerated appliances.
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Jim Durham nead several Leitens that have been nreceived recently. Each
were discussed and noted. They were entered into the minutes of this meeting.

Each board memben commented on the plan, Most memberns agree that the foundry
sand 48 a sticky {ssue, ALL membens agree that the plan {4 excellent and commend
Regional Services and especially Dick Wigh fon thein exemplany efforts.

Visitons Elizabeth Wire and Mike Coleman made a few comments. Mr. Coleman

rnead a Letter from Hoosien Environmental Councif, Jim Durham asked Mr. Wigh

Lo include it in the plan.

Jim Durham proposed that oun meeting be changed to quartenly That March,

June, September, December be the meeting months starnting in Septemben, 1992,

A motion was made and carried

Our boands annual review will begin in March 1993,

Meeting adjourned §:20 p.m,

f/:;;giigﬁuﬂﬂy Submitied By

Gregony L Litileton
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2872 N. Karen Court
Columbus, IN 47203 —
June 24, 1992

Mr. James Durham

Solid Waste Management Advisory
Committee

Columbus, IN 47201

In Re: Bartholomew County 20-Year Solid Waste Plan

Dear Mr. Durham:

Once again, thank you to you and the other members of the
committee for your work in developing this plan. I am sure you
will all breathe a big sigh of relietf after Thursday night's
meeting.

I understand the County is anxious to submit this plan to
the State by the July deadline, but I was hoping the committee
would set out some landfill siting requirements in the plan. If
the committee does not choose to address the issue at this time,
I would like to have my request noted in the public comments
section of the plan.

Since the plan is considered to be an evolving document and
annual reviews have been promised, I believe it is important that
at least the following items regarding site selection he
addressed in the next revision of the plan:

1. The zite selection process should be open for public
input and comment. The expedient process is not necessarily in
the best interests of the public.

2. A proposed site should meet or exceed the minimum
requirements set out in the EPA suggested guidelines.

3. The geology of the proposed site should be considered
with a long-term view toward safety first and should factor in a
safe margin for error.

These items are just a sampling of the factors I hope the
committee will consider when the plan is reviewed next year.
It is important for the plan to set forth a carefully thought out
site selection process that reflects a genuine concern for the
safety and well being of the citizens of this district, because
the District Board has been unable to do so.

Very truly yours,

(Mrs.) Elizabeth A. Wire



HOOSIER ENV1RORMENTAL COUNCIL

Comments on Draft Solid Waste Management Plan

Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District

June 18,1992

i 1 On behalf of the members of the Hoosier Envirommental
Council residing in Bartholomew County we submit the following
Comments on the Dréft 50lid waste Management Plan.

HEC basically approves of Lhe plan. There are c¢ertain
sugqgestions that we feel would make the plan a better one.

i L E Curbside collection for recyclables should begin now instead
! of 1996. The numbers used in the dralft plan to weigh againat
curbside collection have no meaning unless one knows the content
of the waste that is being picked up.

we would also suggest and encourage the District to go to
volume basced user tees as this is the fairest approach +to people
willing to do the work of recyeling.

As for the landtill cxpansion: HEC does not nor ever will
condone putting a landfill expansion on or near. wetlands.

The Bartholomew County Solid waste District Plan has many
strong points and great potentical. By considering the above
suggestions this plan could be a model for the state. HEC
hopes that these suggestions will help the District further
retine the plan. The HEC statf 1s available to assist you in
the finalization of thc solid waste plan for the District. We

thank you for this opportunily to comment.

-
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Cecilia A. Doell
9606 E. Randal St.
Columbus, IN 47203
June 23, 1992

Mr. James M. Durham

Solid Waste Management Advisory Committee
11425 S. Jonesville Rd.

Columbus, IN 47201

Dear Mr. Durham:

Today I am writing to you to express two final thoughts concerning
the 20 year plan.

First, I would like to say that I was quite pleased with the
changes and additions that have been made to plan. They did not
only improve the document but also showed that you were listening
to our comments.

Second, I wish to state that I would have liked to have seen the
site selection criteria or guidelines put into the plan. At the
SWMDB meeting on June 18, 1992 you stated yourself that perhaps
they should have been included and I agree.

Thank you again for all the long hours and hard work that the
Advisory Committee put into this.

Sincerely,

Gerlo G- Doe Q.

Cecilia A. Doell

cc: Mr. John Thompson



Cecilia A. Doell
9606 E. Randal St.
Columbus, IN 47203
June 8, 1992

Mr. James M. Durham

Solid Waste Management Advisory Committee
11425 S. Jonesville Rd.

Columbus, IN 47201

Dear Mr. Durham:
This letter is being written today to officially request:

Notice in writing of all upcoming meetings which in any way
pertain to the Petersville landfill, the proposed expansion
or the 20 year plan.

We realize that the plan is written and most of your work in done.
But recently several of the organizations which deal with the
landfill have:

1. Changed meeting dates, times or places.

2. Failed to have meetings listed in the Republic.
and/or ‘

3. Failed to notify anyone with FAL of the changes.

It is understood that these occurrences may not have been in any
way your fault but it has caused a feeling of concern for many.
So, we feel it necessary to request the information in writing.

Please send notices to the following people:

Cecilia Doell Samuel Ardery
9606 E. Randal St. Bunger, Robertson, Kelley & Steger
Columbus, IN 47203 226 S. College Square
Bloomington, IN 47402
Butch Brown Mike Coleman
10433 E. 200 N. 2890 N. Rogers

Hope, IN 47246 Columbus, IN 47203



Linda Foster John Thompson
2912 Karen Ct. Central States Education Center
Columbus, IN 47203 809 S. 5th St.
Champaign, IL 61820 .

If an agenda is available at the time the notice is sent, please
include it. Thank you. We appreciate your attention in regards
to this matter.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me. My home
phone is 372-4572 and my office phone is 378-3366 x 208.

Sincerely,

Cecilia A, Doell
F.A.L.

cc: Mr. John Thompson
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2771 N. Rogers St.
Columbus, IN 47203
June 24, 1992

Mr. James M. Durham

Solid Waste Management Advisory Committee
11425 S. Jonesville Rd.

Columbus, IN 47201

Dear Mr. Durham:

This letter is to state a comment concerning the 20 year plan.

I would have 1liked to have seen the landfill site selection
criteria put into the plan. From what I heard at the Solid Waste

Meeting on June 18th, it sounded as if you think it should be in
there too.

Thank you and the Advisory Committee for all of your hard work.
We appreciate it tremendously.

Sincerely,

ModAe [ tdake

Mable Walsh
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City of Columbus - Bartholomew County

Solid Waste Management Authority
720 South Mapleton Street
Columbus, Indiana 47201

(812) 376 -~ 2614

June 23, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL P 642 832 205
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Timothy Method

Assistant Commissioner

Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Mgmt.
Indiana Department of Environmental Mgmt.
105 South Meridian Street

P. O. Box 6015

Indianapolis, IN 46206-6015

Dear Mr. Method:

On behalf of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management
District, I am writing to request your assistance in the
finalization of our Solid Waste Management Plan. Our District
has enjoyed the advantages of an active, concerned Board of
Directors, an informed and enthusiastic Advisory Committee, and a
well established City-County Solid Waste Management Authority.
Our plan is nearly finalized. On June 18, 1992, we conducted our
public hearing. In order to consider the comments received and
make the necessary final revisions, the District Board’s public
meeting to adopt the final plan cannot occur until July 1, 1992,
Therefore, delivery of copies of our final plan may not reach
your office until July 2.

We regret any inconvenience this may cause for you or your
staff. We have provided an interim draft copy of our plan to



Mr. Timothy Method

Assistant Commissioner

Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Mgmt.
Indiana Department of Environmental Mgmt.
June 23, 1992

Page 2.

your staff for their preliminary consideration. Please feel free
to contact my office with any guestions.

Sincerely,

i

mes M. Murray, Administrator
olumbus—-Bartholomew Solid
Waste Management Authority

cc: Ms. Cindy Clendenon, IDEM
Bartholomew County SWMD Board
Bartholomew County SWMD Advisory Committee
Ms. Carla Barrett, SWMA



BARTEOLOMIEW COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTELE

AGENDA
lMay 28, 18992

Columbus City Hall - Conference Room 3
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order

Roll Call

01ld Business

Approval of April 23, 1992 Meeting Minutes

New Business

Regional Services Update on Final Draft - D. Wigh
‘Review of Advisory Committee Comments
Open Items for Discussion

Next Meeting Date - June 25, 1992

District Board Public Hearing on the Plan -~ June 10,

Adjournment

1992




MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID
WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMITTEE [AC)

The May 28, 1992 Advisony Committee Meeting was held at 7:00 p.m.
in City Hatl, 123 Washington Street, Columbus, Indiana in the
City Councif Chambenrs.

Members Present: Dan Annholt
Launa Fisher
Greg Littleton
Buck Ritz
Greg Hartwell
New Membenr ’ Tammy Hines

There werne not enough members present to conduct meeting.

District Boand Meeting will be Junel§, 1992 (fentative scheduled)
at 7:00 p.m. at the County Building

ReépectAuﬂﬂy Submitted By
" m
Gregorny L Littleton
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BARTHOLOMEY COUNITY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTELR

AGEINDA
April 28, 1992

Columbus City Hall - Conference Room 3
7:00 p.m.

1. Call to Order
Roll Call

2. 0ld Business
Approval of February 27, 1992 Meeting Minutes and
Approval of March 19, 1992 Meeting Minutes

3, New Business
Letters received by Mr. Jim Durham from several residents
of the Royal View Subdivision - Request to make these
letters part of the March 19, 1992 Minutes
Leadership Bartholomew County Initiative Report
Review of Regional Services input on the 20-Year Plan

4. Next Meeting Date - May 28, 1992

5. Adjournment




MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID
WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT -
ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AC)

The Apnil 23, 1992, Advisony Committee Meeting was held at 7:00 p.m.
in City Hall, 123 Washington Street, Columbus, Indiana in the 1%
Floon Meeting Hall.

Membens Present: Rosanne Watson
Laura Fishen
Bob Moats
Lou Poppa
Jim Dwiham
Buck Ritz
BiLL Read
Greg Harntwell
Greg Littleton
Members Absent: Dan Annholt
Patty Unrue
Ben Harken
Also Present: Jim Muwuay
Richard Wigh
Carla Baurett

A motion to accept the minutes from meetings of February 27, 1992 and
March 19, 1992 was made. The motion passed unanimously.

Jim Durham neponted that on Apnil 9, 1992 he attended a conference for
Citizens Advisony Committee Chainmen in Indianapolis. 1t was reported
that approximately 1/3 of the committees was nepresented.

A procedure fon checking the district plans was discussed. How to nespond
and/on handle the Lettens that owr committee neceives was discussed.
Richard Wigh asked that he neceive a copy of any Letten that we neceive.
1t was decided that all Letterns would be included in the minutes and Zhe
secnetany would see that a copy o4 each Letten be given to R. Wigh -
Regional Senvices.

"y
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page 2

Six Lettens wene nead aloud by M. Dutham and are included in-the
minutes of this meeting. These Letiens wene briefly discussed and
questioned by the committee and the audience.

Armen Stepanian, the Sofid Waste § Environmental Recycling Policy
Dinecton of the Hoosier Envinonmental Councilf discussed his group

and what it nepnesents and how they gathered 3, 403 signaturnes on a
petition., Mn. Stepanian nead his cover Letter and his petition.

The Letten § petitions were entered into the minutes. The petition

44 available to the public at the office of the Solid Waste Management
Awthority, 440 Thirnd Sitreet, Columbus, Indiana 47207,

1t was decided that Greg Littleton would continue as secretary through
July 1, 1992.

Richard Wigh suggested that the pubLic hearning to present our plan
in its final form be held Monday, June 15 on Thunsday, June 1§8. He
stated that he would have the f{inal plan available May 15, 1992.

Mu. Wigh briefly discussed Section IV of our plan. This section was
neceived by the committee the week befone tonight's meeting. He
summarized some of the goals that we have set to deflect waste §rom
the Landfitl.

Committee members alternately made comments and suggestions concerning
the plan as it stands and oun ideas fon the final sections.

Armen Stepanian presented the committee with copies of his book "The
Soft Path SoLution”. 1t was decided that he would have approximately
30 minutes to talk about the contents of his book at our next meeting.

Meeting was adfourned at 9:35 p.m.

Respectfubly Submitted By
////f‘/ %%%

Gregony L Littleton
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1002 East Washington Street
Suite 300

Indianapolis, Indiana 46202
{317) 685-8800

Fax (317) 686-4794

—//\\M
HEC

Hoosier=t—C—
Environmental

Council

TO: Members of the Bartholomew County Solid Waste District
Planning Board and the Citizens’ Advisory Committee

FROM: The Hoosier Environmental Council

April 23, 1992

Dear Planning Board and Citizen Advisory Members,

The Hoosier Environmental Council salutes you for your work in
progress toward developing a good 20-year Solid Waste Plan. Our
heartfelt belief is that the outcome of your work will have a
more profound impact on the environment and the health of
generations of citizens than any other in this century.

We respect the thought and research that Solid Waste Planners use
to sift through so many choices of Solid Waste alternatives. The
H.E.C. hopes that the wishes of Bartholomew County citizens will
be a helpful guide in making some of the harder choices.

We offer these 3403 petition signatures to you as a harvest of
public opinion. The signers are residents not only of Columbus
but communities throughout the County. The limits of time and
resources that we have had to work under in our statewide effort
did not allow us to visit every family in the District, but we
can relate honestly that right around 90% of all citizens
contacted were eager sign the petitions and endorsed the values
expressed on the petition as their own.

Interestingly, that is the same percentage of citizens in other
communities across the country who voluntarily sign on to
curbside recycling programs.
Thank you for the work you are doing and Thank You for accepting
this pen-and-ink voice of the people.

Respectfully,

The Hoosier Environmental Council

Petiti deli d N .
b;:l ions delivere O“ﬁdfcaAis éL o |

@ Recycled Paper
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April 7, 1992

Mr. Michael R. Coleman
2890 North Rogers Street
Columbus, IN 47203

Dear Mr. Coleman:

In accordance with the request contained in your letter of
27 March, I am requesting, by providing him a copy of this
letter, that Jim Murray provide you with one copy of each draft
change to the 20 year plan. Please be aware that these changes
are normally received once per month.

As an aside, I believe that Jim stated in a letter to you
dated March 23 that he would provide these changes.

Sincerely,

R\

es M. Durham
airman, Citizens’
dvisory Committee

JMD/ jb

cc: Mr, James M. Murray

)

=3



March 27, 1992

James Durham
11425 S. Jonesville Road
Columbus, IN 47201

Dear: James

I want to thank you for allowing me and our membership to speak at
your Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting last week. I found the information
pertaining to recycling goals and the twenty year plan very interesting.

Your group's efforts towards this twenty year waste management plan
are appreciated. Any update or changes to this plan are important to us and
we would like current copys of these changes forwarded to our membership.
They can be sent to my attention, Mike Coleman at the following address: 2890
N. Rogers Street, Columbus, IN 47203. This will allow me and others a chance
to review this information prior to attending the Advisory meeting.

I would like to take this time to mention the landfill site issue. We do not
feel that there is any value in mentioning the expansion of the Petersville
landfill in this twenty year plan. Once again, this will do nothing more than
discourage other options. Since location of a landfill is not required in this
plan we believe that the county's best interest will be better served by the
absence of this information in the plan.

Your committee seems to be made upon solid leadership, dynamic and

enthusiastic members, dedicated to a common goal. Your devotion to this
committee is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

o o

Michael R. Coleman
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.. THE LANDFILL EXPANSION

9606 E. Randal St.
Columbus, IN 47203
April 16, 1992

P\'\,MJ D.xr‘\Q\ﬁuvv-\
4535 3. Seerasf. .
Glomlors, =N YW700 |
Dear(\\/\‘ M&n—-———

I would like to officially comment on the Solid Waste Draft Plan
for Bartholomew County during the Public Comment Period.

I urge you to:

? 1. Maximize curbside, source-separated recycling and
| reduction programs, countywide.
|
2. Insist on making all solid waste decisions, and postpone
any landfill siting decisions until a thorough siting
study is complete. )

3. Speed up the deadlines for implementing recycling and
composting programs.

4. Encourage and follow a strong, aggressive market
development program within Bartholomew County for our
recyclables.

Thank you for your work on our behalf.

Sincerely

Cecilia A. Doell

cc: Jim Durham

NO MORE BROKEN PROMISES

]



2850 N. Rogers
. Columbus, In 47203
- March 21, 1992

Mr. James M. Durham
11425 S. Jonesville Road
Columbus, IN 47201

Dear Mr. Durham:

Last Thursday’s meeting of the Sclid Waste Management Advisory
Committee was very educational. Thank you very much for all
the time you are spending on this very lmportant task.
Volunteer committees are the backbone of our community.

Our family has been recycllng the last two years largely due to
the continued information and opportunities available in our
county. I was glad to see that further education will be
emphasized in the schools. Our children are already much more
environmentally aware than.we were at their age.

Thank you also for your patience with several of us from the
Royal View/Petersville area. And, for allowing us to share our
views even though your meeting was not directly related to the
landfill site. Thilis was an opportunity that had been denied in
other meetings.

However, I do believe the McNealy option should not be a part
of the 20 year plan. Since your task is not to find a site for
the landfill, why does it need to be mentioned? Just
mentioning it in the 20 year plan will be seen as endorsement
by those called upon to implement the plan.

Mr. Rubino said he would like to see our county a model county
for the state. That is my desire also. But how can I be proud
of a county that chooses to locate a landfill next to a
residential area? That’s why it is so important for you not to
endorse this landfill expanslon by putting it in the 20 year

plan.
Sipcerely,
ﬁ,&é& (o

Linda Rouch

Thank you.



FAMILIES AGAINST LANDFILL
9606 E. Randal St.
Columbus, IN 47203

March 21, 1992

Mr. James M. Durham
11425 S. Jonesville Rd.
Columbus, IN 47201

Dear Mr. Durham:

This letter is being written today first off to say "Thank You!"
for being on the Advisory Committee for Solid Waste. We realize
that this must take a great deal of time and that you must care
considerably to devote that time to it. We are glad that you are
representing us.

Second, we wish to ask you to please consider not including the
McNealy Option as part of the 20 Year Plan. Just because someone
else has jumped the gun or put the cart in front of the horse does
not mean that you HAVE TO totally back up their actions. 1In the
future, you may not, but others will justify the proposed expansion
of the Petersville landfill because it is in the 20 Year Plan.
Your careful consideration of this very important item will be
greatly appreciated by the people of Eastern Bartholomew county.

Lastly, we do wish to congratulate: you on your: -emphasis on
recycling. The sooner the world realizes and -accepts the
responsibility for their trash, the better. You have shown us
that you are knowledgeable and that you sincerely do wish to do
what is best for all. : -
Thank you again.

Sincerely,

Cecilia A. Doell
F.A'L'

cc: The Republic Newspaper

fEo



Bartholomew County REM.C. -

801 Second Street

P.O. Box 467

Columbus, IN 47202-0467
Phone: 812-372-2546

Fax: 812-372-2112

April 28, 1992

Michael R. Coleman
2890 N. Rogers Street
Columbus, IN 47203

Dear Mr. Coleman:

Thank you for your letter that I received last month. I
apprecilate you taklng your time to write me a letter
concerning your views on the 20 year Solid Waste
Disposal Plan for Bartholomew County. I am sorry I have
not responded to you sooner, but I failed to follow up
as I should have.

As we explalned at the public meetlng, we are in the
process of writing this plan which is to be completed by
July 1992. The purpose of the public meeting was to
gather ideas from public input to reduce solid waste to
meet the 1996 and 2001 goals. The comments at the
meeting did not address this issue. However, I will
consider all the comments that I heard at the public
meeting plus the comments that you have taken time to
include in your letter as we go through the writing
process of the plan.

Writing the plan is not an easy task because we have to
address certain mandated issues by the State of Indlana,
plus take into consideration the needs of the citizens
of Bartholomew County, to meet the state waste reduction
goals of 35% by 1996 and 50% by 2001.

Again, I would llke to express by thanks to you for your
concerns of the sue and your input to the citizens

cc: Jim Murray
Jim Durham



Bartholomew County

Sol1id Waste Management District Board
Citizens Advisory Committee
Public Forum

440 Third Street i

4th Floor - County Council Chambers ;
Columbus, Indiana 47201

7:00 p.m. -- March 19, 1992 3
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BARTEOLOMEY COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

ACENDA
March 19, 1992

Bartholomew County Council Chambers, 4th Floor, Governmental
Offices Building, 440 Third Street, Columbus.
7:00 p.m.

1. Call to Order
Roll Call

2. 0ld Business
Delayed until next month: Approval of February 27, 1992
Meeting Minutes

3. New Business

Public Forum on Solid Waste Management Planning

1. Opening Comments by Bartholomew County Solid Waste
District Chairperson, Mr. Michael Totten

2, Welcome, Introduction of the Citizens Advisory
Committee, Mr. James Durham, CAC Chairperson

3. The Planning Process: Requirements of H.B. 1240, and
Bartholomew County’s planning status, Mr. Richard
Wigh, Pres. Regional Services Corp

4. Open Comments, Questions

5. Next Meeting Date - April 23, 1992

6. Adjournment




MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID

WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AC)

“The March 19, 1997 Advisony Committee meeting was held at 7:00 p.m.
at the Barthofomew County Council Chambers, 440 Thind Street, Columbus
Indiana. ' :

hembené Present: Rosanne Watson
Lawra Fishen
Bob Moats
BilL Read
Dan Aanholt
Greg Littleton
Patity Unrue
Jim Durham
Buck Ritz
Lou Poppa
Greg Hartwell

This meeting was a public forum. The entire meeting was video taped
and {4 available forn review.

Jim Durtham opened the meeting with an introduction of the Committee %o
the wblic and reviewed the neasons for the committee and its duties
and a descrniption of the S.W.M.A,

Dick Wigh gave a description of House BALL 1240. Mr Wigh used charts
and graphs to demonstrate where we stand in conjunction with the goals
established. Mn. Wigh's detailed presentation was very informative.

Mr. Durham opened the floor to questions and comments. Several people
talked about the proposed LandfilL expansion at Petersville. There
were sevenal questions fielded by different committee memberns.
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Jach Rubino urged our committee to set our goals high. -

The meeting was adjourned at 10:15 p.m. The next meeting is Apnil 23, 1992
at 7:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted

As per the April 23, 1992 Advisory Committee meeting,
the attached letters are to be considered a part

of the March 19, 1992 Advisory Committed meeting
minutes.
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BARTHOLOHEW COUNIY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

ADVISORY COMMITTEE

AGENDA
FEBRUARY 27, 1992

Columbus City Hall, Conference Room #3
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Roll Call

0ld Business
Approval of January 23, 1992 Meeting Minutes

New Business
Introduction of SWMA Recycling/Waste Minimization
Manager, Ms. Carla Barrett
Discussion of Public Forum Rescheduling - J. Durham
Letter received from Mr. David Wagner, RE: Downtown
Recycling - J. Durham
Review of Draft Plan Submissions To-Date

Reports
Monthly Report - Richard Wigh
Citizens Advisory Committee Chairpersons Meeting
On February 19th - B. Read
Next Meeting Date - March 26, 1992

Adjournment




MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID

WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
ADVISCRY COMMITTEE (AC)

The February 27, 1992 Advisory Committee Meeting was held at 7:00 p.m.
in City Hatl, 123 Washington Stneet, Columbus, Indiana in conference
noom 3. '

Memberns Present: Rosanne Watson
Laurna Fishen
Bob Moats
BiLL Read
Ben Harken
Dan Arnholt
Greg Littleton
Patty Unrue
Jim Durtham
Buck Ritz
Also Attending: Jim Muwuray, Canfa Bawnett, SWMA ,
Richard Wigh, Dave Jobe and Buian Hant Regional Services

A motion to accept the minutes from the January 23, 1992 Advisony
Committee Meeting as amended was made. The motion passed unanimously.

Jim Durham explained why it was decided to change the date of the

public forum grom February Zo March. It was agreed that the next Advisonry
Committee Meeting would be a publfic fopum and would take place Thursday
March 19th at 7:00 p.m. lone week early s0 as not to clash with Spring
Break).

Mr Duwrham discussed what the agenda would be for the publfic forum,

There followed a discussion as to what we might expect duning Zthe

public forum. It was decided to have several copies of the Distnict Plan
schedule available at the meeting. ALso, a sign-up sheet will be available
at the fonum for anyone who might want a copy of the plan to date. It
will be adverntised that a master copy will be available at Jim Mwuray's
0ffice as well as the Public Library.
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Jim Mwuay introduced Ms. Canla Baunett who is the new SWMA Recyeling -y
Waste Minimization Managen. Ms. Bawrett will be working at the Columbus/ |
Bartholomew Recycle Centen when Lt comes on Line.

Jim Mwuiay talked about a Letter that he had received from Mr. David Wagnen
concenning downtown recyeling. Jim neponted that there wene a few recyeling
effonts being conducted downtown and that others would probably follow.

There was discussion about the Latest Dragt Plan Submissions that were <

necently neceived by the Board Members from Mr. Wigh. Dick pointed out 1
that the tonnage of waste neceived at the Land§ifL was not significantly i
different than it was 20 years ago. Othen highlights of the Dragt Plan -
wene mentioned by Dick. ié

Mr. Wigh's monthly nepont conceaned the Barthofomew County (laste Stream, N
Using charts that referred to tons of material, Dick pointed out the |
existing waste stneam, the existing amounts presently being necycled \
in our county and what he felt was neasonabfe goals. In his opinion o
BartholLowmew County should be able to neach the 50% neduction by 1996. 73

BiLL Read neponted on the Citizens Advisony Committee Chainpersons :
meeting that he had attended on February 19th. BALL said that he felt B
as though oun Distnict Community seemed to be meshing much more smoothly

than severnal othen distnicts in the state.

BLLL also neponted on attending a meeting in Scottsburg, Indiana on

Februany 218t. This meeting had several influencial people in attendance
including Mr. Lee Hamilton. Although Mr. Read neponted that Mrn. Hamilton a
handled the meeting well, BiLL said he was not impressed with the discussions o
on the accomplishments of this meeting..

There was some discussdion concerning the new Columbus-BarthoLomew Recycle
Center. A motion canied that our Board would send a Letter of endonsement
concerning this centen.

Meeting adjourned at 9:10 p.m.

Next meeting will be Thursday, March 19, 1992 at 7:00 p.m. site pending.
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ADVISORY COMMITTER
AGEBNDA
Jenuery 23, 1992

Columbus City Hall, Conference Room #3
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Roll Call

Old Business
Approval of December 19, 1991 Meeting Minutes

New Business
Review of Draft Plan Submissions To-Date
Consideration of a Preliminary Public Hearing

Reports
Monthly Report - Richard Wigh
Biocycle Recycling Conference - J. Murray
Advisory Committee Chairperson Workshops, February 19 and
April 9
Discussion of "Tapping Landfills for Energy", Mechanical

Engijneering, January 19952
Next Meeting Date - February 27, 1992

Adjournment
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR.MEETING
OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID
WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AC)

The January 23, 1992 Advisory Committee Meeting was held at 7:00 p.m.
in City Hall, 123 Washinglon Street, Columbus, Indiana in Conference
Room 3.

Membens Present: Bill Read
Laura Fishen
Lou Poppa
Bob Moats
Ben Harken
Patty Unrue
Dan Annholt
Greg Hantwell
Buck Ritz
Greg Litileton
Also Attending: Richard Wigh, Jim Muuiay

A motion to accept the minutes from the December 19, 1991 Advisory
Committee Meeting as wnitten, was made. The motion passed unanimously.

Richard Wigh discussed the fonms that he had sent to our Committfee Members
necently. They were the Demographic and Disposal Facility and Existing
Facility Information fonms. Ma. Wigh said The Waste Generation Forms
should be neceived before the next meeting.

1t was decided to make our next negulan meeting a pubfic forum. The
Committee would Like to hear pubfic opinion concenning what issues
ourn distrnict should focus on in the future. Lou Poppa said she will
put together a flyer concerning this forum and fax it to Local radio
Atations aften getting it approved with Jim Murray and Jim Durham,
Mr. Mwuay sadid he will take care of a newspaper announcement and see
to a farnger meeting noom. Greg Littleton will bring a camcorder Zo
necond the fonum, per Lou Poppa's Asuggestion. Launa Fisher offered
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to put together a swwey and wornk Lt out with Bob Mbats and Ben Harker
to survey the opinions at thein nespective High Schools. They will trhy
1o have this stanted before the fonum.

Lou Poppa neponted that Mr. Paul Wilkerson of Foods PLus (John C. Groub Co)
had contacted her concerning plans forn Eanth Day, Apail 1997. The
Committee decided not to be involved.ina project fon Eanth Day. Ms Poppa
said she would get back with Mr. WiLkerson.

Greg Littleton neponted that there was Little orn no items, newspaper, plastic,
£te, being put on the ground around the necycle drnop boxes in the city
since the instructional/information signs have been installed.

Greg Littleton Reponted on feasability of shredding and baling newspapers
fon use as farm animal bedding.

Greg Hantwell ashed if it could be possible to set up some type of necycling
drop-06§ to coincide with county's Satunday trash drop off sites.

Jim Mwuiay neponted on a Biocycle Recycling Conference he attended this
past November in Nonth Carnolina. Jim neiterated that the Land{ill tipping
gees, cost of disposal causes more orn Less necycling per area.

Jim Mwuay talked about AC chainpenson workshops Februarny 19 and Apnil 19.
BiLL Read may attend if Jim Dunham is not available.

1.D.E.M.sponsened aplan workshop Januany 16th at Scottabung, Indiana.
Bill Read, Jim Muwwray and Dickh Wigh attended. There was discussion about
conglicting opinions concerning the distnicts' Legal powern Zo enforce
the final plan. ALL districts are verny concerned with this issue.

Jim Munray stanted discussion on "Tapping Land§ills for Enengy". An
anticle from Mechanical Engineering - January 1992. Lou Poppa and
Dick Wigh tatked highly of Southside Land{ifl's Greenhouse that is
powered by methane in Indianapofis.



http:poweJr.ed
http:SoutMi.de
http:Engi.neeJr.i.ng
http:a.Jttic.le
http:EneJr.gy
http:Tappi.ng
http:WCU4l>i.on
http:c.onc.eJr.n.i.ng
http:c.on6Uc.ti.ng
http:WCU4l>i.on
http:Indi.a.na
http:Bi.oc.yc.le
http:c.oi.nci.de
http:beddi.ng
http:l>Meddi.ng
http:i.n60Jtma.ti.on
http:Jtec.yc.le
http:c.onc.eJr.n.i.ng
http:JtepoJt:t;.ed
http:Jtt4pec.ti.ve
http:opi.n.i.oM

page 3

Meeting was adjourned at 8:35 p.m.

Our next meeting will be Thunsday, Febauary 27, 1992 at 7:00 p.m.

W ed y
1ego 9' L e'ton

At the request of Mr. Michael Totten, Chairman of
the District Board, the public forum, scheduled for our
next Advisory Committee meeting on February 27, will be
delayed. The Advisory Committee will meet in regular
session on February 27; the planned public forum has
tentatively been rescheduled for our regular March
meeting.

** Addendum

J. Murray per
James Durham
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BARTEHOLOMEY COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMITTRE

AGENDA
December 19, 1991

Columbus City Hall, Conference Room #3
T7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Roll Call

Old Business
Approval of November 21, 1991 Meeting Minutes

New Business
Receipt of Draft First Submission, District Plan - D. WigH

Reports
Synopsis of the Last District Meeting
Landfill Volume Update J. Murray
Biocycle Recycling Conference :

Next Meeting Date - January 23, 1991

Ad journment




MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID _—
WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AC)

The Decemben 19, 1991 Advisony Committee Meeting was held at 7:00 p.m. S
in City Hatl, 123 Washington, Columbus Indiana in Conference Room 3. ™

Memberns Present: Jim Dwriham o
Bill Read iy
Greg Harntwell 9
Rosanne Watson 52
Greg Littleton '
Launa Fishen
Bob Moats
Dan Annholt

New Memben Present: Ben Harken

Also Attending: Richard Wigh, Regional Services Corp

A motion to accept the minutes from the meeting of Novemben 21, 1991
as wnitten, was made. The motion passed unanimously.

M. Wigh passed out bindens to each memben. The binders contain an
estimated schedule forn the Distrnict plan, a copy of State plan - volume 11,
a draft of administrative information for the Bartholomew County Distrnict
plan and a dragt of the Indusinial Survey foam. ’

Mr. Durham instructed the AC to nead these initial instructions and
submissions. Mn, Wigh said there would be more submissions January 9, 1992.
He will try to get copies of this to the AC one week befone ourn next
meeting (January 23). The commitiee will discuss these submissions

at theJanuary 23nd meeting.

Mr. Wigh asked the committee memberns to neview the Industrial Swrvey
gorm and if there are any comments to call him at Regional Services,



Greg Littleton distributed copies of an article cencerning the use of
shrnedded newspaper fon animal bedding. Ma. Durham asked Greg to make
contacts that may help the AC decide if this is a feasible project for
the committee to pursue.

1.D.E.M. 18 sponsorning a workshop at Scottsburg, Indiana on Januarny 1éth,
The wornkshops will addness several so0lid waste management issues. Ma. Durham
asked Mr. Read to attend.

Mr Durham neponted that he had attended the District Meeting on December 5th,
This meeting was attended by Senator Robert Garton and Representative

Robert Hayes. Some practical aspects of HB 1240 were discussed such as
gunding and Legislative changes that may be necessary.

Mr Wigh updated us concerning space at theland§ill. In his opinion there

is8 approximately three and one half to five yeans of Life at the Peternsville
site. He explained that it would take about fourn yeans to finalize a

new site to succeed the Petersville Location.

Our next meeting will be Thursday, Januarny 23, 1992 at 7:00 p.m. in
Conference Room 3, City Hall,

Respectfully Submitted by

Gregory L Littleton

R
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BARTHOLOMEY COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

AGENDA
November 21, 1981

Columbus City Hall, Conference Room #3
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Roll Call

0ld Business
Approval of October 24, 1991 Meeting Minutes

New Business
Introduction of New Members

Reports
Presentation on Household Hazardous Waste Tox-A-Way Days =
Heritage Environmental Services, Indianapolis, IN
District Planning Seminar - B. Read

Next Meeting Date - December 19, 1991

Adjournment




Minutes of the Reéﬁlar Meeting
of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District

Advisory Committee (AC)

The November 21, 1991 Advisory Committee Meeting was held at 7:00
p.m. at City Hall, 123 Washington Street, Columbus, Indiana in
Conference Room 3.

Members Present: Jim Durham
Bill Read
Greg Hartwell
Roseanne Watson
Patty Unrue
Greg Littleton
Buck Ritz
Lou Poppa
Dan Arnholt

New Members Present: Laura Fischer
Bob Moats

Also attending the meeting was Richard Wigh, Regional Services
Corporation, Mr. and Mrs. Steve Pettit from Heritage Environmental
Services, and John Gard with The Republic. A motion to accept Minutes
of the October 24, 1991 meeting Minutes, as written, was made. The
motion passed unanimously.

Buck Ritz introduced Steve Pettit from Heritage Environmental
Services. Mr. Pettit presented a slide presentation on Household Tox-
A-Way Days, for disposal of household toxic wastes, Heritage provides
Tox-A-Way Days for communities. It offers customized promotion and
comprehensive service. Heritage takes full responsibility and title
of the household waste. In a Tox-A-Way day the household wastes are
taken out of the sanitary landfill with the assistance of a household
waste recovery vehicle that houses a laboratory. Volunteers for the
project are very instrumental. There is an educational attempt to

inform the public as to how the items are recycled. The Tox-A-Way Day
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promotes community awareness and demonéérates dedicatien of community
sponsors, and addresses regulatory concern of solid waste planning
control. Grant applications will be available in January from the
Indiana Department of Environmental Management for household waste
disposal. Greg Hartwell recommended that we should sponsor a Tox-A-
Way Day at least once a year. Mr. Pettit stressed that consideration
must be given to site protection (including shelter from rain),
materials handling (Are volunteers expected to handle the wastes?),
and experience of the handler/hauler. It was suggested that other
communities be contacted that have used the service. Costs of a Tox-
A-Way Day range from $80 to $120 per participant and the average or
expected participation rate is one percent of households in the
community. Mr, Pettit suggested that some communities such as Marion
County and the city of Bloomington are planning to have permanent
locations where residents can dispose properly of their household
hazardous wastes. Questions and discussion followed the slide
presentation.

Jim Durham stated that he would submit a report of this
presentation to the Solid Waste Management District Board.

Lou Poppa gave a synopsis of County Ordinance No. 1970-1 which

regulates the public disposal of garbage and rubbish on any land whichAg

is situated outside the corporate limits of any city or town. As it
pertains to permits for persons engaged in the public disposal of
garbage or rubbish, it is not pertinent to our concern with backyard
composting.

Greg Hartwell indicated that when Columbus revises its ordinance
on solid waste disposal, composting will be explicitly addressed. He
and Lou agreed that there must be coordination between Columbus and
Bartholomew County in the drafting of new solid waste ordinances and
that there should be stiff penalties for open dumping.

Bill Read recapitulated the important points of the District
Planning Seminar presented by Ice, Miller, Donadio & Ryvan which he,
Greg Hartwell, and Jim Murray attended on November 12. One of the

most important sticking points for Solid Waste Districts is the issue
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of funding. Dick Wigh mentioned the unique position our district

holds in that regard and that legislative change may be necessary to
accommodate differences between districts. Jim Durham stated that at

the next meeting of the District Board, that issue was to be
discussed. ‘

In accordance to our decision to have rotational secretaries
serving terms of three months, Greg Littleton was unanimously voted in
as the next secretary to serve the months of January through March of
1992. As Patty Unrue will be unable to attend the December meeting,
Greg has graciously agreed to take minutes,

Our next meeting will be Thursday, December 19, at 7:00 p.m. in
Conference Room 3 of City Hall.

A motion to adjourn was made at 9:10 p.m. The motion carried.

Respectfully submitted by
Patty Unrue
Lou Poppa



BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

ADVISORY COMMITTER

AGENDA
October 24, 18991

Columbus City Hall, Conference Room #3
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Roll Call

0ld Business
Approval of September 26, 1991 Meeting Minutes
Student Membership on the AC - J. Durham
Role of the AC - J. Durham

New Business
Solid Waste Plan/Solid Waste Management in Bartholomew
County - An Historical Perspective -- Richard Wigh,
Regional Services, Inc.

Reports
Upcoming Presentation by Heritage Environmental Svcs.--
B. Ritz

Next Meeting Date - November 21, 1991

Adjournment
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: Minutes of the Regular Meeting
of the Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management District

Advisory Committee (AC)

The October 24, 1991 Advisory Committee Meeting was held at 7:00
p.m. at City Hall, 123 Washington Street, Columbus, Indiana.

Members Present: Jim Durham
Bill Read
Greg Hartwell
Roseanne Watson
Patty Unrue
Greg Littleton
Buck Ritz

Also attending the meeting was Jim Murray, Administrator for the
Solid Waste Management Authority and Richard Wigh, Regional Services
Corp. A motion to accept Minutes of the September 26, 1991 meeting
Minutes, as written, was made by Bill Read and seconded by Buck Ritz.
The motion passed unanimously.

In a report from Mr. Durham regarding his meeting with Michael
Totten, District Chairperson, it was learned that a student from each
of the three high schools (Columbus East, Columbus North and Hauser)
will be appointed to the Advisory Committee.

Mr. Durham also reported that the AC is to help the Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management District Board in the planning stages of
its 20-year plan and is expected to continue to work with the Board in
the future, after formulation of the plan.

Regional Services was awarded the contract to create the Solid
Waste Plan for the District Board. Richard Wigh, President of
Regional Services presented an historical perspective of Solid Waste

Management in Bartholomew County which included the 50/50 City/County
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fee structure, the sh}edder plant, Clifty Landfill, and Petersville
Landfill {(1974). Jim Murray became the first full time employee of
SWMA. Mr. Wigh discussed the Solid Waste plan, including: an
industrial survey, a plan and policy statement for solid waste
management for the next twenty years, which includes a financial and
revenue report, and a plan of implementation. The Plan is due May 1¢5
and is to be reviewed by the Advisory Committee. A public hearing isg
to be conducted in June before submission of the plan to the State by.:
July 1. -
Greg Hartwell shared the City Ordinance on backyard composting. ;

g

He informed us there will be a future revision in the City Ordinance
71

concerning solid waste disposal.
Greg Hartwell and Lou Poppa will meet and bring the AC a

iy
ey

presentation on county and city ordinances at the next meeting. Bilff

Read announced an Ice Miller Donadio & Ryan seminar updating

information concerning Solid Waste Districts. This meeting will be 3
held on Tuesday, November 12 at the Airport Hilton in Indianapolis. ci
Jim Durham announced a November 20 "Developing a Solid Waste Plan" -
seminar at the Airport Holiday Inn in Indianapolis. Bill Read, Jim ei
Murray and Greg Hartwell are planning to attend the November 12 ~y

seminar and will report to the Committee about the presentation at thé

'

AC’s November 21 meeting. )
-

Greg Littleton shared recycling fact sheets. :

Buck Ritz informed us that the Heritage Environmental B
presentation on a "Tox-A-Way" day would occur at our next meeting. V
Simpson and Steve Pettit of Heritage will be here with a slide
presentation.

Our next meeting will be Thursday, November 21, at 7:00 p.m. inkg
Conference Room 3 of City Hall with the three new high school members.
present. T

A motion to adjourn was made by Bill Read and seconded by Buck
Ritz. The motion carried.

Respectfully submitted by
Patty Unrue



September 27, 1991

Mr. Michael C. Totten

Chairperson

Bartholomew County Solid Waste District
2227 Gilmore

Columbus, Indiana 47201

Dear Mike:

This letter is the first report of the activities of the
Bartholomew County Solid Waste District Advisory Committee. We
elected officers at our second meeting, which was held on
. September 26. Officers are:

Jim Durham, Chairperson
Bill Read, Vice Chairperson
Patti Unrue, Secretary

We have also initiated work on the two initial projects we
were asked to address, compost marketing and household
hazardous waste. The former was discussed at some length, with
both Greg Hartwell and Jim Murray as active participants. The
conclusions were: (1) marketing of the first -compost product
has been a great success, given the small amount still left for
disposal, (2) policy on use by commercial firms requires
formulation and decision by the Solid Waste Management
Authority, and (3) marketing plans for next year’s product are
dependent upon that policy decision. Consequently, the
marketing project was tabled until the March, 1992 meeting.
Insofar as household hazardous waste, the Committee will
receive a briefing on this subject from Heritage Construction
during the October meeting. The Committee will then focus its
efforts on this project.

The Committee believes gquite strongly that a tenth member
should be appointed to the Advisory Committee. Moreover, we
believe that this member should be a high school student.

After all, the primary function of the Advisory Committee, as
directed by HEA 1240 (P.L. 10-1990), is to serve as consultants
for the District Board during the planning process for the 20
Year solid waste management plan. Given the 20 year span of
this plan, it will impact directly on the younger generation
during a critical period of their lives. What better way is
there to recognize that fact and to make today’s youth part of
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Mr. Michael C. Totten -2 - September 27, 1991

the solution than to provide them a forum as part of the
Committee? We request that you place this matter before the
District Board. If the Board is amenable to this concept, we

will approach the principals of the three high schools in -
Bartholomew County, ask for recommendations, interview those o

nominated, and recommend a name to the District Board for their

approval.

As stated above, the principal function of this committee

is to advise the District Board during the planning process. I

will contact you next week to arrange a meeting to discuss the
mechanics of this effort. The Committee is eager to assist the V
District Board. o3

/3b

cc:

Sincerely,

Mayor Robert N. Stewar
Commissioner Vernon Je ]
Commissioner Marvin Finke
Commissioner Juanita Harden i}
Councilman Tom Harrison !
Ms. Gail Greathouse ;
James M. Murray



BARTHFOLOMEY COUNTY
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

ADYVISORY COMMITTEER

AGENDA
Septenber 26, 1991

Columbus City Hall, Conference Room #3
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Roll Call

0ld Business
Approval of August 29, 1991 Meeting Minutes

New Business
Election of Officers
Liaison to the District Board
Initial Topic of Study

Reports
Open

Next Meeting Date

Adjournment




Minutes of the Regular Meeting
of the Bartholomew County Solid o
Waste Management District

Advisory Committee (AC)

The September 26, 1991 Advisory Committee Meeting was held at
7:00 p.m. at City Hall, 123 Washington Street, Columbus, Indiana.

Members Present: Jim Durham 73
Bill Read L
Lou Poppa
Greg Hartwell
Roseanne Watson
Patty Unrue
Greg Littleton

v

Also attending the meeting was Jim Murray, Administrator for the 73
Solid Waste Management Authority. Jim Murray opened the meeting. ¢4
Minutes of the August 29, 1991 meeting were approved as written. .
After some discussion among Committee members, it was decided that Jimﬁ
Durham would serve as Chairman and Bill Read as Vice-Chairman with the
next election for these two offices to be conducted in November of .
1992, Patty Unrue was asked to serve as Secretary for a three month
term. Jim Durham will also serve as liaison to the District Board.

Lou Poppa made a motion that a High School student be appointed b
as a 10th voting member of the Advisory Committee. It was suggested
that the Committee seek a high school member on a rotational basis
from each of the three high schools, those being Columbus East,
Columbus North, and Hauser High School for a one year term. The
Principals from each of the high schools will be contacted after Jim
Durham approaches the Board and the appointment of a high school
student is approved. The motion was seconded by Roseannne Watson and':

the motion was carried.
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Greg Hartwell brought a sample of the compost. Three-fourths of

the compost had been distributed as of the September 26 meeting. One
row of compost material has been reserved for the Columbus Parks and

Recreation Department. Greg Hartwell commented that the leaves are
more conveniently collected in containers or loosely rather than in
bags. It has been discovered that debagging by machine leaves too
much plastic debris. Jim Murray distributed a sample compost survey
which had been mailed to potential consumers. Only one response was
returned. Discussion was held about compost marketing possibilities,
It was suggested that SWMA should develop a policy concerning the
marketing of compost. Jim Durham requested that Greg Hartwell and Lou
Poppa bring existing ordinances regarding composting.

Jim Durham suggested a newspaper article should be written about
the success and quality of the compost distribution to the city and
county residents. Lou Poppa made a motion to table the compost
marketing issue. Greg Hartwell seconded the motion. . The motion
passed. Jim Murray stated that he would publicize oﬁr meetings in The
Republic on Sunday.

Lou Poppa volunteered to write an outline of recycling article

possibilities for publication in The Republic. Jim Durham will

contact John Harmon at The Republic. Jim Murray informed the AC that

Buck Ritz could arrange for the Heritage firm from Indianapolis to
present a household toxic waste presentation to our AC. The AC
consented to this demonstration for the October meeting. Discussion
of household hazardous waste ensued. Lou Poppa reported on the
September 30 Recycling Task Force "Waste Management Day" with 14
exhibits scheduled. Bill Read suggested methods of utilizing recycled
items.

Jim Durham asked about the AC’s input on a 20 year solid waste
plan. Jim Durham will talk to Mike Totten regarding this matter. The
next meetings are scheduled for October 24, November 21, and December
19 at 7:00 p.m. in Conference Room 3 at City Hall.

The meeting was adjourned.



COLUMBUS / BARTHOLOMEYW COUNTY

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AUTHORITY

ADVISORY COMMITTBEE
Auvgust 29, 1991
AGENDA

Columbus City Hall, Conference Room #3
7:30 p.m.

Call to Order
Roll Call
Committee Organization

-- Discussion of Duties of Officers
~- Meeting Schedule

Initial Topics for Study

Adjournment

i
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MiINuTES oF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY SOLID
WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Apvisory CoMMITTEE (AC)

The first monthly meeting of the Advisory Committee was held
on August 29, 1991, at 7:30 p.m. at City Hall, 123 Washington

Street, Columbus, Indiana.

Members Present: Greg Hartwell
Dan Arnholt
Buck Ritz
Greg Littleton
Patty Unrue
Lou Poppa
William Read
Roseann Watson
Also attending the meeting was Jim Murray, Administrator for
the Solid Waste Management Authority. As this was the first
organizational meeting of the Advisory Committee, Mr. Murray
opened the meeting. Mr., Murray distributed an informational
packet to the committee members (copy attached).
The committee members introduced themselves to all present.
Mr. Murray proceeded to discuss the organizational scheme of the
governmental management of solid waste in Bartholomew County. Of
most concern to the Advisory Committee is the formation of the
Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management District. The AC
reports to this board via their liaison, the AC chairperson. Mr.
Murray explained to the AC that the Solid Waste Management
Authority (SWMA), formerly the SWDA, will remain as the
operational arm of the District through 1992,
The District Board will function as a policy and planning
organization during that same time. The primary task of the
District Board will be the formulation of a 20 year solid waste

management planning document for Bartholomew County. Review of

drafts of this document are a likely task for the AC. Much

-1-
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discussion was held concerning the past and current management of
waste in Bartholomew County.

Mr. Murray described the necessity for the AC to elect a
chairperson, vice-chairperson, and secretary from its ranks. A
description of anticipated duties is attached in the
informational packet. Mr. Murray suggested the AC elect those
officers at its next regular meeting. Ms. Lou Poppa suggested
that those interested in holding an office should submit a
summary of their qualifications for review by all members of the
AC. Mr. Murray explained his offices’ ability to assist the
Secretary with the typing and distribution of meeting minutes and
upcoming agendas. Mr. Murray requested that interested office
holders submit their statement of qualifications to his office by
September 16, 1991, for distribution to all AC members.

The AC members present were polled for a future meeting
schedule. It was unanimously decided to meet the fourth Thursday
of every month, at 7 p.m. in City Hall, in Conference Room No. 3.
This schedule will be amended, as necessary, to accommodate
holidays.

Mr. Murray presented two initial topics of study, suggested
by the District Board: compost marketing, and household
hazardous waste. Mr. Bill Read suggested a possible additional
topic; namely, the use of shredded newspaper as packaging and
animal bedding. Much discussion was held concerning these
topics. It was decided that Messrs. Greg Hartwell and Jim Murray
should provide the AC with information on the municipal
composting program at their next regular meeting on September 26.

Ms. Lou Poppa advised the AC Board members of the upcoming
Waste Management Conference in Columbus on September 30, 1991. A
descriptive agenda is attached.

There being no additional items of business, the meeting was

adjourned.



CiTy oF COLUMBUS — BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY, INDIANA

SoLiD WASTE DisPOSAL AUTHORITY
440 3RD ST
CoLumBus, IN 47201

(842) 379-1757

December 7, 1990
TO: All Columbus Area Media

FROM: Jim Murray, Administrator
City of Columbus - Bartholomew County
Solid wWaste Disposal Authority (SWDA)

SUBJECT: News Release - Christmas Tree Recycling

As the Administrator of the SWDA, I would truly appreciate your
support of our new Christmas tree recycling program. I think you'll
agree this is a worthwhile (and newsworthy) effort. With your
assistance in informing area residents, I know the program will be a
success.

I've attached a flyer which outlines our program. Please call me
at 379-1757 with any questions. As Mr. Frank Underwood of Franks Tree
Service has generously'donatedAthe equipment and operator for our
program, I would appreciate it if he could be recognized as a part of

your announcements. Thank you.

Sincerely,

C::éizZZZNZ? Murray, Administrator

Columbus-Bartholomew County
Solid Waste Disposal Authority



RECYCLE YOUR CHRISTMAS TREE 1l 1 1

**********N*****************************************

WHERE: Columbus City Garage, 2250 Kreutzer Drive

just south of Cosco

WHEN: The two Saturdays after Christmas

Saturday, December 29 and Saturday January 5

8:00 A.M. to 3:30 P.M.

HOW: Bring your undecorated Christmas tree, and a container,

(box or bag) and we'll recycle your tree into holiday mulch

The Columbus - Bartholomew Solid Waste Disposal Authority (SWDA)
invites you to bring your Christmas tree to the Columbus City
Garage Municipal Composting Site, 2250 Kreutzer drive

(just south of Cosco, off Gladstone Drive) and have it

recycled into mulch for your trees, shrubs, and garden.

Christmas trees (undecorated only please!) will be accepted from
8 A.M. to 3:30 P.M. on Saturday, December 29, and Saturday,
January 5. Bring your own container if you wish to take your

recycled tree home with you.

TREE CHIPPER PROVIDED
COURTESY OF FRANK'S
TREE SERVICE
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RECYCLE YOUR CHRISTMAS TREE ! ! !

BRING ONE FOR THE CHIPPER ! ! !
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WHERE: Columbus City Garage, 2250 Kreutzer Drive
just south of Cosco

" WHEN: The two Saturdays after Christmas
Saturday, December 28 and Saturday January 4

8:00 A.M. to 3:30 P.M.
HOW: Bring your undecorated Christmas tree, and a

container (box or bag) and we'll recycle your tree
into holiday mulch!

The Columbus-Bartholomew Solid Waste Management Authority
{SWMA) invites you to bring your Christmas tree to the Columbus
City Garage Municipal Composting Site, 2250 Kreutzer Drive

(just south of Cosco, off Gladstone Drive) and have it recvcled

into beneficial mulch for your trees, shrubs, and garden.

Christmas trees (undecorated only please!) will be accepted
from 8 A.M. to 3:30 P.M. on Saturday, December 28, and Saturday
January 4. Bring a container if you wish to take your recycled

tree home with you.




RECYCLE YOUR CHRISTMAS TREE ! ! !

BRING ONE FOR THE CHIPPER ! ! !
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WHERE: Columbus City Garage, 2250 Kreutzer Drive
just south of Cosco

WHEN : The two Saturdays after Christmas
Saturday, December 28 and Saturday January 4

8:00 A.M. to 3:30 P.M.
HOW: Bring your undecorated Christmas tree, and a

container (box or bag) and we’ll recycle your tree
into holiday mulch!

The Columbus~Bartholomew Solid Waste Management Authority
{SWMA) invites yvou to bring your Christmas tree to the Columbus
City Garage Municipal Composting Site, 2250 Kreutzer Drive
(just south of Cosco, off Gladstone Drive}) and have it recycled

into beneficial mulch for your trees, shrubs, and garden.

Christmas trees {undecorated only please!) will be accepted
from 8 A.M. to 3:30 P.M. on Saturday, December 28, and Saturday
January 4, Bring a container if you wish to take your recycled

tree home with vou.




By Jon Gard

The Hepublicj . w q 7/"

Bartholomew Counly is well
ahead of recycling goals set by the
state, according to a preliminary
survey discussed Thursday as part
of a 20-year plan for managing
solid waste.

But officials said some
components of the local waste
stream, particularly from
residents, need improvement.

The communily diverted about
38 percent of ils waste from the
landfill in 1991 through re-use or
recycling, the report said,
compared with state targets seek-
ing a reduction of 35 percent by
1996 and 50 percent by 2001.

About 40 people attended the
meeting of the Citizens Advisory
Committee, which is helping to
draft a 20-year waste-management
§I]an for the count.yb olid

anagement District board.
"‘?ng‘f'éf the plan involves an
assessment of recycling in the
community and proposals for
decreasing the amount of waste
that reaches the landfill.

About 25 people from the
Petersville area pickeled outside
the Governmental Offices Build-
ing against plans for expanding
the existing landfill and some
residents raised the issue at the
meeting.

“The recycling goals we talked
about are great, bul my main
concern is the landfill site,” said
Royal View resident Debbie
Buckley. “A site should be
selected because it is the best
geologically, not the quickest or
easiest to purchase.”

Jim Durham, chairman of the

-

Source: Regional Services

advisory committee, said he be-
lieved the wasle mmanagement
plan should include an outline of
the landfill-siting process and
criteria, but was unsure whether
other commitlee members or the
district board would include such
information.

Research for the plan, which
must be approved by the board
and submitted to the state by July,
was compiled by consultant
Richard Wigh, president of Re-
gional Services Corp.

He said aboul 83.8 percent of

A1

all wastle generaled in the counly
comes [rom the conunercial, in-
stitutional and indusfrial sector,
which is doing a far better job of

recycling than the residential

-| . sector.

Businesses are diverting about
39.8 percent of their wastes from
the landfill, while residents are
recycling or reusing just 28.8 per-
cent, mostly from the composting
of leaves and grass -clippings,
Wigh said.

And nearly 20,000 of the
180,000 tons of all waste
generated last year was taken to
landfills or incinerators outside
the county, primarily by private
haulers trying to avoid the $20-
per-ton tipping fee charged atl
Bartholomew County Landfill.

Midterm goals suggested in the
survey show that residents should
be able to recycle up to 41.7 per-
cent of their waste by 1996, while
the business community decreases
its flow of waste to 45.7 percent.

Although the plan is still in a
draft stage, an agenda for reduc-
ing the disposal of newspaper,
vegetation, netal cans, plastic,
glass, wooden pallets, cardboard
and construction debris was sug-

- gested.

Education and public aware-
ness would be the first slep in
reducing each of the materials
listed, officials said. And
completion of a processing center
near Cily Garage is expected to
increase access and improve the
market value of recycled
materials, Wigh said.

Durham said public input will
be welcome as work on the plan
conlinues. The commiltec is
scheduled to meet again April 23.



N ae«uv..- e
}. T n s -«.

: Bl{ij ht

e’
| cemar 5.
eI

Card
e . .
- - e »
FR S S . -
. - N .- .
. ; 3 . "
> . *
N IR
IR . .
- ST .
i N .

urpin

!L\—'";‘Z. FEE O S )

.'. ~; B-.',":'H K
i

Tight bulb lasts™20 e

- New

 will be the subject of a lyncheon .
- information session by(ﬁ\::%o\

Ji* Committes on June 9.°

- coiumﬁus, Indiéna——' e —

'|. mental Office Building. - ,

Clean Alr’ session

The Clean Air Act amendments

lumbus Area Chamber-of- :
Commerce's Enwronmental Affaurs

Two speakers — one from the
- Indiana Department of .
~Envitbnmental- Management and -
. the other from the law firm of Ice
"Miller Donadio and Ryan, will talk
about how the law affects busi-
ness. :
The program will_be from 11:30 -
a.m.to 1 p.m. at The Commons,——

Informatlon "379-4457.

SOIid waste plan.

- presented.June 18,

The Solid Waste Management
District Board will present Bartho-
lomew County's 20-year solid .

. waste'plan at 7 p.m. June 18 in’ |
" the Governmental Office Building.

+ State law requires counties to -
. form solid waste district and cre-
ate a 20-year plan for reducing the
* amount of waste going to- the: '
'.;| ] { P ,
}"%foﬁles of the plan are aviﬁa’ol%
for review at the reference desk at
. the Bartholomew County Library or
. at the Solid Waste Management -
- Authority office in the Govern-

, TUESDAY PRIMARIES — CaI-
ifornians accustomed to long-lines-
at .the polls. because of ballots
.crammed with- complicated in-
.itiatives might nebd a.-new excuse
-{or—belng—late_to_wnmluesday_
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7 T4 Forms, Lot & Acreems
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76 Houses for Sele . -
ST MY COTTAGE, &3 bedream
s 4 heme with remedeied botk,
Large kiichen, wosts s

1Yy e senot home for u lorse
N i enlly, Asking KILI8S. Ky

PRACTICAL

Rentals-Sales 378-3929

-3565 Natlonal Road » Hours Mon,-Sat. 8:00-6:00.

i

7

D SCALLON AETURN COUROM TODAT B30 - 0500 @ d

» * Indiana Business College : [ Name—— . - ..

' 3550 Two Mile House Road | AddresS e - .

g Columbus, Indigna 47201 | City———————Statle—=_ Zip-—='8
8123421000 .., | Phone ' .

1
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HOLLY FARK, x4l wifh

for $150

Now you can place your,

newspapers for $150.
86 Real Estate Wanfed !
- I BUY HOUSES
ulm Metivated Seliers
WANTED: ACREAGE ondior
wrall form, 3 10 10 ecres
Mt wooses, port

Jac!

tillobie, Proter en? of Lo

lumbuy, Bortholamaw wr
g J

circulation of over -

900,000! Your ad will

reach vir:tuagy every

market in Indiana through
. the Indiana Classified

REAL ESTATE Advertising Network. And

FORRENT,

1 Roommate Needed
WHEN ADVERTIHING for 8

ik A wid

W'Iu may met n-
digatd any ‘ginar dis

- Criminctery srpterences.
PLANNING A GARAGE
SALE? Orgar vour od
and your

visit to our office. -

THESMREPUBLIC

¥
3abe dotes con ofse oopear
1 THE SMART SHOPPER
fof st 52

SELL IT RIGHT AWAY with

on od In closalted|
=

‘Reach Indiana

classified ad in 81 Indiana

you can do it with just one

For The Classiest Act (And Lawn) In Town!

Talk aboul clasa. Grasshopper manicures YOUr lawn (he easiest and
lastest way. Grasshopper's irue zaro-lurning radius and natural,
instinclive dual lever steering, combined with an outfront deck and
dual hydrostatic drive, let you trim as - . X
you mow and reach areas where
ather mowers can'l go. Na gears ta
shift. No pedals to push.

Grasshopper models slerf with this 11
hp Mink-Hoppet with sither 38-lneh or
A1-inch cutung decke snd up Io 25 hp,
with cuiting wiithe \o 72", Avalabla

with Quik-D-Tutch Yac® Qensacaicher.

‘ounecaTInct e

Ask your Grasshopper dealer for a dm;wnstratlon today!
i .

cGUIRE i

INTERNATIONAL, INC l

. T4134°E. 51, Rd. 46 » Columbus  (B12) 544-4435

The newsprint produced by The Republic™s
major supplier Is made from 55% recycled
paper. All damaged newspapers and
overprints are recycled. Recycling makes
ecological and economical sense as -
recycled newsprint saves money and
trees. We at The Republic Invite you to
join the recycling habll. Recycling Is the
one way we can all give something back.

WE’RE CONCERNED ABOUT YESTERDAY'S NEWS.

Read,
“Then
Racycle.

Columbus Recycling Centers
accepting all types of recyclablas:
City Garoge, 2250 Kreutzer Dr.,

. Sat. 8-3:30.
Rurnpke’Recycle Cepler, 1950 Teliman
Rd., Tues. 10-6 and Sat. 8-3

THEZ¥REPUBLIC

— . ~
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Bartholomew County .

. MONDAY ) o

c::urng Commissioners, 10 a.m., Governmiental Office Bunldmg
Agenda: Plan Commission recommendanons decisions on computer
network, River Road project bid, second reading of ordinances
establishing Health Department fee schedule a nd Oakcrest
subdivision traffic, approve specifications for Slar Container Ins.
railfoad spur.

Columbus Utility Service Board, 11:30 a.m., Unlmes Semce
Center, 1111 McClure Road. Agenda: Review of construction bid
proposals and prefiminary contract awards,

Bartholomew County Public Library Board, 4 pm., hbrary
conferance room. Agenda: Discussion of Sunday hours.

Edinburgh Town Council, 7 p.m,, Town Hall.

Sheriif's Merit Board, 7 p.m. Monday County Jail,

Bartholomew Consolidated School Bosrd, 7:30 p.m. Schmitt
Elementary School cateteria. Agenda: Ban on corporal pumshment

- sward - of- North- High- Schoot air condmomnl bld discussion of
proposed program changes:——

County Dralnage Board, 7:30 p.m.. Govemmental Office Buuldmg
Agenda' Discussion of cleaning and cost share for two private
crossings on Brush Creek, maintenance work proposals for Sloan
. Branch, dISCUSSlOn of surlace wafar infet on property on Clarence
Hall, review and discussion of drainage board policies and
proceduras.

Hope Plan Commission, 7:30 p.m.. Town Hall. Aganda Rewew_ 2

of zoning map.
TUESDAY -

Columbus Board of Works, 10 am, City Hall. Residents may
cr:lorr;ment or ask questions at the weekly maeting of city department
eads,

Alcoholic Beverage Board, 10 a.m., Govammentat Office Build-
ing. Agenda: Permit applications by Garb-Ke Inc., dba 7-Eleven,
Washington Street; Norihside Drugs Inc., 25th Street; Grandview
Grocery Inc., West Road 300S: John S, Bnght, ‘dba Reed's Package

rl::‘quor Store, Easlbrook Plaza; Peter's Bay Restaurant. Tha Commons |

Aviation Bosrd, 7 p.m., Terriinal Building. Agerida: Award con-

tracts for Phase Il of Bakalar project and operation of the tower for a
three-year period.
County Assoclation for Retarded Cltizons. 7: :30 p. m. Tussday,
Counly Courthouse.
County Councll, 7:30 p.m. Govermmental Office Buﬂcﬁng
: Aganda ‘Highway Daepartment request for $175,000 additional ap-
propridtion, community comections salary ‘ordiance amendment,
Youth Services Center salary ordlnance amendment. progress report
‘on job classification excarcise,

«. City Councll, 7 p.m., Cuy Hall Agenda Budget heanngs’ .

WEDNESDAY:

Columbus Pian Commlulon noon, Clty Hall, spemal meetung . |

Agenda; Public hearing .on proposal by Charles E. Corhin of Breeden
Inc. and Joe F. and Helen E. Sims to subdivide 47. 81 acres into 124
residential lots on the east side of Canlral avenue about 200 feet
. north of Sims Drive,

Edinburgh Plan Commission, 6 p.m., Town Hall. Agehda: Minor

subdmsron plat by Hny Burbnnk, strategn: plannlng district rogula- N

“tions. -
Chty Councll 7 pm CII’Y Halt Agenda' Budget hearings.
- THURSDAY
Parks snd Recreation DepL. 4 p.m., Donner Center.
Sofld Waste Management Aulhorlty. 7 p.m,, City Hall.
Clty Councll, 7 p.m,, City Hall. Agenda: Budget hearnings.
FRIDAY
County Commiaslone
apprové payroll claims only

1R rﬂnnhnn hne hoan n:n.-nla

8:30 a.m. Agenda: Special meeting to
causesthe commissionar's regular June

Wei et g f I * ' 4

LY (AR [N Bhcson s nawd

..... o Tmpubllc. Columbus: Ind., Sunday, June 7. 1992 As

Lone . Hope doctor establlshes July 1 as date for retlrement

From Staft Reports

The only doctor .currently
practicing in Hope has announced
111_15 intent to retire effective July

-

Dr. Carroll James, who has
"practiced in that city for the
20 years, plans to.travel“and fill
temporarily for other doclors on pallents from the Hope, Colum-

- vacation or sabaucal. L ‘bus, Shelbyville and Seymour

I3

Prior to reunng, Tames, 64, is
searching for a doctor Lo take over

areas. - -
If be is not successful in find- .

wiil have refer his. pal.ients to
other physiclans.

N .
y —— —,

famous footwear

25th Street Shopping Center

*

in — his practice, which serves 2500 ~ing a new doctor, James said he .- -

»
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County Calendar

l Bartholomew County »

MONDAY

Columbus Utllmel Servica Board 'I‘l 30 am Utility Service
Center. Agenda: digester improvements change order; city street
overlay_casting adjustments; acceptance of water and sewer im-
provemem.s in Windsor Place; second phase of north comdor sewer
. improvements.

County Board of Zoning Appoals 7 p.m.. Governmental QOffice

a mobile home which does not meet the definition of a single-family
dwelling on poperty on East Lakeshore Drive, Hope: and by Edward
D. and Hazel Settle 1o construct an additional divelling, which will be
the second primary structure on the same lot, on South Road 875W.
lHol:m Town Councll, 7:30 p.m., Town Hall. Agenda: Personnel
polrcy.
"~ Columbus Cly Councll, 7 p.m., City Hall. Budget hearing.
TUESDAY
Columbus Board of Works, 10 a.m. Clty Hall. Residents may
'gon&menl or ask questions at the weekly meeling of city department
eads

Petitions for variances by Steve Pavey and Cathy Paris, for an above-

ground pool o be built on easement on Greenbriar Drive; and Force

Design Inc., 6n behall of Arvin North American Automolive: to
» eliminate portion of landscape bufier at Walsboro industrial Park.

Columbus Chy Councll, City Hall, 7 p.m. Agenda: Hearing on
petition to vacate a pubhc nght-ol way; second reading on additional
appropriation for engineering department: first reading on zoning
ordinances in Wesley Chapel and George Jr. Republic’s proposed
group home; city-county agreement on River Road.

Flatrock-Hawcreek School Board, B p.m., Hope Elementary
School cafeteria.

Bartholomew County Hosphta! Board. 8 p.m. hospital board
room,

WEDNESDAY . " -

County Plan COmmlulon 7 p.m., Caty Hall. Agenda Patitions for
England minor subdivision on Old Nashville Road: Fall Fork Hills
minor subdivision on Indiana 48 and Road 300N, Harvest Hill Farms

- minor subdivision on Road 170W, Fowler South subdivision Phase 1
rezoing on west side of U.S. 31 south of Road 650N: discussian of

1. keeplng animals on residential property: Colony Parke concept plan.

* Columbus Human Rights c°rnmlnlom noon, Human Rights

. Commnssnon conference roam. Agenda. Exacutive committee meet-

|ng to set agenda for June commission mesting
- Columbus Chty Counell, 7 pm., C‘:ty Hall. Budget hearing. .
THURSDAY

Solld Waste Managomern Distric Board, 7"o.m. Govemrnenta!
O'tf' ce Bwld]ng Agenha. Heanng on 20-year solid waste management
pla

Vlnltor lntommlon and Promoﬂon c::mmlnlon 7 30 a. .. 514

" W,_noor-\ - 331 Franklin St.

Building. Agenda: Variance petitions by Richard J, Foxworthy to place -

Columbus Board of Zoning Appeals, 2 p.m.. City Hall. Agenda:

Brown' County

MONDAY
Nashvilie Town COunclI 10 p.m., Town Hall. Agenda Vehicle

I2XET RS

request.

Seymour,

EDITOR'S NGTE: The foliowirg informaion
wos summarized hrom the records of City, counly
ond s1ote police, flr ot osoiicl opencies.

A

Traffic Accidents . .

ey Otherwise Indicuted. pevYors were mor
Mrmummhb

Friday

12:35 a.m. Elghth lad
Washington streets: An unknowa
hicle which lsft the scens and =
glrlud car' owned by .Carrle
IW.NMMM

— Iindlang 11 porth d
Roodssos.KmA.Blm 18,
Soym . 8d mnﬁma
(] StruLPmm
woodwhldl.uk:hlucl.wmw.

complained of head pain,

g

5

Arrests

Saturday
Kevin J. Woods, 23. 755 MeChae
Roed, on Bartholomew Superior Cowrt
Il warrant for faiturs to appear and on
Bartholomew Superior Court | warrant
for forgery, st home, 8:55 am., was
belng held In Iltu of $315.53 cash

Edward L. Mascn, 35, 1433 Unlon
St, on Bartholomew Superior Cowrt 0
wearrant ¢n peiltlon lo revoks
probation, st home, 9:40 am., was
being held without bond.

_ Danmry Q.. Mason, 32, 1433 Undon

— Suspicicua vohlclo In
Road

Strest.

— Domastic problem (n
1000 biock of Caﬂlﬂo Averue.

10:22 am. — Vehicle braken Inta In
2500 block of West Carr HIIt Road.

12239 p.m. — Dirt bike being Hdden
oa Patterson Road.

12248 p.m. Motorist noedlng n-
sistance Spoodwty Station on
Jonathan lloon

1258 pm — Motodwt needing
ulsum In 500 block of Washingion

'10
assed [n'¥
T.

: Parson being har-’
block of East Indlana

9:03 pm. — 25th and Chm
Area Countles virest: Unlt not needed o, » rafic
accident. .
Jadkson - Richard Lawia, 16; Sandon 1, 17; 1Y FIres
. : and Tommy noblulon. 17, all of
. Seymour. . Saturdsy .
T e oo, JEnA P L
ennings- Sth
Shannon 4. c::mm. 20. scynml' 9 Falso alarm. .
minor in. possession, Indiana Stale Rescue 20 mp_m._“mmw,.
Police, 5:45 p.m. Releassd st 902 cue . m:u. Dumpstar fire.
[ pm.on $500 surety bond. Suturday Snod 44 p.m. — 3800 block ol Candle-_
: Saturday * 11223~ am: - — Howard- Saoddy,— ||gmnr|v-. Brush fire. N
" Halile J. Reed, 40, Ssymour, driv- Community Care Ccn‘lor. hnspon
ing while intoxicated, driving with a 0 Jennings C tty Hospltal, re-
blood-slcohal content of .10 or mﬂd1-52Pm-

greater, Brownstown police, 1:30 am.
Released st 650 am. on $1,000
suretly bond.

Accldents

Caterdasy

-1 Medlc )

. Inmon Court Margsret Rothrock, B3,

>

1:13 p.m. — Domestic problem In
2900 block ol South Road BIQE. .

'p‘ .

embulance nrvlr.t pravided by
Cotumbuy Fire Detartmenl on g countywise
beals. All s o Bortholomew Counw Hoapstal
wnless indficated otherwise.

Friday
8:39 p.m. =~ COumy Stuadlum, Spear
Road: Dlvld Stockhover, 22, Herrlsan
Drive, Injured, treated and relosaed.
. 7:32 pam. — Ninth and Chastnut
streels: Unft refused al o traffic accl-

dent.
Sllurdly
12.28 am — 1500 block of Z7th
Place: Sondra Hldloy. 25, i homo,
sdmitted, no cond on report avall-
able,
7:28 am. — 2300 block of Fair-

sl homs, admitted, no condition
ropon wvallable. Columbua Fire De-
pariment assisted.

8:28 am. — 2700 block of wi-
flamsburg Way: Unlt refused.

11:09 um. — 3400 biock of North
Road 35DE: Jamea Beam, 76, 1 af

12:20 pm. — 3300 block of
Jonathan Moors Pike: Unht refused.
12:45 p.m, = 2800 block of

Chestnut Street: Clara Clancy, 88, W™

at home, admitiad, no condition report

avaliable. Cofumbua Fire Departmant
assisted,

3:43 p.m. — Interstate 85 7 miles -
south of Columbus: UnRt not needed
inteer Fire Dopariment pvaisteds

¢ Fire Do, assl
yn!::m am. — jrtorstate 85 11 milea
south of Columbua: Unabla 1o locate
traific sccident, Jonsaville Volumm

1:15 p.m. — Emest Mcwmlnrm.
North Yernen, tnnsportnd to Jenninge
Community Hosphal.

4:03 :!m. — Jgyce Blalr, North
Varmon refussd transoont.

Alcohol & Drug

Problem....
Help is available

Closed
Tuesday

Preparing
For Our

Super
Summer
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the Sweet Story ;Crumblmg values s

lmked to crimes -

at Chrlst gives us- |

Attomey G"eneral Wllllam P
-story to those around ns that may Barr. suggests the rise of anti-

‘mon of ) fall into any of these categories..- Semitism and other: hate
3 . t You can do it with a smile. You | crimes 'in the country are |,
2 week .. can tell it with a handshake. You | linked to *“the crumblmg ol“
-t can do it with giving to someone | traditional values.” . 1
in, need. Most of all, remember: At a dinner last Sunday of|. ..

sles some 2,000 years -ago  You can tell out the sweet” stori Agudath .Israel, an Orthodox
hat he.gives to us today. - you, yes, yon! Jewish, movement he said, “re-

"e must start at the begin- hglous persecution has deep| e
We must begin wlth the Lord, hélp us to have the con- | roots,” .but ‘“current anti- |-

e who are the most open to viction to dossqmething today, the | religious activity” may- be | .
e people who are most likely  desire to tell spmeone today, the | ‘‘fueled by’ increnslng
‘sten, "but often the most courage to go spmewhere today.to | secularization.” . 2 B
ult -see &ourwﬂlb done Amen. He added, “I believe thﬂt:».

these problems are related,’ | - -
and that the solution requires |-

ria, wmltgxssst::tg dtﬁ:'tt}l,i?cseq’ reinvigorating the strong reli-.
% ' : Sermon of the Week is a | gious and moral traditions. of

- commands this of us as well.. project of the . .Bartholomew this country

g to people who have hurt us ety Ministerial Association.
ronged .us in some way. Are .

1aking an effort toward the : ' T

Csperatly need o e, MAKE RECYCLING A HABIT

jesperately need to hear, but
we don't know and that we
d often like .to think dont

GLASS Clean, rinsed botties & 'TELEPHONE BOOK’S “old-
jars. Sorted by color: amber, green, _telephone books will be accepted. -
clear. (No lids or rings, labals OK)
' PLASTIC CONTAINERS: °

ALUMINUM & BIMETAL - now Accenting!t i o1 peTE]

.CANS: Boverage cans (Nofood - . and #2 (HDPE) plastics EXCEPTmotor
cans) . ool conlamers . SR

e we telling out the story .in

)day wé can tell out the swect

ient

& DOOR INC.

om of Insulating homes and ,
vorld Isn't going to reduce
g bllls If ybu have old, worn

NEWSPAPERS: Mustbo tiedin -~ .) L_z.)

bundies. (No magazines) PETE , HOPE

CARDBOARD: Corrugated or _ (Nocaps, lbals OK) " .
flat. (No waxed.mrdboard) APPLIA s Washers&

. dryers. Refri yrs & ranges, Hot
MOTOR OIL: Notmixed with wrz,e, hea,e,gs_ Metal scm,,g -

anything.

wlnler. -dust In the summer
to come right through the
!'& DOOR INC., the area’s
replacemant windows and

v

:ated at 1930 National Rd. In
this area's suppller of the
duty, replacement windows
1entioned problems as they

. SSwmeus . CENTER LOCATION: . .-
RECVCLING Siniv.yssee

2250 Kreutzer Drive

__Of Gladslone Bohind Cosco Lt B
] f T
HOU RS: Every Saturday 8 AM
lo 3 30 PM c

OPERATED BY: Soiawase o

o glass enclosures, bay and"
, and much more.

rom YOCII; Busliness Commu-
{ this outstanding firm on the
e of thelr service.

-

MON-THURS 10-8 }
FRI 10-
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One of Bill Barton's - I’hmrl\e

<aylngs Is the county's youth are
wveryone's children.

That being the case, Barton is .

:athering the “parents” together

ma sene rdlscusslonl almed at

Minding ays to deal with at-

risk studen in Bartholomew
“ounty.

The meetings are part of the
*outh At Risk Initistive and the
tep Ahesd Team. Students up to

age 21 are targeted in the Lilly
Foundstion/Heritage Fund ln-
itiative while Barton's assistant,
Yindy Helmich, heads the state-
upported Step Ahead plan for
hildren up to age 13.

Some 20 people representing
social services, education, busi-
ness and parents attended the
first meeting Wednesday,

Two similar meetings are
theduled from 1 to 3:30 p.m.

‘uesday and June 22 at the
~efferson Educatlon Center. 1209
Sycamore St

Twa:hundred ttudenu drop out
of Bertholomew County high
zhools annually, Barton sald, and
seral others stay in without
uccess. With preschool and
college programs and several
service agencles in & small area,
Barton believes at-risk students
an be helped.

“It we can't make this werk
.ere, the country’s in big trouble,”

County to

e .

he llld.

students drop out — lack of mot
vation, and self-discipline, amo!
others. Barton noted that geve
of thosa ml ouulde the school's
realm.

Simllarly, the: ba
keep kids n-om eomp!eting school,
such as negative peer influence
and no positive role models, are
often beyond the school's conteo

While the factors weren't orig- . |

inal, particlpants developed cres-
live, Innovative golutions.. « -
More than 40 ideas were pro-
posed from six situations, ranging
from creating an effective In-
school suspension” poltey with-
community Involvement to in-
tegrating community. resources
Into the education process.

For example, every student his

s talent, but those talents aren't

always applicable to the eurrent”
curriculum. Those talentaneed to
b}e“ﬂdnler!d in the best way for the
child.
Students also can take classes
afler school or at night to meet
with business representatives in
the student’s fleld of interest.
These representatives also can
meet in class with students to
discuss career choices or act as
role models.

Barton seid alf suggesting will
be iled and be di data

large community meeting at -

summer's end.

lay waste

{0 managing. trash?

Sy Jon Gard
‘he Republic '

A long-range plan for dealing
with Bartholomew County trash is
nearing adoption, but it means
nothing unless elected olficials
mbrace the spirit of the project,
recording to those Invelved in the
ot

“Clearly, elected officials have
to buy Into all of the plan If it's
golng to be useful” sald Jim
Durham, chairman of a citizen's
dvllory commitiee to the Bar-
holomew County Solld Waste
Jstrict Board.

A public hearing on a draft of
the 20-yenr plan is scheduled for 7
p-m. Thursday at the Bartholomew
County Governmenta] Offices
3ullding.

Development of a 20-year
vaste manigement plan wis the
orimary duty of dlstrict boards,
which were established by state
lawmakers two years ago. In this
~ounty, the advisory commitiee
‘as laken an active role in
dralting the plan.

“The biggest step Is laylng it
all out,” Durham said. "This is the
first time that's ever been done.
It's a signiicant step.”

“Even having this document Is
an admission that you have a
>roblem, and it spells out for the
*lected officials what the
expectatlons are In terms of
financing,” he sald.

The dlistrict board Is comprised
of elected officlals — the mayor of
Columbus, g ity counciimen, the
counly commissioners, a count
counciiman ‘and a town councll
member.

They must adopt the plan and
send it Lo the slate for approval in

July The board and its peers wilt

J C officials
locate, grab
pot plants

Fram Statf Reporta .*

State and local authorities

Meeting slated

WHO — Bartholomew
County Solid Weste Manage-
ment District Board. .

WHAT — Public hearing on
a dralt of the 20-year Solld
waste management plan. Cop-
ias of the draft are available in
Bartholomew County Library.

WHEN — 7 p.m. Thirsday.

WHERE — Rartholomew
County Govemmantal Offices
Building. Third and Eranklin
slreats.

determine if-local waste man-
agement I8 a success or fatlure,

As proposed, the plan
eliminates some courses of actlon,
such as incineration, and
embraces other ideas, such as
curbside collection of recyelables.

Mlchae) Tolten, a eity coun-
cilman and chairman of the dis.
trict board, agrees that the plan is
a valuable bluaprlnl for efMelently
managing the community's waste.

But he sald local officlals
already considered each of the
Ideas presented in the plan and
sjready are lrylng some, such as
development of B new recycling
cenler,

“Since about 1989, we've been
pro-aclive in this area, not tooktng
toward next week, bul toward the
year 2000," Totten sald. “Il's &n
aMrmation of what we've been
dolng all along.”

Although the 20-year plan will
help in long-range planning,
Totten satd the July deadline re-
quired by the statec is poorly
timed.
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50s. Monday: Partly sunny, high upper 70s.
CENTRAL — Today: Partly sunny, 30 parcent chnnce ahemoon
thundershowars, Monday: High lower 80s.
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Partly sunny and
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Alumni banquet set

* for Paris Crossing

SEYMOUR — The 21st Paris
Crossing Alumni Association
Banquet Is scheduled for Satur-
day, Jufie 20, at the Pines Ever-
green Banguet Room on U.S. 3L

More information: Merie M.

Garrity at 346-4624 or 346-3628,

. Another Hilliard

Nothing Is
Better For Thee

Lyons Capital tdea:
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[Air Race Classic | Proposed county plan reduces trash
ByJdonGaM . " o Toubling the use of dropolf  The plan also reports that divert up to 645 percent by 2011,

isits Bloomington -
5 recycling services, . progress in finding new landfill the plan says. . i
VlSl S .o OO l g O The Republic, o Establishing curbside pickup capacity is necessary by early- or Other long-range programs in-¢

. ., . Bartholomew County could cut of cardboard and office r mid-1993 “in order to avoid a clude diversion of 95 percent of

By Nancy Wheeler have 1o fly high 1o catch a good %y 25 percent the amount of trash from* businesses and 5maﬂap|en. crisis situation.” the tires from the landfill and!

. f7ne Aepublic wind and would not carry the 1t generales if it (ollows a strict. dustries. . -~ *  Changes in solid waste man- implementation of mandatory

- 1. . . extra weight of an oxygen tank regimen of recycling and public - @ Encouraging further indus- agement practices through 1996 residential curbside collection in,
. When the Air Race Classic, for. someone who may have education, according 1o a pro- firial metal and paper recovery are expecled to cost about $18 all cities and Lowns.

formerly the Fowder Pull trouble breathipz posed 20-year waste management and reuse of foundry sand. million. ,A copy of the plan is _ Although the board is author-

. Derby, begins June 26 in Warren ‘sfid the closest plan. . : A public hearing on the plan Js available at Bartholomew County ized to levy a property lax o pay

.l Thermal, Calif, members of the  she's come to participating in Primary efforts under the plan scheduled for-7 tonight at the Library. for these services, no such provi-

Indiana Chapler of the Ninety- the race was in the late 1980s. | would include; ’ Bartholomew County Govern- The county already diverts sions are made jn-the 20-year

- Ww e hen—she—was—official-stop—|—_e Tripling the amount of* mentsl Offices Building. The about 37.4 percent of its waste, plan.” Funding for waste man-

tion of d°men Pilots, ‘\\III be chairman, . newsprint collected. . . County Solid Waste Management according o the -plan, which Is agement services this year comes

g:ners an gmuA_ crew at the - warren's modified ‘plane ® 100 percent diverslon of yard District Board is required by state higher than a state-mandated goal primarily from disposal fees and
argfrml:gi‘:: irport turn- goegn't qualify for the race, . waste from the landfilL law to adopt the plan by July 1. of 35 percent for 1996. But it can existing lax revenue.

; 3 . “You hive to have a stock
. Planes are expecied around airplane. A lot goes into it It

e, Eeiiies 2 | Decatur Mold expansion adds employees

and leammale Nancy Toon of ' arren sald,

0

. Alfanta will pilot a Mooney _ ltinerary for the 261565 From Stati Reports manufacturing, while the remain- additions wlll be made in been possible without’ the
- 20F, one of 40 entries in the - }’;z}g:; ;;‘"'ei;!'f!"‘?ru stops in NORTH ‘VE?%NON — Decatur ing 9,200-square-feet will be maintenance, clerical and sales expanded water lines Installed
P Biots v . NM: Hays, Kan: Kickeile, | Mold, Tool and Engineering lac., added through the construction of areas. - : last year by Jennings Waler, the
Pilots fly over a specific o Ce¥s, Tan: Drenbure. | 2 leading producer of molds for 3 two-story engineering complex. Richard Apsley, president of county's assistance and a slate
runway 2t a certain altitude to 7 . Menal g;?k'. m)de rlsem:g plastic injection lines, will inltiate Because of the expansion, the the firm, said the expanslon will grant a year earller.
_ be timed, local mémber Nancy nates 2t EIk Gity, OK] i a $1 million expansfon In July. work force at the plant will grow assist Decatur in becoming more d 1 and Engi
Warren said. Then, they either ty, Okla. The firm will build a 23500- from 104 to 133 employees. competitive In the global market-  Decatur Mold, Tool and Engi-
come in for a landing and re- .. The Women's Air Derby * lts engineering capacity will place. * . neering Inc. was founded in

. ’ ddition and increase . P i

fuel orgoonto the next stop.  DeB2R In 1929.at the Cleveland squa;e-felet *with the addi Increase through five new lead ~ Jennings County Council February 1966 in Jennings County.

pepiiers and ground crew 217 races, :ggg;r:gpqlxcﬁgar:e; ¥ {'éf-ii‘iﬁ.f,’ twoulls-m: Snﬂ‘fﬁf 38‘.. engineers, two new compuler Monday granted the company a [t is the county's largest blcally
elp the' race progress as e B t, Iltob n 1on hoist . ) operators and two new designers. 10-year ax abatement on equip- owned manufacturing employer

) P!f‘t‘:"uy as possible for the: kno’w:g at a&p:rf:l,owderec;""}&_ More than half the addition Fifleen mew toolmakers will In- ment and real estate. Apsley said and sixth-largest provider of jobs

R ?fher wint two things whea Derby” 2 name the women will be dediested to crease production capacity. Otier—the expansion would not hnve. overall

.they land — fce water and a 18ter 2dopted for the event -

repors e sid e eter e’ from e munper o | | MEN'S TOY SHOP,- INC. TEE MOST UNUSAL CLI I SOUTELEN INDIANA

... | “They play gimes with the ‘Women pilots who became. |« y - - gt " Totem Pole Night Club

LR o] ha 3 N .
| mmalber and vivaa” amen charer merbers ot e fyine | | Eathar’s Day Headquarters Appecring Fii. & Sat. June 19 & 20, 8 pam. |

i m}‘fg"m"" A ggcalryegx;lﬁor:t eleected presh . . .. s £ - . Branded Band

PR .t § h n v 500 P ) .

‘ e competitonss "o are members. " | | Doesn't Dad deserve - @& | JPOLE| SavdayBpm 1200 perperscn

’ » ' “ﬁem?;;gﬂm:m‘vem . Admissipn is frce to Classic h. i ] h‘ ’ \N‘%
uronpmns el il v el iy | | SOMEthing special this g, 7

o o Bt 1, S g0d e s 8 b | | B vl Father's Day -
wid"$hesaidn . . . . partieipation by the 7%y

FREDDIE HART

- o Largest dance floor in southemn Indiana,

o FREE two-step lessons every Wed., 7:30 p.m. Leo c‘il'd's

-* Enjoy great food and cocktails at Leonard's
Rpls_lallulr':nL‘ Aiso available camping, fshing, LRESTAURANY |

.=+ One. pilet toid Waﬁeh.kﬁe Confederate Air Forse and . '. i swimming, 260 ft. water slide and much more!
© 77 | considered using her as a Civil Air Patrol. - gﬂ§ %,9_%_ 5 ml. south of
- leammate because she was _ The Indiana_ chapter of and browse, Vernon on Hwy, 7

. ﬁ:lal:‘ebu‘lugldeg agams;.‘e it }\‘metyii'i_nes&:omri%g an atl"ea oot IR ";?n-aﬂﬂow'
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Waste district 2

more ‘re’

By Jon Gard

The Republic (0 - \CVCI a.

Several comments at a public

hearing Thursday called for more
ambitious efforts in reduction,
reuse and recycling, but no major
overhauls in a 20-year plan for
managing waste in Bartholomew
County.
; Officials drafting the- plan will
make final changes before con-
sidering the document for formal
adoption on July 1.

. Richard Wigh, an engineering
consultant who drafted the plan
in accordance with state law and
with direction from a citizens ad-
visory committee, said he had re-
ceived many comments since
preparing a final draft in May.

“I have a whole thick folder
-full,” he said.

One of the most significant
-suggestions called for the elimi-
«nation of a proposal in which city
-sanitation crews would have col-
:lected old newspapers amnd
aluminum cans on the same days
~they collected trash.

The plan called for the in-
stallation of extra racks or bins on
‘the outside of trash trucks. This
'was favored because it would
‘have been convenient for
residents and was scheduled for
implementation as early as next
year. :

But'some said there was no
place on the trucks to attach extra
bins, weather would have created
havoe, and bins for trash and
recycleables would have filled at
rdifferent times, requiring frequent

—trips for unloading.

- Instead, they proposed an

cearlier startup for a separate
-curbside recycling program. .

Amendments will be consid-
-ered in a meeting of the advisory

tcommittee at 7 p.m. Thursday in
City Hall. The Bartholomew
County Solid Waste Management
District board will vote on the

s-plan July 1, the same day it is due

? at the Indiana Department of
Environmental Management.

Among other comments re-
ceived the past couple of weeks
and Thursday:

® Place an earlier emphasis on

_recycling lower grades of paper,

o Am Na AY e % e AN LE MLt e M A AR M e e e e e R e e e R M e AN e e W e W L A B A e m e
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such as junk mail, if markets are
available. The plan already calls
for a significant increase in the

diversion of office paper and
cardboard from the landfill.

@ Although a survey of large
businesses showed that many are
actively involved in waste reduc-
tion, their continued efforts

- should be required in the plan.

@ Require local governments to
establish policies favoring
recycled materials
purchase of goods.

@ While the plan mentions the
need for additional dropoff
recycling bins in Taylorsville and
Elizabethtown, it should also .ad-
dress the need for one on the west
side of Columbus.

e The plan calls for the
establishment of a landfill tipping
fee for even the smallest
generators 'of trash, so tougher
penalties should be imposed to
discourage open dumping,

State law requires a revision of
the plan every five years, but Jim
Durham, chairman of the citizens
advisory committee, said his
group plans to review the dis-
trict’s progress every year., and
will probably suggest a revision at
least every other year.

The plan calls for an increase
in waste reduction, reuse and
recycling from 71,133 toms, to
122,770 tons within 20 years
through a wide range of new pro-
grams and incentives.

This would increase diversion

"from 37.4 percent to 64.5 percent

by 2011 and decrease disposal at
the landfill from 199,124 tons to
88,000 tons.

Wigh said new programs in the
plan would cost an additional $1.8
million over the next five years,
with funding expected to come
from taxes, user fees, grants, the
sale of recycleables, and savings
from more efficient collection and
disposal methods.

Copies of the plan are avail-
able at Bartholomew County Li-
brary or the Columbus-
Bartholomew Solid Waste Man-
agement Authority, which moved
its offices this week into the new
recycling center behind City
Garage.

in their



Counties
1455

From Staff Reports )
Area counties are charting dif-

ferent &gﬁge-;?anagemgnf_ paths,
but they all lead toward more
recycling and less landfilling.

Newly formed districts were
required to submit their 20-year
plans for managing solid waste by
Wednesday to the Indiana De-
partment of Environmental Man-
agement.

Fifty-one counties in the state
are acting alone, while 10 districts
include more than one county.
The state hopes communities will
reduce up to 35 percent of their

cent by 2000.

Communities are consndermg a
wide range of options, from pub-
licly and privately owned or op-
erated recycling programs to con-
sideration in southern Indiana of
a waste-to-energy facility.

“The goal is to find ways to
circumvent landﬁllmg” because
residents resist building or
expanding local landfills, said
Robert E. Blattert, presndent of
R.E. Blattert & Assoclates In-

A

waste by 1996>‘and up to 50 per- -

plan to recycle, reduce landfill waste

dianapolis. The consulting firm
drafted plans for several counties,
including Johnson.

Most districts submitted their
plans on time, despite having only
a year to complete their studies,
according to Timothy Method,
IDEM assistant commissioner for
solid" waste. Districts must update
their plans every five years.

Here is where Columbus-area
districts stand on their 20-year
plans:

Bartholomew County

The Bartholomew County dis-
trict board adopted its plan
Wednesday and was to hand-
deliver it to Indianapolis today.

According to the plan, signif-
icant progress on new landfill
capacity is needed within a year,

even with an ambitious recycling
program, for the county to avoid a
crisis.

The plan calls for the contin-
ued development of a new
recycling center, a curbside
recycling program and reductions
in industrial waste to meet a goal

LI T S NP SN R S A

of diverting nearly 60 percent of
the local waste stream by 2001.

Jackson County

Jackson County Solid Waste
Management District approved its
20-year management plan on June
5 and submitted it to IDEM.

Cornerstones of the plan are
recycling and source reduction.

Jackson County’'s plan
estimates a 46 percent reduction
this year and 49 percent by 1995.
Those reductions are expected to
result from recycling, composting
and reducing wasté generated by
industries. -

Brown County -

Brown County’'s 20-year man-
agement plan was approved on
June 18 and submitted to IDEM.

The district decided not to buy
the Brown County Landfill, but
rather to move ahead with devel-
opment of a transfer station.
When it is finished, trash will be
collected and compacted there for
shipment outside the county.

However, the landfill owned by
Brown County Landfill Inc. will be
used as long as if is available,
probably another 12 to 14 years.

Decatur County

The 20-year plan submitted by
Decatur County would lower the
use of public landfills and
encourage recycling, although the
community is under little imme-
diate pressure to find
alternatives. '

Norma Bainbridge, fiscal of-
ficer of the Decatur County Solid
Waste Management District
Board, said a new landfill built

two years ago had a 20-year life =
_expectancy.

)

Jennings County

Jennings County, under its dis-
trict plan, would bring a recycling
coordinator to the area by 1993.
This person would be responsible
for all educational programs
dealing with wasté reduction.

The plan alse proposes eight
regional drop-off facilities and

discusses the curbside collection
of trash at an estimated cost of
$2.50 per household each month.

Overall, the plan'could'cost the
county up to $2 million. -

Johnson County

The district board in Johnson
County hasn't finished its 20-year
plan yet, but expects a prelimi-
nary draft next week. Then the:
board must open the plan to pub-
lic review for 30 days before
formally adopting it and sendmg
it to the state. .

This county has no landfill or
*other disposal facility, either.
publicly or privately owned, so if
cannot assess a tipping fee or
easily limit what can be thrown
away. .

But officials said they plan to‘

‘hire a fulltime staff to promote

recycling. Funding for its
activities will come from a new
property tax dedicated to waste-
reduction efforts.



PUBLIC SERVICE

ANNOQUNCEMENT

xxx For Immediate Belease **%

TO: Columbus Area Media
FROM: Solid Waste Management Authority

SUBJECT: Free Mulch !!

WE'’RE OVERSTOCKED!! Attached please find information
regarding the ongoing distribution of Bartholomew

Municipal Muilch.

Sponsored by the City of Columbus-Bartholomew County Solid
Waste Management Authority, the chipping of 1imbs and brush is an
effective means of reducing the flow of "waste” to our landfill.
This processing yields a fine mulch material suitable for use by
local residents.

We have mountains of mulch, made from collected tree
trimmings, ready for your use. Please help us to spread the
word! Your dissemination of this information, as often as your
schedule permits, would be of great assistance.

g 'ncereM
es M. Mministrator
mbus-Bartholomew Solid

te Management Authority
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Have We Got
I

Bartholomew Municipal Mulch, is produced from your

tree trimmings and limbs. Our mulch is available on an
ongoing basis (loading hours listed below). Whole tree

mulch, resembling chipped and shredded wood, is perfect as:

* A weed barrier around trees and shrubs - It
effectively prevents the emergence of annoying
grass and weeds by forming a mechanical
hindrance to their emergence.

* An effective moisture and warmth retainer - It
helps to block the cold of winter and retain much
needed moisture during the heat of summer.

LOCATION:coiumbus-Barthoiomew WHEN : Loading Tues. &
Yard Waste Site Thursdays
720 South Mapieton St. Only
(Off state, Beside the 9 - 11 a.m.
Columbus-Bartholomew 1 -3 p.m.
Recycling Center) Load it yourself
Anytime !!

COST :No charge for a pickup truck load that YOU LOAD
YOURSELF. $ 5.00 per standard pickup truck load if
we load you. Private residents only, please!
Please stop at the Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling
Center office first if you wish to be loaded.

SPONSORED BY: RECYCLING a program of the Solid Waste
Management Authority, please

Nay 4
%' call 376-2614 for more

information.



City of Columbus — Bartholomew County

olid Waste Management Authority

720 South Mapleton Street
Columbus, Indiana 47201-7353

[B12] 376-2614

PUBLIC SERVICE

ANNCUNCEMBNT

** FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE *¥

Attached, please find information pertinent to the

distribution of Columbus Metro-Gro Compost. sponsored

by the City of Columbus-Bartholomew County Solid Waste Management
Authority, composting is a cost-effective means of reducing the
flow of "waste" to our landfill. Additionally, this process
yYields a rich compost material suitable for use by local
residents.

Our second year’s compost, made from collected leaves and
grass clippings, is ready for use. Please help us to spread the
word! Your airing of this information, as often as your schedule
permits, would be of great assistance.

Sincerely,
Jim Murray, Administrator

Columbus~Bartholomew Solid
Waste Management Authority

(&S]
% <9 Printed on recycled paper.



The Compost -
is Ready !}
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Columbus Metro - Gro Compost, produced from your

leaves and grass, is now ready for your use. Compost, resembling 73
rich, dark topsoil is perfect as:

¥ A nutritive soil amendment - It enhances the soil
in your garden, flower beds, and potted plants by
providing needed organic and inorganic nutrients
and improving the tilth of the soil.

* An effective mulch around trees and shrubs - It
helps retain moisture and block the cold of L3
winter. ;
LOCATION: columbus-Bartholomew WHEN: Sept. 14- k)
Yard Waste Site Oct 3 or '
720 South Mapleton St. until gone Ty
(Off State, Beside the Weekdays
Columbus-Bartholomew 9am-llam &
Recycling Center) lpm-3pm
Y Saturdays
8am-3:30pm

COST :No charge for a pickup truck load that YOU LOAD
YOURSELF. $ 5.00 per standard pickup truck load if
we load you. Private residents only please! 1
Please stop at the Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling -3
Center office first if you wish to be loaded.

COtumBYS

REC#%TﬁmE a program of the Solid Waste
Management Authority, please :
call 376-2614 for more e
information.

SPONSORED BY:
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You are lnvit.ed t.o an

OPEN HOUSE

AL Lhe New .
Columbus

Bartholomew

Recycling Center

Wednesday, Oct.ober 21
| From 9-10 am
120 South Maplet.on St.reet

A brief dedication by
Mayor Stewart and
t.he County Commissioners
will be followed
by t.ours of the facility.
Refreshments Vill Be Served.

- T

_
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WHERE TO RECYCLE -~

OLD NEWSPAPERS
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List Effective 8/92, please call to confirm acceptance

All Newspapers MUST Be Tied In Bundles
With String or in a Paper Grocery Sack.

Boy’s Club

400 N. Cherry Street
24 hr. drop-off site
372-1422

First Christian Church Drop-off Site
" Brick Building Behind Dairy Queen on

Lafayette Street

24 hr. drop-off site

379-4491

Knights of Columbus

Will pick-up

Call Steve Riga (372-7913)
For more information

St. Peter’s Lutheran Drop-off Site

Brick building in the lot East of the School
Fifth & Chestnut Streets

24 hr. drop-off site

372-1571

Columbus-Bartholomew Recycling Center
720 Mapleton Street (376-2614)

Tuesdays and Thursdays 7:30 am-3:30 pm,
Saturday 8 am-3:30 pm



COLUMBUS
BARTHOLOMEW

RECYCLING
~~ g

Center Location: Columbus~Bartholomew Recycling Center
720 South Mapleton Street
Columbus, IN 47201-7353
Phone: (812) 376-2614 Information: (812) 376-2617
Hours: Tuesday & Thursday 7:30 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.
Saturday 8:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.

Operated By: Solid Waste Management Authority

ITEMS ACCEPTED

GLASS: Clean bottles and jars--Sorted by color: amber, green,
clear (No lids or rings, labels 0.K.)

ALUMINUM & BIMETAL CANS: DBeverage cans

TIN CANS: Food cans MUST be rinsed clean and lables removed
NEWSPAPER: Dry newspaper only

CARDBOARD: Flattened (No waxed cardboard)

WHITE BOND PAPER: Includes white paper only: copy, tablet and
letterhead

COMPUTER PRINT OUT: Greenbar, bluebar and white print out paper
PLASTIC CONTAINERS: #1 (PETE) SODA BOTTLES ONLY

#2 (HDPE) MILK, ORANGE JUICE AND WATER JUGS;

u‘) leq.) DETERGENT AND BLEACH BOTTLES.

PETE HDPE ** PLASTIC CONTAINERS MUST HAVE HELD A
LIQUID AND HAVE A SEAM ON THE BOTTOM*x

APPLIANCES: Washers & dryers, ranges and metal scraps
No refrigerators, freezers or air conditioners

MOTOR OIL: Not mixed with anything

-MAKE RECYCLING A HABIT-
Premium
Recycled

(Waste Paper 50%)
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Landfill proposal
gets cool welcome

-Commissioners want committee
that would discuss expansion

-By Jon Gard
The Republic

A cool reception Wednesday
-greeted plans for an informal
‘committee that would allow offi-
‘cials and neighboring property
-owners to discuss features of a
proposed expansion at Bartholo-
mew County Landfill.

*  Members of the county Solid
-Waste Management District Board
‘liked the idea of forming such a
committee, saying it would im-
-prove communication and ease
animosity between those who
‘want an expansion and those who
‘do not.

But an attorney newly hired to
‘represent the property owners in
" -their fight against the expansion

questioned the timing. -

“Any time you can get two fac-
tions together to discuss remedies
it's a good sign,” said attorney
Richard Eynon after the board
meeting,

“But I'm a little concerned that
they want to do this immediately
after they file a petition to rezone
the property,” he said. “This
could have been done months
ago.”

County commissioners
requested formation of the special
committee.

Waste meeting

Bartholomew County's Solid
Waste Management Citizens Ad-
visory Committee will meet at 7
p.m. Thursday to consider
revisions in the community's 20-
year waste management plan.

A copy of the plan is available
at Bartholomew County Public Li-

_ brary.

2725/92 "

Plan Review

A proposed long-range plan
for managing solid waste in
Bartholomew County has been
amended and soon will be
presented for public review.

Several minor changes rec-
ommended by the Indiana De-
partment of Environmental
Management were in-
corporated and will be re-
viewed by the Solid Waste
Management Advisory
Committee, which meets at 7
p.m. next Thursday on the
fourth floor of the county Gov-
ernmental Offices Building.

Engineering consultant
Richard Wigh on Wednesday
said the revised plan could be
adopted at the Jan. 20 meeting
of the county Solid Waste
Management District Board,
following a 30-day public re-
view period.

State law requires all dis-
tricts in Indiana to outline their
goals for recycling and waste
reduction, disposal and funding
for the next 20 years.

From Staff Reports

The group's quarterly meeting
will be in the fourth-floor County
Council chambers at the Govern-
mental Offices Building, Third and
Franklin streets, .

Also scheduled for discussion
is the upcoming landfill ban on
appliances and additional staffing
at the Recycling Center.







