








EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In 1989 the Tennessee General Assembly passed the Tennessee Solid Waste Planning and

Recovery Act which empowered the Tennessee State Planning office to create a solid waste

management plan for the state. Section 3(a) of the Act states specifically, “ The plan shall have
as it’s priority the reduction of the volume of wastes going to incineration and landfills by

means of local and regional recycling programs, mulching and composting of yard wastes and

other suitable materials, and any other means of insuring that incinerators and landfills

operate in an environmentally and economically sound manner.” .... “ The goal of the state is

to reduce by twenty-five percent (25%) the amount of solid waste disposed of at municipal

solid waste disposal facilifies and incinerators , measured on a per capita basis within

Tennessee by weight, by December 31, 1995.” {TCA Section 68-31-861(a)}

In order to facilitate the formulation of policy recommendations, extensive data gathering was
instituted and presented in the form of the District Needs Assessment information notebooks.
The purpose of the District Needs Assessment was as listed below:

1. To carry out an inventory and analysis of the existing solid wastes management
system

2. To define the needs for additional services and facilities for the next ten years

3. To recommend rational waste disposal/recycling areas, which may provide the

hub for a municipal solid waste planning region.

This publication recommended the formation of nine Development Districts throughout the state.
Each Development District is comprised of contiguous counties ranging from four (4) counties in
size in the Memphis Delta Development District to sixteen {16) counties in size in the East
Tennessee Development District. The Crockett Dyer Gibson County Solid Waste Management
region lies within the Northwest Tennessee Development District which is comprised of nine
counties: Benton, Carroll, Crockett, Dyer, Gibson, Henry, Lake, Obion and Weakley. In addition,
the State Planning Office funded the Waste Management Research and Education Institute at the
University of Tennessee, Knoxville to prepare a study of the solid waste needs of the state, The
culmination of this study was a report entitled “Managing Our Waste: Solid Waste Planning for
Tennessee” which was published in February, 1991. Due to these two studies the Solid Waste
Management Act of 1991 requires the formation of municipal solid waste planning regions based
on the recommendations of the District Needs assessment.

The purpose of this regional plan is to outling how the Crockett Dyer Gibson County
Regional Solid Waste Management Board can meet the three listed objectives of the District
Needs Assessment as stated above while meeting the 25% reduction requirement of the 1991 Act.
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I. REGION DEFINITION AND RATIONALE FOR FORMATION

The Crockett Dyer Gibson County Regional Solid Waste Management Board (CDG) was formed
for numerous reasons as stated below. The fact that these counties were able to function as a
regionat board during the preparation of this report and to deal with issues that were sensitive to all
the local governments inside the region demonstrates that the formation of this board was a correct -
choice and one that should serve the citizens of this region well throughout the coming years.

The region is comprised of the three counties of Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson counties. All of these
counties lie within the Northwest Tennessee Development District in the northwest comer of the
state. See the maps locating these counties at the end of this section. As can be seen from the
maps these three counties are contiguous and lie along the southern border of the Northwest
Tennessee Development District.

The main reasons for the formation of a regional board comprised of these three counties are as
follows:

1. Share common borders.

2.  Share the same socio-economic features of the region.

3. Realization of the economic benefits of having a multi-county region.

4. Realization of the inadequacies and strengths of each individual county as it relates to
the overall needs of a region in order to meet the 25% reduction criteria.

5. Some coordination between the counties already exists and therefore was a logical
extension of this coordination,

II._ SUMMARY OF REGIONAL NEEDS, GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Through the course of developing the regional plan it was necessary to review the District Needs
Assessment report which was generated by the state planning office in anticipation of this report
and to review the report published in 1991 by the Umiversity of Tennessee Waste Management
Research and Education Institute entitled “ Managing Our Waste: Solid Waste Planning for
Tennessee . .

Some of the UT report’s graphs and charts are incorporated into the Appendix for reference. From
both the District Needs Assessment report and the UT report it was observed that the Northwest
Tennessee Development District appears to have an abundance of landfill capacity as will be
further explained in section IV below. The capacity for waste disposal far out weighs the
generation projections for the region, and, therefore, the immediate needs of the region proved to be
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not so much the matching of the generation with the capacity, but more the protection and
administration of the current system structure and how to benefit economically from all the
elements which comprise this region. More specifically:

1. Collection must be extended to 90% of all residents in the tri-county region. In
conjunction with this item there needs to be a economical way to send out billings
for the service to every resident in the county.

2, Reduction of the current waste stream would involve the recycling plant at
Humboldt, TN, in Gibson County. The plant was temporarily closed in March
1994 for restructuring of the debt.

3. The plan must incorporate the municipalities which have a waste collection system
already in place, while protecting and maximizing the different solid waste
components of the region

ll. EXISTING REGIONAL SYSTEM STRUCTURE
(See maps at end of this section)

A. Gibson County

Gibson County has three major cities: Trenton, Milan and Humboldt along with the smaller

cities of Yorkville, Kenton, Rutherford, Medina, Dyer, Gibson and Bradford. All rural areas in the
northern part of the county are served by Barker Brothers, Inc., of Obion County. The southern
parts of the county are serviced by Pete Bullington of Gibson County and Waste Management of
Jackson, Tennessee.

Trenton
Contact Person: Cathy Stewart

Solid Waste System: Barker Brothers, Inc., is the private hauler handling the solid waste
' for 1,930 residences and 400 commercial customers. Trenton has a new

incinerator run by Clyde Birmingham, (who is a member of the Regional
Solid Waste Board). Barker Brothers, Inc. fee per month is $7.50 per
resident for one pick up per week. Out of The City’s annual budget of
$223.230, $135,00 is for salaries and vehicles. Locaily they employ
several men to pick up compost and cardboard. This amounts to about 8
tons per day for a 5 day period. At the present time (summer of 1994) the
City is planning to purchase a new loader for the incinerator for $15,000.
Of the 8 tons collected daily over a 5 day period, 5 tons is compost and 3
tons 1s cardboard.
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City of Yorkville

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Kenton

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Rutherford

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Bradford

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

Mayor Robert Galloway

All waste is handled privately. Barker Brothers, Inc. of Obion County
collects for some of the residences while Waste Management has some
dumpsters at several gas stations throughout the City. Expenditures and
volume of solid waste figures are combined with the regional totals given
by Barker Brothers, Inc. and Waste Management as shown at the end of
this report.

{The City straddles Obion and Gibson Counties and have opted not to be
included in the Gibson County Regional Plan).

Virginia Davidson , City Recorder

Barker Brothers, Inc. collects the waste for 556 residences at the price
of $4.41 per month per customer. Barker Brothers, Inc. deals directly
with commercial customers and bills do not come through city office.

Ms. Abboft, City Recorder

Barker Brothers, Inc. collects the solid waste in Rutherford and the cost is
$4.46 per month per customer for 528 residences. They have a fee of
$6.75 per occurrence to hand pick up trees and limbs. They have one
truck and two men. The cost is approximately $32,700 per year which
does not include what they pay for the truck and two men. The total
budget for solid waste is $32,700 which does include a $.85 tax they pay
to the state. Yard waste is disposed of on a farm outside of town. They
have approximately 11-15 dumpsters and one convenience center.

Mr. Woods, City Recorder

City collects approximately 10 tons of solid waste per week which is taken
to the City of Humboldt*. Budget is $32,962 and their disposal cost is
$14,562.

*Note : Since the time of the initial interview the center at Humboldt
has closed and the waste is being taken to Milan landfill or elsewhere,
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City of Dyer

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Gibson

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Humboidt

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Milan

Contact Person:

‘Solid Waste System:

Kenneth McKewen, City Recorder

Barker Brothers, Inc. collects the waste for 975 residences aﬁd 38
businesses for a fee of $50,015.88.

Pete Bullington , Private hauler for City of Gibson.

Pete Bullington, private hauler, collects for approximately 100
customers for a fee of $10.00 per customer; all residential. He has two
trucks, ‘

Mr. John Leonard

Currently the City of Humboldt (Summer of 1993) has its own collection
system which transports the waste to the recycling plant located in the
city. There is a 260 acre landfill that is operated by Jones Manufacturing
in Humboldt that has applied for a permitted landfill. Currently (Spring
1994) the recycling center in Humboldt has closed due o restructuring

of the debt service. The city has plans to lease the facility to a company
operating in the region which has experience in managing and operating a
recycling/transfer center such as this one. Currently the city is in the
process of sending out Request for Proposals. The landfill adjacent to the
recycling center has been recently closed by EPA officials until some
violations are corrected. However, once these issues concerning the
recycling center and the landfill have been resolved this facility will prove
to be an invaluable part of the region’s 10 year plan. Meanwhile, waste is
being diverted to Dyer County (Jere Kirk’s landfill)

Mayor Don Farmer and Billy ]jon W¢st, Public Works Director -

1993 Solid Waste budget of $427,160. In 1994 they have a
budget of $483,890. An incinerator was installed in the City of Milan in
July, 1993 at a cost of $100,000. ‘



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
PAGE 6

City of Medina

Contact Person: Mayor Michael Prestininzi

Solid Waste System: Medina has 12 commercial dumpsters and 320 residences. Waste
Management collects and transports this for $3,000 per month, with an
annual budget between $35,000 and $40,000. There are 3 incinerators in
Gibson County. At the present time Milan has one (as mentioned above
installed for $100,000) and designed capacity is 250 tons per week,
13,000 tons per year and an operating life expectancy of 10 vears.
Humboldt has an incinerator at the Humboldt Recycling Center* which
has a design capacity of 4 tons per hour between 1400 and 1500 tons per
year. The incinerator in Trenton, as operated by Clyde Birmingham, is
burning about 8 tons per day with 5 tons of compost and 3 tons for
cardboard.

*Closed

EXISTING SOLID WASTE L ANDFILLS

A. Gibson County
City of Humboldt

At the present time the City of Humboldt has a landfill that has been closed by EPA,

City of Milan

This landfill is located at 128 Gold Medal Road. The permitted capacity of this landfill is 50
acres. At the present time they are taking in approximately 30-50 tons per day with between 2 and
4 acres left. Milan plans to become a Class IH or IV landfill in 1996.

B. Crockett County

There are no landfills, (except for the Jones Mfg. Landfill) and there are no incinerators. Jim
Jerman, County Executive for Crockett County indicated that some of the recycling that they do in
Crockett County is done at the grade schools.

Crockett County has three (3) convenience centers and there is a proposal on the drawing board for
a fourth. Each convenience center has one box for residential waste and one box for miscellaneous
waste. Each box holds approximately four to seven tons of waste rather than 10 tons. All green
boxes are privately contracted with Waste Management. There are no government sponsored green
boxes. The cost for Waste Management to collect from these convenience centers is $243.00 per
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haul. The price breakdown is $105 for the haul, $8.50 for a tip fee, and $130 for a disposal fee.
Jim Jerman, Crockett County Executive, says that they are picked up approximately 74 times per
year and 1993 years budget cost $75,800. Next year’s budget (1994) is going to be $105,520.

City of Bells

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Maury City

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Alamo

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

Mayor Harold Craig

Waste Management charges $5463.52 to handle the solid waste. Of that
amount, they have 630 residences at $4.52 per month; 25 residential
services at $4.52 per month; outside the city limits; 23 commercial hand
collections at $5.75 per month; for 2 containers, 2 at $6.95 per month; for
three containers. They also have a container service charge $1719.00
which is included in the $5463.52 per vear.

June Jones

Waste Management collects the waste for $16,000 for 304 customers.
The cost is $4.30 per residence per month. Commercial waste billings
go directly to Waste Management,

Marjorie Neviit

Waste Management collects the solid waste. They have 87 dumpsters

for 973 residences. The breakdown is as follows: of the dumpsters
collected once a week, forty 2-yard dumpsters at $42.00 per month; for
services collected twice a week, one 2- yard dumpster at $61.00; three 3-
yard dumpsters at $48.00 per month; ten 6-yard dumpsters for $75.00 per
month; fourteen 4-yard dumpsters at $58.00 per month; four 8-yard
dumpsters at $94.00 a month; two 6-yard dumpsters at $122.00 per
month; nine 4-yard dumpsters at $96.00 per month, six 8-yard dumpsters
at $156.00 per month. Alamo pays Waste Management, Inc. $10,000 per
year for a 40 yard dumpster that is picked up quarterly for miscellaneous
waste. The total yearly cost to Alamo is $139,700. Waste Management
takes this solid waste to Jere Kirk’s landfill in Dyer County.
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City of Gadsden

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

City of Friendship

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

C. Dyer County

Mayor Tommy Smith

Waste Management handles the account. They have
one 40-yard dumpster, the rent is $960 per year. The haul and disposal
fees average $255 per haul twice a month, for a total of $510 per month.

Deborah Butler, City Recorder and Nat Watson, Public Works
Director

Barker Brothers, Inc.. collects the waste for $4.42 per month, per
residence, $8.84 per month for the commercial customers. They have 281
customers and the total budget is $16,141.27. (1993)

Don Dills, County Executive, has an arrangement with Barker Brothers, Inc. who deals directly
with the customers in Dyer County. In Dyer County, Dyersburg is the major City, along with

Newbern and Trimble,

City of Newbern

Contact Person:

Solid Waste System:

Jennifer Webb

Newbern has two trucks which pick up waste daily and haul it to Gratio
Landfill in Lake County (see copy of contract included in Appendix). The
monthly average is about 75 tons and Newbern pays $1400.00 per month
plus $0.85 per ton tax. Ms. Webb did not have a budget cost for men and
trucks because it was coming out of the Public Works Budget and there is
no dollar figure for it.
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City of Trimble

Contact Person: Don Bennett

Solid Waste System: Barker Brothers, Inc. collects solid waste from 300 customers at $4.73
per residence per month. Revenues are about $21,600, as well ag
expenditures. Trimble has a local 2-ton truck which takes compost to
Gratio Landfill about once a month, and they have no budget figures on
the truck and driver. Barker Brothers, Inc. deals directly with commercial
customers.

City of Dyersburg

Contact Person: Tom Burgess, City Enginecr

Solid Waste System: City of Dyersburg has its own solid waste collection system and landfill.
' The landfill currently serves the City of Dyersburg only. In Dyersburg the
charges for the sanitary landfill are taking in approximately 80 tons per
day during a 5 day week at $24 per ton.

Dver County Landfills

There are two Dyer County landfills. The City of Dyersburg landfill on Sorells Chapel Road
services the City of Dyersburg only, at this time, with a permitted capacity acreage of 164 acres
and disposes of approximately 80 tons per day. The remaining capacity according to Tom
Burgess, the City Engineer, is 65 years at 21,000 tons per year.

The other landfill is privately owned by Jere Kirk, Dyer County. The permitted capacity is 75
acres, and has 2 million cubic yards capacity left. At the present time Mr. Kirk says he is
collecting approximately 2500 tons per month at $20 per ton. He also does asbestos collection,
and he collects approximately 80 loads per year, or about 1000 tons per year. The cost is $18 per
cubic yard, plus $1.50 per mile. This landfill is, according to Mr. Kirk, permitted until 1996 on
the bottom layer. Some of Mr. Kirk’s biggest customers are Colonial Rubber Company at 250
tons per week; World Color Company, 400 tons per month; Dyersburg Fabric; Georgia Gulf, and
H.I.S. Company of Bruceton. There are no incinerators in Dyer County, (the one in downtown
Dyersburg is closed.) Note: During the course of the preparation of this plan, Mr, Kirk notified
the board he would be offering his landfill for sale. He submitted to the board a detailed document
showing the terms of the sale. (See Appendix)
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SOLID WASTE HAULERS

Barker Brothers, Inc. - Troy, Tennessee

A large area of the Crockett -Dyer-Gibson County Solid Waste Region is served by Barker
Brothers, Inc. of Troy, Tennessee (Obion County). Most of the areas covered in Dyer County are
small rural farms and tiny subdivisions.

The following is from a meeting with Barker Brothers, Inc. of August 9, 1993, and an update
(phone) conversation on June 27, 1994, is a generalized report on the solid waste figures and
tonnage collected by Barker Brothers, Inc. In Dyer County Barker Brothers, Inc. collects:
residential and commercial solid waste, a total of 1,870 tons per year. Dyer County’s industrial
waste is also collected and is approximately 11,724 tons per year. In Gibson County Barker
" Brothers, Inc. collect 2,370 tons per year of residential waste and collections of 4,770 tons of
industrial waste, In Crockett County they collect 520 tons of residential and commercial waste per
" year, and no industrial waste. ‘

Dyer County:

1375 Customers (161 new customers since January)
Cost: $7.25/customer (billed directly to customer) + 1st from County

Gibson County:

825 Residences (146 new since June, 1994)
Cost: $10.00/customer (billed directly to customer)

Crockett Countv:

Recently bought out David Baker hauler
525-530 Residences
Cost: $10.00/customer

In addition, Barker Brothers, Inc., has recently purchased and has in operation a wood grinder.
The intent is to direct all wood waste to this grinder and decrease volume of waste going into their
landfill by 10-15%. Also, they have been approved by the state to operate an industrial recychng
plant and have begun construction of this plant. Another item they are plannmg is a used tire
shrcddcr which should come on line within the year,

Barker Brothers, Inc. does not do a lot of business in Crockett County, however they collect a
substantial amount of the solid waste in the rural areas of Dyer and Gibson counties. Brian Barker
is the contact person. The phone number is 885-5528, in Troy, Tennessee.
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Waste Management, Inc. - Jackson, Tennessee

A substantial solid waste collection and disposal company that operates in the southern part of the
planning region is Waste Management, Inc. Mr. Frank Palmer is the contact person in Jackson,
Tennessee. In Gibson County, Waste Management, Inc. collects for the City of Milan.
Approximately 191 tons of waste per month is collected in Humboldt; they collect 319 tons per
month of commercial and carry it to Humboldt’s Recycling Center.

Medina collects 25 tons of waste per month and was hauled to Humboldt Recycling Center. (Now
being diverted to landfill outside of Dyersburg owned by Jere Kirk and to landfill owned by Waste
Management, Inc. In Trenton, Tennessee). Humboldt Recycling Center closed after the initial
investigation of this report. Waste Management, Inc. currently (Spring/Summer, 1994) transports
the Crockett County Waste to Landfills in Dyer County. In Crockett County, Waste Management ,
Ine. collects from all three Convenience Centers and transports the waste to the recycling center (as
of Fall 1993) in Humboldt. Also, Waste Management, Inc. collects residential waste in Alamo
and carries it to Dyer County. In addition, they collect from Bells, Maury City and Gadsden,
Tennessee and carry it to Humboldt. '

Waste Management also collects in Gibson and Crockett counties for commercial and residential
customers. Mr. Frank Palmer indicated that they carry their waste to Jerry Kirk’s landfill in Dyer
County and most of what they carry is commercial. From Gibson and Crockett Counties they
carry approximately 291 tons of commercial waste to Jerry Kirk’s landfill and that is about a
50/50 split between Gibson and Crockett Counties. The industrial waste for Gibson and Crockett
Counties is approximately 164 tons which they transport to Jerry Kirk’s Landfill (Dyersburg) of
which 90% of it is from Gibson County.

Pete Bullington

Pete Bullington is located in Gibson County. He has two 1 ton trucks and 2 drivers. He works 2
trucks 2 days and 1 truck 2 days. He collects about 40 tons per month from 800 rural customers
and transports to Humboldt and Milan landfills, His route includes such rural areas as Frog Jump,
Brazil, Gibson Wells, Fruitland, Medina, Atwood, Cades, 1dlewild and also Skullbone. The fee for
each customer is $10.00 per month for once a week mail-box pickup.

V. SOLID WASTE PLAN

REFERRED TO AS “THE PLAN” HEREWITH:
PLANI.

DYERSBURG OPTS NOT TO ACCEPT REGIONAL WASTE AND RECYCLE, INC. IS
NOT ON LINE.
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During Phase I of the plan the counties in the region do not have the advantage of the use of the
landfill at Dyersburg or the recycling center at Humboldt. Under Phase I the counties continue to
use the private haulers as they are currently set-up except that the private haulers are educated
about the regional goals of a 25% reduction by January 1, 1995 and plans are set up for the
removal of recyclables through either source reduction in the case of industry or by using other
facilities to sort the waste at some designated recycling facility. Also, diversion of yard wastes to a
proper landfill is instituted by the tri-county region through the use of private haulers. Educational
programs (especially for industry ) are set up for the purpose of making the public aware of the
need to recycle. ‘

ALL COUNTIES IN THE REGION

Recycling and Reduction :  All counties under the plan must initiate and maintain facilities to
accept mixed recyclables. Private haulers will be used to pick-up on a regular basis, yard wastes
that then will be diverted to a class IIT or IV landfill either in the region or outside of the region.
Public hearings will set up in order to educate the public on the need to recycle and how to separate
the different items. In addition all three counties will be required to provide service to at least 90%
of the population either through mail-box pick-up or through convenience centers. Billing for the
service will be handled through the utility companies where possible.

PLAN IL

SHOULD ANY OR ALL OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS BECOME VIABLE , THE
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE BOARD WOULD THEN INITIATE THE APPROPRIATE
OPTION(S) IN PHASE II OF THE PLAN

OPTION NO. 1

RECYCLE CENTER IN HUMBOLDT REOPENS BUT DYERSBURG LANDFILL OPTS
NOT TO BE REGIONAL LANDFILL.

Gibson County imposes flow control in order to divert all waste in Gibson County ( with the
exception of Kenton) to the recycling center at Humboldt. Waste that is unable to be recycled at
the center and must be transported to somewhere else is bid to local haulers and lowest bid is
taken. Crockett and Dyer Counties are required to get a price for hauling waste to Humboldt to the
recycling center but may option to send waste elsewhere if and only if price is not competitive.
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OPTION NO. 2

DYERSBURG LANDFILL OPTS TO BE REGIONAL LANDFILL ; HUMBOLDT
RECYCLING CENTER DOES NOT REOPEN.

When Dyersburg city landfill elects to become regional landfill, Dyer County can impose flow
control for Dyer County. Crockett and Gibson counties are required to solicit a price for the
hauling of all waste in their counties to Dyersburg landfill but may option to do otherwise if price
is not competitive. If price is competitive all waste must be diverted to Dyersburg landfill through
regional flow-control.

OPTION NO. 3

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL OPTS TO BECOME REGIONAL LANDFILL AND
HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER REOPENS.

Under this option Dyersburg city landfill becomes the regional landfill and Humboldt Recycling
center reopens to accept all waste from Gibson County and elsewhere. Flow control is imposed for
all of Dyer County to send waste to Dyersburg Landfill and likewise Gibson County imposes flow
control over Gibson county to send all waste to the recycling center at Humboldt {except Kenton).
Crockett County is required to get a price to send its waste to Humboldt recycling but may elect to
do otherwise if the price is not competitive and if recycling efforts in the county without the use of
the recycling facility at Humboldt are acceptable. Non-recyclable waste from the recycling center
at Humboldt will be hauled to the Dyersburg City landfill if the price is competitive. Dyer County
will set up recycling collection centers to collect recyclables to be sent to Humboldt if the price for
hauling is competitive.

ALL COUNTIES IN THE REGION

Recycling and Reduction:  All counties under the plan must initiate and maintain facilities to
accept mixed recyclables. Private haulers will be used to pick-up on a regular basis, yard wastes
that then will be diverted to a class III or IV landfill either in the region or outside of the region.
Public hearings will set up in order to educate the public on the need to recycle and how to separate
the different items . In addition ail three counties will be required to provide service to at least 90%
of the population either through mail-box pick-up or through convenience centers. Billing for the
service will be handled through the utility companies where possible.
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VI,

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE:

e March 1, 1994 Annual Progress Reports from regions are due
e December 31, 1994 Whole waste tires will no longer be accepted for landfilling

e January 1, 1995 Site to accept and store whole waste tires, used automotive
' fluids/oils, and lead-acid batteries must be established,

e January 1, 1995 Solid waste collection and disposal system must be available in
each county
e March 1, 1995 Annual Progress Reports from regions are due

¢ December 31, 1995 Requirements for 25% waste reduction becomes effective

e January 1, 1996 Collection sites for recyclable materials must be established

ESTIMATED 10 YEAR COSTS

Detailed estimated costs for the implementation of the proposed plan are included in
Chapter X1 since the system to be used includes only the use of existing features such as
the existing landfills in and around the region and the recycling center at Humboldt.
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VIL

PROPOSED ALLOCATION OF RESPONSIBILITY AMONG LOCAL
GOVERNMENTS AND THE PRIVATE SECTOR

REGIONAL AUTHORITY

e Oversee [mplementation of Plan

» Annual Reviews and Adjustments of Plan as Needed for Next Ten Years
» Resource for Regional Education and Grant Applications

» Monitor the 25% Reduction Goal

e Technical Assistance to Private and Public Officials

e Research and Data Maintenance Program.

LOCAL (COUNTY/MUNICIPALITIES) GOVERNMENT

= Adopt Materials Approvals to Solid Waste Thereby Reducing Through Education of
Public Officials and the General Public, the Quantity and Toxicity of the Waste
Requiring Disposal

¢ Establish Recychling Collection Centers

o Establish Collection Systems for 90 Per Cent of the Residences in the Region

PRIVATE SECTOR
« Maintain Services Provided Including Collection Abilities and Disposal Capabilities

¢ Maintain Accurate Records of Cost for Collection and Disposal As Well As Records of
Quantitics and Composition of Waste Stream.

+ Meet with Board on Regular Basis to Review Ten Year Plan and Offer Suggestions and
Comments.
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- Water Standard, Appendix I of Rufe 1200-1-7-.04 for

I : REGULATIONS } Ground Water Monitoring, and Appendix II of Rule

Amendments Proposed to Solid Waste
Processing and Disposal Rules

The Division of Solid Waste Management and the
Division of Solid Waste Assistance have announced
that public hearings will be held on proposed amend-
ments to the Solid Waste Processing and Disposal reg-
ulations. The “Informative Summary of the Proposed
‘Rules” issued by these divisions states:

(1) This rulemaking includes multiple and various
amendments to Rule Chapter 1200-1-7, Regulations
Governing Solid Waste Processing and Disposal Facil-
ities in Tennessee. Most of these amendments are pro-
posed in response to the final regulations that were
published in the Federal Register by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on October 9,
1991 (40 CFR Parts 257 and 258, Solid Waste Disposal
Facility Criteria; Final Rule). They include certain tech-
nical corrections, changing and adding definitions,
housekeeping amendments, clarifications, reference
changes, typos and other corrections and additions
deemed necessary. -

(2) Existing definitions have been changed and
additional definitions incorporated as needed to be
consistent with the 40 CFR Parts 257 and 258. Location
restrictions have been added and changed to address
airports, fault areas, seismic impact zones, and unsta-

" ble areas. Operating criteria have been clarified in

regard to access roads. Design criteria have been
changed to reflect 40 CFR Parts 257 and 258 in regard
to liner standards, final cover equivalent to the liner,
and groundwater monitoring, which includes two (2)
proposals for consideration (Detection, Assessment,
Selection Remedy and Corrective Action). Closure/
Post Closure care and Financial Assurance sections
have been changed to reflect current standards.

(3} Also included are amendments to Appendix I
of Rule 1200-1-7-.01 of the National Primary Drinking

12-1-7-.04 for Hazardous Constituents. New proposed
Rules 1200-1-7-.09 (State Waste Reduction Goal) and
Rule 1200-1-7-.10 (Municipal Solid Waste Collection
and Disposal Systems - Convenience Centers).

Proposed new Rule 1200-1-7-.09 establishes a goal.

of reducing by 25% the amount of solid waste dis-

posed of at municipal solid waste disposal facilities
and incinerators by the end of 1995. The goal applies
to each municipal solid waste region. Acceptable
waste reduction methods include diversion from a
Class I to a Class il or IV disposal facility, composting,
recycling, source reduction, problem waste removal,
and mulching. Methods and practices that will not be
counted toward the reduction plan are incineration,
production of unmarketed compost and recyclables,
and illegal or unauthorized storage or disposal of
municipal solid waste. The goal applies only to waste
that has been going to Class I landfills and municipal
solid waste incinerators. Sanctions for failure to
achieve the goal include loss of eligibility for Solid
Waste Management Fund grants and civil penalties.

Proposed new Rule 1200-1-7-.10 establishes a min-
imum level of service that every county must offer to
assure that all residents are provided with collection
and disposal service. A county can meet the minimum _
requirement by providing sufficient household collec-
tion or by operating the requisite number of con-
venience centers containing receptacles open to the
public. The household collection requirement is met
when at least 90% of all residents are provided with
household collection. The convenience center require-
ment is met by establishing one or more centers,
depending upon the number of either square miles or
residents in the county. A county may also meet the
rule’s requirements through approval by the
Tennessee Department of Environment and Conserva-
tion (“TDEC”) of an alternative system providing a
higher level of service than the convenience centers.

o v,
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CHAPTER ONE: DESCRIPTION OF THE MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE REGION

A,

General Description

L.

The Crockett-Dyer-Gibson Solid Waste Regional Management Board is
represented by the following counties and incorporated municipalities:

Crockett County

s Alamo

¢ Bells

» Friendship
» Maury City
® Gadsden

Dyer County

s Dyersburg
e Newbern

Gibson County

s Humboldt

+ Milan

e Trenton

» Rutherford

» Kenton (petition signed to be considered in Obion County)
» Bradford

The tri-county region covers a total of 1402.6 square miles as shown on the map
attached. The breakdown of size is as follows:

o Crockett County 268.0 square miles
¢ Dyer County 528.6 square mules
* Gibson County 606.0 square miles

The region is bounded on the west by the Mississippi River, on the south partially
by the Forked Deer River, and on the north and west by imagining grid lines. The
region is primarily a rural area with agriculture comprising approximately 5% of
the employment. Manufacturing comiprises approximately 50% of the
employment. The area is criss-crossed with state highways and one interstate, I-
155 from Dyersburg to I-55. There is an ample network of roadway for the
transportation of local wastes.



| CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DESCRIPTION OF MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE REGION
SUBJECT: RATIONALE FOR REGION FORMATION

COUNTIES: CROCKETT, DYER, GIBSON

In August 1992, at the Regional Assembly for the nine counties
comprising the Northwest Tennessee Development District, the Solid
Waste Management Region of Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson counties

. was formed.

These three counties adopted this specific multi-county regional
formation for several reasons:

1. Mutual county-wide objectives toward the creation of a professional
and dedicated solid waste management system.

2. A prior working relationship between county officials that would
ensure prudent solid waste management decisions.

3. Contiguous geographic locations.

4. Shared resources.



i
i
i
H
i
H
i

TOPIC:
SUBJECT:

COUNTIES:
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON

REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

DESCRIPTION OF MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE REGION
INSTITUTIONAL STRUCTURE OF ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD

ALL

The Solid Waste Management Regional Advisory Board for the three(3)
counties of Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson consists of fifteen (15) voting
members. These individuals, who have a mutual interest in the
creation of professional and dedicated solid waste management
systems throughout their respective counties, represent a wide range
of political, professional, business, and community leaders.

The counties of Dyer and Gibson are represented by six (6) voting
board members each, and Crockett county has three (3) members,
for the maximum number of voting members allowable by the state of
Tennessee.

The Advisory Board was formed to foster the creation of a Solid
Waste Management Plan for each county, designed to educate
government officials and the public on how they expect to meet
specific solid waste management goals.

Once a final solid waste management plan is agreed upon by the
advisory board, each county will be apprised of the plan by its
contingents to the board. This will be achieved by educating the
county commissioner and aldermen, who in turn, will approve the plan,
possibly based on some modifications tailored to suit the unique
features of each community.



SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY

1994 MEMBERS

MICHAEL STOOKSBERRY

UT-CTAS SOLID WASTE CONSULTANT
P.O. BOX 100, ROOM 202, CLEMENT HALL
UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE, MARTIN
MARTIN, TN 38238

BILLY J. BETHEL

SOLID WASTE PLANNER

NORTHWEST TENNESSEE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
P.O. BOX 963

123 WELDON DRIVE

MARTIN, TN 38237

GIBSON COUNTY

*BILLY D, WEST
61 GANNRD
MILAN, TN

*W.L. FARRIS
3247 EAST END DR..
HUMBOLDT, TN

RON RILEY, COUNTY EXECUTIVE
GIBSON COUNTY COURTHOUSE
TRENTON, TN 38382

*CLYDE BIRMINGHAM
316 W. 10TH STREET
TRENTON, TN 38382

*ERNEST R. POUNDS
228 W. MAIN
BRADFORD, TN 38316

MAYOR MARTHA HAWKS
HUMBOLDT CITY HALL
1421 OSBORNE
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343

*JAMES H. STEVENS
306 W. BROAD ST.
DYER, TN 38330

*JOHN LEONARD

1% FORKED OAKS LANE
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343

*Voting Member

(901) 587-707T W -

(901) 587-4213 W
901) 587-4587 FAX

(901) 686-3774

{901) 784-2144

(901) 855-7613
(901) 855-7650 F

(901) 855-9563 W
(901) 855-2013 H

{(901) 742-2960

(901) 784-2511W

(901) 692-2476 W
(901) 692-3015 H

(901) 784-5576 W
(901) 784- 7280 F



SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY

1994 MEMBERS (CONT’D)

PAGE 2

*STEVE SCOFIELD, CHAIRMAN - 1994

P.O. BOX 441
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

DON DILLS, COUNTY EXECUTIVE

P.O. BOX 1360
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

*TOM BURGESS, DYERSBURG CITY ENGINEER

119 8. MILL AVENUE
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

*BOB JONES
P.O. BOX 667
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

*CYNTHIA MITCHELL
800 NORA DRIVE
NEWBERN, TN 38059

JERE T. KIRK - EX OFFICIO
BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

*JIM STARK
42 COLLEGE ST.
TRIMBLE, TN 38259

*MARIANNA WILLIAMS

706 SAMPSON AVE,
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

*Voting Member

DYER COUNTY

(901) 285-5074
(901) 285-5089

(901) 286-7800 W
(901) 286-6462 F

(901) 286-7630 W
(901) 285-2859 H

(901) 286-3365 W
(901) 285-2647 H

(901) 627-2961 H

(901) 285-8188 W or 225-1088 M
(901) 285-9598

(901) 297-5188 H
(901) 728-1222 P

(901) 285-5074 W
(901) 285-1548



SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY
1994 MEMBERS (CONT’D)
PAGE 3

CROCKETT COUNTY

*MAYOR TOMMY GREEN
P.0. BOX 1
ALAMO, TN {1} (901) 696-4515 W

JIM JERMAN, COUNTY EXECUTIVE
COURTHOUSE SQUARE
ALAMO, TN 38001 (901) 696-5460 W

*TONY COLE
P.O. BOX 420
GADSDEN, TN 38337 ' ‘ : (901) 784-0702 W

*HAROLD PARK o |
P.0. BOX 286, RFD #2  (901) 677-2520 W
FRIENDSHIP, TN (901) 677-2785 H

" *Voting Member
{1} Voted Vice Chairman, 6/21/94



Cntormpe d-D"é o LD Wz /gvmo

Chairman

(w)
(h)
V. Chairman '
Sec/Treas
(h)
{h)
Beeper
(h)
{(w)

v Bob Jones Ny 54;%/

SOLID WASTE REGICNAL BOARD

P.O. Box 667
Dyersburg, TN 38024
2B6~3365

285-2647

Kenneth Cannon
Box 233
Christmasville Rd.
Trenton, TN 38382

v/ Grace Desnoyers

524 Edwards St.
Newbern, TN 38059
627-93482

Herman Newell

2509 Mape St.
Humboldt, TN 38343
784-6845

Jim Stark

42 College St.
Trimble, TN 38259
1-728-1222
297-5188

Tommy Green

P.0. Box 1
Alamo, TN 38001
626-4515

Tony Cole

P.0O. Box 420
Gadsden, TN 38337
784-0702

Harold Park

P.O. Box 286 RFD #2
Friendship, TN 38034
677-2520

677-2785



tfax

fax

Michael Stooksberry

UT~’I'RS Soelid Waste Couszultant
P.O. Box 100, RM 202 cClement Hall
University of Tennessee at Martin
Martin, TN 38238

587-7077

Billy J. Bethel

Solid Wagte Flanner

Northwest TN Development District
F.0O. Bux 963

123 Weldon Dv.

Martin, TN 238237

587-4213

587--4587

Jess Pritchard

sentral Ave.

Humboldt Municipal Bldg.
Humboldt, TN 38343

Ron Riley \
County Executive uqmj
Gibson County Courthouse
Trenton, TN 38382

855-7613

855-7650

Jim Jerman

County Executive
Courthouse Sguare
Alamo, TN 38001
696-5460

v bon Dills

County Executive
F.O. Box 1360

Dyerburyg, TH 38024

285-7800
286-6462

il A



S~

o=

office/mail

home/mail

(w)

Matrianna Williams
706 Sampson Ave.
Dyersburg, TN 38024
285-5074

285-1548

Billie Don West
2041 College
Milan, TN
686~1611
68€6-3774

James H. Stevens
304 Eroad St,
Dyer, TN 38330
692-3015
692-2476

Tom Burgess

Dyersburg City Enginee:
112 5. Mill Ave,
Dyersburg, TN 38021
11722 ¥ellow Twig lane
Dy=raburg, TN 38024
286-7630

285-2859

G Ml

'y Lommissijouet
247, e .
ons TH 3838 yd

2872

Jete T. Kirk

Box 1188

Dyersburg, TN 38024
285-8188

285-9598

Clyde Bitmingham
309 8. College St,
Trenteon, TN 38382
855-9082

855-2013

y/éteVe Scofield

F.0., Box 441
Dyersburg, TN 38024
285-5074
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS
SUBJECT: POPULATION vs LAND AREA

COUNTY: ALL

TABLE I-1

1 CROCKETT 268 12,500 48.13
DYER 528.8 40,381 76.39
GIBSON 606 45,467 75.03

POPULATION VS LAND AREA

700

600 |-

500

400

300 —

200

160

CROCKETT
Il AREA (SQ ML)

CHART CDGAL.WK?
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID-WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
TOPIC:
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS
SUBJECT: REGIONAL POPULATION BY SEX AND AGE

COUNTY: CROCKETT

04 809 6 413 51 396 49
617 2,332 18 1,189 51 1,142 49
18-44 4,738 37 2,389 50 2,369 50
4564 2,571 20 1,208 47 1,362 §3
65+ 2,450 19 856 39 1,495 61

COUNTY POPULATION BY SEX AND AGE

" Thousands
(¥ )
T

2
]

0 Iy R
0-4 5-17 18-44 45-64 65+

I TOTAL POPULATION




TOPIC:

REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON

DEMOGRAPHICS

SUBJECT: REGIONAL POPULATION BY SEX AND AGE

COUNTY: DYER

04 2,695 7 1,320 49 1,374 51

5-17 7,625 19 3,889 51 3,736 49
18-44 16,138 40 7,908 43 8,230 61
45-64 7,890 20 3,787 48 4,103 52

65+ 6,034 18 2,293 38 3,741 62

20

15

Thousands
o

0

COUNTY POPULATION BY SEX AND AGE




CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
|REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS
SUBJECT: REGIONAL POPULATION BY SEX AND AGE

COUNTY:

GIBSON

TABLE 1-3C

0-4 2,798 ] 1,455 52 1,343 48
517 8,051 18 4,106 51 3,945 49
18-44 16,668 37 8,167 49 8,501 51
45-64 9,580 21 4,411 46 5,179 54
65+ 8,360 18 3,260 39 5,100 52

COUNTY POPULATION BY SEX AND AGE

20

15

Thousands
=

65+







CHAPTER TWO: ANALYSIS OF THE CURRENT SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
SYSTEM FOR THE REGION

A. General Description

The Crockett-Dyer-Gibson Solid Waste Region is served by two major haulers. Barker Brothers,
Inc. from Troy, Tennessee in Obion County, just north of this region, collects almost all the rural
solid waste for the county of Dyer: Most of the solid waste for the municipalities and the rural
areas for Gibson County. Waste Management of Jackson, Tenncssee collects almost all of the
solid waste in Crockett County and hauls it to Jere Kirk’s landfill, outside of Dyersburg. In
addition, Pete Bullington of Medina collects waste in Gibson County in the rural areas and
transports it to the Milan, Tennessee landfill. There is an incinerator in Trenton, Tennessee run by
Clyde Birmingham and another one in Humboldt that has been closed down temporarily. The City
of Dyersburg currently collects its own waste and transports it to the city-owned landfill located
just south of the City. Dyersburg also has an incincrator that was closed in 1990.. The City of
Newbem in Dyer County collects its own waste and haulers it to the landfill outside the city. This
particular landfill will be closing in 1996. In Dyer County Barker Brothers, Inc. Also collects for
the City of Trimble which is right on the Obion County line. The City of Kenton which is divided
by Obion County and Gibson County lines chose to be m another region, therefore they are not
considered in this plan, Attached is a full size drawing showing the flow as described above, along
with pertinent information for each municipality and county. The map shows approximate service
boundaries for convenience centers, convenience centers locations, permitted class 1 landfills,
incinerators, processing centers and the different types of collections that are given throughout th
region.

B. Strengths and Weaknesses of the Existing System

During the evaluation of the quantity, variety and quality of solid waste collection and of the
treatment and type of disposal facilities and services and programs provided to the citizens in the
region, the following items were noted:

1. There appears to be at the present time adequate disposal facilities to
accommodate the region’s solid waste generation and for the next ten
years. This will be handled by the landfills either in the region near Dyersburg or
the landfills that are immediately outside the region such as Barker Brothers,
Inc. or Waste Management, Inc. to the south. In addition, there arc a number of
private haulers already in the systems that are presently set up for the collection
and transportation for the different solid waste regions which would accommodate
the growth trends for the next decade.

2, The system appears to have adequate highway systems in order to transport the
solid waste to areas for disposal.



There seems to be a spirit of cooperation among the three counties as they plan for
the next ten years of solid waste management.

Some of the weaknesses that were seen in the current system are as follows.

a,

Currently the rural areas of Dyer County and Gibson County are only
experiencing a 20 - 40% collection rate on the residences in these areas.

The recycling center at Humboldt has temporarily closed, which could, if
reopened, facilitate much of the recycling program that the region has in mind and
accommodate some of the haulers in the area as a transfer station.

The fact that there will be some landfills closing in 1996 and the fact that some
landfills will go to a Sub-title D and incur the associated enormous expense of
upgrading the landfill could cause private haulers in the area to raise their rates to
a prospective captive clientele,

Due to the fact that the landfills that exist in Dyer County, run by the City of
Dyersburg, has not opted to receive waste from other counties could cause
problems of finance for this particular landfill if a Sub-title D landfill is
constructed.

The West Tennessee Landfill could become the only privately owned landfill
within the Crockett-Dyer-Gibson region and the potential for raising the tipping
fee rates could be imposed.

C. Requirements/Regulations

The Crockett-Dyer-Gibson region has developed a plan to manage nmunicipal solid waste in the
region, planning for a ten year disposal capacity and plans for a twenty-five percent (25%)
reduction in the amount of solid waste entering landfills and incinerators in the region, by weight
on a per capita basis, by December 31,1995, In addition, the Act requires new balefil] inspection
and manifest system regulations to prevent disposal of hazardous waste hidden in bales of waste
originating from baling facilities other than those regulation by the Tennessee Department of
Environment and Conservation.



Additionally, a flow control authority may be established once a district’s solid waste region plan is
approved by the State planning office (Section 13) which may:

1. Regulate the flow of collected municipal solid waste within the region if it can
demonstrate the necessity of such flow control. (Section 13(b)(1)(A)) However,
the region’s counties, cities and solid waste authoritics must use existing facilities
(public or private) that are environmentally sound, cost effective and have
adequate capacity before mandating disposal of the region’s waste at another
facility.

2, Restrict access of waste generated outside the region to any landfills and
incinerators located within the region which dispose of municipal solid waste.
(Section 13(b)}(1)(B)) Exception: the region may not impair contractual
obligations entered into prior to approval of the region’s plan. If a facility within
a region has accepted waste from a specific source outside the region prior to
July 1, 1991, the region may not prohibit that facility from continuing to accept
waste from that source, unless the facility’s acceptance of that waste significantly
impairs the region’s ability to effectuate the plan.

The region must approve any application for a permit to own and/or operate a solid waste disposal
facility or incinerator within the region consistent with the region’s disposal needs before the
Commissioner may issue a permit. {Section 13 (D)) However, the region may reject an
application for a new or expansion of an existing solid waste disposal facility or incinerator within
the region if it can determine that the application is inconsistent with the Solid Waste Management
Plan. (Section 13(b){(2)(B))

Effective January 1, 1995, each county in this region shall assure that one or more municipal solid
waste collection and disposal systems are available to meet the needs of the residents of the county.
The minimum level of service that the county shall assure is a system consisting of a network of
convenience centers throughout the county. (Section 21(a)) For example, if there are private
haulers providing house-to-house collection services within an area, this level of service would
exceed the level of service of convenience centers as required by regulation. From funds available
in the Solid Waste Management Fund, the State Planning Office shall offer matching grant
assistance to counties for the purpose of establishing or upgrading convenience centers required by
this act. (Section 21(d))

Transporters of municipal solid waste collected and/or to be disposed of in Tennessee shall register
with the department and shall register annually thereafter, (Section 22) However, transporters of
less than (5} cubic yards are exempt from these requirements.

Annually the region shall submit an annual report to the State Planning Office for the immediately
preceding calendar year on implementation of the region plan, solid waste collection,



recycling, transportation, disposal costs, etc. (Section 49(a)(b)). (Section 19) In addition, the
State Planning Office shall award annual plan maintenance grants to development districts in order
to assist in revising data and maintaining district needs assessments, and assisting counties within
the district. (Section 19) The State Planning Office shall also award planning assistance grants to
each county or solid waste region in order to assist such counties or regions in developing and

maintaining regional plans.






CHAPTER TWELVE: FLOW CONTROL AND PERMIT APPLICATION REVIEW

Pursuant to Chapter Twelve of the “Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal Solid Waste
Regional Plan” for a multi-county region the following responsibilities have been assigned for
implementing the specific elements of the plan.

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE:

Date

e July 1, 1994

* December 31, 1994

e January 1, 1995

e January 1, 1995

s March 1, 1995

» December 31, 1995

o January 1, 1996

¢ March 1, 1996

» March 1, 1997

s March 1, 1998

Activi
Plan submitted to State for review

Whole waste tires will no longer be
accepted for landfilling

Site to accept and store whole waste

tires, used automotive fluids/oils

and lead-acid batteries must be
established

Solid waste collection and disposal system
must be available in each county

Annual Progress Reports from regions

are due

Requirements for 25% waste reduction
becomes effective

Collection sites for recyclable materials
must be established
Annual Report due

Annual Report due

Annual Report due

Responsible
Party

Consultant

Individual Landfill
Owners

Each County
Authority

Regional Board and
cach Individual County
Authority

Consultant and Regional
Board

Regional Board

Individual County
Authorities

Regional Board and
Consultant

Regional Board and
Consultant

Regional Board and
Consultant



e March I, 1999 Annual Report due Regional Board and
Consultant

e March 1, 2000 Amnual Report due Regional Board and
Consultant

» March 1, 2001 Annual Report due Regional Board and
Consultant

e March 1, 2002 Annual Report due Regional Board and
Consultant

s March 1, 2003 Annual Report due Regional Board and

Consultant

The Solid Waste Regional Administrative Board has been adopted and approved “The Plan” as
stated in Chapter IX along with all three county commissions. The relevant signed documents are
enclosed under Appendix A.
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THE COMMERCIAL APPEAL

MEMPHIS, TUESDAY, MAY 17, 1994

Supreme Court overturns

trash {flow control’ law

From Our Press Sarvices

WASHINGTON — The Su-
preme Court Monday struck
down a New York town's ordi-
nance requiring private haulers
to take trash to a city-owned pro-
cessing plant.

The 83 ruling deals a.setback
to  municipalities that have
sought to finance costly trash-
handling facilities by forcing
haulers to take all their garbage
to the plants. Haulers say they
can often save money by s ip-
ping wrash to other states or mu-
nicipalities,

Two years ago, the court said
states and counties cannot re-
fuse to accept out-of-town trash
or hazardous waste by imposing
laws or special fees. Monday’s
decision also makes clear that
cities cannot use laws to retain

ENVIRONMENTAL -

STRUCTURAL -

trash that could otherwise be
shipped elsewhere.

In both instances, the justices
said waste-control measures dis-
criminate against the free-flow
of interstate commerce.

At least 26 states allow munici-
palities to adopt "flow control”
ordinances that restrjct ship-
ments of solid waste. These mea-
sures have been particularly
popular in the Northeast, where
local governments have built re-
cycling or trash burning plants
as an alternative to landfills. Of-
ten, the financing of these
plants is based on a guaranteed
flow of trash. Memphis does not
have such an ordinance.

The case arose in 1991 when a
private hauler was caught try-
Ing to sneak out of town with a
truckload of trash. The city of
Clarkstown, N.Y.. charged $81
per ton at its facility. The hauler,

C & A Carbone, said it could save
money by shipping the trash to
landfills as far away as Indiana,
Ilinois or West Virginia.

In other action Monday, the
court:

B Ruled unanimously in a case
from West Virginia and North
Carolina that people convicted
of serious federal crimes cannot
regain the right to possess guns
through state procedures.

W Refused to block Chicago,
and by extension all other cities
as well, from requiring news.
stand owners to get permits or
remove their businesses from
public property.

8 Said it will decide whether '

New York or New Jersey gets to
claim Ellis Island, once the na-
tion’s major immigration
gateway, as a home-state attrac.
tion.

rJ
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APPENDIX A: LEGAL DOCUMENTATION AND ORGANIZATION OF THE REGION

Enclosed are the necessary legal documents for the following:

1, A certified copy of the Resolution establishing the Region, adopted by each county
commission

2. A ljst of Regional Board Members, the jurisdiction each represents, and terms of office.
(included in Chapter One)

3. A copy of the appointment letter for each member for a record of the confirmation of each

board member by the appropriate bodies.

4, Letters signed by the appropriate County Executive and Mayor certifying that each
jurisdiction has complied with the financial accounting requirements of TCA
Section 68-31-874 (the names of the special revenue funds should be inchuded)
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RESOLUT{ON CREATING GIBSON, DYER, AND CROCKETT COUNTIES,
MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE i
PLANNING REGION | ‘o

« &/ e WHEREAS,%*Eaadoption of the Subtitle D landfill regulétiohé by the
‘United. States EAlronmental Protection Agency and companion regulations

adopted by the Tennessee Solid Waste Control Board will impact on both the
cost and method of disposal of municipal solid waste; and * '

WHERBAS, at the urging and support of a coalition of local goverrment.,
envirohmental, commercial and industrial leaders, the 97tk Tennesszee General
Assenbly enacted T.C.B. § 68-211-801 et seq. titled "Solid Waste Management -
Act of 1991"; and R o '

: WHEREAS, with the view that better planning for solid waste will help
control the additional cost that will be imposed by the new landfill:
regulations, help protect the envirorment, provide and improve solid . waste
management system, better utilize our natural resources, and promote the
€education of the citizens of Tennessee in the areas of solid waste management
including the need for and desirability of reduction and minimization of

. solid waste, local ‘governments in Tennessee supported and worked. for the

passage of this act; and

WHEREAS, one of the stated public policies of this Act isitoﬁinstitute
and maintain a conprehensive, integrated, statewide program for solid wastae
management; and ' ‘ -

. WHEREAS, as per T.C.A., § 68-211-881, the nine development districts
in the State of Tennessee have corpleted a district needs assessment which
are inventories of the solid waste systems in Tennassee; and '

WHEREAS, Gibson County's Board of County Commissioners has given
Consideration to the needs assessment prepared by the Northwest Tennesses
Developrent District; and :

WHEREAS, T.C.A., § 68-211-813, requires that counties in the'State of
Tennessee form municipal solid waste regions no later than December 12,
1992; and ' ‘

WHEREAS, tha Act's stated preference in the formation of multi-county
regions with counties having the option of forming single or multi-county
municipal solid waste regions; and '

WHEREAS, the State of Tennessee will provide grant nonies of varying
amounts to single county, two county, and three or more county tunicipal
solid waste regions to assist these regions in developing their municipal
solid waste regions plans; and : : o

WHEREAS, the primary and prevailing purpose of the municipal 'solid .,
waste regions are the preparation of municipal solid waste regions plans
which among other requirements must identify how each region will reduce
its solid waste disposal per capita by -twenty-five percent (25%) by .
Decenber 31, 1995,—and~a~planned-capacity"assurance-of“its"disposal—needST”‘ -
for a ten (10) year periced; and S

WHEREAS, the development of a municipal solid waste regional pién
that results in the most cost effective and efficient managenent of
‘municipal solid waste is in the best interest of the citizens of Gibsen
County. . S . o LTI
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution by the Boards of County .
Comrigsioners of Gibson County evidences and constitutes the agreement of
Gibson, Crockett, and Dyer Counties in the joint formation of a malti-county:-
minicipal waste region; and L S S

BE IT FURTHFR RESOLVED, that pursuant te T.C.A. § 68-211-813(b){1),
4 Munieipal Solid Wagte Region Board is hereby established to administer
the activities of this Region; and -

BE IT FURTHER RESCLVED, that this Municipal Solid Waste Region Board
shall be composed of (odd number between S and 15) members; and '

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to T.C.A. § 68-211-813(b}(1), ',
and as part of the participating counties' agreement, as evidenced and i
constituted by this Resolution, the Municipal Selid Waste Region Board
shall be composed of the following number of members representing Gibson
County and, in the instance of a City or Town which collects or provides
disposal services through its own initiatives or by contract;

Gibson County Commission _1 Member
City of Milan - _1  Member
City of Humboldt "1 Member
City of Trenton _1  Meamber
Hurbaldt Recycling __ Member
Small Cities Rep. _1 Member

(Medina, Bradford, Dyer,
Rutherford, and Kenton)

In addition to these members fram Gibson County, Dyer County will
have six members and Crockett County will have three members, which
will represent their county, cities, or towns, This will make a
total of fifteen mepbers as the Regional Board.

BE 1T FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Municipal Solid Waste Region Board
merbers shall be appbinted by the County Ixecutive of the respective county -
the member shall represent and by the Mayor of the respective city or town
the member shall represent and, that the member so appointed, shall be
approved by the respective Board of County Commissioners and municipal
governing bodies; and . ' )

BE IT FURTHER RESCLVED, that the members of the Board of the
Municipal Solid Waste Region shall serve a six year term except that, as |

- pursuvant to T.C.A, § 68-211-813 {b)(1) and as part of the participating

counties agreement as ¢videnced by this Resolution, the following shall

be the initial terms of office: 1 member representing Small Cities and

1 member representing City of Trenton for a two year term, 1 member
representing City of Milan and 1 menber representing Gibson County '
Cormission for a fowr year term, 1 member representing Humboldt Recycling .
and 1 mavber representing City of Humkboldt for a six vear term; and o

. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Municipal Solid Waste Region Board
shall have all powers and duties as granted it by T.C.A. § 68-211-813 et :
seq. and, as part of the participation counties agreement as evidenced by
this Resolution, it shall have the additional rights and is empowered +o
ntilize existing governmental personnel, services, facilities, and records
of the counties which are a party to this agreement evidenced by this

+.Resolution, and to employ or contact with persons, private consulting firms,

and/or governmental, quasi-governmental, and public entities and agencies
in- the performance of its duty to cause & mnicipal solid waste region plan
to be preduced; and

BE IT FURTHER RESCLVED, that at the Municipal Solid Waste Region
Board's initial organization meeting it shall select from its mambers a
chair, vice-chair, and secretary and shall cause the establishment of a
nunicipal solid waste advisory comittee whose membership shall be chosen
by the Board and whose duties are to assist and advise the Board; and




- Attest: | -

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Municipal Solid Waste Region Boaxd,
in furtherance of its duty to produce a municipal solid waste regicn plar
is authorized to apply for and receive funds fiom the State of Tennessee,
the federal govermment, tha counties and municipalities that aré within th
Region, and donations and grants from private’; corporations and’ fourdations;:

EE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Municipal Solid Waste Region Board,

will strive to coalesce with other municipal solid waste regions, to maximize’
collection, recycling and disposal of solid wagte; and - .o ol

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Municipal Solid Waste Region Board; |-

will plan in conjunction with other regions formed by Carrcll, Weakley, .. .-
Obion, Henry, Lake, and Benton Counties-of the Northwest Tennesgee - -~ .
Develogment District and counties contiguous torthe boundaries of the"
Northwest Tennessee Develomment District so as to encourage multi=county .-
planning and make possible later mergers of smaller regiong into largar . -
regions if so desired; and : IR e

. BE IT FURTHFR RESOLVED, that ‘upon the passage of this Resolition:
and at no later date than December 31, 1992, the County Clerk of Gibson _
shall transmit a copy of this Resolution to the Temhessee State Planning © -
Office, - = C L

RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF GIBSON COUNTY,
TEWNESSEE, thiz 9th day of November, 1992, the welfare of the citizens
of Gibson County reguiring it. ’ : ERCR

[ ;
Gibsch County Clexk U

Approved as to form:

Gibson County Attorney

Trundl }’%ﬁ%ﬂ* - -
e

LAt R




- minutes of this County chmiustun. . o

- RESOLUTION
SOLID WABTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR CROCKETT CDUNTY
BE IT RESOLVED:

That the Crockett County Commission, %eeting.in regular
session, Mareh 21, 1994, at 7:00 P.M,, does herchy approve

the Ten Year EBolid Waste Management Plan presanted by Amkow, -

Richardecn, and . Hargraves. Any’ changes or amandments to the

plan would have to be submitted before this Coynty cOmm;asion‘!‘f‘

for approval.

A description of tha Solid Waste Management Plan. will "
be attached to resclution, and shall be: entered 1nto theép

MOTION MADE BY: Sam Lewis

SECONDED BY: Phillip Lowery

VOTES FOR__ 21

VOTES  AGAINST: =3 Absent

COUNIY FOURT CLERK.

" NOBY.F. CAYES
", Crdekitt: Chunty: Glork -

Mmmahmm .—.wwoalJiaa

wm(zf‘w. L




DYER CQ.

. P :
' : o . PO
EXECUTIVE ID:901-286-5462 JUN 13°34 13120 NG.005 PUQLLL

RESQLUTION ‘ ‘
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR DYER COUNTY R

RE IT RESCLVED:

That the Dyer County Commission, meeting in regular
session, on April 11, 1994, at 7:00 p.m., dots herechy approve the
Ten Year Solid Waste Management Plan vresented by Askew, -
Richardson and Hargraves. Any changes or amendments to the plan
would have to be submitted before this County Commission. for
approval.

Management Plan wiilfbe
llibe entered into the minutes -

JAMES 0. MCCORD, CHR.

A description of the Solid Was
attached te the resolution, #nd s
of this County Commiscion.

R.

COMMISSIONER MOLLY WILLIAMS MADE A MOTION 10 ACCEPRT
COMMISSIONER JOL SWAFFORD SECONDED THIS MOTION.,
VOTING IN FAVOR TWENTY (20)

VOTING AGRINSGT, -Q-

b ————— b . - - ET i



fied Claas? 27 1Y
Diane Taylot, Clain

9GS, COMMITTEE | 7 / '
L A ww&__ D.C.

RESOLUTION :
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR GIBSON COUNTVV

That the Gibson County Commission, meeting in regular session,

Ma _, 1994, at 77 ew4y/ does hereby approve the Ten
Year Solid4Vaste Management Plan presented by Askew, Richardson,

and Hargraves. Any changes or amendments to the plan would have to
be submitted before this County Commission for approval.

A description of the Solid Wastc Management Plan will be attached |
to resolution, and shall be entered into the minutes of this County ‘

Comnussion.
MOTION MADE BY: _Com . Grover Poteet . Coum L Diane Tayior
T ty Clerk of Gibson Connty, .
the abeve d: heceby certity that
and forewaine :
SECONDED BY: Com. Coy Yergin - Wmun foregoing is a rye
€opy of the original,
‘ office b Minvge Boox </ |
VOTES FOR: 21 Page_______
T gy [3 19 9«
4 ABsent (--m""-' Taylor, Gle:t__-—
VOTES AGAINST: B £ bt Ot
’ nc

COUNTY EXECUTIVE

-------------------
-----------------------------
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ARH Consult. Engr.

STATE OF TENNESSEE
- DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
Division of Sclid Waste Assistance
L & C Tower, 14th Floor
401 Church Street
Nashville, TN 37243-04535

June 10, 1993

Mr. Robert C. Jones, Chairman

Regional Solid Waste Planning Board for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties

P. 0. Box 1360

Dyer County Courthouse

Dyersburg, TN 38024

RE: Grants for the Development of Solid Waste Plans
Dear Mr. Jones:

Upon consideration of the information in your application to our Division
and the approval of Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson county resolutions by the
State Planning Office, we are pleased to offer a grant of $60,000 to assist
in the development of your scolid waste management plan.

To accept this grant as the region's authorized representative, please sign
four (4) copies of the grant offer. The enclosed "Authorization Agreement
for Automatic Deposits (ACH Credits) Form should be completed by the
authorized representative of the designated fiscal agent. Both should be
returned to me at the address shown above.

We have also reviewed your contract with Askew Richardson Hargraves and
Associates and find it acceptable. You may submit a request for
reimbursement upon receipt of your executed planning grant. We will make
every effort to expedite its processing, however; this process may take up
to forth-five (45) days. We encourage you to make arrangements with your
-fisca& agent to.pay invoices when they are submitted to avoid incurring
late’ chafgeﬁﬂntfcther penalties, These funds may then be repaid when your
ireimbuxsemeﬂt is-vissued from the State.
S wEEY

If you have any quéStions or need assistance, please contact me at (615)
532-0087 : L

Sincerely,
Q-Kéthf;fawéges. Grants Analyst 3

.;Ggants Adminlstration Section

Y-._*;‘q«\-e

;HEnclosures

-u&v'

. RE



ASKEW
/.‘ RICHARDSON

HARGRAVES

& ASSOCIATES

June 14, 1994

Mr. Don Dills

County Executive

P.O. Box 1360
Dyersburg, TN 38024

RE: Information Required for Solid Waste Plan

Dear Don:

Pursuant to our last board meeting which was held in Alamo, TN (May, 1994), I am following up with
this letter as a reminder to you that the pian requires that certain legal documents and organizational
information is required and is included as part of the plan that is to be submitted July 1, 1994, This
information will be inserted under Appendix A of the planning guidelines of the plan. The information
required is as follows:

1. A certified copy of the Resolution establishing the Region, adopted by each county commission
2. A list of Regional Board Members, the jurisdiction each represents, and terms of office
3. A copy of the appointment letter for each member for a record of the confirmation of each board

member by the appropriate bodies.

4, A current list of officers of the Board.
5. A brief description of the Structure Role of the Regional Municipai Advisory Committee
6. Letters signed by the appropriate County Executive and Mayor certifying that each jurisdiction

has complied with the financial accounting requirements of TCA Section 68-31-874 (the names
of the special revenue funds should be inciuded)

This information is required before we can submit the plan. We would appreciate it if you could bring any
or all of the required information to the Board Meeting scheduled for 7:00 p.m. (immediately following
the Public Hearing at 6:00, Creckett County Courthouse, Alamo, TN). Please disregard any items which
do not apply to your office,

Sincerely,

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Mark W. Askew, P.E.

Managing Pariner
MWA/jh

CC: Mr. Ron Riley, County Executive, Gibson County
Mr, Jim Jerman, County Executive, Crockett Co.
Mr. Steve Scofield, Chairman, Solid Waste Mgmt Board

93jobs/93042/ridd.doc

ENVIRONMENTAL - STRUCTURAL - CIVIL + SURVEYING - LAND PLANNING
5909 SHELBY OAKS DRIVE + STE. 102 + MEMPHIS, TN 38134 ~ 901/372-0404 + FAX (901) 373-4002



*TATE OF TENNESSc.., «dGLUAR SESSION MEETING OF POiuw ur' COMMISSIONERS @

ENNESSEE, NOVEMBER 16, 1992 at 7:00 p.m.
e

8. SOLID WASTE RESOLUTION

The motion was made by Ccm'nissioner Sam Lewis that the Solid Waste resolution be

approved as read.

The motion was second by Commissioner . Rex Mehr.

MOTION CARRIED BY AYE VOTE

‘!'h.\l_if_dc:yu

BOBBY F. CATI-S
Crockett County Cleck

\

Atteat to be a Trne Copy

10 04

15/ 9

T/

S

| ATE NAY Pite
|. ﬂl“lm '
Ri, 2 Friendship, TH 3003 X
t, DBobby Lees MoDaniel
Rt, 2 Friendship, TX 3804 X
2, M n Brasfiel
Rt, 2 Priendkip, T 3003L X
!. v[iﬂm llruﬂoh X
nt‘ | _Priendship, TN 10603l
o ¥ Bpenoe ABSENT
Bt, fﬂu 319, Halls, TX 380@
+ Jaokie Fincher .
Rt, 3, Balls, T 38040, X
b, Richaxd Vaiker %
Bty 1, Fclendship, T8 3803
E. Donald Prescott X
Rb; 1, Alamo, TN 38001
+ Olen ¥Webb '
Rty 2, Alemo, TH 38001 X .
+ Davie Law Riddiok «
Re, 2 dlamo, TN 38001
E. DPrent porter
Rt omboldt, TH 3834 X
Philllp Lowery X
Rby 1 Gededen, TR 30137
7. Ron Mohundro X
215 ¥, FPaxk, Alamo, TH 35001 .
T, John Bohwerds
Aty 2, Alamo, TH 38001 ARSENT
F, Paul Vard %
125 8, Wanos, Alsmo, T8 38001
« oo ar X
0, Box 10, Alamo, T 138001
Ray Fermentsr
. 1909 Ray Perpentar Road, Beils, ™ 38006 X
§. Bam lavis
Bells, T8 138006 X
0, 0. Rex Mebr
Mells, z{ 16006 . ¥
0y Jerry Veile X
00 Honderson, BMelle, TH 138006
+ Narold Pearson X
!tl 1, Dells, ™ 18006
I. B ly Neal Webh
Rt, 1, Bells, T 38006 X
Serean. 8, hlts X
amm, : BLIEYA
!s Tony Oole
Rt, | Balem B4, Gadaden, TH 38337 X ! 15

27
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RESOLUTAON NO. 92
A RESOLUTION
CREATING DYER, GIBSON, AND CROCKETT COUNTIES
MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE PLANNING REGION

WHEREAS, the adoption of the Subtitle D landfill regulation by the
United States Environmental Protection Agency and companion regulations
adopted by the Tennessee Solid Waste Control Board will impact on both the
cost and method of disposal of municipal solid waste; and

WHEREAS, at the urging and support of a coalition of local government,
environmental, commercial and industrial leaders, the 97th Tennessee General
Assembly enacted T.C.A, §68-211-801 et seq., titled "Solid Waste Management
Act of 1991"; and

WHEREAS, with the view that better planning for solid waste will help
control the additional cost that will be imposed by the new landfill regulations,
help protect the environment, provide and improve solid waste management system,
better utilize our natural resources, and promote the education of the citizens
of Tennessee in the area of solid waste management inctuding the need for and
desirability of reduction and minimization of solid waste, 1n~al governments
in Tennessee supported and worked for the passage of this A t: and

WHEREAS, one of the stated public policies of this Act is to institute
and maintain a comprehensive, integrated, statewide program for solid waste
management; and

WHEREAS, as per T.C.A, §68-211-881, the nine development districts in the
State of Tennessee have completed a district needs assessment which are
inventories of the solid waste systems in Tennessee; and

WHEREAS, Crockett County's Board of County Commissioners has givén
consideration to the needs assessment' prepared by the Northwest Tennessee
Development District; and

WHEREAS, T.C.A. §68-221-813, requires that counties in the State of
Tennessee form municipal solid waste regions no later than December 12, 1992:
and :

WHEREAS, the Act's stated preference in the formation of multi-county
regions with counties having the option of forming single or multi-county
municipal selid waste regions; and

WHEREAS, the State of Tennessee will provide grant monies of varying
amounts to sifgle county, two county, and three or more county municipal solid
waste regions to assist these regions in developing their municipal solid waste
regions plans; and

WHEREAS, the primary and prevailing purpose of the municipal solid waste
regions are the preparation of municipal solid waste regions are the preparation
of municipal solid regions plans which among other requirements must identify
how each region will reduce its solid waste disposal per capita by twenty-five
percent (25%) by December 31, 1995, and a planned capacity assurance of its
disposal needs for a ten (10} year period; and

LY



WHEREAS, the development of a municipal solld waste regional plan that -

resuits in the most cost effective and efficient management of municipal
solid waste is in the best interest of the citizens of Crockett County.

NOW, THEREFQRE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Hoard of County Commissioners
of Crockett County, Tennessee, acting pursuant to T.C.A. §hB8-211-801 et seq.
that there is hereby established a Municipal Solid Waste Region for and by
Dyer, Gibson, and Crockett Counties, Tennessee; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that-this Resolution by the Boards of County

Commissioners of Dyer, Gibson, and Crockett Counties evidence and constitutes
the agreement of Dyer, Gibson, and Crockett Counties in the joint formation of

a multi-county municipal waste region: and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to T.C.A. §68-211-813 (b} (1), a
Municipal Solid Waste Region Board is hereby established to administer the
activities of this Region; and .

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Municipal Solid Waste Region Board
shall be composed of 15 members; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to T.C.A. §68-211-813 (b) (1),

and as part of ‘the participatlng counties agreement, as evidenced and constituted

by this Resolution, tha Municipal Solid Waste Region Board shall be composed
of the following number of members representing their respective County and
the Cities or Towns within that County which collects or provides disposal
services through its own initiatives or by contract:

Dyer County and the Cities or Towns of 6
Dyersburg, Newbern, and Trimble

Gibson County and the Cities or Towns of 6 fi

Bradford, Dyer, Humboidt, Kenton, Medina,
Milan, Rutherford, and Trenton

Crockett County and the Cities or Towns 3
of Alamo, Bells, Friendship, Gadsden,
and Maury City

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Municipal Solid Waste Region Board members
shall be appointed by the County Executive of the respective County the member

shall represent and by the Mayor of the respective city or town the member
shall represent, and that the member so appointed, shall be approved by the
respective Board of County Commissioners and municipal goverring bodies: and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the members of the Board of the Municipal
Solid Waste Region shall serve a six year term except that, as pursuant to

T.C.A. §68-211-813 (b) (1), and as part of that participating Counties agreement

as evidenced by this Resolution, the following shall be the initial terms of

office: two members representing Dyer County and the Cities or Towns of Dyershurg,

Newbern, and Trimble for a six (6) year term, two members representing Gibson

County and the Cities or Towns of Bradford, Dyer, Humboldt, Kenten, Medina,

Milan, Rutherford, and Trenton for a six (6) year term, one member representing
Crockett County and the Cities or Towns of Alamo, Bells, Friendship, Gadsden,

and Maury City for 2 six {6) year term, two members representing Dyer County
and the Cities or Towns of Dyersburg, Newbern, and Trimble for a four (4)

year term, two members representing Gibson County and the Citiss or Towns of
Bradford, Dyer, Humboldt, Kenton, Medina, Milan, Rutherford, and Trenton for

T

+
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a four (4) year term, one member representing Crockett County and the Cities or

Towns of Alamo, Bells, Friendship, Gadsden, and Maury City for a four (4) -
year term, two members representing Dyer County and the Cities or Towns of

Dyersburg, Newbern, and Trimble for a two {2) year term, two members representing .
Gibson County and the Citias or Towns of Bradford, Dyer, Humboldt, Kenton, :
Medina, Milan, Rutherford, and Trenton for a two {2) year term, one member

representing Crockeft County and the Cities or Towns of Alamo, Bells, Friendship,

Gadsden, and Maury City for a two {2) year term; and .

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Municipal Solid Waste Region Board shall
have all powers and duties as granted it by T.C.A. §68-211-813 et seq,, and, as
part of the participating counties agreement as evidenced by this Resolution,
it shall have the additional rights and is empowered to utilize existing
governmental personnel, services, facilities, and records of the counties
which are a party to this agreement evidenced by this Resolution, and to employ
or contact with persens, private consulting firms, and/or governmental, quasi-
governmentzl, and public entities and agencies in the performance of.its duty
to cause a municipal solid waste region plan to be produced; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that at the Municipal Solid Waste Region Board':
initial organization meeting it shall select from its membe~: a chair, vice-rhair,
and secretary and shall cause the establishment of a municipal solid waste
advisory committee whose membership shall be chosen by the Board and whose
duties are to assist and advise the Board; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Municipal Solid Waste Region Board,
in furtherance of {ts duty to produce a municipal solid waste region plan,
is authorized to apply for and receive funds from the State of Tennessee, the
federal government, the counties and municipalities that are within the Region,
and donations and grants from private corporations and foundations; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Municipal Solid Waste Region Board, wikl
strive to coalesce with other municipal solid waste regions, to maximize .
collection, recycling and disposal of solid waste; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Municipal Solid Waste Region Board will
plan in conjunction with other regions formed by Henry, Benton, Carroll, Lake,
Obion, and Weakley Counties of the Northwest Tennessee Development District
and Counties contiguous to the boundaries of the Northwest Tennessee Development
District so as to encourage multi-county planning and make possible later
mergers of smaller regions into larger regions if so desired; and

BE IT RESOLVED, that upon the passage of this Resolution and at no later
date than December 31, 1992, the County Clerk of Crockett shail transmit a
copy of this Resolution to the Tennessee State Planning Office.

RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF CROCKETT COUNTY, TENNESSEE,

this the day of o , 1992, the welfare of the citizens
of Crocke ounty requiring i%.

unty Executive

/8




COMMISSIONER Sam lewie . MOVED TO ADOPT THE RESOLUTION,
COMMISSIONER C, Rex Mehr . SECONDED THE MOTION:
VOTING IN FAVOR

22 VOTING AGAINST 0 .

Y
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BTALl. .. ['ENNESSEE, RECULAR SESSIPR I
COUNTY TENNESSEE, JANUARY 19, 19931AT 9100 a.m..

13, UPDATE OF SOLID WASTE REGIONAL BOARD
- ‘

L}

+exsrd OF BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS .-.-. - ROCKBTT

Aroveell Co-
i

o —

o : :
' COUNTY EXEGUTIVE, JAMES E. JERMAN: REPORTED TO THE COMMISSION, THAT THE

REGIONAL BOARD CONSISTED OF FI

COUNTY. THOSE FROM CROCKETT ARE TijMY GREEN, REFERSENTING THE CITIES OF THE
COUNTY AND HAROLD PARK AND TONY COLE REPERSENTING THE COUNTY, WITH TEE COUNTY

EXECUTIVE AN EX-OFFICO MEMBER, THE:T
CONSIST OF SIX FROM DYER COUNTY, $ix
. MEMBERS FROM CROCKETT COUNTY., |

il

OTAL MEMBERSHIF OF THE REGIONAL BOARD
'MEMBERS FROM GIBSON COUNTY, AND THREE

MEMBERS, THREE OFWEICH ARE FROM CROCKETT

THIS BOARD MEET IN DYERSBURG LAST' AND

WILL MEET AGAIN TONIGHT JANUARY 19, 1993

AT T:+00 P.M.,

. i .

TEE CONVENIENCE CENTERS ARE WORKIHG WELL AKD EVERYTHING IS GOING GOOD FOR
~ WASTE MANAGEMENT IN CROCKETT COU'N‘}"f REPORTED JAMES JERMAN, COUNTY EXECUTIVE,
) '
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' STATE OF TENNESSEE, REGULAR ; OMMISSIONERS FOR
™" KETT COUNTY, TENNESSEE, RCH 21, 1994 AT 7:00 p.m, Leﬁ(/@ﬂ'
9. PUBLIC HEARING - ASKEW, RICHARDSON AND HARGRAVES / '

(REGIONAL SOLID WASTE PLAN)

Mr., Hargraves addressed the court about the Solid Waste Plan,

The motion was made by Commissioner Sam Lewls to accept the Solid
Waste Resovlution as read, .

The motion was second by Commissioner Phillip Lowery,

‘MOTION CARRIED 21 AYE 3 ABSENT

. ATE HAY PABH

Y. Harold Park
Rt, 2 Friendship, TH 38034 X
1. Bobby Lee McDaniel ‘ »
R, 2 Friendship, TH 38034
2., Franklin Braafiald . : S
R¢, 2 Priendhip, TH 38034 . ‘
« William Brasfield.
ABSENE

Rt, 1 Priendahip, T8 3603k |
T3, Wil Spence X )
Rt, ) Boxr 319, Halle, TN 18050 .
+ Jackle Finoher ABSENT

Rt, 3' 85119' TN 3301‘0
L, Riohard Walker

Rt, 1, Priendship, T¥ 3803L
i, Donald Prescott

Rt, 1, Alamo, TH 38001
3. Olan Webb

Rt, 2, Alamo, TH 38001
3. Davie iss Riddick

Rt, 2 Alamo, TH 38001
+ Brent Porter

Rt, 1 Bumboldt, TH 383L) . ,
8. Phillip lowvery
Rt, 1 Gadeden, TN 38337
7. Ron Mohundro
215 W, Park, Alamo, TN 38001
7+ John Sohwerdt
Ré, 2, Alamo, TN 38001
_Bo Pﬂul-w.rd
125 8, Nance, Alamo, TH 38001
"B, Caoll Hart )
P,0, Box 10, Alamo, TN 38001

9. R;E Permanter:
1909 Ray Permenter Road, Bells, TN 38006

9, Bam Lawis
Bells, ™ 38006
10, C. Rex Mehr
Bells, TN 36006 ‘-
0y Jarry Vells
100 Henderson, Bells, T™F 18006
11, Hareold Pearson
11, Billy Neal Webb
Rt, 1, Bells, TN 38006
12, Berman G, Emison
Gadsden, T 38337
12, Tony Cole
Rt, 1 Balea Rd, Gadeden, TN 38337 ABSENT
- - " . e TR 2‘1 e [ . Pr— . . N

o] se e o b HNHM 5o e s ] s i [ pa [ e
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RESOLUTION Ed
S0LID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR CROCKETT COUNTY .

BE IT RESOLVED:
-
That the Crockett County Commission, meeting in regular

sesgion, March 21, 1994, at 7:00 P.M., does hereby approve
the Ten Year Solid Waste Management Plan presented by Askew,
Richardson, and Hargraves. Any changes or amendments to the
plan would have to be submitted before this County Commission
for approval. ‘ )

A description of the Solid Waste Management Plan will

be attached to resolution, and shall be entered into the
minutes of this County Commission.

MOTION MADE BY: Sam Lewis

SECONDED BY:_ Phillip Lowery

VOTES FOR__ 21 ' S E

VOTES AGAINST: J3 Absent

=815 s s

%
COUN&Y #bURT CLERK Y EXEC64IVE
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RESOLUTION
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR CROCKETT COUNTY
'______________—_-.—-

BE IT RESOLVED:

That tﬁe Crockett County Commission, meeting in regular
session, March 21, 1994, at 7:00 P.M., does hereby approve
the Ten Year 8olid Waste Management Plan presented by Askaw,
Richardson, and Hargraves. Any changes or amendments to the

plan would have to be submitted before this County Commission
for approval.

A description of the Solid Waste Management Plan will ' {%
be attached to resclution, and shall be entered intoc the '
" minutes of this County Commission.

*° 'MOTION MADE BY: Sem Lewis - !

' SECONDED BY: Phillip Lowery

VOTES FOR 21

VOTES AGAINST: J Absent =: o

!
%f-

COUNTY OURT CLERK COUNTY EXE cbé:vn T
Ly * % 5'““qL;;;_
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RESQOLUTION
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR DYER COUNTY

BE IT RESOLVED:

That the Dyer County Commission, meeting in regular
session, on April 11, 1994, at 7:00 p.m., does hereby approve the
Ten Year Solid Waste Management Plan presented by Askew,
Richardson and Hargraves. Any changes or amendments to the plan
would have to be submitted before this County Commission for
approval.

A description of the Solid Was Management Plan will be
attached to the resolution, and shall\be entered into the minutes

of this County Commission. 3
L it G
coy R. JAMES O. MCCORD, CHR.

EXECUTIVE

TY CLERK
COMMISSIONER MOLLY WILLIAMS MADE A MOTION TO ACCEPT
COMMISSIONER JOE SWAFFORD SECONDED THIS MOTION.
'"VOTING IN FAVOR TWENTY (20)
VOTING AGAINST. -0-
I DON DILLS, COUNTY EXECUTIVE FOR DYER COUNTY, TENNESSEE, HEREBY CERTIFY
THAT THE ABOVE MENTIONED DOCUMENT IS A TRUE AND CORRECT COPY OF THE RESOLUTION
PASSED BY THE FULL COUNTY LEGISLATIVE BODY ON THE ABOVE MENTIONED DATE AND

THAT THIS RESOLUTION HAS BEEN MADE A MATTER OF RECORD ON FILE IN THE COUNTY
COURT CLERKS OFFICE.

DON DILLS, COUNTY EXECUTIVE

THIS 21st day of June 1994,
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RSKELW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES FHONE NG. : 274 3449

CROCKETT - DYER - GIBSON REGIONAL

SOLID-WASTE PLAN

REFERRED TO AS “THE PLAN” HEREWITH:
PLANL

DYERSBURGQ OPTS NOT TO ACCEIT REGIONAL WASTE AND RECYCLE, INC. IS
NOT ON LINE.

During Phase | of the plan the countics in the region do not have the advantage of the use of the
lancfill at Dyarsburg or the recycling center at Humboldi. Under Phase I the counties contimue to
wso the private haulers as they are currently set-up exsapt that the privatc haulers are educated
abuui ic regional gonls of o 2894 roduction by January 1, 1095 and plans are set up fr the
remval of recyclabies througls sither source reduction in the saso of industry or by using other
tacilitics (w sort the waste at somc designated revyolin favility. Also, diversion of yard wastos to o
proper lundfill is instituted by the tri-oounty region through the use of privaw huvlers. Educational

programs (cspecially for industry ) arc sct wp for the purposs of making the public aware of the
nzed to macycle.

ALL COUNTIES IN TII RECION

Recyuling and Reduction ;. All counties under the plun miust iitiate and maintain Facilitics to
accept mixed recyclables. Privato haulers will be used to pick-up on a regular basiy, yard wasnes
that then will be diveited to a class 11 or JV lundilll either in the region or vuiside of the region.
Public hearings will set up in order to cducate the public on the need 1o recyele und Liow to separate
the difforent items. in wditinn all thres countics will be required to provide scrvice to at least 90%
of the population ither through mail-box pick-up ur through conveniance centers. Billing for the
service will by hadied Uuvugh the wtility companics whoro possible,

PLAN IL

SHOLI ANY OR ALL OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS DECOME VIABLE , THE

REGIONAL SOLID WASTE ROARE WOULD THEN INITIATE TIIE APPROPRIATE
OPTION(S) IN PHASE 11 OF THE PLAN

OFTION NO. 1

RECYCLE CENTER IN HUMBOLDT REUFENS HUT DYERSBURG LANDFILL OPTYS
NOT TO BE REGIONAL LANDFILL,

B - AR ha s e R




CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS

SUBJECT: DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION BY EDUCATION

COUNTY: ALL

TABLE I-4

LESS THAN 8TH GRADE 14,002 23
GRADE 8 ' 13,182 21
HIGH SCHOOL (1-4) 19,565 31
COLLEGE (1-4) 14,221 23
POST GRADUATE/PROFESSIONAL (>4) 1,748 3

POPULATION BY EDUCATION

N |

LESS THAN 8TH GRADE . HIGH SCHCOL (1-4) POST GRADUATE/PROFESSIONAL (>4)
GRADE 8 COLLEGE (1-4)




CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS

SUBJECT: DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION BY EDUCATION

COUNTY: CROCKETT

TABLE 1-4A

LESS THAN 8TH GRADE 1,907 21
GRADE § 1,944 2
HIGH SCHOOL (1-4) 3,332 37
COLLEGE (1-4) , 1,656 18
POST GRADUATE/PROFESSIONAL (>4) 164 2

2500 —

2000 —

1500 —

10060 -

N

LESS THAN ETH GRADE HIGH SCHOOL (1-4) POST GRADUATE/PROFESSIONAL (>4}
GRADE COLLEGE (14)




CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

DEMOGRAPHICS

TOPIC:

SUBJECT: DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION BY EDUCATION

COUNTY: DYER

TABLE 1-4B

25
20
26
25

5,636
4,442
5,936
5,678

842

POST GRADUATE/PROFESSIONAL (>4)

LESS THAN 8TH GRADE

GRADE 8

HIGH SCEOOL (1-4)
COLLEGE (1-4)

POPULATION BY EDUCATION

LESS THAN 8TH GRADE

POST GRADUATE/PROFESSIONAL
COLLEGE (14)

HIGH SCHOOL (14}

GRADE 8



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS
SUBJECT: DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION BY EDUCATION

COUNTY: GIBSON

_TABLE I-4C

LESS THAN 8TH GRADE 6,459 21
GRADE 8 6,796 22
HIGH SCHOOL (1-4) 10,297 33
COLLEGE (1-4) 6,887 22
POST GRADUATE/PROFESSIONAL (>4) 742 2

POPULATION BY EDUCATION

\

LESS THAN 8TH GRADE HIGH SCHOOL (1-4) POST GRADUATE/PROFESSIONAL (>4)
GRADE 8 COLLEGE (1-4)




TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS

CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

SUBJECT: DISTRIBUTION BY TYPE OF HOUSING AND OCCUPANCY

COUNTY: ALL

SINGLE FAMILY, DETACHED

SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED

MULTI-FAMILY , 2

MULTI-FAMILY , 34

MULTI-FAMILY , 5-9

MULTI-FAMILY ,10-19

MULTI-FAMILY , 20-49

MULTI-FAMILY , $0 OR MORE

INSTITUTIONAL

MOBILE HOME / TRATLER

OTHER

78,150
1,133
4,289
2214
1,646

797

36

1,501
7,745

887

78,150

1,133

4,289

2214

1,645

797

376

1,501

7,745

897

61,955

490

01

67

46

26

5,564

586

16,190

643

3,788

13,571

1,600

771

376

2,181

3




CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

— caireine

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS
SUBJECT: REGIONAL POPULATION PROJECTIONS 1994-2003
COUNTY: ALL

REGIONAL POPULATION 1993 = 98,748

41327
45,189

Thousands

1994
1995
1996
1997 |
1998 |
1999
2000 |
2001 §
2002 §
2003

B crockerr I DYER I GisSON



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS

SUBJECT: TOTAL NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS IN REGION

COUNTY: ALL
TABLE I-6A

CROCKETT 5,183

DYER 13,617

GIBSON 19,361

25

20 -

15 -~

Thousands

CROCKETT DYER GIBSON
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIB
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC:

SUBJECT:

COUNTY:

ECONOMIC ACTIVITY

DOLLAR VALUE OF LOCAL REVENUES FOR FY 1993

ALL

e

TABLE 114

SON

weenoun |

LR

CROCKETT $326,834 $2,174 $38,513 §B67 8,906 $243,657
DYER $680,843 $4,660 $241,694 $6,226 N/A N/A
GIBSON $263,010 $2,814 $211,918 $4,768 N/A NA

LOCAL REVENUES FOR FY 1993

Thousatids
[=] — [ ) W N Lh o -l ao w
I

§

CROCKETT

I £PPRAISED PROPERTY VALUE

%5 TOTAL SALES SUBJECT TO TAX

DYER

IR
GIBSON
TOTAL PROPERTY TAX REVENUE

/] TOTAL LOCAL SALES TAX REVENUES



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DEMOGRAPHICS
SUBJECT:  REGIONAL POPULATION BY SEX AND AGE

COUNTIES:  ALL

TABLE 1-3

0-4 6,302 [ 3,188 51 3,114 49
547 18,007 18 9,184 §1 8,823 49
18-44 37,544 38 18,444 4% 18,100 51
45-64 20,051 20 9,407 a7 10,644 53
65+ 16,844 17 6,509 39 10,335 61

COUNTY POPULATION BY SEX AND AGE

40

30

Thousands
| )
9

10

O R
45-64 65+




FROM

ASKEW PICHARDSIN HARGRAVES PHOME MO, ¢ 274 3449 D3

Gibyon County impases finw contend in arder to divert all waste in Gibson County ( with the
erooption of Kenton) to the resysling center at Humboldt, Waste that is unable to be recycled at
tho conter wiid inust by Gansported to somewhers clsc is bid to local haulors and lowest bid is
taken. Crockett and Dycr Countios are required 1o yet 3 prive fug huuling wuste to Hunboldt tw the
recycling contor but may option to send waste sisewhers if and only If price is not competitive.

OFTIONNO. 2

DYERSBURG 1 ANDFILL, OPTS TO BC REGIONAL LANDFILL. HUMBOLDT
ROCYCLING CENTER DOES NOT REOPFN.

When Dyersburg city kandfill slevis w baone regional landfill, Dyer County can impose flow
control for Dyer County. Crockett and Gibson counties are requircd to solivit a prive fos the
hauling of all wastc 1 their counties to Dyersburg landfill but may option to do otherwise if price

s hot competitive. 1f pricc 18 competitive all waste must be diverted to Dyersburg landfill through
regiona! flow-control.

' OPTION NO. 3

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL OPTS TO BECOME REGIONAL LANDFILL AND
HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER REOPENS.

Under Hus optien Dyersburg city landfill becomes the regional landfill and Humbeldt Recyeling
conter reopens 10 accept all wastn from (Gibson County and clsewhore, Fiow control is imposcd for
all of Dyer County to send wastc 10 Dyervburg T.andfill and Iikewise Gibson County imposes flow
conurdd uver Gibson counly v scuad all waste to the rueyuling center at Humboldt {meaept Kenton).
Crockett County 18 required W yet a puce w send its wasie W Humboldt reaveling but may cloct fo
do etherwise if the price iv not competitive and if recyching efforts in the county without the wee of
the recycling tacility ar Humbuldt are acceptabie. Non-revyclable wasto from the recycling ceater
at Humboldt will be hauled to the Dyersburg City fandfili if the price i competitive, Dyur County
will set up recysting collection eenters to collect recyclablus Lo be sent to Tumboldt if the price for
houling i¢ eompatitiva,

ALL COUNTIES IN THE REGION

Recycling and Reductivn:,  All counties under the plas must initiate and maintuin feilitios to
accept mixed recyciables Private haulers will be ueed 10 pick=up on a regulur basls, yard wastos
that then will be diverted to a class [T1 or 1V fandfill vither in the region or outside of the region.
Public hearings will sct up in order to educatc the public on the need to recyele and how to separale
Qi WilJorent itemw . In addition all three couutics wall be required to provids service to at least W0%
of the populatiun il Vwough mail-bua pick up or through vonveniance centers  Rilling for the
service will be handied throtgh the utility wrupanics where poaablo.

B . PPN S i S AT
) (-‘.-'.SIV?W n e B adan PR R M




DYER COUNTY EXECUTIVE
Don Dills

DYER COUNTY COURTHOUSE
DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE 38024
Phone: $31-288-7800

—l
=
ol
{1l
}-2
2]
o
W

To whom it may concern:

Mr. Zonnie Riley, <County Executive for Gibson Jounty, has
acted as the financial officer Zor the poard and we rely on his
certification pursuant to TCA section 68-211-824,

Regpectfully,

Don Dills
County Executive

Db:pw



DYER COUNTY EXECUTIVE
Don Dills

DYERCOUNTY COURTHOUSE
DYERSBURG, TENNESSEF, 38024 _
Phone: 501-288.7800

March 11, 1992

Mr. Tom Burgess
1492 Yellow Twig
Dyersburg, TN 38024

Dear Mr-——Bug?:::*

The Dyer County Legislative Body approved you to serve
on the County Solid waste Advisory Committee in its regular

meeting, March 9, 1992, The term for this position will be
five years.

We all want to thank you for your willingness to give of
your talents and time to help us comply with the Solid Waste
Act of 1991 and also to make Dyer County a better and cleaner
place to live, 1It's people like you that make the difference,.

, I will be working with you from meeting to meeting and
consider it a real pleasure,.

Thank you again.

Sincerely,

Lo

Don Dills
County Executive

DD: pw
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RESOLUTION
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR CROCKETT COUNTY

-
R

BE IT RESOLVED:

That the Crockett County Commission, ';neeting in regular
sesslon, March 21, 1994, at 7:00 P.M., dne-s hereby apprave:
the Ten Year Solid Waste Management Plan presented by Askew,
Richardeon, and Hargravee. Any changes or amendments to the
plan would have to be submitted before this Coynty Commission
for approval, '

. A description of the Solid Waste Management Plan will

be attached to resolution, and shall be entered inte the
“ minutes of this County Commission.

MOTION MADE BY: Sam Lewis

SECONDED BY: Phillip Lowery

VOTES FOR__21

) VOTES AGAINST: 3 Absent

ﬁ/ﬁ }t( 2,][&) | Srsn—

COU ¥ F,OURT CLERK co 4 EXE&J’EIVE

Afloal to be o True Copy

Tm.ﬁ_ doy o (0. . 12

BOLHY }" CAVES i
Crockaott L..uumy Clark Do

M'nuu Book T pago 5157

éch /.J /‘u)-{u w}')l'?l\(?ﬂ-'. »C '(.-,

S e e . ; N
- g i . mrmpra e,
. Celaal



RESOLUTTION # 1

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR
GIBSON COUNTY

-

Com. Coy fergin moved that the veading of the resclution

be dispensed with since each member had received a copy of same prior to the meeting.

Com. Terry Carroll

seconded the motion that passed by a majority

of those present.

Com, Grover Poteet moved to approve said resolutionm.

Com. Coy Yergin geconded the motiom, wheréupon the Chairman

called for a roll call vote. that passed with the following results.

21 For and &4 Absent

.« L Diase Taylor
Tomence ds bureby cerclly thay
the nbuve and ferepoing b s trme
dod cwwrrect copy of the original,




DYER CU. EXECUTIVE I1D:901-286-6462 JUN 1394 13:20 No.0OOB F.01

RESQLUTION
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR DYER COUNTY

RE IT RESOLVED:

That the Dycr County Commission, meeting in regular
session, on Bpril 11, 1994, at 7:00 p.m,, does herchy approve the
Ten Year Solid Waste Management Plan vresented by Ashew,
Ri¢hardson and Hargraves. Any changes or amendments to the plan
would have to be submitted before this County Commisgion for
approval.

e Management Plan wil] he
lllbe entered into the minutes

A description of the Sulid Was
attached to the resolution, and s
of this County Commiscion.

"(.-‘_-:"_

R. JAMES 0. MCCORD, CHR,

COMMISSIONER MOLLY WILLIAMS MADE A MOTION 70 ACCEPT
COMMISSIONER JOE SWAFFORD SECONDED THIS MOTION.
VOTING IN FAVOR TWENTY (20)

VOTING AGAINST. -0-

At —————ry A 4
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o BES. COMMITTEE _ A
: g AT A
ok RESOLUTION

Vg 477
e a SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR GIBSON COUNTY

That the Gibson County Commission, meeting in regular session,

Ma v 1994, at 77 e w4 does hereby approve the Ten
Year SolidWaste Management Plan presented by Askew, Richardson,
and Hargraves. Any changes or amendments to the plan would have to

be submitted before this County Commission for approval.

A description of the Solid Waste Management Plan will be attached
to resolution, and shall be entcred into the minutes of this County

- .Commission.

MOTION MADEBY:  _Com . Grover Poteet ~
CounT ty Clerk of Gibson Counnty,
tNhessee do herehy certify that

SECONDED BY: Com. Coy Yergin *d eorrert copy of o
[ Ol‘l'ginal,

“'.“‘" 3PPears of record 1 gy

office in MNinogs Book 4/( ¥

T —————

21 Page ,
Thh gy /3 19 94/
P’ﬁne Taylor, Qe;—_——_

4 ABsent C
By L% %
D C.

W4

COUNTY EXECUTIVE

VOTES FOR;

VOTES AGAINST:
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CROCKETT - DYER - GIBSON REGIONAL pe.

SOLID-WASTE PLAN

REFERRED TO AS “THE PLAN” IICREWITH:

PLANIL

DYERSBURG OPTS NOT TCO ACCEPT REGIONAL WASTLE AND RECYCLE, INC, IS
NQT ON LINE.

During Phase | of the plan the counties in the region do not have the advantage of the usc of the
iandfill at Dyersburg or the recycling center at Humboldt. Under Phase I the countics continue to
use the private haulers as they are currently set-up cxcept that the private haulers are cducatcd
about the regional goals of a 25% reduction by January 1, 1995 and plans arc sct up for the
removal of recyclables through either source reduction in the case of industry or by using other
facilities to sort the wastc at some designated recycling facility. Also, diversion of yard wastes to a
proper landfill is instituled by the tri-connty region through the usc of private haulers, Educational
programs (cspecially for industry ) are set up for the purposs of making the public aware of the
need to recycle.

ALL COUNTILS IN THE REGION

Recycling and Reduction :  All countics under the plan must initiate and maintain facilities to
aceept mixed rocyclablos. Private haulers will be used to pick-up on a regular basis, yard wastes
that.then will be diverted to a class I or IV landfill either in the region or outside of the rugion.
Public hearings will set up in order to educate the public on the need to revyely und how to scparate
the different itoms. In addition all three countiss will be required to providu survices L at least 90%
of the population either through mail-box pick-up or through convenience centers. Billing for the
service will be handled through the utility cumpanies where possible.

PLANTLL

SHOULD ANY OR ALL OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS BECOME VIABLE , THE
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE BOARD WOULD THEN INITIATE THE APPROPRIATE
OPTION(S) IN PLIASLE 1l OF THE PLAN

OPTION NO. 1

RECYCLE CENTER IN HUMBOLDT REOPENS BUT DYERSBURG LANDFILL OPTS
NOT TO BE REGIONAL LANDFILL.



Flied d/’f/“y 7 w77
Diane Taylor, Clerk
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Gibson County imposes flow control in order to divert ail waste in Gibson County ( with the
exception of Kenton) to the recycling center at Humboldt. Waste that is unable to be recycled at
the ¢enter and must be transported to somewhere else is bid to local haulers and lowest bid is
taken. Crockett and Dycr Counties are required to get a price for hauling waste to Humboldt to the
recycling center but may option to send waste elsewhere if and only if price is not competitive.

- OPTION NO. 2

DYERSBURG LANDFILL OPTS TO BE REGIONAL LANDFILL ; HUMBOLDT
RECYCLING CENTER DOES NOT REOPEN,

When Dyersburg city landfill cleets to become regional landfill, Dyer County can impose flow
control for Dyer County. Crockett and Gibson countics arc required to solicit a price for the
hauling of all waste in their counties to Dyersburp landfill but may option 1o do otherwise if price
is not competittve. If price is competitive all waste must be diverted to Dyersburg landfill through
regional flow-control.

OPTION NO. 3

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL OPTS TO BECOME REGIONAL LANDFILL AND
HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER REOPENS.

Under this optien Dycrsburg city landfill becomes the regional landfill and Humboldt Recycling
center reopens W aveept all waste from Gibson County and clsewhere. Flow control is imposed for
all of Dyer Counly Lo send waste to Dyersburg Landfill und likuwise Gibson County imposes flow
control over Gibson county to send all waste to the recyeling centor at Humboldt (except Kenton).
Crockett County is required 1o get a price to sond its wastc to Humboldt reeyeling but may elect to
do otherwise if the price is nol competitive and if recycling efforts in the county without the use of
the recycling facility at Humboldt are aceeptable. Non-recyclable wasts [rom the recycling center
at Hlumboldt will be hauled to the Dyersburg Cily landfill if the price is competitive. Dyer County
will sct up recycling colleution centers to collect recyclables (o bu sent to Humboldt if the pricc for
hauling is competitive,

ALL COUNTIES TN THE REGION

Recycling and Reduction: Al countics under the plan must initiate and maintain facilities lo
accept mixed recyclables. Private haulers will be used to pick-up on a regular basis, yard wastcs
that then will be diveried to a class 1T or IV landfill cither in the region or outside of the region.
Public hearings will set up in order to educate the public on the newd to recycle and how to scparate
the different items . In addition all tuwee counties will be required to provide service to at lcast 90%
of the population cither through mail-box pick-up or through convenience centers. Billing for the
service will be handlud through the utility compauics where possible.



RONNIE A. RILEY
COUNTY EXECUTIVE

i,

June 22, 1994

Mark Askew

Askew, Richardson, Hargraves & Associates
5909 Shelby Oaks Drive, Suite 102

Memphis, Tennessee 38134

Dear Mark:

]; SUN Z 1894
1 27
LARH Consult. Engr.

TELEPHONE 855-7611
TRENTON, TENNESSEE 38382

The proper list of the Gibson County representatives on the Regional Solid
Waste Committee is as follows:

W. L. Farris

3247 East End-Dr.
Humboldt, TN 38343
901-784-2144

John Lecnard
19 Forked Caks Lane
Humboldt, TN 38343
801-784-5576

Clyde Birmingham
316 W. 10th st.
Trenton, TN 38382
901-855-9563

James Stevens
306 W. Broad
Dyer, TN 38330
901-692-3015

— ¥ Billy D. West

61 Gann Rd.
Milan, TN 38358
901-686-3774

if Ernest R, Pounds

228 W. Main
Bradford, TN 38316
901-742-2960

Humboldt Recycling

City of Humboldt

City of Trenton

Small Cities

City of Milan

County Commmission

J

o Ji
¥ hast



Mark Askew

June 22, 1994

Page 2

All other names that you have, need to be deleted.

John Leonard is getting me a copy of the city council minutes of Humboldt
appointing himself and W. L. Farris.

I will get these changes approved by the county cammission on July 11, 1994,
If other information is needed, please let me know.

Sincerely,

Rofinie Riley
County Executive

RR/ab



APPENDIX B: PERTINENT INFORMATION OF THE REGIONAL BOARD AND
ASSOCIATED INFORMATION




REGIONAL BOARD MEETING

MINUTES AND NOTICES
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/ Agenda
Board of Directors Meeting
Regional Solid waste Planning Boara
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties

Tuesday June 15, 1993

I. Establish a Quorum.
I1. Reading/Approval of Minutes from the Meeting of May 18, 1993,

The minutes are unavailable from Mr. S8cofield and will be read
at the July 20, 1993 meeting.

III. Appointment by Chairman for Advisory Parliamentarian.
IV. Committee Reports: Mr. Bob Jones, Board chair

Report by the Contract Steering Committee as to the status of
the following:

VII. New Business:

a. Tennessee 1991 Solid Waste Act Tape made available to the
Dyer County Executive Office on June 14, 1993. On the same date
Bocb Jones and Molly Williams presented an update to the Dyer County
Commissicn. .As a reminder this tape is available to any Board
members intefested in pPfesenting information.. the. County and/or
Hﬁnicipalities,tﬁéywrgpresgnt. o IS O L

-,
o ome

 b.- Askw/ﬁak&mﬁii{_l;'icl'i;rdsoh Presentition:
- (Plesse refér to:their mdvance mail out agenda).

€. Next regularly scheduléd Board meéting wili be in crockett
g "COGnty_on;Jeg*zo;mlssa'at_z=oo P.R. at the County
... CourthGuse in Alame. .. .~ N SRR

; Lt L,
A Ak AR

L VII! Adgournment.

.‘_'\r

[
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON COUNTIES
REGIONAL SOLID-WASTE MANAGEMENT
PLANNING BOARD

MONTHLY MEETING

DATE: TUESDAY JUNE 15, 1993

TIME: 7:00 P.M. '

LOCATION: CONFERENCE ROOM
ED JONES AGRICULTURAL COMPLEX
1252 MANUFACTURERS ROW.
TRENTON, TENNESSEE

AGENDA

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES PRESENTATION:

HANDOUT OF PLANNING NOTEBOOKS TO EACH MEMBER

A. NOTEBOOK WILL BE UPDATED EACH MONTH.

B. NOTEBOOKS WILL BE USED FOR FINAL SUBMITTAL OF PLAN TO EACH
COUNTY.

PRESENTATION
A. DEMOGRAPHICS-.-.. - . ,
B. PRESENT WASTE STREAM CHARACTERISTICS
C. PROJECTIONS OF WASTE GENERATION
- D. CURRENT COLLECTION & TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS
E. QUESTIONS / ANSWERS '

DISCUSSIONS / QUESTIONS ;
A. BREAK INTO 3 GROUPS BY COUNTIES TO FIELD QUESTIONS FROM AN
ARH REPRESENTATIVE ABOUT EACH INDIVIDUAL COUNTY.

DISCUSSION OF ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES INVOICE
CLOSE




MINUTES OF THE CROCKETT, DYER, GIBSON COUNTIES'

REGIONAT, SOL.TD WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD MEETING

DATE: July 20, 1993 RE@EHW E@
MEMBERS PRESENT: Robert W. Newell AUG 111993

James Stevens
Clyde Birmingham
Biglie Don Wgst : ARH Consult. Engr.
Tom Burgess
Tommy Green
Tony Cole
Ken Cannon

In the absence of Chairman Bob Jones a quorum of the board was
established by Vice Chairman Ken Cannon. Upon the recommendation
of Mr. Robert Newell, Tom Burgess was asked to act as secretary
during this meeting in the absence of Grace Desnoyers.

The Board dispensed with the reading of the previous month's
minutes, and approved those minutes unanimously.

A memorandum dated June 5, 1993, from Carol White, Director of the
State Planning Office, was distributed. Basically this letter
extends the deadline for submittal of ten year regional solid waste
plans from December 31, 1993 to July 1, 1994. This amazing piece
of correspondence was received with surprise by everyone.

David Edwards and Wade Murphy from the Special Waste Section of the
Division of Solid Waste Assistance presented a program on household
hazardous waste. After the state's presentation, Mr. Robert W.
Newell made a presentation on the potential liabilities of the
State of Tennessee and its household hazardous waste contractors.
Robert W. Newell's delivery was appreciated and applauded by all.

Judge Ron Riley of Gibson County stated that two months of invoices
from AsKkew, Richardson, and Hargraves had been sent to the state
but not yet returned. Mark Askew point though he
enjoyed working for the Solid Waste Regional_ Board, he would like
t0 Be paid. Total outstanding to date is approximately seventeen
thousand dollars ($ 17,000). Hargraves and Askew next made a
presentation to ‘the board with a special emphasis to solid waste
flows in the region, the major point being that within the next
three years the number of landfills operating in the region will
most likely be reduced to two (City of Dyersburg and Kirk's
Landfill in Dyer County). Each of those 1landfills currently
operate at approximately eighty (80) tons per day which is not

adequate for cost efficient operation under Subtitle D. It was




suggested by Vice Chairman Kenneth Cannon that some types of flow
controls might be necessary in order to maintain independence of
the solid waste region. It was pointed out by Judge Ron Riley of
Gibson County that flow controls would require a change of thinking
within the region from the present contracting system whereby every
local government acts independently to a more cooperative effort
from all cities within the region. There being no further business
the meeting closed _at approximately 9:45 p.m.

R

SIGNED: v// ~ . . { DATE:July 22, 1993
J. Tom Burgess, P.E., ScEibe ™~

NOTE The next meeting of the Crockett, Dyer, Gibson
County Solid Waste Management Board will be
August 17, 1993, at the Dyer County
Courthouse, at 7:00 p.m.



REGIONAE SOLID WASTE PLANNING BOARD

MEMBERS PRESENT: Dyer County-Bob Jones, Molly Williams, Grace Desnoyers, Tom
Burgess, Jim Stark, Steve Schofield. Crockeit County—-Tommy Green: Gibson

Gounty-Billie West,Keith Schuler (replacing Herman Newell), James Stevens.

Guests: Bill Bethel, Mike Stooksherry, Jim Jerman, Ronny Boswell, Kathy Krone,
. ,

Tim Buckley, Mark Askew and Fd Hargraves.

The Regional Solid Wasta Planning Beard met on Tuesday, August 17, 1993 at
the Office on Aging in Dyersburg. Chairman Bob Jones called the meeting to
order at 7:20 pm. Minutes of the July meetirg were read and approved.

It was announced that the next meeting will be held in September 21 at 6
pm at the Rendezvous in Memphis. Reservaticns should be made by calling Donna
Miller at Askew Richardson Hargraves. The (ctober meeting will be held on the
 19th at the Agriculture Museum .in Milan.

Chairman Bob Jones stated thaf the planning grant is progressing according
to plan.

Mark Askew reported contact last week with the state on the status of
their iﬁvoices. They have been approved and payment"can be expected within
three weeks.

:
Bob Jones announced that the National Racycling Coalition is holding a

:onference in Nashville on October 14-16. He reminded members that money is

available for attending conferences. “Tom Burgess advised members that a joint :



-

meeting of the Tennessee Chapter of the Public Works Associatiom and Solid
| ste Association of North America is being held in Memphis on October 22-24th. _
—t

Jim Jerman announced that the Mobil Recycling Van will be in Alamo on

September 22-23. |
Mark Askew, representing Askew Richardson Hargraves, presented their

preliminary plan for the region. It includes maintaining two Subtitle D

landfills, Dyersburg and Kirk's, two Class 3/4 landfills in Milan and Humboldt,

restricting the flow of solid waste out of the region for the purpose of

increasing efficiency of the regional landfills, expanding the recycling center

in Humboldt and establishing recycling substations in Dyer and Gibson

Counties. On motion by Tommy Green, the vote was unanimous to accept the

preliminary plan as presented.
Bob Jones reminded members to record mileags for travel reimbursement.

Payment will be retroactive til February.

The meeting was aajourned at §:33 pm on moiion by Towny Sreecu.

Groze D. Desnoyers
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON COUNTIES
REGIONAL SOLID-WASTE MANAGEMENT
PLANNING BOARD

MONTHLY MEETING

HOST: GIBSON COUNTY

DATE: JANUARY 25, 1994
6:30 P.M.

LOCATION: GIBSON COUNTY COURTHOUSE
GENERAL SESSIONS COURTROOM
TRENTON, TENNESSEE
AGENDA

Election of new officers for 1994,

Final description and recommendations as to how each county (both

independently and as a cooperative region) can establish the means and
methods of reducing the 25% per county and/or region,

Establish the general costs to be considered for implementing the 25%
reduction goal methods,

IV. Deciding the best and most efficient/expedient means to establish and/or
expand aiiy existing markets for reduction goals,

A presentation by the solid waste consultants (Mr. Mark Askew and Mr. Ed
Hargraves of ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES)
will incorporate all of the above.

At the conclusion of the January meeting, the final draft recommendations of

the Board should be complete. = Notebooks should be completed through this
date and mailed to all Board Members as soon as possible.




CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON COUNTIES
PLANNING BOARD
JANUARY 25, 1994

Additionally, please review the following proposed time frame for the completion of our planning;

FEBRUARY 1994

Board meets 2/15/94 in Crockett County. Proposed government meetings should be brought to this
meeting for the Board to record and approve a schedule of plan presentations. After this meeting, Board
Representatives present final draft plan to the government entities they represent. Feedback must be
provided from these meetings to Board Chair, and ARH (Askew Richardson Hargraves & Associates) for
inclusion in the final draft.

A Schedule of Public Hearings must be proposed and approved with compiete information as to time,
location and resources needed.

MARCH 1994
Board meets 3/15/94 in Dyer County. Ideally, all Board Members should have completed a pre-
determined schedule of government officials meetings. Feedback from meetings are to be incorporated
into the final draft to present to the public. Schedule of Public Hearings implemented after this meeting,
Immediate feedback from the public hearings required to incorporate into the plan. Members should
contact the Board Chair and ARH to place information into the formal plan notebooks.
APRIL 1994

Board meets 4/19/94 in Gibson County. Plan should be finalized to submit to the State of Tennessee.
Board approves final plan.

MAY 1994
Board meets in Crockett County. Ideally, the State will have approved our plan. If the plan is
approved, then the Counties should begin preparing for implementation dates in July, 1994. If the plan is
returned from the State requiring modifications, then the Board will utilize the remaining time to make
necessaty modifications, re-submit the plan, and other actions as appropriate.

JUNE 1994
Board meets in Dyer County. Plan receives final discussion from State approval. Implementation

phases begin according fo State Law requirements,

Thank you for your time and assistance.

PAGE -2



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON COUNTIES REGIONAL
SOLID-WASTE MANAGEMENT MINUTES
1-25-94 MEETING

The CDG Solid Waste Management Committee met on
Tuesday, January 25, 1994 with 24 present.

New officers for the 1994 year were elected as follows:

Chairman Steve Scofield
Vice-Chairman  Bob (Robert) Newell
Secretary Cindy (Cynthia) Mitchell

After election of the new officers Chairman Steve Scofield
presided over the meeting. In general discussion it was men-
tioned that there are two landfills in Dyer County that could fit
into the solid-waste program: (1) The Dyersburg Landfill and
{2) the Jere Kirk Landfill.

Mr. Kirk presented to the board an offer to sell his landfill to
the Board with a price of $3 million. The Committee asked Mr.
Mark Askew and Mr. Ed Hargraves of Askew Richardson Har-
graves & Associates to look at the Dyersburg Landfill and
buying Jere Kirk's landfill.

A motion was made and seconded that Tom Burgress, a
member of the Solid-Waste Committee, Askew and Hargraves
meet with the Dyersburg Board to discuss the use of the Dy-
ersburg Landfill in this project.

A motion was also made and seconded that Ken Cannon
and John Leonard, members of the Solid-Waste Committee,
Askew and Hargraves meet with the Humboldt City Board and
the Gibson County Board about the use of the Humboldt Re-
Cycling Center in this project.



For your information:

Joan Bell with Clark, Boardman, Callaghan at 1-800-222-8353, with
office located in Manhattan called about new and updated (1994)
books that are for sale on solid-waste management.

# State & Local Government Solid

Waste Management $120.00
# State & Environment Law $135.00
# The Clean Air Handbook $110.00

# The Law of Solid Waste
(Deals with federal law) $135.00

Medical Waste
(done by state) $135.00

#Environment Spill &
Reporting Manual $135.00

The books (all or one) will be sent on 30 day review and will receive
20-30% discounts for multiple purchases.



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON COUNTIES .
REGIONAL SOLID-WASTE MANAGEMENT

PLANNING BOARD
MONTHLY MEETING
HOST: CROCKETT COUNTY
DATE: FEBRUARY 15, 1994 .
TIME: 6:00 P.M.

LOCATION: CROCKETT COUNTY COURTHOUSE

ALAMO, TENNESSEE

AGENDA

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES PRESENTATION:

1.

2.

Please note new time

Update from Consultant concerning discussions with Dyersburg
Officials

Discussions from the Floor concerning proposed System Structure

Close
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THE REGIONAL SOLID WASTE PLANNING BOARD FOR
CROCKETT, DYER AND GIBSON COUNTIES

AGENDA

Receive reports from Gibson and Dyer County Representatives
concerning utilization of Humboldt Recycling and Dyersburg
Landfill as part of Solid Waste Management Plan to be
recommended with respect to the flow control components of the
proposed plan. -

Consider application for State grants for purchase of
recycling eguipment and convenience centers.

Final description and recommendations as to how each county is
to reach the goal of reducing its solid waste by the 25%
Yequired by the State.

Establish the general costs to be considered for implementing
the 253% reduction goal.

Plan a schedule of presentations to the respective

governmental bodies.

Plan a schedule of public hearings to meet the education
requirements of the Tennessee Solid Waste Management Act of
1891,

Presentation by Askew Richardson Hargraves and Associates with
recommendation.

Such further action as comes before the Board in connection

with the recommendations of Askew Richardson Hargraves and the
submittal of the "Plan".
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON COUNTIES
REGIONAL SOLID-WASTE MANAGEMENT
PLANNING BOARD

MONTHLY MEETING

HOST: DYER COUNTY
DATE: MARCH 15, 1994
TIME: 6:30 P.M.

LOCATION: DYER COUNTY CIRCUIT COURTROOM
DYER COUNTY COURTHOUSE
DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE

AGENDA

Receive reports from Gibson and Dyer County Representatives concerning utilization of
Humboldt Recycling and Dyersburg Landfill as part of Solid Waste Management Plan to be
recommended with respect to the flow control components of the proposed plan,

Consider application for State grants for purchase of recycling equipment and convenience
centers,

Final description and recommendations as to how each county is to reach the goal of
reducing it’s solid waste by the 25% required by the state.

Establish the general costs (o be considered for implementing the 25% reduction goal.
Plan a schedule of presentations to the respective governmental bodies.

Plan a schedule of public hearings to meet the education requirements of the Tennessee
Solid Waste Management Act of 1991,

Presentation by ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES with
recommendation.

Such further action as comes before the hoard in connection with the recommendations
of ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES and the submittal of the
“Plan”.




CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON COUNTIES
REGIONAL SOLID-WASTE MANAGEMENT
PLANNING BOARD

MONTHLY MEETING

HOST: CROCKETT COUNTY
DATE: MAY 17, 1994
TIME: 6:30 P.M.

LOCATION: CROCKETT COUNTY COURTHOUSE
ALAMO, TENNESSEE

AGENDA

Setting dates for Public Hearings
Finalization of Report to be submitted no later than July 1, 1994
Update on Grant Information

’ . Update on Local Government Approvals.
B LT ok lhr DT lmifed
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LOCATION:

ROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON COUNTIES
GIONAL SOLID-WASTE MANAGEMENT
PLANNING BOARD

MONTHLY MEETING

CROCKETT COUNTY
JUNE 21, 1994

6:00 P.M. - CROCKETT COUNTY PUBLIC HEARING
7:00 P.M. - REGULAR MONTHLY CDG MEETING

CROCKETT COUNTY COURTHOUSE
ALAMO, TENNESSEE

AGENDA

Public Hearing - CROCKETT COUNTY

Finalization of Report to be submitted no later than July 1, 1994

Update on Grant Information

Update on Local Government Approvals.

93jobs/93042/




CROCKETT CQUNTY COMMiSSION

MARCH 21, 1994

7:00P.M,

1. Invocation

2. Pledge

3. Roll Call

4. Approve Minutes

5. Approve Notaries

6. Approve Bonds

7. Declare 1980 Ford Van of Rescue Squad surplus property
8. Approve Parks and Recreation Committee

9. Public Hearing~ Askew, Richardson and Hargraves
{Regional Sclid Waste Plan)

10. Other Business



DYER COUNTY PERTINENT

SOLID WASTE INFORMATION



@Jy.agf Cﬁ*“]7 CHARGES AT CITY OF DYERSBURG CMQAM*&e
- SANITARY

MAY 1993 ‘P

PRIVATE CHARGES 78 b
BENTHAL CONSTRUCTION $ 24.00
DYER CO. BOARD OF EDUCATION $ 24.00
DYER CO. HUMANE SOCIETY $ 20.00
DYERSBURG CITY SCHOOLS $ 24.00
DYERSBURG HOUSING AUTHORITY $ 310.00
DYERSBURG PALLET $ 154.18
ERMCO $ 589.44
FIRST CITIZENS $ 30.00
FORCUM LANNOM & ASSOCIATES $  36.00
FORCUM LANNOM BLDG. MATERIALS $ 156.00
HANKS, BOBBY $ 17.00
HARRISON, GUY CONST. $ 96,00
HECO $ 1136.64
P & P MOWING CO. $  72.00
RIGGS SUPPLY $  5.00
THURMOND, R.C. LUMBER CO. $  27.84
CASH COLLECTIONS:

MAY 17, 1993 $ 207.00
MAY 24, 1993 $ 141.00
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PRIVATE CHARGES AT THE CITY

BENTAL CONSTRUCTION
2071 BEVERLY DRIVE
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

DYER CO. BOARD OF EDUCATION
150 EVERETT
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

DYER CO. HUMANE SOCIETY
P.O. BOX 223
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-0223

DYERSBURG CITY SCHOOLS
1025 PHILLIPS ST.
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

DYERSBURG HOUSING AUTHORITY
P.O. BOX 824
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-0824

DYERSBURG PALLET
P.O. BOX 1964
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1964

ERMCO
P.C. BOX 1228
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1228

FIRST CITIZENS
117 CHURCH
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

FORCUM LANNOM & ASSOCIATES
350 JERE FORD MEMORIAIL HWY.
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

1 TKT. @ §

1 TKT. @
4 TKTS. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
7 TKTS. @
9 TKTS. @
5 TIRES @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. 4@
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
3 TKTS. @
1 TKT. 4@
1 TKT. @
1 TKT: @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
1 TKT. @
6 TKTS. @
1TKTr. @
1 TKT. @

24.00

24.00

24.00

5.00
12.00
24.00

1.00

17.92
20.27
21.52
22.24
23.89
24.16
24.18

29.04
32.88
36.00
36.48
39.84
41.28
41.52
42.24
42.72
43.68
44.40
47.04

5.00

12.00
24.00

OF DYERSBURG LANDFILL

$

$

$

24.00

24.00

20.00

24.00

310.00

154.18

589.44

30.00

36.00



FORCUM LANNOM BLDG. MATERIALS 1 TKT. @ 12.00 $ 156.00
P.0. BOX 1466 2 TKTS. & 24.00
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1466 2 TKTS. @ 48.00
HANKS, BOBBY 1 TKT. @ 5.00 $ 17.00
716 TIBBS 1 TKT. @ 12.00

DYERSBURG, TN 38024

HARRISON, GUY CONST. 4 TKTS. @ 24.00 S 96.00
P.O. BOX 677
MILAN, TN 38358

HECKETHORN MFG. CO. 8 TKTS. @ 142.08 $ 1136.64
P.O. BOX 310
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-0310

P & P MOWING CO. 3 TKTS. @ 24.00 $ 72.00

61 THORNFIELD DR.
BELLS, TN 38006

RIGGS SUPPLY 1 TKT. & 5.00 $ 5.00
305 HWY. 51 BY-PASS
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

THURMOND, R.C. LUMBER CO. 1 TKT. @ 27.84 $ 27.84
1503 PHILLIPS
DYERSBURG, TN 38024

TorRe  LrvEAMUESTUL /9%7 992 — :‘65/7?2.%
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CiTY OF DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND
1893-84 ANNUAL BUDGET

REVENUES
_
DEPT  OPERATING REVENUES
CODE  SEE BELOW
1992-93 1993-04
1991-92 ACTUAL  ESTIMATED
ACCT DESCRIPTION ACTUAL BUDGET 3/31/93 6/30/93 _ _ESTIMATED _ BUDGET
34410 REFUSE CAN COLLECTION CHARGES 544275 473,000 376,450 501,933 498,000 498,00
34406 REFUSE DUMPSTER COLLECTION CHARGES 278,000 203,248 270,997 286,800 286,80«
34420 REFUSE DISPOSAL CHARGES 38,145 30,000 25283 33,6M 30,000 30,00(
36410 TRANSFERS FROM OTHER FUNDS ] 384,800 384,800 384,800 366,058 381,211
37798 MISCELLANEOUS o 0 365 . 497 o200 20
37910 INTEREST EARNINGS 0 0 784 1,048 1,000 1,000
TOTAL OPERATING REVENUES 582,420 1,165,800 890,900 _ 1192933 _ 1,182,056 1,997,210
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DEPT
CODE

ACCT

52710
52713
52715
8277
52120

CITY OF DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND
1993-84 ANNUAL BUDGET

EXPENDITURES
EXPENDITURES
SEE BELOW
1992-93 1993-54
1991-92 ACTUAL ESTIMATED

DESCRIPTION ACTUAL BUDGET 3/31/93 6/30/83 REQUEST _ BUDGET
SANITATION ADMINISTRATION 37,344 132,550 85,503 134,137 238,620 /z;o,:c
RESIDENTIAL COLLECTION 702,531 552,440 325,742 468,323 515,837 5265
DUMPSTER SERVICES o 220,828 143,201 178,388 187,420 188 6t
WASTE DISPOSAL 147,841 225710 122,385 204,180 220179 230.7
NONOPERATING EXPENSES 0 10,200 8,344 8,344 11,000 11,00
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 887,716 _ 1,150,728 695,265 891372 __1,182056 _ [ 11972

e
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CITY OF DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND
1993-54 ANNUAL BUDGET

EXPENDITURES

DEPT  SANITATION ADMINISTRATION

CODE 52710

1992-93 1993-94
1891-92 ACTUAL  ESTIMATED

ACCT DESCRIPTION ACTUAL BUDGET. 3/31/93 6/30/93 REQUEST  _ BUDGET
111 SALARIES 0 52,000 38,405 50,807 51,850 53,40¢
141 _PAYROLL TAXES 0 4,000 2915 3,887 3,970 4.10¢
142 HOSPITAL & HEALTH INSURANCE 0 1,650 3,608 4928 5,500 5,500
147 UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 0 1,000 504 672 1,000 1,000
250 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 242 500 o 500 2,500 2,501
280 TRAVEL 210 300 25 33 300 30
282 AUTOMOBILE ALLOWANCE 4,200 4,200 3,150 4,200 4,200 4,200
320 OPERATING SUPPLIES 0 2,000 1,345 1,793 2,000 2,00
328 CLOTHING & UNIFORMS 0 800 442 589 500 60C
330 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE _ 0 2,000 1,221 1,628 2,000 2,000
510 INSURANCE 32,892 50,300 44,100 58800 _ 62,000 62,00¢
530 JOINT EXPENSE 0 0 0 0 96,400 96,40C
540 DEPRECIATION 0 0 0 1,300 1,300 1,300
741 BAD DEBT EXPENSE 0 5,000 0 5,000 5,000 5,00(

TOTAL SANITATION ADMINISTRATION 37,344 132,550 95,503 134,137 238,620 240,300
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CITY OF DYERSBURG

WORKSHEET 1893-84 ANNUAL BUDGET

PAYROLL COSTS
DEFT NAME SOLID WASTE MGMT. ADMINISTRATION
DEFT NUMBER 52710-111
DATE OF 7/1/93-6/30/84
LAST 3/12/93 RECOMME!
NAME POSITION INCREASE ~ HOURLY WEEKLY ANNUAL REQUEST DATION
Frank Roark Superintandent 7/1/92 14.9500 558.19 31,105.88 31,105.88 32,039,
Tony Childress Asst. Superintendent 7/1/92 9.9700 388.80 20,737.60 20,737.60 21,359
TOTALS 51,843.48 51,843.48 53,398

NOTE: Budget Recommendation includes a 3% improvernent in overall salaries.

Exhibit: Payrol Costs



CITY OF DYERSBURG
WORKSHEET 1993-54 ANNUAL BUDGET
HEALTH INSURANCE COSTS

DEPT NAME SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT ADMINISTRATION
DEPT NUMBER 52710142
4/30/93 7/1/93-68/30/94
MONTHLY PAYMENTS AS OF 4/30/93 PAYMENTS RECOMME!
NAME POSITION EMPLOYEE DEPENDENT TOTAL ANNUALIZED _REQUEST DATION

Frank Roark Dent. Supervisor 138.00 138.00 1,658.00 1,821.60 1,821.€
Tony Childress . Asst. Supervisor 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,308.00 3,636.60 3,626.6:
TOTALS 276.00 137,50 413.50 4,962.00 5,458.20 5,458.2

NOTE: Insurance costs increased 10% from the previous year.

EXHIBIT: Health insurance Costs



CITY OF DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND-
1983-84 ANNUAL BUDGET
EXPENDITURES
DEPT  RESIDENTIAL COLLECTION
CODE 52713
1992-93 1993-04
1991-92 ACTUAL ESTIMATED
ACCT DESCRIPTION ACTUAL _ BUDGET 3/31/93 6/30/93  __ REQUEST BUDGET

111, SALARIES 369,722 269,940 201,255 268,340 299,960 309,000
112 SALARIES - OVERTIME 10,033 4,500 3,124 4,166 5,000 5,00¢
141 PAYROLL TAXES 28,981 21,000 15522 20,698 24,021 24,050
142 HOSPITAL & HEALTH INSURANCE 43,504 42,000 30,257 40,343 49,500 49,500
250 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0 500 184 245 250 250
290 OTHER CONTRACTUAL 86,585 70,000 50,734 67,645 . 67645 88,00
320 OPERATING SUPPLIES 1,369 2,000 1,320 1,760 2,000 2,00¢
326 CLOTHING & UNIFORMS 6,504 5,000 3,504 4,672 4672 4,700
330 REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE 53,052 20,000 8,000 10,667 15,000 15,000
331 GAS & OIL 24,342 17,500 11,842 15,788 15,789 16,00
540 DEPRECIATION 0 100,000 0 32,000 32,000 32,00¢
900 CAFITAL OUTLAY 78,439 0 0 0 0 [

TOTAL WASTE COLLECTION 702,531 $52,440 325,742 466,323 515,837 525,500
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CITY OF DYERSBURG

WORKSHEET 1893-84 ANNUAL BUDGET

PAYROLL COSTS
DEPT NAME RESIDENTIAL SERVICE
DEPT NUMBER 52713-111
DATE OF 7/1/83-6/30/94
LAST 3/12/83 RECOMMEM
NAME POSITION INCREASE  HOWRLY WEEKLY ANNUAL REQUEST DATION

Ethridge Armstrong Collector 7/1/92 7.1400 285.60 14,851.20 14,851.20 15,298,
Bobby Bane Collector 7/1/92 7.1400 285.60 14,851.20 14,851.20 15,296
Gllliam Bates Collactor 71/82 7.1400 285.60 14,851.20 14.851.20 15,2986,
Howard Benge Crew Driver 7/1/82 7.9600 318.40 18,556.80 186,558.80 17,053,
Luther Brown Collector 7/1/92 7.1400 285.60 14,851.20 14,851.20 15,206.
Tommy Capps Collector 7/1/92 7.1400 285.80 14,851.20 14,851.20 15,298,
Robert Hawks Collector 7/11/92 7.1400 285.60 14,851.20 14,851.20 151_2_26_.
Carl Haynes Collector 711792 7.4400 285.80 14.851;_2-9_ 14,851.20 15,296,
Rickey Huiching Craw i_.reader 7/1/92 7.9600 318.40 16,566.80 18,556.80 17,053,
James Lyons Crew Driver 7/1/92 7.96800 318.40 16,556.80 16,556.80 17,053..
Kennath Moody Crow Driver 7M1/92 7.9600 318.40 16,556.80 16,558.80 17,053.:
Coy Tate Collector T/ fsg_ 7.1400 285.60 14,851.20 14,851.20 15,298,
Sherman Taylor Dumpster Driver Helper 7/1/92 7.1400 285.60 14,85%.20 14,851.20 15,2886.
Harold Thurmond Utility Operator 7/1/a2 8,9000 178.00 9,256.00 9.258.00 9,533,
Bo Tilley Collector 7.1400 . 285.60 14,851.20 14,851.20 15,2686,
Corinthians Walker Collector 7.1400 285,60 14.351._2_2 14,851.20 15,296,
£rnest West Crew Driver 7N 192_ 7.9600 318.40 16,5656.80 16,558.80 17,053..
David Wicker Collector 7//92 7.1400 285,60 14,851.20. 14,851.20 15,298,
Daniel Wilson Collector 7.1400 285.60 14,851,20 14.851.20 15,298,
Vacant (Hein) Collector 7.1400 285.60 14,851.20 14,851.20 15,208,

TOTALS 299,956.80 299495880_ 308,955.:

NOTE: Budget Recommondation includes a 3% Improvement in oversil sataries.

Exhibit: Payroll Coste



CITY OF DYERSBURG
WORKSHEET 18983-94 ANNUAL BUDGET
HEALTH INSURANCE COSTS

DEPT NAME RESIDENTIAL SERVICE
DEPT NUMBER 52713-142
4/30/93 7/1/93-6/30/94
MONTHLY PAYMENTS AS OF 4/30/93 PAYMENTS RECOMMEN
NAME POSITION EMPLOYEE DEPENDENT TOTAL ANNUALIZED _ REQUEST DATION
Ethridge Ammstrong Collector 138.00 138.00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,821.60
Bohby Bane Collector 138.00 138.00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,821.60
Gilllam Bates Collector 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,306.00 3,638.80 a,sﬁ
Howard Bange Crew Driver 138.00 138,00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,821.60
Luther Brown Collector 138.00 138.00 1,856.00 1,821.60 1,821.6C
Tommy Capps Collector 138.00 138.00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,821,6C
Robert Hawks Collector 138.00 138.00 1,658.00 1,821.60 1,821.80
Carl Haynes Caollector 138.00 138.00 1,858.00 1,821.60 1,821.6C
Rickey Hutching Crew Leader 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,306.00 3,636.60 3,636.6C
James Lyons Crew Driver 138.00 137.50 275,50 3,308.00 3,636.60 3,636.50
Kenneth Moody Crew Driver 138.00 138.00 1,658.00 1,821.60 1,821.6C
Coy Tate Collector 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,308.00 3,636.60 3,636.6C
Shermman Taylor Dumpster Dr Helper 138.00 138.00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,821.6C
Harold Thurmond Uttty Operator 138.00 137.50 275,50 3,306.00 3,636.60 3,636.60
Bo Tillay Collector 138.00 138.00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,821.6C
Corinthians Walker Collector 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,306.00 3,638.60 3,638.60
Ernest Wast Crew Driver 138.00 138.00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,821.6C
David Wicker Collactor 138.00 138.00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,821.8C
Danlet Wilson Collactor 138.00 138.00 1,656.00 1,821.60 1,621.60
Vacant Collector 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,308.00 3,638.60 3,636.6C
TOTALS 2,760.00 962.50 3,722.50 44,870.00 __ 46,137.00 49,137.0C

NOTE: insurance costs increased 10% from the previous year.

EXHIBIT: Health Insurance Costs



CITY OF DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND
1693-94 ANNUAL BUDGET

EXPENDITURES

DEPT  DUMPSTER SERVICES

CODE 52715

1992-93 1893-84
1891-92 ACTUAL  ESTIMATED
ACCT DESCRIPTION ACTUAL BUDGET _ __ 3/31/93 8/30/93__ _REQUEST _ BUDGET
111 SALARIES 64,000 46,970 62,627 84,550 66,50
112 SALARIES ~ OVERTIME 10,000 7,252 9,869 10,000 10,00
141 PAYROLL TAXES 5,700 4,087 5,449 5,710 5,86
142 HOSPITAL & HEALTH INSURANCE 6,800 5,070 6,760 9,200 9,20
312 SMALL [TEMS OF EQUIPMENT 500 340 453 500 50
320 OPERATING SUPPLIES 300 188 251 251 30
326 CLOTHING & UNIFORMS 800 532 709 708 80
330 REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE 45,000 29,262 39,000 40,000 40,00
331 GAS 3 OIL 11,500 8,600 11,467 11,500 11,50
540 DEPRECIATION 59,300 0 42,000 45,000 45,00
900 CAPITAL QUTLAY 25028 41,000 0 0
TOTAL DUMPSTER SERVICES 0 229,828 143201 __ 178,388 187,420 180,66
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CITY OF DYERSBURG
WORKSHEET 1993-84 ANNUAL BUDGET

PAYROLL COSTS
DEPT NAME DUMPSTER SERVICE
DEPT NUMBER 52715-111
DATE OF 7/1/83-8/30/94
LAST 3/12/93 RECOMME}
NAM§ POSITION INCREASE HOURLY WEEKLY ANNUAL REQUEST DATION

Bobby Dykes Dumpster Driver 11/2/82 8.8600 354.40 18,428.80 18,428.60 18,581,
Johnny Gallahaire Dumpster Driver 7/1/92 8.8600 354.40 18,428.80 18,428.80 18,981.
Ray Hamil Dumpster Driver 7/ 1!9&_ 8.8600 354.40 168,426.80 18,428.80 18,981.
Harold Thurmond Utility Man 7i1/92 8.89000 178.00 9,256.00 _9,_256.00 9,533,
TOTALS 64,542.40 64,542.40 £8,478.

NOTE: Budget Recommendation includes a 3% improvemant in overall salaries. Exhibit: Payroll Costs



CiTY OF DYERSBURG

WORKSHEET 1893-94 ANNUAL BUDGET
HEALTH INSURANCE COSTS

DEPT NAME ODUMPSTER SERVICE
DEPT NUMBER 52715-142
4/30/03 7/1/93-8/30/84
MONTHLY PAYMENTS AS OF 4/30/83 PAYMENTS RECOMMEN-:
NAME POSITION EMPLOYEE DEPENDENT TOTAL ANNUALIZED REQUEST DATION

Bobby Dykes Dumpster Driver 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,308.00 3,636.60 3,636.60
Johnny Gallehaire Dumpster Driver 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,306.00 3,636.60 3,636.80
Ray Hamil Durnpster Driver 138.00 138.00 1,856.00 1,821.60 1,821.60
TOTALS 414.00 275.00 689.00 8,268.00 9,094.80 9,094.80

NOTE: Insurance costs increased 10% from the previous yaar,

EXHIBIT: Heaith Insurance Costs



CITY OF DYERSBURG
WORKSHEET 1993-94 ANNUAL BUDGET
SMALL ITEMS OF EQUIPMENT

DEPT DUMPSTER SERVICES
CODE 52715-312
RECOMMEN-
ACCT DESCRIPTION - REQUEST DATION
312  Amount requested without detail to support. 500 500
TOTAL 500 500

EXH!BIT: Small items of Equipment



CITY OF DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND
1893-94 ANNUAL BUDGET

EXPENDITURES
DEPT  WASTE DISPOSAL
CODE 52717
1992-93 1893-84
1991-g2 ACTUAL  ESTIMATED

ACCT DESCRIPTION ACTUAL _ _ BUDGET 3/31/93 6/30/83  _REQUEST _ BUDGET
111 SALARIES 34,592 43,900 28,820 35,760 44,900 48,10
112 SALARIES - OVERTIME __ 7,350 8,000 4918 8,555 8,000 8,00
141 PAYROLL TAXES 3,156 3,980 2,386 3,181 4,050 4,15
142 HOSPITAL & HEALTH INSURANCE _ 4,501 5,000 3,704 4,930 5,500 5,500
240 UTILITY SERVICES 723 900 318 421 800 80
250 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,836 27,000 813 1,084 2,000 2,00
310 OFFICE SUPPLIES & MATERIALS ar? 320 343 457 500 50¢
326 CLOTHING & UNIFORMS 548 800 333 444 450 600
330 REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE 56,168 60,000 59,711 79,615 75,000 75,000
331 GAS&OIL 11,625 11,000 9,859 12,878 12,879 13,000
510 INSURANCE 887 2,000 1,440 1,820 3,000 3,00
533 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT RENTAL 0 3,000 0 0 8,000 8,000
540 DEPRECIATION 0 35,000 0 35,000 33,000 33,00
548 AMORTIZATION 0 0 0 8,000 6,000 8,00
598 STATE TIPPING FEES 19,269 25,000 11,944 15,825 25,000 25,00
900 CAPITAL OUTLAY 7,000 0 0 0 0 ¢
TOTAL WASTE DISPOSAL 147,841 226,710 122,385 204,180 229,179 230,75¢
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CITY OF DYERSBURG
WORKSHEET 1893-84 ANNUAL BUDGET

PAYROLL COSTS
DEPT NAME LANDFILL
DEPT NUMBER 52717-111
DATE OF 7/1/93-6/30/94

LAST 3/12/93 RECOMME
NAME POSITION INCREASE HOURLY WEEKLY ANNUAL REQUEST DATION
Billy Starnes Landfill Operator 7/1/92 8.9300 357.20 18,574.40 18,574.40 18,131
Pam Beasley Dirt Pan Operator 7/1/92 8.8100 352.40 18,324.80 18,324.80 18,874
Harold Thurmend Wknd Stand-by Person 8,000.00 8,000
TOTALS 36,899.20 44,899.20 46,00

NOTE: Budget Recommendation includes a 3% improvement in overall salaries. Exhibit: Payroll Costs



CITY OF DYERSBURG
WORKSHEET 1993-94 ANNUAL BUDGET
HEALTH INSURANCE COSTS

DEPT NAME LANDFILL
DEPT NUMBER 52717142
4/30/93 7/1/93-8/30/94
MONTHLY PAYMENTS AS OF 4/30/93 PAYMENTS RECOMME!
NAME POSITION EMPLOYEE DEPENDENT TOTAL ANNUALIZED REQUEST DATION
Billy Starnes Landfill Operator 138.00 137.50 275.50 3,308.00 3,636.60 3,638.6
Pam Baasley Dirt Pan Operator 138.00 138.00 1,658.00 1,821.80 1,821.6
TOTALS 276.00 137.50 413.50 4 962.00 5.458.20'_ 5,458.2

NOTE: Insurance costs increased 10% from the previous year. EXHIBIT: Health Insurance Costs



CITY OF DYERSBURG, TENNESSEE
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND

1693-94 ANNUAL BUDGET
EXPENDITURES
DEPT  NONOPERATING EXPENSES
CODE 52120
1982-83 1983-84
1991-82 ACTUAL  ESTIMATED
ACCT DESCRIPTION ACTUAL BUDGET 3/31/93 8/30/93 REQUEST _ _ BUDGET
631 CAPITAL OUTLAY NOTES-INTEREST 9,500 7,808 7,898 11,000 11,000
636 CAPITALIZED LEASE OBLIG-INTEREST 700 448 448 0 (
TOTAL NONOPERATING EXPENSES 0 10,200 8,344 8,344 11,000 11,000
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CITY OF DYERSBURG
WORKSHEET 1992-93 ANNUAL BUDGET

CAPITAL OUTLAY EXPENDITURES
DEPT DUMPSTER SERVICES
CODE 16400
RECOMMEN-

ACCT DESCRIPTION REQUEST DATION
16400 Twenty-five (25) Six Yd. Dumpster Boxes 18,018 18,018
16400 Twenty-five (25) Eight Yd. Dumpster Boxes 20,034 20,034

TOTAL 38,052 38,052

EXHIBIT: Capital Outlay



CITY OF DYERSBURG
WORKSHEET 1992-93 ANNUAL BUDGET

CAPITAL QUTLAY EXPENDITURES
DEPT LANDFILL
CODE 16400
RECOMMEN-
ACCT DESCRIPTION REQUEST DATION
16400 One (1) Compactor 150,000 150,000
With the compactor, we will get better compaction of garbage, resulting in the
saving of valuable landfili space.
150,000 150,000

EXHIBIT: Capital Outlay



BARKER BROTHERS WASTE, INC.

PHONE (901) 885-5528
FAX (901) 885-0927

P.O.BOX 317
TROY, TENNESSEE 38260

fingust 9, 1993

Azkew, Richardson, Hargraves & Ass.
1503 Union Ave.
Memphis, Tn. 38104

ptt: Tim Buckley
Dear Mr. Bucklevy:
Fleaze Tind below the information you requested regarding

the tans of salid waste collected from Dyer, Bibson and
Crockett Counties. All figures are in tons for one year.

RESIDENTIAL/
COUNTY COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL.

C;PYER 1,870 11,724 A
GIESON 2,370 4,770
CROCKETT =20 ~0-
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HUTCHERSON SCRAP INC
PAT SMITH

PO BOX 218

HALLS, TH 38040

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL
THE HONORABLE BILL REVELL
HWY 51 § BYPASS PO BOX 1358
DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

X

47

05/04/93 PAGE:
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
l a9C DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
Fow/’
(:ﬁiéTE DISPOSED OF IN DYER coggii)
VOLUME

HAULER TYPE (TONS) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE
HLR-23-000-0255 OTHER 15,832  SNL 23-101-0218
DYERSBURG SOLID WASTE MANAGEME DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL
TOM BURGESS THE HONORABLE BILL REVELL
119 SOUTH MILL AVENUE HWY 51 S BYPASS PO BOX 1358
DYERSBURG, TN 38024 DYERSBURG, TN 38024-
HLR-23-000-0257 HOUSE 208 SNL 23-101-0058

CITY OF NEWBERN LANDFILL NEWBERN TOWN LANDFILL

JOE ADAMS THE HONORABLE JOE ADAMS
PO BOX 460 PO BOX 460

NEWBERN, TN 38059 NEWBERN, TN 38059~
HLR-27-000-0289 OTHER 1,620

WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON -

137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD

PO BOX 1642

JACKSON, TN 38301 )

o pen T

HLR~-27-000-0289 OTHER 1,680 \e'on im0
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON 14 - \Whow -
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD %4 ’

PO BOX 1642

JACKSON, TN 38301 /

HLR-27-000-0289 OTHER 3,144 /

WASTE I{ANA™ENT " JACKSON

137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD

PO BOX 1642

JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-71-000-1065 OTHER 45 - SNL 23-101-0218

FORCUM LANNOM DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL
PO BOX 768 THE HONORABLE BILL REVELL
DYERSBURG, TN 38025 HWY 51 S BYPASS PO BOX 1358

DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

HLR-71-000-1065 OTHER 5 SNL 23-101-02;

FORCUM LANNOM

PO BOX 768 MR JERE T KIRK

DYERSBURG, TN 38025 PO BOX 1188

DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

HLR-49-000-1680 OTHER 780 .~ SNL 23-101-0218
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

Zort

WASTE DISPOSED OF IN DYER COUNTY

VOLUME
{TONS )

WASTE DISPOSAL SITE
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HLR-09-000-1686

HENRY I SIEGEL COMPANY INC
126 LEXTNGTON STREET
BRUCETON, TN 38317

HLR-23-000-1820
PROFESSIONAL WASTE HANDLING
RONNIE DEW

PO BOX 1034

DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1034

HLR-23-000-1820
PROFESSIONAL WASTE HANDLING
RONNIE DEW

PO BOX 1034

DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1034

HLR~-23-000-1833

COLONTAL RUBBER WORKS INC
PO BOX 807

DYERSBURG, TN 38024

HLR~-23-000-1833

COLONTAL RUBBER WORKS INC
FO BOX 807

DYERSBURG, TN 38024

HL.R-48-000-1870

YATES & SONS TILE & CULVERT CO
JERRY DON YATES

515 HIGHWAY 78 SOUTH
TIPTONVILLE, TN 38079

HLR-23-000-1935

WEST TENNESSEE LANDFILL INC .
JERE T. KIRK

‘PO BOX 1188

JYERSBURG, TN 38025-1188

OTHER

OTHER

OTHER

OTHER

OTHER

OTHER

4,906

36

7,704

4,160

317

€0

SNL,_23~101-0225
(JERE_KIEK DISPQSAL D
MR JERE T KIRK

PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

SNL 23-101-0225

MR JERE T XIRK
PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

~ SNL 23-101-0218

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL
THE HONORABLE BILL REVELL
HWY 51 S BYPASS PO BOX 1358
DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

N =101-{)

JERE KIRK DISPOSH

MR JERE T KIRK
PC BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025~

v~ SWP 23-101-0176

DYERSBURG ENERGY RECOVERY
HON BILL REVELL

MAYOR

119 SOUTH MILL AVE
DYERSBURG, TN 38024~

SNL 23-101-0225
1SPOSAL

PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

SNL 23-101-0225
JERE KIRK DISPOSAL

o

PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-



05/04/93

PAGE:

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

WASTE DISPOSED OF IN DYER COUNTY

49

VOLUME
HAULER TYPE {TONS) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE
HLR-23-000-1935 OTHER 1,080 SNL 23- 101 0225
WEST TENNESSEE LANDFILL INC JER POSAL
JERE T. KIRK R
PO BOX 1188 PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1188 DYERSBURG, TN 38025-
HLR-23-000-1935 OTHER 60 SNL 23- 101 0225
WEST TENNESSEE LANDFILL INC
JERE T. KIRK
PC BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1188 DYERSBURG, TN 38025-
HLR-23-000-2027 : 60 N =10

DANNY PRITCHETT
DANNY PRITCHETT
-BOX 339

FINLEY, TN 38030

_‘;________-——"" CJERE KIRK DISPOS.

MR JERE T KIRK
PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

Dy pansionc mel oEN senn Mn)
/5 Bb2 J
g ¢ 545
180 490¢
24 71704
317
‘/ /o 6o
JogD
Zp, 853" zo
2 . 0 _
ZCb() f*5 247 {66.75”QL TONS 22152 _ w é/»[Q/
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION Jor L
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

WASTE PICKED UP IN DYER COUNTY )

VOLUME
{TONS)

WASTE DISPOSAL SITE

HLR-23-000-1820
PROFESSIONAL WASTE HANDLING
RONNIE DEW

PO BOX 1034

DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1034

HLR-23-000-1820
PROFESSTONAL WASTE HANDLING
RONNIE DEW

PO BOX 1034

DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1034

HLR-23-000-1935

WEST TENNESSEE LANDFILL INC
JERE T. KIRK

PO BOX 1188

"YERSBURG, TN 38025-1188

HLR-23-000-1833

COLONIAL RUBBER WORKS INC
PO BOX 807

DYERSBURG, TN 38024

HLR-23~000-1833

COLONIAL RUBBER WORKS INC
PO BOX 807

DYERSBURG, TN 38024

HLR-66-000-0935

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
PO BOX 317

TROY, TR 38260

HLR-66-000-0935

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
PO BOX 317

TROY, TN 38260

820

20,280

20,280

SNL 23-101-0225

JERE KIRK DISPOSAL
MR JERE T KIRK

PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

SNL 23-101-0218

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL

THE HONORABLE BILL REVELL
HWY 51 5 BYPASS PO BOX 1358
DYERSEBURG, TN 38024~

SNL 23-101-0225
JERE KIRK DISPOSAL
MR JERE T KIRK

PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

SNL 23-101-0225

JERE KIRK DISPOSAL
MR JERE T KIRK

PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

SWP 23-101-0176

DYERSBURG ENERGY RECOVERY
HON BILL REVELL

MAYOR

119 SOUTH MILL AVE
DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

SNL 66-101-0143

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
SCOTT BARKER

947 WILLITT ROAD

TROY, TN 38260~

SNL 66-101-0143

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
SCOTT BARKER

947 WILLITT ROAD

TROY, TN 38260-
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DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

PAGE: 48
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.
(E%STE PICKED UP IN DYER COUNTY

VOLUME
HAULER (TONS)

HLR-23-000-0257

CITY OF NEWBERK LANDFILL
JOE ADAMS

PO BOX 460

NEWBERN, TN 38059

HI.R~-23~000-0257

CITY OF NEWBERN LANDFILL
JOE ADAMS

PO BOX 460

NEWBERN, TN 38059

HLR-49-000-1680
HUTCHERSON SCRAP INC
PAT SMITH

PO BOX 218

"ALLS, TN 38040

HLR~-23-000-0255

DYERSBURG SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND
TOM BURGESS

119 SOUTH MILL AVENUE

DYERSBURG, TN 38024

HLR-23-600-2027
DANNY PRITCHETT
DANNY PRITCHETT
BOX 339

FINLEY, TN 38030

HLR-71-000-1065 50
FORCUM LANROM

PO BOX 768

DYERSBURG, TN 38025

HLR-71-000-1065 50
FORCUM LANNOM

PO BOX 768

DYERSBURG, TN 38025

WASTE DISPOSAL SITE

SNL 23-101-0058
NEWBERN TOWN LANDFILL
THE HONORABLE JOE ADAMS
PO BOX 460

NEWBERN, TN 38059-

SNL 66-101-0148

ALAN SHIRLEY GRATIC LF
MR ALLEN SHIRLEY

2557 8§ BLUFF ROAD
OBION, TN 38240-

SNL. 23-101-0218

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL

THE HONORABLE BILL REVELL
HWY 51 S BYPASS PO BOX 1358
DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

SNL 23-101-0218

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFTLL
THE HONORABLE BILL REVELL
HWY 51 S BYPASS PO BOX 1358
DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

SNL 23-101-0225
JERE KIRK DISPOSAL
MR JERE T KIRK

PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

SHL 23-101-0218

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL
THE HONORAELE BILL REVELL
HWY 51 S BYPASS PO BOX 1358
DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

SNL 23-101-0225
JERE KIRK DISPOSAL
MR JERE T KIRK

PO BOX 1188
DYERSBURG, TN 38025-



w

05/04/93
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
SOLID WASTE LANDFILL SITES

r————

LANDFILL SITES IN DYER COUNTY LAST REMAIN
ACTION LIFE ACRES

SNL 23-101-0225 92 31.00 79.0
JERE KIRK DISPOSAL

MR JERE T KIRK

PO BOX 1188

DYERSBURG, TN 38025-

SNL 23-101-0058 92 6.00 0.0
NEWBERN TOWN LANDFILL

THE HONCRAEBLE JOE ADAMS

PC BOX 460

NEWBERN, TN 38059-

SNL 23-101-0218 92 17.00 64.0
DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL

THE HCONORABLE BILL REVELL

HWY 51 S BYPASS PO BOX 1358

DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

SNL 23-101-0040
KIRK LANDFILL

SNL 23-101-0059
ELLIS LANDFILL

t

WP 23-101-0176

DYERSBURG ENERGY RECOVERY
HON BILL REVELL

MAYOR

119 SOUTH MILL AVE
DYERSBURG, TN 38024-

SWP 23-101-1035 92 0.00 0.0
METHODIST HOSPITAL INCIN

MR EDWARD NANNEY

400 TICKLE STREET

DYERSBURG, TN 38024~

PRGE: 28

0.00

49.32

-~ 0.21
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
SOLID WASTE REGISTERED HAULERS / ok /
Dyer County

NON-
REGISTERED HOUSE- HOUSE- VOLUME
HAULERS TRUCKS HOLDS HOLDS { TONS)
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HLR-23-000-0255 14 5,700.00 450 5,212
DYERSBURG SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND ‘

TOM BURGESS Y
119 SOUTH MILL AVENUE y
DYERSBURG, TN 38024 '

HLR~-23-000-0257 2 1,004.00 121 240
CITY OF NEWBERN LANDFILL

JOE ADAMS

PO BOX 460

NEWBERN, TN 38059

HLR-23-000-1670 1 0.00 1 117
RUSSELL BARRON '

121 SMITH STREET

LENOX, TN 38047

HLR-23-000-1820 1 0.00 1 ; 820
PROFESSIONAL WASTE HANDLING

RONNIE DEW

PO BOY 1034

DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1034

HLR-23-000-1833 2 0.00 1 3,096
COLONIAL RUBBER WORKS INC
PO BOX 807

DYERSBURG, TN 38024

HLR-23-000-193% 2 0.00 2 - 7,509
WEST TENNESSEE LANDFILL INC -

JERE T. KIRK

PO BOX 1188

DYERSBURG, TN 38025-1188

HLR-23-000-2027 1 0.00 Y 0
DANNY PRITCHETT ' '
DANNY PRITCHETT

BOX 339

FINLEY, TN 38030



GENERAL CONTRACTOR
and
DEVELOPER OFFICE 901-285-8188
901.285-5061
DYERSAURG, TN 38025.1188 LAKEWOOD DEVELOPMENT HOME 901-285-9598
OFFICE: 1335 EAST COURT 600 Acres of Lakes and Trees 901-286-1581
New Home of Historical Lenox Bridge FAX 901-287-7777

»

Over $13,000,000 in New Home Construction

November 9, 1993

Crockett-Dyer-Gibson Counties

Regional Solid Waste Management Planning Board
P.0. Box 667

Dyersburg, Tennessee 38024

ATTN: Mr. Bob Jones,
Chairman of the Board

RE: Sale of West Tennessee Landfill, Incorporated owned by
Jere T. Kirk to the Regional Board or Authority.

Dear Mr. Jones,

Since the Regional Solid Waste Board for Crockett-Dyer-Gibson
Counties must make a decision soon regarding the disposal of
refuse from the area, I would like to offer my landfill, West
Tennessee Landfill, Incorporated, for sale to the Regional
Board.

West Tennessee Landfill, Inc. is located four miles south of
Dyersburg, Tennessee and all stock is unencumbered and owned
by Jere T. Kirk.

The landfill consists of approximately 115 acres with 75
acres approved for landfilling to a depth of 36 feet. The

landfill at this location was opened in November 1989 and has
approximately two million cubic yards of approved air space

remaining.

Presently'our waste for this Class I Landfill is industrial,
household, asbestos and contaminated soil that is within safe

parameters of the TCLP test.

Present landfill volume is approxlmately 100 tons per déﬁi@ ”

520.. per ton.

I will sell land, permlts.-and“ business to the Reglonal

Authority for Three Million plus $2. per ton royalty.

'REALESTATE. » BUY » SELL * TRADE




Page 2
Decenmber 9, 1993
Mr. Bob Jones

I own an additional 135 acres joining the landfill. This can
be purchased also and landfill can be expanded in the future.

No equipment goes with this sale and Kirk reserves the right
to choose equal value property for trade. However, I would
be interested in financing for the Authority for 10% down and
balance in 9 yearly payments of $300,000. each plus 6% :
interest. -

I would also reserve the right to bring asbestos to the
landfill for this period of time (9 years) at a - landfill
charge rate of $30. per ton.

The plans and operation manual for the landfill are available
for viewing at Jere T. Kirk's office located at 1335 East
Court Street in Dyersburg, Tennessee. Enclosed please flnd
copies of State of Tennessee permits.

By having this landfill operation and controlling the flow of
refuse it is possible for the three counties to have landfill
capacity for their residents at practically no . cost. The
landfill is presently for sale and would be taken off the -
market with a signed contract. - e

My wife is a retired school pr1nc1pal and after the sale of,'
the landfill, we plan to travel and smell the roses. S

rely,

JTK/cjh

Enclosures




GIBSON COUNTY PERTINENT

SOLID WASTE INFORMATION
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LANDFILL SITES IN GIBSON COUNTY LAST
- —= ACTION

—— S m— o e S o  — o — e m—— S mem o w— — —

SNL 27-101-00453 92
MILAN LANDFILL

THE HONORABLE DON FARMER

10el § MAIN ST

MILAN, TN 38358-

SNL 27-101-0091 ' 92
HUMBOLDT LANDFILL

. MR DAVID SIKES

. 1421 OSBORNE STREET

HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

SNL 27-101-0053
TRENTON CITY LANDFILL

r

- SNL 27-101-0085%
- DYER CITY LANDEILL

L

SWP 27-101-022% | 92
. HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
. HON JESS PRITCHARD
' MAYOR OF HUMBOL
' 1421 OSBORNE' STREET
~ HUMBOLDT, TN 38343~

REMAIN
LIFE ACRES

2.00 50.0
0.00 0.0
0.00 0.0

PAGE:

40.77

0.00

32
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

SOLID WASTE TERED HAULERS
Gibson County

NON-
REGISTERED o HOUSE-  HOUSE-
HAULERS = ° - TRUCKS  HOLDS HOLDS

: 37

————.—.—..—-—-—-..—...-——_——.-p-——_——.—————_—.——-—_—.———-——-q—————-

- HLR-27-000-0284 8 3,000.00 50
MILAN CITY LANDFILL
HERB DAVIS
MILAN CITY HALL
MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-0288 ' 1 0.00 1
UNITED AMMUNITION CONTAINERS '

135 MILAN ARSENAL HWY

MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-028%9 _ 31 21,971.00 2,897
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON

137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD

- PO BOX 1e42

", JRCKSCH, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0290 ' 1 -~ 0.00 1
DOUGLAS AND LOMASON COMPANY

3000 KEFAUVER DRIVE

MILAN, TN 28358

HLR~27-000-0292 2 0.00 1
MILAN BOX CORPORATION

2090 W VAN HOOK

PO BOX 3¢

MITAN, TN 383:8

HLR-27-000-0304 ' ‘ 2 400,00 68
CITY OF BRADFORD

PO BOX 87

BRADFORD, TN 38316

HLR-27-000-0305 2 0.00 2
J PETE BULLINGTON ' '

ROUTE 1 BOX 164

LAVINIA, TH 38348

HLR-27-000-0308 .1 160,00 0
LOWERYS GARBAGE SERVICE ' '
ROUTE 1 BOX 267

BELLS, TN 38006

42

33,525

63

360

104

80

. 50
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. DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
SOLID WASTE REGISTERED HAULERS
Gibson County

NON- . ' .
REGISTERED HOUSE- HOUSE- - VOLUME!
"~ HAULERS ' ' TRUCKS HOLDS HOLDS (TONS)
HLR-27-000-0312 ' 1 0.00 1 104
FOAMEX LP ' :
2050 KEFAUVER DRIVE
MILAN, TN 38358
HLR-27-000-2002 : 7 0.00 , o] 0

CITY OF HUMBOLDT
JESS PRITCHARD

1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343
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HLR-27-000-0305
J PETE BULLINGTON
ROUTE 1 BOX 164
LAVINIA, TN 38348

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH
PO BOX 1642 '
JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH
PO BOX 1642
JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH
PO BOX 1642

. JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH
PO BOX 1642
JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-2002
CITY OF HUMBOLDT
JESS PRITCHARD

© 1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343

HLR-27-000-0304
CITY OF BRADFORD
PO BOX 87
BRADFORD, TN 38316

PAGE:

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

WASTE PICKED UP IN GIBSON COUNTY

VOLUME
(TONS) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE

SWP 27-101-0229
HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
HON JESS PRITCHARD

MAYOR OF HUMBOL

1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

JACKSON Madison
ROAD

SNL. 27-101-0091
JACKSON HUMBOLDT LANDFILL
ROAD MR DAVID SIKES
1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

‘ SNL 27-101-0051
JACKSON HUMBOLDT LANDFILL
ROAD ' MR DAVID SIKES :
1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343~

JACKSON Dyer
ROAD

SWP 27-101-0229

HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
HON JESS PRITCHARD

MAYOR OF HUMBOL

1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343~

Gibson



' 05/03/93 PAGE: 5%

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
PO BOX 317
TROY, TN 38260

HLR-27-000-0284
MILAN CITY LANDFILL
HERB DAVIS

MILAN CITY HALL
MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-0288

UNITED AMMUNITION CONTAINERS
135 MILAN ARSENAL HWY

MILAN, TN 38358

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
SCOTT BARKER

947 WILLITT ROAD

TROY, TN 38260-

SNL 27-101-0045 -
MILAN LANDFILL

THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
1061 5 MAIN ST

MILAN, TN 38358~

SKL 27-101-0045.

MILAN LANDFILL

THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
1061 S MAIN ST

MILAN, TN 38358-

‘ | DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
1 DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
WASTE PICKED UP IN GIBSON COUNTY
. VOLUME |
HAULER (TONS ) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE
HLR-27-000-0312 SNL 27-101-0045
FOAMEX LP MTLAN LANDFILL
2050 KEFAUVER DRIVE THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
MILAN, TN 38358 1061 S MAIN ST
| MILAN, TN 383%58-
'HLR-09-000~1637 SWP 27-101-0229
TOLLEY ENTERPRISES HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
MIKE TOLLEY HON JESS PRITCHARD
PO BOX 249 MAYOR OF HUMBOL
ATWOOD, TN 38220 1421 OSBORNE STREET
| HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-
HLR~27-000~0292 SNL 27-101-0045
MILAN BOX CORPORATION MILAN LANDFILL
2090 W VAN HOOK THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
>0 BOX 30 1061 S MAIN ST
ILAN, TN 38358 MILAN, TN 38358-
HLR-66-000-0935 20,280 SNL 66-101-0143
BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
. PO BOX 317 SCOTT BARKER
TROY, TN 38260 947 WILLITT ROAD
TROY, TN 38260-
HLR-66-000-0935 20,280 SNL 66-101-0143



-05/03/93 | . " 'PAGE: 56
o DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

WASTE PICKED UP IN GIBSON COUNTY

- | , VOLUME -
 HAULER (TONS) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE
HLR-27-000-0290 | 'SNL 27-101-0045
DOUGLAS AND LOMASON COMPANY MILAN LANDFILL
3000 KEFAUVER DRIVE | THE HONORABLE DON FARMER

© MILAN, TN 38358 1061 S MAIN ST
| MILAN, TN 38358-



.

05/04/93

. HLR-27-000-0289

PAGE: 54

| DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

i  DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
. (::E%STE DISPOSED OF IN GIBSON COU%EE::)

| : VOLUME |
HAULER TYPE (TONS ) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE

~ HLR-27-000-0284 HOUSE 9,092

MILAN CITY LANDFILL
HERB DAVIS
MILAN CITY HALL 1061 S MAIN ST
MILAN, TN 38358 MILAN, TN 38358-
HLR-27-000-0288 OTHER 107 27-101-0045
UNITED AMMUNITION CONTAINERS
135 MILAN ARSENAL HWY TR HONORABLE DON FARMER

1061 § MAIN ST
MILAN, TN 38358-

MILAN, TN 38358

"~ HOUSE 632

SNL 27-101-0091
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON - (EUHBOLDT LANDFILL
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD MR DAVID SIKES
PO BOX 1642 1421 OSBORNE STREET
JACKSON, TN 38301 HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-
HLR~27-000-0289 . OTHER 5,688 SNL 27-101-0091
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON OLDT LANDFILL:)
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD MR DAVID SIKES
PO BOX 1642 1421 OSBORNE STREET
JACKSON, TN 38301 HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-
HLR-27-000-0290 : - OTHER 63
DOUGLAS AND LOMASON COMPANY :
3000 KEFAUVER DRIVE AONCRARLE DON FARMER
MILAN, TN 38358 1061 S MAIN ST
- MILAN, TN 38358-
' HLR-27-000-0292 OTHER 200 NI, 27-101=004
MILAN BOX CORPORATION : S{ILAN LANDF
2090 W VAN HOOK - HE~HONORABLE DCN FARMER
PO BOX 30 1061 S MAIN ST
MILAN, TN 38358 MILAN, TN 38358-
HLR-27-000~0304 HOUSE 416 :
CITY OF BRADFORD (*‘M’"M )
PO BOX &7
BRADFORD, TN 38316
HLR-27-000-0305 HOUSE 36 SWP 27-101-0229

J PETE BULLINGTON
ROUTE 1 BOX 164
LAVINIA, TN 38348

HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER J
"HON JESS PRITCHARD

MAYCR OF HUMBOL

1421 OSBORNE STREET
KUMBOLDT, TN 38343-



‘l,‘. _

PAGE: 55

05/04/93
‘ . DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVA™ION
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
WASTE DISPOSED OF IN GIBSON COUNTY
- - VOLUME
HAULER : TYPE {TONS ) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE
HLR-27-000-0305 HOUSE 44

J PETE BULLINGTON
ROUTE 1 BOX 164
LAVINIA, TN 38348 1061 § MAIN ST
S ' MILAN, TN 38358-

HLR-27-000~0308 ' HOUSE 52 SWP 27-101-0229

LOWERYS GARBAGE SERVICE , (HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTERT)
ROUTE 1 BOX 267 HON JESS PRITCHARD

- BELLS, TN 38006 ‘ ' ) MAYOR OF HUMBOL
. 1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBCLDT, TN 38343-

- 'HLR~27-000-0312 - QOTHER 406

FOAMEX LP
2050 KEFAUVER DRIVE
MILAN, TN 38358 1061 S MAIN ST
| MILAN, TN 38358-
HLR-09-000-1637 HOUSE 250 SWP 27-101-0229
TOLLEY ENTERPRISES o (BWBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
' MIKE TOLLEY HON JESS PRITCHARD
PO BOX 249 : MAYOR OF HUMBOL
ATWOOD, TN 38220 | 1421 OSBORNE STREET
| | HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-
HLR-09-000-1637 HOUSE 15 SWP 27-101-0229
TOLLEY ENTERPRISES | (EUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
MIKE TOLLEY o ON JESS PRITCHARD
PO 'BOX 245 - ' MAYOR OF HUMBOL
ATWOOD, TN 38220 1421 OSBORNE STREET
o . - HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-
HLR-27-000-2002 HOUSE 4,644 SWP 27-101-0229 .
CITY OF HUMBOLDT ~ {suMBoLDT RECYCLING CENT%B
JESS PRITCHARD - | - HON JESS PRITCHARD
1421 OSBORNE STREET MAYOR OF HUMBOL

HUMBOLDT, TN 38343 "~ 1421 OSBORNE STREET
‘ . HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

ML 997
1733
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TOTOL 79 pewyr : Tong
N )ﬂ/p _ CHY OF Wuwney pr 196,14
W WASTE MOMGEHENT 525, 14
- CITY OF eRapeprp 51,84
AL NGO : 17
HERUWINE STRIE propyg o.0p
TLLEY SNt intign 23,19
MOH-RES TRy 3.5
IHD/COPERL oy 51
RES TRASH ' 8,68
LT 107, B0, 94

10T 10t anor oy

) — e

0 - UITY OF Jnmpg oy th, 73
C/l/ _ NASTE HReinGENE T m.n
EHERSON WOT0RS 0. op

CUTY OF Beauropn - 2.
BALL TS IO 0. e

HMBOLOF BERERM, ' 823

MMBOLDT HOUSING ‘ p.49

HUMBOLDT UTILITiES bé. 50

KRAFT 8.25

LASHLEE-RICH 3,04

TLLEY SONTTATION - P o0

WHSNS b, &3

MM-RES TRAGH 2.9

HDALUMERL R 8.8

FES Bt 2

RES TRast 16,78

Coorost , 8.0 : .

LRUDFIEL Torp, 305,27 _ !

T0TAL 10 BumMER

CITY 0F Huepept _ 32l 50
WASTE MORIGENEMT N
HUMRLDT 1ous g a7
HiL5HS 218
MIN-fES 3,43
O/ e RE Ty _ 12,47
RES @rimy 18.87
PEOYY FRACT 10t 141,62
RUPMER TitTrL : 669,93

BROVD 10778, AT
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i CITY OF JRMBOLDT, TENESSEE
| HMBOLDY RECYCLING CENTER
STATEMENT OF REVEMLES, EXPENGES, MD

i

CHRGES N RETATNED ERRNINGS

WAY 31, 1993

Period: #3/81/93 to 83/31/93

- OPERATING REVEMKS
HON '8 SMLES
~ TIPPING FEES

CHIRGES FOR. SERVICES
NISCELLAWEOLS THCOME
PROCEEDS FROM BRANTS

0T OPERATING REVENLES

 DPERATING EXPENGES

PURCHISE (F WASTE PRODLETS
ADMIN A GENERAL SPALARIES
OVERTINE PAY |
OFERATING EXPENSE
W3 :

& U LIRBILITY INGURMCE

©OPh Y IRSURRNCE

LIFE INSURANCE
DEPRECIATION

- PATNTENRNCE

. DFFICE SUPPLIES

PAYROLL TAXES

RISCELLAVEDUS EXPENSE

TOTAL DPERATING EXPENGES

NET INCLME (LUSS) FRON OFER,

OTHER TNCOME (EXPENSES)
. INTEREST EXPENSE

 TOAL OTHER NEOPE. (EXPENSES)

KT IO fL0sS)

Reporting-peripd

anount -
§ 7,578,33
31,523, 9%
L] §7,102.2%
§ M
.8

Y AT %)

$ (1,95, 05)
28,433, 29)
(2, 083, 94)
{8,503, 55)
(73, 42)
275, 89)
(135, 17)
{15,89)
(413, 34)
(2,668, 95)
1349, 40)
(2, 845, 92)
{158, 38)

boouIns

! By 12279
¢ (607, 93)

1807,93)
] 5,314, 86

Year-to-date

asount
$ 72,068.43
439,543, 82
§ 511,652.25
f 543,61
12,350, 89

t 024, 445.86

b {19,667, 40)
217,305, 27)
129, 436, 50)
170, 424.93)
18, 108, 62)
(3, 825.00)
i1, 486. 87)
185.9%)
{847, 35)
{59,243, 66)
{5, 559. 19}
(28, 726, 35)
(796, 1)

(428,824, 39)

I 9562147

| 16, 305, 63)

Vo b, 306, 65)

S 89,3408



CITY OF AMBOLDY, TENVEGGEE
| ~ HMBOLDT RECYCLInG CENTER

- BALPE SUEET
Wt 31, 1993
| PGSETS
CURRENT RSSETS
: CASH AND CASH EQUIVELENTS ] 25,376, k7
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 7, 265.65
TOTAL CURRENT AGSETS o
FIXED ASSETS
FECYCLING PLANT § EQUIPHENT. 3 173,836.%5
LESS: PCCUN DEPRECIATICN (5,237, 64)
' b 160,599.31
CAPITALIZED INTEREST yoo1215,910.92)
ACCLMULATED AHORT-CAP INT 53,995,55
| b LibE,915.30)
TOTAL FIXED ASSETS : : ;
TOTAL ASSETS '

* LIABILITIES & RETAINED EARNINGS

CURRENT LIABILITIES

ACCOUNTS PAYARLE $ ie, 878,69
. GURCHRRGE PAYABLE TO STATE 3,181,55
PAYROLL NITHOLDING PAYRABLE 488,92
DUE TO CITY OF HM-BEN FIND 3,635, 541,65
ACCRUED EXPENSES (371,236, 80}

TOTAL CURRENT LIABILITIES '

LONG-TERK LIRBILITIES

WOTES PAYABLE § 12,458,500, 68)
TOTAL LIBILITIES , 4
NET INCOYE (LDSS) _ $

RETAINED ERRNINGS

7" LIAB § FETRINED EARNINGS '

92,641, 67

5,603.94

39, 325,61

3,278,853, %2

819, 953,24

89, 314,82
(B0, 942, 45)

99, 385,61

e



WY 393

- TOTAL 70 PUPHT
CITY OF maeOLDT
WISTE MNOGEMENT
- CITY OF BRADFORD
-+ BULLINGTON
 VERCHNT STATE o
TOLLEY- SANTTATION

- NON-RES TRASH

IND/COMYERC 10
RES TRAGH

PLANT T0TR

TOTAL 10 LANDF L.
_ CHY OF HMAOLD]
- HASTE MAMAGENENT
EMERSON NOTORS
CITY OF BRAFORD
BULLINGTON
HMBOCDT GENERAL
HABOLDT LOUSING
HMBOLDT UTILiT]ES
KR"F‘I‘ . .
s e
10Uy, SANTTATION
JILS0NG

KN-RES TRAGH -
iND/CONERCIAL
ES BASH
ES THRSH

05T

LANIFILL T,

TAL T BURNER

W FRACTIONS
BURNER TOTRL

[

T
ot

EURRENT MONTH

TONS i
194,03 - 5,827, 90
| 512,45 12,577, 7%
33,67 1,010, 1
AN 282,60
2,00 2.0
28,18 603, 48
26 78.90
6.3 189 09
.50 0.08
k2 20,%3.68
oo 0.0
162,18 §,4%8, 08
8,09 ol
0,00 2.00
0.0 2.0
0, 09 0,00
2,41 12.38
15,65 43,50
3.51 105, 70
£, 54 13.20
0.0 200
20, 48 912,00
2.3 7519
13.97 313,79
0.0 8.09
14,16 2. 09
2.09 N
246, 31 C B RR,9
158, 68 4, 704,90
269, 58 " b,109,19
9.33 TN
2.1% §5, 78
5,02 128, 80
XA 1,35, 48
INT 0.08
142,54 0.0
573,47 12,357 49
15%. 6 139, 523,96

Y-1-D
106 1
1382.70 47,265.09
Jo44, 52 86,281, 76
243.70 8,450, 50
BB a5
2,00 0.00
165,14 1,992,65
.19 TR
82,72 1,3%, 18
6,70 0,00
5,814, 84 150,99, 0]
327,63 37,75%. 50
3378, 75 87,273, 5
5.0 183,50
XTI 3,53, 1
67.19 1,800, 18
0.5 10,70
58 164, 20
615,62 18,93, 75
101.21 2,943, £0
59, 12 1,70%,85
68.48 1, 978,65
283,08 8,3%.25
W 1,225, 00
127660 37,9%. 10
1.2 0.00
159.73 f.pe
21,38 8,137.78
7,529,23 211, 149,5%
1079, 55 30,834, 20
1405, 19 9%,
5,52 162,98
10,89 471,00
12,5 T
18572 5,522, 49
8. 4 8.0
839,42 8,0
2,726.01 80, 323,46

16,679, 00 1442, 442, 02




l"

05/04/93
' DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT 2 . RVATION

L) WAS

. LANDFILL SITES IN GIBSON COUNTY LAST  REMAIN

ACTION LIFE ACRES

s sty e e e e v mm mme G mwee  Gees e e S Al dee  irw vy e AR G e G AR e A mAS e

SNL 27-101-0045 : 92 2.00 50.0
MILAN LANDFILL

THE HONORABLE DON FARMER

1061 5 MAIN ST

MILAN, TN 38358-

SNL 27-101-0091 92 0.60 0.0
HUMBOLDT LANDFILL -

MR DAVID SIKES

1421 OSBORNE STREET

. HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

SNL 27-101-0053
TRENTON CITY LANDFILL

1)

. 8NL 27-101-0085
' DYER CITY LANDFILL

14

SWP 27-101-0229 92 0.00 0.0
~ HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER '
HON JESS PRITCHARD

HAYOR OF HUMBOL

. 1421 OSBORNE STREET
- HUMBOLDT, TN 3833~

1 40.77°

0.00



"

HOUSE-
HOLDS

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

SCOLID WASTE TERED HAULERS
Gibson County

NON-
HOUSE-
HOLDS

"PAGE: 37

— i S o wwn we o — — s vee e e mm— e e w— M M M i m an a S Gepm e R S W S G —

05/04/93
'REGISTERED o

HAULERS TRUCKS
HLR-27-000-0284 ' 8

"MILAN CITY LANDFILL

HERB DAVIS
MILAN CITY HALL

- MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27~000-0288 ‘ 1
UNITED AMMUNITION CONTAINERS

135 MILAN ARSENAL HWY -

MILAN, TN 38358

HLR~27-000-0289 : 31
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON

137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD

PO BOX 1642

JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0290 1
DOUGLAS AND LOMASON COMPANY

3000 KEFARUVER DRIVE

MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27~000-0292 . 2
MILAN BOX CORPCRATION

2090 W VAN HOOK

PO BOX 30

MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-0304 . 2
CITY OF BRADFORD '

PO BOX 87

BRADFORD, TN 38316

HLR-27-000-0305 2
J PETE BULLINGTON ‘

ROUTE 1 BOX 164

LAVINIA, TN 38348

HLR-27-000-0308 : 1
LOWERYS GARBAGE SERVICE '

ROUTE 1 BOX 267

BELLS, TN 28006

3,000.00

0.00

21,971.00

.00

0.00

400,00

0.00

160.00

2,897

68

42

33,525

63

360

104

80

50



TR Lt I § SR D L T LT AT 2,

05/04/93
. . DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
SOLID WASTE REGISTERED HAULERS
Gibson County

| ~ NON-
REGISTERED . : HOUSE- HOUSE-

HAULERS : TRUCKS HOLDS HOLDS
HLR-27-000-0312 1 0.00 1
FOAMEX LP .

2050 KEFAUVER DRIVE

MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-2002 _ 7 0.00 . 0

CITY OF HUMBOLDT
JESS PRITCHARD

1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343



L]

© 05/03/93

_ e a e o wr mm em em

. 'HLR-27-000-0305

J PBTE BULLINGTON

- ROUTE 1 BOX 164
- LAVINIA, TN 38348

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH
PO BOX 1642

- JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF

137 LAWRENCE SWITCH

PO BOX 1642
TACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH
PO BOX 1642

- JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH
PO BOX 1642
JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR~27-000-2002

- CITY OF HUMBOLDT

JESS PRITCHARD
1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUHBOLDT, TN 38343

HLR-27-000-0304
CITY OF BRADFORD

"PO BCY 87

BRADFORD, TN 38316

_PAGE: 54
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION -
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

WASTE PICKED UP IN GIBSON COUNTY.

VOLUME =
{TONS ) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE

M o v mE S S W GG et e ey e W o W e TR MR e Mm e s s W e e o e w e ey

SWP 27-101-0229

HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
HON JESS PRITCHRRD

MAYOR OF HUMBOL

1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343~

JACKSON Madison
ROAD

' SNL 27-101-0091
JACKSON ' HUMBOLDT LANDFILL
ROAD MR DAVID SIKES
' 1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

: SNL 27-101-0051
JACKSON HUMBOLDT LANDFILL
ROAD MR DAVID STIKES

: 1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

JACKSON Dyer
RCAD

SWP 27-101-0229

HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
HON JESS PRITCHARD

MAYOR OF HUMBOL

1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

Gibson
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HLR-27-000-0312
FORMEX LP

2050 KEFAUVER DRIVE
MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-=09-000-1637
TOLLEY ENTERPRISES
'MIKE TOLLEY

PO BOX 249

ATWOOD, TN 38220

HLR-27-000-0292
MILAN BOX CORPORATION
2090 W VAN HOCK
*0 BOX 30
[LAN, TN 38358

HLR-66-000-0935

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
PO BOX 317

TROY, TN 38260

HLR-66~000-0935

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
PO BOX 317

TROY, TN 38260

HLR-~27-000-0284
MILAN CITY LANDFILL
HERE DAVIS

MILAN CITY HALL
MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-0288

UNITED AMMUNITION CONTAINERS
135 MILAN ARSENAL HWY

MILAN, TN 38358

20,280

20,280

SNL 27-101-0045

MILAN LANDFILL :
THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
1061 5 MAIN ST

'MILAN, TN 38358~

SWP 27-101-0229

HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
HON JESS PRITCHARD

MAYOR OF HUMBOL

1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

SNL. 27-101-0045

MILAN LANDFILL

THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
1061 S MAIN ST

MILAN, TN 38358-

SNL 66~101-0143

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
SCOTT BARKER

947 WILLITT ROARD

TROY, TN 38260-

SHL, 66-101-0143

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
SCOTT BARKER

947 WILLITT ROAD

TROY, TN 38260-

SNL- 27-101-0045

MILAN LANDFILL

THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
1061 5 MAIN ST

MILAN, TN 38358~

SNL 27-101-0045

MILAN LANDFILL : '
THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
1061 S MAIN ST

MILAN, TN 38358-
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HLR-27-000-0290 SNL 27-101-0045
DOUGLAS AND LOMASON COMPANY | MILAN LANDFILL o
3000 KEFAUVER DRIVE | THE HONORABLE DON FARMER -

MII..AN, TH 38358 1061 5 MAIN ST
. MILAN, TN 38358-
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HLR-27-000-0284
MILAN CITY LANDFILL
HERB DAVIS

MILAN CITY HALL
MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-0288

UNITED AMMUNITION CONTAINERS
135 MILAN ARSENAL HWY

MILAN, TN 238358

HLR-27-000-0289
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON

. 137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD

PO BOX 1642

JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0289 -

- WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON

137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD
PO BOX 1642 :
JACKSON, TN 38301

HLR-27-000-0290

DOUGLAS AND LOMASON COMPANY
3000 KEFAUVER DRIVE

MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-6292
MILAN BCX CORPORATION
2090 W VAN HOOK

PO BOX 30

MILAN, TN 38358

HLR-27-000-0304
CITY OF BRADFORD
PO BOX 87
BRADFCRD, TN 38316

HLR-27-000-0305
J PETE BULLINGTON
ROUTE 1 BOX 164
LAVINIA, TN 38348

HOUSE

OTHER

HOUSE

OTHER

OTHER

OTHER

HOUSE

HOUSE

9,092

107

632

5,688

63

200

416

36

1061 § MAIN 8T
MILAN, TN 38358-

27-101-0045

THE HONORABLE DON FARMER
1061 S MAIN ST -
MILAN, TN 38358-

SNL 27-101-0091

(HUMBOLDT LANDFILL)

MR DAVID SIKES
1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

SNL 27-101-0091

(g;MBOLDT LANDFILL:>
DAVID SIKES

1421 OSEBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

HE HONORABLE DON FARMER
1061 § MAIN ST
MILAN, TN 38358~

1061 & MATN ST
MILAN, TN 38358-

 (Mwmeax )

SWP 27-101-0229

(_ HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER J

HON JESS PRITCHARD
MAYCR OF HUMBOL

1421 QSEQORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-
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2 DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
WASTE DISPOSED OF IN GIBSON COUNTY
| : VOLUME
HAULER ~ TYPE (TONS) WASTE DISPOSAL SITE
" HLR-27-000-0305 HOUSE 44

J PETE BULLINGTON
ROUTE 1 BOX 164 _
LAVINIA, TN 38348 1061 S MAIN ST

' _ MILAN, TN 38358-

HLR-27-000-0308 | HOUSE 52 SWP 27-101-0229
LOWERYS GARBAGE SERVICE | (HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER )
ROUTE 1 BOX 267 ~ HON JESS PRITCHARD

BELLS, TN 38006 o : . MAYOR OF HUMBOL
: ' ' 1421 OSBORNE STREET
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

HLR-27-000-0312 OTHER 406
"FOAMEX LP - | | |
2050 KEFAUVER DRIVE
MILAN, TN 38358 1061 § MAIN ST
- MILAN, TN 38358-
HLR-09-000-1637 o HOUSE 250 SWP 27-101-0229
TOLLEY ENTERPRISES ‘ (JMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
'MIKE TOLLEY * HON JESS PRITCHARD
PO ‘BOX 249 | MAYOR OF HUMBOL
ATWOOD, TN 38220 | 1421 OSBORNE STREET
| ' HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-
~ HLR-09-000-1637 | HOUSE - 15 SWP 27-101-0229
TOLLEY ENTERPRISES - HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
MIKE TOLLEY  "RON JESS PRITCHARD -
PO BOX 249 | MAYOR OF HUMBOL
ATWOOD, TN 38220 1421 OSBORNE STREET
o - HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-
HLR-27-000-2002 . HOUSE 4,644 SWP 27-101-0229 |
CITY OF HUMBOLDT - - (mnBoLDT RECYCLING CENTED
JESS PRITCHARD - HON JESS PRITCHARD
* 1421 OSBORNE STREET - 'MAYOR OF HUMBOL

HUMBOLDT, TN 38343 1421 OSBORNE STREET
: - HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-

ML ff)q,f‘?f
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MRIL 1993

0L 10 PLAYY
CHY (r swen pr
HASTE MONNGEMENT
CHY IF BRADEORD
FALIMGTEH
HERCHANT SiarE prmy
VLLEY =amtint iy
MOH-PES 1PN
PRCIMIERC 1y

FES TRNSH

FLP i

HAIOL 70 tampry g

CHY o7 1amapen
WASTE MRINGEHENT
EMERSIN 1 T01Rs
EITY OF BRADFORD
PLLLING I
IEBOLOT GENERM
HMBOLDT HiUsING
HHBOLDT UTTLITIES
KRAFT

LASHLEE-RICH
FULLEY STW1TTI0H
Hi.S0NS

HAH-RES TRy
Im/Comencin
RES ARt

RES TRNRH
CorosT

LAIDEILL TorAL

TOTAL 10 BUmMER
CITY OF mpoy py
WSTE HknGERENT
HIHBEDT NS g
LSRG

WIH-AES
THO/COMPERC Iy,
RES fnymy

HERYY FRACT it

BURER ToThL

B 1070,

[fambo b7
7R —

. 71
19,17
0
4,00
)
8,23
84D
66,50
8,25
04
2.0
50, &5
2%
10,0
n.o0
e
2,00 ‘o

305,27

de1. 50
164,83
.7
2.18
3,43
[1.47
18. 8
T41,62

f69.93

LN

o
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~ CITY OF IMBOLIT, TEMMESSEE
| WMPOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
STATEMENT OF REVEMUES, EXPENGES, D
CHRIGES IN RETAINED EARNINGS
MY 31, 1993

Period: A5/0£/93 to 05/31/93

Reporting-period

ancunt
" OPERATING REVEMUES : :
" HON WG SALES $ 7,578.33
TIPPING FEES 1,53, %
" CHORGES FOR SERVICES b 47,102, 21
NISCELLAVEOUS INCOHE $ .09

~ PROCEEDS FROM BRANTS 00

IO PERATING EVEMES ¢ 47,1020

DPERATING EAPENCES

PURCHRGE OF: WISTE PRODIKTS 4 (1,964, 051
ROMIN D GEMERFL SALARIES (2%, 433, 29)
OVERTINE PRY (2,663, 94)
OPERATING EXPENSE 18,993.55)
Mo 3o (736, 42}
BEP . LIABILITY INSURANCE 275, 88
Ph Y INSURANCE 1135.47)
~ LIFE INSURPNCE , (15,09
DEPRECIATION (419, 34)
© MINTENACE 2,668,95)
. OFFICE SUPPRLIES .- KR
PAYROLL TAYES 2, 845, 92)
© NISCELLARECIIS EXPENSE (158, 38)

T OPERATING EXPENGES § (40,979,500

MET INOUE (LOSS) FROK OFER. & 6, 128,79

OTHER INCONE (EXPENGES) o
INTEREST EXPENGE ) (087,93

TO0TAL UTHEﬁ INCOME (EXPENSES) ¢ 1897.93)
NET TNCOVE IL0SS) b 5308

$

}

i

i

Year-to-date
ampunt

72,068, 43
439,543.8
51,652, 25

443,61
12,350, 09

T T T YEE

24, 445.%6 -

119,667, 49)
217, 35.27)
(28,436, 50)
{78, 424,93)
(8, 108, 621
(3, 825.60)
{1,486, 87)
(165.99)
{887, 35)
159,243, 6)
- (6,559 10)
129,786, 35)
{796, 16)

{428, 824, 3%)

95,621, 47

{5, 306. 65)

{6, 306, 65}

89,318, 60



CITY OF JNDOLET, TEMMESGEE
HMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER

BALPHCE SHEET
WY 31, 1993
-~ PESETS
CURRENT RSSETS :
LASH N'ID CASH EQUIVELENTS ] 3, 376,62
ACCOUNFS RECEIVABLE §7,35.85
TOFAL CURRENT ASGETS | '
 FIXED ASSETS |
RECYCLING PUNT L ERUIPWENT 1| 173,8%.95
LESS: ACCUN DEPRECIATICH 15,237, 64)
V168,59,
 CAPITALIZED INTEREST o 215,910.92)
ACCUMLLATED AHORT-CAP INT 53,395, 5
- U1, 515,30
TOTAL FISED ABSETS : ;
T ASSETS )

LIABILITIES & RETAINED EARNINGS

CURRENT LIABILITIES

* ACCOUNTS PAYARLE ‘ b 19,870.60
SURCIRGE PRYABLE TO STATE 3,181.55
- PAYROLL WITHOLDING MIYABLE 488,92
“ DUE 0 CITY OF HUM-BEN FUND 3,435,541.65
ACCRUED EXPENSES (311,23, 80}

TOTAL CURRENT LIADILITIES o

LOMG-TERN LIABILITIES

ROTES PAYABLE b (2,458, 909, bB)
TOTAL LIRBILITIES '
NET INCIPE. (LOGS) | '

PETRINED ERRNINGS

T U LIAE § RETATNED EARNINGS ' 0

9, 641.67

6,683.94

39, 325,51

3,278,853, 92

819,953, 24
89, 314,82
(89,942, 85)

99, 325.6}



MV 1993 -

et s

WSTE MANGEMENT
CHTY OF BRniroRD
o BULLINGTON

" PERCHANT STATE R
- TOLLEY SANITATION

~* NON-RES TRASH

- IND/COMEERC 1oL
RES THASH

TOTAL 10 LANOFILL

- CITY OF HaBOLDT
WISTE MOMAGEMENT
EMERSON NOTORS
CITY OF BRADFORD
NALINGTON
HMBOLDT GENERAL
HUMBOLDT HS I
HINBOLBT UTILITIES
KROFT

s Rty
TOLLEY ~“vITAT oW
LS50 -
N-RES TRASH
“ND/CONERCTAC .
£5 BAUSH

£S5 TRASH

rasT

UAOFILL ToT

TA 70 BURNER
1Y OF HMEOLDT
3TE MANIGEDENT
BILDY HOUSTNG
~RES
J/CONMERC AL
 BRUSH

N ERACTIONS

BURMER TOTAL

DI

PLONT TOTAL

TN
134.03
512,45

33,67

I
0,08

8. 18
a0
6. 30
8. 5!

776.F2

2.0
162,18
.02
8.@
0.0
2.
8. 41
15,63
.18l
4.5
.00
39. 48
239
13.87
L
14,18
g0

24b, 31

158. 68
2ee. 50
433

S 208
482
§3.87
CELH
142,54

37387

1396,

CURRENT MONTH

—— e

§

—————

5,827. 98
12,577
TR
282,60
2,00
605, 48
79.99
189, 06
000

20,53, 64

0,08
4,436.60
0.2
2,00
X
2,00
12,30
169,50
105, 30
13t.28
am
TR
75.10
393,70
0.9
0,00
0.0

b 02,99

4,784, 00

b, 100,10
C 1840
§5.70
128,88
1,356, 48
a0

0.0

12,357, 40

139, 523. 96

-—————

6.9
163. 14
.10
CoRRTe
b.70

" 5,814,854

1327.63
337075
58
123.42
67.19
.50
3.2%
b15.62
181,21
58. 12
64. 48
203,08
3014
1276, 60
120
159,73
21,38

7,529,283

1029, 55
1405, 10
3.53
0.0
12,5
185,72
Bb. 46
B39, 42

2,72.01

16,079, 98

47,285.00
86,281, 7
8,456, 40
2,275.20
0.0
4,992,45
401,99
1,29, 18
0.00

158, 359, 81

37, 75,58

© ORI
183, 50
3,53. 19
1,808, 10

8,74

164, 20
18,832, 75
2,949, 0
1, 706, 85
1,978.65
8,3%.25
;285,00
37,5%. 18
0.6
2,00

B, 137,78

211, 149.5

30, 834,20
42,936, 2
182,99
§71.09
37,70

5, 522,40
X

8.0

50, 323, 4

He2, 482,13

e



CEE TAGES FOR HAY

TOTAL TO BURMER PLANT & BURMER  43(,13

TOTAL REDUCTION

- TOTAL TO LANDFILL FRUM FLANT
DIt TO LAMDRILL

M TAL .TO LANDFILL

PLANT 776,62
~ TOTAL TD BURNER 573.67
COMPOST 0.0
TOTAL PLANT & BURNER  1358.29
COMPOST. a. o0
CARDBOARD . eb. 1k
BLASS 26,62
ALUMINUM .23
- PLASTIC 7.57 -
- GTEEL : 16.36
TOTAL TO BURNER FROM PLANT 17@. 8k
.InTnL_anNT & BURNER 1350. 23
- MINUS RECYCLABLES 76,9

B42. 2@
250, 76

1092, % -

% Y-1-D
5814, 84
3565, 43
26@.83
2004 260.83
1.94% 219,45
1.97% 208,53
9. 824 15,16
@ 5hx aa.z7

£l4 125, 54
442.E1L




'CROCKETT COUNTY PERTINENT

SOLID WASTE INFORMATION
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¥

05/03/93

BELLS, TN 38006

PO BOX 317

'TROY, TN 38260 . ~

YLR-27-000~0308

ZOWERYS. GARBAGE SERVICE A
ROUTE ‘1 BOX 267 - i

 PAGE: 32

WASTE DISPOSAL SITE

SNL 66-101-0143

BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
.SCCTT BARKER

947 WILLITT ROAD

TROY N 38260-

SN 66- 101r0143 SR
BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC
SCOTT BARKER

947 WILLITT ROAD

TROY, TN 38260~

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
QASTE PICKED UP IN CROCKETT COUNTY
L VOLUME |
HAULER (TONS)
HLR-27-000~ -0289 - o
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF JACKSON S o
137 LAWRENCE SWITCH ROAD S L
PO BOX 1642 e
~ JACKSON, TN 38301
~ HLR-66-000-0935 20,280
. BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC e
PO BOX 317 .
TROY, TN 38260
'HLR 66-000-0935" g 420,280
- BARKER BROTHERS WASTE INC - |

SWP 27-101- 0229
HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER
HON JESS PRITCHARD -
MAYOR OF HUMBOL °

1421 OSBORNE STREET .
HUMBOLDT, TN 38343-



UASTE MANAGEMENT OF TN-JACKSON
137 LAWRENCE ‘SWITCH ROAD
JACKSON. TN 38301

f:

309 310/311

BELLS 0032665

034344

" CITY OF BELLS

CITY HALL
BELLS, TN 38261

ATTN: ACCOUNTS PAYRBLE

"WASTE' MANAGEMENT OF TN-JACKSON

?

TERMS: TOTAL AMOUNT DUE 10 DRYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE

27
YL

26-Mav-93

BEGINNING BAL

FAYMENT RECEIVED |

AMOUNT PAST DUE 0.00

CURRENT CHARGES 5,463.52
5,463,52

WASTE MANAGEMENT OF TN-JACKSON
F.0. BOX 1642
JACKSON. TN 38301

26-May—-93
JACKSON, TN 38301 CITY OF BELLS
FHONE s 1-800-356-2924 CITY HALL
- CONTACT: GERALDIMNE THOMPSOM BELLS, TN 38261
g CUST #
ITEM DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
L .TAINER SERVICE 05/01/93 - 05/30/93 1,719.,03
RESIDEMTIAL SERVICE 05/01/93 ~ QB/30/93
630 @ $4.5217 _ ' 2,848,04
25 @ $4.52 QUTSIDE CITY 113.02
COMMERCIAL HAND COLLECTIGN 05/01/93 - 05/30/93 -
‘ 23 @ $5.765 (Z CANS) : 132.40
2% $6.%92 (3 CANS) 13.84
BELLS CAR WASH (EART) 11.51
DISPOSAL - RESIDENTIAL 05/01/93 - 0B/30/93 : 625.46
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES 5,463 .52

£5,463.%2




APPENDIX C: PUBLIC PA_RTICIPATIQN ACTIVITIES

On June 21, 1994 at 6:00 p.m., CST, after ample netification through local news media, a Public

Hearing was held at the Crockett County Courthouse. Enclosed in the appendix are copies of the . |

newspaper notices announcing and inviting the public to the Public Hearing. There were no
participants and the meeting was adjoumned at 7:00 p.m., CST.
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APPENDIX D: EXPORTS AND IMPORTS

Due to the fact that the region plans to meet part of the projected demand for treatment and
disposal capacity by exporting waste to another region, namely Obion County, documents showing
‘the concurrence of the importing region will be forwarded after the submission of this plan, The
Lake, Weakley, and Obion County Regional Solid Waste Planning Authority was unable to finalize
their plan by the July 1, 1994 deadline and therefore have not adopted the proper resolutions as
required by the Gmdelmes

" To date, Mr. Bill Martell with JTJG (Atlanta, GA) who is the project engineer in charge of the
formnlation of the regional plan for Obion County, has been contracted and made aware of the
need. In addition, Mr. Bill Bethel has been contacted.



APPENDIX E. REVIEW BY APPROPRIATE MUNICIPAL OR REGIONAL PLANNING
COMMISSION

To demonstrate that the Regional Solid Waste Plan, as submitted to the appropriate local planning
commission for review and adoption, the followmg cover letters are being subnutted as part of this
plan. -

1. The cover letter explaining the reasons for the submission of the plan and the limitations of
the review by the planning commission for each county and municipality in the region
were sent to the following, .

Alamo
Bells
Friendship
Gadsden
Maury City
Dyersburg
Newbern
Trimble
Obion
Bradford
Dyer
Humboldt
‘Gibson -
Medina
Milan
Rutherford
Trenton
Yorkvﬂle

2. Resolutions from each County Commission adopting the Reglona.l Solid Waste Plan are
presented in Appendix A.



ASKEW
. RICHARDSON
HARGRAVES

& ASSOCIATES

June 23, 1994

Mayor Tommy Green
c/o County Conumission
119 W. Main Street
Alamo, TN 38001

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
. Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties

Dear Mavor Green:

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan” (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “ithe Plan’s™ submission to the State. (July I. 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 ¢t seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which mav affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The {aw does not require planning commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfv the planning commission requircmient on pages 34 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan, or (2) forwarding a planning conunission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition. it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copv of “‘the Plan™ to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal} and
inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL ¢ STRUCTLIRAL - CIVIL . SURVEYING . LAND PLANNING
lirl

5909 SHELBY OAKS DRIVE + STE. 102 -+ MEMPHIS. TN 38134 «  901/372-0404 + FAX (901) 373-400

3



June 23, 1994
Page 2

Therefore, attached you will find a copy of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan™ for
your perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June , 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan” which is to be submitted to the State for review on July |, 1994,

Sincerely,
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Yy~

Mark W, Askew. P.E.
Managing Partner

MWA/jh

92johs 92043, ftr] %.duc



ASKEW
o RICHARDSON
HARGRAVES
& ASSOCIATES

Tune 23, 1994

Mayvor Harold Craig

¢/o County Commission
Post Office Box 380
Bells, TN 38006

RE:; Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Craig:

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requirement for submission of ““The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department ¢xpects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s”™ submission to the State. (July 1. 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.} and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning ‘
commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it requirg planning commissions to_comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 34 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan, or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfv this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan™ to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in onc of the three wavs listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL . STRUCTURAL . CIVIL - SURVEYING . LAND PLANNING
lr2 .
3000 SHELBY OAKS DRIVE ¢ STE. 102 « MEMPHIS. TN 38134« u01:372-0404 + FAX (901) 373-400C



June 23, 1994
Page 2

Therefore, attached vou will find a copy of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan” for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1, 1994,

Sincerely,

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES
Mark W, Askew. P.E.

Managing Partner

MW A/

92jobs 92043/ 1tr 1R doc



ASKEW
o RICHARDSON
HARGRAVES
& ASSOCIATES

June 22, 1994

Mayvor Casev Bumnett
c/o County Commission
Post Office Box 263
Friendship, TN 38034

RE: Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Burnett:

Pursuant to the Chapter X1l and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requireinent for submission of “The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Commission} to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State. (July 1, 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The taw does not reguire planning commissions to approve

solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions.to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan, or (2} forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition. it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “thc Plan” to the relevant planning commissions {both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed. the _
Department reviewing the plan for a regionat solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL  +  STRUCTURAL +« CIiVIL +  SURVEYING *  LAND PLANNING
itr3

5909 SHELBY OAKS DRIVE - STE. t02 = MEMPHIS. TN 38134 ‘-’()1/572—'0404 . FAX(Q()1)373-400;

-



June 23, 1994
Page 2

Therefore, attached vou will find a copy of the Exceutive Summary which includes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments, You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1. 1994.

Sincerely,
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Mark W. Askew. P.E.
Managing Partner

MWa/jh

92iehs S2043 ri % dos



ASKEW
’ RICHARDSON
HARGRAVES : .
& ASSOCIATES

June 23, 1994

Mavor Tommmy Smith
c/o County Commission
Post Office Box 158
Gadsden. TN 38337

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties '

Dear Mavor Smith:

Pursuant to the Chapter XTI and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Commussion) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 34 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
conumissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s™ submission to the State. (July 1. 1994)

Your planning commussion’s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional {TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Munteipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant iocal planning
commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning commissions to approve
sohid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copyv of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan, or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, 1t is acceptable to satisfv this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan™ to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requinng) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL  +  STRUCTURAL + CIVIL =+ SURVEYING + LAND PLANNING
Itr4 )
5909 SHELBY OAKS DRIVE - STE. 102 = MEMPHIS, TN 238134« 00§/372-0404 <« FAX (901) 373-400.



June 23, 1904
Page 2

Therefore. attached vou will find a copy of the Exceutive Summary which includes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office m writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be mcluded in the entire Regronal Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is 1o be submitted to the State for review on July 1. 1994,

Sincerely,
ASKEW RICHARDSON H.;\RGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Mark W. Askew. P.E.
Managing Partner

MW A/jh

D2hehs 2043 Tt 18 doy



ASKEW

o RICHARDSON
. HARGRAVES

& ASSOCIATES

June 23, 1994

Mayor George E. Simmons

¢/0 County Commission

Post Office Box 245 .
Maury City, TN 38030-0245 .

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett. Dver, and Gibson Counties

Dear Mayvor Summons:

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Cormnmission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers thus requirement for submission to the various planning
commussions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State. (July 1.:1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given arca be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfv the planning commuission requirement on pages 34 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan, or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan™ to the relcvant ptanning commissions (both Regtonal and Municipal) and
inviting {not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement 1is satisfied in one of the three ways listed, the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL.  + STRUCTURAL +  CIVIL = SURVEYING  +  LAND PLANNING ‘
frs ‘ _
5900 SHELBY O:AKS DRIVE + &TE. 102 +« MEMPHIS, TN 38134 +  001/372-0404 + FAX (901) 373-4002



Junc 23, 1994
Page 2

Therefore, attached vou will find a copyv of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on Julv 1. 1994

Sincerely,
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Yy~

Mark W. Askew. P.E.
Managing Partner

MW A/jh

02johsA22043 Nl 8.doc



ASKEW

o RICHARDSON
HARGRAVES
" & ASSOCIATES

June 22. 1994

Mayor Bill Revell

¢/o County Commission

Post Office Box 1358
Dyersburg, TN 38025-1358

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties

Dear Mavor Revell:

Pursuant to the Chapter XIT and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of ““The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions {p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s”™ submission to the State. (July 1, 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which mav affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planmng commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two wavs to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2} forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfv this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of ““the Plan™ to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.

WEVIRONMENTAL  + STRUCTURAL - CIVIL  +  SURVEYING  + LAND PLANNING
5000 SHELBY QAKS DRIVE  « STE. 102« MEMPHIS. TN 38124+ 001°372-0404 - FAX (901) 373-4000



June 23, 1994
Page 2

Therefore, attached vou will find a copy of the Executive Summarny which includes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June , 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1. 1994,

Sincerely.

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES
Mark W. Askew. P.E.

Managing Partnce

MW A/

02johs 920431 ¥ doe
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June 2221994

Mavor Joe Adams

c/o County Commissicn
Post Office Box 460
Newbern, TN 38039

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Adams:

Pursuant to the Chapter X1I and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan” (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commussions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions i the region be met prior to “the Plan’s™ submission to the State. (July 1, 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning

commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfv the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission's meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan” to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisficd in one of the three wavs listed. the
Department revicwing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.’

ENVIRONMENTAL. - STRUCTURAL - CIVIL +  SURVEYING:  + LAND PLANNING
Itr7 -
3009 SHELBY OAKS DRIVE + STE. 102 < MEMPHIS, TN 38134 -« 901/372-0404 - FAX.(901) 373-4002
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June 23, 1994
Page 2

Therefore. attached vou will find a copy of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comuments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June , 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July [, 1994

Sincerely.

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Mark W. Askew. P.E.

Managing Partner

MWA/ih

32johs 92043 r1 % doc
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June 23, 1994

Mayor Chris Young
c/o County Commission
Post Office Box 213
Trimble, TN 38239

RE:  Review of Regional Sclid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Young:

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 34 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the varidus planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State. (July 1.‘1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee's Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for revicw and comment. The law does not require planning commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does. it require planning commisstons 1o comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfv the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission's meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan” to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requiring) writtcn comments.

Until the planning commnission requirement is satisfied in onc of the three ways listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.
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Therefore, attached vou will find a copyv of the Executive Suramany which includes “the Plan” for
your perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writimg through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1, 1994,

Sincerely.

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Mark W, Askew, P.E.

Managing Partner

MW A/jh
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June 23, 1994

Mavor Glen Pamell

c/o County Commission
Post Office Box 547
Obion, TN 38240

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mayor Pamell: )

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal

Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan” (as approved by the County .
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and

60). “The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s™ submission to the State. (July 1, 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
ct seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 ¢t seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The law does not reguire planning commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfv the planning commission requirement on pages 34 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition. it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan” to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planhing commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed, the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.

L
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Therefore, attached vou will find a copy of the Exccutive Summary which includes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be subnutted to the State for review on July 1. 1994, '

Sincerely.
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

W

Mark W. Askew. P.E.
Managing Partner

MW A/jh

92j0hs 92043 1tr1¥ doe



£ HARGRAVES
B & ASSOCIATES

ASKEW
f RICHARDSON .

June 23. 1994

Mavor W. Flovd Brown, Jr.
¢/o County Commission
Post Office Box 87
Bradford, TN 38316

RE: Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Brown:

Pursuant to the Chapter X1I and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal

Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan™ (as approved by the County ,
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and

60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State. (July 1. 1994)

Your planning commniission’s review requirement is based on Tennessce’s Regional {TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA [3-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning comumissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans,

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission's meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan” to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
nviting {not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three wavs listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant”
final approvals to the regional plan.
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Therefore, attached vou will find a copy of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan™ for
vour perusai and comments. You mayv submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included m the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan® which is to be submiitted to the State for review on Julv |, 1994,

Sincerely.
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

o

Mark W, Askew. P.E.
Managing Partner

MWA/jh
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June 23, 1994

Mavor Don Holland

¢/o County Commission
123 East Maple Street
Dver, TN 34330

RE: Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Brown:

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan” (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate tocal Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 34 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State. (Julv 1. 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement 1s based on Teunessee’s Regional (TCA- 13-3-101
et seq.) and Muntcipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning commissions to approve

solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans,

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan, In
addition. it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan” to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting {not requiring) written comments. '

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant.
final approvals to the regional plan.
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June 23, 1994
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Therefore. attached vou will find a copy of the Exceutive Summary which inctudes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June , 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1, 1994,

Sincerely,
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES
Mark W. Askew. P.E.

Managing Partner

MW A/jh
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June 23. 1994

Mavor Martha Hawks
c/o County Cormmission
1421 Osborne Street
Humboldt, TN 38343

RE.  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for .
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties . .

Dear Mavor Hawks:

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan” (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 34 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State, (July 1, 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee's Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning

commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning comniissions to approve

solid waste plans nor does it require pianning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfv the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy.of “the Plan™ to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
mviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three wavs listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.
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Therefore, attached yvou will find a copy of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June , 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1. 1994,

Sincerely.
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES
Mark W, Ashew, P.E.

Managing Partner

MW A/jh
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June 23, 1994

Mavor Wallace Kevmon
¢/o County Comimission
Post Office Box 324
Gibson, TN 38338

RE: Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties _ .

Dear Mavor Keymon:

Pursuant to the Chapter XIT and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for sibmission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State. (July 1. 1994}

Your planning commission’s review requircment is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipat (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording subnussion
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan™ to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in onc of the three ways listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.
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Thercfore. attached vou will find a copy of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan” for
your perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994, Thuse comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste M'mawcment
Ptan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1. 1994,

Sincerely,

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Yy~

Mark W. Askew. P.E.
Managing Partner

MWA/jh
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June 23, 1994

Mavor Michael Prestininzi
c/o County Commission
Post Office Box 420
Medina, TN 38343

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dver, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Prestininzi; e

Pursuant to the Chapter XI1 and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan” (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commiissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various pianning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State. (July 1, 1994}

Your planning commission’s review requirernent is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning

commissions for review and corament. The law does not require planning commissions to approve
solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two wavs to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan, or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addrtion. it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan” to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional pian.
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Therefore. attached vou will find a copy of the Executive Summary which meludes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1. 1994

Smecerely,

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

/Vﬁrm/

Mark W. Askew. PE.
Managing Partner

MW A/jh
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June 23, 1994

Mayor Don Farmer

c/o County Commission

1061 South Main '
Milan, TN 38338 _ ,

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties

Dear Mavor Farmer:

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s™ submission to the State. (July 1. 1994)

Your planning commission's review requirement is based on Tennessee's Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given arca be available to relevant local planning

commissions for review and comment. The law docs not reguire planning commissions to approve.

solid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines fist two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2} forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan™ to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
inviting (not rcquiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three wavs listed, the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan wrll be unable to grant
final approvais.to the regional plan.
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Therefore, attached vou wilt find a copy of the Executive Summary which ncludes “the Plan™ for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which 1s tv be submitred to the State for review on July 1. 1994,

Sincerely.
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES
Mark W. Askew. PE,

Managing Partner

MW A/
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June 23, 1994

Mayor Robert J. Eddicmon '
¢/o County Commission '

Post Office Box E

Rutherford, TN 38369

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Eddlemon:

]
Pursuant to the Chapter XIT and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan” (as approved by the County’
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and '
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s” submission to the State. (Juiy 1, 1994) .

Your planning commuission’s review requirement is based on Tennessee's Regional (TCA [3-3-101
¢t seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning

commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning ¢ommissions to approve
sohid waste plans nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 34 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition. it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan” to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
mviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed, the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan. :
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Thereforc, attached you will find a copy of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan” for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of
June . 1994. These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1. 1994,

Sincerely.

ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES
Mark W. Askew. P.E.

Managing Partner

MWA/h
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June 23, 1994

Mayor Tommie Goadwin
c/o County Commission
309 South College Street
Trenton, TN 38382

RE: Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mayvor Goodwin:

Pursuant to the Chapter XII and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Muricipal
Solid Waste Plan. there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan” (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s™ submission to the State. (July t. 1994)

Your planning commission’s review requircment is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be avajlable to relevant local planning

commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning ¢commissions to approve
solid waste pians nor does it require planning commissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission's meeting recording submission
and review of the plan. or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition. 1t 1s acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan™ to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal} and
Inviting (not requiring) written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three wavs listed, the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan,
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Thercfore, attached yvou will find a copy of the Exceutive Summary which includes “the Plan” for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office it writing through the end of
June . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan™ which is to be submitted to the State for review on July 1. 1994,

Sincerely.
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSQCIATES
Mark W. Askew. P.E.

Managing Partner

MWA/jh
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June 23. 1994

Mavor Robert Galloway
c/o County Commuission
Post Office Box 177
Yorkville, TN 38389

RE:  Review of Regional Solid Waste Management Plan for
Crockett, Dyer, and Gibson Counties .

Dear Mavor Galloway:

Pursuant to the Chapter XIT and Appendix E of the Guidelines for Preparation of a Municipal
Solid Waste Plan, there is a requirement for submission of “The Plan™ (as approved by the County
Commission) to the appropriate local Regional or Municipal Planning Commissions (p. 54 and
60). The Department expects and prefers this requirement for submission to the various planning
commissions in the region be met prior to “the Plan’s™ submission to the State. (July 1, 1994)

Your planning commission s review requirement is based on Tennessee’s Regional (TCA 13-3-101
et seq.) and Municipal (TCA 13-4-101 et seq.) planning statutes which emphasize that planning
documents which may affect the future of a given area be available to relevant local planning
commissions for review and comment. The law does not require planning commissions to approve

solid waste plans nor does it require planning commuissions to comment on the solid waste plans.

The Guidelines list two ways to satisfy the planning commission requirement on pages 54 and 60
(1) Forwarding a copy of the minutes of a planning commission’s meeting recording submission
and review of the plan, or (2) forwarding a planning commission resolution adopting the plan. In
addition, it is acceptable to satisfy this requirement through a third option: by simply sending a
copy of “the Plan” to the relevant planning commissions (both Regional and Municipal) and
mviting (not requiring). written comments.

Until the planning commission requirement is satisfied in one of the three ways listed. the
Department reviewing the plan for a regional solid waste management plan will be unable to grant
final approvals to the regional plan.
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Therefore. attached vou will find a copy of the Executive Summary which includes “the Plan” for
vour perusal and comments. You may submit comments to our office in writing through the end of

CJune . 1994, These comments will be included in the entire Regional Solid Waste Management

Plan™ which 1s to be submitted to the State for review on July t. 1994,
Sincerely,
ASKEW RICHARDSON HARGRAVES & ASSOCIATES

Mark W. Askew. PLE.
Managing Partner

MW A/
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o YadWastes . 316 oan T

Materials in Municipal Solid Waste, 1988

. Recovery
Generation Recovery (percentage of
Materials * (million tons) : {(million tons) generation)

1.5 _ - 120

Glass

77 Other Nonferrous - - L

f’lastics

Texl.ileé,

‘ oﬁ]cr I;Ib:nfood Méaeﬁéls
R Ve

... Misc. Inorganic Wastes .+ 27 .

Totals 179.7 23.5 13.1

Source: EPA, Ch rization of Municipal Solid Waste in the Tni el (EPA/530-
SW-.90-042),pages 10-11. ' .
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Projection of Solid Waste
Generation and Disposal Capacity

Tons {millions}

"Jl Generation
N Disposal Capacity
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| CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON |
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: WASTE STREAM CHARACTERIZATIONS
SUBJECT: ORIGIN OF REGIONAL SOLID WASTE IN 1991

COUNTY: ALL
TABLE 1I-2

TONS PER YEAR __

— T INSTT Z. T SPECIAL, —
SESIDENTIALL G lesEENoTE 1)l OTHER:
CROCKETT 2,181 0 0!
DYER 36,000 0 766 *
, . 1,370] *
GIBSON 8245 0] 0
REGION NS
%OFTOTAL| - . 58l 0] -

(1) SPECIAL IS DEFINED AS "NON-HAZARDQCUS INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTES WHICH
MAY BE BURIED IN A LANDFILL PROVIDED THE GENERATOR RECEIVES

CONSENT OF THE OPERATOR AND THE STATE.

*5% OF 27,405 TPY FROM CITY LANDFILL

“YARD AND DEMOLITION

'ORIGINS OF REGIONAL SOLID WASTE|

80

Thousands

RESIDENTIAL INSTIT/COMM. NON.HAZ INDUST. .

mm CROCKETT mm DYER = GIBSON
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: WASTE STREAM CHARACTERIZATIONS

SUBJECT: REGIONAL OPERATING AND PLANNED COMPOSTING FACILITIES
EXISTING FACILITIES

COUNTY: ALL

TABLE II-6A

| COMPOSTED MATFRIA

CROCKETT NONE
DYER NONE
GIBSON NONE

TOPIC: WASTE STREAM CHARACTERIZATIONS

SUBJECT: REGIONAL OPERATING AND PLANNED COMPOSTING FACILITIES
PLANNED FACILITIES

COUNTY: ALL

TABLE li-6B

CROCKETT NONE
DYER NONE
GIBSON NONE
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

PRTTECTRPRRRTRe

TOPIC: WASTE STREAM CHARACTERIZATIONS

SUBJECT: REGIONAL SOLID WASTE INCINERATORS OR WASTE-TO-ENERGY FACILITIES

COUNTY: ALL
OPERATING FACILITIES
TABLE II-TA
CROCKETT NONE
DYER NONE
AIR CURTAIN DESTRUCTOR TRENTON, TN N/A 2,080 10 YRS."
see note {1)
GIBSON HUMBOLDT RECYCLING PLANT HUMBOLDT, TN 36,000 9,600 10 YRS.”
see hote (2)
*BASE YEAR 1891

(1) A. OPEN PIT BURNING TYPE

B. HANDLES INDUSTRIAL WASTE (3 TPD)
& YARD WASTE (6 TPD)

C. NO ENERGY IS RECOVERED

D. NO TIPPING FEE

E. OWNER: CITY OF TRENTON

F.COST: $58,000

G. ANNUAL OPERATING COST: $4,000

H. IN OPERATION 4 YEARS

(2) A. WASTE-TO-ENERGY TYPE (PRODUCE RDF FUEL PELLETS)
B. HANDLES RESIDENTIAL WASTE ONLY (37 TPD)
C. ENERGY IS RECOVERED BY REFUSE DERIVED FUEL PELLETS.
{MARKET: MARTIN MARIETTA & ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT)
D. TIPPING FEE: $25.85/TON
E. OWNER: CITY OF HUMBOLDT
F. COST: $3.1 MILLION
G. OPERATING COST: N/A
H. CAPACITY IS 150 TPD RUNNING 3 SHIFTS



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: WASTE STREAM CHARACTERISTICS

SUBJECT: EXISTING MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE LANDFILLS IN THE REGION

COUNTY: DYER

WEST TN LANDFILL, INC. 4 MILES SOUTH OF DYERSBURG $6.00/TON-COMP.
(SEE NOTE 1) AT FOUR POINTS OFF HWY 210 | 70 100 TPD 20 $4.50/TON-UNCOMP.

DYER MUNICIPAL LANDFILL
(SEE NOTE 2) SORREL'S CHAPEL ROAD | 55 105 TPD 17 $24.00/TON

NOTE1.  A.PROFILE: WEST TN. LANDFILL, INC. -
B. OWNER: JERE T. KIRK
C. GEOGRAPHIC SERVICE AREA: DYER CO., LAKE CO., CROCKETT CO. SHELBY CO.
D. SOURCE OF WASTE:

RESIDENTIAL 2%

COMMERCIAL 40%

INSTITUTIONAL 0.5%

INDUSTRIAL 57.5%
E. ACCEPTS:

CLEARING WASTES, BRUSH, LEAVES, ETC.

DEMOLITION WASTES

SPECIAL WASTES(?)

ASBESTOS

CONTAMINATED SOILS

SCRAP TIRES

F. NO LIMITS OF QUANTITY OF SPECIAL WASTE FROM A SINGLE SOURCE
G. FACILITY PLLANS TO OPERATE UNDER NEW REGULATIONS AFTER MARCH 18, 1894
H. NO TRUCK SCALES

NOTE2. A.OWNER: DYERSBURG MUNICIPALITY
B. GEOGRAPHIC SERVICE AREA: DYERSBURG, DYER CO.
C. SOURCE OF WASTE:

RESIDENTIAL 50%
COMMERCIAL 40%
INSTITUTIONAL - 5%
INDUSTRIAL 6%
D. ACCEPTS: ‘
CLEARING WASTES, ETC.
DEMOLITION WASTES
*NO OUT OF COUNTY WASTES

SCRAP TIRES (20 TPY)
E. CAPITAL COST: $400,000
F. OPERATING COST: $188,590/ YEAR
G. AVERAGE COST PER TON TO DISPOSE: $10.17
H. FACILITY WILL OPERATE UNDER NEW REGULATIONS
1. NO TRUCK SCALES



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: WASTE STREAM CHARACTERISTICS

SUBJECT: EXISTING MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE LLANDFILLS IN THE REGION

COUNTY: GIBECN

TABLE il-8C

MILAN LANDFILL MILAN, TN | 5 20-30 TYD 2 $22 1 TON
MILAN ARMY .

AMMUNITION PLANT 5 MI. SE CF MILAN 1] ? 1TYD 6 NO
HUMBOLDT

RECYCLING PLANT HUMBOLDT, TN 1 14 66 TYD 7 $25.85 / TON
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CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: WASTE REDUCTION - DISPOSAL CAPACITY

SUBJECT: TOTAL EXISTING & PLANNED CAPACITY IN THE REGION
AT CLOSE OF NEXT TEN YEARS

COUNTY: ALL

TABLE -1

*WEST TN LANDFILL (FOR DYERSBURG) AND DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL ON SUBTITLE D.
NOTE: ALL WASTE IN DYER COUNTY (42,147 TPY) WILL BE DIVERTED TO DYER CO. LANDFILLS.
ALL REMAINING WASTE TO BE EITHER TRANSPORTED TO WEST TN. LANDFILL OR LANDFILLS
OUTSIDE OF REGION.






CHAPTER THREE: GROWTH TRENDS, WASTE PROJECTS, AND PRELIMINARY
SYSTEM STRUCTURE:

A study of the Regional growth trends as shown in the following charts indicate that the population
of the tri-county region will only increase slightly over the next ten years and during the mid-term
of the upcoming decade, may slightly decrease. Based on these projections, the waste generation
should remain fairly constant. However, the current waste generation does not include the 25%
reduction nor the requirement that 90% of all residences be served, which would have the net effort
of increasing the volume of waste generated.

The main elements involved in the existing and future system structure for this region are as
follows:

Dversburg City Landfill: Permitted for Sub-title D

: Jere Kirke’s landfill (Dyer Co.): Permitted for Sub-title D

3. Humboldt Recycling Center: Closed Spring of 1994 but plans to reopen this year
under a lease agreement with appropriate management group cxpenenced in
running a recycling center.

b

4, Milan and Newbern landfills: Both of the facilities plan on changmg to a Class [II
: or IV landfill in 1996.
5. City of Dyersburg already has a collectlon system in operation that could
serve Dyer County as well.
6. Two major private haulers in the area are eager to expand services into the
rural areas of Dyer and Gibson County.
7. Major haulers already have adequate service established in all municipalities.

With the following information listed above (with the exception of the closing of the recycling
center in Humboldt) a preliminary plan was presented and approved by the regional planning board
at the November, 1993 monthly meeting and is as outlined below.

In order for Dyersburg landfill and the landfill owned by Jere Kirk in Dyer County to be able to
become a regional Sub-title D landfill, all of the waste generated within the region would have to
be “controlled” and sent to these two landfills. This would mean an increase from about 70 tons
per day to 130 tons per day at each landfill. The private haulers were asked to provide the
transportation as they now do, but would not have an option to send the waste collected out of the
region. In addition, the recycling center at Humboldt would serve as the recycling center for the
region. The landfills at Milan and Newbern would become the Class Il or IV landfills that would
accept yard waste and construction waste.

After reviewing the needs of the counties and determining that Dyersburg would not accept waste -
from other counties, it was determined that a much more “flexible” plan would need to be adopted.
This is presented in Chapter Five.



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: GROWTH TRENDS AND WASTE PROJECTIONS
SUBJECT: SUMMARIZED ANNUAL PER CAPITA SOLID WASTE GENERATION RATES
COUNTY; AlLL
TABLE I1i-1
PROJECTED - PROJECTED - ANNUAL
TOTAL WASTE: POPULATION: PER CAPITA
COUNTY. DISPOSED:IN GENERATION
; FY 1993 . FY: 1993
TONS.. TONS/PERSON/YEAR]
CROCKETT 7,482 12,900 - .58
DYER 55,820 40,432 1.38
| GIBSON 27,113 45,467 .60
TOTALS. 90:415° 98,799 0.92
:ANNUAL SOLID WASTE GENERATION RATES|
80
60 i-
40 -

Thousands

20 —

CROCKETT

GIBSCN

TOTALS

mm ANNUAL GENERATION/ TONS

mm PROJECTED POPULATION 1993

mm TOTAL WASTE FY 1983
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CHAPTER FOUR: WASTE REDUCTION

The state has established a twenty-five percent (25%) goal to reduce the amount of solid waste
disposed of at municipal solid waste disposal facilities and incinerators. This shall also apply to
each solid waste region by December 31, 1995, The goal will be measured on a per capita basis
by weight. In the absence of a variance, failure to meet the twenty-five percent waste reduction
goal may subject the offending counties and municipalities, including any solid waste authority, to
sanctions. (Section 25(e)) However, if a region is unable to meet the twenty-five percent (25%)
reduction goal, then such region may apply to the State Planning Office for a variance. If the State
Planning Office Director determines that the applicant failed to meet the goal due to circumstances
beyond the control of the region, then the director shall grant the region a variance from the goal.
It is important to note that in the event that the failure of a region to meet its waste reduction goals
is due to the failure of less than all of the constituent counties or municipalities of the region, the
commissioner may apply sanctions only to the counties, municipalities, or solid waste authorities
that caused failure.

From July 1, 1991 through June 30, 1993, all operators of municipal solid waste facilities or
incinerators shall keep an accurate written record of the weight or volume of all solid waste
received at the facility. Records of volume may be kept only until scales are installed. (Section
26(d)) A facility that will be permanently closed as of March 18, 1994 shall maintain such records
until the facility closes.

In addition, effective July 1, 1993, the owner or operators of municipal solid waste disposal facility
or incinerator shall be responsible for keeping an accurate written record of all amounts of solid
waste measured in tons received at the facility unless the facility will be permanently closed on or
before March 18, 1994. (Section 26(a)) From funds available in the Solid Waste Management
Fund, the State Planming Office shall provide grants to counties, municipalities and solid waste
authorities with more than two years capacity remaining on July 1, 1992 to assist with the
purchase of scales required by this section. (Section 26(c).

As of January 1, 1996, each county shall provide directly, by contract or through a solid waste
authority, one or more sites for collection of recyclable materials within the county unless an
adequate site for collection of recyclable material is available to the residents of the county.
(Section 27(a)) The State Planning Office is authorized to establish a grant program for the
purchase of equipment needed to establish or upgrade recycling at public or not-for-profit recycling
collection sites. (Section 29(a}) In addition, the Department of Economic and Community
Development is directed to establish an office of cooperative marketing for recyclables by July 1,
1992, (Section 30(a)).



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

WASTE REDUCTION

CALCULATION OF 25% REDUCTION REQUIREMENT

SAALL
A. ESTABLISHING A BASE YEAR
waste disposed ns = Regional annual per
Total regional population capita waste disposal rate
(tons/person/year)
89,962/97,776 = 0.92 TONS/PERSON/YEAR §

B. TARGET 1995 WASTE REDUCTION PER CAPITA DISPOSAL ROLE
1.TONS / PERSON / YEAR AVERAGE x .25 = TARGET 1995 PER CAPITA REDUCTION

D2TIPIY x .25 = 0.23 TONS / PERSON / YEAR
2.1995 PROJECTED POPULATION TIMES TARGETED REDUCTION
99,776 x .23 TONS / PERSON / YEAR (REDUCTION FACTOR) =

22948 T ARGETED REDUCT FOR 1

C. DESCRIPTION QF HOW T0 MEET THIS REDUCTION

1. REMOVE 50% YARD WASTES FROM THE 7,877 TONS/YEAR
SYSTEM. (.5 X 15,755)

2. RECYCLING OF PAPER AND PAPER GOODS AT 3,270 TONS/YEAR
10 % OF CURRENT VOLUMES. (.1 X 32,702}

3. RECYCLING OF GLASS, METALS, ETC. 2,424 TONS IYEAR
AT 10% OF CURRENT VOLUMES (.1 X 24,241)

4. DIVERSION 70% CONSTRUCTION WASTES, 7,830 TONS/ YEAR
WOOD PRODUCTS AND MISC. ORGANIC WASTES TO
CLASS IV LANDFILLS, COMPOSTING FACILITIES, ETC,
(.7 x 11,188}

5. SOURCE REDUCTION 900 TONS / YEAR
TOTALS 22,301 TONS / YEAR

22,310/ 89,962 = 24.8% WASTE REDUCTION GOAL



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: WASTE REDUCTION
SUBJECT: POPULATION AND QUANTITIES OF WASTE DISPOSED OF
AT MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITIES
AND INCINERATION, IN 1989
COUNTY: ALL
TABLE IV-1
o A98%e e
AL WASTE DISPOSED
o (TONSy ... o
CROCKETT _ 13,150 | 7,600
DYER | 38,360 _ 54,500
GIBSON 46,000 - 28,200




TYNISHY NV LY ADHIANT Ol JLSVYM.

00s‘0¢t 0 0051 000°9L ) V101
005°0¢ 0 005'v) 000°0} £00Z
000°22 0 0001 000°¢} T002T
00522 0 005'S) 000°C} 1002
006°vZ 0 000°S1 0066 0002
006°v2 0 oov'sh 005’6 6661
000°vZ 0 008FL 002 8661
o0l°eT o 00971 001 1661
615722 0 ShS'EL 0506 9661
008°01L 0 008" 000°G G661
058'8 0 009°s 0sz'e 661
0022 0 00Z'¥ 000°¢ £661}
0zZ8's 0 009°t 0zz'T Z661
000°G 0 000t 000°'Z L1661
05.'Z 0 00z'L 055'L 066l
£51L'E 052 €06 005°L 6861
* o}
S861

TAIL TGVl
TV AINAOD

(suol) AVIXULS F1LSVM THL INO¥J QI LHIAAIAD HO AIAOWTY FLSVYM 40 SALIUNVND QALVWILST -103rans

NOILONAIY ALSVM :01dOl

NV1d LINJWIOVNVIN 3LSVM AIT0S TYNOIO3N

NOSHID-d3AA-1L13IXND0dD




1

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1991 FACT SHEET #2

{Revised. Y9y
MANAGING OURWASTE: WASTE REDUCTION

The new solid waste law places great emphasis upon waste reduction and recycling. InT.C.A. 68-211-803, it
declaresthe policy ofthe stateto be**.. to reduce the amount of solid waste which requires collection

...and disposal through source reduction, reuse and recycling....”” Thelaw also urges state and local
governments to expand markets for recovered matenals through purchasing decisions.

WASTE REDUCTION GOAL (rca. ss2nsst

The law establishes a state waste reduction goal: to reduce the amount of solid waste that is burned or
buried by twenty-five percent (25%) by December 31, 1995. The base yearis 1989, unless I989 data s
- flawed. The goalistoapply to each planning region, but not toeach facility. '

WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING PLANS

(T.C.A. 68-211-815, 68-211-811, & 68-211-861))

Inits plan, each county or planning region must describe the actionsit will take to meet the 25% reduction goal
by December 1995 and set forth a plan for recycling. Each planning region hasthe flexibility to designa plan
tailored to local conditions and needs. :

MEASURING WASTE REDUCTION (rca. ss-211-861 & 862)

The 25% goal is based on per capita waste savings in the amount of waste received for burning or landfilling.
Although many communities will choose to reduce waste through recycling, itis not arecycling goal. A plan-
ning region may claim credit for previous waste reductions (between 1985 and 1989) if they canbe docu-
mented. The Solid Waste Disposal Control Board hasdeveloped regulations to establish a standard method
for calculation of wastereduction. Theseregulations are found under Rule Chapter 1200-1-7-.09, Waste
Disposal Reduction Goal.

Tomeasure waste reduction, each facility must begin to keep accurate records of the amount of waste received,
beginning onJuly 1, 1991. Between July 1, 1991, and July 1, 1993, records may be kept by weight or by
volumeuntil scales can beinstalled. AfterJuly 1, 1993, everylandfill orincinerator must install truck scales and
weighincoming waste. A facility that will close permanently before October 9, 1996, may continue to measure
waste by volume until it closes.

The state has provided grants for the purchase of scales for publicly owned landfills that plan to operate (under
the newregulations) after October 9, 1996. New facilities permitted after the effective date of the act must
gg(li%g: the cost of scales in facility development plans and costs. No grants are available to privately owned

VARIANCES @ca. ss211861)

The25% Waste Reduction goal is a serious goal. A county or planning region which fails to meet the goal, in
~nite of following anapproved plan, may seek a variance. Ifthe region has made a good-faith effort to achieve
e goal, it may receive a variance for no more than five years. .

b



Ifa planning region fails to achieve its goal and has not made agood faith effort to carry out its plan, it will be
subject to sanctions. Theseincludea formal waming, loss ofeligibility for grants from the Solid Waste Man-
agement Fund, and civil penalties.

Ifa multi-county planning region fails tomeet the goal, sanctions are applied only to the specific counties or

cities within that region that have not carried out their waste reduction plan. Other cities and countiesin the
region will not be subject tothe sanctions.

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE (r.Ca 68211864)

The UT Institute for Public Service is directed to develop and offer short courses and workshops forlocal
government officials and to provide technical assistance in developing local waste reduction plans.

Almost two-thirds of the solid waste generated in Tennessee comes from commercial and industnal sources.
The law directs the U.T. Center for Industrial Services to provide waste audis to privatebusinesses and
industries and upon request, will help identify waste reduction options. '

FORMORE INFORMATION: Paul Evan Davis, Director{Program)
Solid Waste Assistance Program '
Department of Environment and Conservation
14th Floor, L & C Tower :
401 Church Street
Nashville, TN 37243-0455
(615)532-0091

Mike Apple, Deputy Director (Regulations)
Division of Solid Waste Management
Department of Environment and Conservation
SthFloor, L & C Tower

401 Church Street

Nashville, TN 37243-1535

(615)532-0780

DeAnna Fry, Manager (Recycling)

Solid Waste Assistance Program

Department of Environment and Conservation
14th Floor, L & C Tower

401 Church Street

Nashville, TN 37243-0455

(615) 532-0074

Joyce Dunlap, Manager (Grants)
Solid Waste Assistance Program
Department of Environment and Conservation
14th Floor, L & C Tower
401 Church Street
Nashville, TN 37243-0455
- (615)532-0075

The Teancssee Depertment of Environment and Conservation is committed tfo principles of equal opportunity, cqual sccess, and affimative:
action. Contact the Termessee Department of Environment and Conservation EEO/AA/ADA Coordinator, (615) 5320103, foc further

information.

This public document, Authorization No. 327470, was promulgated at a cost of $ .03 per copy. October 1993.

Printed on recycled paper




SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1991  FACT SHEET#3
{Reviscd 9/93)

MANAGING OURWASTE: FINANCING

Providing a comprehensive solid waste management system that protects‘the healthand environmentofour
state can only be accomplished withadequate funding. The new Solid Waste Management Act provides
for certain feesand surchargesto fund the plan’s full implementation.

STATE FUNDING SOURCES

State Surcharge (1.c.A. ss-11-83%) ‘ s

The state surchargeis auser fee, paid by those whouse the services ofalandfilior incinerator. Beginning
July 1, 1991, operators of Class I sanitary landfills and municipal solid wasteincinerators are required to
coliect a tipping fee surcharge of 30.85 for each ton of waste they receive. .

Tire Predisposal Fee .ca 674163

A tire predisposal fee of $ 1/tire will be added to the cost of each new tire purchased in Tennessee, begin-
ning October 1, 1991. '

"

Limited State Appropriations

The state is financing its oversight responsibilities through existing special appropriations.

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FUND aca ssaitem

Revenues from the state surcharge and the tire predisposal fee are placed in a special fund designated *“The
Solid Waste Management Fund.’’ Moneyin the fund draws interest and does not revert to the General

Fund at the end of a fiscal year.

Money in the Solid Waste Management Fund is used to implement the new programs and to provide
planning, technical and financial assistance to local governments. Itsupports the planning process and helps
counties and cities to provide or expand collectionservices andbuild aninfrastructure for their recycling

program.

At the state level, it provides statewide support services, including an information clearinghouse, educational
materials and teacher training, tire shredding, household hazardous waste collection, and assistancein
marketing materials collected for recycling. :

LOCAL FUNDING OPTIONS .ca es211-m9

Underthe Solid Waste Management Act, counties or regions may impose alocal tipping feeand surcharges
of their own. Money generated from the charges may only be used to help pay for local solid waste
management. The followingarelocal funding options:

Tipping Fee - Effective July 1, 1991, each county, municipality or solid waste authority that owns aClassl
sanitary landfill or incinerator may set and collect a tipping fee on eachton of waste received. Thefee may
be set at a rate to cover some or all of the costs to operate that facility. This fee will be collected by the
operator and paidto the facility owner.



Surcharges - Alocal surchargemay also be authorized by acounty. municipality or solid waste authority
oneachtonofwaste received atany Class I landfitl or solid waste incinerator located withinits jurisdiction.
This local surcharge may be assessed inaddition to any other fees charged. Aregionalsolid waste plan
must be approved before this surcharge can be added.

Host Fees - To encourage regional use, a county that hosts a solid waste facility used by other counties in
the region may impose a surcharge on each ton of solid waste received. Counties may assessthis surcharge
only after their regional solid waste plan has been approved and with the concurrence ofall countiesinthe

region.

Disposal Fecs - A local solid waste disposal fee may be assessed by a county, municipality or solid
waste authority to finance and maintain solid waste collection and disposal services. Allcounty residents
must have access to the services funded through this fee. It may be collected throughalocal electric utility,

_ provided the utility agrees.

Loans (T.C.A_ 68211402 ax1y - Enables counties or regions to borrow money from existing loan programs
for construction of new landfills. This loan programisadministered by the Tennessee Local Development

Authority(TLDA). - , |

Solid Wa'ste'Authofities - Ifa solid waste authorityis created to implement the regional plan, the authority
has broad powers to issue bonds and to establish and charge fees foruse offacilities and services.

FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Tipping Fee Surcharge: Paul EvanDavis, Director
Dept. of Environment and Conservation
Division of Solid Waste Assistance
14th Floor, L & C Tower, 401 Church Street
Nashville, TN 37243-0455
(615) 532-0091

Tire Predisposal Fee: Sam Jacobs
Department of Revenue
Division of Office Audits & Examinations
6th Floor, Andrew JacksonBuilding
Nashville, TN 37242-0100
(615)532-6068

Loans: Ann Butterworth, Director
Divisionof Bond Finance
505 Deaderick Street
Suite 1600, James K. Polk Building
Nashville, TN 37243-0273
(615)741-4272

The Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation is committed to principles of equal opportunity, equal access, and affirma-
tive action. Contact the Tennessce Department of Environment and Conservation EEQ/AA/ADA Coordinator, (615) 5320103, for
further information. o .

This public document, Authorization No, 327470 , was promulgated at a cost of $ .03 per copy. October 1993,

Printed on Recycled Paper
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CHAPTER FIVE: WASTE COLLECTION AND TRANSPORTATION:

The Crockett-Dyer-Gibson collection system includes not only the private haulers of Barker
Brothers, Inc. of Obion County and Waste Management, Inc. of Jackson, Tennessee and some
smaller private haulers but also several municipalities have city-wide collections such as
Dyersburg, Newbern and Humboldt. The collection capacity as the system exists at the time of
this report far exceeds the actual potential that might be instituted by the new regulations. At the
present time somewhere between 20 and 40% of the residences in Dyer County are being served:
20 - 40% in Gibson County are being served also. Both of these counties are being served by
Barker Brothers, Inc. (private hauler) in the rural areas. Crockett County has strategically placed
three convenience centers in the rural areas which is handled by Waste Management, Inc. An
additional convenience center is to go on line sometime in 1994 which would provide a convenience
center within a fifteen mile radius of every resident in Crockett County. Crockett County is
perhaps the most successful in providing and meeting the 95% criteria set up in the plan.

In Dyer County, the commission has planned to initiatc a mailbox service for every resident in the
county. This service would be bid on by the private haulers; and the City of Dyersburg would also
be allowed to bid on the county collection system. In either case the billings for the residences
would be on a mailbox basis and therefore a very high percentage is guaranteed due to the fact that
the residence would be paying for the service whether or not they use it. In Gibson County a
similar scheme is being planned whereby the mailbox collection system would be bid on by private
haulers although Gibson County is looking at using utility bills to collect each service charge from
residences.

Within all of the municipalities in the Dyer-Crockett-Gibson counties, adequate collection systems
have already been instituted and have been in place for some time. The availability of either boxes
or a door-to-door collection system is wide-spread throughout all the municipalities in the tri-
county area. Please review the CURRENT SYSTEM MAP which is enclosed in the inside of the
front cover.

In order to provide a plan for the tri-county system that all the concerned counties could agree on, a
very flexibie plan was adopted by the three county commissions and is attached in the inside of the
back cover. An overview of the plan is as follows: Dyer County would use the existing landfills
that would be brought up to Sub-titie D requirements to serve the needs of the residents of the
entire county whereas Gibson and Crockett Counties would use private haulers and in both cases
the solid waste would be flowing out of the county and out of the region. If in the event that the
Dyersburg landfill at some time in the future decides to accept waste from outside counties, the
Board could solicit proposals from the counties to send their waste to the Dyersburg Landfill.
Another feature of the plan is the Humboldt Recycling Center (which is presently closed) which if
and when this operation comes on line, the authorities of Humboldt and Gibson Counties would
have the option of soliciting the solid waste from Dyersburg and Crockett County with an
acceptable tipping fee. Enclosed in the inside pocket of the back cover are four large maps
showing the different options of the plan as the plan may develop over the next ten years. There
are no schedules included in this plan since a Iot of the features of the plan are both political and
economic and cannot be accurately scheduled.



SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1991 ‘ FACT SHEET #7
, - ‘ (Revised 9/93)

MANAGING OUR WASTE:
COLLECTION AND TRANSPORTATION

Much of theillegal dumping in Tennessee takes place because many residents have no accessto a solid waste
collection system. A Universityof Tennessee survey reported that in 1989, 21 counties provided solid waste
collection services through "green boxes" only, while another 29 counties sponsored no collection service. In
these 29 counties, approximately one-fourth of the householdshad noaccesstoevena private collection
service. The survey also found that approximately 10 percent of the state's total populationhad no accessto
public or private collection services. _

One important goal of the Solid Waste Management Act is the development of county collection systems
to assure that all Tennesseans have a convenient place to dispose of their trash. '

' A NEW RESPONSIBILITY FOR COUNTIES ar.ca. gantas)

Under the new law, counties bear the primary responsibility for collecting solid waste. Each county must
assure that a collection system is available to all residents. A county has three options in providing solid
. waste collection services. It may choose to provideits own services, enterinto an agreement with anotherunit
of government to provide collection services, or contract witha private service company.

PLANNING FOR COLLECTION .ca. ss111-806)

Inits district assessment, the Development District has included both public and private operating |
collection services initsinventory of solid waste facilities, programs and services. Deficiencies have
beenidentified, and the need for expanded local or regional collection services have been definedin
the assessment. ‘

Each county or planning region must, as a part ofits solid waste plan, describe how itwill provide adequate
wastecollection for all its citizens. The planning region must evaluate current collection systems in detail and
identify gapsinservice. The plan must describe steps each county will take to improveits collection system (or
establish a new system) to meet minimum standards established by the Solid Waste Disposal Control Board.
The plan must be submitted to the state by July 1, 1994.

COLLECTION THROUGH CONVENIENCE CENTERS .ca ss211851)

Beginning January 1, 1995, each Tennessee county must assure that it has in place a solid waste collection and
disposal system that will meet the needs of all itsresidents. Atthevery minimum, counties will berequired to
provide a network of staffed convenience centers located throughout the county. Any new services are to
complement and supplement existing collection systems (suchas those provided by municipalities), not to
replace them. The collection systems should bein placeby January 1, 1995,

State rules for the number and location of convenience centers were adopted by the Solid Waste Control Board .
in February, 1993, taking into account population, travel time and distance, and staffing requirements. Minimum

ssign and operating standards for convenience centers havealso been established by these rules. Itisantici-
pated that many counties will incorporate collection of materials for recycling into the convenience center design.



TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

(T.CLA. 684-211-824 and T.(LA. 68-211-851)

Technical assistance will be available from the University of Tennessee (CTAS and MTAS) to help countiesand
regions designconvenience centersand to write an operating manual, The Department of Environment and
Conservation will offer training for convenience center attendants and other operators.

The state will offer matching grants to counties for establishing convenience centers or upgrading existing
collection facilities. Thelocal government’s matching funds share willbe determined accordingtoan ‘‘economic
ndex”. The index will rank counties based on amean of their ranking for equalized property tax generationand
per capita income. Countiesin thelower half of the index will be required to provide a 10% match and thosein
the upper halfwill be rquired to provide 2 20% local match. The Solid Waste Disposal Control Board has
accepted the Department's recommendation to use this economic index.

Grants will be available in the spring of 1994; the estimated maximum grant will be $50,000 foreach
county. The grants may beused to purchase land or basic equipment, develop sites, orto develop and print
operating manuals. Grant funds may not beused to meet recurring operating costs.

A county which currently has a system of conveniencecentersor another county-wide collection systemin place
mayapply for grants toupgrade existing convenience centers, provide for collectionof! recyclables, or purchase
trucks to expand house-to-house pickup services. Reimbursement of costsincurred after July 1, 1991, will be
granted to counties for suchexisting facilities.

WASTE HAULERS MUST REGISTER (rca. ¢s2n-s3)

Beginning October 1, 1991, solid waste transporters were required to register with the Department of
Znvironment and Conservation, and to continue to doso annually. Eachhauler must provide certain
information to the state, including information on the service area, amount of waste transported, and destination
ofthe wastes. This information must be supplied for every county in which the hauler doesbusiness. Thedata
will be compiled by the state and shared withdevelopment districts, planning regionsand solid waste authorities.

Transporters must pay an annual registration fee--set at $50 per vehicle--to offset the costs of

registration and data management. Eachregistered vehicle will receive a windshield decal as proof
ofregistration. Vehicles witha capacity of five cubic yards oriess are exempt.

FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Mike Apple, Deputy Director (Rules) Joyce Dunfap, Manager (Grants)
Department of Environment & Conservation Department of Environment & Conservation
Division of Solid Waste Management Division of Solid Waste Assistance

5th Floor, L & C Tower, 401 Church Street 14th Floor, L & C Tower, 401 Church Strest
Nashville, TN 37243-1535 ' Nashville, TN 37243-0455 ' :
(61515320780 : (615)5320075

Teri James (Registration Fees)

Department of Environment & Conservation
Division of Solid Waste Management

5th Floor, L & C Tower, 401 Church Street
Nashville, TN 37243-1535

(615)532-0803

he Temnessee Department of Environment and Conservalion is commitied to principles of equal opportunity, equal access, and affinnative
_uction. Contact the Tenncssee Department of Environment and Conscrvation EEQ/AAJADA Coordinater, (615) 532-0103. for further
informatiorn.

This public document, Authorization No. 327470, was promulgated al a cost of $.03 per copy. October 1993

Printed on Recycled Paper







CHAPTER SiX: RECYCLIN

The Crockett-Dyer-Gibson Solid Waste Region at present has limited recycling operations and/or
collections systems in operation. The fact that the recycling plant (a $3 million state of the art
plant) has closed due to the fact that it was operating at a ioss for several years, is an indicator that
the market for residential recycling is not yet matured and , therefore, not may municipalities are
willing to spend the money for collection and disposal (sale) of recyclable.

In all three counties there is a real need, however, for collection and disposal of recyclables. As
mentioned above, only Gibson County with its recycling plant in Humboldt (presently closed) has a
typical recycling facility.

As shown in Chapter Four, the estimated amounts of recycling included in the pian for a 25%
reduction of existing solid waste is a very small percentage of the total waste removed from the
system,

% of Total Tons/Year

1. Remove 50% Yard Waste from the System 8.83% 7,877
2. Recycling of Paper and Paper Goods at

10% of Current Volumes 3.6% 3,270
3. Recycling of Glass, Metals, Etc. At

10% of Current Volumes 2.7% 2,424
4, Diversion 70% Construction Wastes, Wood

Products and Miscelianeous Organic Wastes
to Class IV Landfills, Composting Facilities,

ete. 8.7% 7,830
5. Source Reduction 1% 900
Totals 24.8% 22,301 Tons/Year

The goals of the individual counties that comprise the Crockett-Dyer-Gibson Solid Waste Regional
Management Authority have somewhat different descriptions due to the collection and disposal
capacities of each of the three existing systems.

In Dyer County the board members” goals are to achieve recycling through private haulers, like
Barker Brothers, Inc. for both for residential/commercial waste as weil as industrial waste. It is
planned that the recycling effort will be directed towards the industrial waste first, since there is a
profitable market that exists for some industrial recyclables. Barker Brothers, Inc. Is currently
permitted by the State for industrial waste recycling and has the plant in operation at their site in
Obion County, just north of Dyer County. Afier the industrial recycling is well established the
county plans to authorize the private hauler to begin collection of recyclables either through door-
to-door, once a week pick-up of presorted wastes, recyclable collection boxes at strategic locations,
or transporting the waste to facilities equipped to sort waste for the pertinent recyclables.



In Gibson County, when the recycling facility regions meet later this year, the commission plans to
have a limited form of flow control in order to divert most of the solid waste that is not either yard
waste or construction waste to the recycling center. This facility, since it will not have a land fill in
operation, will also serve as a transfer station for the private hauler that leases the facility from the
city. Due to the debt structure it will be necessary to divert as much waste as possible from
Gibson County to make the operation successful.

In Crockett County, the need for recycling is already been addressed in a limited manner by having
periodic recycling programs through the school systems. Crockett County plans on starting a
recycling program by providing boxes for the recyclables at the four convenience centers aiready in
operation through the county. In addition, the municipalities and the county have agreed to
mandate a recycling program through the private haulers that serve this county.

The attached information is included to help the read understand the complex issue of recycling is
being reprinted here in its entirety from the “Consumer Reports” magazine of February, 1994,

In addition, included are several Termessee Department of Environment and Conservation
publications to be incorporated into the existing systems as the need arises.



Five Key Considerations in Program Planning:

. Markets .

. Building Requirements

. Processing Equipment

« Collection Methods '
. Public Education

Written by:
DeAnna J. Fry
Recycling Section Manager

Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation
Division of Solid Waste Assistance
Office of Cooperative Marketing for Recyclables
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GETTING STARTED WITH RECYCLING

Introduction

The principles of reduce, reuse, and recycle are simple and quite effective in reducing the impact
of the municipal solid waste stream on our environment.

Reduction can be achieved if we consider the waste we purchase in excess packaging as well as
through industrial and commercial waste audits.

Repairing rather than replacing durable goods and finding creative ways to reuse "non-durable
goods will contribute to both the reduction of the waste stream and household expenses.

A recycling and composting program can yield a substantial gain towards Tennessee's 25 percent
reduction goal and, in some cases, can be responsible for the fill 25 percent reduction. A
program that begins with the:business sector and adds the residential sector gives all municipal
solid waste stream contributors the opportunity to take responsibility for reduction and learn new
habits in handling waste.

Where to Begin

Recycling has commonly been thought of simply as collection. Often well-meaning programs
have focused on the collection of recyclables before taking into account many of the other
necessary elements. Before you embark upon a collection program, there are several elements to
be considered in planning a sustainabie recycling program.

Markets Are the Key

Establishing a market for recyciables is the critical first step in designing a recycling program.
You must learn who has a need for recyclable materials and what their specifications are.
Knowing what materials you will be handling will enable you to plan for building requirements,
processing equipment, collection methods, and public education,

Follow the buyer's instructions. Assume that if you send the end-user contaminated material,

they will not buy from you again and may even charge you freight to return the material to your
recycling center.



Building Requirements

In planning your recycling processing facility, first consider how much storage space you will
need to stockpile materials before processing. Will the ceiling height and door openings allow
haulers to bring materials in the building is-another question to answer.

To serve a community of approximately 30,000 people, these building recommendations should
be considered:

-« 10,000 square feet of space

» 20 to 25 foot ceiling clearance
» 12 X i2 foot receiving doors

» at least one loading dock

« concrete floor

» three-phase electricity

« office and bathroom facilities

Processing Equipment

A multi-purpose baler is the most commonly used piece of processing equipment and will
handle the greatest variety of materials. A vertical or horizontal baler may be considered
depending on the daily volume of materials processed. Before purchasing any specific baler
model, consider if it will produce a bale of recyclable material that meets the buyers' size and
weight specifications.

A fork lift is necessary to move bales and gaylord boxes of unprocessed materials. An
equipment vendor will provide consultation regarding accessories which enable a single vehicle
to perform many tasks.

A floor scale with a 4,000 - 5,000 pound capacity will also be useful to weight processed
materials. Accurate records will be important to the end user and for required reporting to local
and state government offices.

Collection Methods

A meeting with your municipal and private waste haulers wiil help you plan for effective
collection equipment. Determine what is the most common garbage collection container and if
it will lend itself to be used as a drop-off collection container. Also establish that the processing
facility will be able to receive material from this method and whether materials will be collected
source-separated or commingled.

Household collection containers are commonly molded from rigid plastic. Look for those
manufactured from recycled plastic. Plastic and paper bags are ofien used for storing household
recyclables. X - : '



Public Education

There are four principles a succeséful public education program for recycling should follow, they
are:

1. Identity - Develop slogans, logos, and themes with which people can identify:
2. Consistency - Information must be on-gong and correct;

3. Communication - Newspaper articles and public service announcements must
be easy to understand;

4. Professionalism - Everything from attractive flyers to knowledgeable
employees help to inform and educate.

Public education is a big job. A committee comprised of representatives from local government,
schools, businesses, haulers, and the recycling center operator will help ensure that nothing is
over-looked. Ask your market representative to help by providing public education materials.
Ideally each county will have a recycling coordinator who will be responsible for public

education and can coordinate an education committee.

Fact sheets on purchasin:g recycling equipment, operating composting programs, and a directory
of recyclable material buyers are available.

For more information on planning and building a recycling program, or to receive one of the
publications listed below, call DeAnna Fry, Recycling Section Manager, at 615-532-0074.

Equipment Bulletins ' Compost Fact Sheets
#E1  Balers #Ci1  Homeowner's Composting Guide
#E2  Fork Lift Trucks #C2  Municipal Solid Waste Composting
#E3  Floor Scales Guide _ '
#E4  Glass Crushers #C3  Composting Program Operation
#E5  Recycling Trucks #C4  Composting: Costs, Financing,

Regulations and Markets
#C5  Composting: Quality Control Order
Control, Security Health and Safety
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ST, OF TENNESSES
DEPARTMENT OF EMVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

Divisioniof Solid Waste Assistance
01 Church Street
NodRville, TN 37243-0455

TENNESSEE OFFICE OF COOPERATIVE VIARKETING FOR RECYCLABLES
RECYCLING EQUIPMENT GUIDANCE

for

FLOOR SCALES

Equipment Bulletin ZE-5

INTRODUCTION

The floor scale is an integral part of a recycling center and helps determine the success of any
operation where accurate records are nesded. :

Designed for muiti-purpose use, the floor scale is ideal for shipping and raceiving and is accurate
enough for most small or large transactions. These scales can be installed ABOVE-THE-
FLOOR or FLUSH-WITH-THE-FLOOR and most are portable, allowing them t© be relocated as
needed. Optional ramps make above-the-floor modeis accessible to pailet jacks and hand trucks.
Scale capacity ranges from 1,000 ibs. up with weight ‘ndicated in increments from 9.5 lbs. to 3.0

ibs. Platforms come in sizes from 30" x 30" to 12' x 12",
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vLizhe display indicators vary from the basic weight readout models with limited features to

those higner .csvivust models with computer interfacing capacity. These display indicators can
be barttery powered or operawc 1 110 or 220 volts.

INFORMATION THAT SHOULD BE 2 VIDED THE SALESPERSON
RECOMMENDING FLOOR SCALES FOR YUUT APPLICATION

f o em e AR PES P

. Maximum weight of material (with container) to be handlea (determines «apidit’ vt

scale needed). . ,
Length and width of the largest load to be weighted, i.e. bale, box, hopper, pallet jack,

2.
etc. (determines platform size needed).
3. Location of scale: inside or outside.
4. Type of installation: ABOVE-THE-FLOOR or FLUSH-MOUNTED.
5. Type of weight read-out and print-out information desired. )




QUESTIONS YOU MAY NEED TO ASK WHEN PURCHASING: . —

L.

J

L3

h

Does the quoted price inciude shipping and handling?

What warranty and service is included?

What maintenance is required on the scale and on the indicator?
What is the best type of installation for this operation?

What type of load cell is used on this model? Does it offer overload and
sideload shock protection and is it sealed against washdown and weather?

TN YT it




FLOOR SCALES
MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS

(Recommended For Recycling Centers)

Scales should always have a capacity exceeding normal requirements. A recent survey of
Tennessee recycling centers found the operators using scates with capacity ratings of either
5,000 Ibs. or 10,000 lbs. and varying models of weight display indicators. When determining
your needs, make sure you consider future expansion and growth. Also, when considering
weight display indicators, try to anticipate any additional functions which may be needed as the
operation expands.

CAPACITY: 5.000 Ibs.. (minimum) with { 1b. graduation
increments.
PLATFORM 48"x 48" rugged mild steel construction with fork lift channels (if

scale is to be portable.) Also, if platform is mounted above-the-
floor, optional ramps (cost: $200 to $400) will accommodate pallet
jacks, hand trucks, dollies and hoppers. Load cells should be
washdown and weather resistant with overload and side load
protection and have a sum capacity equal to 200% of the scale's
capacity.

INDICATOR: Rugged metal enclosure with +/- accumulation and tare weight
display.
Remote digital readout with computer interfacing capability.
Sealed enclosure to withstand moisture and dust.

PRICE RANGE: $1,800 to $2,500 depending on options.

For further information contact: DeAnna Fry or Bob Knight

Tennessee Department of Environment & Conservation
Division of Solid Wastc Assistance
401 Church Street, 14th Floor, L & C Tower
Nashville, TN 37243-0455
(615) 532-0083



STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPAHTMENTOFENWHONMENTANDCONSEHVAHON

401 Church Steat
Naghville, Tenngasea 37243

Division Of Solid Waste Assistance

Office Of Cooperative Marketing For Recyclables

The Division of Solid Waste Assistance 1s charged with
implementation of the non-regulatory aspects of the
Solid Waste Management Act of 1991. This includes
administration of the grants, household hazardous and
speclal waste, and recycling programs

The Recycling Section reéponsibilities include
administration of:

*

*

Office of Cooperative Marketing for Recyclables

Facilitating the Tennessee Recycling Market
Advisory Council

Maintaining a Directory of Recycling Programs
and an Inventory of Avallable Quantities and
Qualities of Recycled Materials Avalilable.

Maintaining a Database for Tracking Markets
Assisting Counties in Contract Negotiations

Providing Technical Assistance in the Design
and Implementation of Recycling Programs

The State Employee Recycling Program

Development of Departmental Policles &
Procedures for Procurement of Recycled Content

Working in Conjunctipn with the Department
of Economic and Community Development to
Locate New Industries Using Recovered Materials

as Feedstock and to Assist Existing Industries
in Retrofitting Facilities,



RECYCLING SECTION STAFF

DeAnna Fry; Manager (615) 532-0074

Policy & Market Development
State Wide Public Education
Market Advisory Council

Karen Stewart, Administrative Assistant (615) 532-0083

Information Request Mailings
Business Correspondence
Data Base Maintenance

Cy Anderson, Environmental Specialist (615) 532-0081

New Technology Review
Composting/Hazardous Waste
Contract and Publication Development

George Kesterson, Development Consultant {615) 532-0079

State Employees Recycling Program

Resocurce Reference Center / Lending Library
Community Training

Bob Knight, Development Consultant (615) 532-0082

Fact Sheet & Technical Bulletin Preparation
Community Training

Compliance Review and Follow Up



. STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

Division of Solid Wiste Assistance
401 Church Street
Nughville, TN 37243-0435
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TENNESSEE OFFICE OF COOPERATIVE MARKETING FOR R_ECYCLABLES
RECYCLING EQUIPMENT GUIDANCE

for

BALERS
EQUIPMENT BULLETIN #E1

INTRODUCTION

A baler is a machine that presses materials into compact rectangular bales. BY baling recyciables,
(ie. cardboard, office paper. newsprint, aluminum, tin, and plastic) & recycling program can

handle, store, and transport material more efficiently than if they were loose or unprocessed.

Bales will vary in size and weight depending on the type of baler and materials being processed.
Tt is critical to check with your markets to make sure the baler you buy will mest their

specifications for size and weight,

Consideration must also be given to the storage capacity of your facility and the transportation
vehicles, in deciding which size baler will work best in your facility.

THERE ARE TWO BASIC TYPES OF BALERS:

VERTICAL. Vertical palers are fed by manual labor and pack the material with a downward
motion of a hydraulic piston. They are ihe least expensive and most common in recycling facility
processing under 10 tons of recyclable materials per day.

HORIZONTAL. Horizontal balers pack materials with sidewards moving hydraulic piston(s).
With an automated conveyor, they can process large volumes of materials in a small amount of
time with less manual labor to produce bales of greatet weight ‘and density than vertical balers.
Horizontal balers aré expensive. A municipal recycling program should have a minimum of 10
tons per day to justify the expense of a horizontal baler.



'INFORMATION THAT SHOULD BE PROVIDED TO THE SALESPERSON TO
RECOMMEND THE BEST BALER FOR YOUR APPLICATION:

1.
2.
3.

What materials will be processed.
Volume (in tons) of each material to be baled per day.

Weight and dimensions of bale specified by the market.

QUESTIONS YOU MAY NEED TO ASK THE SALESPERSON:

Space requirements needed to operate the baler. Calculate space required
to feed the baler.

What are the electrical requirements of the baler (i.e., single phase or three
phase power)?

What weights of bales will the machine produce from various types of
recyclables?

What are the dimensions of the bale?

What is the cycle time and ram pressure of the baler?
What is the hydraulic ram pressure of the baler?
What optional equipment and suppiies do you sell?
Do you provide operator training?

What warranties and service programs do you offer?

How long has your company been selling baling equipment? Ask for
ceferences of two or three facilities currently using their equipment.



VERTICAL BALER '
MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS

(Recommended for grocessing 3 - 10 tons per day)
Heavy-Duty, Multi-Purpose balers capable of handling 2 variety of materials should be
considered. The volume of recyclables being processed will dictate the size of the equipment
needed. Larger volumes of up to ten (10) tons per day would require equipment which exceeds
these specifications, particularly for bore size, motor size, and system pressure. The facility must
have space available to meet the recommended area for the operation of the equipment. Tie
options may be manual or automatic, based on individual need and preference. Electrical wiring

requirements (single or three phase) should also be considered.

Bale Size: Width 60"
Depth 30"
Height 48"
Feed Opening: Width 62"
| Height 28"
Bale Weight: Lbs. 1400-2000
: (Material OCC)
Pump: GPM 15
Cylinder: Bore 7"
Stroke 48"
Motor Size: H.P. ' 20
System Pressure: PSI 2,100
Platen Pressure: PSI 80,000
Cycle Time: Seconds 51
Control Power: Volts 115

Electrical Controls: NEMA 12 Dust Tight Design All components U.L. Approved and in
compliance with ANSI Z 245.5 Safety Requirements for Baling Equipment

NOTE: Volumes in excess of ten (10) tons per day would réquire a horizontal baler

Price Range: ~ $8,000 - $20,000

s



TWO RAM - HORIZONTAL BALER
MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS

(Recommended When Processing over 10 tons per day)

Horizontal balers should be considered for processing large volumes of materials, particularly in
regional efforts. Considerations should include ram which permits full chamber penetration and
adequate horse-power for processing greater volumes. The facility must have space available to
meet the recommended area for the operation of the equipment. Tie options may be automatic or
semi-automatic and electrical hookup requires three phase wiring. Conveyors are recommended
to increase efficiency. Conveyor size must be compatible with baler feed opening.

PERFORMANCE: Bale Size (approx.) 45"W X 30"D X 62"L
Bale Volume 48 4 cubic feet
Cycle Time 22 seconds main ram (No load)
Capacity 7,980 cubic feet/ hour (No load)
HYDRAULICS: Main Cylinder 12" Bore, 92" Stroke

136 Tons Total Force
225 PSI Ram Face Pressure

Ejector Ram 8" Bore, 50" Stroke
60 Tons Total Force
Reservoir 516 Gallons
Oil Cooler Air to Oil Exchanger
Filtration 10 Micron Replacement Element Filter
ELECTRICAL: Main Pump 100 HP: 460 VAC, 3 Phase
_ Across the fine Starting
Cooler/Strapper 15 HP; 460 VAC, 3 Phase
Across the line starting
Motor Type TEFC; High Efficiency
Strapper High Tensile Wire

ELECTRICAL CONTROLS: NEMA 12 Dust Tight Design All components U.L. Approved and
in compliance with ANSI Z 245.5 Safety Requirements for Baling Equipment

Price Range: $80,000 - 3220,000

For further information contact: DeAnna Fry or Bob Knight

Tennessee Department of Environment & Conservation
Division of Solid Waste Assistance
401 Church Street, 14th Floor, L & C Tower
Nashville, TN 37243-0455
(615) 532-0083



STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
Division of Solid Waste Assistance

401 Church Street
Nashviile, TN 37243-0453

TENNESSEE OFFICE OF COOPERATIVE MARKETING FOR RECYCLABLES
RECYCLING EQUIPMENT GUIDANCE

for

FORK LIFT TRUCKS
EQUIPMENT BULLETIN #E2

INTRODUCTION

Forklift trucks are used to move materials both horizontally and vertically within a designated
area. Normally, forklifts are used for transporting, stacking and loading/unloading operations
however certain optional features and attachments may make them adaptable for other material

‘handling uses.

Forklifts are manufactured in a variety of models with 2 wide range of capability. Load capacity
ranges from 2,000 Ibs. up and lift height ranges from approximately 10 ft. with a standard double

FLLLAR L

mast, to approximately 15 ft extended height with most triple masts. Popular options are the (1)
"side shift" feature which allows a load to be shifted from side to side, facilitating
loading/unloading in close quarters, (2) “full free lift" which allows the forks to be raised
approximately 5 ft. before the mast begins to telescope upward and permitting the forklift truck to
double-stack in low ceiling areas, i.e. inside truck-trailers, and (3) "fork extensions” which

increase reach and allow the handling of larger-than-normal loads.

Preumatic tires are recommended for both indoor and outdoor use, on any surface, especially
gravel, dirt and uneven terrain and where a greater degree of traction is required. Most models
with pneumatic tires have 2-3 inches more ground clearance than with solid tires. "Solid-

pneumatic” tires are those filled with rubber or foam.

Solid-cushion tires are highly maneuverable on smooth concrete or paved surfaces and are
designed for use where floor scrap might cut the tread or otherwise puncture a pneumatic tire.
Solid tire lifts cannot be operated on gravel or dirt surfaces.

Forklifts are powered by either gasoline, diesel or LP gas engines or by electric motors. While the
basic price of the different power options are comparable, the battery and charger for electric
models (priced separately) makes their initial cost higher, however long term operating costs are
usually lower due to less maintenance and no fuel requirements. Other positive features of
electric power include its quiet and exhaust-free operation. Negatives include power loss when
batteries are low, inadequate power in certain heavy load conditions and battery recharging, care
and replacement. When internal combustion models (gasoline, diesel and LP gas) are used
indoors, the area must be well ventilated to counter the exhaust emissions. . .



INFORMATION THAT SHOULD BE PROVIDED TO THE SALESPERSON
RECOMMENDING A FORKLIFT TRUCK FOR YOUR APPLICATION

L ]

Maximum weight of load to be handled

Maximum working height needed, ie. ceiling height, truck
clearance, etc.

" Operating area surface, whether smooth (concrete/paved) or

uneven (gravel/dirt). Any sharp objects to cut or puncture tires?

Minimum height/width clearance in operating area, ie. doors,
aisles, trailer ceilings.

Where will forklift truck be operated, indoors, outdoors, or both?
Inside truck trailers? Up or down inclines...what degree?

QUESTIONS YOU MAY NEED TO ASK THE SALESPERSON

L

2.

Advantages and disadvantages of the different power sources?

For electric powered trucks, what current is- needed for battery
charger? -

Long term costs of the different power sources

What options or attachments are needed for this recycling
operation?

What. are the maintenance requirements on the recommended
model?

‘What safety and comfort features are standard and/or available?
What warranties and service programs are offered?

References of 2 or 3 facilities currently using this model. .



FORK LIFT TRUCK
MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS
(Recommended For Recycling Operations)

Forklifts, like most equipment, should have a capability exceeding normal requirements. A survey
of Tennessee recycling center operators discloses the use of varying makes and models ranging
from 4,000 to 6,000 Ib. capacity. Most centers have limited warehouse floor space which requires
certain functions to be performed outside. All have characteristics which are unique and,
therefore, careful consideration needs to be given to each facet qf the operation before selection

of equipment is made.
LIFT CAPACITY:

5.000 lbs. minimum .
EXTENDED LIFT-HEIGHT:

‘A triple stage mast provides lift of approximately I5 fi. extended. The "full freelift”

optional feature allows forks to raise approximately 5 ft. before the masts begin to
telescope up. This permits the double stacking of materials in enclosed truck-

trailers and other low ceiling areas.

FORK LIFT HEIGHT:

86 inches overail height will allow forklift entry into truck-trailers with roli-down
doors. :

POWER SOURCE:

LP gas or electric power is recommended for indoor operation where there is
limited ventilation. A survey of Tennessee recycling centers indicates that LP gas is
the more widely accepted power source.-

Engines and motors are sized in relationship to the model and lift capacity. Internal
‘combustion engines (gasoline, diesel, LP gas) should be at least 2.0 liters with 40
hp. rating. Electric powered trucks use 3 different motors: drive-lift-auxiliary, all
sized according to function requirements and all operated on a battery usually
rated from 36 to 60 volts which can be recharged on 220 volt current. (Note: some
heavy-duty chargers require 3 phase current. }

TIRES:

PNEUMATIC TIRES are recommended for rough (gravel/dirt) surfaces or where
a greater degree of traction is required. SOLID PNEUMATIC is a term used to
describe pneumatic tires which are filled with foam or rubber instead of air.

SOLID CUSHIQON TIRES are the most maneuverable and are recommended
where the operating surface is smooth and even, i.e. concrete or paved, and where

sharp objects can cut or puncture pneumatic tires.



“ QPTIONS:

Several attachments and accessories are available for fork lifts including the three mentioned
earlier: '

i SIDE-SHIFT which allows the load to be shifted from side to side.
This is helpful when working in close quarters. COST: $800 to

$1500.

5 FULL FREE LIFT which allows the forks to raise approximately 5
& before the mast begins to telescope and is helpful when double-
stacking loads inside low ceilings, i.e. truck-trailers. COST: $500

TO $1500.
3 FORK EXTENSIONS provide a greater reach and allow handling
of larger- than-normat loads. COST: $200 to $300. ‘

SAFETY:

Two safety features that are required on forklift trucks are (I) overhead guards which prevent
raised loads from falling on the operator and (2) load backrest which prevents 2 load from tipping-
backward through the mast and onto the operator.

Other safety features recommended include:

Seat belt

Hip restraint

Flashing light (displayed when vehicle is in reverse operation).
Audible alarm (used when vehicle is operated in reverse).
Turn signal indicators. -

b

PRICE RANGE: $15,000 to $27,000 depending on options.

For further information contact: DeAnna Fry or Bob Knight

Tennessee Department of Environment & Conservation
Division of Solid Waste Assistance
401 Church Street, 14th Floor, L & C Tower
Nashville, TN 37243-0455
(615) 532-0083



STATE OF TENNESSEE '
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

Division of Sclid Waste Assistance
401 Church Street
Nashville, TN 372-3-0455

TENNESSEE OFFICE OF COOPERATIVE MARKETING FOR RECYCLABLES
RECYCLING EQUIPMENT GUIDANCE

: for ‘
RECYCLING TRUCKS

Equipment Bulletin #5

INTRODUCTION

Trucks used in recycling operations should, optimally, be designed for a specific type of program
and dedicated to a particular use. Where this is not practical, other vehicles have to be adapted

to the program in use and often times must serve more that one purpose.

There are two basic uses for recycling trucks: (I) collecting recyclable materials at their source
and (2) transporting these collected materials to market.

Collection trucks should be designed for the type of program in use. For example, a source-
separated curbside program vs. 2 co-mingled "blue bag" program would suggest different vehicle
needs, i.e., 2 compartmentalized body as opposed to a flat-bed or other common style body.
Other programs may use drop-off boxes, roli-off containers, convenience certers, etc.” Some
programs feature source separation (separated by the resident), some are separated at the curb by
collection personnel, and others are separated by various methods at the processing center. To
accommodate these different programs, there are different style collection vehicles including
front loaders, rear loaders, side loaders, curbside collectors, roll-off hoists, and various specialty

models.

Transport trucks include single and tandem axle straight trucks and 10 to 18 wheel
tractor/trailers. These transport trucks may be equipped with flat beds, open top and enclosed -
beds, "live floors", high-lift fifth wheels, etc. Again, the transport vehicle design should be
determined by the type of program, haul distance, volume and type of materials handled, and the
configuration of the processing facility's loading area. :

The following pages offer more detailed descripticns of some of these recycling vehicles.



CURBSIDE COLLECTION TRUCKS

Curbside collection trucks are designed for the collection of reqy'clables at the curb. After
residents or employees of a business place recyclables at a designated collection point in
dedicated containers, coilection workers pick them up, either sorted or commingled, and

transport them to a processing center.

TYPES OF VEHICLES:

There are two basic types of curbside collection trucks: (1) a dedicated recycling truck designed
specifically for collecting recyclables and (2) trucks which have been converted to recycling
use, such as flat-bed and-packer trucks. Most dedicated curbside collectors are designed with
compartments for handling separated materials These vehicles are easily accessible to the

collection workers and some makes can be operated from either side, i.e. dual steering wheels
and controls. Other type vehicles can.be substituted for use where recyclables are co-mingled

and hauled loose or in "blue bags" to a processing center for sgparatlon.' The dedicated recycling
trucks are designed for a particular use and may be more efficient than the converted types.

INFQRMATION YOU MAY NEED WHEN PURCHASING:
. Number of households and/or businesses 10 be served

« Collection frequency

. What materials will be collected and an estimate of the weight and volume of these
materials. .

. Number of collection workers and vehicles to be used
« Whether two-side loading and dual controls are necessary

« Whether material will be separated beforehand by the resident, at curbside by the
collection crew, or commingied and separated later at the processing center.

INFORMATION YOU MAY NEED FROM THE VENDOR: °
« The capaciry of the vehicle and each of its compartments
« What optional equipment is available from the factory or for add-on at a later date
such as plastic perforators, compactors, two-sided loading, dual steering and '
controls, etc.
« Warranties and service prografns offered

« Company's history with this type of equipment

. Name of 2 or 3 current users of this equipment

)



PICK UP TRUCKS

Stﬁndard pick-ups are rated either 1/2 ton with gross vehicle weight of 5600 ibs. (heavy duty up
to 6100 G.V.W.) or 3/4 ton with a G.V.W. of 7200 Ibs. (heavy duty to 8600 G.V.W.). Standard
beds are 4 ft. wide (Flairside) or 6 ft. wide (Styleside) and are either 6-1/2 or 8 ft. long. :

Due to their very limited capacities (weight and volume) pick-up trucks are not recommended
for collecting and transporting recyclables.

TRANSFER TRAILERS

Transfer trailers used for recyclables come in a variety of types, styles and sizes. Flat beds
used for baled or densified material....open top for condensed or loose material....enclosed top
for condensed or loose....and roll-off trailers for transporting roll-off containers.

The open top and closed top trailers can be equipped with a "live floor" (walking floor) which is
a hydraulicaily operated slatted floor that self unloads baled or loose aterial. This type trailer
has a lighter tare weight than one equipped with 2 hydraulic cylinder ejector and can also have a
longer axle span making it easier to comply with weight regulations. The hydraulic ejector

option allows greater density per cubic yard but also has 2 higher tare weight than the "live
floor". : ‘

Roil-off trailers are designed to transport roll-off containers. Like the roll‘off trucks, these
trailers load. haul and unioad roll-off containers of different capacities and types. The hoist
cables or hooks and ‘the tilt frame lifts can operate using the tractor's hydraulics or with an
optional gasoline or diesel powered system mounted on the trailer itself. The economics of
using this type of vehicle will depend on the type of program and the materials being
transported. They can offer a substantial weight advantage over straight trucks when hauling
compacted material.

SPECIALTY TRUCKS

There is a multiplicity of specialty vehicles and optional equipment available for use in
recycling. Many of these vehicles are designed to be used for mixed MSW handling however by
dedicating the vehicle, or the containers used in conjunction with it, they can be adapted for use

in recycling.

One of the more versatile of these vehicles is the hook-lift truck which features a quick-change
system that can switch bodies in approximately one minute or less. Similar to a rotl-off without
the rails and cable hoists, this system utilizes a hydraulic hook arm that lifts the body or box up
and onto the truck's frame. At least one manufacturer of this type truck lists up to 20 different
interchangeable bodies available ranging from flatbeds to compartmentalized bodies to
compactors. This system aliows one truck to handle nearly every facet of a recycling program.

Container handlers are designed to lift, transport and dump varying sizes of refuse containers.
These handlers have no storage capacity and therefore must haul the container to an appropriate
facility for emptying. Optional attachments will allow the handling of all types of refuse
containers,

For further information contact: DeAnna Fry or Bob Knight

Tennessee Department of Environment & Conservation
Division of Solid Waste Assistance
401 Church Street, 14th Floor, L & C Tower
Nashville, TN 37243-0455
(615) 532-0083



FRONT LOADER TRUCKS

Front loaders are usually tandem axle trucks designed to pick up solid waste via drop-off refuse
boxes. These trucks employ hydraulically operated loading forks to lift refuse boxes up over the
cab and dump the contents into the packing throat where it is then compacted into the rear of the
box. These trucks are usually associated with the servicing of commercial MSW containers and
roadside "green boxes" in the rural areas. The front loader is one of the more expensive trucks
to purchase and operate and has a limited and specialized use. Operational expense is high
because of all the moving parts. These trucks are mounted on a cabover chassis which generaily
has a shorter axle span. This shorter axle span allows a tighter turning radius for better
maneuverability however it also means that a larger share of the load will be carried behind the
center of the front tandem axle making the load "tail heavy". This condition can create safety
problems in steering and braking and can also resuit in the rear tandem axle being overweight.

The front loader truck can be adapted for use in recycling programs where it is used to pick up
containers which are dedicated to a single material, e.g. corrugated. The most practical use
would probably be in picking up from commercial/industrial sites and convenience centers.

REAR LOADER TRUCKS

Most rear loaders are designed for collecting mixed solid waste from a residence or commercial
establishment. They are designed to receive loose waste dumped in the hopper by collection
operators where it is then compacted in a single compartment. Most of these trucks are not
equipped to handle separated materials however they can be adapted to a recycling program
when they are dedicated to collecting a single material. _

At least one company is currently manufacturing rear loaders with two or three separate

compartments, each with its own compactor and ejector. This type truck makes it possible to
collect recyclable material that has been partially separated.

ROLL-OFF TRUCKS

Roll-off trucks, or hoists, come in various types, sizes and styles. One of the more typical is 2
straight truck with.a tandem axie and conventional cab. These trucks load, haul and unioad roli-
off containers of different capacities and types. These containers are equipped with rollers and
are drawn by a cable (or hydraulicaily powered hook) up and onto the inclined raiis of the truck.
The truck's rails are then lowered to the horizontal and the container is secured before being

transported.
Roll-off trucks are very versatile in that they are capable of handling different types. of

containers. One of these, the sectional recycling bin, is an enclosed box with vertical sides .

extending from the floor to approximately waist height, then sioping inward. Each section or
compartment has a hinged door on top for depositing the materials. These containers usuaily
employ 2 hinged or removable partition between each compartment to allow them to be emptied

one section at a time.

Other roll-off containers, including the open top, enclosed box, and compactor, come in different
styles and sizes and are basically designed for mixed waste handling. However, when dedicated
to a sirgle material use, these roil-off containers can be used effectively in a recycling effort.

vt



STATE OF.'TENNESSEE -
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

Division of Solid Waste Assistance
401 Church Street
Nashville. TN 37243-0453
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TENNESSEE OFFICE OF COOPERATIVE MARKETING FOR RECY_CLABLES
RECYCLING EQUIPMENT GUIDANCE |

for

GLASS CRUSHERS

Equipment Bulletin # E-4

INTRODUCTION

Glass crushers -are designed to reduce refuse glass containers to small pieces (cullet) for use
primarily in making new containers. This cullet is mixed with virgin materials to facilitate
melting in new glass production. The process not only extends the life of the glass fumace. by
* Jowering the smelting temperature but, more importantly, it allows the glass to be reused instead
of going to a landfill or incinerator.

Glass crushers are usually manufactured as a unit consisting of three basic components: (1)
loading hopper (2) conveyor and (3) crusher chamber. Constructed of heavy gauge sieel, wear
resistant parts are normally used in the heavy contact areas such as the crusher drum linér and
crusher bars/hammers. Crushers may be mounted on skids or casters for portability.

Glass crushers are normally powered by two (2) electric motors, the conveyor drive and the
crusher drive, although some manufacturers utilize a single motor to handle both functions. ‘The
crusher drive motors range from /2 HP to 2 HP and the conveyor drive motors from /2 HP to |
HP. Electric power requirements range from 110 to 230 volts single phase and from 208 to 460

voits three phase current.

Cullet size of approximately 1" x 1" translates to volume reduction of 15-20 to 1 and allows -
maximum weight truck loads which reduces freight costs.




INFORMATION THAT SHOULD BE PROVIDED THE SALESPERSON . .
RECOMMENDING THE BEST GLASS CRUSHER FOR YOUR APPLICATION

L.

[ )

L)

n

Volume of glass (in tons) to be crushed each day.

Dimensions of area where crusher will be operﬁted.

Type of electric current available. . |

Whether crusher location is stationary or needs to be portable.

Method to be used for handling culiet, i.e., Gaylord boxes, hoppers, conveyor-to-
truck.etc.

QUESTIONS YOU MAY NEED TO ASK WHEN PURCHASING

What is the maximum volume of the recommended model?
Can this crusher be upgraded to handle additional volume?
What would be the advantage(s) of using three phase current?

What is the average life of heavy contact parts and what is the availability and .
cost of replacement?:

What are the shipping/handling charges?

What warranty and service programs are offered?




GLASS CRUSHERS
MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS

(Recommended For Processing 3-4 Tons Per Hour)

Glass crushers should be constructed of durable, heavy gauge steel with wear resistant and
replaceable parts used in the heavy contact-areas such as the crusher drum liner and crusher bars.
To allow for operation expansion, the crusher's capacity should exceed current volume and be
receptive to upgrading. The crusher should be designed for quick, easy maintenance and all
available safety features should be added, i.e., safety flappers in the crusher unit, heavy duty skirt
at the crusher drum discharge, enclosed conveyor underside,, rempte emergency stop, etc.

YOLUME

3-4 tons (6,000 to 8,000 lbs.) per hour
HOPPER

0.5 (1/2) cubic yard
POWER

Crusher drive motor-1 HP, 110 or 220 voits single phase.

~ Conveyor drive motor- 1/2 HP, 110 or 220 voits single phase

CONVEYOR

15" wide, cleated P.V.C.
PRICE: 83,500 to $8,000

For further information contact: DeAnna Fry or Bob Knight

Tennessee Department of Environment & Conservation
Division of Solid Waste Assistance
401 Church Street, 14th Floor, L & C Tower
Nashville, TN 37243-0453
(615) 532-0083 '







CHAPTER SEVEN: COMPOSTING, SOLID WASTE PROCESSING, WASTE-TO-
ENERGY AND INCINERATION CAPACITY

The region does not intend to include any of the listed options as major components of the plan.






CHAPTER EIGHT: DISPOSAL CAPACITY

This chapter compares the total regional demand for disposal capacity with the current and planned
regionat supply of disposal capacity, based on the analyses found in Chapter Two and Chapter
Three of the plan. The comparison is done both for each individual county and the total regional
demand on a ten year period.

As can be seen from the following charts, there appears to be a tremendous surpius of disposal
capacity due to the two landfills in Dyer County. In fact, because the Dyersburg City Council at
the time of the submittal of this plan has opted not to receive any waste at the Dyersburg City
Landfill, the actual capacity for waste disposal is more accurately based on the Jere Kirk landfill in
Dyer County only, plus the additional small facilitics in Gibson County. After reviewing these
numbers it can be readily seen that there is still plenty of capacity in the region.

The fact that a large amount of the demand in Gibson County is taken to a landfill outside of the
region only increases the surplus side of the equation. In order to ensure the longevity of this
surplus situation, the plan as presented herein has an option which would allow the Regional
Planning Board to regain some form of “control” over the waste flow through the bidding
processes.

It is shown from the analysis in Chapter Two that some waste is imported from outside the region
and into the Jere Kirk landfill. However, this amount at the present time is very small and
therefore negligible in this analysis. However, since this landfill is being sold by its current owner,
there is much attention being given by the board to carefully monitor the capacity of this landfill
and to take whatever actions deemed appropriate in the event that there is any indication that this
capacity is being abused.

Also, the board will require annual statements from both Waste Managerment, Inc, and Barker
Brothers, Inc. to certify the continued capacity of the landfills in both Troy (Barker Brothers, Inc.)
and Camden, Tennessee (Waste Management, Inc.).



Lz o] 0 Wi's €002
£62'9 0 £62°G 7002
S¥E'S 0 S¥e's 1002
€oP's 0 cov's 0002
85+'s 0 86¥'s 6661
¥18's 0 ¥16°S 8661
LIS'S 0 L18'G 1661
629°S 0 629's 9661
1909 0 190'9 5661
v15'9 0 ¥16'9 ¥661
ogL'L 0 0cL'L £661

YA 31EVL

1130080 :AINNOD

ALIDVAYD TVSOdSId NI sSN1ddNs O STIVALHOHS TVILNILOd
40 NOLLVDI4IINIAI ANV ‘AlddNS ANV ANVINZA gaLoaroyd :Lo3ardns

ALIDVdVYD TvS0dsId :01dOL

NV1d LNIZWIOVNVIN 3LSVM aios TvNOoI93d
NOSHID-¥IAQ-LLIND0UD




' 1a709NNH 1Y INV1d ONITOADIH WO
W3LSAS 30 1NO JLSVM JNOS SN1d ‘A INO NV I GV NOLNIHL 1V HOLVHIANIONI »»

o6¥'s- 08911 01'0Z £002
082- 08¥'sl 092°02 z00Z
0Z6'9 082'L¢ 09€°02 1002

£09'v1 080°SE Liv'02 0002

beze 088°TY 695°02 6661

o'oe 089°05 £99°02 8661

ocl'le 08b'8s 09.°02 1661

Tev'sy 08299 95807 966}

veLLS 080°VL 95¢€'2Z 5661

Z10'8S 088'18 gog8'cz 7661

19529 08968 cLL'ie €661

OL-tA ATEVL

NOSHEID  ALINNOD

ALIDVdVYD Tv¥SOdSId NI SN1ddNs HO STIVALYOHS 1VILN3L1O0d _
40 NOILVOIHILNAAI ANY ‘AlddNS aNV ANVINZJ a3103rodd 1103rans

ALIDVAVYD 1vS0dSsid 0ldol

NV1d LNIWIOVNVIN ALSVM ai1o0s 1vYNOIO3N
NOSSHID-¥IAQ-L1LINIO0YUD




SHVYIA 9 304 Adi 000°LT *ATTNO THAANYT ALID ©94NESHIAACT -+

59¢'19L°} ¥82'c08°}) 616'LY £002
$82'c08’l 1z9°'s¥8’L evezy 2002
Lzo'abe’lL 86£'888'} LLL'TY R11174
86£'288°L L09°LE6'L £0Z'ey 0002
109°LE6°Y ovz'sis’l 6c9'cy 6661
ovzZ'si6’y 0ze'slo'e 080'vY 8661
0Z£'610°C §¥2°290°Z STSvY L1661
S¥8'€90°z 0z8°801'Z SL6'vY 9661
0z8'20L'¢ 08L'L51'2 09e'sy 5661
08L°L5L2 08L°602°C 000°2S 661
08L'60Z°C +000592¢C 0Z8'sS £661

gi-iiA 31avL

¥3AQ  :ALNNOD

ALIDVdVD TVSOdSIa NI SN1d¥NS ¥O STIVALIOHS TVILNILOd
40 NOILVOIHILNIAI ANY ‘A1ddNS ANV ANVINEA a31L03rodd -103rans

ALIOVdYO TvSOdSIia :0IdOl1

NV1d LNJWIDOVNVIN 3LSVM AIT0S TVNOIO3A
NOSgID-43AA-1L1IND0UD




CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

TOPIC: DISPOSAL CAPACITY  (XXX)=SHORTFALL
ALL OTHER NUMBERS ARE SURPLUS

SUBJECT: PROJECTED NET DISPOSAL CAPACITY (TONS PER YEAR)

COUNTY: CROCKETT - DYER - GIBSON

TABLE VIII-2

1

BAS:gYaEAR {7,730) 2,209,180 62,567 2,264,017
1994 (6,514) 2,167,180 58,012 2,208,678
1995 (6,067) 2,108,820 51,724 2,154,477
1996 {5,629) 2,063,846 45,422 2,103,638
1997 {5,571) 2,019,320 37,720 2,051,469
1998 (5,514) 1,975,240 30,017 1,999,743
1999 (5,458) 1,931,601 22,311 1,948,454
2000 (5,403) 1,888,398 14,603 1,897,598
2001 {5,345) 1,845,627 6,920 1,847,202
2002 (5,293) 1,803,284 (780) 1,797,211
2003 (5,241) 1,761,365 {8,490) 1,747,634







CHAPTER NINE: PUBLIC INFORMATION AND EDUCATION

The Crockett-Dyer-Gibson Solid Waste Planning region plan includes the education program
(attached) to assist adults and children to understand solid waste issues, management options and
costs, and the value of waste reduction and recycling. In addition, the State Planning Office will
establish an information clearinghouse to acquire, review, evaluate and distribute a catalog of
materials on source reduction and recycling and they are authorized to organize and conduct
workshops and conferences on solid waste management, source reduction and recycling.

In addition, the State Planning Office, in consultation with the Department of Education, shall
prepare information and programs on a statewide basis for the following groups:

L. Municipal, county and state officials and employees.

2. Kindergarten through graduate students and teachers.

3 Businesses that use or could use recycled materials or that produce projects from
recycled materials and persons who provide support service to those businesses.
And,

4. The general public.

The State Planning Office is also authorized to establish an awards program for outstanding
school-based solid waste, source reduction or recycling education programs. After this solid waste
regional plan is approved, the State Planning Office shall award grants for implementing the
education program component of the plan from finds available in the Solid Waste Management
Fund.

From funds available in the Solid Waste Management fund, the State Planning Office is authorized
to award annual grants to the University of Tennessee’s County Technical Assistance Service and
Municipal Technical Advisory Service, Development Districts and the Department of Economic
and Community Development’s Division of Local Districts and the Department of Economic and
Community Development’s Division of Local Planning for rendering technical assistance to
regions, counties and municipalities as needed in the development of the plan required by the state.

If requested, the University of Tennessee’s County Technical Assistance Service and Municipal
Technical Advisory Service shall provide technical assistance to a county or region for siting,
designing, construction, upgrading, developing and maintaining a system of convenience centers.
The Institute for Public Service of the University of Tennessee shall provide technical assistance in
the design and management of a recycling program to each county, municipality, authority, or
region which requests assistance.



By March 19, 1994, the Board shall, by rule establish a program for the certification of operators,
attendants and other persons participating in or responsible for the operation of any landfill or
incinerator regulated by the department.



Public Information and Education Plan:

The importance of educating the public cannot be under emphasized in any plan that truly and
accurately accounts for the solid waste regional needs for the next ten years.

The region has as its goals a program which when initiated could and should begin to inform the
public as to the various reasons for waste reduction and the different types of waste reduction that
can be accomplished. The following are excerpts from an article from Consumer Reports
(February, 1994). ltis presented here in an effort to illustrate the different ways that waste
disposal can be reduced without a significant impact on the region.

“Americans are currently recycling well over 30 percent of several major materials, including
paper, glass containers, and steel and aluminum cans, Yet in 1992, we diverted only 17% of
municipal solid waste from burning or burial - a total that included the composting of yard waste,
a specialized kind of recycling. The main reason those numbers don’t match up is that the
commonly recycled materials make up less of municipal solid waste that you’d expect. Steel and
aluminum cans, glass bottles, plastic containers, newspaper, and cardboard account for only about
a third of our discards by weight. Even if half that material were recovered, recycling it would
reduce the amount to be buried or incinerated by only about 15%.

Recycling programs have barely begun to deal with much of the waste that pours daily into
landfills and incinerators: food wastes, textiles, shreds of plastic wrap, baby diapers, durable
plastics that can’t be re-melted, and broken and obsolete products ranging from headless Barbie
dolls to rotary dial phones. Some of those products are too dirty or germ-laden to recycle; others
are too difficult to disassemble into recyclable components using current technology; and still
others are laden with toxic materials.

But other items could, with a little effort and know-how, be diverted from burial or burning.
Hazardous wastes, for instance, could be separated out for proper disposal. Food wastes counld be
composted at home or as part of a municipal program. Textiles and plastic wrap that’s not
contaminated with food could be recycled, as they are now in a few communities.

Still other categories of materials have been left out of most municipal recycling programs because
they are not even officially considered municipal solid waste. Yet they tumn up in landfills in great
quantities. William Rathje, a University of Arizona archaeologist, has studied the contents of
people’s trash cans and dug up old landfills to find out what’s in them. In landfill after iandfill, he
has conststently found that about 12 % of what is buried is waste from construction - chunks of
concrete, splintered wood, old windows, and so on.

Manufacturers can make a difference as well. Some have now begun designing their products with
recycling mind. And others have made an effort to remove toxic metals from products that will
eventually be discarded; the mercury content of alkaline batteries, for instance, has dropped
precipitously in a few years.



Envirommentalists often urge the public to “reduce, reuse, recycle.” Significantly, recycling is third
on the list - less desirable than reusing material or reducing the amount we buy and use in the first
place.

A key part of environmental planning is what’s being called “source reduction”-the design or
purchasing choices that reduce the amount of materials used for a given purpose. It’s an area
in which packaged goods manufacturers have been particularly active in recent years. For
example, nonreusable glass containers, on average, weighed 44% less in 1987 than in 1972.

Many manufacturers have begun seiling their products in a form that minimizes packaging.
Concentrates of products from fruit juice to laundry detergent have proliferated on supermarket
shelves in recent years. And many cleaning products now come in compact packages designed to
refill reusable bottles.

Consumers have already started to choose source-reduced packaging on environmental principles,
and may soon have an economic incentive as well. Some experts are now recommending that cities
charge households difference fees according to the amount of trash thev generate. In most cities,
residents now pay for municipal trash coilection through their general property taxes, and pay the
same amount whether they habitually fill one small trash can or four big ones. But some cities,
such as Seattle, have started to bill households directly, with the price rising sharply for every
additional trash can. (These cities generally charge nothing to pick up recyclable materials). Such
a volume-based system can have a big impact: In one rural New York town that tried it, the
amount of trash buried in the local landfill decreased by more than half, and the recycling rate more
than doubled, within a year.

Because all forms of trash disposal - including recycling - have environmental impacts, the best
thing a consumer can do is avoid buying new things whenever possible. Think like the thrifty 19th-
century New Englanders, whose motto was, “Use it up, wear it out, make it do.” Things can be
bought used rather than new, fixed rather than thrown away. The reverse side of scrap paper can
be used for grocery lists or children’s are projects; plastic take-out containers can be reused to
store leftovers.

When you need to buy, you can practice source reduction by shopping for products, for instance,
that have as little packaging as possible. That means buying concentrates and mixing up products
at home; buying refills when available; and buying the largest-sized package on the shelf.

The next step after source reduction is to buy products that use recycled materials in their
manufacture or packaging. Recycling will work only if manufacturers buy and use recycled
materials, and consumer choice helps drive manufacturers’ decisions. For that reason, the only
true recycler is someone who uses recycled products.



It’s easier to by recycled materials for some product categories than for others. Virtually every
kind of paper-from 3x5 index cards to stationery to fax paper-now comes in a recycled version.
You won’t find food packaged in recycled plastic; the U.S. Food and Drug Administration doesn’t
permit it. But an increasing nmumber of nonfood plastic packages have recycled content and say so
on the label. Packaging made from glass, steel, or aluminum automatically has a high recycled
content.

Finally, it is important to recycle whatever you can in your community-and to do it right.
Remember that you are helping to supply the nation’s industrial raw materials, and follow your
locality’s specific recycling instructions to the letter. If your town does not want plastic detergent
jugs or magazimes, don’t put them out. If it asks you to remove lids of containers before recycling,
remove them. Otherwise, you may unwittingly contaminate the pool of recycled material your
community collects, and risk making it unusable™.

It is essential that younger children be educated first in an effort to change consumption habits in
the next generation. It may be more difficult to impose new waste reduction restrictions on a
community used to consuming and disposing without regard to the environment. Therefore, the
education plan shall include the following elements to that end:

1. Promote education for the reasons for recycling through integration of facts in
fun-oriented activities at schools, (i.e. Recycling/Environmental Clubs; Contests
for most recyclables in different categories-glass, paper & plastics) including
certificates and awards for innovative ways to improve:

a Source Reduction
b. Reuse of Existing Products
c. Innovative Recycling efforts,

This program should be closely monitored over a period of three years for grades
1-6. For upper grades, videos, films, field trips and awards would prove more
practical.

2, Promote waste reduction through public events by displaying banners, information
booths and door prizes.

3. Set up a speaker’s bureau of local, regional, state and national stature for speaking
engagements at commumity functions and civic clubs.

4. Apply for and receive grant funds for development of an ad campaign for
television, radio and newspaper.

5. Solicit industries in the region through speakers and economic incentives to
research and accomplish significant source reduction techniques. Grant special
solid waste economic incentives to promote this campaign.
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THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRCMMENT AND CONHSERVATICN, THE UTINSTITUTE FOD PULLIC BERVICE,
AND THE GOVERNOR'S PLANMNING OFFICE
ANNOUNCE FOUR SOLID WASTE PLAMMING ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

Available to Regional Solid Waste Planning Boards, Upon Hequsst
Juiy 1, 1893 - Beptember 30, 1883

UNIT SOLID WASTE COLLECTION AND TRANSPORTATION BYBTEMD

Compliance with ihe Solid Waste Management Act of 1981—\What is a “dinimal Acneptable
Leval?"; Compliance dates; Profile of Existing System and Review of Naegional Collection
Needs [District Meads Azsessment); Convenience Canter Reguiationa--number, focation,
design, oparating stapdards: Collection System Ooclions; YWaste Condainass and Trocks;
Transier Stations and Melated Sguipmant: Reducing Callactinn and Trenanortation Gosts;
Planning Guidelines

UNIT il: WASTE REDUCTION, AECYCLING, COMPOSTING AMD
PROCESSING SYSTEMS

Profita of Exisling Programs, and Raview of Regional Meeds (Disirict Needs Acsessment);
Solid Waste Managemeant Act of 1981-—statutory requirements; Waste Tarduction Goal;
Waste Reduction Reguiations, Calculations, and Variances; Racyeling--marke! Considera-
tions, Building Requirements, Equipment, Collection and Processing Matheds, and Funding;
Composting—Methods, Reguiations and Markets; MRFs (clean and dirty); and Planning
Guidelines '

UNIT LAND DISPOSAL-THE 218T CENTURY LANDFILL

Profite of Existing Capascity and Ragional Meeds (District Neads Asseszment); Legal Require-
ments; Federal Subtitte [ Requlations, and April 1823 Siate Reguintionay Which Landfills
Must Comply and When? Maw lLeocation, Design and Operating Haquiraments; Mow Kloni-
toring, Repoarting and Clcsure Paquirements; Mew Operating Requiremonts; Maw Accounting
Procedures; The Landiill Permitting Process; Altarnatives to Landiill; Economics of Disposal;
Sources of Funding: Planning Guideiines

UNIT IV: PUBLIC QUTREACH, INVOLVEMENT AND PARTICIPATION

Why involve the public?; Target Audiences; Defining A Message—¥/hat Do You Want
the Public 1o Kinow and Understand About the Plan?; Role of An Advisory Committee—
When, and Upon What Issue Does the Board Sask Advice?; Effective Public Mestings and
Pubtic Hearings; Documenting Public Participation.

TO SCHEDULE: CONTACGT

Solid Waste Workshep Coardinater
Depanmant of Environrmant and Consarvation
Division of Solid Waste Assistancs
14th Floor L & C Tower
Nashville, TN 37243-0455
Fhone: {615)532-0081
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CHAPTER TEN: PROBLEM WASTE
=== ol PRUBLEM WASTE

A Household hazardous wastes: There are primarily four categories of household hazardous
wastes:

» Toxic

* Corrosive
* Flammable
* Reactive

Effective January 1, 1995, each county within a region shall provide directly, by contract or
through a solid waste authority, at least one site to receive and store waste tires, used automotive
oils and fluids, and lead-acid batteries, if adequate sites are not otherwise available in the county
for the use of residents of the county. No municipal solid waste disposal facility or incinerator
shall accept for disposal any whole tires, lead-acid batteries or used oil, except that certain
incinerators may accept whole waste tires. Landfill operators shall segregate whole, unshredded
waste tires at landfills and provide a temporary storage area for such tires until a mobile tire
shredder shreds the waste tires.

From funds availabie from the Solid Waste Management Fund, the Department of Environment
and Conservation shall:

1. Obtain six mobile tire shredders and operate them throughout the state, as waste
tire disposal needs may require.

2, Provide mobile collection units to provide collection of household hazardous
wastes. The county or solid waste authority will provide a site for collection and
at least one person at the service site to assist persons in operating the mobile
collection unit as well as advertising services. And,

3. The State Planning Office will award competitive grants for collection of
household hazardous waste at a permanent site to municipalities with a population
of 100,000 or more, located in counties with a population of 287,700 or more,
according to the 1980 federal census or any subsequent federal census,
(Chattanooga, Knoxville, Memphis, and Nashville)



The list of common household hazardous wastes are as listed below:;

s Paint

s Used Oil

* Flammable Goods

* Poison

» Anti-Freeze

All three counties have specific plans to site the re

by January 1, 1995.

41%

23%

17%

8%

2%

quired hazardous waste collection requirements



TENNESSEE MOBILE COLLECTION UNIT PROGCRAM
for
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE

HOUSEHOLD HAZARDQUS WASTE

Household hazardous wastes are those wastes discarded
from homes or similar sources that are 1listed by EPA as
hazardous or exhibit one or more of these characteristics:
ignitability, corrosivity, reactivity, and toxicity.

To help Tennesseans with proper disposal of household
hazardous wastes, the Solid Waste Management Act of 1991
(T.C.A. Section 68-211-829) requires the Department of
Environment and Conservation to establish a program for
mobile collection and disposal of household hazardous waste,
The objectives of this program irclude educating the public

on proper disposal practices and dssisting counties across’

the state in providing a means for proper disposal.

Specifically, the state law requires that each county
have at least one collection center by January 1, 1995, for
collecting used automotive fluids, tires, and lead-acid
batteries. It is the objective of the Division of Solid
Waste Assistance to assist in the creation of collection
centers that will also be able to collect such household
items as paint, cleaners, and pesticides.

The Division of Solid Waste Assistance was established
to help 1local governments plan for their solid waste
disposal needs and prepare to meet new federal requirements
for constructing and operating landfills.

The Special Wastes Section of the Division provides
statewide services to assist local governments with the
disposal of problem wastes, such as waste tires, waste o0il,
and household hazardous wastes.

MOBILE COLLECTIONS

Each county in Tennessee will have a responsibility for
the household hazardous waste Colléction Events. The
county, by State law, must provide a service site. 1t is
required to advertise in ‘newspapers the day(s), hours, and
location of the mobile collection unit (MCU), as well as the

type of household hazardous waste the MCU Wwill receive. The.

county will assign at least one person to the MCU site who
will also assist in its operation. _




MOBILE COLLECTION PROGRAM
PAGE 2

A mobile collection contractor will be hired by the

State to manage the Collection Event. The contractor will
receive, sort, categorize, and prepare the waste for
transporting and disposal in accordance with all applicable
regulations. The state expects to contract with a private
firm for this service by fall, 1993,

Permanent collection sites are bPlanned for the major
metropolitan areas of the state, as defined by T.C.A.
{Section 68-211-828). The remainder of the state will be
serviced by mobile collection units.

The Division of Solid Waste Assistance is available to
answer gquestions concerning site requirgments and site
selection procedures.

DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE
ASSISTANCE
SPECIAL WASTE SECTION
14TH FLOOR, L & C TOWER
401 CHURCH STREET
NASHVILLE, TN 37243-0455
(615) 532-0091

Managing Wasie Today , . . «« . Preserving Tomorrow

TENNESSEE'S SOLID WASTE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

4/93
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_ TENNESSEE ENVIRONMENTAL LAW LETTER

inspections, up-front civil penalties will more than like-
Iy be assessed.

. For more information concerning this new pro-
gram, contact ‘ '

Dennis Smith (615) 532-0986
Lamar Bradley (615) 332-0952
Division of Petroleum Underground Storage Tanks
4th Floor, L & C Tower
401 Church Street
Nashville, TN 37243-1538

Note: If a tank owner received the Division’s invita-
tion to participate in this voluntary compliance inspec-
tion program and did not respond within the deadline,
the Division may still allow participation in the pro-
gram. Contact Dennis Smith at (615) 532-0986.

Household Hazardous Waste Program

Tennessee’s first statewide household hazardous
waste program began operation in September 1993.
The program, designed to protect the environment by
collecting and properly disposing of common house-
hold hazardous waste, is a component of the Solid
Waste Management Act of 1991.

The household hazardous waste program consists
of two parts: a mobile collection program to serve 91
rural and suburban counties and the establishment of
permanent collection sites in Shelby, Davidson,
Hamilton, and Knox counties.

TDEC recently awarded a contract to Laidlaw
Environmental Services, [nc. to collect, transport, and
recycle or dispose of houseltold hazardous waste in 91
Tennessee counties. The contract requires Laidlaw to
provide equipment and trained personnel at scheduled
household hazardous waste collection events to be held
at each county’s designated location.

The mobile collection program will visit the counties
on collection days established by local officials, The coun-
ties will be required to provide the coliection site and
advertise the date, time, and location of the collection
event. Laidlaw will provide the labor and equipment
necessary to receive, identify, sort, package, and trans-
port the collected household hazardous wastes. The con-
tractor will also be required to certify that the wastes are
disposed, treated, or recycled at permitted facilities.

In addition to the mobile program, the Solid Waste
Management Act will provide funds to establish the
permanent household hazardous waste collection facil-
ities in Shelby, Davidson, Knox, and Hamilton coun-
ties. Each is eligible for a $500,000 grant to assist with
the implementation of its local program.

The following is a list of household hazardous wastes
that will be accepted by the mobile collection service:

Houselwld Cleaners

drain openers

oven cleaners

wood and metal cleaners and polishes
toilet bowl cleaners

disinfectants

Automotive Products

oil and fuel additives

grease and rust solvents

carburetor and fuel injector cleaners
air conditioning refrigerants

starter Huids

body putty

anti-freeze/coolant

waste oil

Hore Maintenance/lmprovement Products
paint thinners

paint strippers and removers
adhesives !

paint

Lawon and Gariden Products
herbicides
pesticides/rodenticides
fungicides/wood preservatives

Miscellaneous

batteries

pool chemicals

photo processing chemicals
medicines/drugs
aerosols/compressed gas

For more information on household hazardous
waste collection, contact

Wade Murphy

Division of Solid Waste Assistance
14th Floor, L & C Tower

401 Church Street

' Nashville, TN 37243-0455

(615) 532-0089

Personnel

Katherine Larrieu, an environmental specialist, has
joined the Planning and Standards Section of the
Division of Water Pollution Control. Ms. Larrieu will be
assisting Dr. Sherry Wang with waste load allocations
and total maximum daily loading studies. Ms. Larrieu’s
direct-dial telephone number is (615) 532-0999.

Rob Howard, an environmental specialist formerly
with the Division of Petroleum Underground Storage
Tanks (DUST), is now in the Enforcement Section of
the Division of Water Pollution Control. Mr. Howard’s
direct-dial telephone number is (615) 532-0682.

Edward Eastburn, a geologist, has joined the

Chattanooga Field Qffice of DUST. Mr. Eastburmn’s tele-
phone number is (615) 634-5745.

11







CHAPTER ELEVEN: IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE, STAFFING AND FUNDING
N

After reviewing the detailed analysis as presented in Chapter Two - Ten, “The Plan” is enclosed in
this chapter in its entirety as adopted by all three county commissions. This plan has its goal to

of the analysis is shown in the charts in Chapter Twelve which indicates that this region has a
tremendous capacity for solid waste disposal currently and through proper maintenance of this
capacity, should serve the citizens of the tri-county area for ten years and beyond. As the
difference elements of the plan phase out or change (closing of Humboldt landfill, Milan landfill
changes to a Class III or IV landfiil in 1996) and as other elements come on line (Humboldt
recycling center and transfer stations Sub-title ‘D’ land fill at Dyersburg and Jere Kirk’s landfill)
the system can change and adapt to both the economic and political pressure and needs of the
region.



Gibson County imposes flow control in order to divert al] waste in Gibson County ( with the
exception of Kenton) to the recycling center at Humboidt, Waste that is unable to be recycled at
the center and must be transported to somewhere else is bid to local haulers and lowest bid is
taken. Crockett and Dyer Counties are required to get a price for hauling waste to Humboldt to the
recycling center but may option to send waste elsewhere if and only if price is not competitive,

OPTION NO. 2

DYERSBURG LANDFILL OPTS TO BE REGIONAL LANDFILL ; HUMBOLDT
RECYCLING CENTER DOES NOT REQOPEN.

When Dyersburg city landfill elects to become regional landfill, Dyer County can impose flow
control for Dyer County. Crockett and Gibson counties are required to solicit a price for the
hauling of all waste in their counties to Dyersburg landfill but may option to do otherwise if price
is not competitive. If price is competitive all waste must be diverted to Dyersburg landfiil through
regional flow-control.

OPTION NO. 3

DYERSBURG CITY LANDFILL OPTS TO BECOME REGIONAL LANDFILL AND
HUMBOLDT RECYCLING CENTER REOPENS.

Under this option Dyersburg city landfill becomes the regional landfill and Humboldt Recycling
center regpens to accept all waste from Gibson County and elsewhere, Flow control is imposed for
all of Dyer County to send waste to Dyersburg Landfill and likewise Gibson County imposes flow
control over Gibson county to send all waste to the recycling center at Humboidt (except Kenton).
Crockett County is required to get a price to send its waste to Humboldt recycling but may elect to
do otherwise if the price is not competitive and if recycling efforts in the county without the use of
the recycling facility at Humboldt are acceptable. Non-recyclable waste from the recycling center
at Humboldt will be hauled to the Dyersburg City landfill if the price is competitive. Dyer County
will set up recycling collection centers to collect recyclables to be sent to Humboldt if the price for
hauling is competitive.

ALL COUNTIES IN THE REGION

Recycling and Reduction:  All counties under the plan must initiate and maintain facilities to
accept mixed recyclables. Private haulers will be used to pick-up on a regular basis, yard wastes
that then will be diverted to a class III or IV landfill either in the region or outside of the region.
Public hearings will set up in order to educate the public on the need to recycle and howto separate
the different items . In addition all three counties will be required to provide service to at least 90%
of the population either through mail-box pick-up or through convenience centers. Billing for the
service will be handled through the utility companies where possible.



CROCKETT - DYER - GIBSON REGIONAL

SOLID-WASTE PLAN

REFERRED TO AS “THE PLAN" HEREWITH:
PHASE 1.

DYERSBURG OPTS NOT TO ACCEPT REGIONAL WASTE AND RECYCLE, INC. IS
NQT ON LINE.

During Phase I of the plan the counties in the region do not have the advantage of the use of the
landfill at Dyersburg or the recycling center at Humboldt. Under Phase | the counties continue to
use the private haulers as they are currently set-up except that the private haulers are educated
about the regional goals of a 25% reduction by January |, 1995 and plans are set up for the
removal of recyclables through cither source reduction in the case of industry or by using other

programs (especially for industry } are set up for the purpose of making the public aware of the
need to recycle.

ALL COUNTIES IN THE REGION

Recycling and Reduction :  All counties under the plan must initiate and maintain facilities to

accept mixed recyclables. Private haulers will be used to pick-up on a regular basis yard wastes

the different items. In addition al] three counties will be required to provide service to at least 90%
of the population either through mail-box pick-up or through convenience centers. Billing for the
service will be handled through the utility companies where possible.

PHASE 11,

SHOULD ANY OR ALL OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS BECOME VIABLE, THE
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE BOARD WOULD THEN INITIATE THE APPROPRIATE
OPTION(S) IN PHASE II OF THE PLAN

OPTION NO.1

RECYCLE CENTER IN HUMBOLDT REOPENS BUT DYERSBURG LANDFILL OPTS
NOT TO BE REGIONAL LANDFILL.
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BUDGET

Based on the estimated costs (capital, annual operation and maintenance) for each system element
of “The Plan” as set forth in Chapter X, attached is a 10-year budget for implementing the regional
solid waste plan. An inflation number of 5% every three years was due to conversations with
the private haulers in which the contractual agreements for various municipalities and county
governments were discussed. It was based on the consumer price index which average 1.5% to 3%
per year.

Our planning region has net been supplied with the chart of accounts that was to be developed by
the Comptroller as described in Chapter IT of the “Guidelines: and it is our understanding at this
date that this chart of accounts is not available at this date.

The region, as it grows and begins to comply with all the new hazardous waste, waste reduction
and recycling mandates, will look more and more to grant applications to fund the equipment
needed to site, construct and maintain,

FUNDING

A, Local

Effective July 1, 1991, each county, municipality or solid waste authority which owns a municipal
solid waste disposal facility or incinerator may impose a tipping fee upon each ton of municipal
solid waste or its volume equivalent received at any disposal facility or incinerator owned by the
government unit imposing the tipping fee. Revenue from tipping fees received by counties,
municipalities, and solid waste authorities as publicly owned solid waste disposal facilities and
incinerators shall be expended only for solid waste management purposes.

In addition to tipping fees at their own facilities, after the regional solid waste plan is approved,
each county, municipality, and solid waste authority may impose a surcharge on each tone of
municipal solid waste received at teach landfill or incinerator within their jurisdiction, whether
publicly or privately owned. Also, each county, municipality, and solid waste authority is
authorized to impose a solid waste disposal fee on generators of solid waste in their respective
jurisdictions, except that such a fee may not be imposed on any generator of solid waste when the
generator disposes of the waste in a facility located on land owned by the generator. A county,
municipality, or solid waste authority may enter into an agreement with an electric utility to collect
the solid waste disposal fee as part of the utility’s billing process. This agreement is subject to any
other requirements of law. The funds generated from these local fees may be used to establish and
maintain collection and disposal services, including convenience centers.



Once the regional solid waste plan is approved by the State Planning Office, a county that is host
to a solid waste disposal facility or incinerator used by other counties in the same region may
impose a surcharge on municipal solid waste received at any such solid waste disposal facility or
incinerator. This surcharge is to be imposed on each ton or volume equivalent of municipat solid
waste received at the facility. The revenue received by a county from this surcharge shall be
expended for solid waste management purposes or for purposes related to offsetting costs incurred
and other impacts resuiting from the county being host to the solid waste disposal facility or
incinerator.

B. State

Effective July 1, 1991, a state surcharge of eighty-five cents (85&) per ton on each ton of
municipal solid waste received al all solid waste disposal facilities or mcincrators will be charged
and will go to the Solid Waste Management Fund. Furthermore, after the regional plan is
approved, a county, city or sold waste authority may impose a surcharge on waste received by any
landfill or incinerator (public or private). Nothing in the act prohibits a county from establishing a
tipping fee higher than the eighty-five cents (85 &) per ton required to be paid to the state for the
waste received at a county facility.

Effective October 1, 19911, the state shall impose a waste tire disposal fee of one dollar ($1.00)
which will be applied to the sale of new tires sold in Tennessee.



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

APPROXIMATE OPERATIONAL / BUDGETED SOLID WASTE COST FOR THE REGION (1993)*

DYER COUNTY: $232,600 80% INDUSTRIAL
DYERSBURG $1,200,000
TRIMBLE $21,600
NEWBERN $32,000
$1,486,200
GIBSON COUNTY: $344,000 80% INDUSTRIAL
HUMBOLDT $550,000
GIBSON $12,000
MEDINA $40,000
MILAN $427,160
BRADFORD $33,000
TRENTON $223,230
DYER $50,000
RUTHERFORD $32,700
YORKVILLE $12,000 **
$1,724,090
CROCKETT COUNTY: $185,520 43% INDUSTRIAL
ALAMO $140,000
BELLS $70,000
GADSEN $12,000
MAURY CITY $16,000
FRIENDSHIP $16,141
$438,661
REGIONAL TOTAL $3,648,951

* AMOUNTS INCLUDE RESIDENTIAL / COMMERCIAL & INDUSTRIAL WASTES.
** ESTIMATED

OPERBUDG.WK4



CROCKETT-DYER-GIBSON
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

WASTE REDUCTION

REGIONAL ESTIMATED BUDGET FOR OPERATIONAL COST FOR NEXT TEN YEARS

ALL

YEAR AMOUNT

1993 $3,648,951
1994 $3,648,951
1995 $3,831,399
1996 $3,831,399
1997 $3,831,399
1998 $4,022,968
1999 $4,022,968
2000 $4,022,968
2001 $4,224,117
2002 $4,224,117

regbudg.wk4
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