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istrict Annual

Member:District O - Solid Waste Management District O
Year:2014

Cycle: Fiscal Period: July 1st - June 30th

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT ANNUAL REPORT

1 (a). What waste goals did the district have for the fiscal year period and what actions did the districts take to
achieve these goals?

1. Develop and maintain markets for recyclable material collected by District “O” member cities and counties, and by
businesses in the district. Action Taken: Supported the following three District "O" Recycling Processors with District Grants.
02014-003 Greenway Recycling, Fordland and Springfield. 02014-005 Big Dog Recycling, Halfway. 02014-007 Webco
Custom Industries, Marshfield. District “O” has also worked closely, including the above listed financial support, with the 7
recycling processors and one electronics recycling processor located in our district Those are: Big Dog Recycling, a full
service processor and drop-off center in Halfway. Commercial Metals a Springfield metal recycler Computer Recycling Center,
Springfield. Greenway Recychng, a full service processor with locations in Fordland and Springfield, Marck Recycling, a full
service processor in Republic, Nestle Purina PetCare, a Springfield pet litter plant which collects and uses paper as feedstock.
2. Make every effort to provide all District “O” residents, businesses, and institutions with reasonable access to multi-material
recycling drop-off centers and/or recycling curbside (point of generation) collection service. Action Taken: District “O” has 28
recycling drop-off centers in our five counties. District “O” has at least one recycling drop-off center within 25 miles of every
District “O” home or business. Grant Proposals we have identified are any that establish new, or improve existing, recycling
operations. Of particular interest are proposals for recycling commodities that are difficult to recycle or have been neglected in
the past. This includes Glass, Electronics, Household Hazardous Waste, Food waste, Feed-Waste, and Special Event
Recycling. 3. Make every effort to provide all District “O” residents, businesses, and institutions with reasonable access to
environmentally safe, reliable, and affordable solid waste and household chemical disposal service and facilities. Action
Taken: In past years District "O" has awarded District Grants to the Springfield Household Collection Center (HCCC), which
provides free drop-off disposal service to Greene County residents. Since 2011 District "O" has provided the same free drop-
off service at the Springfield HCCC to the other four counties in the district. Currently it's provided with District Plan
Implementation Grant 02012-08. A new HCCC Grant is being sought for 2015. 4. Provide technical assistance to District “O”
members and businesses in grant management and the design, funding, implementation, and operation of waste reduction
programs. Action Taken: District "O" provided technical assistance in the design, funding, and implementation of waste
reduction programs to the following projects: 02014-002 Computer Recycling Center, Springfield. 02014-003 Greenway
Recycling, Fordland and Springfield. 02014-004 Urban Districts Alliance, Springfield 02014-005 Big Dog Recycling, Halfway
02014-006 Habitat for Humanity ReStore, Springfield 02014-007 WebCo Custom Industries, Marshfield 02014-008 Mercy
Hospital, Springfield. Ash Grove, Improvements to recycling center 5. Maintain liaison with Missouri Department of Natural
Resources, other Solid Waste Management Districts, and federal, state, and local governments and promote
intergovernmental cooperation to meet the District “O” Mission Statement. Action Taken: District "O" staff attended all 2014

SWAB and Planners meetings, attended hearings and provided input to Senate Committee on Solid Waste Management Law,
and attended DNR grant and Re-Trak seminars.
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1 (b). What waste goals does the district have for the upcoming fiscal period and what actions does the district plan
to take to achieve these goals. Please include the types of grant proposals that will be sought for the upcoming

period to assist in meeting these goals.

1. Develop and maintain markets for recyclable material collected by District “O" member cities and counties, and by
businesses in the district. 2. Make every effort to provide all District “O” residents, businesses, and institutions with reasonable
| recycling drop-off centers and/or recycling curbside (point of generation) collection service. 3. Make
residents, businesses, and institutions with reasonable access to environmentally safe,

access to multi-materia

every effort to provide all District “O”
reliable, and affordable solid waste and household chemical disposal service and facilities. 4. Provide technical assistance to

District “O” members and businesses in grant management and the design, funding, implementation, and operation of waste
reduction programs. 5. Maintain liaison with Missouri Department of Natural Resources, other Solid Waste Management

Districts, and federal, state, and local governments and promote intergovernmental cooperation to meet the District “O”
Mission Statement. Our Goals remain unchanged from this Fiscal Year. These Goals are one criterion of our Grant Evaluation

Score Sheet. While we don't normally actively solicit grants, this criterion is used to evaluate and score all grant applications.

2 (a). What recycling goals did the district have for the fiscal year period and what actions did the district take to

achieve these goals?

GOAL: ACTION:

Supported the following three District "O" Recycling
Processors with District Grants. 02014-003 Greenway
Recycling, Fordland and Springfield. 02014-005 Big Dog
Recycling, Halfway. 02014-007 Webco Custom
Industries, Marshfield. District “O” has also worked
closely, including the above listed financial support, with
the 7 recycling processors and one electronics recycling
processor located in our district Those are: Big Dog
Recycling, a full service processor and drop-off center in
Halfway. Commercial Metals a Springfield metal recycler
Computer Recycling Center, Springfield. Greenway
Recycling, a full service processor with locations in
Fordland and Springfield, Marck Recycling, a full service
processor in Republic, Nestle Purina PetCare, a
Springfield pet litter plant which collects and uses paper

Develop and maintain markets for recyclable material
1| collected by District “O” member cities and counties, and
by businesses in the district.

as feedstock.

RS MU

2 (b). What recycling goals does the district have for the upcoming fiscal year period and what actions does the
district plan to take to achieve these goals? Please include the types of grant proposals that will be sought for the

upcoming period to assist in meeting these goals?

Our Goals remain unchanged from this Fiscal Year. One additional criterion was adopted by the District "O" Executive
Committee. That is to promote projects that recycle and/or compost food waste. These Goals are one criterion of our Grant
Evaluation Score Sheet. While we don't normally actively solicit grants, this criterion is used to evaluate and score all grant
applications.

3 (a). What resource recovery goals did the district have for the fiscal year period and what actions did the district
take to achieve thee goals?

None

3 (b). What resource recovery goals does the district have for the upcoming fiscal year period and what actions does
the district plan to take to achieve thee goals? Please include the types of grant proposals that will be sought for the
upcoming period to assist in meeting these goals.
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None

4. Summarize the types of project and results during fiscal year (add additional rows if needed.)

PROJECT #: *

1. 02011-02

02011-05

NAME OF
PROJECT
RESULTING IN
TONNAGE
DIVERSION FROM
LANDFILLS:

Ash Grove
Recycling Center

"Recycle for
Homes" Recycling
Center

3. 02011-06

Glass Recycling
Trailer

COST OF
PROJECT:

Sy e s )

8,670.00

3,927.98

10,500.00

NUMBER OF TONS
DIVERTED:

R T D S S A B L TR 7 R T

0.0000

72.7500

0.0000

Page 3of6

AVERAGE COST
PER TON
DIVERTED:

53.99

0.00

4. 02011-08

District "O"
Household
Hazardous Waste
Collection

3,803.12

1.8200

2,090.03

5 02011-11

‘Springfield
Downtown Glass
Recycling

15,5631.43

73.3000

6; 02011-12

Purchase Recycling
Trailers

47,255.00

70.7500

7; 02012-04

Ozark Materials
Exchange

9,193.57

0.0000

8 02013-02

Computer Recycling
Center Facility
Security

8,100.00

0.0000

0.00

9: 02013-03

Computer Recycling
Center Secure Bins

836.00

10! 02013-04

Greene County
Office of Emergence
Management Public
Safety Center

11 02013-07

12 02013-10
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Recycling Baler
Purchase

2,564.11

49,049.00

Urban Districts
Alliance Springfield
Downtown Glass
Recycling

6,585.94

0.0000

0.0000

| 0.0000
§

84.2000

B

vmmam e e e = IYNONA AT

0.00

l
0.00
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NAME OF
PROJECT
. RESULTING IN COST OF NUMBER OF TONS :‘;’ERT’Z‘?‘E cosT
PROJECT #: TONNAGE PROJECT: DIVERTED: e
DIVERSION FROM :
LANDFILLS:
ii 137 02013-11 | Forki Purchase 21,786.00 16.5000 17320.30

rojects not resulting in Tonnage Diversion

5.Summarize p

PROJECTS NOT RESULTING IN

MEASURABLE OUTCOMES
ACHIEVED FOR THESE

TONNAGE DIVERSION FROM COST OF PROJECT:
LANDFILLS: PROJECTS:
012-04 Ozark Materials Developed a web site for facilitating
3 a
1 0201 - 9,193.57 materials exchange in Southwest
Exchange . .
Missouri.
The surety system enables the
" ' 02013-02 Computer Recycling 8.100.00 Computer Recycling Center to offer
Center Facility Security T document shredding to businesses
and organizations

6. Identify separate statistics for items banned from landfills:

LIST PROJECTS LIST COST OF MEASURABLE
RESULTING IN PROJECT NUMBER OF TONS AVERAGE COST QUTCOMES
TONNAGE RESULTING IN DIVERTED FROM PER TON ACHIEVED FOR
DIVERSION FROM TONNAGE PROJECT: DIVERTED: THESE
LANDFILLS: DIVERSION: PROJECTS:
Provides access to
; free H
02011-08 District ree Household
O"H hold . Hazardous Waste
" " o
1 ouse 803.12 1.8200 2,090.03 drop off to residents
Hazardous Waste ‘ o
colisctin of Christian, Dallas, |
© _ec © ! ‘ Polk, and Webster
E counties.
7. Identify separate statistics for items NOT banned from landfills:
LIST PROJECTS
RESULTING IN LIST COST OF PROJECT  NUMBER oF TOMS AVERAGE COST PER
VERSION TON DIVERTED:
TONNAGE DI A TONNAGE DIVERSION: PROJECT:
FROM LANDFILLS:
.05 "Recycle for
| 0201305 Recy 3,927.98 72.7500 53.99
i Homes" Recycling Center .
- ringfield
| 02011-11 Springlield 1553143 73.3000 211.89
: Downtown Glass Recycling
1-12 Purchase
|4 O2011zH 47,255.00 7,075.0000 688.02
! : Recycling Trailers
EL_‘,,_ ;, B e A BT SIS UG CREEERRSUES
!
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LIST PROJECTS

RESULTING IN LIST COST OF PROJECT NUMBER OF TONS AVERAGE COST PER
TONNAGE DIVERSION RESULEEGD:CI SION: S:QV(EJRETCET[? FROM TON DIVERTED:
FROM LANDFILLS: TONNA ER ’ :

S T 1 TS

i Downtown Glass Recycling i i

‘ - ; S e e s e B e ( - - ;

[ ! 02013-11 Forklift i :

‘ 5 21,786.00 § 16.5000 ; 1,320.36

! : Purchase ! ;

| R S RS

8. Describe your district's grant proposal evaluation process.

1. Each year, approximately one month before the due date of grant applications the District "O" Chair appoints a District
Grant Evaluation Subcommittee and a meeting date is set. 2. The subcommittee consists of the Chair and three Executive
Board members or alternates. 3. The District "O" Planner and Associate Planner serve as committee staff, but do not evaluate,
rank, or vote on applicants. 4. Each Subcommittee member is furnished a complete copy of each grant application, an
application summary prepared by District "O" staff, and an evaluation score sheet for review approximately one month before
the committee meets. 5. The committee meets, discusses the applications and each independently evaluates and scores each
grant application. 6. If a subcommittee member has any interest in a grant applicant they will not participate in the discussion
and will not evaluate the application. 7. The applications are ranked numerically by the combined scores. 8. At the next
Executive Board meeting the scores and ranking are presented to the full committee. 9. Using the subcommittee evaluation
and ranking as a guide, the board votes on the applications. 10. Any Executive Board member who has an interest in any
application must abstain from voting. SAMPLE OF SCORE SHEET: District “O” District Grant Application Evaluation Applicant:
Evaluator Instructions: Write your score, 1 being the lowest number and 10 the highest, in the space provided to the left of

each criterion. Ignore those which are marked “DNA” as they do not apply to this grant application. Please sign your name,

title, and date at the bottom of the form. 1. Conformance with the integrated waste management hierarchy as described

in the Missouri Policy on Resource Recovery. 2. Conformance with the Solid Waste Management District O 2011
Targeted Materials List_____ 3. Degree to which the project contributes to community-based economic development ___ 4.
Degree to which funding the project will adversely affect existing entities in the market segment 5. Degree to which the
project promotes waste reduction or recycling or results in an environmental benefit related to solid waste management
through the proposed process ___ 6. Demonstrates cooperative efforts through a public/private partnership or among
political subdivisions _____ 7. Compliance with federal, state, or local requirements 8. Transferability of results

9. The need for the information _____ 10. Technical ability of the applicant ____ 11. Managerial ability of the applicant __
12. Ability to implement in a timely manner _____ 13. Technical feasibility 14. Availability of feedstock and/or material to

be recycled 15. Level of commitment for financing 16. Type of contribution by applicant
of marketing strategy

17. Effectiveness
18. Quality of Budget DNA 19. Selected Financial Ratios 20. Conformance to District “O”

2011 Goals and Objectives 21. Availability of commitments necessary to conduct the project Raw Score:
divided by 200 equals: FINAL SCORE: Ranking:

Signature Title Date

Upload File:

Maximum of 5 mb file size

District comments

g™

{

DNR Comments:
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SOLID WASTE DISTRICT “0Q”

Board Offices and Members

Effective Date: January 11,2014

Chair: Tim Smith

Vice Chair: Commissioner Jim Viebrock
Treasurer:  Barbara Lucks, City of Springfield

BOARD MEMBERS

Christian County: 417.581-2112
Commissioner Lou Lapaglia

Dallas County: 417.345.2632
Commissioner Kevin Sharpe

Greene County: 417.868.4112
Tim Smith :
Commissioner Jim Viebrock

Polk County: 417.326.4031
Commissioner Denzil Roberts

Webster County: 417.468.2223
Commissioner Paul Ipock

City of Springfield: 417.864.1000
Council Member Jan Fisk
Council Member** [vacant]

**Tommy Beiker resigned Oct., 2012

ALTERNATES

Commissioner Ray Weter
Commissioner Bill Barnett

Commissioner Owen Kjar [“Care”]
Commissioner Pete Barclay

Commissioner Harold Bengsch
Commissioner Roseann Bentley

Commissioner Rex Austin
Donnie Lipe

Commissioner Ward Jones
Commissioner Denzil Young
Mike Frazier

Barbara Lucks
Vacant






