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3 (a). What Wl!ste goals did the district have for the fiscal year penod and what actions did the district take to achieve these goals? 

The Solid Waste Management District's basic goal continued to be to support state efforts to reduce 
material going into landfills by 40%. As in the past, the apporach to accomplishing this was to fund projects to 
enhance or develop recycling projects. 

3 (b). What waste goals doe$lhe district have forthe upc:Oming fiscal period and What actions d~s th<;> district plan to take to l!!'hleve 
hese goals. Please Include the types of grant proposals that will be sought for the upcoming period to assist in meeting these (!Oafs. 

The pritnaty goal will remain to support efforts to divert material from landfills through funding local reuse 
and recycling efforts. The Board of Directors formally authorized staff to begin investigating the potential for 
handling at least some projects and programs on a regional basis. Household Hazardous Waste collection 
events and Scrap Tire Cleanup events are the pritnary areas of consideration and it is anticipated that FY 2011-
12 will see these handled on a District-wide basis rather than piecemeal as has been done in lhe past. 

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

· The District's recycling goals have never been formally quantified. Rather, the ongoing efforts to 
expand recycling efforts thronghotit the District continue to be pursued. By way of example, small 
grants, well under $10,000 in total over two years, have allowed Bollinger County Recycling, Inc. to 
progress from an "idea" to one of the more active rural recycling programs in the State. This 
organization received an award for excellence at the 2011 Missouri Re<;ycling Asso¢iation 
conference. 

2, The primary action of the Solid Waste Management District continued to be to provide funding to 
local efforts when those efforts were consistent with the Distrkt and State goals. 

. ... 





• (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. 

The District will continue to fund projects supporting recycling, recovery and reuse. For FY2010-J J no 
new grant call was made since funds had been committed in the previous round. A new grant call is 
anticipated for early in 2012 and it is anticipated that this will continue the tradition of suppo11ing recycling 
programs in local communities. Efforts will be made to approach several categories of waste on a district-
wide basis. Household Hazardous Waste, Electronic Waste, and Scrap Tire Removal are likely targets for 
such efforl~. 

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

The district has never established a specific recovery goal. The draft Solid Waste Management Plan update 
continues this tradition. Rather than establishing specific goals in terms of tons of this or that material 
diverted, the Board of Directors is tending toward a more generalized set of Goals and Objectives designed to 
achieve the overall miSsion of reducing the waste stream bound for landfills. 

5 (b). Whal resource recovery goals does the district have for the upcoming fiscal year period and what actions does the district plan to 
ake 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. 

See S(a) above. 

~· SUMM{\{{IZ(: JHE TVPEs OF PROJECTS AND RESULTS !)URI.NG FlsCAL YEAR (ATTACH ADDITIONAL. SH.EETS IF 
NEEDED .• ) .·· . . . •·.. . . . . • . , .· . ·••••··· .· . . . , , , , ; . ·· .. '·: ... 

Name of Project Resulting Cost of Project Number of Tons Diverted Average Co.st Per 
In Tonnage Diversions Ton Diverted 
from Landfills 

See Attached 

Measurable outcomes achieved 

See the attached program nanative and accompanying "District Diversion Summary" spreadsheet. 
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7, SUl\IMARIZE PROJECTS NOT REsUL TING IN TONNAG.E DIVERSION · . ·. · .. · .. ·. . · . 
·. . . ... · . 

Projects not resultlng In tonnage diversions from landfills Cost of Project 

See Attached 

. 

Measurable outcomes achieved for these projects. 

See the attached program narrative. 

8. IDENTIFY SEPARATE STATISTICS FOR ITEMS BANNED FROM LANDFILLS . · .. . _" ___ --- . 

List projects resulting List cost of project resulting In Number of tons diverted from Average cost per ton diverted 
In tonnage diversions tonnage diversion project 
from landfills 

See Attached 

11; IDENTIF)'. sEPARATE STATISTICS FOR ITEMS NOT BANN.ED FROIVI LANDFILLS.. .. ·· . . ,_---- -

List projects resulting List cost of project resulting In Number of tons diverted from Average cost per ton diverted 
in tonnage diversions tonnage diversion project 
from landfills 

See Attached 

10. Describe your distrtct's grant proposal evaluation process. 

See the attached program narrative. 
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Annual Report 
Southeast Missouri Solid Waste Management District 

District R 
July 1, 2010 - June 30, 2011 

1. Goals and Accomplishments 

The goal of the Southeast l'viissouri Solid Waste Management District (SWl'vID) remains 
what it has been since the organization was formed - - to assist the state of Missouri in 
meeting the state's goal of reducing, by 40%, the amount of solid waste entering landfills. 
This goal is met by encouraging recycling projects and programs. The District accomplishes 
this by providing funding to recycling operations within the District to allow them to better 
serve the public and recycle a greater quantity and wider variety of materials, in turn reducing 
the volume of material entering landfills. 

Fiscal Year 2010-11 did not include a grant call. The previous grant call had a deadline for 
applications of April 30, 2010, and the first Financial Assistance Agreements (F AAs) for 
awards under that call were dated July 12, 2010 at the earliest after questions surrounding 
committing anticipated funding had been addressed with the l'viissouri Department of 
Natural Resources (DNR). The Board of Directors had approved more projects than there 
were funds available to support, requiring a series of approvals and F AAs as quarterly fund 
disbursements were made. T11e last of these were not completed until April, 2011. One 
project which had received approval through the Solid Waste Management District 
subsequently declined to answer questions posed by DNR and no FAA was completed. 
Witl1 projects being awarded that late into calendar year 2011 though, tl1ere were not 
sufficient funds to warrant a grant call before the end of fiscal year 2010-11. 

One unanticipated project tliat required a substantial commitment of staff time and energy 
was die Assessment Inventoiy project which is required eve1y two years. In an effort to 
modernize and streamline tl1e invent01y maintenance system DNR staff developed a 
Microsoft Access based data base to handle die inventory of solid waste service providers in 
die State. Problems developed, diough, since many of the solid waste management district 
planners lacked experience using tliis particular program. To address tliis issue, District R 
staff worked closely with DNR staff to prepare an Operator's Manual for the new system. 
This manual was subsequently passed out by DNR staff and provided needed assistance to 
several Districts as the Assessment Inventory project was undertaken. 

District R staff, working with die Solid Waste Advisory Committee, did prepare tl1e 
preliniina1y draft of an updated Solid Waste Management Plan for District R. In its draft 
form tl1e plan proposed only incremental changes to the program which is deemed to be 
generally successful. Newly revised Goals and Objectives focus more on addressing selected 
issues on a district-wide basis ratl1er tlian on die piecemeal approach as has been done 
historically. These specifically identified categories of die waste stream diat have traditionally 
been addressed in a piecemeal manner include electronic waste (E-waste) collection events, 
household hazardous waste (HH\'(I) collection events and scrap tire collection events. 



Efforts will be made to determine the feasibility of addressing these issues on a regional basis 
during FY 2011-12. 

Another development during FY 2010-11 was the preparation of a new presentation for 
financial and programmatic data. With a program as simple and straightfoiward as the Solid 
Waste Management District, complexity in the financial statements was never a problem. 
The Balance Sheet and Income and Expense Statement were understandable and, with less 
than six checks a month written on average, there was no problem with overly detailed 
reports. 

These reports did not, however, provide the Board with a clear understanding of where 
various projects stood in terms of progress and expenditures. To address this a separate 
report was prepared which is, in effect, a hybrid of a "standard" accounting statement and a 
detailed project-by-project status report. Thls report, entitled "Financial Status Presentation" 
combines some characteristics of financial and programmatic reports into a one page report 
that allows tl1e Board to review them. The Financial Status Report was presented tl1e first 
time at the Januaiy 25, 2011 meeting and was well received. It has become a part of the 
standard presentation at each meeting. 

Staff has made it clear that this report does not substitute for the Balance Sheet and Income 
and Expense Statement. Rather, it provides a reasonably accurate approximation of funds 
available and project progress. It is also a de fatto way for the Board to track which projects 
are still active since projects tl1at are closed are simply removed from tl1e report. A sample of 
this Financial Status Report is provided as Attachment 7. 

In the meantime, District goals will remain essentially the same as in tl1e past years. The 
District will continue to solicit grant applications from qualified individuals and 
organizations to enhance and expand tl1eir capacity to recycle. The District membership feels 
that this is tl1e approach tl1at will provide the greatest return for tl1e grant dollars available 
and best support the State's recycling goals. 

2. Types of Projects and Results During Fiscal Year 

During Fiscal Year 2010-11 a total of 11 grants were open representing a total commitment 
of $204,841.84 in SWMD funds. Only one of the originally approved 12 projects was not 
ultimately implemented. TI1ese funds supported a documented diversion of 7 ,585 tons of 
recyclable materials from landfills. Thls level of activity was up by 20% from FY 2009-10 
diversion of 6,295 tons of material. If the large "yard waste" component reported by the City 
of Cape Girardeau (the result of storm damage and captured by a new reporting system) is 
removed, though, the remaining 5,797 tons diverted is down by 498 tons (7.9%) from tl1e 
previous year. Essentially, it appears that diversion has stabilized at approximately 6,000 tons 
per year reflected in reports accumulated from grant recipients. On a dollars/ton basis, the 
FY 2010-11 programs cost $27 .01 /ton of material diverted. This is slightly higher than last 
year's $24.78/ton. 

Of the material diverted, the vast majority was not material banned from landfills. Indeed, 
only the 105 tons of White Goods (down from 24 7 tons in the previous year) and 1,500 
gallons of waste oil (down dramatically from 4, 182 gallons in tl1e previous year) fall into tlus 



category. The most significant change was in the category of electronic waste in which the 
current year saw 958 tons collected, compared to only 56.5 tons in FY2009-10. This increase 
reflects, at least in part, S\'V'JYID funding to offset costs associated with citizens dropping off 
televisions and computer monitors at various sites and events throughout the District. 
Virtually all communities offer some type of yard waste and storm damage pickup service, 
but statistics were available only for the City of Cape Girardeau. Although "recovery" has 
not been identified as a specific goal in the past, the project to, for example, install a waste 
oil heater in the City of Cape Girardeau a couple of years ago certainly represents a reuse of 
that material. 

During this fiscal year, the District had eleven active grants to assist recycling operations. All 
carryover funds as well as interest earned on S\'illvID funds were committed to these 
projects. The projects included: 

1. Cape Girardeau Community Sheltered Workshop, Inc. d/b /a VIP Industries. A 
grant in the amount of 19,628.00 was made to support the purchase of a new fork 
lift with bale handling capability. The project was closed successfully with a total 
expenditure of $18,788.69. 

2. Petty County Sheltered Workshop. A grant in the amount of $32,158.50 was made 
to support the purchase of a new horizontal baler to improve the operations of the 
recycling center and produce a more marketable product. The project was closed 
successfully with a total expenditure of $32, 158.50 

3. Ste. Genevieve County Recycling Center. A grant in the amount of $9,351.75 was 
made to help defray the costs of completing paving at the recycling center. The 
project was completed during the summer. The project was closed successfully with 
a total expenditure of $9,351.75. 

4. Bollinger County Recycling, Inc. A grant was made in the amount of $3,446.70 to 
help defray the expenses involved in preparing the newly acquired facility and help 
cover basic expenses involved in this still-developing organization. The grant remains 
open. Bollinger County Recycling, Inc. was recognized by the Missouri Recycling 
Association (tvIORA) for excellence in a rnral organization at the MORA annual 
meeting in 2011. 

5. The City of Jackson. A grant was made in the amount of $40,378.00 to help defray 
the costs of materials for the expansion of the city's recycling center. The success of 
the city's program has made this expansion necessary. 111e project was closed 
successfully with a total expenditure of $3 7 ,884.07. 

6. Petty County Recycling Center. A grant was made in the amount of $24,640.50 to 
support the purchase of a new fork lift. The fork lift in use when the grant was made 
had reached the end of its useful life and maintenance/ repairs had begun to cause 
excessive down time as well as incurring direct costs. 111e project was closed 
successfully with a total expenditure of $22,062. 7 5. 

7. JTTA, Inc. d/b/a l'vlidwest Recycling Center (tv!RC). A grant was made in the 
amount of$29,000.00 to subsidize MRCs local electronic waste collection efforts. 
This was the first such project to be undertaken on a district-wide basis and has 
proven successful. TI1e grant remains open. 

8. Petty County Qandfill fund). A grant was made in the amount of $16,451.42 to 
subsidize a Household Hazardous Waste collection event sponsored by Perry 



County. TI1e collection event had not been undertaken before the end of the fiscal 
year and the grant remains open. 

9. Holcini (US), Inc./ Ste. Genevieve County. A grant was made to Holcim (US), Inc., a 
local business which, in cooperation with Ste. Genevieve County, will be hosting a 
Household Hazardous Waste clean-up event. TI1e grant amount was $14,167.00. The 
event was not held before the end of the fiscal year and the grant remains open. 

10. City of Cape Girardeau. A grant was made to the City of Cape Girardeau in the 
amount of $13,594.39 to help defray the costs of holding a Household Hazardous 
Waste collection event. The project had not been undertaken before the end of the 
fiscal year and the grant remains open. 

11. Perq County Recycling Center. A grant was made to the Peny County Recycling 
Center in the amount of $2,125.58 to help defray the costs associated with 
advertising an electronic waste and appliance recycling fair day. The project had not 
been undertaken before the end of the fiscal year and the grant remains open. 

3. Grant Proposal Evaluation Process 

TI1e District renewed ahd clarified its policy regarding application evaluations in FY2009-10 
and that policy remained in place. Tiiis policy codified the system that had been in place for 
several years. Under this policy, a mininium "score" of 115 points, average of all evaluators, 
is required for consideration. TI1e Proposal Review Committee rates each grant application 
and their average scores are used to arrive at the final rating for each application. A copy of 
the District's evaluation form is included as Attachment 4. 

TI1ese evaluations are then presented to the Board of Directors for final approval. TI1e 
District funds the applications that score the highest and for which there are sufficient 
funds. TI1e Southeast Jvlissouri Solid Waste Management District's policy is that prior year 
recipients may be funded as long as there have been no problems in their past performance. 

District R continues to require a mininium of 25% match for grant funds. In fiscal year 
2010-11 the policy on this was refined slightly to allow the use of labor as part of match. 
This policy does not allow for volunteer labor to be used as match, but where direct staff 
assignments are made, which can be documented witl1 appropriate payroll records, 
timesheets and tl1e like, such a match is allowed. 

Historically, District R funds only capital projects. It does not fund on-going operations of 
recycling centers. The Board feels that a recycling operation should be able to sustain day-to­
day operations from its own resources, especially if the recycling operations receive 
assistance from the District with major capital expenditures. 

No grant call was made during Fiscal Year 2010-11. The Grant call from the previous fiscal 
year had resulted in tl1e board approving significantly more projects that tl1ere were funds to 
support. As a result, as funds came available offers were made to approved projects which 
had not received funding. In all but one case the applicants were still interested in pursuing 
their projects and Financial Assistance Agreements were prepared. The SWMD staff 
anticipates recommending a new grant call late in 2011. 



Future 

\Vith the biannual update of the Assessment Inventoty complete, staff attention will return 
to two prima1y efforts. First, the often-delayed update of the regional Solid Waste 
Management Plan will be completed. TI1e Solid Waste Adv:isoty Committee has reviewed a 
preliminary draft of this document, and staff is confident that this project will be completed 
:in fiscal year 2011-12. 

Second, with funds available a grant call is anticipated for early :in fiscal year 2011-12. 
Preliminaty plans call for the Public Notices to be placed around October or November of 
2011 with an application due date oflate Janua1y or early Febtuaty, 2012. As always, 
significant staff commitment will be required to get new Financial Assistance Agreements in 
place and get projects moving forward. 

Finally, the reporting requirements :iniposed on grant recipients have been changed slightly. 
Historically, the District has required quarterly reports for the term of die grant award. 
Typically, dien, this has meant that each grantee submits four quarterly reports. This meets 
tl1e fiscal and program requirements, but limits die value of tl1ese reports as planning tools. 
In recognition of this, the Scope of Work associated with individual Financial Assistance 
Agreements has been modified by tl1e addition of an additional four years of diversion 
reporting requirements. This will allow District staff to better evaluate die effectiveness of 
projects receiving funding. 



Attachment 1 
District R 

Executive Board 

Honorable Patrick Heaps 
Chairman 
Associate Commissioner 
Peny County Commission 
15 West St. Maries Street 
Perryville, Missouri 63775 
573-547-4242 
Email: perrycocommission@sbcglobal.net 
Perry County 

Mr. C. Timothy Morgan 
Secreta1y /Treasurer 
Director of Inspection Services 
City of Cape Girardeau 
401 Independence Street 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri 63701 
Email: truorgan@cityofcapegirardeau.org 
573-334-4466 
Cape Girardeau County 

Honorable Geny Nelson 
Presiding Commissioner 
Ste. Genevieve County Commission 
Courthouse 
55 S. 3'd Street 
Ste. Genevieve, l\1issouri 63670 
573-883-5589 
Email: sgcocomm2008@yahoo.com 
Ste. Genevieve County 

Mr. Greg Beavers 
Vice-Chairman 
City Administrator 
City of Fa1mington 
Long Memorial Hall 
Farmington, Missouri 63640 
573-756-1701 
Email: gbeavers@farmington-mo.gov 
St. Francois County 

Mr. Dennis Bovey 
Vice Chairman 
Representative of City of St. Mary 
782 11-.ird Street 
St Ma1y, Missouri 63673 
573-543-2279 
Email: Dennisbovey@yahoo.com 
Ste Genevieve County 

Honorable Don Barzowski 
Presiding Commissioner 
Iron County Commission 
P. 0. Box42 
Ironton, lYlissouri 63650 
573-546-2910 
Email: dbarzowski@avr2.org 
Iron County 

Honorable Travis Elfrink 
Presiding Commissioner 
Bollinger County Commission 
P.O. Box 110 
Marble Hills, lYlissouri 63764 
573-238-1900 
Email: jjboll@sospublicmail.state.mo.us 
Bollinger County 

Honorable Bob Mooney 
Presiding Commissioner 
Madison County Commission 
#1 Courthouse Square 
Fredericktown, JYlissouri 63645 
573-783-2176 
Email: firebaugnd@yahoo.com 
Madison County 



Attachment 2 
District R 

Membership 

In addition to the Executive Board the membership of the Southeast Missouri Solid 
Waste Management District includes: 

Bollinger County: 

Honorable Russell Masterson 
Mayor, City of J\farble Hill 
P.O. Box 799 
Marble Hill, MO 63764 
573- 238-3622 
Email: marblehill@clas.net 
Bollinger County 

Mr. Gary Shrum 
Administrative Assistant 
City of Marble Hill 
P.O. box 799 
Marble Hill, MO 63764 
573-238-3622 
Email: gshrnm cmh@yahoo.com 
Bollinger County 

Cape Girardeau County: 

Honorable Bonnie Bradshaw 
Mayor, City of Delta 
P.O. Box757 
Delta, MO 63744 
573-794-9022 
Email: N/A 
Cape Girardeau County 

Mr. Scott Meyer 
City Manager 
City of Cape Girardeau 
P.O. Box 617 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63702 
573-334-1212 
Email: smeyer@cit;yofcapegirardeau.org 
Cape Girardeau County 

Honorable Clint Tracy 
Presiding Commissioner 
Cape Girardeau County 
1 Barton Square 
Jackson, MO 63755 
573-243-1052 
Email: commish@capecounty.us 
Cape Girardeau County 

Honorable Harry Rediger 
Mayor, City of Cape Girardeau 
P.O. Box617 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63702 
573-334-1212 
Email: gconrad@cit;yofcapegirardeau.org 
Cape Girardeau County 

Honorable Barbara Lohr 
Mayor, City of Jackson 
101 Court Street 
Jackson, MO 63755 
573-243-3568 
Email: mayor@jacksonmo.org 
Cape Girardeau County 

Mr. H. Weldon Macke 
Designated Representative 
P.O. Box62 
Gordonville, MO 63752 
573-243-2866 
Email: hwmacke@showme.net 
Cape Girardeau County 



Iron County: 

Honorable Roy Carr 
Mayor, City of Arcadia 
P.O. Box 86 
Arcadia, MO 63621 
573-546-7573 
Email: arcadia004@centurytel.net 
Iron County 

Honorable Shelby Chan 
Mayor, City of Pilot Knob 
P.O. Box 187 
Pilot Knob, MO 63663 
573-546-2175 
Email: pilotknob@hotmail.com 
Iron County 

Honorable Robert Halket 
Mayor, City of Ironton 
123 North Main Street 
Ironton, MO 63650 
573-546-3545 
Email: rhalket@irontonmogov.org 
Iron County 

Honorable Sheldon King 
Mayor, City of Viburnum 
P.O. Box596 
Viburnum, MO 65566 
573-244-5520 
Email: vibclerk@misn.com 
Iron County 

Madison County: 

Honorable Mark Tripp 
Mayor, City of Fredericktown 
124 West Main Street 
P.O. Box 549 
Fredericktown, MO 63645 
573-783-3683 
Email: cityclerk@fredericktown.us 
Madison County 

Mr. Kenny McDowell 
Public Works Director 
City of Fredericktown 
124 West Main Street 
P.O. Box 549 
Fredericktown, MO 63645 
573-783-3683 
Email: cii:J'clerk@fredericktown.us 
Madison County 

Perry County: 

lYir. Brent Buerck 
City Administrator, City of Penyville 
215 North \V'est Street 
Penyville, l'v!O 63775 
573-547-2594 
Email: BrentBuerck@cityofpett~'Ville.com 
Petty County 

Honorable Carl Leuckel 
Presiding Commissioner 
Petty County Commission 
321 North Main, Suite 2 
Pett)'Ville, MO 63775 
Email: perrycocommission@sbcglobal.net 
573-547-4242 
Perq County 

St. Francois County: 

lYir. Alan AuBuchon 
Manager 
St. Francois County Environmental 
Corporation 
200 Landfill Road 
Park Hills, MO 63601 
573-431-4768 
Email: acaubuchon@yahoo.com 
St. Francois County 



Mr. Greg Camp 
City Administrator 
City of Desloge 
300 North Lincoln Street 
Desloge, MO 63601 
573-431-3700 
Email: deslogeadm@sbcglobal.net 
St. Francois County 

Honorable David Cramp 
Presiding Commissioner 
St. Francois County Commission 
1 West Liberty 
Suite 301 
Farmington, MO 63640 
573-756-3623 
Email: dcramp@sfcgov.org 
St. Francois County 

Honorable David Easter 
Mayor, City of Park Hills 
#9 Bennett Street 
Park Hills, MO 63601 
573-431-3577 
Email: carlajohnson@yahoo.com 
St. Francois County 

Honorable Eugene Henson 
Mayor, City of Iron Mountain Lake 
591 North Lakeshore Drive 
Bismarck, MO 63624 
573-734-2042 
Email: iroruntnlake@charterinternet.com 
St. Francois County 

Honorable David Kater 
Mayor, City of Desloge 
300 North Lincoln Street 
Desloge, MO 63601 
573-431-3700 
Email: deslogeadm@sbcglobal.net 
St. Francois County 

l\fr. John E. Kennedy 
City Administrator, City of Park Hills 
#9 Bennett Street 
Park Hills, MO 63601 
573-431-3577 
Email: jkennedy@i1.net 
St. Francois County 

Honorable Dennis Parks 
Mayor, City of Leadwood 
708 Bank Street 
Leadwood, MO 63653 
573-562-7125 
Email: leadwoodcityhall@yahoo.com 
St. Francois County 

Ms. Sara McDonald 
Administrative Assistant/Recycling 
Coordinator 
City of Bonne Terre 
118 Nor th Allen 
Bonne Terre, MO 63628 
573-358-2254 
Email: cicyclerk@bonneterre.net 
St. Francois County 

Honorable Cindy Layton 
Mayor, City of Bismarck 
924 Center Street 
P.O. Box27 
Bismarck, MO 63624 
573-734-2125 
Email: cndlayton@yahoo.com 
St. Francois County 

Ms. Sandra Straughan 
St. Francois County Envirorunental 
Corporation 
200 Landfill Road 
Park Hills, MO 63601 
573-431-1608 
Email: N/A 
St. Francois County 



Ste. Genevieve County: 

Mr. Martin Toma 
City Administrator, City of Ste. Genevieve 
165 South Fourth Street 
P.O. Box 112 
Ste. Genevieve, MO 63670 
573-883-5400 
Email: mtoma@stegenevieve.org 
Ste. Genevieve County 

Honorable Richard J. Greminger 
Mayor, City of Ste. Genevieve 
165 South Fourth Street 
P.O. Box 112 
Ste. Genevieve, MO 63670 
573-883-5400 
Email: pmeyer@stegenevieve.org 
Ste. Genevieve County 

SWMD Counsel: 

Mr. Francis Toohey 
Toohey Law Firm 
11 North Main 
P.O. Box347 
Pert}'Ville, MO 63775 
573-547-4533 
Email: firmmail@thetooheylawfirm.com 
SWMD 



Attachment 3 
District R 

Solid Waste Advisory Committee 

Mr. John Singleton 
Black River Electric 
P.O. Box 31 
Fredericktown, MO 63645 
573-783-3381 
Email: jsingleton@brec.coop 
Private sector representative. 

Mr. Randy Thompson 
CWI 
18716 State Highway 177 
Jackson, MO 63755 
573-243-0011 
Email: rthompson@republicservices.com 
Commercial disposal representative. 

Ms Debra Goodhart 
Director of Environmental Services 
Southeast lvfissouri Hospital 
1701 Lacy Street 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 
573-651-5820 
Email: dgoodhart@sehospital.org 
Commercial solid waste generator 
representative 

Dr. Kimberly Lagormarsino 
Director of Environmental Affairs 
Mississippi Lime Company 
16147 U.S. Highway 61 
Ste. Genevieve, MO 63670 
Email: 
kslagormarsino@mississippilime.com 
Prbrate sector representati,re 

Ms. Linda Greaser 
External Relations Manager 
Procter and Gamble 
P.O. Box400 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63702 
573-332-3439 
Email: greaser.lm@pg.com 
Private sector representative 

Honorable Patrick Heaps 
Petty County Commission 
321 North Main Street 
Pert;'Ville, MO 63775 
573-547-4242 
Email: pcrrycocommission@sbcglobal.net 
Local elected official 



Attachn1ent 4 
San1ple Evaluation Criteria 

Score sheet 
Proi cct: City of Ca1~ G i m rd..-.·m E loot mnic Waste Collection 

Points 

D 

D 

D 

Consfateney of the P1·opos..-d Pl'Ojeet nith State Resom·ee Hocovery Priorities 

! , Confornrnnce \\ith the Solid \Vaste Management Hierarchy: 

5 points· The project is for waste r"xluetion. 
3 points. The pr1:ticct is forcolle\,1.ion«pr~:essing, composting. 

or market development, 
I point • The project is for the rcco\'cry and use of energy from waste 

materials, 

2. Market Viability: 

9 points· Includes documented \,'Olllmitments from end·markets for all 
of the end·produet 

5 points. Includes documented commitments from cnd·markcts for 
50%• of the end.product. 

3 points. Includes doeum"~nted commitmcllts from end·markets for 
less than 50~·0 oft he end·product, 

0 points· !A"">Cs not include targot"xl end· markets for the end· product. 

3. \Vaste Reductionm.ecycling Pr~"Css: 

9 points· Pr~jcct results in the r"xluction of more than one \\n~1e 
stream component through changes in the design or 
mrumfacturingproeess, or stimulates the demand tor an end· 
product which utilizes recovered materials. 

7 points· The pr~icct results in the reduction of a single \\ni.1e stream 
component through changc.s in the design or manufacturing 
proec.ss, or stimulates the demand for rui cnd·product \'lihi ch 
utilizes rccovcn.xl materials. 

0 poinL'! • The pr~jcct docs not result in the reduction of\\nste stre.1111 
l~mponcnts through chruigcs in the design or mrumfacturing 
process, or ~timulates the demand for an cnd·product \\hi ch 
utilizes recovered materials. 



D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

4. M<1rketing Strategv: ,.,.. ... ~..-

5 points· The prQjoot has a strong marketing strategy. 
3 [Xlints • Thll pn:~jlX:t has an ~'Ceptable marketing strntegy. 

l 1xiint • Thll markcting strntegy for the prqjtx:t is t{Uestionable. 
0 points· The prqjoot has no marketing stratt'gy includtld. 

Potential Impact Upon Publk/Private Socto1'S 

l. Comnrnni ty·Basl~ Market Development: 

10 txiints • The prqjoot is Vlll)' likllly to result in the developna'!lt of a 
n0t.,'<lcd !Ol'..'ll market for thll community. 

6 txiints ·The prqject has the txitential to result in the development of 
a needed !Ol:al market for the community. 

0 txiints • The project \\l II not rnsul tin the development of a nclld~'<I 
l°""'ll market for the community. 

2. Community·Based .lob Development: 

3. 

5 txiints • The project is very likely to result in the development and 
rntcntion of jobs for the 1.'lOmmunity. 

3 t')Oints • The project has the potential to rnsult in the development 
and retention of jobs fort he comnnmity. 

I point • The project doos not dirootly rnsult in the development of 
jobs forthecomnmnity. 

Cooperative Etforts: 

(a) 5 t')Oints • The projoot results in the development of a regional 
eoopemtivll partnership. 

3 t')Oints • The project results in the dtivelopment of a publie1public 
cooperative partnt!rship. 

0 l')Oil1ts • The pr~joot doos not rnsult in the development or support of 
a regional eoopernti ve partnership. 

(h: 5 l')Oints • The prqjoot rnsults in the development of a puhliclprivatc 
OOOJXlrntive partnership. 

31).0ints • The project 1wmlts in the development of a publit,ipublie 
oooperntive partnership. 

0 l')Oints • Tbc project doos not result in the development ofa 
cooperative partnership with the public. 



D 

D 

D 

D 

4. Tmnsfombilit}' 

:5 points· lnfornrntion from the pr(tjoot \viii be activclydis.11cminatcd to 
others through a plan that conforms with the Missouri 
Department of Natural Resources guidelines. 

3 points· Information from the project \\ill be tmnsforablc to others as 
public information. 

I point • b1fornrntion from the pr(tjCCt wi 11 be avru table through 
l':Ol111ll erdali 7~ation arrangements. 

0 points • The project doos not contain or plan to ft{itively disseminate 
information to others. 

Administi·ath'e (-Onside1·ations 

I. Toolmk"'1!1 Capability of Applit"11lt: 

10 points· The applicant has strong tcchnk;al qunlifkations fi.1r 
implementing the Pf<tiect. 

5 points· The applicant has acceptable toolmical qualifications for 
implementing the pr~ject. 

l point • The applicant has t1ucstionahlc tcclmkal tJtmlil1cations Ibr 
implcmcnting the project. 

2. Managerial Cap.ability of Applicmit: 

lO points· The applicant has strong managerial qualifications for 
implementing the project. 

5 points· Thcapplicant has acccprnblc mruiagcrial qualifications for 
implementing the project. 

I point· The applicant has questionable managerial qualifications for 
implementing the project. 

3. Opo ration al Ex 1)(lrience of A pplicruit: 

10 points· The applicant or operator demonstrates the experience lUld 
training ne...>ded to implement the pr(tjcct. 

5 points • The proposal includes a means to obtain the training n.x.xled 
to im plemcnt the pr<l_ject. 

0 points· The applicruit or 01)(lrator doos not demonstrate the 
experience and/or training needed to implement the project. 



D 

D 

D 

D 

4. Pr~j..x:t lmpkm<.'!Hation: 

lO points· Tlw projoct is very likely to be impkmeilted in a timely 
lllllllller, based upon the timcline provided In the application. 

5 points· There am <."Onccms about whether the projoct \\ill be 
implemented in a time!)• tllllllner. based upon the ti mcline 
provided in the application or past experience \\ith this 
appli C.'1111. 

l point· The proj<-X;t is unlikely to lw implemented in a timely manner. 

TNhnkal Considerations: 

5 points • The technology to be uood in the l\fQjoct is a provei1 
tochnology(prnviously opcrattx! on a e<)mmcrdal scale}. 

3 points· The pr~joct consists of combining technologies provei1 
individually but not simultaneously. 

0 points· The pr~jcct utilizes unproven tochnolo,!!.;i(s). 

'.!. Compliruicc with l'edeml. Slate and Local Requirements: 

lO points· Proposal demonstrates that all federal. state and lo..'.11 
1x>rmits, approvals, lioonoos or waivers ncoossary to 
implement the project have beei1 obtained and"or 
demonstrates that 1)1)rmi ts arc not nc..xlcd. 

S points· Proposal dcmonstratc'1; that all federal, state ruid lo..;.,11 
pcrmi ts. approvals, licenses or waivers neccs&'lry to 
implement the project have been applied for. 

2 points· Proposal indicittcs awarnnt>Ss of neoos&'lry permits but 
applic.itiom; have not b~'ll submitted, 

0 points • Applicant submitted no evidence of obtaining nood;,xl pcrmi ts 
or documentation that 1x>rm its arc not nc..xl\ld. 

3. Supply of Rele'Ovcred Mat\lrial(s}: 

S points· Appli1.'<'lllt provides documentation that sufficient supplyof 
recovered material{s} has been secured for the pr~ject or that 
recovered matcrial{s) arc not needed. 

3 points· Applicant has identified an adequate supply of rnoovered 
nmterial(s) for th\l project. 

I point· Adequate supply of recovered material(s.) for the prof">Osal 
arc questionable. 



D 

D 

D 

D 

4. L~llldl111 Diversion: 

W points· The projoot directly results in a sustainable long-term 
reduction in the amount ofm1s1c being generated for 
disposal in Missouri. 

5 points • The projoot results in a sustainable intermediate·tcrm 
reduction in tho amount of waste being generated for 
dispos.11 in Missouri. 

l point • The pr~jcct results in a one-time reduction in the amount of 
\\a~tc being generated fbr dispos.11 in Missouri. 

5. Targeted Materials List: 

7 points· The projoot reduces or rooydcs matcrial{s) listed I through 3 
on the District's Targeted materials Li~1. 

5 points· The project rufo('CS or f(X,')'des material(s) listed 4 through 6 
on tho District's Targetc-0 matorials List. 

3 points· Tho prQjoct reduces or f\X')'des matcrial(s) not sp;.'Cilic;1tly 
itemized on tho Di~1rict's Targeted Materials List. 

Economic l<easiblllty 

I. Pri vale, h'ot·for·Prot1tsand Poblic Entities Committed rimrncing: 

IO points • All financing for the projoot is committed and do;.,umented. 
6 points· Sufficient financing for the projoot is likely. but not )et 

00111111 itted 
l point· The likelihood of the project obtaining suffidcnt financing is 

questionable. 

2. Applicant's Contribution: 

IO points· Pr~ioot financing includes over 5(1%, c"'1sh contribution of the 
total prQicct costs. 

5 points· Project finaneing indudi:rs over 25"'"~'.ash contribution of the 
total project costs. 

3 points· Projoot financing includes below 256.(, c,'\sh cmtribution of 
the total projoot costs. 



D 

D 

D 

5 points· Tho applicrull cmrnntly owns or lc.'tS(~s she for the proposed 
pr(tjtx;t. 

3 points· Tho applicant has idcnti fax! a site for the prc;jcct but cannot 
domonstmto commitment for obtaining it for tho s1xx;il1od 
use. 

0 points· Tho applicrull docs not identity a si to. 

Financial (:onsidel'atlon 

BudQ()t: ,. 

5 points· Tho project bud~t is well thought out and reasonable. 
3 points· Tho project bud~t lX>ntains some questionable items. 

1 poi!ll ·The pr(ti«'Cl bud~t is incomplete, confusing or problomlltic. 

TOTAi, POINTS 

Name of lleviewe1·: AlbN·t Fults 



Attach1nent 5 
Proposal Review Committee 

Su1n1nary 

P1·oject Pro11osal Ranking Request 

VIP Industries Purchase of Fork Lift 142.8 $19,628.00 
Peny County Sheltered \Vorkshop - Purchase of Baler 133.5 $32,158.50 
Ste. Genevieve Recycling Center - Paving 133.3 $9,351.75 
Bollinger County Recycling 129.5 $3,446.70 
City of Jackson - Expansion of Recycling Center 129.5 $40,378.00 
Perry County Recycling Center - Purchase of Fork Lift 128.8 $24,640.50 
Midwest Recycling Center - Equipment and Subsidy 127.8 $29,000.00 

Estimated Funding Available= $145,000 
Peny County (L'lndfill Fund) - HHW Collection 125.8 $16,451.42 
Holcim (US), Inc. - HHW/E-Waste Collection 119.3 $14,167.00 
City of Cape Girardeau HH\V Collection 119.0 $13,594.39 
Perry Comity Recycling Center - Advertising 116.8 $2,125.58 
St. Francois County Environmental Corp. - Feasibility Stuc 115.8 $14,935.20 

l\UNIMUM SCORE FOR FUNDING .. 115 
Cape Girardeau County Scrap Tire Collection 114.3 $18,000.00 
Global Tech - Purchase of Truck 112.0 $12,750.00 
SEMO University - Education 84.5 $18,280.00 
In-the-Greei1 Production - Education/Outreach 80.3 $14,000.00 

Running 
Total 

$19,628.00 
$51,786.50 
$61,138.25 
$64,584.95 

$104,962.95 
$129,603.45 
$158,603.45 

$175,054.87 
$189,221.87 
$202,816.26 
$204,941.84 
$219,877.04 

$237,877.04 
$250,627.04 
$268,907.04 
$282,907.04 

NOTE: Results from grant call in FY 2009-10. No grant call made during FY 2010-11. 
Projects were offered funding as funds were available throughout with the last Financial 
Assistance Agreement completed in April, 2011. 



Attachment 6 

Diversion Summary Data 



\/[aga- Office Mixed 

Z!lles Paper Paper 

82.09 
6.00 2.00 

22.85 
0.95 

8.00 4.00 
8.00 114.94 2.95 

\/[aga- Office Mixed 

Z!lles Paper Paper 

92.01 
9.00 2.00 

20.00 22.83 
1.30 

14.00 
20.00 20.48 

54.00 29.48 118.14 

Clear 

Glass 

9.09 

9.09 

Clear 

Glass 

12.83 

. 12.83 

CJ 
rn 
co 
(',,:;. 

Brown 

Glass 

18.15 

lS.15 

Brown 

Glass 

9.65 

25.87 

. 35.52 

Green 

Glass 

10.26 

10.26 

Green 

Glass 

10.36 

10.36 

L/l~lllvl .:JWllllli:UY L/lVvl~lUll 

FIRST QUARTER 

Alum- Food Other PET 
HDPE 

Styro- Other Lead Elect-
Textiles 

White Waste 
inurn Cans Metal #1 foam Plastic Acid rorucs Goods Oil* 

25.36 

1.13 1.00 
0.04 1.37 0.66 
0.20 1.40 1.20 1.00 0.30 0.30 

26.73 2.77 .· 0.00'· 1.:20 1.00 0.30 0:96. 0.00 0.00,. 1.00 0.00 0.00 

SECOND QUARTER -

Alum- Food Other PET 
HDPE 

Styro- Other Lead Elect-
Textiles 

White Waste 
inurn Cans Metal #1 foam Plastic Acid rorucs Goods Oil* 

61.18 

0.53 17.47 
0.10 1.00 0.35 0.35 0.10 
1.00 3.00 3.00 1.00 0.50 10.00 
0.57 6.76 5.00 4.00 10.00 1.00 500.00 

6.00 250.00 30.00 
2.20 10.76 61.18 8.35 4.35 .. 1.00 18.07 6.00 270.00 0.00 31.00 500.00 



................. '-"-"" "'<. ............. 1.&.'- .... ......., ......... 

vfaga- Office Mixed Clear Brown Green Alum- Food Other PET 
HDPE 

Styro- Other Lead Elect-
Textiles 

White Waste 

zines Paper Paper Glass Glass Glass inum Cans Metal #1 foam Plastic Acid rorncs Goods Oil* 

106.00 1.00 
16.00 

10.38 28.47 0.86 17.50 1.50 
1.20 0.05 1.00 0.40 0.40 0.10 

10.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 3.00 2.00 6.00 1.00 
22.11 21.04 22.45 22.45 0.82 4.00 6.00 1.50 0.50 5.00 200.00 

40.00 440.00 20.00 
32.11 144.04 2.20 . 32.83 50.92 0.00 4.73 8.00 1.00 25.90 7.90 . 1.00 0.60 40.00 445.00 1.50 20.00 200.00 

FOURTH QUARTER 

vfaga- Office Mixed Clear Brown Green Alum- Food Other PET 
HDPE 

Styro- Other Lead Elect-
Textiles 

White Waste 
zmes Paper Paper Glass Glass Glass mum Cans Metal #1 foam Plastic Acid romcs Goods Oil* 

81.00 
11.00 

41.88 23.34 9.74 8.85 0.62 22.25 1.00 
2.25 0.03 0.90 0.51 0.80 

21.00 12.00 0.55 6.00 5.20 12.00 1.40 0.40 50.00 
23.67 20.53 18.00 18.00 0.32 3.60 4.50 4.50 2.00 5.00 800.00 

188.00 46.00 

51.82 8.03 
** 

86.55 124.53 25.59 27.74 26.85 51.82 1.52 32.75 o,oo 9.70 16.50 1.40 2.91 0.00 ' 243.80 1.00 54.03 800.00 



.A. .A. .-".J .A. '.J .A. .A. .A. '-"' .A. ... ,._._,...,. 

Vlaga- Office Mixed Clear Brown Green A1mn- Food Other PET 
HDPE 

Styro- Other Lead Elect-
Textiles 

White Waste 
zmes Paper Pao er Glass Glass Glass mmn Cans Metal #1 foam Plastic Acid ronics Goods Oil* 

0.00 269.09 92.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 25.36 0.00 62.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0.00 42.00 4.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

61.88 22.85 46.17 29.21 65.12 20.62 3.14 22.25 0.00 17.50 0.00 0.00 17.47 0.00 0.00 3.50 0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 5.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.22 4.27 0.00 0.75 0.75 0.00 1.37 0.00 0.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 

53.00 17.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.75 13.40 0.00 11.40 19.00 3.70 1.20 0.00 60.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

65.78 62.05 0.00 53.28 66.32 0.00 1.71 14.36 0.00 15.50 10.00 0.00 2.50 0.00 20.00 0.00 1.00 1,500.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 46.00 878.00 0.00 96.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 51.82 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.03 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ** 0.00 0.00 0.00 

180.66 412.99 148.88 82.49 131.44 72.44 . 35.18 54.28 62.18 45.15 29.75 3.70 22.54 46.00 958.80 3.50 105.03 1,500.00 
~notincludirigwaste oil)- 7,585.37 _______ _ 

.yed. Will show up in FY 2011-12 report. 
·----~----·-·----- '"""'"""""'·---.. -,,_ ... __________ ·-·---··----·-·-·---------------·---- ---- - - --~ --~-~ - - -- --- - - - -- ------ -- ---- - --~--- ---- ----- - - --- - - -- --- - -- -- - - ··-·------------- ----

c:; 
r\'; 

" = 
= 
~ -.,.,.) 



Attachment 7 

Financial Status Report Sample 



________ Southeast Missouri Solid \V_ast~Jvianagement District -·--- --------------··--··----------- ---.--- ----- ____ _, __ 
Board of Directors 

------------------ ·---------- ---------------·-----· --------------·- ----------·--
as of 

-----·--·--·---··---·-------- ·----····---------~------·----·---------·---·------------------·------- - --- -----·-----------·---··-··---~-------.. ____ ,._.,_, ______ 

Date: October 25, 2011 ---·------------------------- -------.. -·---·----
---·-- ---- ----------·-··-·-------- -- - ·------·-- --.-.. ------- . ---··-·-··-

Funds on Hand _______________ ,,,_,, ________ ,. ________________ 
$56,948_97 

----------·--·---------------------·-"· 
$97,160-27 

·-··-·-· -·-------- --- ,,_._ .... _________ -- ··- -----···-- - - -- -- -------- -. --· ····-···-·-··--···--·- ·-

$154,109-24 
----.. ----·-- -----.--- __ ,, __ --.www .. -.-

----------·~----~---------

Expenses and Liabilities ___________ _. ___________ ----· -·----

YTD 
Budget 

%used Grant 15% 
Actual to date Balance Retainage 

-·--·-····------ ------·-----·-----------·-----·------·-·----"' 
in $12,907_00 $65,923_00 19.58% $53,016.00 Notes: ------ -----·-·----····-- -·---·-----·--·- -·---·-·- ... -.... _,_,., -····--------- --

>rklift $18,788.69 $19,628.00 95.72% $839.31 $0.00 1 Unrestricted funds are those rem: 
------···-~~---- ·-~-·-- .. --------·------ ·-----·---------.. _._, ___ _,_, _______ 

: Wrkshp $27,334.72 $32,158.50 85_00% $4,823.78 $4,823.78 Dues account. ---·---- ---·--------·~-.. ·---·-·--------·-·-- ·--·------·--· .. 
'cycle 2 $1,12L06 $3,446-70 32.53% $2,325,64 $197_83 2 Restricted funds are those receive --- ----------·--·~"-"'-·---------------.. -·----"--·------·----- ---
~ecycle Cntr $37,884.07 $40,378.10 93,82% $2,494_03 $0.00 ··-··· tosupportsubgrantsand admi -----------·--
/Forklift $22,062.75 $24,640.50 89.54% $2.577.75 $0_00 3 Budget is amount budgeted ·at. pre ----
& Subsidy $19,686_00 $29,000_00 67.88% $9,314.00 $3,474.00 4 15% retainage is paid on request 

---·----·-·-~ 

idfill Fund HHW $0.00 $16,451.42 0.00% $16,45L42 $0.00 of final reports. 
. ·---·--·-·-.. ·-·-· 

!W/B-Waste $0.00 $14,167.00 0.00% $14,167_00 $0.00 5 Presented .on a cash basis. 
---------·~ 

ardeauHHW $0.00 $13,594.39 0_00% $13,594.39 $0_00 6 Carryover funds are applied to pt ----
.waste $0,00 $2,125.58 0_00% $2,125.58 $0_00 7 "Current Balance in DNR Accot --------

$139,784.29 $215,174:80 $75,390.51 held at DNR and available to : 
TRACT BALANCES $75,390.51 

·--·-----·-·---·----------
___ ,. ________ -----·-.. ·----------- ----- ____ ,, _________ , ___ 

$23L25 $500.00 46.25% $268_75 - -----.. --·-- --·-----·-·--···----··-·-· .. --·-·-··-·-"-"'''"-·-·- ........ - ............ _,,, ....... _ ............ 

$1,650_00 $2,000.00 82.50% $350_00 
-· ··-·---~----- ---·----·-----·-------.,.------·---.. ------'----------- __ ..,._ .... _ .... ._. 

$1,225.39 $1,400_00 87.53% $174_61 
---------- --·-·-----·-·--·-·--·-···-

us_ $190.00 $1,500.00 12-67% $1,310,00 
----- ----------------·-----·--·---.. ---·- ·----

$102.00 $300_00 34.00% $198_00 
. ·----~-·---- ··--------------·----.. ·· .. -·---·-----. -···· .. ·-··--------

TIES • $3,398.64 I ••••• • $5,70MO $2,S0!.36 
-----·------~----- -------·----·.--·-·--. .. .-

ER LIABILITIES $2,301.36 
·---·------------------------------·-------------· 

- ----·----------·-·-·-·-.. -------
> LIABIUI1ES $77,69L87 

-----------·--------------·----"---·---
- -·-·----------------------.-- _ ......... ._ ___ ,,. __ , _______ 

$76,41737 
------·--·-······- ---·-·--'-' ·------·--- ---·-·---·-- -· ....... ' - ·--·----·-- ---·-----

--------------- ---------.. . . . . 




