
It is expected that a Quorum of the Personnel Committee, Board of Public Works, Plan Commission and Administration Committee will be 
attending this meeting: (although it is not expected that any official action of any of those bodies will be taken)  

 
 
 

CITY OF MENASHA 
SUSTAINABILITY BOARD 

Common Council Chambers 
140 Main Street, Menasha 
Thursday June 18, 2015 

 
1:00 PM 

 
AGENDA 

 
 
 

A. CALL TO ORDER  
 

B. ROLL CALL/EXCUSED ABSENCES  
 

C. PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ANY MATTER OF CONCERN TO THE SUSTAINABILITY BOARD  
(five (5) minute time limit for each person)  

 

D. MINUTES TO APPROVE  

1. April 23, 2015 

 

E. COMMUNICATIONS 
1. Spring Recycling Event Results April 25, 2015 

 

F. REPORTS 
 

G.  ACTION ITEMS 
 

H. DISCUSSION 
1. City of Menasha Energy Usage 

a. LED street lighting upgrade  
2. River-Gen Project 

a. Review goals for project as well as UW partnership 
3. Waste Management 

a. Recycling & Refuse tonnage 2014 and 2015 
b. Future recycling options 

4. Livable Communities 
a. AARP Livability Factsheets 

5. Sustainable Community Network projects  
a. Forestry, Sustainable Indicators, and Food Waste 

6. Menasha Farm Fresh Market 
a. 2015 market status 

7. City of Menasha 2016-20 CIP recommendations 
8. Sustainability Webpage 
 

I. ADJOURNMENT 
 

 
  
"Menasha is committed to its diverse population. Our Non-English speaking population and those with disabilities are invited to contact the 
Menasha City Clerk at 967-3603 24-hours in advance of the meeting for the City to arrange special accommodations."  

http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/Sustainability%20Board%20Draft%20Minutes04232015.pdf
http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/CERTIFICATE%20OF%20RECYCLING-City%20of%20Menasha%20Spring%202015-1.pdf
http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/Menasha%20Streetlight%20Pre-Approval%20(3).pdf
http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/city_Street_Lights-LED-_estimation-6-9-15%20(2).pdf
http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/Copy%20of%202014%20recycling%20grant1.pdf
http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/Copy%20of%202015%20recycling%20grant1.pdf
http://www.aarp.org/livable-communities/info-2014/livable-communities-fact-sheet-series.html
http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/Forestry%20Survey%202015%20Results_6_5_15.pdf
http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/2015DraftBudget-CIP.pdf
http://www.cityofmenasha-wi.gov/COM/Clerk/Sustainability_Board/2015/website.pdf


CITY OF MENASHA 
SUSTAINABILITY BOARD 

Common Council Chambers 
140 Main Street, Menasha 

 

Tuesday, April 23, 2015  
 

Minutes 
 

A. CALL TO ORDER 
 Meeting called to order by Linda Stoll at 1:05 p.m. 
 

B. ROLL CALL/EXCUSED ABSENCES 
 Present:  Tami Lee, Linda Stoll, Ed Kassel 

 Also Present:  Donald Merkes, Roger Kanitz 
 Excused:  Kathy Thunes 

 

C. PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ANY MATTER OF CONCERN TO THE SUSTAINABILITY BOARD  
(five (5) minute time limit for each person) 
No one spoke 

 

D. MINUTES TO APPROVE 

1. Sustainability Board minutes, 3/17/2015 
Motion made by Ed Kassel and seconded by Linda Stoll to approve the minutes of the March 17th 
2015.  Motion carried. 
 

E. COMMUNICATIONS 
Public information meeting on the long range transportation plan on April 24th  at ECWRP 
Kathy Thunes met with the Menasha Landmarks Commission regarding the long range 
transportation plan 

 

F. REPORTS 
 None 
 

G. DISCUSSION ITEMS 

1.  City of Menasha Energy Usage 
Board requested Bill Menting to come to the next meeting to provide information regarding the 
proposed LED street lighting conversion. 
 

2. Waste Management 
Board requested update regarding Joint Finance’s decision on recycling aid. 
 

3. Spring Electronics Recycling Event date set for April 25th, 2015.   
Linda picked up handouts.  Placement of St.Vincent truck should be as far to the end of the 
garage as possible. Don will bring 200 loop little lake trestle brochures to distribute at the event. 
 

4. Livable Communities 
Linda attended APPA leadership conference, presentation by AARP & APPA regarding aging in 
place index.  If seniors are accommodated it is typically good for everyone.  APPA livability fact 
sheets should be placed on next agenda and other committee agendas for further review.  
Discussion of marking a 1 mile fitness loop in the downtown area for downtown employees. 

 

5. Sustainability Indicators 
Currently no report on where life study w/ sustainability indicators is in the process.  Also noted 
the importance of having benchmarks. 

 



 

6. Menasha Farm Fresh Market 
Opening June 11, new items include wellness bucks program and little free library 
   

7. River-Gen Project 
Spoke with UW Fox regarding potential engineering technical assistance project for students, 
good level of interest due to both engineering and sustainability emphasis.  Quality research 
project could add to UW Fox image as engineering campus. 

 
 

H. ADJOURNMENT 
Motion made by Tami Lee and seconded by Linda Stoll to adjourn at 2:30 p.m. 
Motion carried. 
 
Minutes submitted by DJM 



 

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF RECYCLING 
•All Computers & Electronics Will Be Recycled For Their Metal, Glass, & Plastic•••• 

 
Received From: City of Menasha  
       321 Milwaukee Street 
       Menasha, WI 54952 

        
   
Materials Recycled: 1523 lbs Electronics, 4433 lbs TV, 1276 lbs 
Freon,  5636 lbs Printers/Appliance, 1931 lbs CPU, 481 lbs Batteries , 
62 each 4' Fluorescent Bulbs , 10 each Compact Fluorescent Bulbs, 
174 lbs Monitors, 150 lbs Wire  

 
 Total Weight Recycled:  15,676 lbs 
 
This is to certify that the above items received by Recycle That Stuff 
in Appleton, WI will be recycled in accordance with all applicable 
Federal, State and local Regulations and will not be landfilled, or 
otherwise improperly disposed of. 
 
 

April 25,2015 
 

 
 

ISO 14001:2004 Certified #A102908 
Wis. DNR License 12843 

 

121 N. Linwood Ave. – Appleton, WI 54914 





Project:
Description:
Date:

Equations: [a] Reduced kW = [(Qtyexisting) x (Wattsexisting)] - [(Qtyproposed) x (Wattsproposed)] / 1000
[b] Annual kWh Saved = [(Qtyexisting) x (Wattsexisting) x (hours)] - [(Qtyproposed) x (Wattsproposed) x (hours)] / 1000

Input Input Reduced
Qty. Description On-Pk Off-Pk Watts Qty. Description On-Pk Off-Pk Watts kW[a] On-Pk Off-Pk

Street Lights 24 100 W HPS 372          3,734 130       24 101 W LED 372    3,734 101    0.7 300 2,600 2,900
Street Lights 552 150 W HPS 372          3,734 188       552 101 W LED 372    3,734 101    48.0 17,900 179,300 197,200
Street Lights 236 250 W HPS 372          3,734 300       236 101 W LED 372    3,734 101    47.0 17,500 175,400 192,900

96 35,700 357,300
Total On & Off Peak energy Savings 393,000 kWh/yr

Notes:
   [1] Annual Dusk to Dawn hours calculated edoc#10968 
   [2] Change Mayor's assumption: use pricing for CREE XPS series 101W to replace existing HPS from WPPI Energy Joint Purchasing catelog

Replace ALL WITH 101W- NO LABOR COSTS
Labor & Materials Costs Proposed Monthly Fixed charges-existing Lights Annual Energy Savings Rate Saved/annual kWh
Remove/Install 24 100W $0 $0.00 24 7.00$ 168$    100W 2,016$         2,900 kWh 0.0657 191$            

552 150W $0 $0.00 552 7.25$ 4,002$ 150W 48,024$       197,200 kWh 0.0657 12,956$       
236 250W $0 $0.00 236 7.50$ 1,770$ 250W 21,240$       192,900 kWh 0.0657 12,674$       

Total Labor $0 393,000 total kWh 25,820$       Total/yr
Proposed Monthly Fixed changes- Proposed lights Annual

Material Cost 24 101  W 235$     $5,640.00 24 3.35$ 80$      101W 965$            
552 101 W 235$     $129,720.00 552 3.35$ 1,849$ 101W 22,190$       
236 101 W 235$     $55,460.00 236 3.35$ 791$    101W 9,487$         

190,820$      TOTAL Energy & Fixed Cost Savings/yr
Savings 88$      101W 1,051$         1,241.73$     

Total Labor & Materials 24 100s -->101W $5,640.00 2,153$ 101W 25,834$       38,789.64$   
552 150W -->101W $129,720.00 979$    101W 11,753$       24,426.33$   
236 250W -->101W $55,460.00 Total annual Fixed cost savings 38,638$       64,457.70$   Total Energy & Fix Cost savings/yr

Total cost of Labor/Materials for all lights $190,820

Simple Payback 2.960391 yrs

FOE incentives: Count Incentive total FOE  (requires 40% savings with replacement lamp) 190,820$     Total Cost
100 W 24 0 -$              33,880$       less FOE Incentive
150 W 552 40 22,080$        64,458$       Less First yr savings
250 W 236 50 11,800$        92,482$       Net Cost

Total FOE Incentives 33,880$        

PROJECT EXISTING FIXTURE PROPOSED FIXTURE SAVINGS
Annual Hours Annual Hours Annual kWh[b] Saved

Room or Area

ENERGY ESTIMATION
Projected Savings from an Energy Efficient Lighting Retrofit

City of Menasha
LED Street Lighting Energy Estimation
Winter 2014



Winnebago County Landfill

Freon & 

Microwave 

Appliances Cost

Single stream 

Outagamie 

County

Waste water 

treatment 

sludge

Residential 

Automated 

Refuse

Commercial & 

Overflow #6 & 

#4 Refuse Electronics

Pounds  

tires

Propane 

tanks

Tons 

sweepings Appliances

January 116.00 342.31 98.72

February 82.49 282.72 77.24 1,660

March 79.92 331.32 99.33 17

April 108.78 381.51 108.13 2.17 $2,847.00

May 95.98 391.60 144.73 1,780

June 113.95 417.08 95.25 2,420

July 93.24 435.06 94.63 14

August 90.31 401.36 80.61 1,780 18 184.80

September 112.70 424.68 112.63

October 87.95 410.97 110.73 21 $2,093.00

November 88.74 335.88 74.49 12

December 103.86 419.73 104.56

Total 1,173.92 4,574.22 1,201.05 64 7,640 18 186.97 $4,940.00

Sadoff Iron and Metal Company

Tons $

Fuel 

surcharge

Unit 

price

Scrap-from 

yard

Used plow 

blades 

January 

February

March

April 24.80 4.368.73

May

June

July

August 27.90 $4,957.85

September 8.79 $1,544.09

October

November

December 2.49 $331.76

Total 63.98 $6,833.70

OSI ENVIRONMENTAL OIL

Waste oil 

gallons

Money 

recieved

Crushed Oil 

Filters Cost Absorbent Cost

2014---RECYCLING GRANT INFORMATION



Winnebago County Landfill

Freon & 

Microwave 

Appliances Cost

Single stream 

Outagamie 

County

Waste 

water 

treatment 

sludge

Demo 

House 115 

Kaukauna 

Residential 

Automated 

Refuse

Commercial 

& Overflow 

#4 Refuse Electronics

Pounds  

tires

Propane 

tanks

Tons 

sweepings Appliances

January 98.19 350.97 75.95

February 94.83 292.68 59.38

March 84.58 40.88 378.88 92.75 14 2,220

April 105.70 397.61 94.33

May 98.28 412.99 92.09 6 2,120

June 149

July

August 

September

October

November

December

Total 481.58 40.88 1,833.13 414.50

A-1 Recyclers, LLC

Tons $

Fuel 

surcharge Unit price

Scrap-from 

yard

Used plow 

blades 

January 

February

March 3.30 $264.00

April

May 3.02 $241.60

June 3.06 $244.30

July

August 

September

October

November

December

Total

OSI ENVIRONMENTAL OIL

Waste oil 

gallons

Money 

recieved

Crushed 

Oil Filters Cost Absorbent Cost

2015---RECYCLING GRANT INFORMATION



 

 

Sustainable Community Network – Forestry Survey 
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Forestry Survey 2015 

June 5, 2015 

 

A survey was compiled by a subgroup of the Sustainable Community Network (SCN) to better 

understand the responsibilities of local forestry staff, issues they are facing and how the SCN 

may be of assistance.  The survey was sent via email to local forestry staff within the Wisconsin 

Department of Natural Resources Northeast Region (NER).  The NER region includes the 

counties of Brown, Calumet, Dodge, Door, Fond du Lac, Green Lake, Kewaunee, Manitowoc, 

Marinette, Marquette, Menominee, Oconto, Outagamie, Shawano, Waupaca, Waushara, and 

Winnebago.   

 

A total of 12 people, most (92%) representing urban towns (8%), villages (33%), cities (50%) 

and counties (8%) responded to the survey.  All were responsible for public tree care and 

planting, and species selection and diversity within their respective jurisdictions.  In addition, 

two-thirds were responsible for addressing invasive species, while 83 percent worked with local 

residents on tree and plant issues.   

 

Over half of the respondents felt additional staff was their greatest need; about a third of the 

remaining respondents thought more money was the greatest need.  Only 9 percent indicated 

that the local ordinance needed revising.  Respondents were evenly divided when asked if they 

have an adopted tree management plan; half responded yes, while half said no.  Slightly over 

half (58%) of the respondents felt that the local ordinance supports the tree management plan, 

while the remaining respondents (42%) felt that local ordinances occasionally supports the tree 

management plan.  Tree management plans differed regarding items that it included:  Ninety 

percent of tree management plans include tree species, removal and replacement policies, 

while 70 percent have tree diversity goals.  Less than half (40%) of the plans cover tree and 

plant bans, invasive species management (20%) and tree canopy goals (10%).   

 

Most respondents (90%) indicated that they already use native plantings when possible.  Of the 

remaining two respondents, one person said that they occasionally use native plantings, and the 

other said that while they don’t use native plantings now, it is something that they would like to 

do in the future.  Though, only a small percentage of respondents already use green 

infrastructure (17%) or tree canopy planning (8%), most would be interested in tree canopy 

planning (67%) and green infrastructure (17%).  A third of the respondents indicated that the 

jurisdiction they represent has limited programs to encourage private tree planting and care, and 

two-thirds indicated that their primary focus is on public trees.   Seventy percent of the 

respondents see a potential to develop stormwater credits that can be used to develop tree 

canopy cover.   

 

About three-quarters (73%) of the respondents felt that others could support their efforts by 

developing public/private partnerships to assist with tree and shrub acquisition, and over half 

(55%) felt that others could assist with invasive plant education.   Less than half indicated that 

others could help with grant writing (46%), ordinance review and revision (36%) and providing 



 

 

Sustainable Community Network – Forestry Survey 

June, 2015  2 

 

volunteer labor (37%).  When asked which specific areas in the local ordinance was outdated 

and needed to be addressed; one person indicated that Dutch elm disease right of way 

clearances were a specific area. 

 

Below is a summary of the results to the survey: 

 50 percent of the respondents represent a city and a third represents a village. 

 92 percent of the respondents represent an urban jurisdiction. 

 All are responsible for public tree care and planting and species selection and diversity. 

 Over half feel that their greatest need is additional staff. 

 Half have an adopted 5-year tree management plan, half do not. 

 Over half feel that their ordinances compliment their tree management plan. 

 10 percent of tree management plans include tree canopy goals. 

 20 percent of tree management plans include invasive species management and 

encourage native trees and plants. 

 About 90 percent use native plantings when possible. 

 Most do not do tree canopy planning or conduct any type of green infrastructure, though 

interest is there to do both. 

 About three-quarters feel that the development of public/private partnerships to assist 

with tree/shrub acquisition may be the best way that others can support their efforts. 

 

Survey Data  

 

1.  Do you represent a: 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Town 8.3% 1 

Village 33.3% 4 

City 50.0% 6 

County 8.3% 1 

Other (please specify) 0 

answered question 12 

skipped question 0 

 

2. Do you consider your jurisdiction to be mainly: 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Urban 91.7% 11 

Rural 8.3% 1 

answered question 12 

skipped question 0 
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3. What are your job responsibilities? Check all that apply. 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Public tree care and planting 100.0% 12 

Species selection and diversity 100.0% 12 

Addressing invasive species 66.7% 8 

Working with private citizens on tree and plant 
issues 

83.3% 10 

Other (please specify) 0 

answered question 12 

skipped question 0 

 

4. What do you feel is your greatest need? 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Additional staff 54.5% 6 

More money 36.4% 4 

Ordinance revisions 9.1% 1 

Change in public attitudes 0.0% 0 

Other (please specify) 0 

answered question 11 

skipped question 1 

 

5. Do you have an adopted 5 year tree management plan? 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Yes 50.0% 6 

No 50.0% 6 

Unsure 0.0% 0 

Other (please specify) 1 

answered question 12 

skipped question 0 

Number Other (please specify)  

1 policies  

 

6. Does your ordinance complement your tree management plan? 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Supports 58.3% 7 

Sometimes supports 41.7% 5 

Conflicts 0.0% 0 

Other (please specify) 0 

answered question 12 

skipped question 0 
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7. Which of these items are included in your tree management plan? Check all that apply. 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Tree diversity goals 70.0% 7 

Tree canopy goals 10.0% 1 

Tree species 90.0% 9 

Native trees and plants encouraged 20.0% 2 

Invasive species management 20.0% 2 

Tree removal/replacement policies 90.0% 9 

Tree/plant bans 40.0% 4 

Other (please specify) 0 

answered question 10 

skipped question 2 

 

8. Do you use or would like to use native plantings when possible? 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Already use when possible 90.9% 10 

Don’t use now, but would like to use in the future 9.1% 1 

No, not interested in native plantings 0.0% 0 

Other (please specify) 1 

answered question 11 

skipped question 1 

Number Other (please specify)  

1 sometimes  

 

9. Do you have or wish to conduct any type of green infrastructure or canopy planning? Check 

all that apply. 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Already use green infrastructure 16.7% 2 

Already use canopy planning 8.3% 1 

Interested, but do not currently use green 
infrastructure 

41.7% 5 

Interested, but do not currently do canopy planning 66.7% 8 

Not interested in green infrastructure 0.0% 0 

Not interested in canopy planning 0.0% 0 

answered question 12 

skipped question 0 
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10. Does your community have any programs to encourage private tree planting and care? 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Yes, but very limited 33.3% 4 

Yes, very robust 0.0% 0 

No, we focus only on public trees 66.7% 8 

Other (please specify) 0 

answered question 12 

skipped question 0 

 

11. Do you see a potential to develop stormwater credits to develop tree canopy cover? 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Yes 70.0% 7 

No 30.0% 3 

Other (please specify) 1 

answered question 10 

skipped question 2 

Number Other (please specify)  

    

1 it would be great because we have an established canopy  

 

12. How might others best support your management efforts? Check all that apply. 

Answer Options 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Count 

Assist with ordinance review and revisions 36.4% 4 

Volunteer labor 36.4% 4 

Develop public/private partnerships to assist with 
tree/shrub acquisition 

72.7% 8 

Assist with grant writing 45.5% 5 

Assist with invasive plant education 54.5% 6 

Other (please specify) 0 

answered question 11 

skipped question 1 
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13. Are there specific areas in your ordinances that are outdated and you would like to address? 

Are there specific areas in your ordinances that are outdated and you 
would like to address? 

Answer Options 
Response 

Count 

  3 

answered question 3 

skipped question 9 

Number Response Text  
 

  1 No, revised 2007  
  

2 
Dutch Elm Disease 
Right of Way clearances  

3 No  
    

14. Is there anything else you would like to tell us? 

Answer Options 
Response 

Count 

  0 

answered question 0 

skipped question 12 

 



$275.00

2014--- RECYCLING GRANT INFORMATION CONTINUED

KJ Waste
Tons of 

Cardboard

Recycling 

America

Tons of 

Co-

mingled

Haul to 

Winnebago 

County Material from the recycling center

January 

February

March

April

May $115.47

June

July

August 

September

October

November

December

Total

Waste-Management---Recycle America Alliance

E-Scrap  Plastic Recycling

Tons Occ via 

KJ-Waste $

Tons Mixed 

Paper

Tons News-

Print $

Stop 

charge

Enviromen

tal fee

January 

February

March

April

May

June

July



August 

September

October
November

December

TOTAL

Tipping Fees-Per Ton

Recycling Solid Waste

2004 $23.00 $21.20 City recieves a $3.00 rebate on the solid waste

2005 $23.00 $21.20 Which makes solid Waste at $18.20 a ton.

2006 $20.00 $21.20 price effective 1-1-2006 less the $3.00 rebate making it $18.20

2007 $17.50 $21.30 price effective 1-1-2007 less the $3.00 rebate making it $18.30

2008 $15.00 $23.30 price effective 1-1-2008 less the $3.00 rebate making it $20.30

2009 $15.00 $30.40 price effective 1-1-2009 less the $3.00 rebate making it $30.40

2010 $15.00 $33.40 price effective 1-1-2010 less the $3.00 rebate making it $30.40

2011 $10.00 $34.40 price effective 1-1-2011 less the $3.00 rebate making it $31.40

2012 $5.00 $35.00 price effective 1-1-2012 less the $3.00 rebate making it $32.00 

2013 $5.00 $37.00 price effective 1-1-2013 less the $3.00 rebate making it $34.00

2014 $5.00 $39.00 price effective 1-1-2014 less the $3.00 rebate making it $36.00

2015 $5.00 $40.00 price effective 1-1-2015 less the $3.00 rebate making it $37.00

2016



$275.00

2014--- RECYCLING GRANT INFORMATION CONTINUED

KJ Waste
Tons of 

Cardboard

Recycling 

America

Tons of 

Co-

mingled

Haul to 

Winnebago 

County Material from the recycling center

January 

February

March

April

May $115.47

June

July

August 

September

October

November

December

Total

Waste-Management---Recycle America Alliance

E-Scrap  Plastic Recycling

Tons Occ via 

KJ-Waste $

Tons Mixed 

Paper

Tons News-

Print $

Stop 

charge

Enviromen

tal fee

January 

February

March

April

May

June

July



August 

September

October
November

December

TOTAL

Tipping Fees-Per Ton

Recycling Solid Waste

2004 $23.00 $21.20 City recieves a $3.00 rebate on the solid waste

2005 $23.00 $21.20 Which makes solid Waste at $18.20 a ton.

2006 $20.00 $21.20 price effective 1-1-2006 less the $3.00 rebate making it $18.20

2007 $17.50 $21.30 price effective 1-1-2007 less the $3.00 rebate making it $18.30

2008 $15.00 $23.30 price effective 1-1-2008 less the $3.00 rebate making it $20.30

2009 $15.00 $30.40 price effective 1-1-2009 less the $3.00 rebate making it $30.40

2010 $15.00 $33.40 price effective 1-1-2010 less the $3.00 rebate making it $30.40

2011 $10.00 $34.40 price effective 1-1-2011 less the $3.00 rebate making it $31.40

2012 $5.00 $35.00 price effective 1-1-2012 less the $3.00 rebate making it $32.00 

2013 $5.00 $37.00 price effective 1-1-2013 less the $3.00 rebate making it $34.00

2014 $5.00 $39.00 price effective 1-1-2014 less the $3.00 rebate making it $36.00

2015 $5.00 $40.00 price effective 1-1-2015 less the $3.00 rebate making it $37.00

2016



? $1,931.25

2014--- RECYCLING GRANT INFORMATION CONTINUED

KJ Waste
Tons of 

Cardboard

Haul to waste 

Management

Tons of 

Co-

mingled

Haul to 

Winnebago 

County Material from the recycling center

January 8.10

February 6.06

March 5.97 6.33

April 12.34 3.76

May 10.66

June 11.30 1.20

July

August 

September

October

November

December

Total 54.4 11.29

Waste-Management---Recycle America Alliance

E-Scrap  Plastic Recycling

Tons Occ via 

KJ-Waste $

Tons Mixed 

Paper

Tons News-

Print $

Stop 

charge

Enviromen

tal fee

January 

February

March $323.78

April

May

June $243.38

July



August 

September

October
November

December

TOTAL $567.16

Tipping Fees-Per Ton

Recycling Solid Waste

2004 $23.00 $21.20 City recieves a $3.00 rebate on the solid waste

2005 $23.00 $21.20 Which makes solid Waste at $18.20 a ton.

2006 $20.00 $21.20 price effective 1-1-2006 less the $3.00 rebate making it $18.20

2007 $17.50 $21.30 price effective 1-1-2007 less the $3.00 rebate making it $18.30

2008 $15.00 $23.30 price effective 1-1-2008 less the $3.00 rebate making it $20.30

2009 $15.00 $30.40 price effective 1-1-2009 less the $3.00 rebate making it $30.40

2010 $15.00 $33.40 price effective 1-1-2010 less the $3.00 rebate making it $30.40

2011 $10.00 $34.40 price effective 1-1-2011 less the $3.00 rebate making it $31.40

2012 $5.00 $35.00 price effective 1-1-2012 less the $3.00 rebate making it $32.00 

2013 $5.00 $37.00 price effective 1-1-2013 less the $3.00 rebate making it $34.00

2014 $5.00 $39.00 price effective 1-1-2014 less the $3.00 rebate making it $36.00

2015 $5.00 $40.00 price effective 1-1-2015 less the $3.00 rebate making it $37.00

2016
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Don Merkes

From: Roger Kanitz <roger.kanitz@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2014 10:03 AM

To: Don Merkes; Linda Stoll; Kathy Thunes

Subject: Web-site Review Info You Wanted

Don, I looked at the various community sustainability websites and found that there is quite a variety of types 

and information. 

Actually the Oshkosh website is the best in appearance and function!  It offers links to sustainability items that 

folks can do at home, in daily life, and at work.  It also shows news and events with links to them on the front 

page.  One of those items is a 2 page sustainability Report link.  It also features a site search feature to help 

users find things! 

This leads me to think that we may wish to include this other sites as links to make good use of the work they 

already have done with duplication.  We could add in biking and walking maps for our community too! 

 

http://www.ci.oshkosh.wi.us/SustainableOshkosh/ 

I looked at the Neenah site and it was similar in its features, just different things referred to. 

 

http://www.ci.neenah.wi.us/departments/sustainable-neenah-committee/ 

Interestingly, the website to the sustain boards for the Town of Menasha and Outagamie County are buried in 

the clicks and hard to find.  The county basically simply refers to Recycling and the Airport, but it does offer a 

list of accomplishments that they have made. 

 

http://www.town-menasha.com/departments/community-development/sustainability/ 

http://www.outagamie.org/index.aspx?page=1161 

The Town of Greenville is a seperate site that does not appear to be on the main site (that I can find).  The main 

Town site however proudly notes that they are an ECO-Municipality!  This works to our discussion on wanting 

to let folks know why it is great to be in Menasha. 

 

http://www.sustaingreenville.org/1.html 

http://www.townofgreenville.com/ 

Let me know if you want to go deeper into to this comparison. 

Roger 
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