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James W. Henderson Tel (203) 452-5064
Financial/Accounting Controls Analyst Fax (203) 452-5083
jhenderson@trumbull-ct.gov

April 21, 2011

Mr. Mark Smith, Chairperson
Board of Finance

Town of Trumbull

5866 Main Street

Trumbull, CT. 06611

Dear Mr. Smith,

| respectfully submit the enclosed report entitled Performance Audit of the Leaf Pick-up
Program.

The audit examines program performance and the operation of the Trumbull Leaf Pick-up Program.

The audit reviewed the operation of the 2009-10 Leaf Pick-up Program and the costs associated
with the program as it is currently structured. This audit makes observations of the existing
operation and possible alternatives to the current program.

| would like to thank the Director of Public Works John Marsilio and his staff for their assistance in
the completion of this audit. | would also like to thank Tom Baldwin for his assistance during my
field observations.

Respectfully submitted,
//E)_,/m7 %M%LM
545

James Henderson
Financial/Accounting Controls Analyst
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|. Executive Summary

This performance audit reviewed the efforts of the Public Works Department and the
effectiveness and efficiency of program operations associated with Leaf Pick-up management.

The term efforts as defined by Government Auditing Standards:

Efforts are the amount of resources (in terms of money, material, personnel, etc.) that are put
into a program. These resources may come from within or outside the entity operating the
program. Measures of efforts can have a number of dimensions, such as cost, timing, and
quality. Examples of measures of efforts are dollars spent, employer-hours expended, and
square feet of building space.

The term effectiveness and efficiency of program operations as defined by Government Auditing
Standards:

Controls over program operations include policies and procedures that the audited entity has
implemented to provide reasonable assurance that a program meets its objectives while
considering cost-effectiveness and efficiency. Understanding these controls can help auditors
understand the program operations that convert inputs and efforts to outputs and outcomes.

Performance audits are defined as engagements that provide assurance or conclusions based
on evaluation of sufficient, appropriate evidence against stated criteria, such as specific
requirements, measures, or defined practice. A performance audit also provides objective
analysis so that management and those charged with governance and oversight can use the
information in this report to improve program performance and operations, reduce costs, facilitate
decisions by those who are responsible to oversee or initiate corrective action and contribute to
public accountability.
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Il. Introduction & Background

| conducted a limited scope performance audit of the Trumbull Leaf Pick-up Program during the
months of March and April 2011. The time period examined was (54) fifty-four days of activity
from November 5, 2009 to March 12, 2010. The audit also included field observations conducted
during the month of March 2011.

The nature and profile of a program include:

A.) Visibility, sensitivity, and relevant risks associated with the program under audit;

B.) Age of the program or changes in its conditions;

C.) The size of the program in terms of total dollars, number of citizens affected, or other
measures;

D.) Level and extent of review or other forms of independent oversight;

E.) Program’s strategic plan and objectives; and

F.) External factors or conditions that could directly affect the program.

The Trumbull Public Works Department utilized approximately 20 employees per day during the
duration of this program accounting for (160) one hundred sixty man hours per day. Over the (54)
fifty-four days (8,640) eight thousand six hundred forty man hours were expended at an average
per employee of $26.00 dollars per hour for a total expenditure of $224,640.00 for the time period
reviewed.

The leaf pick-up program generated revenue over the same period in the amount of $49,860.00
from the sale of composted leaf material and leaf tickets.

Four seasonal workers were hired and put on the town payroll. The seasonal workers were
utilized for (1,280) one thousand two hundred eighty man hours resulting in a cost to the program
of $11,840.00. At the conclusion of this program the seasonal workers were laid off and able to
collect unemployment compensation incurring an additional expense for their services. The cost
to the Town for unemployment compensation charges for seasonal help during this time period
amounted to approximately $ 7,934.

Eleven temporary workers were also hired from an agency at a cost of $22,681.12 to supplement
the manpower for the collection program. Three supervisors and a foreman spent 75% of their
work day devoted to this program during this time period resulting in a cost of $46,202.40.
Mechanics spent approximately (362) three hundred sixty two man hours repairing and
maintaining equipment used during the program period at a cost of $10,505.24.

Public works administrative personnel worked (216) two hundred sixteen man hours on
answering calls and assisting in the scheduling of pick-ups at a cost of $4,752.00.

Composting and processing of the material collected resulted in additional cost of $27,801.60.
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The Public Works facility during this time period worked 50% of its time on the leaf pick-up
program. The overhead charge for utilities which was based on this allocation cost the program
$36,413.47.

Program related supplies such as leaf rakes, gloves, pitch forks, safety vests, etc. totaled
$11,285.45.

The cost of fuel for all the various vehicles used in the leaf pick-up program came to a total of
$39,100.56. Repairs to those vehicles during this time period totaled $37,112.40.

The program utilized twenty vehicles during the four month period as follows:

3 Loaders capacity size each 3 CY

3 Trucks

4 Tri-Axle Vehicles capacity size each 18 CY
10 Leaf Trucks capacity size each 18 CY

The vehicles were used for eight hours per day for the duration of the program at a cost of

$477,360.00. The hourly rates used for each vehicle were obtained from the FEMA Schedule of
Equipment Rates. (See Attachment).
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FEMMA's Schedule of Eguipment Ratas

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
FEOERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGEMNCY
DISASTER ABSISTANCE DIRECTORATE
FUBLIC SSSISTARGE DOVEEION
WASHINGTON, OO 20272

The rates on this Scheduie of Eguipmeni Rales amne for sppdicant-owned esquipment In geed mechanical condilian,
complete with all required allachments, Each rabs covers &l Loals eligibla undar the Rabert T, Station Disasker Relied
anid Emengsnoy Assistance At 42 W50 § 5121, &l saag. for ownemhip snd operation of equipment, inckaling
depredation, o d, al mai field regars, Aml, Lbricanls, Bres. OSHA equipment and othar costs incdantal
o pparaton. Slandby equipment costs ame not eligibie,

Equipemen must e i achial opssalion peleiing eigibés work in andaer for reimbursement o be elgible. LABOR COSTS
OF OPERATOR ARE NOT INCGLUDED in the rales and shodd ba appoved sepamiely from aquinmant costs.

Indormation reganding the uss of the Scheduls is cortzined in 44 CFR § 206228 Alcweabls Casty, Raies for aquipmsant
ncd listed wil be furnished by FEMS upon request. Aoy appeaks shall ba n accoidance with 44 CFR § 306,206 Appesis

THESE RATES ARE APPLICABLE TO MAICE DISASTERTF AND EMERGENGIES DEGLARED BY THE FRESIDENT
O OR AFTER My 1, 2008,

ogt Equipmansg Specilication CapacityiStoe HP |Hodes l..lnh:i Rabe
B E LT DL LR = T PR T T £ T T [T T
ot (Aenal Lin, Sef-Propalas Hghi HOH (=] .ﬁlﬁﬂ.l'l-ahdl T*E'I‘IE Semsor, pellg 1225
ASE |Bardal Lin, SeF-Propaliag ! i fo 60 |Asticulaled, Teleeooping, Sdssor, hour| S2200
[ E1e3 [Aanal LN, Ger-Propeien e, Hitig 1261t o0 85 |Ariculated and Telescomng. hour| %20 o0
=5 |Aarial L, SeE-Propaled |Max. Plabiorm Held 160 A 8o 130 |Articulsted and Telestoging o] FPTLD
Asticulated and Telescoping. Add 1o
B4R |Auerial Lifl, Truck Mnld Pdax, Platform Haigi n T for tolal atbe. hour} Z675)
Articulbsted and Telesooping, Add 1o
| BA8T |Apral LiH Trugck Mnld Fdax. Platform Heig &1 Truck rals for kel fale, hour] S1z2%
Articulated and Telesooping. Add 1o
AaAda |Asarisd LiR, Trock Mnid Fax, Plati Hiig 8t Truck rabe for lolal rate. hour| E35GDh
Articulated and Telaptoping. A0d 1o
| BaBY | Amrial Lif, Truck Mnid Max. Platform Heig 100 H Truck rabe fior iglal maile. hour] $400
| 800 LA Compressor i Dlebssry 1 o 0o 10 |Hosss included, hioir]  §1.50
401 Ca s A Delveary 03 cém b 30 |Hoess nduded, hour| £6 él
B2 oy st Diabrpary hoir| §91.25
MM = Aor Dialivary hour| 53600
B S0 Air Dakivary hour| %3600
B Ar hour| 54600
M Aar hour| S&6 0D
A hour | §106 60
| B0 hour| 3300
BN hour| 54100
| BO6D | hour| 5160
ELER hour|  E&8D0
includes digger, boom and mounting
Fardwane. Add o Trachor rate for iolal
B2 35 i to 13 |ratn. hour| &1.30
Imcludes digger. Saom and mouniieg
Ferdwang, Add 1 Trock rate for Llal
28 o 100 |rabe. hour] 53500
K bo 130 [Traraporing pecple. riile | £0.00
K o 130 [Tracaparing canga. hour| ka0
K o FE0 | Patrolling ke | foas
E [t 250 [Stationary wAih angive renning, hour| §s0g)
SURITT IS hour| §34 0]
" hour| 54005
H20AR 10 hour] 55000
| ! 1@:5‘31 1 hour| S7EDS
| bo & | Tradber Mounbsd. hour|  $340
K o 5 | Trsdler Mouniad. hour| En7h
AG%21 %A o 435 |Fla Pl Nigisr | $180,00
Bal'e31'ef’ o 525 |Flad Fadl, heur] 225 00|
| £ S8%3dwr.5 [F) F . s | a0 00|
B'x 358" [ F . hour| 345 00
Federal Ememgency Managmnen! SAgarcy abirg 1, 2006 Foga i of &
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FEMA's Schedule of Equipment Rates

CapacitySlze HFP ||'|¢hlnl- Unpit| Rate
duty. Fecar) 5085
AR5 in 60 |Cuthoard. feoer| 848.50
AT o 200 [inboard with 380 o] §33.00
b BT [Sieel. o | 316,00
1w to T0E0 [Sieal, howr | E3TTC0
T30S S e 13540 [Siaal, Sy | L0
120030l | e 300 R Fronie | Snp000 |
BR b [ O
EL o 7S Rigur|§70,00
g o P20 ] 50k
400 380 !15.{!]
S b T ur | 365 o |
255 hour] %06
I 70 hour| 3500
T2in e 35 hour| Er4.00
85 n bz 100 hour] §23%00)
T2 W 8o 138 |aod so Frimes boner rabe for lolel eale, | hour B 50
B i 8o 20 |odd so Prires Mocer rale for iolal rla, [ hour] $91.25
Ingdudas laath. Dees nol mdude
1.0 oy Clamphedl & Draglne. hour]  £asn
Indudes teeth. Doas ol induda
2.9 cw Clamshedl & Craglne. hHir B.75
Inciudaes teath, Does nol indude
_ Slcy Clamsheil & Craging. hour| s11.25
Inchusdes ieath. Does not indude
7.5 e
PAN]
[N
10 Gy 5
14 oy LG4
heur
hzur
hour
16 ini hour
28 in hour
T8 in hour
B in i 35 _[Traier Mgunied. o] 500
K Bin 065 | Traler Maumed, aour| 51050
| Ban3 |[Chipper. Brush 12 in g 111 T . baowsr | 2600
| B2 Chippear. Brush 15 in 4}15"5 |T§E Mounied. badipr | §37.20
| B0 |Chipper. Brush 18 in | Tralicr hiounled. Faziar | e |
Clamshall & Dragline,
_mILEﬂl.r 149,955 b e 235 |Blucked ngg N rads. e | ER0GC0
Clamahel & Draging,
i |Crawdar 250,000 [h b 530 |Buchost nol inchudsd i ride. | e | s f
Chamshel & Dragine,
17 | Trsck b 240 | Sapcked i inaclueded in rale. hour | $185 00
Checarnas, Sermariaich Truck Mounted. Add b Truck rata for
EM2 | Bain Hiopper Capacity 5o foial rade. hour] 3uens
lesaner, SeweriCalch Truck Mountad, Add o Truck rale Tor
T} Hiopessr Capacily 14 oy saital rale, hour| E31.560
HEH0 8 10 hour| E11.75
Compaciar, Towed,
8221 |Vibratory Do heur
Compaciar, Wismbory,
A223 i0rum =] hour
Compaciar. Fnaismatic,
B223 [Wiheal 0 100 haur |
| 8225 Mﬁ%"ﬁ."—m o 300 hour)
8226 |Compacior, Sanitathon 1o =) hasr
8237 |Compacior, Sanitalian 1o 535 hiowr
Cormpeector, Tiowgd,
2328 |Poeumalic. YWeheal 1000E In Add to Prime Mover rate for bolsl e | P
Feforal Emergancy asagaimmsng Agancy Kay 1, 2005 Fapa 2ol @
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FEMA's Schedule of Equipment Rates

Cost IEq.dpmrt Spucificaiion Capacity/Size | HP  |Maotes unit
L Coda
aonoe Add to Prime Mover rate for totsl rate. | hour| $12.25)
EL oo B0 hour| 531.00
15 81 B0 180 hour| 246500
50 b1 o 00 hour| 54000
1 T B 00 hour| 317500
110 Y b S50 hour | SZ30.0
Crane, Trugk Mald 2AHH B & b Truck rate for sodal rale. hur| Seo0s
AT ICrane, Trick Ml IR0 B d b Truck rale for Sotal rals. e Fre 00
| B4aE G Rinid B B Aidd b Truck rale for Sobsl rala. Paur| S 0]
185 1T Erush Culler Sins [ 8o 130 [T EATE
196 |Cuthar, Erush Culter Sina i 8ol [T EREEET
197 [Culler, Brusn Culler Sips 1011 gt ] [E ERE T
Echaces hydrauiic pole abignmmend
BETO | Demick, Hydraidic Digger | Max, Boom o [N L. Add 1o Teuck rate. hour] EH.02
B571 ] Ciigger |Mas. Boor Lankg 901 attachmant. Add o Truck rals, hoyr| §30 00
inmuated ank, and cirouating spray
550 | Disiribaso Ephadl Tank Capacity S{H Al L hour] S92.03
Trmk Sounted, nmes b
ingdalad mnk, and ciroulating soray
B501 | Detrbutor, Asplos | Tank Capaciy 1000 gal Bear Akt Truigh 1308, hour| Sanon
Truck Moumied. Inchdes burmsans,
insulated 2ok, and crouiating spray
iTank Capacigy ACTHD gal . |par, Add o Truds res. hour| Sz500
hiur] 53502
h1l:E_ hiour| S4m02
o 1EQ hour] 7000
RPS3 | Dooar, Crawier B0 250 hour| §71R0.0
H254 |Dooer, Crawder B0 2ED our| $199.00
g255 |Doger, Crowiar oy a5 [ R
B25G | Docer, Crawiar o BED il fass oo
0 | Dozer. Winaal o M0 hour| 388 i
EEE | Dower, Whasl 50 A0 hour| 51250
fiohe |Ooear, Wihaal o S0 hour| B175.00
B2EG | Dozer, Whes e hour] S5a0. [
Crawder, Trock & Whael, lnchebe
2250 | Excavaior, sl Buitkal Capaciy 0.8 oy 8o 45 basckst. hour| &0
Carpedar, Tnack & wvheed. Inchades
H281 | Escavalar, Hydraul Buokel Capaciy 1.0 ey Do B0 Edackeat, hour| 54400
Crawler, Treck & Whesl, Inclodas
HZAZ |Excavalar, i Buckel CEE@ ‘Iﬁ- (=% o 150 |beackeal. hour] Svang
Crpdar, Tnack B Wil Inchodes
fircik] v gl Buckat [ Iy 25 ey 1, hour} §135 00
Crawder, Track & Wl Includas
0288 |Excavakar, Hedrauis Bugkal Capacity 4.5 cy Th T | 2 0
Cravdar, Trick & Wheol Includes
gz2a CCRMALD draulc Bucket Caps ?.ﬁg ) faoaer | E2T0LG0
rawvder, Truck & Wheal inchides
B2RE |Excavator, Hvdeadle Bl Capeity 12 oy e
B2a0 |Fesder. Grizely Io 38 b | §17
12q1 |Fesder, Grizely o B8 i | §50.00
1342 |Fesder, Grizely o T8 g | e 000
B0l [Fork Lig Capaiiy B0 b 1o &0 Fair | 514,50
[T |F-urk Lift Capecity 120080 b 1o B ey £
BINZ |Fadk Lik 18000 [b Ly Fal) [t
3303 |Fork Li [ 3 35 = 0
B30 [Genanainr Frimiz Dulput 5.5 kW Iy 110 four| 3410
8341 Fnme CQulpul 18 K e 25 hour| %275
AZ alar Prnime Culjul 43 kW 1? hour| f2200
2312 Frirr Quipul A0 KW b 126 o | fee 00
2314 |Generalar Prirres Ciulpul ﬁfﬂ' b 24l e |
2315 |Generaior Primss Cuiput A b G
E1E [Generaior Primss Cilpt 200 KW to A NS00
Frademl Dmarngency Maobgemen] Sgancy Mgy 1, 08 FPagz3oih
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FEMA s Schedule of Equipment Rates

CapacitySize HF | Mobes Umii| Rate
—— I
350 KW iz | 550,00
530 KW £ T Fvour | B2 0}
TIEEW. [ER ] nour | B2T00N
1100 KW by 1500 nour | 543500
FEr L ] nour | SIE5.0T
3 pearman hout| S330
108 50 110 |mdudas Figd and Articuabe nour|_ga02
[FE3 o 150 |ncludas Rigid and Acuiste nour| #8502
8332 144 wiim%w frour] gsi00)
B350 Digcha din . Indudes hair |
BASY |Heee, DHschargs i in Pea 20 . Indudes _har|
| B3GZ |Hosa, Lischargs 8 in Pyr 28 foot lenglh. ndudes coupldings. | hour
| 3353 |Hose, Dischargs B in P 35 fool length, Indudes couplings. | hour |
A354 |Hose, Dischargs 12 in Puer 28 foot length. Indudes coagiings. | hour|
Hose, D i in Por 28 fook length. Inchudes cosgdings. | hour
_é% Hose, Suciion din 53 hour
BAET |Fhome, Sucon Ciamaler 4in hour
BABRE |Hose, Suchon Ciamizter in hiour
065 [Hess, Sigton |Crameter in hour
Horsg, Suchien Dia fein . hour]
16 in T
2545 I |
30551l
05 ey 2 hour| 813,00
oy howr| 82750
Zey ip 118 [inciuces bucksl. hiwr] G400
BT Iy 17H_Jinchsdes buckst. houw| SEE.00 |
i Inchodes buchsd. Fucew | S155.00
A0 1 b 35 Fioir| $12.06
i o b o G5 [
i 000 Ih o BE oo | S0
401 [Lasder, Trackr, Whaal b 81 beour] $2500
e | Landed arl Buckel Capaciy 05 oy I 38 b S17.80
301 Lk, ..1|.u Buckel Capacity b Bl oo | $2500)
| B30z |Loade Beuckinl Capacit) I 105 B | 3040000
5503 |Losdor, Wheel  [Buckel Capach, RES P |_at )]
ad |Lpader, Wheel  |Fucksl Capack o F00 [ T
T =
B35 |Loader, Wheel Bugkat Capain vz | LA
8337 |Loader, Wheel  [Buskst Capach, ur] £31.00
5308 |Loader, Wheel  |Buchat Capacth | S160.00
B670 |Loader-Backhoe, Wireal |Loadar Buckat Capacily | r| i560
HET1 |Loader-Backhos, Whaal Bucket Ca . | hour| 2800
BEF2 |Loader-Backhos ail der Buckel Ca . | hour| 3800
BETH |Leader-Backhos pel_|Lcader Buckel Capacly 175 o 53 118 |Loader and Backios Buckals incuded. | hour| £4£00
10 |Mdiner, Concrata Porable |Halchng Caped hour|  Eaan
Ad11 |Miaed, Coencmele Porable [Balching Cagedl 2 ch hour| Ea00
B2 Indnbd Halching Capo 11 ch 15 14 hour] 2378
e
7413 |minid Balehieeg Capaity 16 cfl liy 25 Pzr | §1%
ETS |Mchormyoie, Folce kel g4
2R3 cner, Teaber Mirnd ‘WWerking CapRciy ¥ iph [k bucigh | §1.2.00
BAwicher, Traier bned horking Capacky 0 iph Iy 55 13,50
Muicher, Traier Mrid [ Working Lapachty 20 iph e 120 Frcnar| 5.0 |
O | Parwer, Asphak, Towed Doszes ok inciude Prime fdosar nour]  §7.00
431 | Paver, faphak Iincludes whesl and crivwbes nour| E7000
1432 | Pawer, Asphall o 125 _|Includes whesl srd crawlar hour] 843000
1433 |Paver, Aaphall 0 17% [Includes whee| s o ambar haur| 5130.00
b0 250 |ndudes whwlm_m hour| §160. 00
o 110 haur| 390 00
R hour| $48 00|
o 200 huar| §178 06}
o 275 ngir] §145.00
[P Daph_ 2 in fn 30_ hewr| $1200]
Festgeid Ervmigrancy Manapemant fgenoy Way 1. 2008 Faga 4 o8
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FEMA's Schedule of Equipmant Rates

Spacification CapacityBize HPF | Hotes Urit| Fate
Piow Cuepih 350 1) hour| 3z 0]
Picws Depih s8n =110 i gs00)
Wiith 0108 S o Gradar for dolal raia. _hour] g3&00|
\Waith 10 14 8 A v Grades o kotal raie, hour| 300
i i 15 & Aufis b Trck: rabe for fofal raba. hour| 23075
Wit leveting wing. Add 1o Truck rate for
W 158 I : haur] SiAs0
hour =28
haur E3 20
P E4 H
haur| _$7 75
fgeuir ]
hour| §10.60
haur| 525 021
477 |Pumip hour] 53300
1471 |Pump hour| 53800
1875 |Pump hour] 24500
| Bapl |Pump hour| 28502
1801 | Pump hour | S105% 00
| BEA2 | Pusmp hour | 813000
483 |Purrp hour | §165.00
| Babd | Pusp naur | 175D
HEA5 e | S0
H51 nornin Bace Ciameler 14 how| SO0
11 noele Exaefes Cilmamastiay 75 in Four| E10.50
a512 Canorels Eeaifes Cimmalar 280 hur | San 08
8413 |Saw, Rock hgar] s (o |
0514 [ S, Rock hour| §7a0d
52 T & oy hour| B105
A5 r 3oy hour] B150.00
fir r 4 oy Iz ATE hour ] B0
8524 r & oy bz GO hour | K000
sl e ar a 2,000 iph [T ] haur | B4 B0 I
H561 | Sacey Blowar a 2500 ph b ST tour | 18000
B0 | Sy r a S5O0 Iph Ly GO hour | EE00.00
EEER r, T nid 000 iy by 75 | Dk miod inclhoce Tnack. hour| 4200
RAA1 Truck Mnid Ca 1400 fph o inchacks Trock. hiur| S0
ruck Mntd]|C 2000 Dums mo inehucke Trock. haur] $125 00
5 Elower, Truck Knbd|C 2500 ok o 400 & nioft inchuds Trudk. Iraur] $140.02
Sevory Thrcraenr, Wialk
BA68 (Bekind Cutting VWidth 28m [} hour| 380
Snioew Throrwer, Widalk
Bahinid Cutting Vit &0 i o 15 hpur| $800
Traibar & Truck moesmie:d. Does not
BEAL |Spraper, Sead Winrking Capacty | TEO gal B0 0 |inehecs Prives Wower, hour| 5i075]
Trader & Truck moumisd. Does nat
8631 |Sprayar, Sand Wiorking Capaciy 1250 gal i huche Frime Mower. haur| §1650
Tradar & Truck moumad, Deas not
BEAD |Sprayer, Seed Winiking Capac) 3500 gal 2o 118 [mchide Prims Lower, heur 30
it [Spresser. Chemal—[Capaity_— B 4 [ Tralar & Truck monnied, Does noi | hour| 840
3 Wrkdin 2.8 0 s 152 hour 00
TE.6 R 215 hour]| E86.00
[i] i F Tralar & Tnack maounied. hiour 1.
Taigale, Chaegis hour| =330
Doy Body hewr|  $3on
Trugk (10 g} [T
Painl Capaciy 40 gal o 22 Fagir | 0,205 |
Painl Capacity S gal Ia &l Fecawr |l $24 .00
Painl Capacity 120 gal ia 122 Feor | S21.00
Painl Capacity 120 gal 1o AB0 hour | £85.00 |
[Fasind Capaciy 12 gal pawr|” 5360
o 110 gur| S50 DG
by 230 hour| E850
[CRpacky 20 oy Dok ot in i Mboreer. haur]  $eo0
Py 4, 2000 Page G ol d

Faderai Emargency Managomen] Sgency
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FEMA's Seheduls of Equipment Ratas

Capacity'Size | HP IEI';I.:I- Unit| Rate
ﬂnlihﬂ- not include Prime Miceer. fawir] $14.00
on tiwir| 31235
&0 fam hpur] §1350
Traller. Equ &l fom hour| 81500
8503 I Traier, Equigrivsi CApACLy 130 bom hour| 520,50
5520 | Trader, Office Trafar T 24 hour| §1.70
8521 |Trader, Office Tradar R hour| B1.7%
5642 | Traier, Office Tralar Sie 10 3 hour| 260
!'h:l.n:lma-:vunlnrun'al Sumg wilh gumg
B310 (Trader, Wialer Tank Capaciy £000 gal [T IR R
mamnlﬂmpl pump with sump
W11 | Traber, Yiabar Tank Capacity 000 gal A & FRAT Sprayhar, hour| 4400
I'n:hjdlulacunl.rﬁrﬁhl purrip sl gump
BE13 |Trabar, Waler Tank Capacity inoog gal and @ resar hipir| S1&&s
BE13 [Traber. ‘Walar Tank Capacky A0 gal  hour] 520,60
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lll. Scope

My audit review examined the operations of the Public Works Leaf Pick-up Program during the
time frame of November 5, 2000 to March 12, 2010. Present operations in the field were also
observed as a part of the scope of this audit review.

Objective

The objective of this performance audit is to examine the leaf pick-up program operations and
provide a viable alternative to the current program that is now in place.

Methodology

| conducted interviews with public works administrative personnel and examined revenue and
expense records for the leaf pick-up program. | also researched alternative methods and practices
for leaf collection by other communities. | also observed a leaf pick-up crew upon the resumption of
service in March 2011 when weather allowed crews to go out again into the field.

| conducted this limited scope performance audit in accordance with Generally Accepted
Government Auditing Standards. These standards require that | plan and perform the audit to
obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a reasonable basis for my findings and
conclusions based on my audit objectives. | believe that the evidence obtained provides a
reasonable basis for my findings and conclusions based on my audit objectives.

In applying these generally accepted government auditing standards, | am responsible for using my
professional judgment when | establish the scope and methodology for my work, determining the
tests and procedures that should be performed, conducting the work, and reporting the results. |
need to maintain integrity and objectivity when performing this work to make decisions that are
consistent with the broader public interest in the program or activity that is under review. When
reporting the results of my work, | am responsible for disclosing all material or significant facts that |
know which if not disclosed could mislead knowledgeable users, misrepresent the results of my
findings, or conceal improper or unlawful practices.
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IV. Leaf Waste Management Alternatives

The limited scope of this audit did not take into consideration a complete routing analysis. My field
observations were limited to one route. It should be noted that the high demand of time and labor
spent on this program diverts resources needed for other town activities and projects.

| have researched various collection methods that can be considered in place of the existing
program if the decision is made to do so. The vacuum collection method which is now in use by the
Town employs truck-mounted or trailer mounted units to vacuum leaves from the curbside. The
truck-mounted units are usually manned by a four person crew, while the trailer mounted units
utilize a four man collection crew, five if the manpower is available. Leaves that are collected in this
process are shredded by the vacuum unit. Some of the units have a flexible extension tube that
can be moved over the pile of leaves to be vacuumed. Some units have fixed metal tubes which
require the crews to push the leaves to the roadway to be vacuumed. This is an additional step
which requires more time and effort. The major drawback of this collection method is a lack of
compaction and the risk of foreign debris getting into the impellers of the vacuum unit. The
collection trucks fill more rapidly than a similar size truck that can achieve compaction. This lack of
compaction leads to more time off route for emptying collected leaves.

The one major advantage of vacuum unit trucks is that there is no need for street sweepers to
follow the leaf collection crew since the vacuum collects just about all of the leaf debris set to the
curb. The vacuum units are also more maneuverable around an obstacle which minimizes hand
raking and leave minimal debris behind as a result of the collection operation process. Not all of
our vacuum units though have the maneuverability because of the fixed tubes.

The next method is the brush and pan method. This type of collection utilizes the traditional rear
loading garbage truck with an attached pan that leaves are pushed onto by another vehicle that
has a brush or rake attachment. The brush or rake would be mounted to the front of a small tractor
or truck. The brush is used to move the leaves from the curb and onto the pan. The manpower for
this collection method can range from two to four man crews. In addition men with hand rakes are
added to crews to assist in collecting leaves that are out of reach of equipment. The requirement
for larger crews is one disadvantage of this collection method, but you gain compaction with the
rear packing trucks which means a crew spends more time on the collection route and less time off
loading collected leaves.

Collecting leaves that are bagged by residents is another option. This method employs a traditional
garbage truck. Two or three man crews pick up the bags from the curbside and throw them into the
truck hopper. Biodegradable bags should be used in this strategy. This method would require the
raking of leaves and purchasing of biodegradable bags by the resident. If this method is employed
the resident would have to either bag the leaves, employ a lawn service to do the job or utilize
school students that are required to perform required hours of community service to the Town. If
this method is used the collection of the bagged leaves could be subcontracted out to an outside
hauler.
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The baler method utilizes agricultural equipment to compact leaves into bales. Brushes or rakes
are mounted to small tractors or trucks that move the leaves into the street to form windrows.
The baler is pulled along the windrow to compact the leaves into bales for transport to the
composting area.

When methods other than bagging are used many communities also use street sweepers to follow
leaf collection crews to pick up any uncollected leaf debris. This additional step is implemented as
a preventative measure to keep storm drains clear of leaf debris and help prevent clogging of the
catch basins. If leaves were bagged this would alleviate clogged catch basins and the need for
follow-up by street sweeping crews.
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V. Reduction of Cost Impacts

Equipment costs along with collection crew size are the biggest impact on operating leaf pick up
programs. The leaf pick up program equipment used will decide the size of the crew needed. An
investment in equipment may be a viable alternative if the size of leaf collection crews can be
reduced.

Leaf pick up programs that utilize compaction equipment are more cost effective than the non-
compacting methods. Rear loading compactors are the best choice because they can stay on route
longer and require less down time for off loading.

The number of collections town crews have to make also impacts leaf pick up programs costs. The
less collections made can lead to larger volumes of material put to curbside for collection. The
fewer collections the lower the program costs to the Town.

The cost of fuel is another key factor to consider when a collection method is chosen. The leaf
pick-up collection method selected may reduce labor costs, but increase capital outlay and fuel
costs or vice versa depending on the blend of crews and equipment used during the duration of the
program.

A financial incentive for residents to increase backyard composting to decrease the need for pick
up of leaf material at the curbside should also be considered as part of a revamped program. A
program involving curbside vacuum service and curbside bag service can be used as a way to
strike a balance between escalating costs and the level of curbside service provided. The
recommendation would be to utilize curbside bag service over vacuum service.

Develop a program where property owners who need and use the curbside collection of leaves
would be responsible for paying a reasonable fee for the additional level of service. This would be
a PAY-AS-YOU-THROW (PAYT) program. Also known as unit-based or variable-rate pricing
(PAYT) is a system in which residents pay for each unit of leaf waste discarded rather than paying
a fixed fee per residential household. The more you dispose of the more you pay. As residents pay
directly by how much they dispose of the incentive is to reduce waste by composting. The total
quantity of material to be picked up at the curbside should decrease with a fee based system.

PAY-AS-YOU-THROW (PAYT) programs generally involve a two-tiered pricing system that
combines a flat fee and a unit-based fee. The flat fee provides revenue to the program and ensures
that the fixed costs of the leaf collection program are covered. The additional unit-based fee
provides financial incentive for the resident to compost more. The program has to be made
revenue-neutral by reducing property taxes or flat fees by the amount of unit-based fees that are
expected to be generated. Public acceptance and support will be critical if the program is to be
successful.
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The collection of bagged leaves can be subcontracted to an outside company. The need for
expensive Town equipment and the high cost of breakdowns of equipment would be eliminated.
Manpower could be used for other high priority Town projects. Some equipment currently used in
the leaf pick-up program could be liquidated though the return of such sale on this aged equipment
would probably be minimal.
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VI. Factors to consider in selecting a Leaf Pick-up Program

The employer related costs of wages, benefits, workers compensation and unemployment
compensation for seasonal workers. The high cost of labor may mean switching to more equipment
and automation to reduce labor costs.

The possible cost savings of subcontracting the whole leaf collection process to an outside
contractor. The value of subcontracting would be the opportunity costs of using public works
personnel for other duties that do not get completed during the collection period.

The equipment and facility costs are the next major factor in deciding a final program that makes
sense for the community. There are many types of equipment on the market used to collect leaves.
Pieces of equipment selected should consider the labor costs that will be associated with the
equipment choice. Equipment that can be used for other programs and tasks as well as leaf pick
up can help justify the investment cost. The capital outlay cost of new equipment versus the
subcontracting out of the leaf collection program should be of major consideration.

The number of collections made and the frequency of those collections are the next factor. It may
be possible to offer collections over a number of weeks. Those who miss the final collection would
be required to drop off leaves at a specified location for processing or pay an additional fee for a
special collection.

Some communities have dropped to a minimal level of pick-up service and changed to drop-off
sites as the only choice of leaf collection. Some communities have offered more curbside
collection along with multiple drop-off locations for those who have missed collections. All of these
factors should be considered in coming to a final conclusion on the level of service going forward
and how that service will be provided
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VII. Collections-Drop-Offs

Possible Collection Systems

Collection System 1

The Town wide vacuum collection route in the same configuration as provided now on a scheduled
day in a designated district.

Collection System 2

A resident would be able to use a curbside pick-up provided they bag the leaves for collection in
biodegradable bags. The service could be structured in the following way:

Residents call for service or utilize QSCEND on-line notification service at least one week in
advance to allow sufficient time to design an efficient collection route schedule. Using the PAY-AS-
YOU-THROW (PAYT) structure residents would pay for the collection. The curbside collection of
the leaves in biodegradable bags would be completed using a vehicle with compaction capabilities.
The service could be provided by either Town crews or a subcontracted service.

Collection System 3

A collection day would be provided to residents for a call-in vacuum service. Bill the residents a
fee who participate in this collection. Residents would have to call a week in advance to be on the
collection schedule. As a supplement to the vacuum service have resident’s bag leaves for pickup
at curbside, utilize the ability of compaction trucks and still impose the PAY-AS-YOU-THROW
(PAYT) feature of Collection System 2.

Collection System 4

This collection would also be subcontracted out and be provided over a designated three week
period. Leaves again would have to be bagged and set to the curb for pickup. An option for a
fourth collection would be added if there were still a lot of bagged leaves to be picked up.
Resident’s with 1 plus acres of property would have the area to compost eliminating the need for
large scale bagging of leaves by those residents. The PAY-AS-YOU-THROW (PAYT) rate
structure can be implemented for this collection as well.
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Recommendation

A task force/advisory committee should evaluate the available options for leaf disposal
management. The committee should be made a permanent task force/advisory committee.
Members from the following areas should be considered as a starting point in developing the
advisory/task force committee:

Elected officials of the Town including the First Selectman/Town Council members and
Board of Finance members

A member of the public works department

A local hauler(s)

A member from a local “tax watchdog” group

Concerned citizens, senior citizens, environmentalists, members of local environmental
committees

A clear understanding should be formed as to why this task force/advisory committee is being
established. Goals and expectations of the task force members should be clear and detailed. The
task force should also be clear as to what its role is in the decision making process.

Who will make decisions?

Who will the task force report to?

What timelines and guidelines will be expected of the committee?
What will be the timeline for a recommendation to be implemented?
How often and where the advisory committee/task force will meet?
Who will be appointed Chairman of the task force?

All these decisions should be in place beforehand.
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VIIl. Conclusions

Leaf pick-up programs are expensive and time consuming operations. Costs are rising for all types
of equipment, fuel and labor. It is important that the Town evaluate the present program and make
tough decisions regarding the current leaf pick-up program. The difficulty is changing the present
program because of the impact the change will have on some residents particularly the elderly
population of Trumbull. A majority of residents will still desire curbside leaf pick-up service of some
sort whether vacuum collection or bagging collection. Some residents will probably be willing to use
the PAY-AS-YOU-THROW (PAYT) service. Any adjustments to collection schedules, reducing the
frequency or level of service will surely upset some residents.

The acceptance and support of the public are critically important components of a successful unit-
based pricing structure. Key members of local Town government and from the community have to
be involved in the planning process if a program such as this is to be successful.

Based on this audit performance report alternatives have been identified that can be implemented
to improve the efficiency of the leaf pick-up program and help reduce costs. It will be up to the
Town to make a final decision on how the leaf pick-up program changes and evolves.

The cost of leaf pick-up will continue to rise. This cost will of course have to be absorbed by the
residents of Trumbull. It will be necessary to implement the most cost effective program possible.

The use of the compost that is made should be utilized more by the Town. A better marketing
strategy should be developed to sell more of the compost that is made to the public. This will help
offset some of the labor intensive costs of composting the collected material at the Town facility
designated composting area.

The time allocated to leaf pick-up must be balanced to accommodate other Town obligations and
projects of a higher priority. A program that would include three collections with an option for a
fourth using the PAY-AS-YOU-THROW (PAYT) service should be given serious consideration.
Curbside subcontracted collections using standard garbage trucks with compaction capabilities
should be implemented. Biodegradable bags would be purchased from the Town or at local
hardware type stores (i.e. Lowes or Home Depot).

The Town should help encourage and increase the number of residents that compost leaf waste.
The Town should work with local lawn and garden suppliers such as Lowes or Home Depot to
create a rebate or a discount program for those who wish to purchase compost bins.

The investment of time and resources from both the Town government and the community will help
minimize confusion about how any new program will work. A citizen’s advisory task force
committee can assist in evaluating all the available options for leaf disposal and how it will
ultimately be funded.
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