Hazardous Waste Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities, 2005

City County City as Percent of City as Percent City as Percent . .
2005 2005 County 2005 of State 2000 of state 2005 AN indicator of the
environmental
Ann Arbor 3 8 375 1.7 1.6 . .
Bl Croek . ) c00 o4 05 condition of a city
attle Cree ' : ° is the number of

Detroit 24 54 44.4 10.3 12.6 hazardous waste
Flint 11 13 84.6 5.1 5.8 treatment Storage
Grand Rapids o 15 60.0 38 47 and disposal facilities
Kalamazoo 8 10 80.0 4.7 42 |ocated within its
Lansing 5 9 55.5 2.6 26 pborders.
Muskegon 5 10 50.0 2.6 2.6
Pontiac 5 19 26.3 2.1 26 In 2000, the total
Saginaw 6 6 100.0 26 31 humber of facilities in
Traverse City 0 0 0.0 0 o Cities was 91, in counties
Warren 4 9 44.4 1.7 21 154, and statewide 234.
Wyoming 3 15 20.0 13 1.6
Total 84 155 54.2 38.9 44
State 191

Source: Waste Management Division of the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality .

The decline in the number of hazardous water facilities
In cities was not as rapid as the decline statewide.
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