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TO OUR FELLOW SHAREHOLDERS:

We just completed our 40t year of operations in early 2016, and
| am happy to report that the execution of our business strategy
is driving improved financial results and increased shareholder
returns. It is truly an exciting time for Casella.

Just over three-and-a-half years ago, we laid out a comprehensive strategy and plan to improve our
financial and operating performance. Pursuant to our plan, we have refocused the company while
simplifying our business structure.

We have improved our financial and operating performance and reduced exposure to risk

by divesting or closing operations that did not fit within our core strategy and by focusing
management’s attention and Casella’s capital resources on core operations to drive continued
growth. By focusing on our core operations, we have significantly improved our financial and
operating performance, and we believe that our focused strategy provides a strong backbone for
additional value creation.

We believe we have executed extremely well against our plan, as demonstrated in our improved
financial performance.
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NEXT STEPS: CONTINUE TO IMPROVE FREE CASH FLOW, FURTHER
REDUCING LEVERAGE

Following the substantial completion of the priorities established in 2013, starting in August
2015 we focused our efforts on further improving Free Cash Flow and reducing debt leverage by
targeting the following areas:

o Increasing landfill returns by maximizing annual capacity utilization in our Western Region
and by driving pricing in excess of inflation in the disposal capacity constrained markets in our
Eastern Region;

1 Please refer to pages 145-146 of this annual report for a reconciliation of Adjusted EBITDA to the most directly comparable GAAP measure, which is net loss. Net
loss was ($54.5)mm for the fiscal year ended 4/30/13, ($27.4)mm for the fiscal year ended 4/30/14, ($29.1)mm for the unaudited calendar year ended 12/31/14,
($11.8)mm for the fiscal year ended 12/31/15, and ($7.2)mm for the 12 months ended 6/30/16.



« Driving additional profitability in our collection operations through profitable revenue
growth, operating efficiencies and selling or swapping under-performing routes or operations;

« Creating incremental value through our resource solutions offerings in our recycling,
organics, and customer solutions operations; and

« Improving our balance sheet and reducing risk through continued capital discipline and a
focus on debt repayment with excess cash flows.

INCREASING LANDFILL RETURNS

As the Northeast disposal markets have continued to tighten due to the permanent closure of
various competitor disposal sites, we further advanced our landfill strategy over the last year with
higher pricing and increased volumes.

Since we launched our strategy in early 2013, we have increased annual landfill volumes by
approximately 843,000 tons per year (or +23.7%) from the fiscal year ended April 30, 2013 to the
12 months ended June 30, 2016. We have driven this volume growth through our focused landfill
sales strategy, building our special waste capabilities, as well as our landfill asset positioning in
the marketplace. At the same time that we sourced additional volumes, we also increased average
price per ton at our landfills by 3.4% as we advanced our focus on landfill pricing in select
markets, and improved the mix of customers and materials at key sites.

We expect these positive trends to continue for us over the next several years as disposal capacity
constraints become more acute across our footprint, and we remain focused on executing against
our disposal strategy.

Further, we recently received three important landfill permits that will help us to drive
additional value:

* In January 2016, we received a minor-modification at our Hyland landfill to expand the annual
permit limit from 312,000 tons per year to 465,000 tons per year.

* In January 2016, the Ontario County landfill received the final permit for a +15.7 million cubic
yard expansion, which provides for an additional estimated 13 years of potential airspace at
the site.

* In June 2016, the Chemung County landfill received a permit for an +8.2 million cubic yard
expansion, which provides for an additional estimated 14 years of potential airspace at the site.
The permit also included an increase to the annual permit of 237,000 tons per year.

DRIVING ADDITIONAL PROFITABILITY IN COLLECTION OPERATIONS

We continued to make great progress on our second major objective of driving additional
profitability in our collection operations. Our focus here is on core blocking-and-tackling; namely
a focus on pricing, route optimization, fleet standardization, and maintenance.

The disposal capacity constraints in the Northeast markets are also providing a positive back-drop
for us to advance pricing increases in the collection line-of-business.

Within the context of this rapidly improving market-place, we have continued to advance hauling
price increases in the residential and commercial lines-of-business with only limited price roll-
backs. In fiscal year 2015, combined residential and commercial collection pricing was up 4.5%,



and it was up 5.7% for the twelve months ended June 30, 2016, the strongest pricing execution
that we have experienced in the last 10 years.

On the operating side, we continued to advance a number of key initiatives to further improve
our operating costs in the collection line-of-business. We are in the second year of our five year
comprehensive fleet plan, which is designed to simplify our fleet and target truck replacements to
maximize returns, reduce our operating expenses through lower maintenance costs, and improve
our service levels through decreased down time.

The combination of our robust pricing programs and these operating initiatives are driving
improved results in our collection line-of-business, with our cost of operations as a

percentage revenues down 540 basis points from our fiscal year 2014 to the twelve months ended
June 30, 2016.

CREATING INCREMENTAL VALUE THROUGH RESOURCE SOLUTIONS

One of the key objectives of our strategy is to differentiate ourselves in the marketplace by
offering value-added resource solutions to our customers. These solutions range from our
Customer Solutions business, which provides professional services to large industrial customers,
to our Organics business, which is the leader in organics processing and disposal in the Northeast,
to our market leading recycling business.

Our Customer Solutions business continued to improve margins and returns over the last year, as
we further transformed the business from the legacy brokerage model to a professional services
organization focused on large industrial and institutional accounts.

Over the last year, our Organics business effectively capitalized on the rapidly changing disposal
and regulatory environment for biosolids across the northeast by securing several new long-term
contracts and advancing pricing.

Our Recycling business has faced significant headwinds over the last two years as the slowing
global economy, lower oil prices, and the strong U.S. dollar have all weighed heavily on
commodity pricing. As such, our average commodity revenue per ton has declined approximately
30% over the last two years.

However, we did not sit idly by and hope that the markets were going to recover; we took
swift action to reshape our recycling model to earn an appropriate return on our infrastructure
investments through all market cycles.

This effort included the implementation of higher tipping fees at our recycling facilities. Another
critical step that we took was the implementation of our new Sustainability Recycling Adjustment
Fee or “SRA Fee.” The SRA Fee is similar to a fuel surcharge where it floats inversely to changes
in recycling commodity prices.

Our efforts have worked extremely well, and I am proud to say that we have improved operating
income and returns in the recycling business over the last year despite the significant headwinds
that we faced from a commodity price standpoint.

IMPROVING BALANCE SHEET AND REDUCING RISK

Over the last three-and-a-half years we have made great progress improving our asset mix,
reducing risk and improving financial performance by divesting non-core operations, increasing



our capital hurdle rates, and refocusing capital investment into select core operations. Going
forward, we continue to focus in these key areas to drive additional shareholder value and to
further reduce risk.

We further reduced our balance sheet risk with the refinancing of our senior secured credit facility
in March 2015, with a new ABL Revolver. This refinancing extended our debt maturity by 5 years,
minimized cash interest costs, and increased our financial flexibility by enabling us to pay-down
our highest cost junior debt as long as we maintain a minimum threshold availability.

Through our continued cash flow growth and debt repayment, we reduced our consolidated
leverage ratio as defined by our ABL Revolver from 5.43x on March 31,2015 to 4.43x on June
30, 2016; and we reduced our total debt by $29.6 million over the same period>. We have clearly
demonstrated our commitment to reduce debt leverage through permanent debt repayment by
utilizing our Free Cash Flow to repurchase and permanently retired our 7.75% senior
subordinated notes.

While we still have work left to accomplish to further improve our operating performance and to
drive higher cash flows, we are excited about our progress to date against our key strategies, and
we believe that we are well positioned to further these efforts over the next several years.

Sincerely,

John W. Casella

Sl

Chairman and Chief Executive Officer
September 29, 2016

2 “Consolidated Leverage Ratio” is defined in our Loan & Security Agreement dated as of February 27, 2015 (“ABL Revolver”) as the ratio of Consolidated Funded
Debt to Consolidated EBITDA. Please refer to pages 145-146 of this annual report for a reconciliation of Consolidated EBITDA to the most directly comparable GAAP
measure, which is net cash provided by operating activities.
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PARTI

Unless the context requires otherwise, all references in this Annual Report on Form 10-K to “Casella Waste Systems, Inc.,” “Casella,”

99 2

the “Company,” “we,” “us,” and “our” refer to Casella Waste Systems, Inc. and its consolidated subsidiaries.

Forward-Looking Statements

This Annual Report on Form 10-K contains or incorporates a number of forward-looking statements within the meaning of
Section 27A of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, and Section 21E of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended,
including statements regarding:

. expected liquidity and financing plans;
. expected future revenues, operations, expenditures and cash needs;
. fluctuations in the commodity pricing of our recyclables, increases in landfill tipping fees and fuel costs and general economic

and weather conditions;

. projected future obligations related to final capping, closure and post-closure costs of our existing landfills and any disposal
facilities which we may own or operate in the future;

. our ability to use our net operating losses and tax positions;

. our ability to service our debt obligations;

. the projected development of additional disposal capacity or expectations regarding permits for existing capacity;

. the recoverability or impairment of any of our assets or goodwill;

. estimates of the potential markets for our products and services, including the anticipated drivers for future growth;
. sales and marketing plans or price and volume assumptions;

. the outcome of any legal or regulatory matter;

. actions of activist investors and the cost and disruption of responding to those actions;

. potential business combinations or divestitures; and

. projected improvements to our infrastructure and impact of such improvements on our business and operations.

In addition, any statements contained in or incorporated by reference into this report that are not statements of historical fact should be
considered forward-looking statements. You can identify these forward-looking statements by the use of the words “believes”,
“expects”, “anticipates”, “plans”, “may”’, “will”, “would”, “intends”, “estimates” and other similar expressions, whether in the
negative or affirmative. These forward-looking statements are based on current expectations, estimates, forecasts and projections
about the industry and markets in which we operate, as well as management’s beliefs and assumptions, and should be read in
conjunction with our consolidated financial statements and notes thereto. We cannot guarantee that we actually will achieve the plans,
intentions or expectations disclosed in the forward-looking statements made. The occurrence of the events described and the
achievement of the expected results depends on many events, some or all of which are not predictable or within our control. Actual

results may differ materially from those set forth in the forward-looking statements.

There are a number of important risks and uncertainties that could cause our actual results to differ materially from those indicated by
such forward-looking statements. These risks and uncertainties include, without limitation, those detailed in Item 1A, “Risk Factors”
of this Annual Report on Form 10-K. We explicitly disclaim any obligation to update any forward-looking statements whether as a
result of new information, future events or otherwise, except as otherwise required by law.

ITEM 1. BUSINESS
Overview

Founded in 1975 with a single truck, Casella Waste Systems, Inc., a Delaware corporation, its wholly-owned subsidiaries and certain
partially owned entities over which it has a controlling financial interest (collectively, “we”, “us” or “our”), is a regional, vertically-
integrated solid waste services company. We provide resource management expertise and services to residential, commercial,
municipal and industrial customers, primarily in the areas of solid waste collection and disposal, transfer, recycling and organics
services. We provide integrated solid waste services in six states: Vermont, New Hampshire, New York, Massachusetts, Maine and

Pennsylvania, with our headquarters located in Rutland, Vermont. We manage our solid waste operations on a geographic basis



through two regional operating segments, the Eastern and Western regions, each of which provides a full range of solid waste services,
and our larger-scale recycling and commodity brokerage operations through our Recycling segment. Organics services, ancillary
operations, industrial services, discontinued operations, and earnings from equity method investees, as applicable, are included in our
Other segment.

As of January 29, 2016, we owned and/or operated 34 solid waste collection operations, 44 transfer stations, 18 recycling facilities,
nine Subtitle D landfills, four landfill gas-to-energy facilities and one landfill permitted to accept construction and demolition
(“C&D”) materials.

Change in Fiscal Year

In June 2014, we elected to change our fiscal year-end from April 30" to December 31%. This change in fiscal year became effective
for our fiscal year beginning January 1, 2015 and ended December 31, 2015. As a result of this change, we filed a Transition Report
on Form 10-KT for the eight-month transition period ended December 31, 2014. The references in this Annual Report on Form 10-K
to the terms listed below reflect the respective period noted (all other reporting periods defined separately):

Term Financial Reporting Period
fiscal year 2015 January 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015
calendar year 2014 January 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014 (Unaudited)
transition period 2014 May 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014
eight month period 2013 May 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013 (Unaudited)
fiscal year 2014 May 1, 2013 through April 30, 2014
fiscal year 2013 May 1, 2012 through April 30, 2013

Strategy

Our goal is to build a sustainable and profitable company by providing exemplary service to our customers, while operating safe and
environmentally sound facilities. Over the last several years, many of our customers have been seeking to reduce their environmental
footprint by increasing their recycling rates, diverting organics materials out of the waste stream into beneficial use processes and
exploring emerging methods to transform traditional waste streams into renewable resources. Since we first began operating in
Vermont in 1975, our business strategy has been firmly tied to creating a sustainable resource management model and we continue to
be rooted in these same tenets today. We strive to create long-term value for all of our stakeholders, including customers, employees,
communities and shareholders.

Our primary objective is to maximize long-term shareholder value through a combination of financial performance and strategic asset
positioning. Annually, we complete a comprehensive strategic planning process to assess and refine our strategic objectives in the
context of our asset mix and the current market environment. This process helps the management team allocate resources to a range of
business opportunities in order to strive to maximize long-term financial returns and competitive positioning.

Over the last three years we have made significant progress in simplifying our business structure, improving cash flows and reducing
risk exposure by divesting and closing underperforming operations that did not enhance or complement our core operations.
Specifically, we have had success over the last three years improving our financial performance and driving positive cash flows by
advancing efforts in four key areas: (1) increasing landfill returns; (2) driving additional profitability at collection operations;

(3) creating incremental value through resource solutions; and (4) improving our balance sheet and reducing business risk. We plan to
continue to focus our efforts in these areas in the fiscal year ending December 31, 2016. To support our efforts, we continue to invest
in our employees through leadership development, technical training, and incentive compensation structures that seek to align our
employees’ incentives with our long-term goal to improve returns on invested capital.

Increasing land(fill returns

We launched a strategic initiative in fiscal year 2014 to source incremental waste volumes to our landfills to maximize annual capacity
utilization and increase cash flows. Our goal was to increase waste volumes by 0.5 million tons annually to our landfills by the end of
fiscal year 2015. As of December 31, 2015, we had exceeded this goal, with overall landfill volumes for fiscal year 2015 up by
approximately 0.8 million tons per year compared to the twelve months ended December 31, 2012, excluding volumes from the
Worcester landfill closure project in Massachusetts.

Landfill waste volume increases have been primarily driven by: (1) our success in acquiring new transfer station and hauling
customers; (2) increasing waste volumes at our Southbridge landfill (“Southbridge”) in Southbridge, Massachusetts and our Waste
USA landfill (“Waste USA”) in Coventry, Vermont, in accordance with increased annual permit limits; (3) increasing C&D volumes



as the construction market began to slowly rebound across several of our market areas; (4) our focused landfill sales strategy, which
included the revamping of our special waste team to focus on sourcing additional industrial and remediation waste volumes; and
(5) our asset positioning in several key markets that have contracting permitted capacity.

Disposal market dynamics have quickly shifted across our footprint due to improving macroeconomic conditions and a challenging
regulatory environment for new disposal capacity. In total, facilities that we estimate had approximately 1.7 million tons of annual
disposal capacity have permanently closed in Massachusetts, Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont over the last two years, and we
expect that facilities with another 1.2 million tons of additional annual capacity will permanently close over the next several years.
These closures and expected closures represent a reduction of over 20% of total market capacity across these states. Furthermore, we
expect that waste flow shifts in New York State and additional facility closures in contiguous markets will keep more waste volumes
in the market for ultimate disposal over the next 20 years, further tightening available market capacity.

Given this backdrop, we shifted our landfill strategy in transition period 2014 to balance sourcing additional volumes against
improving pricing and returns at our landfills. While we believe it will take several years for the capacity constraints in our markets to
become acute, we experienced tightening pricing elasticity in our markets over the last year, which has enabled us to begin increasing
disposal prices in excess of the Consumer Price Index in several of our markets. In fiscal year 2015, our average price per ton at our
landfills was up 3.7% over the prior period as we increased tipping fees and improved the mix of materials.

We continue to work on strategies to source additional waste volumes to our landfills by increasing our geographic reach through the
use of rail transportation and accessing new end-markets.

Driving additional profitability at collection operations

Over the last three years we have developed and implemented a number of programs designed to improve profitability and returns in
the collection line-of-business, including: pricing yield analytics; new sales force incentives; route profitability analytics; on-route
sales and marketing initiatives; a comprehensive fleet strategy; and selling or swapping underperforming routes or operations.

Our local collection teams have moved pricing from an annual process to a core process that is continually reviewed and adjusted
throughout the year. Our division management and sales teams use our customer profitability analytics tool to calculate customer level
profitability and increase pricing, where appropriate, to offset cost increases. We continue to yield success from our collection pricing
programs, with commercial and residential collection price growth of 4.5% in fiscal year 2015.

We attempt to offset core inflationary pressures on an ongoing basis. In fiscal year 2015, we implemented the Sustainability Recycling
Adjustment fee (“SRA fee”) to dynamically adjust residential and commercial collection pricing for monthly changes in recycling
commodity prices. The SRA fee has been well received by our customers and is helping to offset significant commodity price
headwinds.

During fiscal year 2014, we adjusted our sales force incentive compensation program to better support our efforts to drive
responsibility to the local operating level. We introduced a uniform commission structure tracking and payment system to help our
local teams administer customized commission structures for each sales representative, while maintaining a consistent system to track
performance.

Collection routes are the basic building blocks of our solid waste business and we believe that it is imperative that we seek to ensure
that each route is profitable and covers the cost of truck and container capital. In order to achieve this goal we developed and
implemented a route profitability tool to help our operating teams analyze and improve their routing productivity and profitability.
With the help of this tool, we increased the frequency of re-routing existing customers to improve efficiencies and take trucks off the
road. In addition, we routinely evaluate on an account-by-account basis existing customer service levels, service types, equipment
selection and truck type selection to seek to ensure that we are maximizing profitability and asset utilization. To further improve route
density, we focus our marketing and sales efforts on existing routes.

To augment our operating efforts, we implemented a comprehensive fleet plan during transition period 2014 to define our fleet
standards and specifically target truck replacements to maximize returns. We believe that this plan will help us to reduce our operating
costs and improve our capital efficiency by reducing downtime and maintenance costs and improving service levels.

Differentiating business with resource solutions

To complement our traditional solid waste offerings, we have developed a set of resource solutions and invested in select assets that
are intended to enhance our ability to support emerging customer and market needs. Our resource solutions strategy seeks to leverage
our core competencies across our operating segments in materials processing, industrial recycling, clean energy, and organics service
offerings in order to generate additional value from the waste stream for our customers. In fiscal year 2015, 25.4% of our revenues
were generated by our Recycling, Customer Solutions and Organics businesses in the aggregate.



For nearly 40 years, we have been a leader in providing recycling services to our customers. We currently own or operate six material
recovery facilities (“MRFs”) that use our Zero-Sort Recycling process, which we own or operate under long-term operating
agreements. With Zero-Sort Recycling, customers can commingle all of their recyclables (paper, cardboard, plastics, metals, and
glass) into a single, right-sized residential or commercial container. By making it easier for a customer to recycle, we have increased
recycling participation and yields, thereby increasing volumes through our MRFs and enhancing asset utilization.

The average mix of recycling commodities generated by residential and commercial customers has historically sold at an average price
that covered the cost of processing the materials, including an adequate return on the processing equipment, facilities, and rolling
stock necessary to process the recyclables. Since 2011, recycling commodity prices have declined by approximately 60% to
historically low levels as global demand for fiber and metal materials has significantly dropped and plastics pricing has declined with
lower crude oil pricing. Roughly half of this decline in recycling commodity pricing has occurred since the beginning of fiscal year
2015.

At current recycling commodity pricing levels, we are not generating adequate revenue from the sale of these commodities to cover
the cost of processing the materials or generating a positive return on our investment in recycling infrastructure. In order to continue to
provide these necessary services to our residential, commercial, municipal, and industrial customers, we have readdressed our pricing
model for these services by introducing the SRA fee in fiscal year 2015.

Our Customer Solutions business works with our industrial services, including multi-location customers, colleges and universities,
municipalities, and industrial customers to develop customized comprehensive solid waste solutions. The focus of this group is to help
these large scale organizations achieve waste reduction and diversion goals to meet their economic and environmental objectives. We
believe that we differentiate our services from our competitors by providing a personalized set of resource solutions, which enables us
to win new business, including traditional solid waste collection and disposal customers.

Our Organics business provides transportation, disposal and resource solutions to waste water treatment facilities across the northeast.
In fiscal year 2015, our operations managed approximately 0.7 million tons of biosolids, with 0.2 million tons of this material
internalized to our landfills and 0.4 million tons transformed into renewable products for fertilization and landscaping. In addition, our
Organics group has been working to develop and/or partner with firms that have developed innovative approaches to deriving
incremental value from source separated organics to comply with emerging waste regulations.

Improving our balance sheet and reducing business risk

We believe we are making excellent progress improving our balance sheet and reducing operational and financial risk. One of the key
pillars of this initiative is our Enterprise Risk Management (“ERM”) program that helps us to more effectively identify and mitigate
risk throughout all aspects of our business. This program has helped us to prioritize and focus resources on mitigating key risk areas.

During fiscal year 2015, our financial strategy was focused on maximizing cash flows to permanently retire indebtedness and
refinancing near term debt maturities to reduce financing risks. We made significant progress in each area during fiscal year 2015 as
we completed the refinancing of our senior revolving credit and letter of credit facility that was due March 2016 (“Senior Credit
Facility”) with our new senior secured asset-based revolving credit and letter of credit facility due February 2020 (“ABL Facility”) in
February 2015 and paid down our long-term debt by $15.8 million, decreasing our consolidated leverage ratio under our ABL Facility
to 4.75 as of December 31, 2015 from 5.43 as of March 31, 2015. The ABL Facility allowed us to move out a key maturity date, while
increasing our financial flexibility. We were able to take advantage of this additional flexibility during fiscal year 2015 by using
excess cash flows to buy-back on the open market and permanently retire $14.7 million of our 7.75% senior subordinated notes due
February 2019 (“2019 Notes”). The retirement of this portion of the 2019 Notes is expected to save us $1.1 million of annual cash
interest expense.

Over the last three years we have made significant progress in simplifying our business structure, improving cash flows and reducing
risk exposure by divesting and closing underperforming operations that did not enhance or complement our core operations. These
actions included: (1) the divestiture of Maine Energy Recovery Company, LP (“Maine Energy”), a low margin, negative cash flow
waste-to-energy operation, in fiscal year 2013; (2) the divestiture of KTI BioFuels, Inc. (“BioFuels”), a low margin, negative cash
flow C&D processing facility, in fiscal year 2014; (3) the sale of our 50% equity interest in US GreenFiber LLC (“GreenFiber”), a
negative cash flow cellulose insulation joint-venture, in fiscal year 2014; (4) the wind down of Casella-Altela Regional Environmental
Services, LLC (“CARES”) through the disposal of the remaining assets of CARES in fiscal year 2015, in which we held a 51%
membership interest; and (5) the sale of select low-margin collection routes in fiscal year 2015.

We believe that we are well-positioned for the future and remain strongly committed to a disciplined capital investment strategy, with
excess cash flow expected to be primarily used to repay indebtedness. Further, we plan to continue our efforts to actively review our
business portfolio for opportunities to improve financial performance by swapping or selling under-performing operations or making
selective tuck-in acquisitions to improve route density or internalization.



Operational Overview

Our solid waste and recycling operations comprise a full range of non-hazardous solid waste, services, including collections, transfer
stations, MRFs and disposal facilities.

Collections. A majority of our commercial and industrial collection services are performed under one-to-five year service agreements,
with prices and fees determined by such factors as: collection frequency; type of equipment and containers furnished; type, volume
and weight of solid waste collected; distance to the disposal or processing facility; and cost of disposal or processing. Our residential
collection and disposal services are performed either on a subscription basis (with no underlying contract) with individuals, or through
contracts with municipalities, homeowner associations, apartment building owners or mobile home park operators.

Transfer Stations. Our transfer stations receive, compact and transfer solid waste, collected primarily by our various residential and
commercial collection operations, for transport to disposal facilities by larger vehicles. We believe that transfer stations benefit us by:
(1) increasing the size of the wastesheds which have access to our landfills; (2) reducing costs by improving utilization of collection
personnel and equipment; and (3) helping us build relationships with municipalities and other customers by providing a local physical
presence and enhanced local service capabilities.

Material Recovery Facilities. Our MRFs receive, sort, bale and sell recyclable materials originating from the municipal solid waste
stream, including newsprint, cardboard, office paper, glass, plastic, steel or aluminum containers and bottles. We operate eight MRFs
within our Recycling region in geographic areas served by our collection divisions. Revenues are received from municipalities and
customers in the form of processing fees, tipping fees and commodity sales. These MRFs, three of which are located in New York,
two of which are located in Vermont, two of which are located in Massachusetts, and one of which is located in Maine, are large-
scale, high-volume facilities that process over 0.5 million tons per year of recycled materials delivered to them by municipalities and
commercial customers under long-term contracts. We also operate smaller MRFs, which generally process recyclables collected from
our various residential collection operations.

Landfills. We operate nine solid waste Subtitle D landfills and one landfill permitted to accept C&D materials. Revenues are received
from municipalities and customers in the form of tipping fees. The estimated capacity at our landfills is subject to change based on
engineering factors, requirements of regulatory authorities, our ability to continue to operate our landfills in compliance with
applicable regulations and our ability to successfully renew operating permits and obtain expansion permits at our sites. The following
table (in thousands) reflects the aggregate landfill capacity and airspace changes, in tons, for landfills we operated during fiscal year
2015, transition period 2014 and fiscal year 2014:

Fiscal Year 2015 Transition Period 2014 Fiscal Year 2014
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated
Remaining  Additional Remaining Additional Remaining Additional
Permitted Permittable Estimated Permitted Permittable Estimated Permitted Permittable  Estimated
Capacity Capacity Total Capacity Capacity Total Capacity Capacity Total
(€)] M) Capacity (€)] (€3]¢)) Capacity (€))] Mme) Capacity
Balance, beginning
of year.......coeeueneee. 26,456 76,547 103,003 29,164 80,525 109,689 34,780 75,936 110,716
New expansions
pursued (3) ...... — 1,366 1,366 — — — — 2,594 2,594
Permits
granted (4)........ — — — 1,462 (1,462) — — — —
Airspace
consumed ......... (3,793) — (3,793) (2,677) — (2,677) (3,465) — (3,465)
Changes in
engineering
estimates (5) ..... 545 3,470)  (2,925) (1,493) (2,516) (4,009) (2,151) 1,995 (156)
Balance, end of year..... 23,208 74,443 97,651 26,456 76,547 103,003 29,164 80,525 109,689

(1)  We convert estimated remaining permitted capacity and estimated additional permittable capacity from cubic yards to tons
generally by assuming a compaction factor equal to the historic average compaction factor applicable to the respective landfill
over the last three fiscal years. In addition to a total capacity limit, certain permits place a daily and/or annual limit on capacity.

(2) Represents capacity which we have determined to be “permittable” in accordance with the following criteria: (i) we control the
land on which the expansion is sought; (ii) all technical siting criteria have been met or a variance has been obtained or is
reasonably expected to be obtained; (iii) we have not identified any legal or political impediments which we believe will not be



resolved in our favor; (iv) we are actively working on obtaining any necessary permits and we expect that all required permits
will be received; and (v) senior management has approved the project.

(3) The change in new expansions pursued airspace capacity in fiscal year 2015 and fiscal year 2014 relates to the determination of
additional permittable airspace at our Southbridge and NCES landfills in the Eastern region and our Chemung landfill in the
Western region.

(4) The increase in remaining permitted airspace capacity in transition period 2014 was the result of a permit received at our NCES
landfill.

(5) The variation in changes in airspace capacity associated with engineering estimates in fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014
and fiscal year 2014 is primarily the result of changes in compaction at our landfills and estimated airspace changes associated
with design changes at certain of our landfills.

Eastern Region

NCES. The North Country Environmental Services landfill (“NCES”) is a Subtitle D landfill located in Bethlehem, New Hampshire
that we purchased in 1994. NCES currently consists of approximately 54 acres of landfill area, is permitted to accept municipal solid
waste, C&D material and certain pre-approved special waste and has no annual tonnage limitations.

Juniper Ridge. The Juniper Ridge landfill (“Juniper Ridge”) is a Subtitle D landfill located in West Old Town, Maine. In 2004, we
completed transactions with the State of Maine and Georgia-Pacific Corporation (“Georgia Pacific”), pursuant to which the State of
Maine took ownership of Juniper Ridge, formerly owned by Georgia Pacific, and we became the operator under a 30-year operating
and services agreement between us and the State of Maine. Juniper Ridge currently consists of approximately 179 acres of landfill
area, which is sufficient to permit the additional airspace required for the term of the 30-year operating and services agreement, and is
permitted to accept the following waste originating from the State of Maine: 0.1 million tons of municipal solid waste per year through
March 2018, C&D material, ash from municipal solid waste incinerators and fossil fuel boilers, front end processed residuals and
bypass municipal solid waste from waste-to-energy facilities and certain pre-approved special waste. Outside of the limitations on
municipal solid waste, there are no annual tonnage limitations at Juniper Ridge. In January 2015, we entered into an agreement with a
third-party to develop and construct a 4.8 mW/hr landfill gas-to-energy plant that is expected to be completed during the fiscal year
ending December 31, 2017, which will be owned and operated by this third-party.

Southbridge. Southbridge is a Subtitle D landfill located in Southbridge, Massachusetts. In 2003, we acquired Southbridge Recycling
and Disposal Park, Inc., which owns a recycling facility and has a contract with the Town of Southbridge, Massachusetts to operate
Southbridge. Southbridge currently consists of approximately 95 acres of landfill area, and is permitted to accept 0.4 million tons of
municipal solid waste, processed C&D residual material and certain pre-approved special waste annually. The Southbridge site houses
a landfill gas-to-energy plant, which is owned and operated by us, that has the capacity to generate 1.6 mW/hr of energy.

Closure Projects. In 2005, we started closure operations at the Worcester, Massachusetts landfill (“Worcester”). These closure
operations were completed in April 2014 when Worcester accepted its final tons of waste. We began final capping and closing
Worcester in May 2014 and expect to be completed final capping and closing in the fiscal year ending December 31, 2016. Worcester
is not included in the preceding table of landfill capacity.

Western Region

Waste USA. Waste USA, which is a Subtitle D landfill located in Coventry, Vermont that we purchased in 1995, is the only operating
permitted Subtitle D landfill in the State of Vermont. Waste USA currently consists of approximately 148 acres of landfill area, and is
permitted to accept 0.6 million tons of municipal solid waste, C&D material and certain pre-approved special waste annually. The
Waste USA site houses a landfill gas-to-energy plant, which is owned and operated by a third-party that has the capacity to generate
8.0 mW/hr of energy.

Clinton County. The Clinton County landfill (“Clinton”) is a Subtitle D landfill located in Schuyler Falls, New York. Clinton, which
currently consists of approximately 170 acres of landfill area, is leased from Clinton County and is currently permitted to accept
approximately 0.2 million tons of municipal solid waste, C&D material and certain pre-approved special waste annually. The Clinton
site houses a landfill gas-to-energy facility, which is owned by us and operated by a third-party, that has the capacity to generate 6.4
mW/hr of energy.

Hyland. The Hyland landfill (“Hyland”) is a Subtitle D landfill located in Angelica, New York that we own, which began accepting
waste in 1998. Hyland currently consists of approximately 121 acres of landfill area, and is permitted to accept 0.5 million tons of
municipal solid waste, C&D material and certain pre-approved special waste annually. The Hyland site houses a landfill gas-to-energy
facility, which is owned by us and operated by a third-party, that has the capacity to generate 4.8 mW/hr of energy. The Hyland
landfill has nearby access to a rail siding and has the potential to attract waste volumes shipped via rail.



Ontario. The Ontario landfill (“Ontario”) is a Subtitle D landfill located in Seneca, New York. In 2003, we entered into a 25-year
operation, management and lease agreement for Ontario with the Ontario County Board of Supervisors. Ontario currently consists of
approximately 170 acres of landfill area, and is permitted to accept 0.9 million tons of municipal solid waste, C&D material and
certain pre-approved special waste annually and is strategically situated to accept long haul volume from both the eastern and
downstate New York markets. In January 2016, we received an expansion permit at Ontario for the acceptance of an estimated

13.6 million tons. The Ontario site houses a single stream MRF, which is operated by us, and a landfill gas-to-energy facility, which is
owned and operated by a third-party, that has the capacity to generate 11.2 mW/hr of energy.

Hakes. The Hakes C&D landfill (“Hakes”) is a C&D landfill located in Campbell, New York that we purchased in 1998. Hakes
currently consists of approximately 81 acres of landfill area, and is permitted to accept 0.5 million tons of C&D material annually.
Hakes has nearby access to a rail siding and is being marketed to attract waste volumes shipped via rail.

Chemung. The Chemung landfill (“Chemung”) is a Subtitle D landfill located in Chemung, New York. In 2005, we entered into a 25-
year operation, management and lease agreement for Chemung and certain other facilities with Chemung County. Chemung is
strategically situated to accept long haul volume from both eastern and downstate New York markets. Chemung currently consists of
approximately 126 acres of landfill area, which is sufficient to permit the additional airspace required for the term of the 25-year
operation, management and lease agreement, and is permitted to accept 0.4 million tons of municipal solid waste and certain pre-
approved special waste annually and eighty thousand tons of C&D material annually.

McKean. The McKean landfill (“McKean”) is a Subtitle D landfill located in Mount Jewett, Pennsylvania that we purchased in 2011
as part of a bankruptcy reorganization. McKean currently consists of approximately 256 acres of landfill area, and is permitted to
accept one thousand tons of municipal solid waste, C&D material and certain pre-approved special waste daily. In March, 2014, the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania awarded a grant in the amount of $7.0 million to fund the construction of the rail siding at the landfill
which if completed, would expand the market reach for the landfill to other rail capable transfer facilities. We have not yet committed
to the construction of the rail siding pending a determination of the economic viability. We believe that the landfill is well situated to
provide services to the oil and gas industry that explores natural gas in the Marcellus Shale of Pennsylvania in the form of disposal
capacity for residual materials.

Closed Landfills

We also own and/or manage five unlined landfills and three lined landfills that are not currently in operation. We have closed and
capped all of these landfills according to applicable environmental regulatory standards.

Operating Segments

We manage our solid waste operations, which include a full range of solid waste services, on a geographic basis through two regional
operating segments, which we designate as the Eastern and Western regions. Our third operating segment is Recycling, which
comprises our larger-scale recycling operations and our commodity brokerage operations. Organic services, ancillary operations,
industrial services, discontinued operations and earnings from equity method investees, as applicable, are included in our “Other”
segment. See Note 19, Segment Reporting to our consolidated financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual Report on
Form 10-K for a summary of revenues, certain expenses, profitability, capital expenditures, goodwill, and total assets of our operating
segments.

Within each geographic region, we organize our solid waste services around smaller areas that we refer to as “wastesheds.” A
wasteshed is an area that comprises the complete cycle of activities in the solid waste services process, from collection to transfer
operations and recycling to disposal in landfills, some of which may be owned and or operated by third parties. We typically operate
several divisions within each wasteshed, each of which provides a particular service, such as collection, recycling, disposal or transfer.
Each division operates interdependently with the other divisions within the wasteshed. Each wasteshed generally operates
autonomously from adjoining wastesheds.

Through the eight MRFs and one commodity brokerage operation comprising the Recycling segment, Recycling provides services to
our six anchor contracts, which have original terms ranging from five to twenty years and expire at various times through calendar
year end 2028. The terms of each contract vary, but all of the contracts provide that the municipality or a third-party delivers materials
to our facility. These contracts may include a minimum volume guarantee by the municipality. We also have service agreements with
individual towns and cities and commercial customers, including small solid waste companies and major competitors that do not have
processing capacity within a specific geographic region.



The following table provides information about each operating segment (as of January 29, 2016 except revenue information, which is
for fiscal year 2015):

Eastern Western

Region Region Recycling Other
Revenues (in millions) ......c.cccceceveneecnnenne. § 1675 § 2320 § 46.3 $ 100.7
Solid waste collection operations.............. 14 20 — —
Transfer stations ........cccccevevevverececncnnenne 16 28 — —
Recycling facilities.........ccooceveerveneneecnee. 3 4 9 2
Subtitle D landfills ........ccccoeveveecncnennes 3 6 — —
Other disposal facilities..........ccceeeveevennen. — 1 — —

See our consolidated financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for our financial results for fiscal
year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, and our financial position as of December 31, 2015,
December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014.

Eastern region

The Eastern region consists of wastesheds located in Maine, northern, central and southeastern New Hampshire and central and
eastern Massachusetts. The Eastern region is vertically integrated, with transfer, landfill, processing and recycling assets serviced by
our collection operations. In February 2013, we aligned management of NCES with the Eastern region. NCES had been historically
aligned with the Western region. This move, combined with the permitting approvals at Southbridge, the opening of our transfer
station in Westbrook, Maine, and the divestiture of Maine Energy, has helped reduce our overall reliance on waste-to-energy disposal
capacity. Our December 2012 acquisition of Bestway Disposal Services and BBI Waste Services (“BBI”) strengthened both our
collection and transfer network in New Hampshire and Maine by adding three collection operations and four, either owned or
operated, transfer stations, and contributing additional internalized solid waste and recycling volumes to our disposal facilities. In
August 2013, we divested of our BioFuels C&D processing facility in Lewiston, Maine, allowing us to focus on our higher margin
core businesses.

We entered the Maine market in 1996 and have grown organically and through small acquisitions transacted in the late 1990’s and
early 2000’s. In 2004, we obtained the right to operate Juniper Ridge under a 30-year agreement with the State of Maine. In December
2012, we acquired BBI, which gave us additional hauling and transfer capacity in southern Maine.

We entered the southern New Hampshire market in 1999 and the eastern Massachusetts market in 2000 and since have grown
organically and through small acquisitions. In this market, we rely to a large extent on third-party disposal capacity, but NCES and
other assets have provided additional opportunities to internalize volumes. We believe that we can continue to increase internalization
rates in eastern Massachusetts as well with the increased capacity at Southbridge. In December 2013, we acquired a transfer station in
Oxford, Massachusetts, allowing greater operational flexibility for our solid waste and recycling collection operations. The facility is
permitted to accept 650 tons per day and provides a source of volume for Southbridge.

Western region

The Western region includes wastesheds located in Vermont, southwestern New Hampshire and eastern and upstate New York. The
portion of eastern New York served by the Western region includes Clinton (operation of Clinton County), Franklin, Essex, Warren,
Washington, Saratoga, Rennselaer and Albany counties.

The Western region also consists of wastesheds in upstate New York, which includes Ithaca, Elmira, Oneonta, Lowville, Potsdam,
Geneva, Auburn, Dunkirk, Jamestown and Olean counties. We entered these wastesheds in 1997 and have expanded primarily through
tuck-in acquisitions and organic growth. Our Western region collection operations include leadership positions in nearly every rural
market outside of the larger metropolitan markets such as Syracuse, Rochester, Buffalo and Albany.

We remain focused on increasing our vertical integration in the Western region through extension of our reach into new markets and
managing new materials. We believe that maximizing these logistics through the use of rail, if implemented, long haul trucks and
trailer tippers at our facilities will increase our reach.



Recycling

Our Recycling segment is one of the largest processors and marketers of recycled materials in the northeastern United States,
comprised of eight MRFs that process and market recyclable materials that municipalities and commercial customers deliver under
long-term contracts. Two of the eight MRFs are leased, three are owned, and three are operated by us under contracts with third-
parties. In fiscal year 2015, the Recycling segment processed and/or marketed over 0.5 million tons of recyclable materials including
tons marketed through our commodity brokerage division and our baling facilities located throughout our footprint. Recycling’s
facilities are located in Vermont, New York, Maine, and Massachusetts.

A significant portion of the material provided to Recycling is delivered pursuant to six anchor contracts. The anchor contracts have an
original term of five to twenty years and expire at various times through 2028. The terms of the recycling contracts vary, but all of the
contracts provide that the municipality or a third-party delivers the recycled materials to our facility. Under the recycling contracts, we
charge the municipality a fee for each ton of material delivered to us. Some contracts contain revenue sharing arrangements under
which the municipality receives a specified percentage of our revenues from the sale of the recovered materials.

Our Recycling segment derives a significant portion of its revenues from the sale of recyclable materials. Since purchase and sale
prices of recyclable materials, particularly newspaper, corrugated containers, plastics, ferrous and aluminum, can fluctuate based upon
market conditions, we use long-term supply contracts with customers to reduce commodity risk. Under such contracts, we obtain a
guaranteed minimum price for the recyclable materials along with a commitment to receive higher prices if the current market price
rises. The contracts are generally with large domestic companies that use the recyclable materials in their manufacturing process, such
as paper, packaging and consumer goods companies. In fiscal year 2015, 31.4% of the revenues from the sale of residential recyclable
materials were derived from sales under long-term contracts which may include floor prices. At times, we also hedge against
fluctuations in the commodity prices of recycled paper and corrugated containers in order to mitigate the variability in cash flows and
earnings generated from the sales of recycled materials at floating prices. As of December 31, 2015, no such commodity hedges were
in place.

Other

Our Other segment derives a significant portion of its revenues from our Customer Solutions and Organics businesses. Our resource
solutions strategy seeks to leverage our core competencies in materials processing, industrial recycling, clean energy, and organics
service offerings in order to generate additional value from the waste stream for our customers. Our Customer Solutions business
works with industrial services (including multi-location customers, colleges and universities, municipalities, and industrial customers)
to develop customized solid waste solutions. The focus of this business is to help these large scale organizations achieve waste
reduction and diversion goals to meet their economic and environmental objectives. We differentiate our services from our
competitors by providing a customized set of comprehensive resource solutions, which enables us to win new business, including
traditional solid waste collection and disposal customers.

Our Organics business has been working to develop and/or partner with firms that have developed innovative approaches to deriving
incremental value from the organic portion of the waste stream. Through our Earthlife” soils products, we offer a wide array of
organic fertilizers, composts, and mulches that help our customers recycle organic waste streams. We also have an ownership interest
in AGreen Energy, LLC (“AGreen”) and BGreen Energy, LLC (“BGreen”), which we account for as cost method investments, that
partners with other capital investors to build farm-based anaerobic digesters in the Northeast to generate electricity from farm and
food waste streams.

Casella-Altela Regional Environmental Services, LL.C

CARES is a joint venture that owned and operated a water and leachate treatment facility for the natural gas drilling industry in
Pennsylvania. Our joint venture partner in CARES is Altela, Inc. (“Altela”). In fiscal year 2014, we determined that assets of the
CARES water treatment facility were no longer operational or were not operating within product performance parameters. As a result,
we initiated a plan to abandon and shut down the operations of CARES. It was determined that the carrying value of the assets of
CARES was no longer recoverable and, as a result, the carrying value of the asset group was assessed for impairment and impaired.
As aresult, we recorded an impairment charge of $7.5 million in fiscal year 2014 to the asset group of CARES in the Western region.

We executed a purchase and sale agreement in fiscal year 2015 pursuant to which we and Altela agreed to sell certain assets of the
CARES water treatment facility to a third-party. We sold these assets of CARES for purchase consideration of $3.5 million, resulting
in a gain of $2.9 million in fiscal year 2015, 49% of which was attributable to Altela, the noncontrolling interest holder. As of
December 31, 2015, we continued to pursue the dissolution of CARES in accordance with the CARES agreement.



In connection with this transaction, we also sold certain of our equipment and real estate to the same third-party for total consideration
of $1.1 million, resulting in a gain of $0.9 million in fiscal year 2015. As of December 31, 2015, our ownership interest in CARES is
51%. In accordance with the Financial Accounting Standards Board (“FASB”) Accounting Standards Codification (“ASC”) 810-10-
15, we consolidate the assets, liabilities, noncontrolling interest and results of operations of CARES into our consolidated financial
statements due to our controlling financial interest in the joint venture.

Equity Method Investments

In the fiscal year 2014, we sold our 50% membership interest in GreenFiber and purchased the remaining 50% membership of
Tompkins County Recycling LLC (“Tompkins™), both of which were previously accounted for using the equity method of accounting.

GreenFiber. In fiscal year 2014, we and Louisiana Pacific Corporation (“LP”’) executed a purchase and sale agreement with a limited
liability company formed by Tenex Capital Partners, L.P., pursuant to which we and LP agreed to sell our membership interests in
GreenFiber for total cash consideration of $18.0 million plus an expected working capital true-up less any indebtedness and other
unpaid transaction costs of GreenFiber as of the closing date. The transaction was completed for $19.2 million in gross cash proceeds,
including a $1.2 million working capital adjustment. After netting indebtedness of GreenFiber and transaction costs, our 50% of the
net cash proceeds amounted to $3.4 million. After considering the $0.6 million impact of our unrealized losses relating to derivative
instruments in accumulated other comprehensive income on our investment in GreenFiber, we recorded a gain on sale of equity
method investment of $0.6 million in fiscal year 2014.

Tompkins. Also in fiscal year 2014, we purchased the remaining 50% membership interest of Tompkins for total cash consideration of
$0.4 million. The acquisition-date fair value of our investment in Tompkins, which was determined using the cost approach based on
an assessment of the price to purchase the acquired assets of Tompkins prior to the acquisition date, was $0.3 million. We recognized
a gain of $0.1 million in fiscal year 2014 through loss from equity method investments due to the remeasurement. As a result of the
purchase, we began including the accounts of Tompkins in our consolidated financial statements.

Competition

The solid waste services industry is highly competitive. We compete for collection and disposal volume primarily on the basis of the
quality, breadth and price of our services. From time to time, competitors may reduce the price of their services in an effort to expand
market share or to win a competitively bid municipal contract. These practices may also lead to reduced pricing for our services or the
loss of business. In addition, competition exists within the industry for potential acquisition candidates.

The larger urban markets in which we compete are served by one or more of the large national solid waste companies, including
Waste Management, Inc., Republic Services, Inc. and Waste Connections, Inc., that may be able to achieve greater economies of scale
than we can. We also compete with a number of regional and local companies that offer competitive prices and quality service. In
addition, we compete with operators of alternative disposal facilities, including incinerators, and with certain municipalities, counties
and districts that operate their own solid waste collection and disposal facilities. Public sector facilities may have certain advantages
over us due to the availability of user fees, charges or tax revenues and tax-exempt financing.

Marketing and Sales

We have fully integrated sales and marketing strategies with a primary focus on acquiring and retaining commercial, industrial,
municipal and residential customers. Our business strategy focuses on creating a highly differentiated sustainable resource
management model that meets customers’ unique needs and provides value “beyond the curb”.

Maintenance of a local presence and identity is an important aspect of our sales and marketing strategy, and many of our divisional
managers are involved in local governmental, civic and business organizations. Our name and logo, or, where appropriate, that of our
divisional operations, are displayed on all of our containers and trucks. We attend and make presentations at municipal and state
meetings, and we advertise in a variety of media throughout our service footprint.

The Customer Solutions business serves customers with multiple locations and is also focused on growing our share of business with
municipal, institutional and industrial customers. This group provides customers with a broader set of solutions to augment our
regional and divisional service capabilities.

Marketing activities are focused on attracting new commercial and residential customers directly on-route in order to enhance
profitability. Marketing campaigns are integrated with divisional management, sales personnel and the centralized customer care
center.



Employees

As of January 29, 2016, we employed approximately 1,900 people, including approximately 400 professionals or managers, sales,
clerical, information systems or other administrative employees and approximately 1,500 employees involved in collection, transfer,
disposal, recycling or other operations. Approximately 80 of our employees are covered by collective bargaining agreements. We
believe relations with our employees are good.

Risk Management, Insurance and Performance or Surety Bonds

We actively maintain environmental and other risk management programs that we believe are appropriate for our business. Our
environmental risk management program includes evaluating existing facilities, as well as potential acquisitions, for compliance with
environmental law requirements. We also maintain a worker safety program, which focuses on safe practices in the workplace.
Operating practices at all of our operations are intended to reduce the possibility of environmental contamination, enforcement actions
and litigation.

We carry a range of insurance intended to protect our assets and operations, including a commercial general liability policy and a
property damage policy. A partially or completely uninsured claim against us (including liabilities associated with cleanup or
remediation at our facilities), if successful and of sufficient magnitude, could have a material adverse effect on our business, financial
condition and results of operations. Any future difficulty in obtaining insurance could also impair our ability to secure future contracts,
which may be conditioned upon the availability of adequate insurance coverage.

We self-insure for automobile and workers’ compensation coverage with reinsurance coverage limiting our maximum exposure. Our
maximum exposure in fiscal year 2015 under the workers” compensation plan was $1.0 million per individual event. Our maximum
exposure in fiscal year 2015 under the automobile plan was $1.2 million per individual event.

Municipal solid waste collection contracts and landfill closure and post-closure obligations may require performance or surety bonds,
letters of credit or other means of financial assurance to secure contractual performance. While we have not experienced difficulty in
obtaining these financial instruments, if we are unable to obtain these financial instruments in sufficient amounts or at acceptable rates
we could be precluded from entering into additional municipal contracts or obtaining or retaining landfill operating permits.

We hold a 19.9% ownership interest in Evergreen National Indemnity Company (“Evergreen”), a surety company which provides
surety bonds to secure our contractual obligations for certain municipal solid waste collection contracts and landfill closure and post-
closure obligations. Our ownership interest in Evergreen is pledged to Evergreen as security for our obligations under the bonds they
provide on our behalf.

Customers

We provide our collection services to commercial, institutional, industrial and residential customers. A majority of our commercial
and industrial collection services are performed under one-to-five year service agreements, and fees are determined by such factors as:
professional or management services required; collection frequency; type of equipment and containers furnished; the type, volume and
weight of the solid waste collected; the distance to the disposal or processing facility; and the cost of disposal or processing. Our
residential collection and disposal services are performed either on a subscription basis (with no underlying contract) with individuals,
or through contracts with municipalities, homeowners associations, apartment owners or mobile home park operators.

Our Recycling segment provides recycling services to municipalities, commercial haulers and commercial waste generators within the
geographic proximity of the processing facilities.

Seasonality and Severe Weather

Our transfer and disposal revenues historically have been higher in the late spring, summer and early fall months. This seasonality
reflects lower volumes of waste in the late fall, winter and early spring months because:

. the volume of waste relating to C&D activities decreases substantially during the winter months in the northeastern United
States; and

. decreased tourism in Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine and eastern New York during the winter months tends to lower the
volume of waste generated by commercial and restaurant customers, which is partially offset by increased volume from the ski
industry.



Because certain of our operating and fixed costs remain constant throughout the fiscal year, operating income is therefore impacted by
a similar seasonality. Our operations can also be adversely affected by periods of inclement or severe weather, which could increase
our operating costs associated with the collection and disposal of waste, delay the collection and disposal of waste, reduce the volume
of waste delivered to our disposal sites, increase the volume of waste collected under our existing contracts (without corresponding
compensation), decrease the throughput and operating efficiency of our materials recycling facilities, or delay construction or
expansion of our landfill sites and other facilities. Our operations can also be favorably affected by severe weather, which could
increase the volume of waste in situations where we are able to charge for our additional services provided.

Our Recycling segment experiences increased volumes of fiber in November and December due to increased newspaper advertising
and retail activity during the holiday season.

Regulation
Introduction

We are subject to extensive and evolving federal, state and local environmental laws and regulations which have become increasingly
stringent in recent years. The environmental regulations affecting us are administered by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (“EPA”) and other federal, state and local environmental, zoning, health and safety agencies. Failure to comply with such
requirements could result in substantial costs, including civil and criminal fines and penalties. Except as described in this Annual
Report on Form 10-K, we believe that we are currently in substantial compliance with applicable federal, state and local
environmental laws, permits, orders and regulations. Other than as disclosed herein, we do not currently anticipate any material costs
to bring our operations into environmental compliance, although there can be no assurance in this regard for the future. We expect that
our operations in the solid waste services industry will be subject to continued and increased regulation, legislation and enforcement
actions. We attempt to anticipate future legal and regulatory requirements and to keep our operations in compliance with those
requirements.

In order to transport, process, or dispose of solid waste, it is necessary for us to possess and comply with one or more permits from
federal, state and/or local agencies. We must renew these permits periodically, and the permits may be modified or revoked by the
issuing agency.

The principal federal statutes and regulations applicable to our operations are as follows:

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976, as amended (“RCRA”)

The RCRA regulates the generation, treatment, storage, handling, transportation and disposal of solid waste and requires states to
develop programs to ensure the safe disposal of solid waste. The RCRA divides waste into two categories, hazardous and non-
hazardous. Wastes are generally classified as hazardous if they either (a) are specifically included on a list of hazardous wastes, or
(b) exhibit certain characteristics defined as hazardous and are not specifically designated as non-hazardous. Wastes classified as
hazardous waste are subject to more extensive regulation than wastes classified as non-hazardous, and businesses that deal with
hazardous waste are subject to regulatory obligations in addition to those imposed on businesses that deal with non-hazardous waste.

Among the wastes that are specifically designated as non-hazardous are household waste and “special” waste, including items such as
petroleum contaminated soils, asbestos, foundry sand, shredder fluff and most non-hazardous industrial waste products.

The EPA regulations issued under Subtitle C of the RCRA impose a comprehensive “cradle to grave” system for tracking the
generation, transportation, treatment, storage and disposal of hazardous wastes. Subtitle C regulations impose obligations on
generators, transporters and disposers of hazardous wastes, and require permits that are costly to obtain and maintain for sites where
those businesses treat, store or dispose of such material. Subtitle C requirements include detailed operating, inspection, training and
emergency preparedness and response standards, as well as requirements for manifesting, record keeping and reporting, corrective
action, facility closure, post-closure and financial responsibility. Most states have promulgated regulations modeled on some or all of
the Subtitle C provisions issued by the EPA, and in many instances the EPA has delegated to those states the principal role in
regulating businesses which are subject to those requirements. Some state regulations impose obligations different from and in
addition to those the EPA imposes under Subtitle C.

Leachate generated at our landfills and transfer stations is tested on a regular basis, and generally is not regulated as a hazardous waste
under federal law. However, there is no guarantee that leachate generated from our facilities in the future will not be classified as
hazardous waste.



In October 1991, the EPA adopted the Subtitle D regulations under RCRA governing solid waste landfills. The Subtitle D regulations,
which generally became effective in October 1993, include siting restrictions, facility design standards, operating criteria, closure and
post-closure requirements, financial assurance requirements, groundwater monitoring requirements, groundwater remediation
standards and corrective action requirements. In addition, the Subtitle D regulations require that new landfill sites meet more stringent
liner design criteria (typically, composite soil and synthetic liners or two or more synthetic liners) intended to keep leachate out of
groundwater and have extensive collection systems to carry away leachate for treatment prior to disposal. Regulations generally
require us to install groundwater monitoring wells at virtually all landfills we operate, to monitor groundwater quality and, indirectly,
the effectiveness of the leachate collection systems. The Subtitle D regulations also require facility owners or operators to control
emissions of landfill gas (including methane) generated at landfills exceeding certain regulatory thresholds. State landfill regulations
must meet those requirements or the EPA will impose such requirements upon landfill owners and operators in that state.

The Federal Water Pollution Control Act of 1972, as amended (“Clean Water Act™)

The Clean Water Act regulates the discharge of pollutants into the “waters of the United States” from a variety of sources, including
solid waste disposal sites and transfer stations, processing facilities and waste-to-energy facilities (collectively, “solid waste
management facilities”). If run-off, treated leachate from our solid waste management facilities is discharged into streams, rivers or
other surface waters, the Clean Water Act would require us to apply for and obtain a discharge permit, conduct sampling and
monitoring and, under certain circumstances, reduce the quantity of pollutants in such discharge. A permit also may be required if that
run-off or leachate is discharged to a treatment facility that is owned by a local municipality. Almost all solid waste management
facilities must comply with the EPA’s storm water regulations, which govern the discharge of regulated storm water to surface waters.

Under federal regulation, facilities that have above ground and/or below ground petroleum storage capacities over certain thresholds
may be subject to regulations and/or permitting under the Clean Water Act. Many of our facilities have petroleum storage and are
required to have a spill, prevention, control and countermeasures (“SPCC”) plan to prevent petroleum release to waters of the U.S. due
to a spill rupture or leak.

Several states in which we operate have been delegated the authority to implement the Clean Water Act requirements and in some
cases the regulations are more stringent than the federal regulations. We believe we are in compliance with the Clean Water Act
regulations, however future changes to the law or regulations could have a material impact on our business.

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, as amended (“CERCLA”)

CERCLA established a regulatory and remedial program intended to provide for the investigation and remediation of facilities where,
or from which, a release of any hazardous substance into the environment has occurred or is threatened. CERCLA has been interpreted
to impose retroactive strict, and under certain circumstances, joint and severable, liability for the costs to investigate and clean up
facilities on current owners and operators of the site, former owners and operators of the site at the time of the disposal of the
hazardous substances, as well as the generators and certain transporters of the hazardous substances. In addition, CERCLA imposes
liability for the costs of evaluating and addressing damage to natural resources. The costs of CERCLA investigation and cleanup can
be substantial. Liability under CERCLA does not depend upon the existence or disposal of “hazardous waste” as defined by RCRA,
but can be based on the presence of any of more than 700 “hazardous substances” listed by the EPA, many of which can be found in
household waste. In addition, the definition of “hazardous substances” in CERCLA incorporates substances designated as hazardous
or toxic under the Federal Clean Water Act, Clean Air Act and Toxic Substances Control Act. If we were found to be a responsible
party for a CERCLA cleanup, under certain circumstances, the enforcing agency could pursue us or any other responsible party, for all
investigative and remedial costs, even if others also were liable. CERCLA also authorizes the EPA to impose a lien in favor of the
United States upon all real property subject to, or affected by, a remedial action for all costs for which the property owner is liable.
CERCLA provides a responsible party with the right to bring a contribution action against other responsible parties for their allocable
share of investigative and remedial costs. Our ability to obtain reimbursement for amounts we pay in excess of our allocable share of
such costs would be limited by our ability to identify and locate other responsible parties and to prove the extent of their responsibility
and by the financial resources of such other parties.

The Clean Air Act of 1970, as amended (“Clean Air Act”)

The Clean Air Act, generally through state implementation of federal requirements, regulates emissions of air pollutants from certain
landfills based upon the date the landfill was constructed and the annual volume of emissions. The EPA has promulgated new source
performance standards regulating air emissions of certain regulated pollutants (non-methane organic compounds) from municipal solid
waste landfills. Landfills located in areas where ambient levels of regulated pollutants exceed certain thresholds may be subject to
more extensive air pollution controls and emission limitations. In addition, the EPA has issued standards regulating the disposal of
asbestos-containing materials under the Clean Air Act.



The EPA is also focusing on the emissions of greenhouse gases, or GHG, including carbon dioxide and methane. In December, 2009,
the EPA issued its “endangerment finding” that carbon dioxide poses a threat to human health and welfare, providing the basis for the
EPA to regulate GHG emissions. In December 2009 the EPA’s “Mandatory Reporting of Greenhouse Gases” rule went into effect,
requiring facilities that emit twenty-five thousand metric tons or more per year of GHG emissions to submit annual reports to the EPA.

In June 2010, the EPA issued the so-called “GHG Tailoring Rule”, which described how certain sources that emit GHG would be
subject to heightened Clean Air Act PSD / Title V regulation. In July 2011, however, the EPA promulgated a rule that, broadly,
deferred for three years the applicability of those regulations with regard to sources emitting carbon dioxide from biomass-fired and
other “biogenic” sources. In June 2014, the U.S. Supreme Court issued a decision partially invalidating EPA’s Tailoring Rule. We do
not know whether or when the EPA will put those regulations in place following the Supreme Court decision, or what obligations such
regulations will impose on our operations.

The adoption of other laws and regulations, which may include the imposition of fees or taxes, could adversely affect our collection
and disposal operations. Additionally, certain of the states in which we operate are contemplating air pollution control regulations
relating to GHG that may be more stringent than regulations the EPA may promulgate. Changing environmental regulations could
require us to take any number of actions, including purchasing emission allowances or installing additional pollution control
technology, and could make some operations less profitable, which could adversely affect our results of operations.

Congress also is considering various options, including a cap and trade system, which could impose a limit on and establish a pricing
mechanism for GHG emissions and emission allowances. There also is increasing pressure for the United States to join international
efforts to control GHG emissions.

The Clean Air Act regulates emissions of air pollutants from our processing facilities. The EPA has enacted standards that apply to
those emissions. It is possible that the EPA, or a state where we operate, will enact additional or different emission standards in the
future.

All of the federal statutes described above authorize lawsuits by private citizens to enforce certain provisions of the statutes. In
addition to a penalty award to the United States, some of those statutes authorize an award of attorney’s fees to private parties
successfully advancing such an action.

The Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970, as amended (“OSHA”)

OSHA establishes employer responsibilities and authorizes the Occupational Safety and Health Administration to promulgate and
enforce occupational health and safety standards, including the obligation to maintain a workplace free of recognized hazards likely to
cause death or serious injury, to comply with adopted worker protection standards, to maintain certain records, to provide workers
with required disclosures and to implement certain health and safety training programs. A variety of those promulgated standards may
apply to our operations, including those standards concerning notices of hazards, safety in excavation and demolition work, the
handling of asbestos and asbestos-containing materials, and worker training and emergency response programs.

The Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978, As Amended (“PURPA”)

PURPA exempts qualifying facilities from most federal and state laws governing the financial organization and rate regulation of
electric utilities, and generally requires electric utilities to purchase electricity generated by qualifying facilities at a price equal to the
utility’s full “avoided cost”. Our four landfill gas-to-energy facilities are self- certified as “qualifying facilities”.

State and Local Regulations

Each state in which we now operate or may operate in the future has laws and regulations governing (1) water and air pollution, and
the generation, storage, treatment, handling, processing, transportation, incineration and disposal of solid waste and hazardous waste;
(2) in most cases, the siting, design, operation, maintenance, closure and post-closure maintenance of solid waste management
facilities; and (3) in some cases, vehicle emissions limits or fuel types, which impact our collection operations. Such standards
typically are as stringent as, and may be more stringent and broader in scope than, federal regulations. Most of the federal statutes
noted above authorize states to enact and enforce laws with standards that are more protective of the environment than the federal
analog. In addition, many states have adopted statutes comparable to, and in some cases more stringent than, CERCLA. These statutes
impose requirements for investigation and remediation of contaminated sites and liability for costs and damages associated with such
sites, and some authorize the state to impose liens to secure costs expended addressing contamination on property owned by
responsible parties. Some of those liens may take priority over previously filed instruments. Some states have enacted statutes that
impose liability for substances in addition to the “hazardous substances” listed by EPA under CERCLA.



Many municipalities in which we currently operate or may operate in the future also have ordinances, laws and regulations affecting
our operations. These include zoning and health measures that limit solid waste management activities to specified sites or conduct,
flow control provisions that direct the delivery of solid wastes to specific facilities or to facilities in specific areas, laws that grant the
right to establish franchises for collection services and then put out for bid the right to provide collection services, and bans or other
restrictions on the movement of solid wastes into a municipality.

Some states have enacted laws that allow agencies with jurisdiction over waste management facilities to deny or revoke permits based
on the applicant’s or permit holder’s compliance status. Some states also consider the compliance history of the corporate parent,
subsidiaries and affiliates of the applicant or permit holder.

Certain permits and approvals issued under state or local law may limit the types of waste that may be accepted at a solid waste
management facility or the quantity of waste that may be accepted at a solid waste management facility during a specific time period.
In addition, certain permits and approvals, as well as certain state and local regulations, may limit a solid waste management facility to
accepting waste that originates from specified geographic areas or seek to restrict the importation of out-of-state waste or otherwise
discriminate against out-of-state waste. Generally, restrictions on importing out-of-state waste have not withstood judicial challenge.
However, from time to time federal legislation is proposed which would allow individual states to prohibit the disposal of out-of-state
waste or to limit the amount of out-of-state waste that could be imported for disposal and would require states, under certain
circumstances, to reduce the amounts of waste exported to other states. Although such legislation has not been passed by Congress, if
similar legislation is enacted, states in which we operate solid waste management facilities could limit or prohibit the importation of
out-of-state waste. Such actions could materially and adversely affect the business, financial condition and results of operations of any
of our landfills within those states that receive a significant portion of waste originating from out-of-state.

Certain states and localities may restrict the export of waste from their jurisdiction, or require that a specified amount of waste be
disposed of at facilities within their jurisdiction. In 1994, the U.S. Supreme Court rejected as unconstitutional and therefore invalid, a
local ordinance that sought to limit waste going out of the locality by imposing a requirement that the waste be delivered to a
particular privately-owned facility. However, in 2007, the U.S. Supreme Court upheld a U.S. District Court ruling that the flow control
regulations in Oneida and Herkimer counties in New York requiring trash haulers to use publicly-owned transfer stations are
constitutional, and therefore valid. Additionally, certain state and local jurisdictions continue to seek to enforce such restrictions.
Further, some proposed federal legislation would allow states and localities to impose flow restrictions. Those restrictions could
reduce the volume of waste going to solid waste management facilities in certain areas, which may materially adversely affect our
ability to operate our facilities and/or affect the prices we can charge for certain services. Those restrictions also may result in higher
disposal costs for our collection operations. In sum, flow control restrictions could have a material adverse effect on our business,
financial condition and results of operations.

There has been an increasing trend at the state and local levels to mandate or encourage both waste reduction at the source and waste
recycling, and to prohibit or restrict the disposal in landfills of certain types of solid wastes, including yard wastes and leaves, food
wastes, beverage containers, newspapers, household appliances and electronics such as computers, and batteries. Regulations reducing
the volume and types of wastes available for transport to and disposal in landfills could affect our ability to operate our landfill
facilities. Vermont, for example, enacted Act 148, containing among other things, a phased waste ban for recyclables, organics and
leaf/yard waste. The bill became effective July 1, 2012, with phased deadlines for compliance beginning 2014 through 2020. Vermont
also passed a bill requiring recycling of architectural waste from construction or demolition of a commercial project. The law became
effective in January 2015.

Massachusetts revised its regulations governing solid waste management with a framework to encourage the re-use of organic waste
material and prohibiting such material from disposal for large-scale commercial generators by October 2014.

New York State is considering revisions to its regulations governing solid waste management, 6 NYCRR Part 360.

Although there is no federal law governing extended producer responsibility (“EPR”) regulations; many states have implemented EPR
regulations for certain products. EPR regulations are intended to place responsibility for ultimate management or end-of-useful-life
handling of the products they create. In addition to financial responsibility, an EPR program may include responsibility for local take-
back or recycling programs. For example, several states in which we operate have EPR regulations for electronic waste. If broad EPR
laws or regulations were adopted and managed under a manufacturer implemented program, it could have an impact on our business.



Executive Officers of the Registrant

Our executive officers and their respective ages are as follows:

Name Age Position
John W. Casella .......cccocevenerenennee. 65 Chairman of the Board of Directors, Chief Executive Officer and Secretary
Edwin D. Johnson........cccceceecevennenn 58 President and Chief Operating Officer
Edmond “Ned” R. Coletta................ 40 Senior Vice President and Chief Financial Officer
Christopher B. Heald ............c..c....... 51 Vice President and Chief Accounting Officer
David L. Schmitt........ccccccecvveninnnne. 65 Senior Vice President and General Counsel

John W. Casella has served as Chairman of our Board of Directors since July 2001 and as our Chief Executive Officer since 1993. Mr.
Casella also served as our President from 1993 to July 2001 and as Chairman of our Board from 1993 to December 1999. In addition,
Mr. Casella has served as Chairman of the Board of Directors of Casella Waste Management, Inc., a wholly-owned subsidiary of ours,
since 1977. Mr. Casella is also an executive officer and director of Casella Construction, Inc., a company owned by Mr. Casella and
his brother Douglas R. Casella, also a member of our Board of Directors, which specializes in general contracting, soil excavation and
heavy equipment work, and which performs landfill-construction and related services for us. Mr. Casella has been a member of
numerous industry-related and community service-related state and local boards and commissions, including the National Recycling
Coalition, Board of Directors of the Associated Industries of Vermont, the Association of Vermont Recyclers, the Vermont State
Chamber of Commerce, the Rutland Industrial Development Corporation and the Rutland Regional Medical Center. Mr. Casella has
also served on various state task forces, serving in an advisory capacity to the Governors of Vermont and New Hampshire on solid
waste issues. Mr. Casella holds an A.S. in Business Management from Bryant & Stratton College and a B.S. in Business Education
from Castleton State College.

Edwin D. Johnson has served as our President and Chief Operating Officer since December 2012 and as our Senior Vice President and
Chief Financial Officer from July 2010 until December 2012. From March 2007 to July 2010, Mr. Johnson served as Executive Vice
President, Chief Financial Officer and Chief Accounting Officer at Waste Services, Inc, a solid waste services company. From
November 2004 to March 2007, Mr. Johnson served as Chief Financial Officer of Expert Real Estate Services, Inc., a full service real
estate brokerage company. Mr. Johnson is a Certified Public Accountant and holds an MBA from Florida International University and
a Bachelor of Science in Accounting and Administration from Washington & Lee University.

Edmond “Ned” R. Coletta has served as our Senior Vice President, Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer since December

2012. Mr. Coletta joined us in December 2004 and has served in positions of increasing responsibility, including most recently as our
Vice President of Finance and Investor Relations from January 2011 to December 2012. Prior to that Mr. Coletta served as our
Director of Finance and Investor Relations from August 2005 to January 2011. From 2002 until he joined us, Mr. Coletta served as the
Chief Financial Officer and was a member of the Board of Directors of Avedro, Inc. (FKA ThermalVision, Inc.), an early stage
medical device company that he co-founded. From 1997 to 2001, he served as a research and development engineer for Lockheed
Martin Michoud Space Systems. Mr. Coletta holds an MBA from the Tuck School of Business at Dartmouth College and a Bachelor
of Science in Materials Science Engineering from Brown University.

Christopher B. Heald has served as our Vice President of Finance and Chief Accounting Officer since January 2013. Mr. Heald joined
us in September 2001 and has served in positions of increasing responsibility, including most recently as our Director of Financial
Reporting and Analysis from July 2010 to January 2013 and as our Accounting Manager from August 2002 to July 2010. Mr. Heald is
a Certified Public Accountant and holds a Bachelor of Science in Business Administration from the University of Vermont.

David L. Schmitt has served as our Senior Vice President and General Counsel since June 2012. Mr. Schmitt joined us in May 2006 as
our Vice President, General Counsel. Prior to that, Mr. Schmitt served as President of a privately held consulting firm, and further
served from 2002 until 2005 as Vice President and General Counsel of BioEnergy International, LLC, (a predecessor company to
Myriant Corporation), a firm specializing in the production of bio-succinic acid. He served from 1995 until 2001, as Senior Vice
President, General Counsel and Secretary of Bradlees, Inc., a retailer in the northeast United States, and from 1986 through 1990, as
Vice President and General Counsel of Wheelabrator Technologies, Inc., a multi-faceted corporation specializing in the development,
ownership and operation of large-scale power facilities, fueled by solid waste and other alternative fuels.

Available of Reports and Other Information

Our website is www.casella.com. We make available, free of charge through our website, our Annual and Transition Reports on Form
10-K and 10-KT, Quarterly Reports on Form 10-Q, Current Reports on Form 8-K, Proxy Statement on Schedule 14A, and any
amendments to those materials filed pursuant to Sections 13(a) and 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended. We
make these reports available through our website as soon as reasonably practicable after we electronically file such materials with or
furnish them to the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”). The information found on our website is not part of this or any
other report we file with or furnish to the SEC.



You may read and copy any materials we file with the SEC at the SEC’s Public Reference Room at 100 F Street, NE, Washington, DC
20549. You may obtain information on the operation of the Public Reference Room by calling the SEC at 1-800-SEC-0330. The SEC
also maintains an Internet website that contains reports, proxy and information statements, and other information regarding us and
other issuers that file electronically with the SEC. The SEC’s Internet website address is www.sec.gov.

ITEM 1A. RISK FACTORS

The following important factors, among others, could cause actual results to differ materially from those indicated by forward-looking
statements made in this Annual Report on Form 10-K and presented elsewhere by management from time to time. The risks and
uncertainties described below are those that we have identified as material, but are not the only risks and uncertainties facing us. Our
business is also subject to general risks and uncertainties that affect many other companies, including overall economic and industry
conditions, especially in the northeastern United States, where our operations and customers are principally located, changes in laws
or accounting rules or other disruptions of expected economic or business conditions. Additional risks and uncertainties not currently
known to us or that we currently believe are not material also may impair our business’s results of operations and financial condition.

Risks Related to Our Business

We face substantial competition in the solid waste services industry, and if we cannot successfully compete in the marketplace, our
business, financial condition and results of operations may be materially adversely affected.

The solid waste services industry is highly competitive, has undergone a period of consolidation and requires substantial labor and
capital resources. Some of the markets in which we compete are served by, or are adjacent to markets served by, one or more of the
large national or super regional solid waste companies, as well as numerous regional and local solid waste companies. Intense
competition exists not only to provide services to customers, but also to acquire other businesses within each market. Some of our
competitors have significantly greater financial and other resources than we do. From time to time, competitors may reduce the price
of their services in an effort to expand market share or to win a competitively bid contract. These practices may require us to reduce
the pricing of our services and may result in a loss of business.

As is generally the case in our industry, some municipal contracts are subject to periodic competitive bidding. We may not be the
successful bidder to obtain or retain these contracts. If we are unable to compete with larger and better capitalized companies or
replace municipal contracts lost through the competitive bidding process with comparable contracts or other revenue sources within a
reasonable time period, our revenues would decrease and our operating results could be materially adversely affected.

In our solid waste disposal markets, we also compete with operators of alternative disposal and recycling facilities and with counties,
municipalities and solid waste districts that maintain their own solid waste collection, recycling and disposal operations. We are also
increasingly competing with companies which seek to use parts of the waste stream as feedstock for renewable energy supplies. Public
entities may have financial advantages because of their ability to charge user fees or similar charges, impose taxes and apply resulting
revenues, access tax-exempt financing and, in some cases, utilize government subsidies.

The waste management industry is undergoing fundamental change as traditional waste streams are increasingly viewed as
renewable resources, which may adversely affect volumes and tipping fees at our landfills.

As we continue to develop our landfill capacity, the waste management industry is increasingly recognizing the value of the waste
stream as a renewable resource, and accordingly, new alternatives to landfilling are being developed that seek to maximize the
renewable energy and other resource benefits of solid waste. These alternatives may well affect the demand for landfill airspace,
which could then affect our ability to operate our landfills at full capacity, as well as the tipping fees and prices that waste
management companies generally, and that we in particular, can charge for utilization of landfill airspace. Reduced tipping fees can
also affect our willingness to incur the expenditures necessary to increase the permitted capacity of the landfills. As a result, our
revenues and operating margins could be materially adversely affected due to these disposal alternatives.

The waste industry is subject to extensive government regulations, including environmental regulations, and we incur substantial
costs to comply with such regulations. Failure to comply with environmental or other regulations, as well as enforcement actions

and litigation arising from an actual or perceived breach of such regulations, could subject us to fines, penalties, and judgments,

and impose limits on our ability to operate and expand.

We are subject to potential liability and restrictions under environmental laws, including those relating to transportation, recycling,
treatment, storage and disposal of wastes, discharges of pollutants to air and water, and the remediation of contaminated soil, surface
water and groundwater. The waste management industry has been and will continue to be subject to regulation, including permitting
and related financial assurance requirements, as well as attempts to further regulate the industry, including efforts to regulate the



emission of greenhouse gases. Our solid waste operations are subject to a wide range of federal, state and, in some cases, local
environmental, odor and noise and land use restrictions. If we are not able to comply with the requirements that apply to a particular
facility or if we operate without the necessary approvals or permits, we could be subject to administrative or civil, and possibly
criminal, fines and penalties, and we may be required to spend substantial capital to bring an operation into compliance, to temporarily
or permanently discontinue activities, and/or take corrective actions, possibly including removal of landfilled materials. Those costs or
actions could be significant to us and affect our results of operations, cash flows, and available capital. We may not have sufficient
insurance coverage for our environmental liabilities, such coverage may not cover all of the potential liabilities we may be subject to
and/or we may not be able to obtain insurance coverage in the future at reasonable expense, or at all. Environmental and land use laws
also affect our ability to expand and, in the case of our solid waste operations, may dictate those geographic areas from which we
must, or, from which we may not, accept solid waste. Those laws and regulations may limit the overall size and daily solid waste
volume that may be accepted by a solid waste operation. If we are not able to expand or otherwise operate one or more of our facilities
because of limits imposed under such laws, we may be required to increase our utilization of disposal facilities owned by third-parties,
which could reduce our revenues and/or operating margins. We have historically grown through acquisitions, may make additional
acquisitions from time to time in the future, and we have tried and will continue to try to evaluate and limit environmental risks and
liabilities presented by businesses to be acquired prior to the acquisition. It is possible that some liabilities, including ones that may
exist only because of the past operations of an acquired business, may prove to be more difficult or costly to address than we
anticipate. It is also possible that government officials responsible for enforcing environmental laws may believe an issue is more
serious than we expect, or that we will fail to identify or fully appreciate an existing liability before we become legally responsible for
addressing it. Some of the legal sanctions to which we could become subject could cause the suspension or revocation of a needed
permit, prevent us from, or delay us in, obtaining or renewing permits to operate or expand our facilities, or harm our reputation. As of
December 31, 2015, we had recorded $5.2 million in environmental remediation liabilities for the estimated cost of our share of work
associated with a consent order issued by the State of New York to remediate a scrap yard and solid waste transfer station owned by
one of our acquired subsidiaries, including the recognition of accretion expense. There can be no assurance that the cost of such
cleanup or that our share of that cost will not exceed our estimates.

In addition to the costs of complying with environmental laws and regulations, we incur costs defending against environmental
litigation brought by government agencies and private parties. We are, and may be in the future, a defendant in lawsuits brought by
parties alleging environmental damage, personal injury, and/or property damage, or seeking to overturn or prevent the issuance of an
operating permit or authorization, all of which may result in us incurring significant liabilities. In October 2015, our Southbridge
Recycling and Disposal Park subsidiary reported to the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection (“MADEP”) results of
analysis of samples collected pursuant to our existing permit from private drinking water wells located near Southbridge that indicated
the presence of contaminants above the levels triggering notice and response obligations under regulations promulgated by MADEP
regulations. We are implementing a plan to analyze and better understand the groundwater near the landfill, is carrying out an
Immediate Response Action pursuant to state law, and is investigating for the purpose of identifying the source or sources of the
elevated levels of contamination measured in the well samples. If it is determined that some or all of the contamination originated at
Southbridge, we will evaluate what liability we may have for the related costs and liabilities. In February 2016, we received notice
from a law firm purporting to represent a number of residents proximate to Southbridge of its intent to file suit against us. The
existence of these contaminants and any related lawsuit or other action could delay our ongoing permitting activities at Southbridge
and result in costs and liabilities, each of which could have a material impact on our results of operations and financial condition.

In addition to complying with environmental laws and regulations, we are required to obtain government permits to operate our
facilities, including all of our landfills. There is no guarantee that we will be able to obtain the requisite permits and, even if we could,
that any permit (and any existing permits we currently hold) will be renewed or modified as needed to fit our business needs.
Localities where we operate generally seek to regulate some or all landfill and transfer station operations, including siting and
expansion of operations. The laws adopted by municipalities in which our landfills and transfer stations are located may limit or
prohibit the expansion of a landfill or transfer station, as well as the amount of solid waste that we can accept at the landfill or transfer
station on a daily, quarterly or annual basis, and any effort to acquire or expand landfills and transfer stations, which typically involves
a significant amount of time and expense. We may not be successful in obtaining new landfill or transfer station sites or expanding the
permitted capacity of any of our current landfills and transfer stations. If we are unable to develop additional disposal and transfer
station capacity, our ability to achieve economies from the internalization of our waste stream will be limited. If we fail to receive new
landfill permits or renew existing permits, we may incur landfill asset impairment and other charges associated with accelerated
closure.

The conduct of our businesses is also subject to various other laws and regulations administered by federal, state and local
governmental agencies, including tax laws, employment laws and competition laws, among others. New laws, regulations or
governmental policy and their related interpretations, or changes in any of the foregoing, including taxes or other limitations on our
services, may alter the environment in which we do business and, therefore, may impact our results or increase our costs or liabilities.

In certain jurisdictions, we are subject to compliance with specific obligations under competition laws due to our competitive position
in those jurisdictions. For example, in May 2002, we entered into an assurance of discontinuance with the Vermont Attorney
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General’s Office concerning, among other matters, the conduct of our business in Vermont relating to certain contract terms applicable
to our small commercial container customers. In August 2011, a revised final judgment of consent and order was entered by the
Vermont Superior Court Washington Unit, Civil Division, as a result of some of our small commercial container customers having
been mistakenly issued contracts that did not strictly comply with the terms of the assurance of discontinuance. Pursuant to the order,
we paid a civil penalty in an aggregate amount of $1.0 million. Also, in July 2014, we entered into an assurance of discontinuance
with the office of the New York Attorney General in connection with certain of our commercial practices in certain specified counties
in New York, pursuant to which we paid the State of New York a sum of $0.1 million. The assurances of discontinuance and order
also provide for certain restrictions on our customer contract terms, certain conditions on our business acquisitions, sales and market
share and require us to maintain an internal compliance program. Failure to comply with these requirements or other laws or
regulations could subject us to enforcement actions or financial penalties which could have a material adverse effect on our business.

See also Item 1, “Business”, Item 3, “Legal Proceedings” and Note 10, Commitments and Contingencies to our consolidated financial
statements included under Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K.

Our results of operations could continue to be affected by fluctuating commodity prices or market requirements for recyclable
materials.

Our results of operations have been and may continue to be affected by changing purchase or resale prices or market requirements for
recyclable materials. Our recycling business involves the purchase and sale of recyclable materials, some of which are priced on a
commodity basis. The market for recyclable materials was affected by unprecedented price decreases in October 2008, resulting in a
severe impact on our results of operations. Currently, the commodity markets continues to see ongoing negative pressure on pricing
associated with the decline of the fiber market due to less use of paper products such as newspaper and office paper as a result of
increased on-line reading. From an export standpoint, China’s slowing economic environment and increasing ability to create its own
domestic recyclables has changed the landscape of the recycling markets, which has decreased the demand for U.S fiber. On the
domestic front, within the Northeast, there continues to be very little demand for the newspaper grade leading us to turn to the export
market throughout all material recovery facilities within our footprint. The plastic grades continue to decline with lower oil

prices. Although we may seek to limit our exposure to fluctuating commodity prices through the use of hedging agreements, floor
price contracts and long-term supply contracts with customers and have sought to mitigate commodity price fluctuations by reducing
the prices we pay for purchased materials or increasing tip fees at our facilities, these fluctuations have in the past contributed, and
may continue to contribute, to significant variability in our period-to-period results of operations. Although, we have the SRA fee to
help offset increases in the cost of commodities arising from price volatility, we cannot provide assurance that we can pass this fee on
to our customers where their contracts and competition conditions permit.

Our business requires a high level of capital expenditures.

Our business is capital intensive. Our capital expenditure requirements include fixed asset purchases and capital expenditures for
landfill development and cell construction, as well as site and cell closure. We use a substantial portion of our cash flows from
operating activities toward capital expenditures, which reduces our flexibility to use such cash flows for other purposes, such as
reducing our indebtedness. Our capital expenditures could increase if we make acquisitions or further expand our operations, or as a
result of factors beyond our control, such as changes in federal, state or local governmental requirements. The amount that we spend
on capital expenditures may exceed current expectations, which may require us to obtain additional funding for our operations or
impair our ability to grow our business.

Our business is geographically concentrated and is therefore subject to regional economic downturns.

Our operations and customers are concentrated principally in New England and New York. Therefore, our business, financial
condition and results of operations are susceptible to regional economic downturns and other regional factors, including state
regulations and budget constraints and severe weather conditions. In addition, as we seek to expand in our existing markets,
opportunities for growth within this region will become more limited and the geographic concentration of our business will increase.

Our results of operations and financial condition may be negatively affected if we inadequately accrue for final capping, closure
and post-closure costs or by the timing of these costs for our waste disposal facilities.

We have material financial obligations relating to final capping, closure and post-closure costs of our existing owned or operated
landfills and will have material financial obligations with respect to any disposal facilities that we may own or operate in the future.
Once the permitted capacity of a particular landfill is reached and additional capacity is not authorized, the landfill must be closed and
capped, and we must begin post-closure maintenance. We establish accruals for the estimated costs associated with such final capping,
closure and post-closure obligations over the anticipated useful life of each landfill on a per ton basis. We have provided and expect
that we will in the future provide accruals for financial obligations relating to final capping, closure and post-closure costs of our
owned or operated landfills, generally for a term of 30 years after closure of a landfill. Our financial obligations for final capping,
closure or post-closure costs could exceed the amounts accrued or amounts otherwise receivable pursuant to trust funds established for
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this purpose. Such a circumstance could result in significant unanticipated charges which would have an adverse effect on our
business.

In addition, the timing of any such final capping, closure or post-closure costs, which exceed established accruals, may further
negatively affect our business. Since we will be unable to control the timing and amounts of such costs, we may be forced to delay
investments or planned improvements in other parts of our business or we may be unable to meet applicable financial assurance
requirements. Any of the foregoing would negatively affect our business and results of operations.

Fluctuations in fuel costs could affect our operating expenses and results.

The price and supply of fuel is unpredictable and fluctuates based on events beyond our control, including among others, geopolitical
developments, supply and demand for oil and gas, actions by the Organization of the Petroleum Exporting Countries and other oil and
gas producers, war and unrest in oil producing countries and regional production patterns. Because fuel is needed to run our fleet of
trucks, price escalations for fuel increase our operating expenses. In fiscal year 2015, we used approximately 5.0 million gallons of
diesel fuel in our solid waste operations. Although, we have a “fuel and oil recovery fee” program, based on a fuel index, to help offset
increases in the cost of fuel, oil and lubricants arising from price volatility, we cannot provide assurance that we can pass this fee on to
our customers where their contracts and competition conditions permit.

We could be precluded from entering into contracts or obtaining or maintaining permits or certain contracts if we are unable to
obtain third-party financial assurance to secure our contractual obligations.

Public solid waste collection, recycling and disposal contracts, and obligations associated with landfill closure typically require
performance or surety bonds, letters of credit or other means of financial assurance to secure our contractual performance. We
currently obtain performance and surety bonds from Evergreen, in which we hold a 19.9% equity interest. If we are unable to obtain
the necessary financial assurance in sufficient amounts or at acceptable rates, we could be precluded from entering into additional
municipal contracts or from obtaining or retaining landfill management contracts or operating permits. Any future difficulty in
obtaining insurance could also impair our ability to secure future contracts conditioned upon having adequate insurance coverage.

We may be required to write-off or impair capitalized costs or intangible assets in the future or we may incur restructuring costs or
other charges, each of which could harm our earnings.

In accordance with generally accepted accounting principles in the United States, we capitalize certain expenditures and advances
relating to our acquisitions, pending acquisitions, landfills, cost method investments and development projects. In addition, we have
considerable unamortized assets. From time to time in future periods, we may be required to incur a charge against earnings in an
amount equal to any unamortized capitalized expenditures and advances, net of any portion thereof that we estimate will be
recoverable, through sale or otherwise, relating to: (1) any operation or other asset that is being sold, permanently shut down or
impaired or has not generated or is not expected to generate sufficient cash flow; (2) any pending acquisition that is not consummated,
(3) any landfill or development project that is not expected to be successfully completed; and (4) any goodwill or other intangible
assets that are determined to be impaired.

In response to such charges and costs and other market factors, we may be required to implement restructuring plans in an effort to
reduce the size and cost of our operations and to better match our resources with our market opportunities. As a result of such actions,
we would expect to incur restructuring expenses and accounting charges which may be material. Several factors could cause a
restructuring to adversely affect our business, financial condition and results of operations. These include potential disruption of our
operations, the development of our landfill capacity and recycling technologies and other aspects of our business. Employee morale
and productivity could also suffer and result in unintended employee attrition. Any restructuring would require substantial
management time and attention and may divert management from other important work. Moreover, we could encounter delays in
executing any restructuring plans, which could cause further disruption and additional unanticipated expense.

See Note 3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies and Note 16, Divestiture Transactions and Discontinued Operations to our

consolidated financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for disclosure related to asset
impairments recognized during the disclosed reporting periods.
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Our revenues and our operating income experience seasonal fluctuations.

Our transfer and disposal revenues historically have been higher in the late spring, summer and early fall months. This seasonality
reflects the lower volume of solid waste during the late fall, winter and early spring months primarily because:

. the volume of waste relating to C&D activities decreases substantially during the winter months in the northeastern United
States; and
. decreased tourism in Vermont, Maine and eastern New York during the winter months tends to lower the volume of solid waste

generated by commercial and restaurant customers, which is partially offset by increased volume from the ski industry.

Since certain of our operating and fixed costs remain constant throughout the fiscal year, operating income is impacted by a similar
seasonality. In addition, particularly harsh weather conditions typically result in increased operating costs.

Our Recycling business experiences increased volumes of fiber in November and December due to increased newspaper advertising
and retail activity during the holiday season.

Adverse weather conditions may limit our operations and increase the costs of collection and disposal.

Our collection and landfill operations could be adversely impacted by extended periods of inclement weather, or by increased severity
of weather. Adverse weather could increase our operating costs associated with the collection and disposal of waste, delay the
collection and disposal of waste, reduce the volume of waste delivered to our disposal sites, increase the volume of waste collected
under our existing contracts (without corresponding compensation), decrease the throughput and operating efficiency of our materials
recycling facilities, or delay construction or expansion of our landfill sites and other facilities. In addition, adverse weather conditions
may result in the temporary suspension of our operations, which can significantly affect our operating results in the affected regions
during those periods.

We may, in the future, attempt to divest or sell certain parts or components of our business to third-parties, which may result in
lower than expected proceeds or losses or the inability to identify potential purchasers.

From time to time in the future, we may sell or divest certain other components of our business. These divestitures may be undertaken
for a number of reasons, including to generate proceeds to pay down debt, or as a result of a determination that the specified asset will
provide inadequate returns to us, that the asset no longer serves a strategic purpose in connection with our business or that the asset
may be more valuable to a third-party. The timing of such sales or divestures may not be entirely within our control. For example, we
may need to quickly divest assets to satisfy immediate cash requirements, or we may be forced to sell certain assets prior to
canvassing the market or at a time when market conditions for valuations or for financing for buyers are unfavorable. Such sales or
divestitures may result in proceeds to us in an amount less than we expect or less than our assessment of the value of those assets. We
also may not be able to identify buyers for certain of our assets, particularly given the difficulty that potential acquirers may face in
obtaining financing, or we may face opposition from municipalities or communities to a disposition or the proposed buyer. Any sale of
our assets could result in a loss on divestiture. Any of the foregoing would have an adverse effect on our business and results of
operations.

We may engage in acquisitions in the future with the goal of complementing or expanding our business, including developing
additional disposal capacity. However, we may be unable to complete these transactions and, if executed, these transactions may
not improve our business or may pose significant risks and could have a negative effect on our operations.

We have in the past, and we may in the future, make acquisitions in order to acquire or develop additional disposal capacity. These
acquisitions may include “tuck-in” acquisitions within our existing markets, acquisitions of assets that are adjacent to or outside of our
existing markets, or larger, more strategic acquisitions. In addition, from time to time we may acquire businesses that are
complementary to our core business strategy. We may not be able to identify suitable acquisition candidates. If we identify suitable
acquisition candidates, we may be unable to successfully negotiate the acquisition at a price or on terms and conditions acceptable to
us, including as a result of the limitations imposed by our debt obligations. Furthermore, we may be unable to obtain the necessary
regulatory approval to complete potential acquisitions.

Our ability to achieve the benefits from any potential future acquisitions, including cost savings and operating efficiencies, depends in
part on our ability to successfully integrate the operations of such acquired businesses with our operations. The integration of acquired
businesses and other assets may require significant management time and resources that would otherwise be available for the ongoing
management of our existing operations. Any properties or facilities that we acquire may be subject to unknown liabilities, such as
undisclosed environmental contamination, for which we would have no recourse, or only limited recourse, to the former owners of
such properties. As a result, if a liability were asserted against us based upon ownership of an acquired property, we might be required
to pay significant sums to settle it, which could adversely affect our financial results and cash flow.
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Efforts by labor unions to organize our employees could divert management attention and increase our operating expenses.

Labor unions regularly make attempts to organize our employees, and these efforts will likely continue in the future. Certain groups of
our employees have chosen to be represented by unions, and we have negotiated collective bargaining agreements with these groups.
The negotiation of collective bargaining agreements could divert management attention and result in increased operating expenses and
lower net income (or increased net loss). If we are unable to negotiate acceptable collective bargaining agreements, we may be subject
to union-initiated work stoppages, including strikes. Depending on the type and duration of any labor disruptions, our revenues could
decrease and our operating expenses could increase, which could adversely affect our financial condition, results of operations and
cash flows. As of January 29, 2016, approximately 4.4% of our employees were represented by unions.

Actions of activist stockholders against us could be disruptive and potentially costly and the possibility that activist stockholders
may seek changes that contest, or conflict with, our strategic direction could cause uncertainty about the strategic direction of our
business.

Activist stockholders may from time to time attempt to effect changes in our strategic direction and, in furtherance thereof, may seek
changes in how we are governed. While our Board of Directors and management team strive to maintain constructive, ongoing
communications with all of our stockholders, including activist stockholders, and welcomes their views and opinions with the goal of
working together constructively to enhance value for all stockholders, activist campaigns that contest, or conflict with, our strategic
direction could have an adverse effect on us because:

. responding to proxy contests and other actions by activist stockholders can disrupt our operations, be costly and time-
consuming, and divert the attention of our Board of Directors and senior management from the pursuit of business strategies,
which could adversely affect our results of operations and financial condition;

. perceived uncertainties as to our future direction as a result of changes to the composition of our Board of Directors may lead to
the perception of a change in the direction of the business, instability or lack of continuity which may be exploited by our
competitors, cause concern to our current or potential customers, may result in the loss of potential business opportunities and
make it more difficult to attract and retain qualified personnel and business partners;

. these types of actions could cause significant fluctuations in our stock price based on temporary or speculative market
perceptions or other factors that do not necessarily reflect the underlying fundamentals and prospects of our business; and

. If individuals are elected to our Board of Directors with a specific agenda, it may adversely affect our ability to effectively
implement our business strategy and create additional value for our stockholders.

In connection with our 2015 Annual Meeting, an activist investor initially proposed its own slate of director candidates. That activist
investor ultimately withdrew its slate of director candidates prior to the 2015 Annual Meeting and all of our director nominees were
elected at the 2015 Annual Meeting. That activist investor continues to have a Schedule 13D filed with respect to us and it remains a
possibility that such activist investor may still, from time to time, attempt to effect changes in our strategic direction and, in
furtherance thereof, may seek changes in how we are governed.

Risks Related to Our Indebtedness

We have substantial debt and have the ability to incur additional debt. The principal and interest payment obligations of such debt
may restrict our future operations.

As of December 31, 2015, we had approximately $525.0 million of outstanding principal indebtedness (excluding approximately
$26.9 million of outstanding letters of credit issued under the ABL Facility) and an additional $64.1 million of unused commitments
under the ABL Facility, which consists of a revolving credit facility with loans thereunder being available up to an aggregate principal
amount of $190.0 million, subject to availability under the borrowing base formula as defined in the ABL Facility agreement. In
addition, the terms of our existing indebtedness permit us to incur additional debt. Our substantial debt, among other things:

. requires us to dedicate a substantial portion of any cash flow from operations to the payment of interest and principal due under
our debt, which reduces funds available for other business purposes, including capital expenditures and acquisitions;

. places us at a competitive disadvantage compared with some of our competitors that may have less debt and better access to
capital resources; and

. limits our ability to obtain additional financing required to fund working capital and capital expenditures and for other general
corporate purposes.

Our ability to satisfy our obligations and to reduce our total debt depends on our future operating performance and on economic,
financial, competitive and other factors, many of which are beyond our control. Our business may not generate sufficient cash flow,
and future financings may not be available to provide sufficient net proceeds, to meet these obligations or to successfully execute our
business strategy.
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To service our indebtedness, we will require a significant amount of cash. However, our ability to generate cash depends on many
Jactors beyond our control.

Our ability to make payments on, and to refinance, our indebtedness and to fund planned capital expenditures will depend on our
ability to generate cash in the future which, in turn, is subject to general economic, financial, competitive, regulatory and other factors,
many of which are beyond our control.

Our business may not generate sufficient cash flows from operations and we may not have available to us future borrowings in an
amount sufficient to enable us to pay our indebtedness or to fund our other liquidity needs. In these circumstances, we may need to
refinance all or a portion of our indebtedness on or before maturity. We may not be able to refinance any of our indebtedness on
commercially reasonable terms, or at all. Without this financing, we could be forced to sell assets or secure additional financing to
make up for any shortfall in our payment obligations under unfavorable circumstances. However, we may not be able to secure
additional financing on terms favorable to us or at all and, in addition, the terms of our debt agreements limit our ability to sell assets
and also restrict the use of proceeds from such a sale. Moreover, substantially all of our assets have been pledged to secure repayment
of our indebtedness under the ABL Facility. In addition, we may not be able to sell assets quickly enough or for amounts sufficient to
enable it to meet our obligations.

The agreements governing our various debt obligations impose restrictions on our business and adversely affect our ability to
undertake certain corporate actions.

The agreements governing our various debt obligations include covenants imposing significant restrictions on our business. These
restrictions may affect our ability to operate our business and may limit our ability to take advantage of potential business
opportunities as they arise. These covenants place restrictions on our ability to, among other things:

. incur additional debt;

. create liens;

. make certain investments;

. enter into certain transactions with affiliates;

. declare or pay dividends, redeem stock or make other distributions to stockholders; and
. consolidate, merge or transfer or sell assets.

The ABL Facility requires us to meet a number of financial ratios and covenants and restricts our ability to make certain capital
expenditures.

Our ability to comply with our debt agreements may be affected by events beyond our control, including prevailing economic,
financial and industry conditions. These covenants could have an adverse effect on our business by limiting our ability to take
advantage of financing, merger and acquisition or other corporate opportunities. Specifically, the ABL Facility requires us to maintain
a certain minimum consolidated EBITDA measured at the end of each fiscal quarter. Additionally, during certain periods based upon
availability of revolver loans being less than an agreed upon amount, the ABL Facility requires us to meet financial ratios, including,
without limitation:

. a minimum consolidated fixed charge coverage ratio; and

. a maximum consolidated first lien funded debt to consolidated EBITDA ratio.

An event of default under any of our debt agreements could permit some of our lenders, including the lenders under the ABL Facility,
to declare all amounts borrowed from them to be immediately due and payable, together with accrued and unpaid interest, or, in the
case of the ABL Facility, terminate the commitment to make further credit extensions thereunder, which could, in turn, trigger cross-
defaults under other debt obligations. If we were unable to repay debt to our lenders, or were otherwise in default under any provision
governing our outstanding debt obligations, our secured lenders could proceed against us and against the collateral securing that debt.

Our ability to make acquisitions may be adversely impacted by our outstanding indebtedness and by the price of our stock.

Our ability to make future business acquisitions, particularly those that would be financed solely or in part through cash from
operations, will be curtailed due to our obligations to make payments of principal and interest on our outstanding indebtedness. We
may not have sufficient capital resources, now or in the future, and may be unable to raise sufficient additional capital resources on
terms satisfactory to us, if at all, in order to meet our capital requirements for such acquisitions. In addition, the terms of our
indebtedness include covenants that directly restrict, or have the effect of restricting, our ability to make certain acquisitions while this
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indebtedness remains outstanding. To the extent that the amount of our outstanding indebtedness continues to have a negative impact
on our stock price, using our Class A common stock as consideration will be less attractive for potential acquisition candidates. In the
past, the trading price of our Class A common stock on the NASDAQ Global Select Market has limited our willingness to use our
equity as consideration and the willingness of sellers to accept our shares and as a result has limited, and could continue to limit, the
size and scope of our acquisition program. If we are unable to pursue acquisitions that would enhance our business or operations, the
potential growth of our business and revenues may be adversely affected.

Risks Related to Our Common Stock

Our Class B common stock is entitled to ten votes per share and is held exclusively by John W. Casella and Douglas R. Casella.

The holders of our Class B common stock are entitled to ten votes per share and the holders of our Class A common stock are entitled
to one vote per share. As of December 31, 2015, an aggregate of 988,200 shares of our Class B common stock, representing 9,882,000
votes, were outstanding, all of which were beneficially owned by John W. Casella, our Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, and his
brother, Douglas R. Casella, a member of our Board of Directors. Based on the number of shares of common stock outstanding on
January 29, 2016, the shares of our Class A common stock and Class B common stock beneficially owned by John W. Casella and
Douglas R. Casella represent approximately 22.1% of the aggregate voting power of our stockholders. Consequently, John W. Casella
and Douglas R. Casella may be able to substantially influence certain matters submitted to stockholders for approval, including
proposed amendments to our certificate of incorporation and bylaws requiring an affirmative vote of shares representing at least 75%
of the votes that all holders of our Class A common stock and our Class B common stock would be entitled to cast.

ITEM 1B. UNRESOLVED STAFF COMMENTS

None.

ITEM 2. PROPERTIES

Our headquarters is located at 25 Greens Hill Lane, Rutland, Vermont 05701, where we currently lease approximately 12,000 square
feet of office space.

Our principal property and equipment consists of land, landfills, buildings, machinery and equipment, rolling stock and containers. At
January 29, 2016, we operated nine subtitle D landfills, four of which we own and five of which we lease; one landfill permitted to
accept C&D materials that we own; 44 transfer stations, 24 of which we own, nine of which we lease and 11 of which we operate
under a contract; 34 solid waste collection facilities, 20 of which we own and 14 of which we lease; 18 recycling processing facilities,
nine of which we own, six of which we lease and three of which we operate under a contract; four landfill gas-to-energy facilities that
we own; and 20 corporate office and other administrative facilities, three of which we own and 17 of which we lease (See Item 1,
“Business” of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for property information by operating segment). We believe that our property and
equipment are adequately maintained and sufficient for our current operations.

ITEM 3. LEGAL PROCEEDINGS

In the ordinary course of our business and as a result of the extensive governmental regulation of the solid waste industry, we are
subject to various judicial and administrative proceedings involving state and local agencies. In these proceedings, an agency may
seek to impose fines or to revoke or deny renewal of an operating permit held by us. From time to time, we may also be subject to
actions brought by special interest or other groups, adjacent landowners or residents in connection with the permitting and licensing of
landfills and transfer stations, or alleging environmental damage or violations of the permits and licenses pursuant to which we
operate. In addition, we have been named defendants in various claims and suits pending for alleged damages to persons and property,
alleged violations of certain laws and alleged liabilities arising out of matters occurring during the ordinary operation of a waste
management business.

In accordance with FASB ASC 450-20, we accrue for legal proceedings, inclusive of legal costs, when losses become probable and
reasonably estimable. As of the end of each applicable reporting period, we review each of our legal proceedings to determine whether
it is probable, reasonably possible or remote that a liability has been incurred and, if it is at least reasonably possible, whether a range
of loss can be reasonably estimated under the provisions of FASB ASC 450-20. In instances where we determine that a loss is
probable and we can reasonably estimate a range of loss we may incur with respect to such a matter, we record an accrual for the
amount within the range that constitutes our best estimate of the possible loss. If we are able to reasonably estimate a range, but no
amount within the range appears to be a better estimate than any other, we record an accrual in the amount that is the low end of such
range. When a loss is reasonably possible, but not probable, we will not record an accrual, but we will disclose our estimate of the
possible range of loss where such estimate can be made in accordance with FASB ASC 450-20.
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Expera Old Town, LLC v. Casella Waste Systems, Inc.

On or about November 6, 2015, Expera Old Town, LLC (“Expera”) filed a lawsuit against us in Maine Superior Court, seeking
damages for breach of contract and unjust enrichment, and an action for declaratory judgment (the “Lawsuit”). Expera was a
successor-in-interest to a contract between us and Old Town Fuel and Fiber (“OTFF”), the former owner of a pulp manufacturing
facility (“Facility”) located in Old Town, Maine (the “Contract”). Expera purchased the Facility during the pendency of the
bankruptcy of OTFF. Since the filing of the Lawsuit, Expera has sold the Facility and related assets, to MFGR LLC (“MFGR”).
MFGR continues to allege that we have the obligation to provide a specialized type of wood fuel to the Facility or, alternatively, that
we owe a “Fuel Replacement Fee” of up to $2.0 million a year (subject to the possibility of certain credits against such payments). The
Contract expires in 2036. We believe we have meritorious defenses to each of the claims in the Lawsuit, are vigorously contesting
these allegations, and have filed a counter claim for funds owed to us by MFGR or Expera.

On or about February 10, 2016, we reached an agreement in principle with MFGR to dismiss this suit with prejudice, and to resolve all
outstanding claims of any nature including future claims which could arise under the Contract. The Parties are endeavoring in good
faith to enter into a settlement agreement (“SA”) and ancillary agreements. Pursuant to the pending SA, we will pay MFGR $1.3
million upon execution of the SA, and $0.4 million a year for five years following execution of the SA. Accordingly, taking into
account the net present value of the settlement payments, we have recorded a reserve of $2.6 million as of December 31, 2015. This
includes a contract settlement charge of $1.9 million and $0.7 million of operating expenses recorded in fiscal year 2015. We also
reserved $0.1 million as of December 31, 2015 for legal costs associated with the Lawsuit and SA.

We will also enter into a new leachate disposal agreement at market prices with MFGR for the treatment of leachate from Juniper
Ridge managed by us for the State of Maine located in Old Town, Maine, and MFGR will enter into a waste disposal agreement at
market prices with us for the disposal at Juniper Ridge of waste materials produced in the demolition or re-purposing of the Facility.

Greenwood Street Landfill, Worcester, Massachusetts

On July 2, 2014, we received a draft Administrative Consent Order with Penalty and Notice of Noncompliance (“Draft Order”) from
MADERP alleging that a subsidiary, NEWS of Worcester, LLC, had completed substantive closure of a portion of the Greenwood
Street Landfill in Worcester, Massachusetts in 2010, at an elevation exceeding the applicable permit condition. While we neither
admitted nor denied the allegations in the Draft Order, a final Administrative Consent Order with Penalty and Notice of
Noncompliance was executed on March 20, 2015 (“Final Order”), and we agreed to pay a civil administrative penalty in a total
amount of approximately $0.2 million. MADEP agreed that approximately $0.1 million of that amount could be paid as a
Supplemental Environmental Project (“SEP”) for work being done by the Massachusetts Audubon Society at the Broad Meadow
Brook Conservation Center & Wildlife Sanctuary in Worcester, Massachusetts. This SEP has been paid in full.

Environmental Remediation Liability

We are subject to liability for environmental damage, including personal injury and property damage, that our solid waste, recycling
and power generation facilities may cause to neighboring property owners, particularly as a result of the contamination of drinking
water sources or soil, possibly including damage resulting from conditions that existed before we acquired the facilities. We may also
be subject to liability for similar claims arising from off-site environmental contamination caused by pollutants or hazardous
substances if we or our predecessors arrange or arranged to transport, treat or dispose of those materials. The following matter
represents our outstanding material claim.

Potsdam Environmental Remediation Liability

On December 20, 2000, the State of New York Department of Environmental Conservation (“DEC”) issued an Order on Consent
(“Order”) which named Waste-Stream, Inc. (“WSI”), our subsidiary, General Motors Corporation (“GM”) and Niagara Mohawk
Power Corporation (“NiMo”) as Respondents. The Order required that the Respondents undertake certain work on a 25-acre scrap
yard and solid waste transfer station owned by WSI in Potsdam, New York, including the preparation of a Remedial Investigation and
Feasibility Study (“Study”). A draft of the Study was submitted to the DEC in January 2009 (followed by a final report in May 2009).
The Study estimated that the undiscounted costs associated with implementing the preferred remedies would be approximately $10.2
million. On February 28, 2011, the DEC issued a Proposed Remedial Action Plan for the site and accepted public comments on the
proposed remedy through March 29, 2011. We submitted comments to the DEC on this matter. In April 2011, the DEC issued the
final Record of Decision (“ROD”) for the site. The ROD was subsequently rescinded by the DEC for failure to respond to all
submitted comments. The preliminary ROD, however, estimated that the present cost associated with implementing the preferred
remedies would be approximately $12.1 million. The DEC issued the final ROD in June 2011 with proposed remedies consistent with
its earlier ROD. An Order on Consent and Administrative Settlement naming WSI and NiMo as Respondents was executed by the
Respondents and DEC with an effective date of October 25, 2013. On January 29, 2016, a Cost-Sharing Agreement was executed
between WSI, NiMo, Alcoa Inc. (“Alcoa”) and Reynolds Metal Company (“Reynolds”) whereby Alcoa and Reynolds elected to
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voluntarily participate in the onsite remediation activities at a 15% participant share. It is unlikely that any significant expenditures
relating to onsite remediation will be incurred until the fiscal year ending December 31, 2017. WSI is jointly and severally liable with
NiMo, Alcoa and Reynolds for the total cost to remediate.

We have recorded an environmental remediation liability associated with the Potsdam site based on incurred costs to date and
estimated costs to complete the remediation in other accrued liabilities and other long-term liabilities. Our expenditures could be
significantly higher if costs exceed estimates. We inflate the estimated costs in current dollars to the expected time of payment and
discount the total cost to present value using a risk free interest rate of 1.8%. The changes to the environmental remediation liability
associated with the Potsdam environmental remediation liability are as follows:

Fiscal Year Ended Eight Months Ended

December 31, 2015 December 31, 2014

Beginning balance............ccccoevereevennene, $ 51§ 5.3

Accretion expense ..................... 0.1 0.1
Payments ........ccceeveeiveciieinennnnn, — (0.3)

Ending balance.............ccccoeveverinnennnns, $ 52 % 5.1

ITEM 4. MINE SAFETY DISCLOSURES
Not applicable.
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PART II

ITEM 5. MARKET FOR REGISTRANT’S COMMON EQUITY, RELATED STOCKHOLDER MATTERS AND ISSUER
PURCHASES OF EQUITY SECURITIES

Our Class A common stock trades on the NASDAQ Global Select Market (“NASDAQ Stock Market”) under the symbol CWST.
There is no established trading market for our Class B common stock. The following table sets forth the high and low sale prices of
our Class A common stock for the periods indicated as quoted on the NASDAQ Stock Market.

Period High Low
Fiscal Year Ended April 30, 2014 ......ccuoeeiieiieeieeiee ettt
FATSE QUATTET ...ttt ettt ettt e e $ 484 § 381
SECONA QUATTET .....vevvevvieieeieretieie ettt ettt se s es s tees s s eseas s § 607 § 4.64
TR QUATTET ...ttt ettt $§ 620 § 5.00
FOUTth QUATTET ...o.eviiiiecee e $ 580 $ 479
Transition Period Ended December 31, 2014 .......ccooiioviiiieieciieeeee e
FITSE QUATTET ...vovivieitieietiietetete ettt es et eb s ebese et esessenens § 558 § 463
SECONA QUATTET ......eveeirieieteeieteeteteeet ettt ettt ettt ssere b eseesesessesessesens $§ 499 § 3.60
Two months ended December 31, 2014 .......cocovvviiiiiiiiiieiieee e, $ 452 § 341
Fiscal Year Ended December 31, 2015.......ccoiiiiiiiiiiiieie et
FAISt QUAITET ..ottt ettt ettt $§ 552 § 3.6l
SECONA QUATTET .....eovoeeeieeetieeeteeeteee ettt ettt eae et erseaeeeeseaeeseneas $§ 630 § 509
TR QUATTET ...ttt ettt ettt $ 675 § 550
FOUIt QUATTET ...ttt ettt et § 724 § 567

On January 29, 2016, the high and low sale prices per share of our Class A common stock as quoted on the NASDAQ Stock Market
were $5.98 and $5.82, respectively. As of January 29, 2016 there were approximately 500 holders of record of our Class A common
stock and two holders of record of our Class B common stock.

For purposes of calculating the aggregate market value of the shares of common stock held by non-affiliates, as shown on the cover
page of this Annual Report on Form 10-K, we have assumed that all the outstanding shares of Class A common stock were held by
non-affiliates except for the shares beneficially held by directors and executive officers and funds represented by them.

Dividends

No dividends have ever been declared or paid on our common stock and we do not anticipate paying any cash dividends on our
common stock in the foreseeable future. Our ABL Facility and indentures restrict or condition the payment of dividends on common
stock. The information required by Item 201(d) of Regulation S-K is included in Part III of this Annual Report on Form 10-K.
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Stock Performance Graph

The following performance graph and related information shall not be deemed “soliciting material” or “filed” with the SEC, nor
shall such information be incorporated by reference into any future filing under the Securities Act of 1933 or the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934, each as amended, except to the extent that we specifically incorporate it by reference into such filing.

The stock performance graph below compares the percentage change in cumulative stockholder return on our Class A common stock
for the period from April 30, 2010 through December 31, 2015, with the cumulative total return on the NASDAQ Stock Market
(U.S. & Foreign) Index, the Russell 2000 Index, our historical Industry Peer Group and our updated Industry Peer Group. The stock
performance graph assumes the investment on April 30, 2010 of $100.00 in our Class A common stock at the closing price on such
date, in the NASDAQ Stock Market (U.S. & Foreign) Index, the Russell 2000 Index, our historical Industry Peer Group and our
updated Industry Peer Group, and that dividends are reinvested. No dividends have been declared or paid on our Class A common
stock.

COMPARISON OF 68 MONTH CUMULATIVE TOTAL RETURN
Amang Cadella Waste Syslams, nc, #e NASDAD Composis Indes B Russell 2000 index,
Ol Paer Gegug, and Baw Paad Graup

$a0

450

4300 AT L 4303 47304 farzing 12HNE

—&— Casella Waste Systems, Inc —a- HASDAG Composite —eip- Russell 2000 —— Qild Peer Group —@— Mew Peer Group
April 30, April 30, April 30, April 30, April 30, December 31, December 31,
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2014 2015
Casella Waste Systems,

Inc. .o, $ 100.00 $ 131.01 $ 116.86 $ 84.50 $ 98.84 3 7829 $ 115.89
NASDAQ Compeosite ..... $ 100.00 $ 117.60 $ 127.04 § 14151 §$ 178.00 §$ 204.80 $ 216.92
Russell 2000 (1)............... $ 100.00 $ 12220 $ 117.00 $ 137.70 § 16593 § 179.07 $ 171.17
Historical Peer Group

() T $ 100.00 $ 130.27 $ 126.88 $ 14452 § 16832 § 181.89 § 199.96
Peer Group (2)................ $ 100.00 $ 116.17 § 109.59 § 131.89 § 14479 § 16433 § 174.39

(1) We changed our broad equity market index from the NASDAQ Stock Market (U.S. & Foreign) Index to the Russell 2000 Index
because it is a more comparable benchmark for small-cap companies similar to us.

(2) The historical Industry Peer Group is comprised of Waste Connections Inc. and Progressive Waste Solutions Ltd. The updated
Industry Peer Group is comprised of Waste Connections Inc., Progressive Waste Solutions Ltd, Clean Harbors, Inc., Covanta
Holding Corp. Waste Management, Inc. and Republic Services, Inc. We revised our Industry Peer Group to align with the peer
group that we expect to use in our executive compensation disclosures related to cumulative total shareholder return in our
proxy statement for the 2016 Annual Meeting of Stockholders.
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ITEM 6. SELECTED CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL DATA

The selected consolidated financial and operating data set forth below was derived from the consolidated financial statements

included

in Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K and from the consolidated financial statements included in Item 8 of previous Annual
Reports on Form 10-K and a Transition Report on Form 10-KT that we filed with the SEC. This information should be read in

conjunction with Item 7, “Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations” and our
consolidated financial statements and notes thereto included in Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K.

Fiscal Year Eight Months

Ended Ended
December 31, December 31, Fiscal Year Ended April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2012 2011
(in thousands, except per share data)
Statement of Operations Data: ............ccccevcerenenene
REVENUES ..o $§ 546,500 § 368,374 $ 497,633 §$ 455,335 $ 467,950 $ 454,685
Cost of Operations..........cceeveveieerierierieeeennnn 382,615 258,650 354,592 323,014 318,068 306,014
General and administration.................ccouue..... 72,892 45,732 61,865 58,205 60,264 63,396
Depreciation and amortization ....................... 62,704 41,485 60,339 56,576 58,415 58,121
Contract settlement charge ...........ccccceveeeeenee. 1,940 — — — — —
Divestiture transactions ............c.cccccveeeveeene.. (5,517) (553) 7,455 — 40,746 —
Environmental remediation charge................. — 950 400 — — 549
Development project charge...........c.cceeveeeene. — — 1,394 — 131 —
Severance and reorganization costs................ — — 586 3,709 — —
Expense from divestiture, acquisition and
fiNancing COStS .......orvevirvrrerereeiieeererereeeeans — — 144 1,410 — —
Gain on settlement of acquisition related
contingent consideration.................c.......... — — (1,058) — — —
Legal settlement ..........cccoeveeeenerieieneeieee. — — — — 1,359 —
Asset impairment charge.........c.coccvevvervenenenns — — — — — 3,654
Bargain purchase gain .............ccoceevvevevennne. — — — — — (2,975)
Gain on sale 0f aSSets ......cecvveevveeriierieenieeiieens — — — — — (3,502)
Operating income (10SS).......ccccevuvreenee 31,866 22,110 11,916 12,421 (11,033) 29,428
Interest eXpense, Net.......cceevveereerverveereenieenns 40,090 25,392 37,863 41,429 44,966 45,489
Other expense (income), Net........ccccceereeruennne 2,206 1,825 (436) 23,501 20,111 10,626
Loss from continuing operations before
income taxes and discontinued operations. (10,430) (5,107)  (25,511)  (52,509)  (76,110)  (26,687)
Provision (benefit) for income taxes .............. 1,351 703 1,799 (2,526) 1,593 (23,723)
Loss from continuing operations before
discontinued operations.............cceeeveeueenee. (11,781) (5,810) (27,310) (49,983) (77,703) (2,964)
Income (loss) from discontinued operations,
TEL vttt — — 284 (4,480) (614) (2,198)
(Loss) gain on disposal of discontinued
OPErations, Net...........cevevevevreverereerecreenenns — — (378) — 725 43,590
Net (10SS) INCOME ..o (11,781) (5,810) (27,404) (54,463) (77,592) 38,428
Less: Net income (loss) attributable to
noncontrolling interests.................... 1,188 208 (4,309) (321) (6) —
Net (loss) income attributable to common
stockholders........cocevevveieiicnincncccee, $  (12,969) $ (6,018) $ (23,095) $ (54,142) $ (77,586) $ 38,428
Basic and diluted earnings per share: .............
Weighted average common shares
OUtStanding ........c.coeveveveeeveeerereceeeerereennn 40,642 40,262 39,820 34,015 26,749 26,105
Net (loss) income per common share (1)........ $ 0.32) $ 0.15) $ (058 $ (1.59) $ (290) $ 1.47
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Fiscal Year Eight Months

Ended Ended
December 31, December 31, Fiscal Year Ended April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2012 2011
(in thousands, except per share data)
Other Data:.......c..cccoeeeveevieeiiieciecrcceeee e

Capital expenditures..........ccoceevvennenne $ 49,995 §$ 55,061 $ 45959 $ 55027 $ 58363 $ 54,728
Cash flows provided by operating

ACHIVIIES..cuvieveereeeecere e $ 70,507 $ 38286 $§ 49,642 § 43906 $ 64,171 $ 48,209
Cash flows used in investing

ACHIVILIES..cuvievierieveeere e $ (48,784) $ (59,697) $ (57,910) $ (89,455) $ (70,634) $§ (55,242)
Cash flows (used in) provided by

financing activities............cccovue.... $ (21,616) $ 19,322 $ 9,008 $§ 44947 $§ 10,229 § (117,895)

Balance Sheet Data: ..........ccccevveiieienennns

Cash and cash equivalents................. $ 2312 §$ 2,205 $ 2,464 $ 1,755 $ 4534 §$ 1,817
Working capital, net (2).........cceveneen. $ (10,990) $ (9,968) $ (21,405) $ (25,308) $ (18,424) §$ (5,362)
Property, plant and equipment, net.... $ 402,252 $ 414,542 § 403,424 $§ 422502 $ 414,666 $ 452,536
GOOAWIll.....oeeiiiieieieeieceee e $ 118,976 $ 119,170 $ 119,139 $ 115928 $ 101,706 $ 101,204
Total @SSEtS ...vecveivieieireeieereeieeieenane $ 649,883 $ 669,795 $ 649,897 $ 663,119 § 633,743 $§ 690,581
Long-term debt and capital leases,

less current maturities................... $ 522,199 $ 534,055 $ 507,134 $ 494987 § 475,199 $§ 463,574
Total stockholders’ (deficit) equity ... $ (21,597) $ (12,0200 $ (8,537) $ 15451 $ 18,231 $ 93,987

(1) Computed as described in Note 3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies to the consolidated financial statements included
in Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K.
(2) Working capital, net is defined as current assets, excluding cash and cash equivalents, minus current liabilities.

ITEM 7. MANAGEMENT’S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS OF FINANCIAL CONDITION AND RESULTS OF
OPERATIONS

The following discussion of our financial condition and results of operations should be read in conjunction with the consolidated
financial statements and notes thereto, and other financial information, included elsewhere in this Annual Report on Form 10-K. This
discussion contains forward-looking statements and involves numerous risks and uncertainties. Our actual results may differ
materially from those contained in any forward-looking statements.

Change in Fiscal Year

In June 2014, we elected to change our fiscal year-end from April 30" to December 31*. The change in fiscal year became effective
for our fiscal year beginning January 1, 2015 and ending December 31, 2015. As a result of this change, financial results for fiscal
year 2015 are compared to the unaudited financial results for calendar year 2014, and the financial results for transition period 2014
are compared to the unaudited financial results for eight months 2013. When financial results for fiscal year 2014 are compared to
financial results for fiscal year 2013, the results are presented on the basis of our previous fiscal year-end on a twelve month basis.

Company Overview

Founded in 1975 with a single truck, Casella Waste Systems, Inc., its wholly-owned subsidiaries and certain partially owned entities
over which it has a controlling financial interest, is a regional, vertically-integrated solid waste services company. We provide
resource management expertise and services to residential, commercial, municipal and industrial customers, primarily in the areas of
solid waste collection and disposal, transfer, recycling and organics services. We provide integrated solid waste services in six states:
Vermont, New Hampshire, New York, Massachusetts, Maine and Pennsylvania, with our headquarters located in Rutland, Vermont.
We manage our solid waste operations on a geographic basis through two regional operating segments, the Eastern and Western
regions, each of which provides a full range of solid waste services, and our larger-scale recycling and commodity brokerage
operations through our Recycling segment. Organics services, ancillary operations, industrial services, discontinued operations, and
earnings from equity method investees, as applicable, are included in our Other segment.
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As of January 29, 2016, we owned and/or operated 34 solid waste collection operations, 44 transfer stations, 18 recycling facilities,
nine Subtitle D landfills, four landfill gas-to-energy facilities and one landfill permitted to accept C&D materials.

Acquisitions and Divestitures
Acquisitions

We have a dedicated business development team that identifies acquisition candidates, categorizes the opportunity by strategic fit and
perceived level of financial accretion, establishes contact with the appropriate representative of the acquisition candidate and gathers
further information on the acquisition candidate.

We have made in the past, and we may make in the future, acquisitions in order to acquire or develop additional disposal capacity.
These acquisitions may include “tuck-in” acquisitions within our existing markets, assets that are adjacent to or outside of our existing
markets, or larger, more strategic acquisitions. In addition, from time to time, we may acquire businesses that are complementary to
our core business strategy. We face considerable competition for acquisition targets, particularly the larger and more meaningful
targets, due to among other things, our limited access to and weighted average cost of capital, but we believe that our strong
relationships and reputation in New England and the upstate New York area help to offset these factors.

There were no acquisitions in fiscal year 2015.

During transition period 2014, we acquired one solid waste hauling operation in each of the Eastern and Western regions for total
consideration of $0.4 million, including $0.3 million in cash and $0.1 million in holdbacks to the sellers.

We acquired various businesses during fiscal year 2014, including several solid waste hauling operations, a transfer station, a MRF
and an industrial service management business (included in the Other segment) for total consideration of $10.1 million, including $7.9
million in cash, $1.7 million in contingent consideration and holdbacks to the sellers and $0.5 million of other non-cash
considerations. We recovered $0.2 million of the purchase price holdback amount we had previously paid and were relieved of any
potential contingent consideration obligation associated with the acquisition of an industrial service management business earlier in
fiscal year 2014. As a result, we recorded a $1.1 million gain on settlement of acquisition related contingent consideration in fiscal
year 2014.

We acquired various solid waste hauling operations during fiscal year 2013, including the acquisition of all of the outstanding capital
stock of BBI in the Eastern region, for total consideration of $27.9 million in cash and approximately 0.6 million shares of our Class A
common stock, valued at an aggregate of $2.7 million. We recorded an additional $5.1 million to goodwill for the increased deferred
tax liability related to the BBI acquisition based on the impact of temporary differences between the amounts of assets and liabilities
recognized for financial reporting purposes and such amount recognized for income tax purposes. See Note 14, Income Taxes to the
consolidated financial statements included in Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for further discussion. The acquisition of
BBI, a provider of solid waste collection, transfer and liquid waste services in New Hampshire and Maine, provided us the opportunity
to internalize additional waste and recyclables and to consolidate operations, routes and transportation within the Eastern region.

Divestitures

From time to time, we may sell or divest certain investments or other components of our business. These divestitures may be
undertaken for a number of reasons, including: to generate proceeds to pay down debt; as a result of a determination that the specified
asset will provide inadequate returns to us or that the asset no longer serves a strategic purpose in connection with our business; or as a
result of a determination that the asset may be more valuable to a third-party. We will continue to look to divest certain activities and
investments that no longer enhance or complement our core business if the right opportunity presents itself.

Sale of Business. In fiscal year 2015, we divested a business, which included the sale of certain assets associated with various waste
collection routes in the Western region, for total consideration of $0.9 million, resulting in a gain of $0.6 million.

CARES and Related Transaction. We executed a purchase and sale agreement in fiscal year 2015 pursuant to which we and Altela
agreed to sell certain assets of the CARES water treatment facility to a third-party. We sold these assets of CARES for purchase
consideration of $3.5 million, resulting in a gain of $2.9 million in fiscal year 2015, 49% of which was attributable to Altela, the
noncontrolling interest holder. As of December 31, 2015, we continued to pursue the dissolution of CARES in accordance with the
CARES agreement.

In connection with this transaction, we also sold certain of our equipment and real estate to the same unrelated third-party for total
consideration of $1.1 million, resulting in a gain of $0.9 million in fiscal year 2015.
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There were no divestitures in transition period 2014.

GreenFiber. In fiscal year 2014, we and LP executed a purchase and sale agreement with a limited liability company formed by Tenex
Capital Partners, L.P., pursuant to which we and LP agreed to sell our membership interests in GreenFiber for total cash consideration
of $18.0 million plus an expected working capital true-up less any indebtedness and other unpaid transaction costs of GreenFiber as of
the closing date. The transaction was completed for $19.2 million in gross cash proceeds, including a $1.2 million working capital
adjustment. After netting indebtedness of GreenFiber and transaction costs, our 50% of the net cash proceeds amounted to $3.4
million. After considering the $0.6 million impact of our unrealized losses relating to derivative instruments in accumulated other
comprehensive loss on our investment in GreenFiber, we recorded a gain on sale of equity method investment of $0.6 million in fiscal
year 2014. We had previously accounted for our 50% membership interest in GreenFiber using the equity method of accounting.

Maine Energy. In fiscal year 2013, we executed a purchase and sale agreement with the City of Biddeford, Maine, pursuant to which
we agreed to sell the real property of Maine Energy to the City of Biddeford. We agreed to sell Maine Energy for an undiscounted
purchase consideration of $6.7 million, which is being paid to us in installments over twenty-one years. Later in fiscal year 2013, we
closed the transaction, ceased operations of the Maine Energy facility, and initiated the decommissioning, demolition and site
remediation process in accordance with the provisions of the agreement. In fiscal year 2015, we completed the demolition process and
site remediation under the auspices and in accordance with work plans approved by the Maine Department of Environmental
Protection and the EPA. Based on the total incurred costs to fulfill our obligation under the agreement, we reversed a reserve of $1.1
million of excess costs to complete the divestiture in fiscal year 2015.

BioFuels. In fiscal year 2013, we initiated a plan to dispose of BioFuels and as a result, the assets associated with BioFuels were
classified as held-for-sale and the results of operations were recorded as income from discontinued operations. Assets of the disposal
group previously classified as held-for-sale, and subsequently included in discontinued operations, included certain inventory along
with plant and equipment. In fiscal year 2014, we executed a purchase and sale agreement with ReEnergy Lewiston LLC
(“ReEnergy”), pursuant to which we agreed to sell certain assets of BioFuels, which was located in our Eastern region, to ReEnergy.
We agreed to sell the BioFuels assets for undiscounted purchase consideration of $2.0 million, which was to be paid to us in equal
quarterly installments over five years commencing November 1, 2013, subject to the terms of the purchase and sale agreement. The
related note receivable was paid in full by ReEnergy in transition period 2014. We recognized a $0.4 million loss on disposal of
discontinued operations in fiscal year 2014 associated with the disposition. As a part of the divestiture, we agreed to complete certain
site improvements at Biofuels, which were completed in transition period 2014. As a result, we recorded a $0.6 million gain in
transition period 2014 associated with reversing the excess remaining reserves not needed to complete the site improvements.

Results of Operations

The following table summarizes our revenues and operating expenses (in millions) for the following periods:

Twelve Months Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2014 2013
Unaudited Unaudited

REVENUES.......coviiiiiiiiii $ 5465 $§ 5259 $ 3684 § 340.1 § 4976 § 4553

OPErating CXPENSES: . .vevverrrerreeranrerseeeeeeesseeseseesseeeesseensesseesseses

COSt Of OPETALIONS. ..cuvieeiierieeieeriieeieeereeieeereesereeaeeeveeeees 382.6 377.2 258.7 236.1 354.6 323.0
General and administration.............cceceeeereenenieneeieneeneene 72.9 66.8 45.7 40.8 61.9 58.2
Depreciation and amortization .............cceeceevveeeerieeveneeenennns 62.7 61.2 41.5 40.6 60.3 56.6
Contract settlement charge ...........oceeveeverieceeniereesiere e, 1.9 — — — — —
Divestiture tranSactions ..........ceeeveeveeecveesieeseesveeseeeveesenns (5.5 6.9 (0.6) — 7.5 —
Development project charge..........ccooveeeeriereeieneeieneeee, — 1.4 — — 1.4 —
Environmental remediation charge............ccccoeceevinceneennne. 1.0 1.0 0.4 0.4 —
Severance and reorganization COStS..........ccevverevereerveeeernennns 0.4 0.2 0.6 3.7
Gain on settlement of acquisition related contingent
CONSIACTAION. ........ocveeeeesce e — (1.1) — — (1.1 —
Expense from divestiture, acquisition and financing
COSES 1ovvvvieieieieeeeeeeee ettt s et s ettt eseseseseseseseseseseseseteaeaeses — 0.1 0.1 1.4
514.6 513.8 346.3 318.2 485.7 442.9
OPerating iNCOME.........c.eeveueivereeriierireteereeeeteeereeseaeese e eres s ssese s, $ 319 $§ 121 $ 221 $ 219 $ 119 §$ 124
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Revenues

We manage our solid waste operations, which include a full range of solid waste services, on a geographic basis through two regional
operating segments, which we designate as the Eastern and Western regions. Revenues in our Eastern and Western regions consist
primarily of fees charged to customers for solid waste collection and disposal, landfill, landfill gas-to-energy, transfer and recycling
services. We derive a substantial portion of our collection revenues from commercial, industrial and municipal services that are
generally performed under service agreements or pursuant to contracts with municipalities. The majority of our residential collection
services are performed on a subscription basis with individual households. Landfill and transfer customers are charged a tipping fee on
a per ton basis for disposing of their solid waste at our disposal facilities and transfer stations. We also generate and sell electricity at
certain of our landfill facilities. In addition, revenues from our Recycling segment consist of revenues derived from municipalities and
customers in the form of processing fees, tipping fees and commodity sales. Organics services, ancillary operations, major account and
industrial services, discontinued operations, and earnings from equity method investees, as applicable, are included in our Other
segment. Our revenues are shown net of inter-company eliminations.

The table below shows revenue attributable to services provided (in millions) for the following periods:

Twelve Months Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended

December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2014 2013
Unaudited Unaudited
COlIECHION. ...ttt $ 2383 $§ 2292 §$ 1578 $ 1532 $ 2254 § 209.0
DISPOSAL ...ttt ettt ene 156.5 138.1 102.3 93.0 128.8 115.0
POWET ZENEIAtION ..ottt 6.8 9.0 5.0 5.5 9.5 11.3
PrOCESSINE ...ttt 6.1 93 6.7 7.1 8.9 6.9
Solid Waste OPErationS.........ccceeveerveeiereeeieriieiereeeeeseeeeeseeeee e 407.7 385.6 271.8 258.8 372.6 342.2
OFZANICS ettt ettt ettt et e sttt st e e st e sbeeatesneeneeas 39.1 39.8 27.0 25.0 37.8 353
CuStomer SOIULIONS .......ceviruieiieieriieie et 53.4 52.2 35.8 27.0 43.4 355
RECYCING. ..o 46.3 48.3 33.8 29.3 43.8 42.3
TOtAl TEVEINUES.....eeiiitieiieiiee et $ 5465 $ 5259 $ 3684 $ 340.1 $497.6 $ 4553

Revenues - Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014

The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to
services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for Fiscal Year 2015 vs.

Calandar Year 2014
Amount % of Growth

PTACE 1ottt $ 10.5 2.0%
VOIUME......oiiiiiiii ittt ettt e e ve e abeereesaveeeaens 16.2 3.1%
Commodity price & VOIUME.........c.cocvevieeriieniieieeieeee e, 34 0.1%
Acquisitions & diVESHILUIES ......c.eevieveeeieiieierie e, 0.4 0.1%
Closed 1andfill.........cooeiiiiieiiiiee e 0.7) (0.)%
Fuel 01l and recovery fee........ooovvirviniiniiiieiiieeeeeee e, (0.9) (0.2)%

Total SOlId WASLE .......eevereeiieiieeieeite ettt 22.1 4.2%
OFZANICS ..eveeiienieeiteie ettt sttt st st e st et sbe e b seeesaeenns (0.7) (0.1)%
CUSOMET SOIULIONS.....eevvieeeeiieeieeiieie ettt ete st esae e sreesseseeesseesaesreenns 1.2 0.2%
Recycling OPerations: .........ccccveruerveriercresieeresieesesseeseeseessesseessesnees
PIICE ottt (6.2) (1.2)%
VOIUINC ..ottt s 4.2 0.8%

Total TeCyClNgG....ccvieveieieicieccecceee e, (2.0) (0.4)%
TOLAL ..ot $ 20.6 3.9%
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Solid waste revenues

Price.

. The price change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $8.9 million from favorable
collection pricing and $1.6 million from favorable disposal pricing associated primarily with our landfills and transfer stations.

Volume.

. The volume change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $16.8 million from higher
disposal volumes (of which $8.4 million relates to higher landfill volumes, $4.1 million relates to higher transfer station
volumes associated with two new transfer station contracts and organic growth, and $4.3 million relates to transportation) and
$1.4 million from higher collection volumes, partially offset by $2.0 million from lower processing volumes (mainly water
treatment and recycling processing).

Commodity price and volume.

. The commodity price and volume change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $2.0
million from unfavorable energy pricing at our landfill gas-to-energy operations, $0.4 million from unfavorable commodity
pricing and $1.0 million from lower landfill gas-to-energy and processing commodity volumes.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

. The acquisitions and divestitures change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of
increased revenues from the acquisition of two solid waste hauling operations in September and October 2014, partially offset
by decreased revenues associated primarily with an asset exchange in December 2014 and the divestiture of a business in May

2015.
Closed landfill.
. The closed landfill change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of our Worcester

landfill, which stopped accepting waste and ceased operations in April 2014 in accordance with its permit.

Fuel and oil recovery fee.

. The fuel and oil recovery fee change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of lower
revenues generated by our fuel and oil recovery fee program in response to lower diesel fuel index prices on which the
surcharge is based.

Organics revenues

. Fiscal year 2015 revenues decreased as the result of lower volumes and a decline in our floating rate fuel and oil recovery fee in
response to lower diesel fuel index prices on which the surcharge is based.

Customer solutions revenues

. Fiscal year 2015 revenues increased from higher volumes due to organic business growth, partially offset by the pass through
impact of unfavorable commodity prices in the marketplace.

Recvcling revenues

. Fiscal year 2015 revenues decreased primarily as the result of unfavorable commodity prices in the marketplace, partially offset
by higher commodity volumes and higher tipping fees.
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Revenues — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to
services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for the Transition Period
2014 vs. Eight Month Period 2013

Amount % of Growth
Solid Waste Operations:.........cc.eeeerveerueeveeeeseeseenneens
PIICE 1.vveviieteeieteteii ettt $ 2.6 0.8%
VOIUME....c..ooiiiiiiiiiee e 11.7 3.4%
Commodity price & volume.........ccceceeveveenencreneeneee (0.6) 0.2)%
Acquisitions & diVeSttUIes ........cocverveeveecververeeneeenes 3.7 1.1%
Closed [andfill.........cccoooievienieieeeceeeeeeeeen 4.4) (1.3)%
Total solid Waste.........cccevereeieienienencercee 13.0 3.8%
OFANICS ...veevveeevieeieeeeeeeeeeeeesteesteesseeseeaeesesseesssesseenseens 2.0 0.6%
Customer SOIULIONS........cc.eeeeierierinieneeieieere e 8.9 2.6%
Recycling Operations: ...........ccecveveeceeeveeeenveneeneeennes
PrICE ot 0.2 0.1%
VOIUME. ... 3.1 0.9%
ACQUISTHIONS ...veeeeiieeiieeiieeeeeieeiee et eee e sne e e 1.1 0.3%
Total 1ecyCling.....cccvvvvevierierieeieeeeeeee e 4.4 1.3%
TOtal ..o $ 28.3 8.3%
Solid waste revenues
Price.
. The price change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $2.5 million from

favorable collection pricing and $0.1 million from favorable disposal pricing associated with our landfills.

Volume.

. The volume change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $10.6 million from
disposal volume increases (of which $6.4 million relates to higher transfer station volumes associated with a mix shift from
landfills to transfer stations and four new transfer station contracts, $3.3 million relates to landfills and $0.9 million relates to
transportation) and $1.1 million from collection volume increases.

Commodity price and volume.

. The commodity price and volume change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of
$0.6 million from lower power generation and processing commodity volumes.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

. The acquisitions and divestitures change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of
increased revenues from various business acquisitions, including several solid waste hauling operations and a transfer station,
completed between August 2013 and October 2014.

Closed landfill.

. The closed landfill change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of our Worcester
landfill, which ceased operations in April 2014 in accordance with its permit.
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0rganics revenues

. The increase in revenues for transition period 2014 is the result of higher volumes associated with organic business growth.

Customer solutions revenues

. The increase in revenues for transition period 2014 is the result of $7.9 million from higher volumes and $1.0 million from the
acquisition of an industrial service management business in September 2013.

Recvcling revenues

. The increase in revenues for transition period 2014 is primarily the result of higher commodity volumes and the acquisition of
the remaining 50% membership interest of Tompkins in December 2013.

Revenues — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013
The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to
services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for the Fiscal Years

2014 vs. 2013
Amount % of Growth
PIICE viviviiiietieietete ettt ettt eb ettt bese e $ 2.5 0.5%
VOIUIME ..ottt 19.0 4.2%
Commodity price & VOIUME.........cceeevvevvieiieiieieeie e 0.7 0.2%
Acquisitions & diVESHIUTES ......cc.erereieieriiniereeieiee e 9.3 2.0%
Closed 1andfill..........cooeiiiieieieceeee e (0.5) (0.1)%
Fuel oil and recovery fee........ccoovvevvenirnienieiieeeeeeeeenn (0.6) 0.1)%
Total SOlid WaSte......cecuevveriririeierienerceieee e 30.4 6.7%
OTZANICS ...vvvveveieeieieriesteteie ettt sttt 2.5 0.5%
Customer SOIULIONS ........eeviiriieriierierieeseee e 7.9 1.7%
Recycling Operations: ..........ccvevvereeereeesieenieesieeeeeeeeeeeenens
PLICE e 0.1 0.0%
VOIUME. ..ot 1.0 0.3%
ACQUISTHIONS ..veeevieevieniieieeieeieeieeseeveesseeseeseesseenseenseensens 0.4 0.1%
Total 1eCYCING...c.vievieiieiieiece e 1.5 0.4%
TOtal .. $ 423 9.3%
Solid waste revenues
Price.
. The price change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $2.9 million from favorable

collection pricing, partially offset by $0.4 million from unfavorable disposal pricing associated with our landfills.

Volume.

. The volume change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $15.1 million from disposal
volume increases (of which $7.3 million relates to landfills, $5.3 million relates to transfer stations and $2.5 million relates to
transportation), $3.1 million from collection volume increases and $0.8 million from processing volume increases.
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Commodity price and volume.

. The commodity price and volume change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $2.5
million from favorable commodity pricing within power generation, partially offset by $1.4 million from lower power
generation and processing volumes and $0.4 million from unfavorable commodity pricing within processing.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

. The acquisitions and divestitures change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $16.7
million in increased revenues from acquisitions, primarily associated with our acquisition of BBI in December 2012, and our
acquisition of four solid waste hauling operations and a transfer station in fiscal year 2014. Increased revenues were partially
offset by $7.4 million in decreased revenues associated with the Maine Energy divestiture.

Closed landfill.

. The closed landfill change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of our Worcester
landfill, which stopped accepting waste and ceased operations in April 2014 in accordance with its permit.

Fuel and oil recovery fee.

. The fuel and oil recovery fee change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of lower
revenues being generated by our fuel and oil recovery fee program in response to lower diesel fuel index prices on which the
surcharge is based.

Organics revenues

. The increase in revenues for fiscal year 2014 is primarily the result of higher volumes.

Customer solutions revenues

. The increase in revenues for fiscal year 2014 is the result of $2.6 million from higher volumes and $5.3 million from the
acquisition of an industrial service management business.

Recvcling revenues

. The increase in revenues for fiscal year 2014 is primarily the result of higher commodity volumes and the acquisition of the
remaining 50% membership interest of Tompkins.

Operating Expenses

The following table summarizes our cost of operations, general and administration expenses and depreciation and amortization
expenses as a percentage of revenues for the following periods:

Twelve Months Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2014 2013
Unaudited Unaudited
Cost of operations................ 70.0% 71.7% 70.2% 69.4% 71.3% 70.9%
General and administration 13.3% 12.7% 12.4% 12.0% 12.4% 12.8%
Depreciation and amortization ............eceevveeveereeneeenieeneenneens 11.5% 11.6% 11.3% 11.9% 12.1% 12.4%

Cost of Operations

Cost of operations includes labor costs, tipping fees paid to third-party disposal facilities, fuel costs, maintenance and repair costs of
vehicles and equipment, workers’ compensation and vehicle insurance costs, the cost of purchasing materials to be recycled, third-
party transportation costs, district and state taxes, host community fees and royalties. Cost of operations also includes accretion
expense related to final capping, closure and post-closure obligations, leachate treatment and disposal costs and depletion of landfill
operating lease obligations.
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Cost of Operations — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014

Our cost of operations increased $5.4 million, decreasing 1.7% as a percentage of revenues, for fiscal year 2015 when compared to
calendar year 2014.

The period-to-period changes in cost of operations can be primarily attributed to the following:

Direct operational costs increased $4.2 million due to: higher equipment rental costs; higher operating costs (including grounds
maintenance and gas control) at certain of our landfills; and higher leachate disposal costs at certain of our landfills due to
unusually high rainfall earlier in the year. These cost increases were partially offset by lower gas treatment costs at Juniper
Ridge and lower depletion of landfill operating lease obligations at Southbridge and certain of our Western region landfills.

Maintenance and repair costs increased $3.9 million due to: higher fleet maintenance costs in the Eastern and Western regions
and higher facility maintenance costs associated with our Recycling segment and our Eastern region landfills.

Labor and related benefit costs increased $3.3 million due to: additional labor costs due to higher collection and transfer station
volumes in the Eastern region associated with new municipal contracts and organic customer growth; processing of higher
commodity volumes due to new contracts and facilities in the Recycling segment; and lower productivity as a result of
prolonged inclement winter weather into the early spring of 2015.

Third-party direct costs increased $0.2 million due to: higher collection and disposal volumes from organic customer growth,
including various new contracts, and various acquisitions; and higher commodity volumes in the Recycling segment. These cost
increases were offset by lower purchased material costs associated with declining commodity prices within the Recycling
segment; lower purchased material costs in our Customer Solutions business; and the expiration of an out-of-market put-or-pay
waste disposal contract in the Eastern region.

Fuel costs decreased $6.0 million due to lower diesel fuel prices in the marketplace. The favorable impact associated with lower
diesel fuel prices was more than offset by interrelated higher recycling tipping fees, lower fuel and oil recovery fees, lower
recycling commodity pricing and lower energy pricing revenues during fiscal year 2015.

Cost of Operations — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

Our cost of operations increased $22.6 million, or 0.8% as a percentage of revenues, for transition period 2014 when compared to
eight month period 2013.

The period-to-period change in cost of operations can be primarily attributed to the following:

Third-party direct costs increased $11.8 million due to: organic and acquisition growth in our Customer Solutions business,
which has a higher inherent direct cost structure; higher collection and disposal volumes from organic customer growth and the
acquisition of a transfer station in the Eastern region; higher volumes in our Organics business; and higher disposal volumes
associated with four new transfer station contracts and the acquisition of various hauling operations in the Western region.

Maintenance and repair costs increased $4.8 million due to: higher facility maintenance costs associated with our Recycling
segment, our hauling operations, certain landfills in our Western and Eastern regions, and the acquisition of a transfer station in
the Eastern region; and higher fleet repair and maintenance costs associated with hauling operations.

Labor and related benefit costs increased $4.9 million due to: increased overall healthcare costs and increased labor costs
associated with higher collection and transfer station volumes in the Eastern region and new contracts and facilities in the
Recycling segment.

Direct operational costs increased $1.5 million due to: higher depletion of landfill operating lease obligations associated with
increased volumes received at our landfills; an increase in host community fees and royalties; higher equipment rental costs
associated with an increase in fleet and landfill equipment rentals; an increase in gas treatment costs at Juniper Ridge; and a
lower gain on sale of fixed assets in transition period 2014.

Fuel costs decreased $0.6 million primarily due to lower diesel fuel prices in the marketplace.

Cost of Operations — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013

Our cost of operations increased $31.6 million, or 0.4% as a percentage of revenues, for fiscal years 2014 when compared to fiscal
year 2013.

40



The period-to-period change in cost of operations can be primarily attributed to the following:

. Third-party direct costs increased $17.4 million due to: organic and acquisition growth in our Customer Solutions business;
higher volumes in our Organics business; higher collection and disposal volumes from organic customer growth and the
acquisition of BBI and other tuck-in acquisitions; and an increase in state, local and other disposal fees associated with higher
disposal volumes and higher taxes due to a shift in waste mix type.

. Direct operational costs increased $5.6 million due to: higher costs at our landfills (including increases in leachate treatment
costs due to the timing of cell development, landfill gas treatment costs and maintenance costs); higher equipment rental costs
associated with an increase in fleet and landfill equipment rentals; an increase in host and royalty fees and higher depletion of
landfill operating lease obligations due to increased volumes received at our landfills; and an increase in vehicle insurance costs.

. Maintenance costs increased $4.8 million due to: higher vehicle maintenance costs associated with the integration of the BBI
vehicle fleet; higher facility costs associated with unplanned maintenance activities within the Recycling segment; and higher
container repair costs.

. Labor and related benefit costs increased $2.3 million due to: the acquisition of BBI; processing higher volumes of commodities
through our Recycling segment; and lower productivity as a result of prolonged inclement winter weather.

General and Administration

General and administration expenses include management, clerical and administrative compensation and overhead, professional
services and costs associated with marketing, sales force and community relations efforts.

General and Administration — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014

Our general and administration expenses increased $6.1 million, or 0.6% as a percentage of revenues, for fiscal year 2015 when
compared to calendar year 2014.

The period-to-period change in general and administration expenses can be primarily attributed to the following:

. Labor and related benefit costs increased $3.7 million due to higher wages and salaries, higher incentive compensation costs,
and higher equity compensation costs.

. Professional fees increased $1.1 million due to $1.9 million of consulting and legal fees resulting from our responses to the
advance notice of nomination sent to us by an activist investor nominating its own candidates for election as directors at our
2015 Annual Meeting in opposition to the three candidates whom we recommended. That activist investor ultimately withdrew
its slate of director candidates prior to the 2015 Annual Meeting and all of our director nominees were elected at the 2015
Annual Meeting by our stockholders. These costs were partially offset by lower accounting and audit fees associated with
timing changes based on our change in fiscal year-end to December 31*.

. Other costs increased $1.2 million due to higher property taxes, insurance costs and service agreements.

General and Administration — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

Our general and administration expenses increased $4.9 million, or 0.4% as a percentage of revenues, when comparing transition
period 2014 to eight month period 2013.

The period-to-period change in general and administration expenses can be primarily attributed to the following:

. Labor and related benefit costs increased $3.8 million due to: additional labor costs associated with growth in our Customer
Solutions business; increased overall healthcare costs; and increased incentive compensation costs.

. Professional fees increased $0.9 million due to: accounting and auditing services associated with the change in fiscal year-end,
higher legal costs associated with third-party legal advice, including a legal settlement with the New York Attorney General;
and a loss accrued for a potential legal settlement with the MADEP. See discussion in Part I, Item 3, “Legal Proceedings” of
this Annual Report on Form 10-K.

General and Administration — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013

Our general and administration expense increased $3.7 million, or 0.4% as a percentage of revenues, for fiscal year 2014 when
compared to fiscal year 2013.
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The period-to-period change in general and administration expenses can be primarily attributed to the following:

. Labor and related benefit costs increased $5.7 million due to additional personnel costs associated with acquisitions, growth in
our Customer Solutions business, recruitment and relocation, and an increase in incentive compensation costs.

. Professional fees decreased $1.3 million due to lower legal costs associated with fewer ongoing legal proceedings and lower
consulting costs.

Depreciation and Amortization

Depreciation and amortization includes: (i) depreciation of property and equipment, including assets recorded for capital leases, on a
straight-line basis over the estimated useful life of the assets; (ii) amortization of landfill costs (including those costs incurred and all
estimated future costs for landfill development and construction, along with asset retirement costs arising from closure and post-
closure obligations) on a units-of-consumption method as landfill airspace is consumed over the total estimated remaining capacity of
a site, which includes both permitted capacity and unpermitted expansion capacity that meets our criteria for amortization purposes;
(iii) amortization of landfill asset retirement costs arising from final capping obligations on a units-of-consumption method as airspace
is consumed over the estimated capacity associated with each final capping event and (iv) amortization of intangible assets with a
definite life, using either an economic benefit provided approach or a straight-line basis over the definitive terms of the related
agreements.

The table below shows, for the periods indicated, the components of depreciation and amortization expense (in millions):

Twelve Months Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2014 2013
Unaudited Unaudited
DePreciation EXPENSE ........eeveererereeerieeerierieeeeeeeseeseesessessessesseees $ 332 % 328 $§ 216 $ 21.8 $ 331 $§ 341
Landfill amortization eXpense..........eecveerveeerveerieesveeneesereenvessneenns 27.0 254 17.9 17.2 24.7 21.2
Other amortization expense 2.5 3.0 2.0 1.6 2.5 1.3
$ 627 % 612 $ 415 $ 406 $ 603 $§ 56.6

Depreciation and Amortization — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014

The change in the components of depreciation and amortization expense when comparing fiscal year 2015 to calendar year 2014 can
primarily be attributed to the following:

. Depreciation expense increased due to: changes in our depreciable asset base as a result of the timing of various capital
expenditures, including fleet upgrades and repairs and container purchases, made late in calendar year 2014, partially offset by
the impact of various divestitures and asset sales, and the impairment of the asset group of CARES.

. Landfill amortization expense increased due to: an increase in landfill volumes at our Eastern region landfills and at certain of
our landfills within the Western region; and an amortization rate adjustment as a result of updating cost estimates and other
assumptions associated with the annual year-end review of our landfills.

Depreciation and Amortization — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

The change in the components of depreciation and amortization expense when comparing transition period 2014 to eight month period
2013 can primarily be attributed to the following:

. Landfill amortization expense increased during transition period 2014 due to: an increase in landfill volumes at our Southbridge
landfill in the Eastern region and at certain of our landfills within the Western region; and an increase in estimated final capping
and closure costs at our Worcester landfill.

. Other amortization expense increased during transition period 2014 due to an increase in our intangible assets due to
acquisitions made in transition period 2014 and the timing of various acquisitions made in fiscal year 2014.
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Depreciation and Amortization — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013

The change in the components of depreciation and amortization expense when comparing fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 2013 can
primarily be attributed to the following:

. Depreciation expense decreased $1.0 million due to the divestiture of Maine Energy in the third quarter of fiscal year 2013,
which reduced our depreciable asset base for all of fiscal year 2014.

. Landfill amortization expense increased $3.5 million due to: an increase in landfill volumes in the Eastern region and at certain
of our landfills within the Western region; an increase in estimated final capping and closure costs associated with our
Worcester landfill in the Eastern region; and additional post-closure costs associated with the extension of our post-closure
commitment at various closed landfills.

. Other amortization expense increased $1.2 million associated with an increase in our amortizable intangible assets due to
acquisitions made in fiscal year 2014 and the acquisition of BBI in December 2012.

Divestiture Transactions

Sale of Business. In fiscal year 2015, we divested a business, which included the sale of certain assets associated with various waste
collection routes in the Western region, for total consideration of $0.9 million, resulting in a gain of $0.6 million.

Maine Energy. In fiscal year 2013, we executed a purchase and sale agreement with the City of Biddeford, Maine, pursuant to which
we agreed to sell the real property of Maine Energy to the City of Biddeford. We agreed to sell Maine Energy for an undiscounted
purchase consideration of $6.7 million, which is being paid to us in installments over twenty-one years. Later in fiscal year 2013, we
closed the transaction, ceased operations of the Maine Energy facility, and initiated the decommissioning, demolition and site
remediation process in accordance with the provisions of the agreement. In fiscal year 2015, we completed the demolition process and
site remediation under the auspices and in accordance with work plans approved by the Maine Department of Environmental
Protection and the EPA. Based on the total incurred costs to fulfill our obligation under the agreement, we reversed a reserve of $1.1
million of excess costs to complete the divestiture in fiscal year 2015.

CARES and Related Transaction. CARES is a joint venture that owned and operated a water and leachate treatment facility for the
natural gas drilling industry in Pennsylvania. Our joint venture partner in CARES is Altela. As of December 31, 2015, our ownership
interest in CARES is 51%. In accordance with the FASB ASC 810-10-15, we consolidate the assets, liabilities, noncontrolling interest
and results of operations of CARES into our consolidated financial statements due to our controlling financial interest in the joint
venture.

In fiscal year 2014, we determined that assets of the CARES water treatment facility were no longer operational or were not operating
within product performance parameters. As a result, we initiated a plan to abandon and shut down the operations of CARES. It was
determined that the carrying value of the assets of CARES was no longer recoverable and, as a result, the carrying value of the asset
group was assessed for impairment and impaired. As a result, we recorded an impairment charge of $7.5 million in each of fiscal year
2014 and calendar year 2014 to the asset group of CARES in the Western region.

We executed a purchase and sale agreement in fiscal year 2015 pursuant to which we and Altela agreed to sell certain assets of the
CARES water treatment facility to a third-party. We sold these assets of CARES for purchase consideration of $3.5 million, resulting
in a gain of $2.9 million in fiscal year 2015, 49% of which was attributable to Altela, the noncontrolling interest holder. As of
December 31, 2015, we continued to pursue the dissolution of CARES in accordance with the CARES agreement.

In connection with this transaction, we also sold certain of our equipment and real estate to the same third-party for total consideration
of $1.1 million, resulting in a gain of $0.9 million in fiscal year 2015.

BioFuels. As a part of the disposition of BioFuels, we agreed to complete certain site improvements that were completed in transition

period 2014. As a result, we recorded a $0.6 million gain in each of transition period 2014 and calendar year 2014 associated with
reversing the excess remaining reserves not needed to complete the site improvements.

Contract Settlement Charge

In fiscal year 2015, we recorded a contract settlement charge of $1.9 million associated with the Expera Old Town, LLC v. Casella
Waste Systems, Inc. legal matter. See Item 3, “Legal Proceedings” and Note 10, Commitments and Contingencies to our consolidated
financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for further disclosure.
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Development Project Charge

In each of fiscal year 2014 and calendar year 2014, we recorded a charge of $1.4 million for deferred costs associated with a gas
pipeline development project no longer deemed viable.

Environmental Remediation Charge

In each of transition period 2014 and calendar year 2014, we recorded an environmental remediation charge of $1.0 million associated
with remediation performed at our Southbridge landfill in the Eastern region. We had previously recorded an environmental
remediation charge of $0.4 million in eight month period 2013 and fiscal year 2014 associated with remediating this site.

Severance and Reorganization Costs

In calendar year 2014, eight month period 2013 and fiscal year 2014, we recorded charges of $0.4 million, $0.2 million and $0.6
million, respectively, for severance costs associated with various planned reorganization efforts including the divestiture of Maine
Energy.

In fiscal 2013, we recorded a charge of $3.7 million for severance costs associated primarily with the realignment of our operations in
order to streamline functions and improve our cost structure, the closure of Maine Energy and a reorganization of senior management.
Through the realignment of our operations we improved certain aspects of the sales function to facilitate customer service and
retention, pricing growth and support of strategic growth initiatives; align transportation, route management and maintenance
functions at the local level; and reduce corporate overhead and staff to match organizational needs and reduce costs.

Expense from Divestiture, Acquisition and Financing Costs

The $0.1 million expense from divestiture, acquisition and financing costs recorded in each of eight month period 2013 and fiscal year
2014 is primarily associated with legal costs related to the acquisition of the remaining 50% membership interest of Tompkins.

The $1.4 million expense from divestiture, acquisition and financing costs recorded in fiscal year 2013 is associated with the
following fiscal year 2013 events: a $0.3 million write-off of costs associated with the full refinancing of our 11.0% senior second lien
notes (“Second Lien Notes”) in fiscal year 2013, $0.6 million of legal costs associated with the Maine Energy divestiture transaction,
and $0.5 million of costs associated with the BBI acquisition.

Gain on Settlement of Acquisition Related Contingent Consideration

In each of fiscal year 2014 and calendar year 2014, we recovered a portion of the purchase price holdback amount we had previously
paid and were relieved of any potential contingent consideration obligation associated with the acquisition of an industrial service
management business earlier in fiscal year 2014. As a result, we recorded a $1.1 million gain on settlement of acquisition related
contingent consideration in each of fiscal year 2014 and calendar year 2014.

Other Expenses

Interest Expense, net

Interest Expense, net — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014

Our interest expense, net increased $2.0 million in fiscal year 2015 as compared to calendar year 2014 due to higher average debt
balances combined with changes to our capitalization structure associated with various tax exempt debt borrowings, the issuance of
additional 2019 Notes and the refinancing of our Senior Credit Facility. In fiscal year 2015, we also experienced interest savings when
we repurchased and permanently retired $14.7 million aggregate principal amount of 2019 Notes, our most expensive debt, at a
weighted average repurchase price of $101.0.

Interest Expense, net — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

Our interest expense, net increased $0.2 million in transition period 2014 as compared to eight month period 2013 as interest expense
associated with higher average debt balances in transition period 2014 was partially offset by interest savings associated with a
reduction to our outstanding letters of credit.
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Interest Expense, net — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013

Our interest expense, net decreased $3.5 million in fiscal year 2014 when compared to fiscal year 2013. The decrease in interest
expense, net during fiscal year 2014 can primarily be attributed to lower interest rates associated with the refinancing in October and
November 2012 of $180.0 million in aggregate principal amount of Second Lien Notes. Interest savings were partially offset by an
increase in interest expense associated with higher average debt balances in fiscal year 2014, associated primarily with borrowings
under our Senior Credit Facility to help fund operations and meet cash flow needs.

Loss from Equity Method Investment and Gain on Sale of Equity Method Investment

In December 2013, we sold our 50% membership interest in GreenFiber and purchased the remaining 50% membership interest of
Tompkins, both of which were previously accounted for using the equity method of accounting.

As a result of the sale of our 50% membership interest in GreenFiber, we recorded a gain on sale of equity method investment of $0.8
million in eight month period 2013, which included a $0.2 million working capital adjustment to the purchase price that was finalized
upon closing of the transaction in January 2014. We had initially recorded a gain on sale of equity method investment of $0.6 million
in fiscal year 2014 as a result of the sale.

We no longer account for our investment in Tompkins using the equity method of accounting and began including the accounts of
Tompkins in our consolidated financial statements.

Prior to these transactions, we recorded income from equity method investments of $0.1 million in calendar year 2014 and losses from

our equity method investments of $1.0 million, $0.9 million and $4.4 million in eight month period 2013, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal
year 2013.

Impairment of Investments

As of December 31, 2015, we owned 5.3% of the outstanding common stock of Recycle Rewards, Inc. (“Recycle Rewards”), a
company that markets an incentive based recycling service. In both fiscal year 2015 and transition period 2014, it was determined
based on the operating performance of Recycle Rewards that our cost method investment in Recycle Rewards was potentially
impaired. As a result, we performed a valuation analysis in fiscal year 2015, and had a valuation analysis performed by a third-party
valuation specialist in transition period 2014, both of which used an income approach based on discounted cash flows to determine an
equity value for Recycle Rewards in order to properly value our cost method investment in Recycle Rewards. Based on these analyses,
it was determined in each case that the fair value of our cost method investment in Recycle Rewards was less than the carrying amount
and, therefore, we recorded other-than-temporary investment impairment charges of $1.1 million in fiscal year 2015 and $2.3 million
in each of calendar year 2014 and transition period 2014. As of December 31, 2015, the carrying amount of our cost method
investment in Recycle Rewards is $1.1 million.

As of December 31, 2015, we owned 9.8% of the outstanding equity value of GreenerU, Inc. (“GreenerU”), a services company
focused on providing energy efficiency, sustainability and renewable energy solutions to colleges and universities. In fiscal year 2015,
it was determined based on the operating performance and recent third-party interest in GreenerU that our cost method investment in
GreenerU was potentially impaired. A valuation analysis was performed by a third-party valuation specialist using a market approach
based on an option pricing methodology to determine an equity value and fair market value per share for GreenerU. Based on this
analysis, it was determined that the fair value of our cost method investment in GreenerU was less than the carrying amount and,
therefore, we recorded an other-than-temporary investment impairment charge of $0.7 million in fiscal year 2015. As of December 31,
2015, the carrying amount of our cost method investment in GreenerU is $0.3 million.

As of December 31, 2015, we owned 17.0% and 16.2% of the outstanding common stock of AGreen Energy LLC (“AGreen”) and
BGreen Energy LLC (“BGreen”), respectively. In fiscal year 2015, AGreen and BGreen, both of which we account for as cost method
investments, entered into agreements that resulted in the contribution and sale of certain assets and liabilities of AGreen and BGreen
to a limited liability company in exchange for partial ownership interests in a parent of that limited liability company. As a result of
the transactions, we performed an analysis to determine whether an other-than-temporary impairment in the carrying value of our cost
method investments had occurred. Based on the analysis performed, which measured the fair value of our cost method investments
using an in-exchange valuation premise under the market approach that utilized the estimated purchase consideration received, we
recorded an other-than-temporary investment impairment charge of $0.3 million in fiscal year 2015.
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Loss on Derivative Instruments

In the fiscal year ended April 30, 2012, we entered into two forward starting interest rate derivative agreements that were initially
being used to hedge the interest rate risk associated with the forecasted financing transaction to redeem our Second Lien Notes. The
total notional amount of these agreements was $150.0 million and required us to receive interest based on changes in LIBOR and pay
interest at a rate of approximately 1.40%. During fiscal year 2013, we dedesignated both of the $75.0 million forward starting interest
rate derivative agreements and discontinued hedge accounting in accordance with FASB ASC 815-30 because the interest payments
associated with the forecasted financing transaction were no longer deemed probable. We recognized a $3.6 million loss, reclassified
from accumulated other comprehensive loss, as loss on derivative instruments in fiscal year 2013 and recognize the change in fair
value of the interest rate swaps along with any cash settlements through earnings as gain or loss on derivative instruments. The
agreements were both scheduled to mature on March 15, 2016. However, in February 2015 we settled one of the forward starting
interest rate derivative agreements for $0.8 million.

Loss on Debt Extinguishment

Senior Subordinated Notes. In fiscal year 2015, we repurchased and permanently retired $14.7 million aggregate principal amount of
2019 Notes at a weighted average repurchase price of $101.0 in order to maximize interest savings by paying down our most
expensive debt. As a result of the repurchases, we recorded a charge of $0.5 million in fiscal year 2015 as a loss on debt
extinguishment primarily related to the non-cash write off of deferred financing costs and unamortized original issue discount in
proportion with the settlement amount.

Senior Credit Facility. In fiscal year 2015, we recorded a charge of $0.5 million as a loss on debt extinguishment related to the write-
off of deferred financing costs in connection with changes to the borrowing capacity from the Senior Credit Facility to the ABL
Facility. The remaining unamortized deferred financing costs of the Senior Credit Facility, along with fees paid to the creditor and
third-party costs incurred for the ABL Facility, are to be amortized over the term of the ABL Facility.

Second Lien Notes. In fiscal year 2013, we recorded a charge of $15.6 million as a loss on debt extinguishment related to the full
refinancing of our Second Lien Notes. The loss on debt extinguishment consisted of a $2.8 million non-cash write off of deferred
financing costs, a $2.1 million non-cash write off of the unamortized original issue discount and a $10.7 million charge associated
with the early tender premium and tender fees associated with the redemption of the Second Lien Notes.

Provision (Benefit) for Income Taxes

Our provision for income taxes from continuing operations for fiscal year 2015 increased $0.1 million to $1.4 million from $1.3
million in calendar year 2014. The provision (benefit) for income taxes decreased $0.5 million in transition period 2014 to $0.7
million from $1.2 million in eight month period 2013, and increased $4.3 million in fiscal year 2014 to $1.8 million from ($2.5)
million in fiscal year 2013. The provisions for income taxes for fiscal year 2015 and calendar year 2014 include deferred tax
provisions of $0.8 and $1.2 million, respectively, and transition period 2014 and eight month period 2013 include deferred tax
provisions of $0.6 million and $1.0 million, respectively. The change in the provisions for income taxes and the total deferred tax
provisions in these periods are primarily related to the deferred tax liability for indefinite lived assets. Since we cannot determine
when the deferred tax liability related to indefinite lived assets will reverse, this amount cannot be used as a future source of taxable
income against which to benefit deferred tax assets. The change in the provisions (benefits) for income taxes for fiscal year 2014 and
fiscal year 2013 is primarily related to a ($5.1) million deferred tax benefit in fiscal year 2013 due to a reduction of the valuation
allowance in connection with the recording of deferred tax liabilities related to the BBI acquisition, offset by $0.8 million in fiscal
year 2013 related to a settlement with the State of New York for corporate franchise tax for tax years April 30, 2004 through April 30,
2010.

Discontinued Operations

Income (Loss) from Discontinued Operations, net

Discontinued operations in eight month period 2013 and fiscal years 2014 and 2013 represent the result of operations related to the
business disposition of BioFuels. In fiscal year 2014, we executed a purchase and sale agreement with ReEnergy, pursuant to which
we agreed to sell certain assets of BioFuels, which is located in our Eastern region, to ReEnergy.

Our loss from discontinued operations, net in fiscal year 2013 includes a $3.3 million loss associated with the adjustment to the
carrying value of BioFuels to its fair value as a result of the planned business disposition of BioFuels.
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The operating results of the operations discussed above have been included in discontinued operations in the accompanying
consolidated financial statements.

Loss on Disposal of Discontinued Operations

We recognized a $0.4 million loss on disposal of discontinued operations in fiscal year 2014 associated with the BioFuels disposition.

Segment Reporting

The table below shows, for the periods indicated, revenues (in millions) based on our operating segments:

Twelve Months Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2014 2013
Unaudited Unaudited

EaSTEIN c.eeeeieiiiiieieece e $ 1675 $ 1525 § 1084 § 1033 $§ 1473 $ 1299
WESTETTL ...ttt 232.0 2243 156.9 149.5 216.9 205.7
RECYCHNG ..ot 46.3 48.3 33.8 29.3 43.8 423
OhET . 100.7 100.8 69.3 58.0 89.6 77.4
TOtal e § 5465 3§ 5259 § 3684 § 340.1 § 497.6 § 4553

The table below shows, for the periods indicated, operating income (loss) (in millions) based on our operating segments:

Twelve Months Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2014 2013
Unaudited Unaudited

EASTETI .o eeeeeee oo eee s eeeseeeees e ees e ees e eeseeeeese e $ 74 8 (16) $ 34 $ 39 $ (L1) $ (53)
WESEEITL ...ttt et 26.0 15.0 18.8 17.2 13.3 20.0
RECYCING ... eee e eees e eee e esesee e (2.4) (1.7)  (0.2) (1.0) (2.4 0.7)
L0 115 T<) SRS 0.9 0.4 0.1 1.8 2.1 (1.6)
TOtAL e $§ 319 5§ 121§ 221 § 219 $ 119 §$ 124

Eastern Region
Eastern Region — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014
The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to

services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for Fiscal Year 2015 vs.

Calendar Year 2014
Eastern Region Amount % of Growth
PLICE ettt et $ 42 2.7%
VOIUINIE ... e 10.7 7.0%
Fuel oil and recovery fee........coovvviirieriieciinieieieceee e 0.2) 0.1)%
Commodity price & VOIUME.........c.cccvevvieviieieiieiieieeeeie e 0.1 0.1%
Acquisitions & diVESLItUIES .......c.eecveruieriieieeieiieieeee e eee s 0.9 0.6%
Closed 1andfill .........ccceeiirieriieeeee e 0.7) (0.5)%
Total SOIIA WASTE ......vveeeeiieeee et $ 15.0 9.8%
Price.
. The price change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $3.1 million from favorable

collection pricing and $1.1 million from favorable disposal pricing related to landfills and transfer stations.
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Volume.

. The volume change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is primarily the result of $6.7 million from
higher disposal volumes and $3.7 million from higher collection volumes.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

. The acquisitions and divestitures change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of
increased revenues from the acquisition of a solid waste hauling operation in October 2014.

Closed landfill.

. The closed landfill change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of our Worcester
landfill, which ceased operations in April 2014 in accordance with its permit.

Eastern region operating income increased $9.0 million during fiscal year 2015 when compared to calendar year 2014. This
improvement is primarily attributable to revenue growth outlined above and the following cost changes:

. Cost of operations: Cost of operations increased by $1.8 million primarily due to: additional labor costs due to higher collection
and transfer station volumes associated with new municipal contracts and organic customer growth; higher operating costs at
one of our landfills; and higher facility and fleet maintenance costs. These costs were partially offset by lower diesel fuel prices,
lower gas treatment costs at Juniper Ridge, lower operating costs associated with our Worcester landfill closing and the
expiration of an out-of-market put-or-pay waste disposal contract.

. General and administration: General and administration expenses increased by $4.5 million primarily due to higher shared
overhead costs and an increase in incentive compensation.

. Depreciation and amortization: Depreciation and amortization expense increased by $1.0 million due to an increase in landfill
volumes and an amortization rate adjustment at one of our landfills as a result of updating cost estimates and other assumptions
associated with the annual year-end review of our landfills.

. Other: Other significant charges include the contract settlement charge of $1.9 million in fiscal year 2015, the reversal of $1.1
million of excess costs to complete the divestiture of Maine Energy in fiscal year 2015, the $1.0 million environmental
remediation charge associated with the environmental remediation at our Southbridge landfill in calendar year 2014, severance
costs associated with various planned reorganization efforts in calendar year 2014, and a $1.4 million write off of deferred costs
associated with a gas pipeline development project no longer deemed to be viable in calendar year 2014.

Eastern Region — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to
services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for the Eight Months
2014 vs. 2013

Eastern Region Amount % of Growth
PIICE 1ottt $ 0.8 0.8%
VOIUIME ...t 5.8 5.6%
Commodity price & VOIUME.........ccvvvirieiieieie e 0.1) (0.1)%
Acquisitions & dIVESHITUIES ........ccvevieiieeieerienieeie et 2.9 2.8%
Closed 1andfill ..........cooueiiiiieiieeee e (4.3) 4.2)%
Total SOIA WASEE ......evveeieeiieiiieieieeteee et $ 5.1 4.9%
Price.
. The price change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $0.8 million from

favorable collection pricing.
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Volume.

. The volume change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $3.1 million from
higher disposal volumes (which includes a mix shift in volumes from landfills to transfer stations), $2.5 million from higher
collection volumes and $0.2 million from higher processing volumes.

Commodity price and volume.

. The solid waste operations commodity price and volume change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues
growth is the result of $0.2 million from lower power generation and processing commodity volumes, partially offset by $0.1
million from favorable commodity pricing within power generation.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

. The acquisitions and divestitures change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of
the acquisition of two solid waste hauling operations, one in September 2013 and another in October 2014, and a transfer station
in November 2013.

Closed landfill.

. The closed landfill change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of our Worcester

landfill, which ceased operations in April 2014 in accordance with its permit.

Eastern region operating income decreased $0.5 million during transition period 2014 when compared to eight month period 2013.
The change in operating income is primarily attributable to the following cost changes:

. Cost of operations: Cost of operations increased by $9.5 million, resulting in margin erosion as costs increased at a greater rate
than revenues. The change was primarily due to: an increase in third-party direct costs associated with higher collection and
disposal volumes from new municipal contracts, organic customer growth and the acquisition of a transfer station; and an
increase in other operational costs, including labor (which is driven by higher collection and transfer volumes), healthcare,
depletion of landfill operating lease obligations at Southbridge, and maintenance costs associated with hauling operations and
certain of our landfills. These costs were partially offset by a decrease in fleet and landfill equipment rentals, as well as host
community fees and royalties; lower accretion expense related to accrued final capping, closure and post-closure costs
associated with our Worcester landfill; and lower leachate treatment costs.

. General and administration: General and administration expenses increased $0.9 million primarily due to: an increase in bad
debt expense in transition period 2014 associated with increased customer growth and bad debt recoveries in eight month period
2013; an increase in incentive compensation costs; and a loss accrued for a potential legal settlement with MADEP. See
discussion in Part I, Item 3, “Legal Proceedings” of this Annual Report on Form 10-K.

. Depreciation and amortization: Depreciation and amortization costs remained flat primarily due to lower landfill amortization
associated with our Worcester landfill, which no longer accepted waste in transition period 2014, offset by an increase in other
amortization associated with acquired intangible assets.

. Other: Other charges impacting operating income included a $1.0 million environmental remediation charge recorded in
transition period 2014 and a $0.4 million environmental remediation charge recorded in eight month period 2013 associated
with the environmental remediation at Southbridge.

Eastern Region — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013

The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to
services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for the Fiscal Years Ended
2014 vs. 2013

Eastern Region Amount % of Growth
PLICE ottt ettt $ — 0.0%
VOIUME ..., 11.0 8.5%
Fuel oil and recovery fee........coovvveviroieiieeeieceeeeeen, (0.2) (0.2)%
Commodity price & VOIUME.........cccceevueerreieniee e, 0.1 0.1%
Acquisitions & diVeStItUIes .........cceevuerierierienieniieieeeeeeeaes, 7.0 5.4%
Closed 1andfill..........ccveieriieieeieiicieeeee e, (0.5) (0.4)%
Total SOIA WaSTE.....ceeviieeiieiieieieteieteee e, $ 17.4 13.4%
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Price.

The price change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $0.6 million from favorable
collection pricing, offset by $0.6 million from unfavorable disposal pricing related primarily to landfills.

Volume.

The volume change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $7.9 million from higher
disposal volumes (of which $7.2 million relates to higher landfill volumes and $3.6 million relates to higher transfer station
volumes, partially offset by $2.9 million in volumes that were not retained after the divestiture of Maine Energy), $2.8 million
from higher collection volumes and $0.3 million from higher processing volumes.

Commodity price and volume.

The commodity price and volume change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth remained consistent
year over year with increased revenues from higher commodity volumes slightly eclipsing decreased revenues from unfavorable
pricing.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

The acquisitions and divestitures change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $14.4
million from the acquisition of BBI, partially offset by $7.4 million from the divestiture of Maine Energy.

Closed landfill.

The closed landfill change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of our Worcester
landfill, which stopped accepting waste in fiscal year 2013 based on the attainment of its permitted capacity. The impact of the
closure was limited in fiscal year 2014 as we were granted a permit in May 2013 to accept an additional 0.2 million tons of
waste. We began placing additional waste pursuant to the permit at the end of June 2013 and ceased placing tons in April 2014.

Eastern region operating loss decreased $4.2 million during fiscal year 2014 when compared to fiscal year 2013. The change in
operating income is primarily attributable to the following cost changes:

Cost of operations: Cost of operations increased by $19.1 million in fiscal year 2014 primarily due to: an increase in third-party
direct costs associated with higher disposal volumes from organic customer growth and the acquisition of BBI and other
operations, partially offset by a reduction of transportation costs associated with the divestiture of Maine Energy; and an
increase in direct operational costs including labor, fuel, equipment rentals, landfill gas treatment costs at one of our landfills
and fleet maintenance and repair costs associated with the integration of the BBI vehicle fleet, partially offset by a reduction of
facility costs associated with the divestiture of Maine Energy.

General and administration: General and administration costs increased $0.9 million in fiscal year 2014 primarily due to
additional personnel costs associated with the BBI acquisition and an increase in estimated incentive compensation costs.

Depreciation and amortization: Depreciation and amortization costs increased $1.4 million in fiscal year 2014 due to the
following: an increase in landfill amortization costs associated with higher landfill volumes; an increase in estimated costs
associated with our Worcester landfill in closure status; and depreciation expense savings associated with the divestiture of
Maine Energy.

Other: Other charges impacting operating loss in fiscal year 2014 include: a $1.4 million write off of deferred costs in fiscal year
2014 associated with a gas pipeline development project no longer deemed to be viable; a $0.4 million environmental
remediation charge recorded in fiscal year 2014 associated with the remediation of Southbridge; severance costs associated
primarily with realignment and the streamlining of functions to improve our cost structure and the divestiture of Maine Energy
in the third quarter of fiscal year 2013; legal costs associated with the Maine Energy divestiture transaction; and costs associated
directly with the BBI acquisition.
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Western Region
Western Region — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014
The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to

services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for Fiscal Year 2015 vs.

Calandar Year 2014

Western Region Amount % of Growth

PLICE 1.ttt ettt ettt ettt ettt nas $ 6.2 2.8%

Y 0] L1 1551 6.1 2.7%

Fuel and 0il recovery fee.........coemininininineniniencnccncceeee (0.6) (0.3)%

Commodity price & VOIUME..........ccoevieiieiiiieeeeeee e 3.9 (1.6)%

Acquisitions & diVESTITUIES .......c.eevvveerieriierieeiee e 0.5) (0.2)%

Total SOld WaSTe.....c.evveeereiieeiieiirieeeee e $ 7.7 3.4%
Price.
. The price change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is primarily the result of favorable collection
pricing.

Volume.
. The volume change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $10.7 million from higher

disposal volumes (of which $5.0 million relates to higher landfill volumes, $4.9 million relates to higher transportation volumes
and $0.8 million relates to higher transfer station volumes associated with two new transfer station contracts), partially offset by
$2.3 million from lower processing volumes and $2.3 million from lower collection volumes.

Fuel and oil recovery fee.

. The fuel and oil recovery fee change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of lower
revenues generated by our fuel and oil recovery fee program in response to lower diesel fuel index prices on which the
surcharge is based.

Commodity price and volume.

. The commodity price and volume change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of
unfavorable energy pricing within our landfill gas-to-energy operations, unfavorable commodity pricing, and lower landfill gas-
to-energy and processing commodity volumes.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

. The acquisitions and divestitures change component in fiscal year 2015 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of
increased revenues from the acquisition of a solid waste hauling operations in September 2014, partially offset by decreased
revenues associated primarily with an asset exchange in December 2014 and the divestiture of a business in May 2015.

Western region operating income increased $11.0 million during fiscal year 2015 when compared to the calendar year 2014. This
improvement is primarily attributable to revenue growth outlined above and the following cost changes:

. Cost of operations: Cost of operations increased by $2.0 million due to: higher disposal volumes associated with organic
customer growth, two new transfer station contracts and the acquisition of a solid waste hauling operation; higher equipment
rental costs; higher third-party landfill disposal costs; higher operating and leachate disposal costs at certain landfills; and higher
fleet maintenance costs. Increased costs were partially offset by lower diesel fuel prices, lower depletion of landfill operating
lease obligations at a landfill due to a decrease in tons and a favorable rate impact associated with the annual year-end review of
our landfills, lower purchased material costs and lower benefit costs.

. General and administration: General and administration expenses increased by $3.0 million primarily due to higher shared
overhead costs, higher bad debt expense associated with an increase in the reserve for a specific landfill customer and higher
personnel costs.
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. Depreciation and amortization: Depreciation and amortization expenses increased $0.1 million due to higher amortization
expense associated with an increase in overall landfill tons and changes to certain of our landfill amortization rates as a part of
the annual year-end review of our landfills, mostly offset by a decrease in depreciation expense associated with a lower
depreciable asset base.

. Other: We recorded a $0.6 million gain associated with the divestiture of a business, which included the sale of certain assets
associated with various waste collection routes, and a $3.8 million gain associated with the disposal of certain assets of the
CARES water treatment facility and certain of our equipment and real estate in a related transaction in fiscal year 2015. In fiscal
year 2014, we recorded an impairment charge of $7.5 million to the abandoned asset group of CARES.

Western Region — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to
services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for the Eight Months
2014 vs. 2013

Western Region Amount % of Growth
PIICE -ttt $ 1.8 1.2%
VOIUME ...t 54 3.6%
Commodity price & VOIUME.........ccooeeuiiieieiiieecere e (0.6) 0.4)%
Acquisitions & diVeStItUIES .......cecverueerieeiieieeieieee e 0.8 0.5%
Total SOLid WaSt ......c.erereeeeirieieereeieieeee e $ 7.4 4.9%
Price.
. The price change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $1.7 million from

favorable collection pricing and $0.1 million from favorable disposal pricing related to transfer stations.

Volume.

. The volume change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $7.0 million from
higher disposal volumes (of which $4.4 million relates to higher landfill volumes, $2.2 million relates to higher transfer station
volumes associated with two new transfer station contracts, and $0.4 million relates to higher transportation volumes), partially
offset by $1.3 million from lower collection volumes and $0.3 million from lower processing volumes.

Commodity price and volume.

. The commodity price and volume change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is primarily the
result of lower power generation and processing commodity volumes.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

. The acquisitions and divestitures change component in transition period 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of
various solid waste hauling operation acquisitions completed between August 2013 and September 2014.

Western region operating income increased $1.6 million during transition period 2014 as compared to eight month period 2013. The
change in operating income is primarily attributable to the solid waste revenues growth discussed above combined with the following
cost changes:

. Cost of operations: Cost of operations increased by $6.0 million due to: an increase in third-party direct costs associated with
higher hauling costs driven by transfer station volume growth (including the addition of new operating contracts for
municipality-owned transfer stations) and landfill volume growth, partially offset by lower disposal costs driven by the winding
down of business at CARES and lower collection volumes; an increase in other operational costs, including healthcare,
depletion of landfill operating lease obligations (due to increased landfill volumes), host community fees and royalties fees, and
maintenance costs associated with our fleet, hauling facilities and landfill facilities. These costs were partially offset by
decreased fuel costs associated with lower diesel fuel prices in the marketplace.
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. General and administration: General and administration costs remained flat due to a higher than normal bad debt expense in
eight month period 2013 due to collectability issues associated with two disposal customers being offset by higher healthcare
costs and increased incentive compensation costs.

. Depreciation and amortization: Depreciation and amortization costs increased $0.7 million period-to-period primarily due to an
increase in landfill amortization associated with higher landfill volumes at certain landfills.

Western Region — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013

The following table provides details associated with the period-to-period change in revenues (dollars in millions) attributable to
services provided:

Period-to-Period
Change for the Fiscal Years Ended
2014 vs. 2013

Western Region Amount % of Growth
PrICE oot $ 24 1.2%
VOIUIMC. ...t 6.3 3.1%
Fuel and 0il recovery fee.......ovvvriiviiierieniiecieeieeee e (0.4) (0.2)%
Commodity price & VOIUME..........cccvvevveeciieieeieeiie e, 0.5 0.2%
Acquisitions & diVESHIUIES .....c.eccverveerierrerieeierieeieseeie e 2.3 1.1%
Total SOld WaStE....c.eeveeeriieeirieierieeeee e $ 11.1 5.4%
Price.
. The price change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $2.3 million from favorable

collection pricing and $0.1 million from favorable disposal pricing related primarily to transfer stations.

Volume.

. The volume change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $5.6 million from higher
disposal volumes (of which $3.0 million relates to landfill volumes, $1.6 million relates to transfer station volumes and $0.9
million relates to transportation volumes), $0.5 million from higher processing volumes and $0.2 million from higher collection
volumes.

Fuel and oil recovery fee.

. Solid waste revenues in fiscal year 2014 generated by our fuel and oil recovery fee program, which is based on a fuel index,
decreased when compared to the prior fiscal year as our floating rate recovery fee declined in response to lower diesel fuel index
prices on which the surcharge is based.

Commodity price and volumes.

. The commodity price and volume change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $2.2
million from favorable commodity pricing, primarily within power generation, partially offset by $1.7 million from lower
volumes within power generation and processing.

Acquisitions and divestitures.

. The acquisitions and divestitures change component in fiscal year 2014 total solid waste revenues growth is the result of $2.3
million in higher collection revenues from the acquisition of various tuck-in collection operations.

Western region operating income for fiscal year 2014 decreased by $6.7 million when compared to fiscal year 2013. The change to
operating income in fiscal year 2014 is primarily attributable to the following:

. Cost of operations: Cost of operations increased by $12.0 million primarily due to: an increase in third-party direct costs related
to increased collection and transfer station volumes, a shift in volumes to external haulers, and an increase in state, local and
other disposal fees associated with higher taxes due to a shift in mix type; an increase in direct operational costs associated with
higher labor, equipment rentals and leases, depletion of landfill operating lease obligations and host community fees; and an
increase in vehicle and facility maintenance costs.

53



. General and administration: General and administration costs increased by $2.0 million primarily due to: an increase in
personnel costs, including recruitment and relocation costs, and an increase in bad debt expense primarily due to collectability
issues associated with two disposal customers.

. Depreciation and amortization: Depreciation and amortization costs increased by $2.2 million primarily due to to increased
landfill amortization associated with the allocation of landfill volumes.

. Other: Other charges impacting operating income include the CARES impairment in fiscal year 2014 and severance costs
associated with realignment and streamlining of functions to improve our cost structure in fiscal year 2013.

Recycling
Recycling — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014
Recycling revenues decreased $2.0 million during fiscal year 2015 when compared to calendar year 2014. The decrease in revenues is

the result of unfavorable commodity prices in the marketplace, partially offset by higher commodity volumes and higher tipping fees.

Recycling operating loss increased by $0.7 million during fiscal year 2015 when compared to calendar year 2014 as operating results
were negatively impacted by unfavorable commodity prices, higher hauling and labor costs, increased facility maintenance activities
and higher shared overhead costs, partially offset by higher processing fees charged to third-party and intercompany customers.

Recycling — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

Recycling revenues increased $4.5 million during transition period 2014 when compared to eight month period 2013. The increase in
revenues is primarily the result of higher commodity volumes, and the acquisition of the remaining 50% membership interest of
Tompkins.

Recycling operating loss decreased by $0.8 million during transition period 2014 when compared to eight month period 2013 due to
increased revenues and improved operating efficiencies, partially eroded by higher commodity purchased material costs, higher labor
and healthcare costs, and increased facility maintenance activities.

Recycling — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013
Recycling revenues increased $1.5 million during fiscal year 2014 when compared to fiscal year 2013. The increase in revenues is due
to higher commodity volumes and the acquisition of the remaining 50% membership interest of Tompkins.

Recycling operating loss for fiscal year 2014 increased by $1.7 million when compared to fiscal year 2013 due to extended inclement
weather that resulted in lower operating productivity and reduced processing throughput, along with unplanned maintenance activities.

Other
Other — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014

Other revenues decreased $0.1 million during fiscal year 2015 when compared to calendar year 2014 primarily due to volume declines
in our Organics business associated with lower commodity volumes and a decline in our floating rate fuel and oil recovery fee in
response to lower diesel fuel index prices on which the surcharge is based, and a decline in transportation volumes. This was partially
offset by organic business growth within our Customer Solutions business.

Other operating income increased by $0.5 million during fiscal year 2015 when compared to calendar year 2014 based on the
operating performance of our Customer Solutions business. Profitability in the Customer Solutions business improved as we continued
to gain leverage on higher revenues and lower general and administration costs.

Other — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

Other revenues increased $11.3 million during transition period 2014 as compared to eight month period 2013 primarily as a result of
higher volumes associated with organic business growth within our Customer Solutions business and, to a lesser extent, the acquisition
of an industrial service management business in September 2013 and commodity volume increases within our Organics business.
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Other operating income decreased by $1.7 million during transition period 2014 when compared to eight month period 2013 as
increased revenues were more than offset by increased third-party direct costs (including hauling and purchased material costs
associated primarily with our Customer Solutions business and, to a lesser extent, hauling costs associated with our Organics business)
and labor and related benefit costs associated with growth in our Customer Solutions business.

Other — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013

Other revenues increased $12.2 million during fiscal year 2014 when compared to fiscal year 2013. Increased revenues for fiscal year
2014 was primarily the result of higher volumes within our Organics business and organic growth and the acquisition of an industrial
service management business within our Customer Solutions business in fiscal year 2014.

Other operating income for fiscal year 2014 increased by $3.8 million when compared to fiscal year 2013 as increased revenues,
combined with cost savings associated with a change in our organizational and management structure and the head count reduction
that took place as a part of the reorganization fiscal year 2013, more than offset increased hauling and transportation costs associated
with our Organics business and transportation services and increased third-party direct costs associated with the acquisition of an
industrial service management business within our Customer Solutions business.

Liquidity and Capital Resources

We continually monitor our actual and forecasted cash flows, our liquidity and our capital requirements in order to properly manage
our cash needs based on the capital intensive nature of our business. Our capital requirements include fixed asset purchases (including
capital expenditures for vehicles), debt servicing, landfill development and cell construction, landfill site and cell closure, as well as
acquisitions. We generally meet our liquidity needs from operating cash flows and borrowings from a revolving credit facility.

The following is a summary of our cash and cash equivalents, restricted assets and debt balances (in millions):

December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014

Cash and cash equivalents .............c.ccceevevrverereerrerennnn. $ 23§ 22§ 2.5
Restricted assets:

Capital Projects.......cceeerverereerierierieiesieieseeseeneas $ 1.4 $ 5.8 $ —

Landfill closure .........ccccvevvieeieiciiecieeieecveeneene 0.9 0.8 0.7
Total restricted aSSetS.......ovvirirreeerierereiierereesiereeenns $ 2.3 $ 66 § 0.7
Long-term debt:

Current POrtion ..........cceeveeveeveeviereereereereereereereene $ 14 $ 1.6 $ 0.9

Long-term portion ............cceeveeeeeeenieeeenneenennes 522.2 534.1 507.1
Total long-term debt ..........cccovveviviirieieriiiereeeeren $ 5236 S 5357 S 508.0

Summary of Cash Flow Activity

The following table summarizes our cash flows (in millions) for the periods indicated:

Twelve Months Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013 2014 2013
Unaudited Unaudited

Net cash provided by operating activities ............cccccveveunne.. $ 705 $ 622 $ 383 § 258 $ 496 $ 439
Net cash used in investing activites ...........ccvevereveeeveerienennan. $ (48.8) $ (71.8) $ (59.7) § 458) $ (579) $ (89.5)
Net cash (used in) provided by financing activities................ $ (21.6) $ 72§ 193 § 211§ 9.0 $ 449
Net cash provided by (used in) discontinued operations........ $§ — 8 19 § 18 3§ 01ns$ — $ (22
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Cash Flow Activity — Fiscal Year 2015 compared to Unaudited Calendar Year 2014

Net cash provided by operating activities. Cash flows from operating activities increased by $8.3 million during fiscal year 2015 when
compared to calendar year 2014.

The following is a summary of our operating cash flows (in millions) for fiscal year 2015 and calendar year 2014:

Adjustments to reconcile net loss to net cash provided by operating activities:
Gain on sale of property and equipment.............cccoeveveereerieeceereeeeneeenns
Depletion of landfill operating lease obligations............ccccecveveeeerneennenne.
Interest accretion on landfill and environmental remediation liabilities......
Stock-based COMPENSATION ......eecveeeierireiiriieieiiee et
Depreciation and amortization.............ceceveereeieneerieneeeecenee e
Divestiture transSactions .........coeeerueriereerierienieenie et steeie et stee e seeenieens
Development project Charge........ccoovecvevivecieeienieieeeeeeeee e
Gain on settlement of acquisition related contingent consideration .........
Amortization of discount on long-term debt...........cccceevveieriniienrnene
Loss on debt extinguishment ............cccooeeierieiinieniineneeeee e,
Loss on derivative iNStrUMENtS ........coevverrerrerienierienienieieieeeteeeeieeneeeeene e
Impairment of INVESTMENLS ........ccvervieiieiieiieiee et eee e eee e sae e sieeenens
Income from equity method iNVeStMEnts...........coeeververereneneneneniennennens
Loss on sale of equity method investment...........cccoeoeeeereecenenieneeeee.
Excess tax benefit on the vesting of share based awards.............cccceuee.e.
Deferred INCOME tAXES ......eouerreruiriirtiriertirieniese ettt eee e e

Adjusted net income before changes in assets and liabilities, net......................
Changes in assets and 1abilites, NEt .........ccevvririeriieiiieriecee e

Net cash provided by operating activities ..........cccceevereererreereriesieeieeeeeieeeeenne

Twelve Months Ended

December 31
2015 2014
Unaudited
(11.8) $ (29.1)
(0.1) (0.5)
9.4 10.7
34 3.6
3.1 2.4
62.7 61.2
(5.5) 6.9
— 1.4
— (1.1)
0.4 0.3
1.0 —
0.2 0.6
2.1 2.3
— (0.1)
— 0.2
0.2) (0.1)
0.8 1.2
65.5 59.9
5.0 2.3
705 $ 62.2

The most significant items affecting the change in our operating cash flows are summarized below:

Net cash used in investing activities. Cash flows used in investing activities decreased by $23.0 million during fiscal year 2015 when

Improved operational performance in fiscal year 2015 as revenues increased by $20.6 million, whereas cost of operations and

general and administration costs increased only $11.5 million, a decrease of 1.1% as a percentage of revenues.

Improved cash flow impact associated with the changes in our assets and liabilities, net of effects of acquisitions and
divestitures, which are affected by both cost changes and the timing of payments. The improvement in fiscal year 2015 was the
result of the favorable cash flow impacts associated with prepaid expenses, inventories and other assets and accrued expenses
and other liabilities due to lower final capping, closure and post-closure payments, partially offset by the unfavorable cash flow

impacts associated with accounts payable and accounts receivable.

compared to calendar year 2014.

The most significant items affecting the change in our investing cash flows are summarized below:

Net cash (used in) provided by financing activities. Cash flows from financing activities decreased $28.8 million during fiscal year

Capital expenditures. Capital expenditures were $17.5 million lower in the fiscal year 2015 due to the timing of various landfill
development projects, along with various calendar year 2014 capital expenditures associated with a new recycling facility
contract, various transfer stations and the installation of a landfill gas treatment system at Juniper Ridge.

Proceeds from divestiture transactions. We divested a business, certain assets of the CARES water treatment facility, and other

equipment of ours as a result of the CARES transaction for cash consideration of $5.3 million in fiscal year 2015.

2015 when compared to calendar year 2014.
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The most significant items affecting the change in our financing cash flows are summarized below:

. Debt activity. We issued an additional $60.0 million of 2019 Notes and refinanced our Senior Credit Facility resulting in an
increase in both debt borrowings and debt payments in fiscal year 2015. In the aggregate, we were able to pay down $15.8
million, net, of long-term debt in fiscal year 2015, including the purchase for settlement of $14.7 million aggregate principal
amount 2019 Notes, whereas we increased our long-term debt by $15.3M, net in calendar year 2014.

. Payments of financing costs. We had a $6.4 million increase in deferred financing cost payments in fiscal year 2015 related
primarily to the issuance of an additional $60.0 million of 2019 Notes and $15.0 million of Finance Authority of Maine Solid
Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2015 (“FAME Bonds 2015”) and the refinancing of our Senior Credit Facility.

. Distribution to noncontrolling interest holder. In fiscal year 2015, we distributed $1.5 million to Altela representing its pro-rata
share of the proceeds associated with the disposal of certain assets of CARES.

. Change in restricted cash. We added $5.6 million of restricted assets associated with the issuance of the FAME Bonds 2015 that
represent restricted cash reserved for repayment of costs incurred to fund certain capital projects in the State of Maine, and used
$10.0 million of the restricted cash associated with the issuance of the FAME Bonds 2015 and the $5.8 million of New York
State Environmental Facilities Corporation Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2014 (“New York Bonds™) issued in
calendar year 2014, to pay down ABL Facility borrowings used to finance certain capital projects in the States of New York and
Maine.

Cash Flow Activity — Transition Period 2014 compared to Unaudited Eight Month Period 2013

Net cash flows provided by operating activities. Cash flows from operating activities increased by $12.5 million for transition period
2014 when compared to eight month period 2013.

The following is a summary of our operating cash flows (in millions) for transition period 2014 and eight month period 2013:

Eight Months Ended
December 31,

2014 2013
Unaudited
INEE LOSS...viuveeitieietiteetet ettt ettt ettt ettt se et et ete s ese b e seesessesesbeseebe st esasseseeseseesesseseseneesa sebens $ (5.8) $ 4.1)
Adjustments to reconcile net loss to net cash provided by operating activities
Discontinued operations, NEt Of tAX ........ceceeriirierieiienieeee e — 0.1
GaIN ON QIVESTILUTE.....eeevieiiieiieeiee st eree et e ere et et e et e e e eaeeeaeesebeeaeesebaessseenseeas (0.5) —
Gain on sale of property and eqUIPMENt ..........cccvvervieviereerieiiereeee e 0.2) 0.5)
Depreciation and amoOrtiZation............c.ecveeveeierrieresreesieeeesieesseeeesreesesseesseessesseesns 41.5 40.6
Depletion of landfill operating lease obligations ............cccveeveeveviiecieniesieeiereenenne 7.8 7.0
Interest accretion on landfill and environmental remediation liabilities................. 24 2.7
Amortization of discount on second lien notes and senior subordinated notes....... 0.2 0.2
Impairment of INVESIMENLS .......cc.eotiriiriiieienieteientet ettt 23 —
Loss from equity method inVeStments ............cceceeeerieneeeenieeeeee e — 0.8
Gain on sale of equity method Investment............cooceevireriiiiiienieecee e, — (0.6)
Loss (gain) on derivative iNStrUMEnNts..........cecuerieriieieniienieeie et eeee e 0.2 (0.1)
Stock-based COMPENSAtION........ccviiiiierieeiiieiieeeie et esteeree e e sbeeeeesbeeseveesee e 1.6 1.7
Excess tax benefit on the vesting of share based awards............cccevveevevieiierenenn. 0.1 —
Deferred INCOME TAXES ...uveureieuieiieieieietetete et e ettt stesteseeseesbeseeseeetesbesaeeas 0.6 1.0
Adjusted net loss before changes in assets and liabilities, net...........ccoevvevveeciereeriennennnnns 50.0 48.8
Changes in assets and labilites, NEt ........ccccceevverierieiieiiee e e (11.7) (23.0)
Net cash provided by Operating aCtiVities .........ccceeueruererererereriese e se e $ 383 % 25.8
The most significant items affecting the change in our operating cash flows are summarized below:
. Improved operational performance in the transition period 2014 as revenues increased by $28.3 million, partially offset by
higher cost of operations and general and administration costs, which increased by $27.5 million or 1.2% as a percentage of

revenues.
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. Improved cash flow impact associated with the changes in our assets and liabilities, net of effects of acquisitions and
divestitures, which are affected by both cost changes and the timing of payments. This improvement is primarily due to the
favorable impact associated with the change in accounts payable based on the timing of payments. This was partially offset by
the unfavorable impact associated with the change in accrued expenses and other liabilities (associated primarily with the
amount and timing of capping, closure and post closure payments and the timing of accrued interest payments) and the
unfavorable impact associated with the change in prepaid expenses, inventories and other assets.

. Cash interest payments decreased $0.3 million from $18.7 million for eight month period 2013 to $18.4 million for transition
period 2014 primarily due to the timing of payments associated with changes to our capitalization structure.

Net cash used in investing activities. Cash flows used in investing activities increased by $13.9 million for transition period 2014 when
compared to eight month period 2013.

The most significant items affecting the change in our investing cash flows are summarized below:

. Capital expenditures. Capital expenditures were $21.6 million higher primarily due to organic business growth (including
increased spending on our fleet), the installation of a gas treatment system at Juniper Ridge, various landfill development costs,
and other capital investments associated with certain new contracts and a new MRF in Lewiston, Maine.

. Proceeds from the sale of equity method investment. During eight month period 2013, we and LP sold our membership interests
in GreenFiber. After netting indebtedness of GreenFiber and transaction costs, our 50% of the net cash proceeds amounted to
$2.8 million.

. Payments related to investments. During eight month period 2013, we made investments in unconsolidated entities totaling $2.0
million, whereas we made no payments related to investments in transition period 2014.

. Acquisitions, net of cash acquired. During eight month period 2013, cash outflows associated with acquisitions totaled $8.5
million as compared to $0.4 million in transition period 2014 based on the respective acquisition activity. The timing and size of
acquisitions are dependent upon opportunity and our access to capital.

Net cash provided by financing activities. Cash flows provided by financing activities decreased $1.8 million during transition period
2014 when compared to eight month period 2013.

The most significant items affecting the change in our financing cash flows are summarized below:

. Change in restricted cash. We had $5.8 million in restricted cash associated with the issuance of the New York Bonds.

. Payments of financing costs. We had a $2.2 million increase in deferred financing cost payments related to the issuance of the
New York Bonds, the issuance of $11.0 million in aggregate principal amount of tax-exempt Solid Waste Disposal Revenue
Bonds Series 2013 issued by the Business Finance Authority of the State of New Hampshire (“New Hampshire Bonds”), and the
refinancing of our Senior Credit Facility.

. Debt activity. We had both an increase in debt borrowings, $26.6 million (associated with the issuance of the New York and
New Hampshire Bonds, along with higher capital expenditures), and debt payments, $20.6 million (associated with the pay
down of our Senior Credit Facility using the net proceeds from the issuance of New York Bonds and New Hampshire Bonds).

Net cash provided by (used in) discontinued operations. Cash flows from discontinued operations increased $1.9 million during
transition period 2014 when compared to eight month period 2013 due to repayment in full of the remainder of the $2.0 million note
receivable associated with the business disposition of BioFuels.

Cash Flow Activity — Fiscal Year 2014 compared to Fiscal Year 2013

Net cash flows provided by operating activities. Cash flows provided by operating activities increased by $5.7 million for fiscal year
2014 when compared to fiscal year 2013.
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The following is a summary of our operating cash flows (in millions) for fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013:

Fiscal Year Ended
April 30,
2014 2013
N LOSS ottt ettt ettt e et et ee et et ne et et ettt an et et ene e n e $ 274) $ (54.5)
Adjustments to reconcile net loss to net cash provided by operating activities:................
(Income) loss from discontinued operations, net of tax .........ccecceeveererrerceneennenne (0.3) 4.5
Loss on disposal of discontinued operations, net of tax .........cccecevververveciereennenne. 0.4 —
Gain on sale of property and eqUIPMENT ...........ccveecrieierieriieneerie e enns (0.8) 0.4)
Depreciation and amortiZation ...........c.eccuevvereereenieerieereeeeeeeeseeseesseeseesesneseeesnes 60.3 56.6
Depletion of landfill operating lease obligations .............ccceevveevuieceeeeeieereenreenenn, 9.9 9.4
Interest accretion on landfill and environmental remediation liabilities ................. 4.0 3.7
ASSet IMPAITMENT CHATEE ... .ecvereieiieiieiieie ettt ettt esaeeseeeeeneeenee e 7.5 —
Development project Charge ...........ccevveriereeieeie ettt 1.4 —
Change in fair value of acquisition related contingent consideration...................... (1. —
Amortization of discount on second lien notes and senior subordinated notes....... 0.2 0.6
Loss from equity method iNVEStMENTS .........coceeriiriiiienienieiececee e 0.9 4.4
Impairment Of INVESTMENES........ccc.eriirieiieiieieere et — —
Gain on sale of equity method INVEStMENt ...........ccveveieriiecireieeiecieeee e (0.6) —
Loss on derivative INStIUMENES. .......couevtireririeieienientenie ettt eeeeens 0.3 4.5
Loss on debt extinguiShment............ccceviiiierierieiieie et — 15.6
Stock-based compensation and related severance eXpense ........cccceeeveeeereenveeneeenne. 24 2.5
Excess tax benefit on the vesting of share based awards ...........ccooceeiirinienennene — (0.1)
Deferred INCOME tAXES......cciiiiiiieeiieetieeiee et ettt et e e e e b e sbeesebeesbeesaseesssaesasens 1.6 3.5)
Adjusted net loss before changes in assets and liabilities, Net...........cccceevverieieerenienens 58.7 43.3
Changes in assets and [iabilites, NEt.........cceecieriircieriieiieieee e 9.1 0.6
Net cash provided by operating aCtiVities..........cueveuerveriieriereeseeseeee e eeeeeeseeeseeseeeneeas $ 49.6 $ 43.9
The most significant items affecting the change in our operating cash flows are summarized below:
. Improved operational performance in fiscal year 2014 as revenues increased by $42.3 million, whereas cost of operations and

general and administration costs increased only $35.3 million and remained consistent as a percentage of revenues.

. Interest payments decreased $6.2 million in fiscal year 2014 due to the timing of payments, as well as lower interest rates as a
result of the refinancing in October and November of 2012 of $180.0 million in aggregate principal amount of 11.0% Second
Lien Notes. This reduction was partially offset by an increase in interest payments associated with higher average debt balances.

. Increases were partially offset by the cash flow impact associated with the changes in our assets and liabilities, net of effects of
acquisitions and divestitures, which are affected by both cost changes and the timing of payments. This decline is due to the
unfavorable impact associated with the change in accounts payable, the unfavorable impact associated with the change in
prepaid expenses, inventories and other assets and the unfavorable impact associated with the change in accounts receivable,
partially offset by the favorable impact associated with the change in accrued expenses and other liabilities.

Net cash used in investing activities. Cash flows used in investing activities decreased by $31.6 million for fiscal year 2014 when
compared to fiscal year 2013.

The most significant items affecting the change in our investing cash flows are summarized below:

. Acquisitions, net of cash acquired. During fiscal year 2014, we acquired various businesses including several solid waste
hauling operations, a transfer station, a MRF and an industrial service management business (included in the Other segment) for
total consideration of $10.1 million, of which we have made $8.5 million in cash payments. In the fourth quarter of fiscal year
2014, we recovered $0.2 million of the purchase price holdback amount we had previously paid and were relieved of any
potential contingent consideration obligation associated with the acquisition of an industrial service management business in
fiscal year 2014. This is compared to fiscal year 2013, when we acquired six solid waste hauling operations in the Western
region and acquired all of the outstanding capital stock of BBI in the Eastern region for total consideration of $28.0 million, of
which we paid $24.8 million in cash and made $0.5 million in holdback payments in fiscal year 2013.
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. Investments in unconsolidated entities. During fiscal year 2014, we made investments in unconsolidated entities totaling $2.1
million compared to $3.2 million in fiscal year 2013.

. Capital expenditures. Lower capital expenditures of $9.1 million in fiscal year 2014 related primarily to the timing of landfill
development projects and a decrease in spending related to facilities.

Net cash provided by financing activities. Cash flows provided by financing activities decreased $35.9 million for fiscal year 2014
when compared to fiscal year 2013.

The most significant items affecting the change in our financing cash flows are summarized below:

. Stock issuance. We sold 11.5 million shares of Class A common stock in fiscal year 2013 and received net proceeds from the
registered public offering of $42.2 million, after deducting underwriting discounts, commissions and offering expenses.

. Debt activity. We experienced a reduction in both debt payments, by $208.5 million, due primarily to the full redemption of the
Second Lien Notes in fiscal year 2013, and debt borrowings, by $214.7 million, due primarily to the offering of $125.0 million
in additional 2019 Notes in fiscal year 2013, resulting in a $6.2 million decrease in cash flows related to debt activity in fiscal
year 2014 compared to fiscal year 2013.

. Payment of financing costs. We made lower payments of financing costs of $4.2 million in fiscal year 2014 due primarily to the
offering of $125.0 million in additional 2019 Notes in fiscal year 2013.

. Tender premium and costs. We paid a tender premium and tender costs of $10.7 million in fiscal year 2013 in connection with
the redemption of the Second Lien Notes.

Net cash used in discontinued operations. Cash flows used in discontinued operations decreased $2.2 million for fiscal year 2014
when compared to fiscal year 2013. These fluctuations in net cash flows from discontinued operations are the result of the business
disposition of BioFuels in exchange for a $2.0 million note receivable, which was to be paid to us in equal quarterly installments
commencing November 1, 2013.

Outstanding Long-Term Debt
Asset-Based Lending Facility

The ABL Facility consists of a revolving credit facility with loans thereunder being available up to an aggregate principal amount of
$190.0 million, subject to availability under a borrowing base formula as defined in the ABL Facility agreement. We have the right to
request, at our discretion, an increase in the amount of loans under the ABL facility by an aggregate amount of $100.0 million, subject
to the terms and conditions set forth in the ABL Facility agreement. Interest accrues at LIBOR plus between 1.75% and 2.50%,
subject to the terms of the ABL Facility agreement and is set at LIBOR plus 2.25% as of December 31, 2015. The ABL Facility
matures on February 26, 2020. If we fail to refinance the 2019 Notes on or before November 16, 2018, the maturity date of the ABL
Facility will be November 16, 2018. The ABL Facility is guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our
significant wholly-owned subsidiaries and is collateralized by certain qualified accounts receivable-trade, inventory and property,
plant and equipment.

The ABL Facility agreement requires us to maintain minimum consolidated EBITDA for the twelve months preceding the
measurement date measured at the end of each fiscal quarter. Minimum consolidated EBITDA is a non-GAAP financial measure that
should not be considered an alternative to any measure of financial performance calculated and presented in accordance with generally
accepted accounting principles in the United States. As of December 31, 2015, we were in compliance with the minimum consolidated
EBITDA financial covenant contained in the ABL Facility agreement as follows (in millions):

Fiscal Year Ended Covenant Requirements at
Asset-Based Revolving Credit Facility Financial Covenants December 31, 2015 December 31, 2015
Minimum consolidated EBITDA (1) ...cccceevevevenneee $ 110.5 § 75.0 Min.
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(1) Minimum consolidated EBITDA is based on operating results for the twelve months preceding the measurement date,
December 31, 2015. Based on the minimum consolidated EBITDA, our consolidated leverage ratio, as defined in the ABL
Facility, was 4.75 as of December 31, 2015. The consolidated leverage ratio is used to set pricing according to the ABL Facility
agreement and there is no financial covenant associated with this ratio. A reconciliation of net cash provided by operating
activities to minimum consolidated EBITDA is as follows (in millions):

Fiscal Year Ended
December 31,
2015
Net cash provided by operating aCtivities .........cccveruereerieriienieienieseeiesieeeeeeeee $ 70.5
Changes in assets and liabilities, net of effects of acquisitions and divestitures .... (5.0
DiVeStiture tranSaACHIONS .......ecuerveerieeierieeieseietesteeeeeeeesteeaesseeneesseeseeneesseennesneenseenes 5.5
Gain on sale of property and €qUIPMENt.......c..cceoverierieienierieineeeneneeeeeee e 0.1
Loss on debt extinguiShment .............ooceiiiiiiiiini i (1.0)
Stock based compensation, net of excess tax benefit...........ccccvveeverieciineeniieeennnne, 2.9
Impairment Of INVESTMENTS .....cc.eeviierieeiieiie ettt re e eeeees 2.1
Loss on derivative INSIUMENLS ...........ccverierierierieeienieeeeseeteseeesessessesssesseessenseenes 0.2)
Interest expense, less discount on long-term debt ..........ccceceecivcivvninininincncnenne. 40.1
Provision for income taxes, net of deferred taxes.........cccooveveeeeiiieeiiiiiieeeeeeeae 0.6
EBITDA adjustment as allowed by the ABL Facility agreement...............cccc.... 2.5
Other adjustments as allowed by the ABL Facility agreement..............cccccveevennens 7.4
Minimum consolidated EBITDA .........ccccoeiiiiiiriirerierieieie et $ 110.5

If the borrowing availability is less than a minimum availability threshold determined in accordance with the ABL Facility agreement,
we are then subject to additional financial ratio covenants. As of December 31, 2015, our borrowing availability was greater than the
minimum availability threshold as follows (in millions):

Minimum Availability
Amount Threshold
AVAIABILLY (2) 1orvvveoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseee e $ 641 $ 23.8

(2) Asof December 31, 2015, borrowing availability was calculated as a borrowing base of $148.5 million, less revolver
borrowings of $57.5 million, less outstanding irrevocable letters of credit totaling $26.9 million, at which date no amount had
been drawn.

As of December 31, 2015, our additional financial ratio covenants, as defined in the ABL Facility agreement (if they would have been
applicable) were as follows:

Fiscal Year Ended Limits at
Asset-Based Revolving Credit Facility Financial Ratio Covenants December 31, 2015 December 31, 2015
Minimum fixed charge coverage ratio ...........ccceceevvervennenne. 1.81 1.00 Min.
Maximum consolidated first lien leverage ratio.................. 0.55 2.00 Max.

Based on the seasonality of our business, operating results in the late fall, winter and early spring months are generally lower than the
remainder of our fiscal year. Given the cash flow impact that this seasonality, the capital intensive nature of our business and the
timing of debt payments has on our business, we typically incur higher debt borrowings from the ABL Facility in order to meet our
liquidity needs during these times. Consequently, our availability and performance against our financial covenants tighten during these
times as well.

In addition to the financial covenants described above, the ABL Facility agreement also contains a number of important customary
affirmative and negative covenants which restrict, among other things, our ability to sell assets, incur additional debt, create liens,
make investments, and pay dividends. As of December 31, 2015, we were in compliance with all covenants under the ABL Facility
agreement. We do not believe that these restrictions impact our ability to meet future liquidity needs.
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Tax-Exempt Financings
New York Bonds

In transition period 2014, we completed a financing transaction involving the issuance of $25.0 million in aggregate principal amount
of New York Bonds. We borrowed the proceeds of the New York Bonds to repay borrowings under our Senior Credit Facility for
qualifying property, plant and equipment assets purchased in the state of New York.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $25.0 million aggregate principal amount of New York Bonds. The New York Bonds,
which are unsecured and guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned
subsidiaries, accrue interest at 3.75% per annum through December 1, 2019, at which time they may be converted from a fixed rate to
a variable rate, and interest is payable on June 1 and December 1 of each year. An additional $15.0 million aggregate principal amount
of New York Bonds may be offered under the same indenture in the future. The New York Bonds mature on December 1, 2044.

Maine Bonds

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $21.4 million aggregate principal amount of Finance Authority of Maine Solid Waste
Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2005R-2 (“FAME Bonds 2005R-2”). The FAME Bonds 2005R-2, which are unsecured and
guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned subsidiaries, accrue interest at
6.25% per annum through January 31, 2017, at which time they may be converted from a fixed to a variable rate, and interest is
payable semiannually in arrears on February 1 and August 1 of each year. The FAME Bonds 2005R-2 mature on January 1, 2025.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $3.6 million aggregate principal amount of Finance Authority of Maine Solid Waste
Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2005R-1 (“FAME Bonds 2005R-17). The FAME Bonds 2005R-1 are variable rate bonds secured by a
letter of credit issued by our administrative agent bank and interest is payable semiannually in arrears on February 1 and August 1 of
each year. The FAME Bonds 2005R-1 mature on January 1, 2025. We borrowed the proceeds of the FAME Bonds 2005R-1 and
2005R-2 to pay for certain costs relating to the following: landfill development and construction; the acquisition of vehicles,
containers and related equipment for solid waste collection and transportation services; improvements to existing solid waste disposal,
hauling, transfer station and other facilities; other infrastructure improvements; and the acquisition of machinery and equipment for
solid waste disposal operations owned and operated by us, or a related party, all located in Maine.

In fiscal year 2015, we completed a financing transaction involving the issuance of $15.0 million in aggregate principal amount of
FAME Bonds 2015. We borrowed the proceeds of the offering of the FAME Bonds 2015 to finance or refinance the costs of certain of
our solid waste landfill facilities and solid waste collection, organics and transfer, recycling and hauling facilities, and to pay for the
costs of the issuance of the FAME Bonds 2015. As of December 31, 2015, we had $1.3 million of restricted cash reserved for
repayment of costs incurred to fund certain capital projects in the State of Maine as a result of this financing.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $15.0 million aggregate principal amount of FAME Bonds 2015. The FAME Bonds
2015, which are unsecured and guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned
subsidiaries, accrue interest at 5.125% per annum through August 1, 2025, at which time they may be converted from a fixed to a
variable rate, and interest is payable semiannually in arrears on February 1 and August 1 of each year. An additional $15.0 million
aggregate principal amount of FAME Bonds 2015 may be offered under the same indenture in the future. The FAME Bonds 2015
mature on August 1, 2035.

Vermont Bonds

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $16.0 million aggregate principal amount Vermont Economic Development Authority
Solid Waste Disposal Long-Term Revenue Bonds Series 2013 (“Vermont Bonds”). The Vermont Bonds, which are unsecured and
guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned subsidiaries, accrue interest at
4.75% per annum through April 1, 2018, at which time they may be converted from a fixed rate to a variable rate, and interest is
payable semiannually in arrears on April 1 and October 1 of each year. The Vermont Bonds mature on April 1, 2036. We borrowed
the proceeds of the Vermont Bonds to repay borrowings under our Senior Credit Facility for qualifying property, plant and equipment
assets purchased in the state of Vermont.

New Hampshire Bonds

In transition period 2014, we completed a financing transaction involving the issuance of $11.0 million in aggregate principal amount
of New Hampshire Bonds, consisting of the conversion and remarketing of $5.5 million principal amount New Hampshire Bonds from
a variable rate to a fixed term rate and the issuance of an additional $5.5 million principal amount fixed term rate New Hampshire
Bonds.
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As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $11.0 million aggregate principal amount of New Hampshire Bonds. The New
Hampshire Bonds, which are unsecured and guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant
wholly-owned subsidiaries, accrue interest at 4.00% per annum through October 1, 2019, at which time they may be converted from a
fixed rate to a variable rate, and interest is payable in arrears on April 1 and October 1 of each year. The New Hampshire Bonds
mature on April 1, 2029. We borrowed the proceeds of the New Hampshire Bonds to repay borrowings under our Senior Credit
Facility for qualifying property, plant and equipment assets purchased in the state of New Hampshire.

Senior Subordinated Notes

In fiscal year 2015, we issued an additional $60.0 million aggregate principal amount of 2019 Notes. The additional 2019 Notes,
which are both fungible and issued under the same indenture as the $325.0 million 2019 Notes previously issued, were issued at a
discount of $0.5 million to be accreted over the remaining term of the 2019 Notes. We used the net proceeds from this issuance,
together with the initial borrowings under our new ABL Facility, to refinance our Senior Credit Facility. Additionally, in fiscal year
2015, we repurchased and permanently retired $14.7 million aggregate principal amount of 2019 Notes at a weighted average
repurchase price of $101.0 in order to maximize interest savings by paying down our most expensive debt.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $370.3 million aggregate principal amount of 2019 Notes, which will mature on
February 15, 2019. The 2019 Notes accrue interest at the rate of 7.75% per annum and interest is payable semiannually in arrears on
February 15 and August 15 of each year. The 2019 Notes are fully and unconditionally guaranteed on a senior subordinated basis by
substantially all of our existing and future domestic restricted subsidiaries that guarantee our ABL Facility.

The indenture governing the 2019 Notes contains certain negative covenants which restrict, among other things, our ability to sell
assets, make investments in joint ventures, pay dividends, repurchase stock, incur debt, grant liens and issue preferred stock. As of
December 31, 2015, we were in compliance with all covenants under the indenture governing the 2019 Notes, and we do not believe
that these restrictions impact our ability to meet future liquidity needs except that they may impact our ability to increase our
investments in non-wholly owned entities, including the joint ventures to which we are already party.

Shelf Registration

We have filed a universal shelf registration statement with the SEC pursuant to which we may from time to time issue securities in an
amount of up to $190.0 million, after giving consideration to the $60.0 million aggregate principal amount of additional 2019 Notes
we issued in February 2015 pursuant to this registration statement.

Contractual Obligations

The following table summarizes our significant contractual obligations and commitments as of December 31, 2015 (in thousands) and
the anticipated effect of these obligations on our liquidity in future years:

Less than More than 5

one year 1-3 years 3 -5 years years Total
Long-term debt and capital leases.............cccoevevevenenenen. $ 1,448 $ 1,48 $ 429382 $ 92,699 $ 525,018
Interest obligations (1) ......cccceveereeiienienienenienienieeene 35,940 71,700 15,582 56,114 179,336
Non-cancellable operating leases (2) .......cccceveeereeneennee. 17,591 35,792 29,737 117,224 200,344
Capping / closure / post-CloSUTE........c.cccuereeneerienienanens 732 3,399 11,577 113,691 129,399
Total contractual cash obligations (3)........c..cccvevvevennnn. $ 55,711 $ 112,380 $ 486,278 $ 379,728 $ 1,034,097

(1) Based on debt and capital lease balances as of December 31, 2015. Interest obligations related to variable rate debt were
calculated using variable rates in effect at December 31, 2015.

(2) Includes obligations related to landfill operating lease contracts.

(3) Contractual cash obligations do not include accounts payable or accrued liabilities, which will be paid in the fiscal year ending
December 31, 2016.

In addition to the above obligations, we have unrecognized tax benefits at December 31, 2015 of approximately $0.4 million. Due to
the uncertainty with respect to the timing of future cash flows associated with the unrecognized tax benefits at December 31, 2015, we
are unable to make reasonably reliable estimates as to the timing of cash settlements. For a description of our commitments and
contingencies, see Note 8, Final Capping, Closure and Post-Closure Costs, Note 10, Commitments and Contingencies and Note 14,
Income Taxes, of our consolidated financial statements included in Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K.
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Inflation

Although inflationary increases in costs have affected our historical operating margins, we believe that inflation generally has not had
a significant impact on our operating results. Consistent with industry practice, most of our contracts provide for a pass-through of
certain costs to our customers, including increases in landfill tipping fees and in some cases fuel costs, intended to mitigate the impact
of inflation on our operating results. We have also implemented a number of operating efficiency programs that seek to improve
productivity and reduce our service costs and a fuel and oil recovery fee, which is designed to recover escalating fuel price
fluctuations above an annually reset floor. Based on these implementations, we believe we should be able to sufficiently offset most
cost increases resulting from inflation. However, competitive factors may require us to absorb at least a portion of these cost increases.
Additionally, management’s estimates associated with inflation have had, and will continue to have, an impact on our accounting for
landfill and environmental remediation liabilities.

Regional Economic Conditions

Our business is primarily located in the northeastern United States. Therefore, our business, financial condition and results of
operations are susceptible to downturns in the general economy in this geographic region and other factors affecting the region, such
as state regulations and severe weather conditions. We are unable to forecast or determine the timing and/or the future impact of a
sustained economic slowdown.

Limitations on Ownership of Notes

Pursuant to Section 2.19 of the indenture governing the 2019 Notes and the provisions of the FAME Bonds 2015, FAME Bonds
2005R-2, New Hampshire Bonds, New York Bonds and Vermont Bonds, no beneficial holder of the 2019 Notes, FAME Bonds 2015,
FAME Bonds 2005R-2, New Hampshire Bonds, New York Bonds and/or Vermont Bonds is permitted to knowingly acquire 2019
Notes, FAME Bonds 2015, FAME Bonds 2005R-2, New Hampshire Bonds, New York Bonds and/or Vermont Bonds if such person
would own 10% or more of the consolidated debt for which relevant subsidiaries of ours are obligated (and must dispose of 2019
Notes, FAME Bonds 2015, FAME Bonds 2005R-2, New Hampshire Bonds, New York Bonds and/or Vermont Bonds or other debt of
ours to the extent such person becomes aware of exceeding such threshold), if such ownership would require consent of any regulatory
authority under applicable law or regulation governing solid waste operators and such consent has not been obtained. We will furnish
to the holders of the 2019 Notes, FAME Bonds 2015, FAME Bonds 2005R-2, New Hampshire Bonds, New York Bonds and Vermont
Bonds, in each quarterly and annual report, the dollar amount of our debt that would serve as the threshold for evaluating a beneficial
holder’s compliance with these ownership restrictions. As of December 31, 2015, that dollar amount was $51.6 million.

Critical Accounting Estimates and Assumptions

The preparation of our financial statements requires management to make estimates and assumptions that affect the reported amounts
of assets and liabilities and the disclosure of contingent assets and liabilities, as applicable, at the date of the financial statements and
the reported amounts of revenues and expenses during the reporting period. On an on-going basis, management evaluates its estimates
and judgments which are based on historical experience and on various other factors that are believed to be reasonable under the
circumstances. The results of their evaluation form the basis for making judgments about the carrying values of assets and liabilities.
Actual results may differ from these estimates under different assumptions and circumstances. Our significant accounting policies are
more fully discussed in Note 3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies of our consolidated financial statements included in

Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K.

Landfill Accounting
Landfill Development Costs

We estimate the total cost to develop each of our landfill sites to its remaining permitted and expansion capacity (see landfill
development costs discussed within the “Property, Plant and Equipment” accounting policy more fully discussed in Note 3, Summary
of Significant Accounting Policies of our consolidated financial statements included in Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K).
The projection of these landfill costs is dependent, in part, on future events. The remaining amortizable basis of each landfill includes
costs to develop a site to its remaining permitted and expansion capacity and includes amounts previously expended and capitalized,
net of accumulated airspace amortization, and projections of future purchase and development costs including capitalized interest. The
interest capitalization rate is based on our weighted average interest rate incurred on borrowings outstanding during the period.

Under life-cycle accounting, all costs related to acquisition and construction of landfill sites are capitalized and charged to expense
based on tonnage placed into each site. Landfill permitting, acquisition and preparation costs are amortized on the units-of-
consumption method as landfill airspace is consumed. In determining the amortization rate for our landfills, preparation costs include
the total estimated costs to complete construction of the landfills’ permitted and expansion capacity.
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Final Landfill Capping, Closure and Post-Closure Costs

The cost estimates for final capping, closure and post-closure activities at landfills for which we have responsibility are estimated
based on our interpretations of current requirements and proposed or anticipated regulatory changes. We also estimate additional costs
based on the amount a third-party would charge us to perform such activities even when we expect to perform these activities
internally. We estimate the airspace to be consumed related to each final capping event and the timing of construction related to each
final capping event and of closure and post-closure activities. Because landfill final capping, closure and post-closure obligations are
measured at estimated fair value using present value techniques, changes in the estimated timing of construction of future landfill final
capping and closure and post-closure activities would have an effect on these liabilities, related assets and results of operations.

Final capping activities include the installation of liners, drainage, compacted soil layers and topsoil over areas of a landfill where total
airspace has been consumed and waste is no longer being received. Final capping activities occur throughout the life of the landfill.
Our engineering personnel estimate the cost for each final capping event based on the acreage to be capped, along with the final
capping materials and activities required. The estimates also consider when these costs would actually be paid and factor in inflation
and discount rates. The engineers then quantify the landfill capacity associated with each final capping event and the costs for each
event are amortized over that capacity as waste is received at the landfill.

Closure and post-closure costs represent future estimated costs related to monitoring and maintenance of a solid waste landfill after a
landfill facility ceases to accept waste and closes. We estimate, based on input from our engineers, lawyers, accounting personnel and
consultants, our future cost requirements for closure and post-closure monitoring and maintenance based on our interpretation of the
technical standards of the Subtitle D regulations and the air emissions standards under the Clean Air Act of 1970, as amended, as they
are being applied on a state-by-state basis. Closure and post-closure accruals for the cost of monitoring and maintenance include site
inspection, groundwater monitoring, leachate management, methane gas control and recovery, and operation and maintenance costs to
be incurred for a period which is generally for a term of 30 years after final closure of a landfill. In determining estimated future
closure and post-closure costs, we consider costs associated with permitted and permittable airspace.

Remaining Permitted Airspace

Our engineers, in consultation with third-party engineering consultants and surveyors, are responsible for determining remaining
permitted airspace at our landfills. The remaining permitted airspace is determined by an annual survey, which is then used to compare
the existing landfill topography to the expected final landfill topography.

Expansion Airspace

We currently include unpermitted expansion airspace in our estimate of remaining permitted and expansion airspace in certain
circumstances. To be considered expansion airspace all of the following criteria must be met:

. we control the land on which the expansion is sought;

. all technical siting criteria have been met or a variance has been obtained or is reasonably expected to be obtained;

. we have not identified any legal or political impediments which we believe will not be resolved in our favor;

. we are actively working on obtaining any necessary permits and we expect that all required permits will be received; and
. senior management has approved the project.

For unpermitted airspace to be included in our estimate of remaining permitted and expansion airspace, the expansion effort must meet
all of the criteria listed above. These criteria are evaluated annually by our engineers, accountants, lawyers, managers and others to
identify potential obstacles to obtaining the permits. Once the remaining permitted and expansion airspace is determined in cubic
yards, an airspace utilization factor (“AUF”) is established to calculate the remaining permitted and expansion capacity in tons. The
AUF is established using the measured density obtained from previous annual surveys. When we include the expansion airspace in our
calculation of remaining permitted and expansion airspace, we include the projected costs for development, as well as the projected
asset retirement costs related to final capping, closure and post-closure of the expansion airspace in the amortization basis of the
landfill.

After determining the costs and the remaining permitted and expansion capacity at each of our landfills, we determine the per ton rates
that will be expensed as waste is received and deposited at the landfill by dividing the costs by the corresponding number of tons. We
calculate per ton amortization rates for assets associated with each final capping event, for assets related to closure and post-closure
activities and for all other costs capitalized or to be capitalized in the future for each landfill. These rates per ton are updated annually,
or more frequently, as significant facts change.
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It is possible that actual results, including the amount of costs incurred, the timing of final capping, closure and post-closure activities,
our airspace utilization or the success of our expansion efforts could ultimately turn out to be significantly different from our estimates
and assumptions. To the extent that such estimates or related assumptions prove to be significantly different than actual results, lower
profitability may be experienced due to higher amortization rates, higher final capping, closure or post-closure rates, or higher
expenses. Higher profitability may result if the opposite occurs. Most significantly, if it is determined that the expansion capacity
should no longer be considered in calculating the recoverability of the landfill asset, we may be required to recognize an asset
impairment. If it is determined that the likelihood of receiving an expansion permit has become remote, the capitalized costs related to
the expansion effort are expensed immediately.

Environmental Remediation Liabilities

We have recorded environmental remediation liabilities representing our estimate of the most likely outcome of the matters for which
we have determined that a liability is probable. These liabilities include potentially responsible party investigations, settlements,
certain legal and consultant fees, as well as costs directly associated with site investigation and clean up, such as materials and
incremental internal costs directly related to the remedy. We provide for expenses associated with environmental remediation
obligations when such amounts are probable and can be reasonably estimated. We estimate costs required to remediate sites where it is
probable that a liability has been incurred based on site-specific facts and circumstances. Estimates of the cost for the likely remedy
are developed using third-party environmental engineers or other service providers. Where we believe that both the amount of a
particular environmental remediation liability and timing of payments are reliably determinable, we inflate the cost in current dollars
until the expected time of payment and discount the cost to present value.

Accounts Receivable — Trade, Net of Allowance for Doubtful Accounts

Accounts receivable — trade represent receivables from customers for collection, transfer, recycling, disposal and other services. Our
accounts receivable — trade are recorded when billed or when related revenue is earned, if earlier, and represent claims against third-
parties that will be settled in cash. The carrying value of our accounts receivable — trade, net of allowance for doubtful accounts,
represents its estimated net realizable value. Estimates are used in determining our allowance for doubtful accounts based on our
historical collection experience, current trends, credit policy and a review of our accounts receivable — trade by aging category. Our
reserve is evaluated and revised on a monthly basis. Past-due accounts receivable-trade are written off when deemed to be
uncollectible.

Goodwill and Other Intangibles

We annually assess goodwill impairment at the end of our fiscal year or more frequently if events or circumstances indicate that
impairment may exist. Historically, we have performed our annual goodwill impairment test using our fiscal year-end, or April 30", as
the measurement date. Effective with the change in our fiscal year-end from April 30™ to December 31%, we have voluntarily changed
our goodwill impairment measurement date from April 30" to December 31* to coincide with the change in our fiscal year-end. The
voluntary change in our goodwill impairment measurement date was applied prospectively as it represents the modification of an
existing principle based on new facts and circumstances.

We may assess whether a goodwill impairment exists using either a qualitative or a quantitative assessment. If we perform a
qualitative assessment, it involves determining whether events or circumstances exist that indicate it is more likely than not that the
fair value of a reporting unit is less than its carrying amount, including goodwill. If based on this qualitative assessment we determine
it is not more likely than not that the fair value of a reporting unit is less than its carrying amount, we will not perform a quantitative
assessment. If the qualitative assessment indicates that it is more likely than not that the fair value of a reporting unit is less than its
carrying amount, or if we elect not to perform a qualitative assessment, we perform a quantitative assessment, or two-step impairment
test, to determine whether goodwill impairment exists at the reporting unit.

In the first step (defined as “Step 17) of testing for goodwill impairment, we estimate the fair value of each reporting unit, which we
have determined to be our geographic operating segments, our Recycling segment and our Customer Solutions business, which is
included in the Other segment, and compare the fair value with the carrying value of the net assets of each reporting unit. If the fair
value is less than its carrying value, then we would perform a second step (defined as “Step 2”’) and determine the fair value of the
goodwill. In Step 2, the fair value of goodwill is determined by deducting the fair value of a reporting unit’s identifiable assets and
liabilities from the fair value of the reporting unit as a whole, as if that reporting unit had just been acquired and the purchase price
were being initially allocated.

To determine the fair value of each of our reporting units as a whole we use discounted cash flow analyses, which require significant

assumptions and estimates about the future operations of each reporting unit. Significant judgments inherent in this analysis include
the determination of appropriate discount rates, the amount and timing of expected future cash flows and growth rates. The cash flows
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employed in our discounted cash flow analyses are based on financial forecasts developed internally by management. Our discount
rate assumptions are based on an assessment of our risk adjusted discount rate, applicable for each reporting unit. In assessing the
reasonableness of our determined fair values of our reporting units, we evaluate our results against our current market capitalization

If the fair value of the goodwill is less than its carrying value for a reporting unit, an impairment charge would be recorded to
earnings. The loss recognized cannot exceed the carrying amount of goodwill. After a goodwill impairment loss is recognized, the
adjusted carrying amount of goodwill becomes its new accounting basis.

In addition to an annual goodwill impairment assessment, we would evaluate a reporting unit for impairment if events or
circumstances change between annual tests indicating a possible impairment. Examples of such events or circumstances include the
following:

. a significant adverse change in legal status or in the business climate;

. an adverse action or assessment by a regulator;

. a more likely than not expectation that a segment or a significant portion thereof will be sold; or
. the testing for recoverability of a significant asset group within the segment.

We elected to perform a quantitative analysis as part of our annual goodwill impairment test in fiscal year 2015. As of December 31,
2015, the Step 1 testing for goodwill impairment performed for the Eastern, Western, Recycling and Customer Solutions reporting
units indicated that the fair value of each reporting unit exceeded its carrying amount, including goodwill. Furthermore, the Step 1 test
indicated that in each case the fair value of the Eastern, Western, Recycling and Customer Solutions reporting units exceeded its
carrying value by in excess of 22.9%. We incurred no impairment of goodwill as a result of our annual goodwill impairment tests in
fiscal year 2015 and transition period 2014. However, there can be no assurance that goodwill will not be impaired at any time in the
future.

Intangible assets consist primarily of covenants not-to-compete and customer lists. Intangible assets are recorded at fair value and are
amortized based on the economic benefit provided or using the straight-line method over their estimated useful lives. Covenants not-
to-compete and customer lists are typically amortized over a term of no more than 10 years.

Recovery of Long-Lived Assets

We continually assess whether events or changes in circumstances have occurred that may warrant revision of the estimated useful
lives of our long-lived assets (other than goodwill) or whether the remaining balances of those assets should be evaluated for possible
impairment. Long-lived assets include, for example, capitalized landfill costs, other property and equipment, and identifiable
intangible assets. Events or changes in circumstances that may indicate that an asset may be impaired include the following:

. a significant decrease in the market price of an asset or asset group;
. a significant adverse change in the extent or manner in which an asset or asset group is being used or in its physical condition;
. a significant adverse change in legal factors or in the business climate that could affect the value of an asset or asset group,

including an adverse action or assessment by a regulator;

. an accumulation of costs significantly in excess of the amount originally expected for the acquisition or construction of a long-
lived asset;

. a current period operating or cash flow loss combined with a history of operating or cash flow losses or a projection or forecast
that demonstrates continuing losses associated with the use of a long-lived asset or asset group;

. a current expectation that, more likely than not, a long-lived asset or asset group will be sold or otherwise disposed of
significantly before the end of its previously estimated useful life; or

. an impairment of goodwill at a reporting unit.

There are certain indicators listed above that require significant judgment and understanding of the waste industry when applied to
landfill development or expansion. For example, a regulator may initially deny a landfill expansion permit application although the
expansion permit is ultimately granted. In addition, management may periodically divert waste from one landfill to another to
conserve remaining permitted landfill airspace. Therefore, certain events could occur in the ordinary course of business and not
necessarily be considered indicators of impairment due to the unique nature of the waste industry.
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If an impairment indicator occurs, we perform a test of recoverability by comparing the carrying value of the asset or asset group to its
undiscounted expected future cash flows. We group our long-lived assets for this purpose at the lowest level for which identifiable
cash flows are primarily independent of the cash flows of other assets or asset groups. If the carrying values are in excess of
undiscounted expected future cash flows, we measure any impairment by comparing the fair value of the asset or asset group to its
carrying value.

To determine fair value, we use discounted cash flow analyses and estimates about the future cash flows of the asset or asset group.
This analysis includes a determination of an appropriate discount rate, the amount and timing of expected future cash flows and
growth rates. The cash flows employed in our discounted cash flow analyses are typically based on financial forecasts developed
internally by management. The discount rate used is commensurate with the risks involved. We may also rely on third-party
valuations and or information available regarding the market value for similar assets.

If the fair value of an asset or asset group is determined to be less than the carrying amount of the asset or asset group, impairment in
the amount of the difference is recorded in the period that the impairment occurs. Estimating future cash flows requires significant
judgment and projections may vary from the cash flows eventually realized.

See Note 3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies and Note 16, Divestiture Transactions and Discontinued Operations to our
consolidated financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for further disclosure.

Investments in Unconsolidated Entities

Investments in unconsolidated entities over which we have significant influence over the investees’ operating and financing activities
are accounted for under the equity method of accounting, as applicable. Investments in affiliates in which we do not have the ability to
exert significant influence over the investees’ operating and financing activities are accounted for under the cost method of
accounting.

We monitor and assess the carrying value of our investments throughout the year for potential impairment and write them down to
their fair value when other-than-temporary declines exist. Fair value is generally based on (i) other third-party investors’ recent
transactions in the securities; (ii) other information available regarding the current market for similar assets and/or (iii) a market or
income approach, as deemed appropriate.

When we assess the carrying value of our investments for potential impairment, determining the fair value of our investments is reliant
upon the availability of market information and/or other information provided by third-parties to be able to develop an estimate of fair
value. Additionally, considerable judgment is required in interpreting market data to develop the estimates of fair value. Accordingly,
our estimates are not necessarily indicative of the amounts that we, or other holders of these investments, could realize in a current
market exchange. The use of different assumptions and/or estimation methodologies could have a significant effect on the estimated
fair values. The current estimates of fair value could differ significantly from the amounts presented.

See Note 3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies to our consolidated financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual
Report on Form 10-K for further disclosure.

Self-Insurance Liabilities and Related Costs

We are self-insured for vehicles and workers’ compensation with reinsurance coverage limiting our maximum exposure. Our
maximum exposure in fiscal year 2015 under the workers’ compensation plan was $1.0 million per individual event. Our maximum
exposure in fiscal year 2015 under the automobile plan was $1.2 million per individual event. The liability for unpaid claims and
associated expenses, including incurred but not reported losses, is determined by management with the assistance of a third-party
actuary and reflected in our consolidated balance sheet as an accrued liability. We use a third-party to track and evaluate actual claims
experience for consistency with the data used in the annual actuarial valuation. The actuarially determined liability is calculated based
on historical data, which considers both the frequency and settlement amount of claims. Our estimated accruals for these liabilities
could be significantly different than our ultimate obligations if variables such as the frequency or severity of future events differ
significantly from our assumptions.

See Note 3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies to our consolidated financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual
Report on Form 10-K for further disclosure.
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Income Taxes

We use estimates to determine our provision for income taxes and related assets and liabilities and any valuation allowance recorded
against our net deferred tax assets. Valuation allowances have been established for the possibility that tax benefits may not be realized
for certain deferred tax assets. Deferred income taxes are recognized based on the expected future tax consequences of differences
between the financial statement basis and the tax basis of assets and liabilities, calculated using currently enacted tax rates. We record
net deferred tax assets to the extent we believe these assets will more likely than not be realized. In making this determination, we
consider all available positive and negative evidence, including scheduled reversals of deferred tax liabilities, projected future taxable
income, tax planning strategies and recent financial operations. In the event we determine that we would be able to realize our
deferred income tax assets in the future in excess of their net recorded amount, we will make an adjustment to the valuation allowance
which would reduce the provision for income taxes.

We account for income tax uncertainties according to guidance on the recognition, de-recognition and measurement of potential tax
benefits associated with tax positions. We recognize interest and penalties relating to income tax matters as a component of income
tax expense.

See Note 14, Income Taxes to our consolidated financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for
further disclosure.

Contingent Liabilities

We are subject to various legal proceedings, claims and regulatory matters, the outcomes of which are subject to significant
uncertainty. We determine whether to disclose or accrue for loss contingencies based on an assessment of whether the risk of loss is
remote, reasonably possible or probable, and whether it can be reasonably estimated. We analyze our litigation and regulatory matters
based on available information to assess the potential liabilities. Management’s assessment is developed based on an analysis of
possible outcomes under various strategies. We accrue for loss contingencies when such amounts are probable and reasonably
estimable. If a contingent liability is only reasonably possible, we will disclose the potential range of the loss, if estimable. We record
losses related to contingencies in cost of operations or general and administration expenses, depending on the nature of the underlying
transaction leading to the loss contingency. Contingent liabilities accounted for under purchase accounting are recorded at their fair
values. These fair values may be different from the values we would have otherwise recorded, had the contingent liability not been
assumed as part of an acquisition of a business. See Note 4, Business Acquisitions for disclosure over a contingent liability assumed as
part of the acquisition of a business.

See Note 4, Business Combinations and Note 10, Commitments and Contingencies to our consolidated financial statements included
under Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for further disclosure.

Stock-Based Compensation

All share-based compensation cost is measured at the grant date, based on the estimated fair value of the award, and is recognized as
expense over the employee’s requisite service period. Stock-based compensation expense is based on the number of awards ultimately
expected to vest and is therefore reduced for an estimate of the awards that are expected to be forfeited prior to vesting.

The fair value of each stock option is estimated using a Black-Scholes option pricing model, which requires extensive use of
accounting judgment and financial estimation, including estimates of the expected term option holders will retain their vested stock
options before exercising them and the estimated volatility of our common stock price over the expected term.

See Note 11, Stockholders Deficit to our consolidated financial statements included under Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K
for further disclosure.

New Accounting Standards

For a description of the new accounting standards that may affect us, see Note 2, Accounting Changes to our consolidated financial
statements included in Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K.

ITEM 7A. QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE DISCLOSURE ABOUT MARKET RISK

In the normal course of business we are exposed to market risks, including changes in interest rates and certain commodity prices. We
have a variety of strategies to mitigate these market risks, including at times using derivative instruments to hedge some portion of
these risks.

69



Interest Rate Volatility

We had interest rate risk relating to approximately $61.0 million of long-term debt at December 31, 2015. The weighted average
interest rate on the variable rate portion of long-term debt was approximately 2.9% at December 31, 2015. Should the average interest
rate on the variable rate portion of long-term debt change by 100 basis points, we estimate that our annual interest expense would
increase or decrease by approximately $0.6 million. The remainder of our long-term debt is at fixed rates and not subject to interest
rate risk.

Our strategy to hedge against fluctuations in variable interest rates involves entering into interest rate derivative agreements to hedge
against adverse movements in interest rates. As of December 31, 2015, we were currently party to one interest rate derivative
agreement that is not deemed to be an effective cash flow hedge. The total notional amount of this agreement is $75.0 million and

requires us to receive interest based on changes in LIBOR and pay interest at a rate of 1.45%. This agreement matures on March 15,
2016.

Commodity Price Volatility

Through our Recycling operation, we market a variety of materials, including fibers such as old corrugated cardboard and old
newsprint, plastics, glass, ferrous and aluminum metals. We may use a number of strategies to mitigate impacts from commodity price
fluctuations including: (1) charging collection customers a floating sustainability recycling adjustment fee to offtake recycling
commodity risks; (2) in-bound MRF customers receiving a revenue share or indexed materials purchases in higher commodity price
markets, or charging these same customers a processing cost or tipping fee per ton lower commodity price markets; (3) selling
recycling commodities to out-bound MRF customers through floor price or fixed price agreements or (4) by entering into fixed price
contracts and entering into hedges which mitigate the variability in cash flows generated from the sales of recycled paper at floating
prices . We do not use financial instruments for trading purposes and are not a party to any leveraged derivatives. As of December 31,
2015, we were not party to any commodity hedging agreements.

Should commodity prices change by 10%, we estimate that our annual operating income margin would change by approximately $0.8
million. Our sensitivity to changes in commodity prices is complex because each customer contract is unique relative to revenue
sharing, tipping or processing fees and other arrangements. The above estimated ranges of operating income impact may not be
indicative of future operating results and actual results may vary materially.
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ITEM 8. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AND SUPPLEMENTARY DATA
Report of Independent Registered Public Accounting Firm

To the Board of Directors and Stockholders
of Casella Waste Systems, Inc.:

We have audited the accompanying consolidated balance sheets of Casella Waste Systems, Inc. and subsidiaries (the “Company”) as
of December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014, and the related consolidated statements of operations, comprehensive
loss, stockholders’ (deficit) equity and cash flows for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2015, the eight months ended December 31,
2014, and for the fiscal years ended April 30, 2014 and April 30, 2013. Our audits also included the financial statement schedules of
Casella Waste Systems, Inc. and subsidiaries listed in Item 15(a)(2). We also have audited the Company’s internal control over
financial reporting as of December 31, 2015, based on criteria established in Internal Control — Integrated Framework issued by the
Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission in 2013. The Company’s management is responsible for these
financial statements and financial statement schedules, for maintaining effective internal control over financial reporting, and for its
assessment of the effectiveness of internal control over financial reporting included in the accompanying Management’s Report on
Internal Control over Financial Reporting. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements and schedules and
an opinion on the Company’s internal control over financial reporting based on our audits.

We conducted our audits in accordance with the standards of the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (United States). Those
standards require that we plan and perform the audits to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free of
material misstatement and whether effective internal control over financial reporting was maintained in all material respects. Our
audits of the financial statements included examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial
statements, assessing the accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, and evaluating the overall
financial statement presentation. Our audit of internal control over financial reporting included obtaining an understanding of internal
control over financial reporting, assessing the risk that a material weakness exists, and testing and evaluating the design and operating
effectiveness of internal control based on the assessed risk. Our audits also included performing such other procedures as we
considered necessary in the circumstances. We believe that our audits provide a reasonable basis for our opinions.

A company’s internal control over financial reporting is a process designed to provide reasonable assurance regarding the reliability of
financial reporting and the preparation of financial statements for external purposes in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles. A company’s internal control over financial reporting includes those policies and procedures that (a) pertain to the
maintenance of records that, in reasonable detail, accurately and fairly reflect the transactions and dispositions of the assets of the
company; (b) provide reasonable assurance that transactions are recorded as necessary to permit preparation of financial statements in
accordance with generally accepted accounting principles, and that receipts and expenditures of the company are being made only in
accordance with authorizations of management and directors of the company; and (c) provide reasonable assurance regarding
prevention or timely detection of unauthorized acquisition, use, or disposition of the company’s assets that could have a material effect
on the financial statements.

Because of its inherent limitations, internal control over financial reporting may not prevent or detect misstatements. Also, projections
of any evaluation of effectiveness to future periods are subject to the risk that controls may become inadequate because of changes in
conditions, or that the degree of compliance with the policies or procedures may deteriorate.

In our opinion, the consolidated financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the financial position of
Casella Waste Systems, Inc. and subsidiaries as of December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014, and the results of their
operations and their cash flows for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2015, the eight months ended December 31, 2014, and the
fiscal years ended April 30, 2014 and April 30, 2013, in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States
of America, and in our opinion, the related financial statement schedules, when considered in relation to the basic consolidated
financial statements taken as a whole, presents fairly in all material respects the information set forth therein. Also in our opinion,
Casella Waste Systems, Inc. and subsidiaries maintained, in all material respects, effective internal control over financial reporting as
of December 31, 2015, based on criteria established in Internal Control — Integrated Framework issued by the Committee of
Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission in 2013.

/s/ RSM US LLP

Boston, Massachusetts
March 2, 2016
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEETS
(in thousands)

December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014
ASSETS

CURRENT ASSETS: .ottt ettt e e et eaeeeaae e eaeeeeaeeeteeeaeeeareens
Cash and cash eqUIVAIENLS ...........cceevieiieiiiiieiiceeee e $ 2,312 $ 2,205 $ 2,464
RESICTEd CASN ....oeiiiiiiiicieece ettt e — 76 76

Accounts receivable - trade, net of allowance for doubtful accounts of $988,
$2,153 and $1,672, 1€SPECIVELY .....voveeieerieieeeeeeeeeeeeeee e, 60,167 55,750 52,603
Refundable INCOME tAXES .........veeeeeeieeeeeee e 651 554 465
Prepaid EXPEeNSES....ccuveiieieiieciiesie ettt ettt aeeae e sneens 7,670 8,763 7,176
TIVEINEOTY .ttt et e 4,282 4,374 3,905
Deferred INCOME tAXES ....ccuveeeveeiiieeiieciie e eree et sveeeaeeeveeereesereesaaeereeens — 2,095 2,502
Other CUITENT ASSELS.....cccovveiieieeeeeteeeeeteee e e eeae e et e e eeaeeeeetreeeeeareeeeneeeeeneens 1,586 4,852 1,255
Current assets of discontinued OPErations............ceceveververeesiereereeeeeseeneeennns — — 359
TOLtAl CUITENT @SSELS .oeiveeeieeieeeeeeeeteeeee ettt e e eeeet e e e e e e e e e e e s e aaaeeeeeeeesnaaaeeeeeseennaaneeeesans 76,668 78,669 70,805

Property, plant and equipment, net of accumulated depreciation and amortization of

$789,766, $736,839 and $695,935, respectively 402,252 414,542 403,424
GOOAWILL ..ottt ettt e e e e eeete e e teeeeaaeetreeeaeeeeaeseeseeeneeans 118,976 119,170 119,139
INtangIbIe ASSELS, NEL.....ecveruieiieieiieie ettt ettt ettt e e e e sbeesbessaesreeseessesenesaeen ens 9,252 11,808 13,420
RESITICIEA ASSELS ...eeivvviiiceeeee ettt e e e e e e eeaeeeeeteeeeenaeeseenaeesennaeeeeseens 2,251 6,632 681
CoSt METhOA INVESTIMENES .....ovvviiiiiiii ettt e e e e e e enr e e s eaeeeeenaeeeeenns 12,333 14,432 16,752
OthEr NON-CUITENT ASSELS ....veiiviiiiieeieeiieeeeciee e et e e et e e et eeeeaeeeseaeeeesneeeesnneeesenaaeeseaeeesnnnes 28,151 24,542 24,205
Non-current assets of discontinued OPErations ..........c.ccceerveerveriereenrerieereesieeaeseeseeesseennens — — 1,471
TOLAL @SSEES ...ttt ettt et ea e st eaeeaeeaeeeteesaeenaesaeesteeaesreesaeenneennes $ 649,883 $ 669,795 $ 649,897

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these consolidated financial statements.
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEETS (Continued)
(in thousands, except for share and per share data)

December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014
LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS’ DEFICIT
CURRENT LIABILITIES: ...ttt ettt ettt ettt eae s et eveeeveenveenseeaeenseens
Current maturities of long-term debt and capital leases..........cccceceeeeneienee $ 1,448 $ 1,656 885
ACCOUNES PAYADIE ...ttt 44,921 48,518 51,788
Accrued payroll and related eXPenses..........cocevereririeieieiee e 8,175 6,289 6,062
ACCTUEH INTEIEST ...ttt e e e e et e e e eeaaaeeseeaeeens 12,305 11,094 6,087
Current accrued capping, closure and post-closure Costs.........cccccerenenennene 732 2,208 7,312
Other accrued Habilities .........c.eeevieiiieeie et 17,765 16,667 17,612
Total current HabIIItIES ..........ooiueieeieiei e e 85,346 86,432 89,746
Long-term debt and capital leases, less current portion ...........ceeceeveeveeereenieecieseeneeeene 522,199 534,055 507,134
Accrued capping, closure and post-closure costs, less current portion...............cceeveenneene. 40,309 37,621 37,342
Deferred INCOME tAXES ....ooivvieiiieeeeeeeee ettt e eee e et e e et e e e e e e eeaaeeeesareeeeesareeennneeeens 5,595 7,080 6,954
Other 1ong-term HabIilItIEs.......ccvevieiiieiieieeieeeie ettt e e st seenseensens 18,031 16,627 17,258
COMMITMENTS AND CONTINGENCIES
STOCKHOLDERS’ DEFICIT:
Casella Waste Systems, Inc. stockholders’ deficit: .........ccooveviieciiiieniienieieeieen,
Class A common stock, $0.01 par value per share; 100,000,000 shares
authorized; 40,064,000, 39,587,000 and 39,086,000 shares issued and
outstanding, TESPECHIVELY .........c.ooveveveieeeriieieieeeee et 401 396 391
Class B common stock, $0.01 par value per share; 1,000,000 shares
authorized; 988,000 shares issued and outstanding, 10 votes per share ..... 10 10 10
Additional paid-in capital ..........cccveeiereieiierieseee e 344,518 340,773 338,625
Accumulated defiCit.......c.covviieiiiiiiiiicce e (366,459) (353,490) (347,472)
Accumulated other comprehensive income, net of tax ..........cccoeveevevevenennne. 7 58 39
Total Casella Waste Systems, Inc. stockholders’ deficit.........ccccvvverienirciennennen. (21,523) (12,253) (8,407)
NONCONLIOIIING INEEIESS ....vviviitieiieiieieeierie et ete et sbe et e e eaeesreebeesseesaesreesneas (74) 233 (130)
Total Stockholders” defiCit .........ccvivierieiiieiieiereeeee et (21,597) (12,020) (8,537)
Total liabilities and stockholders” defiCit ............coeevvievriiceiiiieieceececeeeeereeereee $ 649,883 $ 669,795 § 649,897
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF OPERATIONS

(in thousands)

REVEIUECS ..o

OPETAtING EXPEIISES: .eeuvvierrreereerrreetrerireertreesseeseeesseesseesseessseesssessseesssesssees
COSt Of OPEIALIONS.....veevierieeieiieieeieeieeee it ete e eeeseeesaeseaessesenesseennens
General and adminiStration............coeceeeeereeeereeseseese e
Depreciation and amortization .............ccceeeeeveeeeeneenenceneeie e
Contract settlement charge .........ccocoeeeveeiiieniieneeeseeeeeeeee
Divestiture transactions .........c.eecverueerierierienieneeieneene e neeenees
Environmental remediation charge..............ccovvrevenienienveniesienieenens
Development project Charge...........ceevecveeierieeienieieeeeseeeeeseene e
Severance and reorganization COStS........c.ecuevveeeeeerrererenerenennene
Expense from divestiture, acquisition and financing costs...............

Gain on settlement of acquisition related contingent

CONSIAETATION. ......eeivvieeeeeiee ettt e s

OPEIatiNg INCOMC. ... eeveeererrieierieteetenteeseesresseesesseeseeseesseessesseeseseesseses
Other eXpense (INCOME): .......e.veueuerrerienrerinieneneeteneeeieeieeeenteseseenrenseneennes
INEEIESt INCOME ...neiiieieiieetieie ettt st
INETESt EXPENSE ...eeieeiiieeiiieeeiiee ettt ee et
Loss on debt extinguishment.............coccevveviercienincieneeie e
Loss on derivative iNStrumMents...........ccceveerererenenenenenesesenenaens
Impairment of INVEStMENLS ....c..ccuevveverieiiieieieicteceieeeeeeeeeeane
Loss from equity method investments............cocceeeeeeeeneenieneeneeneenne
Gain on sale of equity method investment ..............cccceveeeieneenenenns
Oher INCOME ......eouiiuiiiitiitieie ettt

Other EXPENSE, NMETL.......coerirririiriiriiriirieeieeiteeeitet ettt ettt ettt et eeenennens

Loss from continuing operations before income taxes and discontinued
operations

Provision (benefit) for iNCOME taXeS......cccvevvrevieeriieriierie e eve e

Loss from continuing operations before discontinued operations

Discontinued operations:
Income (loss) from discontinued operations (net of income

tax benefit of $0, $0, $0 and $0, respectively) ...................

Loss on disposal of discontinued operations (net of income

tax provision of $0, $0, $0 and $0, respectively) ...............
INEE LOSS .ottt e st et re et e n e neeneenean

Less: Net income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling

INEETESTS .o cteee et et e e et e e e et e e eetaeeeenneeeennes

Net loss attributable to common stockholders ............coovvvvvviiieieeiiiineenns

Fis];:llld\e(;ar Eigl]];nltl/[:; ths Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013
546,500 $ 368,374 $ 497,633 $ 455335
382,615 258,650 354,592 323,014
72,892 45,732 61,865 58,205
62,704 41,485 60,339 56,576
1,940 — — —
(5,517) (553) 7,455 —
— 950 400 —
— — 1,394 —
— — 586 3,709
— — 144 1,410
— — (1,058) —
514,634 346,264 485,717 442914
31,866 22,110 11,916 12,421
(330) (247) (312) (141)
40,420 25,639 38,175 41,570
999 — — 15,584
227 225 280 4,512
2,099 2,320 — —
— — 936 4,441
— — (593) —
(1,119) (720) (1,059) (1,036)
42,296 27,217 37,427 64,930
(10,430) (5,107) (25,511) (52,509)
1,351 703 1,799 (2,526)
(11,781) (5,810)  (27.310) (49,983)
— — 284 (4,480)
— — (378) —
(11,781) (5,810) (27,404) (54,463)
1,188 208 (4,309) (321)
(12,969) $ (6,018) $ (23,095) $ (54,142)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these consolidated financial statements.
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF OPERATIONS (Continued)
(in thousands, except for per share data)

Fislgzh:(de ar Eigl}lzt nlt;leo; ths Fiscal Ye‘ar Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013
Net loss attributable to common stockholders: ............ccoevvevieviieciincieneennen.
Continuing operations, net of tax ............ccceveeevreieiveeeeeeeeeereeenens $ (12,969) $ (6,018) $ (23,001) $ (49,662)
Discontinued operations, net 0f taX ........ccveeveeierierieerieniereereeeeen — — (94) (4,480)
INELLOSS 1.ttt ettt ebe et tsesneneas $ (12,969) $ (6,018) $ (23,095) $ (54,142)
Weighted average common shares outstanding: .............ccoceevvevreecieevennenns
Basic and diluted............ccoeveieieniinieeceeieeee e 40,642 40,262 39,820 34,015
Basic and diluted earnings per share:..........ccocveevevcienienienieniee e
Continuing operations, net 0f tax ...........ccecvevervevierieereeeeeeeeeeeeenens $ (0.32) $ (0.15) $ (0.58) $ (1.46)
Discontinued operations, net 0f taX .........cccveeverierieneerieniereereeneenes — — — (0.13)
Net [0ss per common Share............c.cceeveeeerveeerireeeereeeeerennans $ (0.32) $ (0.15) $ (0.58) $ (1.59)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these consolidated financial statements.
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF
COMPREHENSIVE LOSS
(in thousands)

Fiscal Year Eight Months

Ended Ended Fiscal Ye‘ar Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013
INEE LOSS cvrrveeeee e ee e e e e s e e e e e e e e s e e e e e e et r e s eeeeeeeeees $  (11,781) $  (5810) $ (27,404) $ (54,463)

Other comprehensive (loss) income, net 0f taXes: ......coceeveeevenierienenenerenennene
Unrealized loss resulting from changes in fair value of derivative

INSEIUIMENS ...oo.ocevecee et neeaennanes — (36) (2,910)
Realized loss on derivative instruments reclassified into earnings............. — — 655 4,247
Unrealized (loss) gain resulting from changes in fair value of marketable
SECUTTHIES ..vvvviecececececee ettt ettt ca e e ee e s sttt et e e e sn e s e s e (51) 19 12 23
Other comprehensive (10SS) INCOME......cc.veveicierierierienieeieeeeeee e e ereeseeaeeaees (51 19 631 1,360
COMPIEHENSIVE 10SS ...vveeieniieiiieeiieiieiieie ettt st sreeteeaesnee et eseenseenne e (11,832) (5,791)  (26,773)  (53,103)
Less: Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling
TIEETESES ..ottt 1,188 208 (4,309) (321)
Comprehensive loss attributable to common stockholders...............cccvveveunen, $ (13,020) $ (5,999) $ (22,464) $ (52,782)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these consolidated financial statements.
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENT OF
STOCKHOLDERS’ EQUITY (DEFICIT)

Casella Waste Systems, Inc. Stockholders’ Equity (Deficit)

Class A Class B Accumulated
C Stock C Stock Additional Other
Paid-In Accumulated Comprehensive Noncontrolling
Total Shares Amount Shares Amount Capital Deficit Income (Loss) Interests
Balance, April 30, 2012......c.cccoveirneineeenne $ 18,231 25,991 $ 260 988 $ 10 $ 288,348 $  (270,235) $ (1,952) $ 1,800
(54,463) — — — — — (54,142) — (321)
Other comprehensive income... 1,360 — — — — — — 1,360 —
Issuances of Class A common stock .. 2,840 1,171 12 — — 2,828 — — —
Sale of Class A common stock, net 42,184 11,500 115 — — 42,069 — — —
Stock-based compensation and related
severance expense 2,516 — — — — 2,516 — — —
Contributions from noncontrolling interest
holders 2,687 — — — — — — — 2,687
Other..... . 96 — — — — 96 — — —
Balance, April 30, 2013 $ 15,451 38,662 $§ 387 988 $ 10 $ 335857 $ (324,377 $ (592) $ 4,166
Net loss (27,404) — — — — — (23,095) — (4,309)
Other comprehensive income... 631 — — — — — — 631 —
Issuances of Class A common stock .. 368 424 4 — — 364 — — —
Stock-based compensation 2,404 — — — — 2,404 — — —
Contributions from noncontrolling interest
ROLAETS ... 13 — — — — — — — 13
Balance, April 30, 2014........ccoooveinieiinieeine $  (8,537) 39,086 $ 391 988 $ 10 $ 338,625 $  (347,472) $ 39 $ (130)
NEt 0SS e e (5,810) — — — — — (6,018) — 208
Other comprehensive income 19 — — — — — — 19 —
Issuances of Class A common stock 429 501 5 — — 424 — — —
Stock-based compensation ...........c.ccceeveeeenenene 1,639 — — — — 1,639 — — —
Contributions from noncontrolling interest
hOLdErS ... 155 — — — — — — — 155
85 — — — — 85 — — —
Balance, December 31, 2014.... . $ (12,020) 39,587  $ 396 988 3§ 10 $ 340,773 $  (353,490) $ 58 $ 233
NEt 10SS v (11,781) — — — — — (12,969) — 1,188
Other comprehensive loss 51 — — — — — — (€] —
Issuances of Class A common stock 486 477 5 — — 481 — — —
Stock-based compensation 3,079 — — — — 3,079 — — —
Distributions to noncontrolling interest
holders (1,495) — — — — — — — (1,495)
185 — — — — 185 — — —
Balance, December 31, 2015........c.ccocvvveveeenne. $ (21,597) 40,064 $ 401 988 $ 10 $ 344,518 $  (366,459) $ 7 $ (74)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these consolidated financial statements.
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS
(in thousands)

Adjustments to reconcile net loss to net cash provided by operating activities
(Income) loss from discontinued operations, net of tax .....................
Loss on disposal of discontinued operations, net of tax....
Gain on sale of property and equipment ...........c....c.....
Depletion of landfill operating lease obligations ...........cccecvevererererenenieieenenennns
Interest accretion on landfill and environmental remediation liabilities ...................
Stock-based compensation and related severance expense
Depreciation and amortiZation ............ccvecveeeerereeriereeieeeeeesese e eee e eens
DiVeSHLUIE traNSACIONS ......euerveuirieiiieiinerieiirietenietetereeeetete ettt ettt st e bt enesennes
Development project charge
Gain on settlement of acquisition related contingent consideration.................cc.......
Amortization of discount on long-term debt.............ccceviiiiiiiiiniiiiiieceee
Loss on debt extinguishment
Loss on derivative INSTUMENLS .........eveieieirirenieeeieeeeeeie sttt see e seenens
Impairment Of INVESIMENTS ........couerveiiiieririeriene ettt
Loss from equity method investments
Gain on sale of equity method INVEStMENt .........covevveieiriririreeeeceeeese e
Excess tax benefit on the vesting of share based awards ..........cccecevvveniinenenenenns
Deferred INCOME tAXES ....c.eoveverieuirieiiirieiirieetnteteneeteteteeesteie ettt ettt saese et
Changes in assets and liabilities, net of effects of acquisitions and divestitures: ......

ACCOUNLS TECEIVADIC......cuiuiiiiciiiiiriericrecceeee et
Accounts payable
Prepaid expenses, inventories and other assets............ocevieierieieniieienenee.
Accrued expenses and other liabilities.........c..coveererireneneneneiceeneeene

Payments for capital related to divestiture
Proceeds from sale of property and equipment.............ccceeeeererinenenenieieeneneens
Proceeds from sale of equity method INVESIMENt...........c.cc.eevveueriereinieinieinieeierennae
Proceeds from property insurance settlement
Payments related t0 INVESIMENTS .......c.veveeiririirierieieieeeetete e

Net cash used in INVESHNG ACHIVILIES ......eevviruieriieieriieieieeie ettt ettt eee e e

Proceeds from long-term borrowings ...
Principal payments on long-term debt ............cccceviiiiiieiiiiieiiiiee e
Change in restricted CaSH ........ooiviriiiiiiiiei e
Payments Of fInancing COSLS .......evuiriirieriririiirirteeee et
Payments of debt extinguishment costs ....
Proceeds from the exercise of share based awards..........c..cccovvveeneenninneinecnenene
Excess tax benefit on the vesting of share based awards ..
Net proceeds from the sale of Class A common StocK..........ccevveveieerererieneniennnne.
(Distribution to) contribution from noncontrolling interest holder ..............cccceeeenee.

Net cash used in Operating aCtiVIIES ........cvvuerirerierierieieerereseneeetee e
Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities.........ccerverveererererenerieeeeeeene.

Net cash provided by (used in) discontinued OPerations............ccceeeeruereeneeiieneesieseeiennnen

Net increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents...........cocoverererierieneesceneseseeene
Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of period ...........ccccooveeririiiiiiininieeeeeeeee

Cash and cash equivalents, end of period ...........cceveririrerieneieeee e

Fiscal Year Eight Months Fiscal Year Ended
Ended Ended April 30,
December 31, December 31,
2015 2014 2014 2013
$ (11,781) $ (5,810) $ (27,404) S (54,463)
— — (284) 4,480
— — 378 —
(131) 197) (840) (407)
9,428 7,799 9,948 9,372
3,449 2,366 3,985 3,675
3,079 1,639 2,404 2,516
62,704 41,485 60,339 56,576
(5,517) (553) 7,455 —
— — 1,394 —
— — (1,058) —
364 173 243 626
999 — — 15,584
227 225 280 4,512
2,099 2,320 — —
— — 936 4,441
— — (593) —
(185) (84) — (96)
795 605 1,579 (3,543)
(4,419) (3,147) (3,418) 139
(3,597) (3,270) (186) 4,152
8,853 (3,550) (463) 4,056
4,140 (1,715) (5,053) (7,714)
70,507 38,286 49,642 43,906
— (360) (8,305) (25,225)
— (45) (2,633) (1,746)
(49,995) (55,016) (43,326) (53,281)
(5,385) (4,739) (6,505) (6,261)
5,335 — — —
— — — (618)
715 463 1,524 883
— — 3,442 —
546 — — —
— — (2,107) (3,207)
(48,784) (59,697) (57,910) (89,455)
355,229 136,800 161,650 376,346
(370,996) (109,281) (152,380) (360,858)
4,471 (5,819) — —
(9,025) (2,605) (405) (4,609)
(146) — — (10,743)
161 143 143 —
185 84 — 96
— — — 42,184
(1,495) — — 2,531
(21,616) 19,322 9,008 44,947
— — (201) (1,037)
— 1,830 170 (1,140)
— 1,830 (31) (2,177)
107 (259) 709 2,779)
2,205 2,464 1,755 4,534
$ 2,312 § 2,205 § 2,464 § 1,755

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these consolidated financial statements.
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS (Continued)
(in thousands)

Fiscal Year Eight Months

Ended Ended Fiscal Ye‘ar Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013
Supplemental Disclosures of Cash Flow Information: ...........ccocceeivninieninnnnnnne.
Cash paid during the period fOr: .........cccoeoiiieiirre e
INEETESE ..ottt $ 35,232 § 18,439 $ 35,162 $ 41,348
Income taxes, net Of TefundS ..........ccooviveieuieieieceeeceeeeeeeeeee e $ 282§ 182§ 532§ (253)
Supplemental Disclosures of Non-Cash Investing and Financing Activities:..........
Receivable due from noncontrolling interest holder..............ccccceeenee. $ — 3 152§ — § —
Property, plant and equipment acquired through long-term
OBLIZALIONS ..ottt $ 3,264 $ — $ 2301 $

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these consolidated financial statements.
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
NOTES TO CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
(in thousands, except for per share data)

1.  BASIS OF PRESENTATION

G

Casella Waste Systems, Inc. (“Parent”), and its consolidated subsidiaries (collectively, “we”, “us” or “our”), is a regional, vertically
integrated solid waste services company that provides collection, transfer, disposal, landfill, landfill gas-to-energy, recycling and
organics services in the northeastern United States. We market recyclable metals, aluminum, plastics, paper and corrugated cardboard,
which have been processed at our recycling facilities, as well as recyclables purchased from third-parties. We manage our solid waste
operations on a geographic basis through two regional operating segments, the Eastern and Western regions, each of which provides a
full range of solid waste services, and our larger-scale recycling and commodity brokerage operations through our Recycling segment.
Organics services, ancillary operations, major account and industrial services, discontinued operations and earnings from equity
method investees, as applicable, are included in our Other segment.

The accompanying consolidated financial statements, which include the accounts of the Parent, our wholly-owned subsidiaries and
any partially owned entities over which we have a controlling financial interest, have been prepared in accordance with generally
accepted accounting principles in the United States (“GAAP”) pursuant to the rules and regulations of the Securities and Exchange
Commission (“SEC”). All significant intercompany accounts and transactions are eliminated in consolidation. Investments in entities
in which we do not have a controlling financial interest are accounted for under either the equity method or the cost method of
accounting, as appropriate.

For comparative purposes, certain prior period amounts in the consolidated statements of operations have been reclassified to confirm
to the current fiscal year presentation. The reclassifications had no effect on the previously reported results of operations or retained
earnings.

2. ACCOUNTING CHANGES
Adoption of New Accounting Pronouncements
Income Taxes

In November 2015, the Financial Accounting Standards Board (“FASB”) issued an accounting standards update for the accounting for
deferred income taxes. The update provides that deferred tax liabilities and assets be classified as noncurrent amounts in a classified
statement of financial position. This guidance is effective prospectively or retrospectively for annual reporting periods, and interim
reporting periods within those reporting periods, beginning after December 15, 2016, with early adoption permitted. We adopted this
guidance effective December 31, 2015 in order to simplify the presentation of deferred income taxes. This guidance impacts the
balance sheet presentation of our deferred tax liabilities and assets. Prior periods were not retrospectively adjusted.

Discontinued Operations

In April 2014, the FASB issued an accounting standards update for the requirements of reporting discontinued operations. The update
provides that an entity, a group of components of an entity, or a business is required to be reported in discontinued operations once it
meets the held for sale criteria, is disposed of by sale, or is disposed of other than by sale only if the disposal represents a strategic
shift that has, or will have, a major effect on an entity’s operations and financial results. The update also requires that additional
disclosures about discontinued operations be made. This guidance is effective prospectively for annual reporting periods, and interim
reporting periods within those reporting periods, beginning after December 15, 2014. We adopted this guidance effective January 1,
2015 with no impact on our consolidated financial position or results of operations.

New Accounting Pronouncements Pending Adoption
Business Combinations

In September 2015, the FASB issued an accounting standards update for the accounting of measurement-period adjustments in
business combinations. The update provides that an acquirer recognize adjustments to provisional amounts that are identified during
the measurement period in the reporting period in which the adjustment amounts are determined as if the accounting had been
completed at the acquisition date. This includes the acquirer presenting separately on the face of the income statement or disclosing in
the notes thereto the portion of the amount recorded in current-period earnings by line item that would have been recorded in previous
reporting periods if the adjustment to the provisional amounts had been recognized as of the acquisition date. This guidance is
effective for annual reporting periods, and interim periods within those reporting periods, beginning after December 15, 2015, with
early adoption permitted. We expect that this guidance will have no impact on our consolidated financial position or results of
operations upon adoption.
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Debt Issuance Costs

In April 2015, the FASB issued an accounting standards update for the presentation of debt issuance costs. The update provides that
debt issuance costs related to a recognized debt liability be presented in the balance sheet as a direct deduction from the carrying
amount of the debt liability. This guidance is effective on a retrospective basis for annual reporting periods, and interim periods within
those reporting periods, beginning after December 15, 2015, with early adoption permitted. This guidance will impact the balance
sheet presentation of our debt issuance costs and related debt liabilities upon adoption.

Consolidation

In February 2015, the FASB issued an accounting standards update for the requirements of consolidation. The update provides
changes to the analysis that an entity must perform to determine whether it should consolidate certain types of legal entities because in
certain situations deconsolidated financial statements are necessary to better analyze the reporting entity’s economic and operational
results. This guidance is effective for annual reporting periods, and interim periods within those reporting periods, beginning after
December 15, 2015, with early adoption permitted provided that the guidance is applied from the beginning of the fiscal year of
adoption. We are currently assessing the potential impact this guidance may have on our consolidated financial statements as a result
of adopting this standard.

Extraordinary and Unusual Items

In January 2015, the FASB issued an accounting standards update that eliminates the GAAP concept of extraordinary items. The
update provides for the elimination of the requirements to consider whether an underlying event or transaction is extraordinary, but
retains the presentation and disclosure guidance for items that are unusual in nature or occur infrequently and expands upon it to
include items that are both unusual in nature and infrequently occurring. This guidance is effective prospectively or retrospectively for
annual reporting periods, and interim periods within those reporting periods, beginning after December 15, 2015, with early adoption
permitted provided that the guidance is applied from the beginning of the fiscal year of adoption. We expect that this guidance will
have no impact on our consolidated financial position or results of operations upon adoption.

Revenue Recognition

In May 2014, the FASB issued an accounting standards update for the recognition of revenue, which supersedes existing revenue
recognition requirements and most industry-specific guidance. The update provides that an entity should recognize revenue to depict
the transfer of promised goods or services to customers in an amount that reflects the consideration to which the entity expects to be
entitled in exchange for those goods or services. This guidance is effective for annual reporting periods, and interim reporting periods
within those reporting periods, beginning after December 15, 2017 under either full or modified retrospective adoption. Early
application is permitted only as of annual reporting periods, and interim reporting periods within those reporting periods, beginning
after December 15, 2016. We are currently assessing the potential impact this guidance may have on our consolidated financial
statements as a result of adopting this standard.

3. SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES
Management’s Estimates and Assumptions

Preparation of our consolidated financial statements in accordance with GAAP requires management to make certain estimates and
assumptions. These estimates and assumptions affect the accounting for and recognition and disclosure of assets, liabilities, equity,
revenues and expenses. We must make these estimates and assumptions because certain information that we use is dependent on
future events, cannot be calculated with a high degree of precision given the available data or simply cannot be readily calculated. In
some cases, these estimates are difficult to determine, and we must exercise significant judgment. In preparing our consolidated
financial statements, the estimates and assumptions that we consider to be significant and present the greatest amount of uncertainty
relate to our accounting for landfills, environmental remediation liabilities, asset impairments, accounts receivable valuation
allowance, self-insurance reserves, deferred taxes and uncertain tax positions, estimates of the fair values of assets acquired and
liabilities assumed in any acquisition, contingent liabilities and stock-based compensation. In the opinion of management, these
consolidated financial statements include all adjustments, which include normal recurring and nonrecurring adjustments, necessary for
a fair presentation of the financial position, results of operations, and cash flows for the periods presented. Actual results may differ
materially from the estimates and assumptions that we use in the preparation of our consolidated financial statements.
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Change in Fiscal Year

In June 2014, we elected to change our fiscal year-end from April 30" to December 31%. This change in fiscal year became effective
for our fiscal year beginning January 1, 2015 and ended December 31, 2015. As a result of this change, we filed a Transition Report
on Form 10-KT for the eight-month transition period ended December 31, 2014. The references in these notes to the consolidated
financial statements to the terms below reflect the respective reporting periods presented in the consolidated financial statements:

Term Financial Reporting Period
fiscal year 2015 January 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015
transition period 2014 May 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014
fiscal year 2014 May 1, 2013 through April 30, 2014
fiscal year 2013 May 1, 2012 through April 30, 2013

Cash and Cash Equivalents

We consider all highly liquid investments purchased with original maturities of three months or less to be cash equivalents.

Concentrations of Credit Risk

Financial instruments that potentially subject us to concentrations of credit risk consist of cash and cash equivalents, restricted cash,
accounts receivable-trade and derivative instruments. We maintain cash and cash equivalents and restricted cash with banks that at
times exceed applicable insurance limits. We reduce our exposure to credit risk by maintaining such deposits with high quality

financial institutions. Our concentration of credit risk with respect to accounts receivable-trade is limited because our customer base is

comprised of a large number of geographically diverse customers, thus reducing the credit risk associated with any one customer

group. As of December 31, 2015 no single customer or customer group represented greater than 5% of total accounts receivable-trade.
We manage credit risk through credit evaluations, credit limits, monitoring procedures and, at times, credit insurance, but generally do

not require collateral to support accounts receivable -trade. We reduce our exposure to credit risk associated with derivative
instruments by entering into agreements with high quality financial institutions and by evaluating and regularly monitoring their
creditworthiness.

Accounts Receivable — Trade, Net of Allowance for Doubtful Accounts

Accounts receivable — trade represent receivables from customers for collection, transfer, recycling, disposal and other services. Our
accounts receivable — trade are recorded when billed or when related revenue is earned, if earlier, and represent claims against third-
parties that will be settled in cash. The carrying value of our accounts receivable — trade, net of allowance for doubtful accounts,
represents its estimated net realizable value. Estimates are used in determining our allowance for doubtful accounts based on our
historical collection experience, current trends, credit policy and a review of our accounts receivable — trade by aging category. Our
reserve is evaluated and revised on a monthly basis. Past-due accounts receivable-trade are written off when deemed to be
uncollectible. As of December 31, 2015, $44,707 of our accounts receivable — trade served as eligible collateral under our senior
secured asset-based revolving credit and letter of credit facility (“ABL Facility”).

Inventory

Inventory includes secondary fibers, recyclables ready for sale, and parts and supplies. Inventory is stated at the lower of cost (first-in,

first-out) or market. As of December 31, 2015, $219 of our recyclables ready for sale served as eligible collateral under our ABL
Facility.
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Property, Plant and Equipment

Property, plant and equipment is recorded at cost, less accumulated depreciation and amortization. We provide for depreciation and
amortization using the straight-line method by charges to operations in amounts that allocate the cost of the assets over their estimated
useful lives as follows:

Estimated

Asset Classification Useful Life
Buildings and improvements..............cccceeeeeierveniennnens 10-30 years
Machinery and equipment............ccceeeevveneerieneeniennns 5-10 years
ROIING SOCK ..evvvenieeiiiiiieiieieeeecieee e 5-10 years
CONLAINETS ....eveeeeiieiieieeeeete ettt seeeeeens 5-12 years
Furniture and FixXtures ........ccoocoeeevienieivenieeieneeienens 3-8 years

The cost of maintenance and repairs is charged to operations as incurred.

Landfill development costs are included in property, plant and equipment. Landfill development costs include costs to develop each of
our landfill sites, including such costs related to landfill liner material and installation, excavation for airspace, landfill leachate
collection systems, landfill gas collection systems, environmental monitoring equipment for groundwater and landfill gas, directly
related engineering, capitalized interest, on-site road construction, and other capital infrastructure. Additionally, landfill development
costs include all land purchases within the landfill footprint and the purchase of any required landfill buffer property. Under life-cycle
accounting, these costs are capitalized and charged to expense based on tonnage placed into each site. See the “Landfill Accounting”
accounting policy below for disclosure over the amortization of landfill development costs and Note 6, Property, Plant and Equipment
for disclosure over property, plant and equipment.

Landfill Accounting
Life Cycle Accounting

Under life-cycle accounting, all costs related to acquisition and construction of landfill sites are capitalized and charged to expense
based on tonnage placed into each site. Landfill permitting, acquisition and preparation costs are amortized on the units-of-
consumption method as landfill airspace is consumed. In determining the amortization rate for our landfills, preparation costs include
the total estimated costs to complete construction of the landfills’ permitted and expansion capacity.

Landfill Development Costs

We estimate the total cost to develop each of our landfill sites to its remaining permitted and expansion capacity (see landfill
development costs discussed within the “Property, Plant and Equipment” accounting policy above). The projection of these landfill
costs is dependent, in part, on future events. The remaining amortizable basis of each landfill includes costs to develop a site to its
remaining permitted and expansion capacity and includes amounts previously expended and capitalized, net of accumulated airspace
amortization, and projections of future purchase and development costs including capitalized interest. The interest capitalization rate is
based on our weighted average interest rate incurred on borrowings outstanding during the period. Interest capitalized during fiscal
year 2013, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013 was $62, $333, $256 and $368, respectively.

Landyfill Airspace
We apply the following guidelines in determining a landfill’s remaining permitted and expansion airspace:
Remaining Permitted Airspace. Our engineers, in consultation with third-party engineering consultants and surveyors, are responsible

for determining remaining permitted airspace at our landfills. The remaining permitted airspace is determined by an annual survey,
which is then used to compare the existing landfill topography to the expected final landfill topography.

Expansion Airspace. We currently include unpermitted expansion airspace in our estimate of remaining permitted and expansion
airspace in certain circumstances. To be considered expansion airspace all of the following criteria must be met:

. we control the land on which the expansion is sought;
. all technical siting criteria have been met or a variance has been obtained or is reasonably expected to be obtained,
. we have not identified any legal or political impediments which we believe will not be resolved in our favor;
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. we are actively working on obtaining any necessary permits and we expect that all required permits will be received; and

. senior management has approved the project.

For unpermitted airspace to be included in our estimate of remaining permitted and expansion airspace, the expansion effort must meet
all of the criteria listed above. These criteria are evaluated annually by our engineers, accountants, lawyers, managers and others to
identify potential obstacles to obtaining the permits. Once the remaining permitted and expansion airspace is determined in cubic
yards, an airspace utilization factor (“AUF”) is established to calculate the remaining permitted and expansion capacity in tons. The
AUF is established using the measured density obtained from previous annual surveys. When we include the expansion airspace in our
calculation of remaining permitted and expansion airspace, we include the projected costs for development, as well as the projected
asset retirement costs related to final capping, closure and post-closure of the expansion airspace in the amortization basis of the
landfill.

After determining the costs and the remaining permitted and expansion capacity at each of our landfills, we determine the per ton rates
that will be expensed as waste is received and deposited at the landfill by dividing the costs by the corresponding number of tons. We
calculate per ton amortization rates for assets associated with each final capping event, for assets related to closure and post-closure
activities and for all other costs capitalized or to be capitalized in the future for each landfill. These rates per ton are updated annually,
or more frequently, as significant facts change.

It is possible that actual results, including the amount of costs incurred, the timing of final capping, closure and post-closure activities,
our airspace utilization or the success of our expansion efforts could ultimately turn out to be significantly different from our estimates
and assumptions. To the extent that such estimates or related assumptions prove to be significantly different than actual results, lower
profitability may be experienced due to higher amortization rates, higher final capping, closure or post-closure rates, or higher
expenses. Higher profitability may result if the opposite occurs. Most significantly, if it is determined that the expansion capacity
should no longer be considered in calculating the recoverability of the landfill asset, we may be required to recognize an asset
impairment. If it is determined that the likelihood of receiving an expansion permit has become remote, the capitalized costs related to
the expansion effort are expensed immediately.

Final Capping, Closure and Post-Closure Costs

The following is a description of our landfill asset retirement activities and related accounting:

Final Capping Costs. Final capping activities include the installation of liners, drainage, compacted soil layers and topsoil over areas
of a landfill where total airspace has been consumed and waste is no longer being received. Final capping activities occur throughout
the life of the landfill. Our engineering personnel estimate the cost for each final capping event based on the acreage to be capped,
along with the final capping materials and activities required. The estimates also consider when these costs would actually be paid and
factor in inflation and discount rates. The engineers then quantify the landfill capacity associated with each final capping event and the
costs for each event are amortized over that capacity as waste is received at the landfill.

Closure and Post-Closure Costs. Closure and post-closure costs represent future estimated costs related to monitoring and
maintenance of a solid waste landfill after a landfill facility ceases to accept waste and closes. We estimate, based on input from our
engineers, lawyers, accounting personnel and consultants, our future cost requirements for closure and post-closure monitoring and
maintenance based on our interpretation of the technical standards of the Subtitle D regulations and the air emissions standards under
the Clean Air Act of 1970, as amended, as they are being applied on a state-by-state basis. Closure and post-closure accruals for the
cost of monitoring and maintenance include site inspection, groundwater monitoring, leachate management, methane gas control and
recovery, and operation and maintenance costs to be incurred for a period which is generally for a term of 30 years after final closure
of a landfill. In determining estimated future closure and post-closure costs, we consider costs associated with permitted and
permittable airspace.

Our estimated future closure and post-closure costs, based on our interpretation of current requirements and proposed regulatory
changes, are intended to approximate fair value. Absent quoted market prices, our cost estimates are based on historical experience,
professional engineering judgment and quoted or actual prices paid for similar work. Our estimate of costs to discharge final capping,
closure and post-closure asset retirement obligations for landfills are developed in today’s dollars. These costs are then inflated to the
period of performance using an estimate of inflation, which is updated annually (2.0% as of December 31, 2015). Final capping,
closure and post-closure liabilities are discounted using the credit adjusted risk-free rate in effect at the time the obligation is incurred.
The weighted average rate applicable to our asset retirement obligations as of December 31, 2015 is between approximately 9.1% and
9.5%, the range of the credit adjusted risk free rates effective since the adoption of guidance associated with asset retirement
obligations in the fiscal year ended April 30, 2004. Accretion expense is necessary to increase the accrued final capping, closure and
post-closure liabilities to the future anticipated obligation. To accomplish this, we accrete our final capping, closure and post-closure
accrual balances using the same credit-adjusted risk-free rate that was used to calculate the recorded liability. Accretion expense on
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recorded landfill liabilities is recorded to cost of operations from the time the liability is recognized until the costs are paid. Accretion
expense on recorded landfill liabilities amounted to $3,370, $2,275, $3,967 and $3,538 in fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014,
fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, respectively.

We provide for the accrual and amortization of estimated future obligations for closure and post-closure based on tonnage placed into
each site. With regards to final capping, the liability is recognized and the costs are amortized based on the airspace related to the
specific final capping event. See Note 8, Final Capping, Closure and Post-Closure Costs for disclosure over final capping, closure
and post-closure costs asset retirement obligations.

We operate in states which require a certain portion of landfill final capping, closure and post-closure obligations to be secured by
financial assurance, which may take the form of surety bonds, letters of credit and restricted cash. Surety bonds securing closure and
post-closure obligations at December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014 totaled $156,163, $144,633 and 133,847,
respectively. Letters of credit securing closure and post-closure obligations as of December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and

April 30, 2014 totaled $1,000, $1,104 and $1,104, respectively. See Note 5, Restricted Cash / Restricted Assets for disclosure over
restricted cash securing closure and post-closure obligations.

Landfill Operating Lease Contracts

We entered into three landfill operation and management agreements in the fiscal year ended April 30, 2004 and one landfill operation
and management agreement in the fiscal year ended April 30, 2006. These agreements are long-term landfill operating contracts with
government bodies whereby we receive tipping revenue, pay normal operating expenses and assume future final capping, closure and
post-closure liabilities. The government body retains ownership of the landfill. There is no bargain purchase option and title to the
property does not pass to us at the end of the lease term. We allocate the consideration paid to the landfill airspace rights and
underlying land lease based on the relative fair values.

In addition to up-front or one-time payments, the landfill operating agreements require us to make future minimum rental payments,
including success/expansion fees, other direct costs and final capping, closure and post-closure costs. The value of all future minimum
rental payments is amortized and charged to cost of operations over the life of the contract. We amortize the consideration allocated to
airspace rights as airspace is utilized on a units-of-consumption basis and such amortization is charged to cost of operations as
airspace is consumed (e.g., as tons are placed into the landfill). The underlying value of any land lease is amortized to cost of
operations on a straight-line basis over the estimated life of the operating agreement. See Note 6, Property, Plant and Equipment for
disclosure over depletion of landfill operating lease contracts.

Leases

We lease property and equipment in the ordinary course of our business. Our most significant lease obligations are for property and
equipment specific to our industry. Our leases have varying terms. Some may include renewal or purchase options, escalation clauses,
restrictions, lease concessions, capital project funding, penalties or other obligations that we consider in determining minimum rental
payments. Leases are classified as either operating leases or capital leases, as appropriate.

Operating Leases. Many of our leases are operating leases. This classification generally can be attributed to either (i) relatively low
fixed minimum rental payments or (2) minimum lease terms that are much shorter than the assets’ economic useful lives. We expect
that, in the normal course of business, our operating leases will be replaced by other leases, or replaced with fixed asset expenditures.
See Note 10, Commitments and Contingencies for disclosure over future minimum lease payments related to our operating leases.

Capital Leases. We capitalize assets acquired under capital leases at the inception of each lease and amortize them to depreciation
expense over the lesser of the useful life of the asset or the lease term, as appropriate. The present value of the related lease payments
is recorded as a debt obligation. See Note 9, Long-Term Debt and Capital Leases for disclosure over our future maturities of debt,
which includes capital lease payments.

Goodwill and Intangible Assets

Goodwill. Goodwill is the excess of our purchase cost over the fair value of the net assets of acquired businesses. We do not amortize
goodwill, but as discussed in the “Asset Impairments” accounting policy below, we assess our goodwill for impairment at least
annually. See Note 7, Goodwill and Intangible Assets for disclosure over goodwill.
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Intangible Assets. Intangible assets consist primarily of covenants not-to-compete and customer lists. Intangible assets are recorded at
fair value and are amortized based on the economic benefit provided or using the straight-line method over their estimated useful
lives. Covenants not-to-compete and customer lists are typically amortized over a term of no more than 10 years. See Note 7,
Goodwill and Intangible Assets for disclosure over intangible assets.

Investments in Unconsolidated Entities

Investments in unconsolidated entities over which we have significant influence over the investees’ operating and financing activities
are accounted for under the equity method of accounting. Investments in affiliates in which we do not have the ability to exert
significant influence over the investees’ operating and financing activities are accounted for under the cost method of accounting. As
of December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014, we had no investments accounted for under the equity method of
accounting.

We monitor and assess the carrying value of our investments throughout the year for potential impairment and write them down to
their fair value when other-than-temporary declines exist. Fair value is generally based on (i) other third-party investors’ recent
transactions in the securities; (ii) other information available regarding the current market for similar assets and/or (iii) a market or
income approach, as deemed appropriate.

When we assess the carrying value of our investments for potential impairment, determining the fair value of our investments is reliant
upon the availability of market information and/or other information provided by third-parties to be able to develop an estimate of fair
value. Additionally, considerable judgment is required in interpreting market data to develop the estimates of fair value. Accordingly,
our estimates are not necessarily indicative of the amounts that we, or other holders of these investments, could realize in a current
market exchange. The use of different assumptions and/or estimation methodologies could have a significant effect on the estimated
fair values. The current estimates of fair value could differ significantly from the amounts presented. See “Asset Impairments”
accounting policy below and Note 12, Fair Value of Financial Instruments for further disclosure over our investments.

Equity Method Investments

GreenFiber. In the fiscal year ended April 30, 2001, we entered into a joint venture agreement with Louisiana-Pacific Corporation
(“LP”) to combine our respective cellulose insulation businesses into a single operating entity, US GreenFiber LLC (“GreenFiber”). In
fiscal year 2014, we and LP executed a purchase and sale agreement with a limited liability company formed by Tenex Capital
Partners, L.P., pursuant to which we and LP agreed to sell our membership interests in GreenFiber for total cash consideration of
$18,000 plus an expected working capital true up less any indebtedness and other unpaid transaction costs of GreenFiber as of the
closing date. The transaction was completed in fiscal year 2014 for $19,194 in gross cash proceeds, including a $1,194 working capital
adjustment. After netting indebtedness of GreenFiber and transaction costs, our portion of the net cash proceeds based on our 50%
membership interest amounted to $3,442. After considering the $593 impact of our unrealized losses relating to derivative instruments
in accumulated other comprehensive loss on our investment in GreenFiber, we recorded a gain on sale of equity method investment of
$593 in fiscal year 2014. We had previously accounted for our 50% membership interest in GreenFiber using the equity method of
accounting.

Tompkins. In the fiscal year ended April 30, 2012, we finalized the terms of a joint venture agreement with FCR, LLC (“FCR”) to
form Tompkins County Recycling LLC (“Tompkins”), a joint venture that operates a material recovery facility (“MRF”) located in
Tompkins County, New York and processes and sells commodities delivered to the Tompkins MRF. In fiscal year 2014, we purchased
the remaining 50% membership interest of Tompkins for total cash consideration of $425. The acquisition-date fair value of our
investment in Tompkins, which was determined using the cost approach based on an assessment of the price to purchase the acquired
assets of Tompkins, prior to the acquisition date was $300. We recognized a $106 gain through loss from equity method investments
due to the remeasurement in fiscal year 2014. As a result of the purchase, we no longer account for our investment in Tompkins using
the equity method of accounting and began including the results of Tompkins in our consolidated financial statements.

Fair Value of Financial Instruments

Our financial instruments include cash and cash equivalents, accounts receivable-trade, restricted cash and investments held in trust on
deposit with various banks as collateral for our obligations relative to our landfill final capping, closure and post-closure costs and
restricted cash reserved to finance certain capital projects, interest rate derivatives, trade payables and long-term debt. Accounting
standards include disclosure requirements around fair values used for certain financial instruments and establish a fair value hierarchy.
The three-tier hierarchy prioritizes valuation inputs into three levels based on the extent to which inputs used in measuring fair value
are observable in the market. Each fair value measurement is reported in one of three levels: Level 1, defined as quoted market prices
in active markets for identical assets or liabilities; Level 2, defined as inputs other than Level 1 that are observable, either directly or
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indirectly, such as quoted prices for similar assets or liabilities; and Level 3, defined as unobservable inputs that are not corroborated
by market data. See Note 9, Long-Term Debt and Capital Leases and Note 12, Fair Value of Financial Instruments for fair value
disclosure over long-term debt and financial instruments, respectively. See the “Derivatives and Hedging” accounting policy below
for the fair value disclosure over interest rate derivatives.

Business Combinations

We acquire businesses in the waste industry, including non-hazardous waste collection, transfer station, recycling and disposal
operations, as part of our growth strategy. Businesses are included in the consolidated financial statements from the date of
acquisition.

We recognize, separately from goodwill, the identifiable assets acquired and liabilities assumed at their estimated acquisition-date fair
values. We measure and recognize goodwill as of the acquisition date as the excess of: (a) the aggregate of the fair value of
consideration transferred, the fair value of any noncontrolling interest in the acquiree (if any) and the acquisition date fair value of our
previously held equity interest in the acquiree (if any), over (b) the fair value of net assets acquired and liabilities assumed. If
information about facts and circumstances existing as of the acquisition date is incomplete by the end of the reporting period in which
a business combination occurs, we will report provisional amounts for the items for which the accounting is incomplete. The
measurement period ends once we receive the information we were seeking; however, this period will not extend beyond one year
from the acquisition date. Any material adjustments recognized during the measurement period will be recognized retrospectively in
the consolidated financial statements of the current period. All acquisition related transaction and restructuring costs are to be
expensed as incurred. See Note 4, Business Combinations for disclosure over business acquisitions.

Environmental Remediation Liabilities

We have recorded environmental remediation liabilities representing our estimate of the most likely outcome of the matters for which
we have determined that a liability is probable. These liabilities include potentially responsible party investigations, settlements,
certain legal and consultant fees, as well as costs directly associated with site investigation and clean up, such as materials and
incremental internal costs directly related to the remedy. We provide for expenses associated with environmental remediation
obligations when such amounts are probable and can be reasonably estimated. We estimate costs required to remediate sites where it is
probable that a liability has been incurred based on site-specific facts and circumstances. Estimates of the cost for the likely remedy
are developed using third-party environmental engineers or other service providers. Where we believe that both the amount of a
particular environmental remediation liability and timing of payments are reliably determinable, we inflate the cost in current dollars
until the expected time of payment and discount the cost to present value. See Note 10, Commitments and Contingencies for disclosure
over environmental remediation liabilities.

Self-Insurance Liabilities and Related Costs

We are self-insured for vehicles and workers’ compensation with reinsurance coverage limiting our maximum exposure. Our
maximum exposure in fiscal year 2015 under the workers’ compensation plan is $1,000 per individual event. Our maximum exposure
in fiscal year 2015 under the automobile plan is $1,200 per individual event. The liability for unpaid claims and associated expenses,
including incurred but not reported losses, is determined by management with the assistance of a third-party actuary and reflected in
our consolidated balance sheet as an accrued liability. We use a third-party to track and evaluate actual claims experience for
consistency with the data used in the annual actuarial valuation. The actuarially determined liability is calculated based on historical
data, which considers both the frequency and settlement amount of claims. Our self-insurance reserves totaled $11,560, $10,863 and
$10,280 as of December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014, respectively. Our estimated accruals for these liabilities
could be significantly different than our ultimate obligations if variables such as the frequency or severity of future events differ
significantly from our assumptions.

Income Taxes

We use estimates to determine our provision for income taxes and related assets and liabilities and any valuation allowance recorded
against our net deferred tax assets. Valuation allowances have been established for the possibility that tax benefits may not be realized
for certain deferred tax assets. Deferred income taxes are recognized based on the expected future tax consequences of differences
between the financial statement basis and the tax basis of assets and liabilities, calculated using currently enacted tax rates. We record
net deferred tax assets to the extent we believe these assets will more likely than not be realized. In making this determination, we
consider all available positive and negative evidence, including scheduled reversals of deferred tax liabilities, projected future taxable
income, tax planning strategies and recent financial operations. In the event we determine that we would be able to realize our
deferred income tax assets in the future in excess of their net recorded amount, we will make an adjustment to the valuation allowance
which would reduce the provision for income taxes.
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We account for income tax uncertainties according to guidance on the recognition, de-recognition and measurement of potential tax
benefits associated with tax positions. We recognize interest and penalties relating to income tax matters as a component of income
tax expense. See Note 14, Income Taxes for disclosure related to income taxes.

Derivatives and Hedging

We account for derivatives and hedging activities in accordance with derivatives and hedging accounting guidance that establishes
accounting and reporting standards requiring that every derivative instrument (including certain derivative instruments embedded in
other contracts) be recorded in the balance sheet as either an asset or liability measured at its fair value. The guidance also requires
that changes in the derivative’s fair value be recognized currently in earnings unless specific hedge accounting criteria are met. Our
objective for utilizing derivative instruments is to reduce our exposure to fluctuations in cash flows due to changes in the commodity
prices of recycled paper and adverse movements in interest rates.

Our strategy to hedge against fluctuations in the commodity prices of recycled paper is to enter into hedges to mitigate the variability
in cash flows generated from the sales of recycled paper at floating prices, resulting in a fixed price being received from these sales.
We evaluate the hedges and ensure that these instruments qualify for hedge accounting pursuant to derivative and hedging guidance.
Designated as effective cash flow hedges, the change in the fair value of these derivatives is recorded in our stockholders’ equity
(deficit) as a component of accumulated other comprehensive income (loss) until the hedged item is settled and recognized as part of
commodity revenue.

If the price per short ton of the underlying commodity, as reported on the Official Board Market, is less than the contract price per
short ton, we receive the difference between the average price and the contract price (multiplied by the notional tons) from the
respective counter-party. If the price per short ton of the underlying commodity exceeds the contract price per short ton, we pay the
calculated difference to the counter-party.

The fair value of commodity hedges are obtained or derived from our counter-parties using valuation models that take into
consideration market price assumptions for commodities based on underlying active markets. We were not party to any commodity
hedge contracts as of December 31, 2015.

Our strategy to hedge against fluctuations in variable interest rates involves entering into interest rate derivative agreements to hedge
against adverse movements in interest rates. For interest rate derivatives deemed to be effective cash flow hedges, the change in fair
value is recorded in our stockholders’ equity (deficit) as a component of accumulated other comprehensive income (loss) and included
in interest expense at the same time as interest expense is affected by the hedged transaction. Differences paid or received over the life
of the agreements are recorded as additions to or reductions of interest expense on the underlying debt. We were not party to any
interest rate derivative agreements deemed to be effective cash flow hedges as of December 31, 2015.

For interest rate derivatives deemed to be ineffective cash flow hedges, the change in fair value is recorded through earnings and
included in loss (gain) on derivative instruments. We are currently party to one interest rate swap deemed to be an ineffective cash
flow hedge that is scheduled to mature on March 15, 2016 and were party to another interest rate swap deemed to be an ineffective
cash flow hedge that was settled in fiscal year 2015 for $830 in conjunction with the refinancing of our senior revolving credit and
letter of credit facility that was due March 18, 2016 (“Senior Credit Facility”). See Note 12, Fair Value of Financial Instruments for
fair value disclosure over derivative instruments.

Contingent Liabilities

We are subject to various legal proceedings, claims and regulatory matters, the outcomes of which are subject to significant
uncertainty. We determine whether to disclose or accrue for loss contingencies based on an assessment of whether the risk of loss is
remote, reasonably possible or probable, and whether it can be reasonably estimated. We analyze our litigation and regulatory matters
based on available information to assess the potential liabilities. Management’s assessment is developed based on an analysis of
possible outcomes under various strategies. We accrue for loss contingencies when such amounts are probable and reasonably
estimable. If a contingent liability is only reasonably possible, we will disclose the potential range of the loss, if estimable. We record
losses related to contingencies in cost of operations or general and administration expenses, depending on the nature of the underlying
transaction leading to the loss contingency. See Note 10, Commitments and Contingencies for disclosure over loss contingencies.
Contingent liabilities accounted for under purchase accounting are recorded at their fair values. These fair values may be different
from the values we would have otherwise recorded, had the contingent liability not been assumed as part of an acquisition of a
business. See Note 4, Business Combinations for disclosure over a contingent liability assumed as part of the acquisition of a business.
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Revenue Recognition

We recognize collection, transfer, recycling and disposal revenues as the services are provided. Certain customers are billed in
advance and, accordingly, recognition of the related revenues is deferred until the services are provided.

Revenues from the sale of recycled materials are recognized upon shipment. Rebates to certain municipalities based on sales of
recyclable materials are recorded upon the sale of such recyclables to third-parties and are included as a reduction of revenues.
Revenues for processing of recyclable materials are recognized when the related service is provided. Revenues from the brokerage of
recycled materials are recognized on a net basis at the time of shipment.

Asset Impairments

Recovery of Long-Lived Assets. We continually assess whether events or changes in circumstances have occurred that may warrant
revision of the estimated useful lives of our long-lived assets (other than goodwill) or whether the remaining balances of those assets
should be evaluated for possible impairment. Long-lived assets include, for example, capitalized landfill costs, other property, plant
and equipment, and identifiable intangible assets. Events or changes in circumstances that may indicate that an asset may be impaired
include the following:

. a significant decrease in the market price of an asset or asset group;
. a significant adverse change in the extent or manner in which an asset or asset group is being used or in its physical condition;
. a significant adverse change in legal factors or in the business climate that could affect the value of an asset or asset group,

including an adverse action or assessment by a regulator;

. an accumulation of costs significantly in excess of the amount originally expected for the acquisition or construction of a long-
lived asset;

. a current period operating or cash flow loss combined with a history of operating or cash flow losses or a projection or forecast
that demonstrates continuing losses associated with the use of a long-lived asset or asset group;

. a current expectation that, more likely than not, a long-lived asset or asset group will be sold or otherwise disposed of
significantly before the end of its previously estimated useful life; or

. an impairment of goodwill at a reporting unit.

There are certain indicators listed above that require significant judgment and understanding of the waste industry when applied to
landfill development or expansion. For example, a regulator may initially deny a landfill expansion permit application although the
expansion permit is ultimately granted. In addition, management may periodically divert waste from one landfill to another to
conserve remaining permitted landfill airspace. Therefore, certain events could occur in the ordinary course of business and not
necessarily be considered indicators of impairment due to the unique nature of the waste industry.

If an impairment indicator occurs, we perform a test of recoverability by comparing the carrying value of the asset or asset group to its
undiscounted expected future cash flows. We group our long-lived assets for this purpose at the lowest level for which identifiable
cash flows are primarily independent of the cash flows of other assets or asset groups. If the carrying values are in excess of
undiscounted expected future cash flows, we measure any impairment by comparing the fair value of the asset or asset group to its
carrying value.

To determine fair value, we use discounted cash flow analyses and estimates about the future cash flows of the asset or asset group.
This analysis includes a determination of an appropriate discount rate, the amount and timing of expected future cash flows and
growth rates. The cash flows employed in our discounted cash flow analyses are typically based on financial forecasts developed
internally by management. The discount rate used is commensurate with the risks involved. We may also rely on third-party
valuations and or information available regarding the market value for similar assets.

If the fair value of an asset or asset group is determined to be less than the carrying amount of the asset or asset group, impairment in

the amount of the difference is recorded in the period that the impairment occurs. Estimating future cash flows requires significant
judgment and projections may vary from the cash flows eventually realized.

See Note 15, Other Items and Charges for disclosure related to long-lived asset impairments recognized during the reporting periods.
Goodwill. We annually assess goodwill impairment at the end of our fiscal year or more frequently if events or circumstances indicate

that impairment may exist. Historically, we have performed our annual goodwill impairment test using our fiscal year-end, or
April 30", as the measurement date. Effective with the change in our fiscal year-end from April 30™ to December 31%, we have
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voluntarily changed our goodwill impairment measurement date from April 30" to December 31 to coincide with the change in our
fiscal year-end. The voluntary change in our goodwill impairment measurement date was applied prospectively as it represents the
modification of an existing principle based on new facts and circumstances.

We may assess whether a goodwill impairment exists using either a qualitative or a quantitative assessment. If we perform a
qualitative assessment, it involves determining whether events or circumstances exist that indicate it is more likely than not that the
fair value of a reporting unit is less than its carrying amount, including goodwill. If based on this qualitative assessment we determine
it is not more likely than not that the fair value of a reporting unit is less than its carrying amount, we will not perform a quantitative
assessment. If the qualitative assessment indicates that it is more likely than not that the fair value of a reporting unit is less than its
carrying amount, or if we elect not to perform a qualitative assessment, we perform a quantitative assessment, or two-step impairment
test, to determine whether goodwill impairment exists at the reporting unit.

In the first step (defined as “Step 1) of testing for goodwill impairment, we estimate the fair value of each reporting unit, which we
have determined to be our geographic operating segments, our Recycling segment and our Customer Solutions business, which is
included in the Other segment, and compare the fair value with the carrying value of the net assets of each reporting unit. If the fair
value is less than its carrying value, then we would perform a second step (defined as “Step 2”) and determine the fair value of the
goodwill. In Step 2, the fair value of goodwill is determined by deducting the fair value of a reporting unit’s identifiable assets and
liabilities from the fair value of the reporting unit as a whole, as if that reporting unit had just been acquired and the purchase price
were being initially allocated.

To determine the fair value of each of our reporting units as a whole we use discounted cash flow analyses, which require significant
assumptions and estimates about the future operations of each reporting unit. Significant judgments inherent in this analysis include
the determination of appropriate discount rates, the amount and timing of expected future cash flows and growth rates. The cash flows
employed in our discounted cash flow analyses are based on financial forecasts developed internally by management. Our discount
rate assumptions are based on an assessment of our risk adjusted discount rate, applicable for each reporting unit. In assessing the
reasonableness of our determined fair values of our reporting units, we evaluate our results against our current market capitalization.

If the fair value of the goodwill is less than its carrying value for a reporting unit, an impairment charge would be recorded to
earnings. The loss recognized cannot exceed the carrying amount of goodwill. After a goodwill impairment loss is recognized, the
adjusted carrying amount of goodwill becomes its new accounting basis.

In addition to an annual goodwill impairment assessment, we would evaluate a reporting unit for impairment if events or
circumstances change between annual tests indicating a possible impairment. Examples of such events or circumstances include the
following:

. a significant adverse change in legal status or in the business climate;

. an adverse action or assessment by a regulator;

. a more likely than not expectation that a segment or a significant portion thereof will be sold; or
. the testing for recoverability of a significant asset group within the segment.

We elected to perform a quantitative analysis as part of our annual goodwill impairment test in fiscal year 2015. As of December 31,
2015, the Step 1 testing for goodwill impairment performed for the Eastern, Western, Recycling and Customer Solutions reporting
units indicated that the fair value of each reporting unit exceeded its carrying amount, including goodwill. Furthermore, the Step 1 test
indicated that in each case the fair value of the Eastern, Western, Recycling and Customer Solutions reporting units exceeded its
carrying value by in excess of 22.9%. We incurred no impairment of goodwill as a result of our annual goodwill impairment tests in
fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013. However, there can be no assurance that goodwill will
not be impaired at any time in the future.

Cost Method Investments. As of December 31, 2015, we owned 5.3% of the outstanding common stock of Recycle Rewards, Inc.
(“Recycle Rewards”), a company that markets an incentive based recycling service. In both fiscal year 2015 and transition period
2014, it was determined based on the operating performance of Recycle Rewards that our cost method investment in Recycle Rewards
was potentially impaired. As a result, we performed a valuation analysis in fiscal year 2015, and had a valuation analysis performed by
a third-party valuation specialist in transition period 2014, both of which used an income approach based on discounted cash flows to
determine an equity value for Recycle Rewards in order to properly value our cost method investment in Recycle Rewards. Based on
these analyses, it was determined in each case that the fair value of our cost method investment in Recycle Rewards was less than the
carrying amount and, therefore, we recorded other-than-temporary investment impairment charges of $1,090 and $2,320 in fiscal year
2015 and transition period 2014, respectively. As of December 31, 2015, the carrying amount of our cost method investment in
Recycle Rewards was $1,070.
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As of December 31, 2015, we owned 9.8% of the outstanding equity value of GreenerU, Inc. (“GreenerU”), a services company
focused on providing energy efficiency, sustainability and renewable energy solutions to colleges and universities. In fiscal year 2015,
it was determined based on the operating performance and recent indications of third-party interest in GreenerU that our cost method
investment in GreenerU was potentially impaired. A valuation analysis was performed by a third-party valuation specialist using a
market approach based on an option pricing methodology to determine an equity value and fair market value per share for GreenerU.
Based on this analysis, it was determined that the fair value of our cost method investment in GreenerU was less than the carrying
amount and, therefore, we recorded an other-than-temporary investment impairment charge of $691 in fiscal year 2015. As of
December 31, 2015, the carrying amount of our cost method investment in GreenerU was $309.

As of December 31, 2015, we owned 17.0% and 16.2% of the outstanding common stock of AGreen Energy LLC (“AGreen”) and
BGreen Energy LLC (“BGreen”), respectively. In fiscal year 2015, AGreen and BGreen, both of which we account for as cost method
investments, entered into agreements that resulted in the contribution and sale of certain assets and liabilities of AGreen and BGreen
to a limited liability company in exchange for partial ownership interests in a parent of that limited liability company. As a result of
the transactions, we performed an analysis to determine whether an other-than-temporary impairment in the carrying value of our cost
method investments had occurred. Based on the analysis performed, which measured the fair value of our cost method investments
using an in-exchange valuation premise under the market approach that utilized the estimated purchase consideration received, we
recorded an investment impairment charge of $318 in fiscal year 2015. As of December 31, 2015, the carrying amount of our cost
method investment in AGreen and BGreen was $297.

Stock-Based Compensation

All share-based compensation cost is measured at the grant date, based on the estimated fair value of the award, and is recognized as
expense-in general and administration expense over the employee’s requisite service period. Stock-based compensation expense is
based on the number of awards ultimately expected to vest and is therefore reduced for an estimate of the awards that are expected to
be forfeited prior to vesting.

The fair value of each stock option is estimated using a Black-Scholes option pricing model, which requires extensive use of
accounting judgment and financial estimation, including estimates of the expected term option holders will retain their vested stock
options before exercising them and the estimated volatility of our common stock price over the expected term.

See Note 11, Stockholders Deficit for disclosure over stock-based compensation.

Earnings per Share

Basic earnings per share is computed by dividing the net loss from continuing operations attributable to common stockholders by the
weighted average number of common shares outstanding during the period. Diluted earnings per share is calculated based on the
combined weighted average number of common shares and potentially dilutive shares, which include, where appropriate, the assumed
exercise of employee stock options, unvested restricted stock awards, unvested restricted stock units and unvested performance stock
units. In computing diluted earnings per share, we utilize the treasury stock method. See Note 17, Earnings Per Share for disclosure
over the calculation of earnings per share.

Discontinued Operations

We analyze our operations that have been divested or classified as held-for-sale to determine if they qualify for discontinued
operations accounting. A component of an entity, a group of components of an entity, or a business is required to be reported in
discontinued operations once it meets the held for sale criteria, is disposed of by sale, or is disposed of other than by sale. A disposal is
required to be reported in discontinued operations if the disposal represents a strategic shift that has, or will have, a major effect on an
entity’s operations and financial results. See Note 16, Divestiture Transactions and Discontinued Operations for disclosure over
discontinued operations.

Subsequent Events

Except as disclosed, no material subsequent events have occurred since December 31, 2015 through the date of this filing that would
require recognition or disclosure in our current period consolidated financial statements.
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4. BUSINESS COMBINATIONS

We acquired various businesses during transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, including several solid waste
hauling operations, a transfer station, a MRF and an industrial service management business (included in the Other segment). The
operating results of these businesses are included in the accompanying audited consolidated statements of operations from each date of
acquisition, and the purchase price has been allocated to the net assets acquired based on fair values at each date of acquisition, with
the residual amounts recorded as goodwill. Acquired intangible assets other than goodwill that are subject to amortization include
client lists and non-compete covenants. These are amortized over a five to ten year period from the date of acquisition. All amounts
recorded to goodwill, except amounts related to the acquisition of Bestway Disposal Services and BBI Waste Services (“BBI”) in
fiscal year 2013, are expected to be deductible for tax purposes. See Note 14, Income Taxes for disclosure over the tax impact
associated with the acquisition of BBI. We did not acquire any businesses during fiscal year 2015.

The purchase price paid for these acquisitions and the allocation of the purchase price is as follows:

Eight Months Fiscal Years Ended
Ended April 30,
December 31,
2014 2014 2013
PUIChase PriCe:......cooiiiiiieiiiieie ettt
Cash used in acquisitions, net of cash acquired..................... $ 314 $ 7,860 $ 25,225
Common StOCK I1SSUE.........ccueeierieeeiee e — — 2,650
Other non-cash considerations ...........cceceerveevieeneessveeneennnenn — 555 —
Contingent consideration and holdbacks (1) .........ccccceceeneenee. 67 1,653 33
TOMAL. ettt ettt 381 10,068 27,908
CUITENE @SSELS .eeeeiiieeeieeeeeeeiieeieeeeeeeeee e e e eeaeee e e e e eeaareeeeeesnnes — 814 1,422
EQUIPMENt ....oovviiieiicieicce e 99 2,010 9,423
Other liabilities, Net.........ccevvieriieieriieieceeeceeie e — (241) (7,009)
INtangible aSSELS ......vecveeuiereieieriieie et 251 4,302 9,850
Fair value of assets acquired and liabilities assumed...................... 350 6,385 13,686
Excess purchase price to be allocated to goodwill............c.c.c......... $ 31 $ 3,183 $ 14,222

(1) Infiscal year 2014, we recovered a portion of the purchase price holdback amount we had previously paid and were relieved of
any potential contingent consideration obligation associated with the acquisition of an industrial service management business
completed earlier in fiscal year 2014. As a result, we recorded a $1,058 gain on settlement of acquisition related contingent
consideration in fiscal year 2014.

The following unaudited pro forma combined information shows our operational results as though each of the acquisitions completed
in transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013 had occurred as of May 1, 2012.

Eight Months Fiscal Year Ended
Ended April 30,
December 31,
2014 2014 2013
REVEIUE ...ttt $§ 368,041 $ 502,304 § 478,630
Operating iNCOME.........cocvevirveeiireeierieeteeete ettt ereesereas v $ 22,143 $ 12,770 $ 14,820
Net loss attributable to common stockholders.............c..ccoeun..... $ (6,015) $ (22,775) $ (53,759)
Basic net loss per common share attributable to common
SEOCKNOLAETS ... $ 015 $ (057 $ (1.58)

Basic and diluted weighted average shares outstanding ............. 40,262 39,820 34,015

The pro forma results have been prepared for comparative purposes only and are not necessarily indicative of the actual results of
operations had the acquisitions taken place as of May 1, 2012 or the results of our future operations. Furthermore, the pro forma
results do not give effect to all cost savings or incremental costs that may occur as a result of the integration and consolidation of the
completed acquisitions.
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5. RESTRICTED CASH / RESTRICTED ASSETS

Restricted cash / restricted assets consist of cash and investments held in trust on deposit with various banks as collateral for our

obligations relative to our landfill final capping, closure and post-closure costs and restricted cash reserved to finance certain capital
projects.

A summary of restricted cash / restricted assets is as follows:

December 31,

April 30,
2015 2014 2014
Current:
Restricted assets - landfill closure......................... $ — § 76 $ 76
Non Current:
Restricted assets - capital projects..........c..coceeueeen, $ 1348 §$5819 § —
Restricted assets - landfill closure......................... 903 813 681

$ 2251 $6,632 $§ 681

6. PROPERTY, PLANT AND EQUIPMENT

Property, plant and equipment consists of the following:

December 31,

April 30,
2015 2014 2014
Land ....ooveeeeieeeeceee et $ 24,161 $ 21,671 $ 21,445
LandfillS ......coovveiiiieieeceeeeeeee e 536,577 513,851 496,515
Landfill operating lease contracts ...........cccceeeeeereeeeniennnne 125,991 120,607 115,867
Buildings and improvements..............ccoveveveeneeecienieneennenns 140,046 139,461 134,787
Machinery and eqUIpPMENt..........cceeevereereerieeneeerenieneeeeenns 131,384 127,359 117,193
ROIING StOCK ..ot 139,557 138,201 128,155
CONLAINETS ..ot e e e e eae e e s eaaeeeens 94,302 90,231 85,397
1,192,018 1,151,381 1,099,359
Less: accumulated depreciation and amortization.............. 789,766 736,839 695,935

§ 402,252 § 414,542 $§ 403,424

Depreciation expense for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013 was $33,168, $21,599,
$33,094 and $34,065, respectively. Landfill amortization expense for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and
fiscal year 2013 was $26,969, $17,912, $24,689 and $21,206, respectively. Depletion expense on landfill operating lease contracts for

fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013 was $9,428, $7,799, $9,948 and $9,372, respectively,
and was recorded in cost of operations.

As of December 31, 2015, $103,904 of our property, plant and equipment served as eligible collateral under our ABL Facility.

7. GOODWILL AND INTANGIBLE ASSETS

A summary of the activity and balances related to goodwill by reporting segment is as follows:

December 31, 2014 Other (1) December 31, 2015

Eastern re@ion.........covoveueveveveeeeierieeeeeeeerees e, $ 17,429 § —  § 17,429
WESLEIN TEZION ..., 87,697 (194) 87,503
ReECYCHNG...ceiiiiiiieiieieeeeeeee e, 12,315 12,315
OFNET ..ottt 1,729 1,729
TOAL ..ttt $ 119,170 $§ (194) § 118,976
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April 30,2014 Acquisitions  December 31, 2014

EaStern re@ion ..........cevveveveeerereieeiereieeeee e $ 17,429 $ — 3 17,429
WESLEIN IeZION ...covviemiieiiiiiieieee ettt 87,666 31 87,697
ReCYCHNG ..o 12,315 — 12,315
OthET ..ttt 1,729 — 1,729
TOtAL..eiiiieiece e e e $ 119,139 § 31 $ 119,170
April 30, 2013 Acquisitions Other (2) April 30,2014
EaStern re@iON .......c.cvcvriveieeiieieeieieeeteeeeereteee e $ 16,858 $ 539 $ 32 % 17,429
WESLEIN TEZION ...ttt 86,880 790 4) 87,666
RECYCING ..ot 12,190 125 12,315
OthET ..ot — 1,729 — 1,729
TOtAL i $ 115928 § 3,183 $ 28 $ 119,139

(1)  Goodwill adjustment related to the allocation of goodwill to a business that was divested in fiscal year 2015.

(2) Goodwill adjustments related to acquisition activity, including the finalization of the deferred tax liability associated with the

December 5, 2012 BBI acquisition.

Intangible assets consist of the following:

Covenants
Not-to-Compete Client Lists Total
Balance, December 31, 2015.......ccceeiiiviiiciiieieeeieens
Intangible assets.........cecveveeereererieesiereee e $ 17,266 $ 16,065 $ 33,331
Less accumulated amortization.......................... (16,198) (7,881)  (24,079)
$ 1,068 $§ 8,184 §$§ 9,252
Covenants
Not-to-Compete Client Lists Total
Balance, December 31,2014 ........ooovvviiviiiiiieeeieee.
Intangible assetS.........ceeverevereererieeriereee e $ 17,296 $ 16,071 $ 33,367
Less accumulated amortization............c.ceceeueeee. (15,730) (5,829)  (21,559)
$ 1,566 $ 10,242 $ 11,808
Covenants
Not-to-Compete Client Lists Total
Balance, April 30, 2014 ......ccooiieiieieeeeeeee
Intangible assets........ccovvveverivreriiieieeeieeeieeenine $ 17,245 $§ 15,760 $ 33,005
Less accumulated amortization.......................... (15,363) (4,222)  (19,585)
$ 1,882 $§ 11,538 § 13,420

Intangible amortization expense for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013 was $2,567, $1,974,

$2,556 and $1,306, respectively.
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The intangible amortization expense estimated for the five fiscal years following fiscal year 2015 and thereafter is as follows:

Estimated Future Amortization Expense as of

December 31, 2015:
For the fiscal year ending December 31, 2016..................... $ 2,048
For the fiscal year ending December 31, 2017 .................... § 1,784
For the fiscal year ending December 31, 2018 .................... § 1,581
For the fiscal year ending December 31, 2019 .................... $ 1,213
For the fiscal year ending December 31, 2020 .................... $ 1,020
TRETEATTET ..o $ 1,606

8.  FINAL CAPPING, CLOSURE AND POST-CLOSURE COSTS

Accrued final capping, closure and post-closure costs include the current and non-current portion of costs associated with obligations
for final capping closure and post-closure of our landfills. We estimate our future final capping, closure and post-closure costs in order
to determine the final capping, closure and post-closure expense per ton of waste placed into each landfill as further described in Note
3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies to these consolidated financial statements. The anticipated timeframe for paying these
costs varies based on the remaining useful life of each landfill, as well as the duration of the post-closure monitoring period. The
changes to accrued final capping, closure and post-closure liabilities are as follows:

Fiscal Year Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, 2015 December 31, 2014 April 30,2014
Beginning balance .............cccooeveviiieiirerinnnn, $ 39,829 $ 44,654 $ 43,170
Obligations incurred..........ccoeveeveeerennnnne. 1,798 2,169 3,621
Revisions in estimates (1) ........ccoeveneene. (2,030) (3,378) (3,728)
AcCretion eXpense .......cceeueeveerveeveenveennenss 3,370 2,275 3,967
Obligations settled (2) ......cccecevvereenennee. (1,926) (5,891) (2,376)
Ending balance............cccooeveveiereeereeereeerennen, $ 41,041 $ 39,829 $ 44,654

(1)  The revisions in estimates for final capping, closure and post-closure for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014 and fiscal year
2014 consist of changes in cost estimates and the timing of final capping and closure events, as well as changes to expansion
airspace and tonnage placement assumptions.

(2) Includes amounts paid and amounts that are being processed through accounts payable as a part of our disbursement cycle.
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9.

LONG-TERM DEBT AND CAPITAL LEASES

Long-term debt and capital leases consist of the following:

Senior Secured Asset-Based Revolving Credit Facility:

Due February 2020; bearing interest at one month LIBOR
PIUS 2.25%0 ettt

Senior Secured Revolving Credit Facility:

Due March 2016; bore interest at one month LIBOR plus

Tax-Exempt Bonds:

New York State Environmental Facilities Corporation
Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2014 due
December 2044 - fixed rate interest period through
2019, bearing interest at 3.75% ....cocveveeveeniriinieieenee,

Finance Authority of Maine Solid Waste Disposal Revenue
Bonds Series 2005R-2 due January 2025 - fixed rate
interest period through 2017, bearing interest at 6.25% ...

Finance Authority of Maine Solid Waste Disposal Revenue
Bonds Series 2015 due August 2035 - fixed rate interest
period through 2025, bearing interest at 5.125%..............

Vermont Economic Development Authority Solid Waste
Disposal Long-Term Revenue Bonds Series 2013 due
April 2036 - fixed rate interest period through 2018,
bearing interest at 4.75% ....ocvevveeieerienieieieee e

Business Finance Authority of the State of New Hampshire
Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2013 due
April 2029 - fixed rate interest period through 2019,
bearing interest at 4.00%0 .......cccevereneninenenieieeeee,

Finance Authority of Maine Solid Waste Disposal Revenue
Bonds Series 2005R-1; letter of credit backed due
January 2025 - variable rate interest period through
2017, bearing interest at SIFMA Index ........c.ccocevverennenne.

Business Finance Authority of the State of New Hampshire
Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2013; letter
of credit backed due April 2029 - converted to fixed rate
interest period, bore interest at SIFMA Index ..................

Other:

Capital leases maturing through April 2023, bearing
interest at UP t0 7.70%0 .ccveeverueeieieienieeeeeeee e

Notes payable maturing through December 2017, bearing
interest at up t0 7.00%0 ....eoveruirieniiiieeieeee e

Senior Subordinated Notes:

Due February 2019; bearing interest at 7.75% (including
unamortized discount of $1,372, $1,319 and $1,491) ......

Less—current maturities of long-term debt ..............c...........

December 31,

April 30,
2015 2014 2014
$ 57,422 $ — $ —
— 131,300 133,860
25,000 25,000 —
21,400 21,400 21,400
15,000 — —
16,000 16,000 16,000
11,000 11,000 —
3,600 3,600 3,600
— — 5,500
4,130 3,295 3,710
1,167 435 440
368,928 323,681 323,509
523,647 535,711 508,019
1,448 1,656 885
$ 522,199 $ 534,055 $ 507,134
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ABL Facility

In fiscal year 2015, we issued an additional $60,000 aggregate principal amount of 7.75% senior subordinated notes due February 15,
2019 (“2019 Notes”). The additional 2019 Notes, which are fungible with and issued under the same indenture as the $325,000 2019
Notes previously issued, were issued at a discount of approximately $476 to be accreted over the remaining term of the 2019 Notes.
We used the net proceeds from this issuance, together with the initial borrowings under our new ABL Facility, to refinance our Senior
Credit Facility.

Our ABL Facility consists of a revolving credit facility with loans thereunder being available up to an aggregate principal amount of
$190,000, subject to availability under a borrowing base formula as defined in the ABL Facility agreement. We have the right to
request, at our discretion, an increase in the amount of loans under the ABL Facility by an aggregate amount of $100,000, subject to
the terms and conditions set forth in the ABL Facility agreement. Interest accrues at one month LIBOR plus between 1.75% and
2.50%, subject to the terms of the ABL Facility agreement and is set at LIBOR plus 2.25% as of December 31, 2015. The ABL
Facility matures on February 26, 2020. If we fail to refinance the 2019 Notes on or before November 16, 2018, the maturity date for
the ABL Facility will be November 16, 2018. The ABL Facility is guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of
our significant wholly-owned subsidiaries and is collateralized by certain qualified accounts receivable, trade, inventory and property,
plant and equipment. As of December 31, 2015, our borrowing availability under the ABL Facility was $64,112 and was calculated as
a borrowing base of $148,473, less revolver borrowings of $57,422, less outstanding irrevocable letters of credit totaling $26,939, at
which date no amount had been drawn.

The ABL Facility requires us to maintain a certain minimum consolidated EBITDA measured at the end of each fiscal quarter.
Additionally, if borrowing availability does not meet certain thresholds as defined in the ABL Facility agreement, the ABL Facility
requires us to meet additional covenants, including, without limitation:

. a minimum fixed charge coverage ratio; and

. a maximum consolidated first lien funded debt to consolidated EBITDA ratio.

An event of default under any of our debt agreements could permit some of our lenders, including the lenders under the ABL

Facility, to declare all amounts borrowed from them to be immediately due and payable, together with accrued and unpaid interest, or,
in the case of the ABL Facility, terminate the commitment to make further credit extensions thereunder, which could, in turn, trigger
cross-defaults under other debt obligations. If we were unable to repay debt to our lenders, or were otherwise in default under any
provision governing our outstanding debt obligations, our secured lenders could proceed against us and against the collateral securing
that debt.

Tax-Exempt Financings

New York Bonds. In transition period 2014, we completed a financing transaction involving $25,000 in aggregate principal amount of
New York State Environmental Facilities Corporation Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2014 (“New York Bonds™). We
borrowed the proceeds of the New York Bonds to repay borrowings under our Senior Credit Facility for qualifying property, plant and
equipment assets purchased in the state of New York.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $25,000 aggregate principal amount of senior unsecured New York Bonds. The New
York Bonds, which are guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned subsidiaries,
accrue interest at 3.75% per annum through December 1, 2019, at which time they may be converted from a fixed rate to a variable
rate. During the fixed interest rate period, the New York Bonds will not be supported by a letter of credit. Interest is payable on June 1
and December 1 of each year. An additional $15,000 aggregate principal amount of New York Bonds may be offered under the same
indenture in the future. The New York Bonds mature on December 1, 2044.

Maine Bonds. As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $21,400 aggregate principal amount of senior unsecured Finance
Authority of Maine Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2005R-2 (“FAME Bonds 2005R-2”). The FAME Bonds 2005R-2,
which are guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned subsidiaries, accrue
interest at 6.25% per annum through January 31, 2017, at which time they may be converted from a fixed to a variable rate. During the
fixed interest rate period, the FAME Bonds 2005R-2 will not be supported by a letter of credit. Interest is payable semiannually in
arrears on February 1 and August 1 of each year. The FAME Bonds 2005R-2 mature on January 1, 2025.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $3,600 aggregate principal amount of Finance Authority of Maine Solid Waste
Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2005R-1 (“FAME Bonds 2005R-1""). The FAME Bonds 2005R-1 are variable rate bonds secured by a
letter of credit issued by our administrative agent bank and interest is payable semiannually in arrears on February 1 and August 1 of
each year. The FAME Bonds 2005R-1 mature on January 1, 2025. We borrowed the proceeds of the FAME Bonds 2005R-1 and
2005R-2 to pay for certain costs relating to the following: landfill development and construction; the acquisition of vehicles,
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containers and related equipment for solid waste collection and transportation services; improvements to existing solid waste disposal,
hauling, transfer station and other facilities; other infrastructure improvements; and the acquisition of machinery and equipment for
solid waste disposal operations owned and operated by us, or a related party, all located in Maine.

In fiscal year 2015, we completed a financing transaction involving the issuance by the Finance Authority of Maine of $15,000
aggregate principal amount of Finance Authority of Maine Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2015 (“FAME Bonds 2015”).
We borrowed the proceeds of the offering of the FAME Bonds 2015 to finance or refinance the costs of certain of our solid waste
landfill facilities and solid waste collection, organics and transfer, recycling and hauling facilities, and to pay for the costs of the
issuance of the FAME Bonds 2015.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $15,000 aggregate principal amount of senior unsecured FAME Bonds 2015. The
FAME Bonds 2015, which are and guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned
subsidiaries, accrue interest at 5.125% per annum through August 1, 2025, at which time they may be converted from a fixed to a
variable rate. During the fixed interest rate period, the FAME Bonds 2015 will not be supported by a letter of credit. Interest is payable
semiannually in arrears on February 1 and August 1 of each year. An additional $15,000 aggregate principal amount of FAME Bonds
2015 may be offered under the same indenture in the future. The FAME Bonds 2015 mature on August 1, 2035.

Vermont Bonds. As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $16,000 aggregate principal amount of senior unsecured Vermont
Economic Development Authority Solid Waste Disposal Long-Term Revenue Bonds Series 2013 (“Vermont Bonds™). The Vermont
Bonds, which are guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned subsidiaries,
accrue interest at 4.75% per annum through April 1, 2018, at which time they may be converted from a fixed rate to a variable rate.
During the fixed interest rate period, the Vermont Bonds will not be supported by a letter of credit. Interest is payable semiannually in
arrears on April 1 and October 1 of each year. The Vermont Bonds mature on April 1, 2036. We borrowed the proceeds of the
Vermont Bonds to repay borrowings under our Senior Credit Facility for qualifying property, plant and equipment assets purchased in
the state of Vermont.

New Hampshire Bonds. In transition period 2014, we completed a financing transaction involving $11,000 aggregate principal amount
of tax-exempt Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds Series 2013 issued by the Business Finance Authority of the State of New
Hampshire (“New Hampshire Bonds™), consisting of the conversion and remarketing of $5,500 principal amount New Hampshire
Bonds from a variable rate to a fixed term rate and the issuance of an additional $5,500 principal amount fixed term rate New
Hampshire Bonds.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $11,000 aggregate principal amount of senior unsecured New Hampshire Bonds. The
New Hampshire Bonds, which are guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally by all of our significant wholly-owned
subsidiaries, accrue interest at 4.00% per annum through October 1, 2019, at which time they may be converted from a fixed rate to a
variable rate. During the fixed interest rate period, the New Hampshire Bonds will not be supported by a letter of credit. Interest is
payable in arrears on April 1 and October 1 of each year. The New Hampshire Bonds mature on April 1, 2029. We borrowed the
proceeds of the New Hampshire Bonds to repay borrowings under our Senior Credit Facility for qualifying property, plant and
equipment assets purchased in the state of New Hampshire.

Senior Subordinated Notes

In fiscal year 2015, we issued an additional $60,000 aggregate principal amount of 2019 Notes. The additional 2019 Notes, which are
both fungible and issued under the same indenture as the $325,000 2019 Notes previously issued, were issued at a discount of $476 to
be accreted over the remaining term of the 2019 Notes. We used the net proceeds from this issuance, together with the initial
borrowings under our new ABL Facility, to refinance our Senior Credit Facility. Additionally, in fiscal year 2015 we repurchased and
permanently retired $14,700 aggregate principal amount of 2019 Notes at a weighted average repurchase price of $101.0 in order to
maximize interest savings by paying down our most expensive debt.

As of December 31, 2015, we had outstanding $370,300 aggregate principal amount of 2019 Notes, which will mature on

February 15, 2019. The 2019 Notes accrue interest at the rate of 7.75% per annum and interest is payable semiannually in arrears on
February 15 and August 15 of each year. The 2019 Notes are fully and unconditionally guaranteed on a senior subordinated basis by
substantially all of our existing and future domestic restricted subsidiaries that guarantee our ABL Facility.

The indenture governing the 2019 Notes contains certain negative covenants which restrict, among other things, our ability to sell
assets, make investments in joint ventures, pay dividends, repurchase stock, incur debt, grant liens and issue preferred stock. As of
December 31, 2015, we were in compliance with all covenants under the indenture governing the 2019 Notes, and we do not believe
that these restrictions impact our ability to meet future liquidity needs except that they may impact our ability to increase our
investments in non-wholly owned entities, including the joint ventures to which we are already party.
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Loss on Debt Extinguishment

Senior Subordinated Notes. In fiscal year 2015, we repurchased and permanently retired $14,700 aggregate principal amount of 2019
Notes at a weighted average repurchase price of $101.0 in order to maximize interest savings by paying down our most expensive
debt. As a result of the repurchase, we recorded a charge of $478 in fiscal year 2015 as a loss on debt extinguishment primarily related
to the non-cash write off of deferred financing costs and unamortized original issue discount in proportion with the settlement amount.

Senior Credit Facility. In fiscal year 2015, we recorded a charge of $521 as a loss on debt extinguishment related to the write-off of
deferred financing costs in connection with changes to the borrowing capacity from the Senior Credit Facility to the ABL Facility. The
remaining unamortized deferred financing costs of the Senior Credit Facility, along with fees paid to the creditor and third-party costs
incurred for the ABL Facility, are to be amortized over the term of the ABL Facility.

Second Lien Notes. In fiscal year 2013, we recorded a charge of $15,584 as a loss on debt extinguishment related to the full
refinancing of our 11.0% senior second lien notes (“Second Lien Notes”). The loss on debt extinguishment consisted of a $2,767 non-
cash write off of deferred financing costs, a $2,074 non-cash write off of the unamortized original issue discount and a $10,743 charge
associated with the early tender premium and tender fees associated with the redemption of the Second Lien Notes.

Interest Expense

The components of interest expense are as follows:

Fiscal Year Ended

Fiscal Year Ended Eight Months Ended April 30,

December 31, 2015 December 31, 2014 2014 2013
Interest expense on long-term debt and capital leases......... $ 35,868 $ 23,065 $ 34216 $ 36,955
Amortization of debt financing costs ..........cccceceveuereenenne. 3,613 2,020 2,757 3,325
Amortization of debt discounts ............ccceeeeeevrieecieesreennenn. 364 173 243 626
Letter of credit fees .......oovvveiiiiiiieeiieceeee e 637 714 1,215 1,032
Less: capitalized interest .........cceevvveeeeeienienieeeeieeiesieenn (62) (333) (256) (368)
Total INterest EXPENSE.....ccuevererrerrerirreerieeeerereieseeesseneenns $ 40,420 $ 25,639 $ 38,175 $ 41,570

Fair Value of Debt

As of December 31, 2015, the fair value of our fixed rate debt, including our 2019 Notes, FAME Bonds 2005R-2, FAME Bonds 2015,
Vermont Bonds, New York Bonds and New Hampshire Bonds was approximately $458,775 and the carrying value was $458,700. The
fair value of the 2019 Notes are considered to be Level 1 within the fair value hierarchy as the fair value is based off of a quoted
market price in an active market. The fair value of the FAME Bonds 2005R-2, the FAME Bonds 2015, the Vermont Bonds, the New
York Bonds and the New Hampshire Bonds is considered to be Level 2 within the fair value hierarchy as the fair value is determined
using market approach pricing provided by a third-party that utilizes pricing models and pricing systems, mathematical tools and
judgment to determine the evaluated price for the security based on the market information of each of the bonds or securities with
similar characteristics.

Although we have determined the estimated fair value amounts of the FAME Bonds 2005R-2, the FAME Bonds 2015, the Vermont
Bonds, the New York Bonds and the New Hampshire Bonds using available market information and commonly accepted valuation
methodologies, a change in available market information, and/or the use of different assumptions and/or estimation methodologies
could have a material effect on the estimated fair values. These amounts have not been revalued, and current estimates of fair value
could differ significantly from the amounts presented. As of December 31, 2015, the fair value of our ABL Facility approximated its
carrying value of $57,422 based on current borrowing rates for similar types of borrowing arrangements, or Level 2 inputs. The
carrying value of our remaining material variable rate debt, the FAME Bonds 2005R-1, approximates fair value because the interest
rate for the debt instrument is based on a market index that approximates current market rates for instruments with similar risk and
maturities.
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Future Maturities of Debt

Aggregate principal maturities of long-term debt and capital leases are as follows:

Estimated Future Payments as of December 31, 2015:

2016 et ere e $ 1,448
0 TR 856
2008 e et et et et e tr e et e e e areeeanes 633
2009 (1) ettt et et e b e sbeenae e ens 369,609
2020 e e et e et e e ae et e e eaeeeanas 58,402
TRETEATIET ...eeeiiiiieeeeee e e e aaaees 92,699

$ 523,647

(1)  Includes unamortized discount of $1,372 on 2019 Notes.

10. COMMITMENTS AND CONTINGENCIES
Lease Commitments

We lease operating facilities and equipment in the ordinary course of our business under various operating leases with monthly
payments varying up to $36. Future minimum rental payments are recognized on a straight-line basis over the minimum lease term.
Total rent expense under operating leases charged to operations was $9,392, $4,868, $5,651 and $5,372 in fiscal year 2015, transition
period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, respectively.

Future minimum rental payments under non-cancellable operating leases, which include landfill operating leases, are as follows:

Estimated Future Minimum Lease Payments as of December 31,

2005: ettt
2000 e e e $ 17,591
2017 et e 17,838
2018 et s 17,954
2009 e e e e 16,519
2020 ..ttt et et ettt 13,218
TREICATIET ...ovvviiiieeeeeeee e et e e e 117,224
Total minimum lease PayMENtS ..........cceceeruerreerierierieriere e eeees $ 200,344

Legal Proceedings

In the ordinary course of our business and as a result of the extensive governmental regulation of the solid waste industry, we are
subject to various judicial and administrative proceedings involving state and local agencies. In these proceedings, an agency may
seek to impose fines or to revoke or deny renewal of an operating permit held by us. From time to time, we may also be subject to
actions brought by special interest or other groups, adjacent landowners or residents in connection with the permitting and licensing of
landfills and transfer stations, or alleging environmental damage or violations of the permits and licenses pursuant to which we
operate. In addition, we have been named defendants in various claims and suits pending for alleged damages to persons and property,
alleged violations of certain laws and alleged liabilities arising out of matters occurring during the ordinary operation of a waste
management business.

In accordance with FASB Accounting Standards Codification (“ASC”) 450-20, we accrue for legal proceedings, inclusive of legal
costs, when losses become probable and reasonably estimable. As of the end of each applicable reporting period, we review each of
our legal proceedings to determine whether it is probable, reasonably possible or remote that a liability has been incurred and, if it is at
least reasonably possible, whether a range of loss can be reasonably estimated under the provisions of FASB ASC 450-20. In instances
where we determine that a loss is probable and we can reasonably estimate a range of loss we may incur with respect to such a matter,
we record an accrual for the amount within the range that constitutes our best estimate of the possible loss. If we are able to reasonably
estimate a range, but no amount within the range appears to be a better estimate than any other, we record an accrual in the amount
that is the low end of such range. When a loss is reasonably possible, but not probable, we will not record an accrual, but we will
disclose our estimate of the possible range of loss where such estimate can be made in accordance with FASB ASC 450-20.
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Expera Old Town, LLC v. Casella Waste Systems, Inc.

On or about November 6, 2015, Expera Old Town, LLC (“Expera”) filed a lawsuit against us in Maine Superior Court, seeking
damages for breach of contract and unjust enrichment, and an action for declaratory judgment (the “Lawsuit”). Expera was a
successor-in-interest to a contract between us and Old Town Fuel and Fiber (“OTFF”), the former owner of a pulp manufacturing
facility (“Facility”) located in Old Town, Maine (the “Contract”). Expera purchased the Facility during the pendency of the
bankruptcy of OTFF. Since the filing of the Lawsuit, Expera has sold the Facility and related assets, to MFGR LLC (“MFGR”).
MFGR continues to allege that we have the obligation to provide a specialized type of wood fuel to the Facility or, alternatively, that
we owe a “Fuel Replacement Fee” of up to $2,000 a year (subject to the possibility of certain credits against such payments). The
Contract expires in 2036. We believe we have meritorious defenses to each of the claims in the Lawsuit, are vigorously contesting
these allegations, and have filed a counter claim for funds owed to us by MFGR or Expera.

On or about February 10, 2016, we reached an agreement in principle with MFGR to dismiss this suit with prejudice, and to resolve all
outstanding claims of any nature including future claims which could arise under the Contract. The Parties are endeavoring in good
faith to enter into a settlement agreement (“SA”) and ancillary agreements. Pursuant to the pending SA, we will pay MFGR $1,250
upon execution of the SA, and $350 a year for five years following execution of the SA. Accordingly, taking into account the net
present value of the settlement payments, we have recorded a reserve of $2,616 as of December 31, 2015. This includes a contract
settlement charge of $1,940 and $676 of operating expenses recorded in fiscal year 2015. We also reserved $75 as of December 31,
2015 for legal costs associated with the Lawsuit and SA.

We will also enter into a new leachate disposal agreement at market prices with MFGR for the treatment of leachate from the landfill
managed by us for the State of Maine located in Old Town, Maine (“Juniper Ridge”), and MFGR will enter into a waste disposal
agreement at market prices with us for the disposal at the Juniper Ridge of waste materials produced in the demolition or re-purposing
of the Facility.

Greenwood Street Landfill, Worcester, Massachusetts

On July 2, 2014, we received a draft Administrative Consent Order with Penalty and Notice of Noncompliance (“Draft Order”) from
the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection (“MADEP”) alleging that a subsidiary, NEWS of Worcester, LLC, had
completed substantive closure of a portion of the Greenwood Street Landfill in Worcester, Massachusetts in 2010, at an elevation
exceeding the applicable permit condition. While we neither admitted nor denied the allegations in the Draft Order, a final
Administrative Consent Order with Penalty and Notice of Noncompliance was executed on March 20, 2015 (“Final Order”), and we
agreed to pay a civil administrative penalty in a total amount of $172. MADEP agreed that $129 of that amount could be paid as a
Supplemental Environmental Project (“SEP”’) for work being done by the Massachusetts Audubon Society at the Broad Meadow
Brook Conservation Center & Wildlife Sanctuary in Worcester, Massachusetts. This SEP has been paid in full.

Environmental Remediation Liability

We are subject to liability for environmental damage, including personal injury and property damage, that our solid waste, recycling
and power generation facilities may cause to neighboring property owners, particularly as a result of the contamination of drinking
water sources or soil, possibly including damage resulting from conditions that existed before we acquired the facilities. We may also
be subject to liability for similar claims arising from off-site environmental contamination caused by pollutants or hazardous
substances if we or our predecessors arrange or arranged to transport, treat or dispose of those materials. The following matter
represents our outstanding material claim.

Potsdam Environmental Remediation Liability

On December 20, 2000, the State of New York Department of Environmental Conservation (“DEC”) issued an Order on Consent
(“Order”) which named Waste-Stream, Inc. (“WSI”), our subsidiary, General Motors Corporation (“GM”) and Niagara Mohawk
Power Corporation (“NiMo”) as Respondents. The Order required that the Respondents undertake certain work on a 25-acre scrap
yard and solid waste transfer station owned by WSI in Potsdam, New York, including the preparation of a Remedial Investigation and
Feasibility Study (“Study”). A draft of the Study was submitted to the DEC in January 2009 (followed by a final report in May 2009).
The Study estimated that the undiscounted costs associated with implementing the preferred remedies would be approximately
$10,219. On February 28, 2011, the DEC issued a Proposed Remedial Action Plan for the site and accepted public comments on the
proposed remedy through March 29, 2011. We submitted comments to the DEC on this matter. In April 2011, the DEC issued the
final Record of Decision (“ROD”) for the site. The ROD was subsequently rescinded by the DEC for failure to respond to all
submitted comments. The preliminary ROD, however, estimated that the present cost associated with implementing the preferred
remedies would be approximately $12,130. The DEC issued the final ROD in June 2011 with proposed remedies consistent with its
earlier ROD. An Order on Consent and Administrative Settlement naming WSI and NiMo as Respondents was executed by the
Respondents and DEC with an effective date of October 25, 2013. On January 29, 2016, a Cost-Sharing Agreement was executed
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between WSI, NiMo, Alcoa Inc. (“Alcoa”) and Reynolds Metal Company (“Reynolds”) whereby Alcoa and Reynolds elected to
voluntarily participate in the onsite remediation activities at a 15% participant share. It is unlikely that any significant expenditures
relating to onsite remediation will be incurred until the fiscal year ending December 31, 2017. WSI is jointly and severally liable with
NiMo, Alcoa and Reynolds for the total cost to remediate.

We have recorded an environmental remediation liability associated with the Potsdam site based on incurred costs to date and
estimated costs to complete the remediation in other accrued liabilities and other long-term liabilities. Our expenditures could be
significantly higher if costs exceed estimates. We inflate the estimated costs in current dollars to the expected time of payment and
discount the total cost to present value using a risk free interest rate of 1.8%. The changes to the environmental remediation liability
associated with the Potsdam environmental remediation liability are as follows:

Fiscal Year Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, 2015 December 31, 2014 April 30,2014
Beginning balance ..............cccoocveveieviineiniennan, $ 5142 § 5,320 $ 5,297
Obligations incurred..........cccerevereennne. — — 31
Revisions in estimates (1) ........ccceeveneeee — — (118)
ACCTEtion EXPENSE ....ccveevvererererererereeenens 79 92 138
Payments ........coooeeveenienieniieecece — (270) (28)
Ending balance............ccoccoviiiniiiiiiiieeee $ 5,221 $ 5,142 $ 5,320

The total expected environmental remediation payments, in today’s dollars, for each of the five succeeding fiscal years and the
aggregate amount thereafter are as follows:

Estimated Future Environmental Remediation Payments as of December 31, 2015:

2006ttt ettt ettt et eetteete e teeeteeeteenrens $ 273
2007 ettt ettt et e e teete et et e et e ete et e et e eaeeeaeeene, 3,256
2018 ettt ettt ettt ettt e et e et eaeetae et e et e etteeteeeteeeteeereenrens 855
2009ttt ettt et e et eett et e taeeteeereenaens 40
20201ttt ettt et et e e teeae et e et e et e etbeeraeeareeaeeeaeeene, 25
THETEATTET ..ottt et ettt et et e eeare e e neeeare e 749
TOEAL ..ttt ettt ettt e e e e et st st e st e st et e et e et e eneenaeas $ 5,198

A reconciliation of the expected aggregate non-inflated, undiscounted environmental remediation liability to the amount recognized in
the statement of financial position is as follows:

Undiscounted Hability ........cccooveeririenieinenieeineieeeseeeeeiee, $ 5,198
PIus inflation ..........coveiiiiieiiiiiiieeec e 23
Liability balance - December 31, 2015 .......cccocvvievierieneenieenen, $ 5,221

Any substantial liability incurred by us arising from environmental damage could have a material adverse effect on our business,
financial condition and results of operations. We are not presently aware of any other situations that would have a material adverse
impact on our business, financial condition, results of operations or cash flows.

Employment Contracts

We have entered into employment contracts with four of our executive officers. The contracts are dated June 18, 2001, March 31,
2006, July 6, 2010 and September 1, 2012. Each contract had an initial term between one and three years and a covenant not-to-
compete ranging from one to two years from the date of termination. These contracts automatically extend for a one year period at the
end of the initial term and any renewal period. Total annual commitments for salaries under these contracts are $1,425. In the event of
a change in control of us, or in the event of involuntary termination without cause, the employment contracts provide for a payment
ranging from one to three years of salary and bonuses. We also have other employment contracts or arrangements with employees
who are not executive officers.
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11. STOCKHOLDERS’ DEFICIT
Common Stock

The holders of the Class A common stock are entitled to one vote for each share held. The holders of the Class B common stock are
entitled to ten votes for each share held, except for the election of one director, who is elected by the holders of the Class A common
stock exclusively. The Class B common stock is convertible into Class A common stock on a share-for-share basis at the option of the
shareholder.

In fiscal year 2013, we sold 11,500 shares of Class A common stock at an average price of $4.00 per share in a registered public
offering. The net proceeds received from the registered public offering, after deducting underwriting discounts, commissions and
offering expenses, were $42,184 and were used to refinance our Second Lien Notes.

Preferred Stock

We are authorized to issue up to 944 shares of preferred stock in one or more series. As of December 31, 2015 and December 31, 2014
we had no shares issued.

Stock Based Compensation
Stock Incentive Plans

1997 Stock Option Plan. In the fiscal year ended April 30, 1998, we adopted the 1997 Stock Option Plan (“1997 Plan”) a stock option
plan for employees, officers and directors of, and consultants and advisors to us. The 1997 Plan terminated as of July 31, 2007 and as
a result no additional awards may be made pursuant to the 1997 Plan.

2006 Stock Incentive Plan. In the fiscal year ended April 30, 2007, we adopted the 2006 Stock Incentive Plan (“2006 Plan”). The 2006
Plan was amended in the fiscal year ended April 30, 2010. Under the 2006 Plan, we may grant awards up to an aggregate amount of
shares equal to the sum of: (i) 2,475 shares of Class A common stock (subject to adjustment in the event of stock splits and other
similar events), plus (ii) such additional number of shares of Class A common stock as were subject to options granted under our 1993
Incentive Stock Option Plan, 1994 Non-statutory Stock Option Plan, 1996 Stock Option Plan, and 1997 Plan (“Prior Plans”), which
were not actually issued under the Prior Plans because such stock options expire or otherwise result in shares not being issued. As of
December 31, 2015, there were 956 Class A common stock equivalents available for future grant under the 2006 Plan, inclusive of
additional Class A common stock equivalents that were previously issued under our terminated plans and have become available for
grant because such awards expired or otherwise resulted in shares not being issued. No award may be granted under the 2006 Plan
after October 10, 2016 and accordingly we expect to implement a new stock incentive plan which would be recommended to
stockholders for approval at the 2016 Annual Meeting of Stockholders.

Stock options granted under the 2006 Plan are granted at a price equal to the prevailing fair market value of our Class A common
stock at the date of grant. Generally, stock options granted have a term not to exceed ten years and vest over a one to four year period
from the date of grant.

We grant restricted stock awards, restricted stock units and performance stock units under the 2006 Plan at a price equal to the fair
market value of our Class A common stock at the date of grant. Restricted stock awards granted to non-employee directors vest
incrementally over a three year period beginning on the first anniversary of the date of grant. Restricted stock units vest incrementally
over an identified service period beginning on the grant date based on continued employment. Performance stock units vest at a future
date following the grant date and are based on the attainment of a performance target.
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Stock Options

The following table summarizes stock option activity:

Weighted
Average
Weighted Remaining
Average Contractual Aggregate
Stock Options Exercise Price Term (years) Intrinsic Value
Outstanding, December 31, 2014 ........c.ceoveveierieieiereeereeenans, 1,380 $ 7.70
GTanted........coeveieieieieieieietet ettt ettt sb s s e s essessessennes 150 $ 7.17
EXEICISEd . .viiviiiiiiiieieceeeeee et 33) $ 4.85
FOrfEited ... (200) $ 12.16
Outstanding, December 31, 2015 .......cocovvevevieieieiereiereeenans, 1,297 $ 7.03 55 % 1,156
Exercisable, December 31, 2015........ccoovveieveiieeeeeeeeeennn, 942 § 7.47 42 3 928
Expected to vest, December 31, 2015 ......ccooieiiniinieiene, 1,296 $ 7.03 55 $ 1,155

During fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, stock-based compensation expense for stock
options was $671, $386, $464, and $528, respectively.

During fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, the aggregate intrinsic value of stock options
exercised was $52, $31, $23 and $0.

As of December 31, 2015, total unrecognized stock-based compensation expense related to outstanding stock options was $1,225,
which will be recognized over a weighted average period of 2.3 years.

Our calculation of stock-based compensation expense associated with stock options granted was made using the Black-Scholes
valuation model. The weighted average fair value of stock options granted during fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year
2014 and fiscal year 2013 were $5.35, $3.62, $4.22 and $3.03 per option, respectively, which were calculated assuming no expected
dividend yield using the following weighted average assumptions:

Fiscal Year Ended
Fiscal Year Ended Eight Months Ended April 30,
December 31, 2015 December 31, 2014 2014 2013
Expected Life.......cccoeririeiieiieceeeee e 7.24 years 7.00 years  6.79 years  6.82 years
Risk-free interest rate ........cccoceeeveenieenieecieenie e, 2.02% 2.15% 2.22% 1.14%
Expected volatility.......c.ccovevvieienieeiieieieeieereeve e 81.31% 82.76% 83.96% 84.40%

Expected life is calculated based on the weighted average historical life of the vested stock options, giving consideration to vesting
schedules and historical exercise patterns. Risk-free interest rate is based on the U.S. Treasury yield curve for the period of the
expected life of the stock option. Expected volatility is calculated using the weekly historical volatility of our Class A common stock
over the expected life.

The Black-Scholes valuation model requires extensive use of accounting judgment and financial estimation, including estimates of the
expected term option holders will retain their vested stock options before exercising them, the estimated volatility of our Class A
common stock price over the expected term and the number of stock options that will be forfeited prior to the completion of their
vesting requirements. Application of alternative assumptions could produce significantly different estimates of the fair value of stock-
based compensation and consequently, the related amounts recognized in the consolidated statements of operations.
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Other Stock Awards

The following table summarizes restricted stock, restricted stock unit and performance stock unit activity:

Restricted Stock, Weighted Average
Restricted Stock Units, Weighted Remaining
and Performance Stock Average Contractual Term Aggregate Intrinsic
Units (1) Grant Price (years) Value

Outstanding, December 31, 2014 ...................... 1,048 $ 4.79
GIanted.........coveveereerieerieieieiereeresreeereeeeesenes 624 §$ 4.40
Class A Common Stock Vested ...........ccoeueennnnn. (410) $ 4.68
Forfeited .......coooveieiieiieeceeeeeeeeee (300) $ 5.09
Outstanding, December 31, 2015 ....................... 962 $ 4.49 18 §$ 1,449
Expected to vest, December 31, 2015 ............... 825 § 4.51 1.8 $ 1,228

(1) Performance stock units are included at the 100% attainment level. As of December 31, 2015, no performance stock units
remain outstanding.

The following table summarizes the grant activity for other stock:

Weighted
Average Unissued
Grant Date Fair at December 31,
Granted Value 2015
Fiscal year 2013 grants.......cc.cccceceeverirvenenenenienenenenencnnens
Restricted StOCK UNILS ....ocvviiviiiiiiieee e, 340 $ 5.15 —
Performance StoCK UNits .......ccouvveveuveeiiiieecieeeeeeee e, 316 $ 5.17 —
Restricted stock awards.........coooveeieveeeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeen. 79 4.45 —
TOtAL oo 735 —
Fiscal year 2014 grants ..........ccceveevienienienieneeieneseeeeseeenne
Restricted StOCK UNILS .....ocvvieviiiiiiiiicieeceeeeece e 482 $ 4.09 135
Restricted stock awards..........c..cooovveveeeieeeiieeeeneeenen, 60 $ 5.81 14
TOtal. oo 542 149
Transition period 2014 grants...........ccceeeveeeerreeceeneerieseenneenns
Restricted StOCK UNILS ...o.eveeiveiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 277 $ 5.28 171
Restricted stock awardsS.........oooevvveeiivicceiieeiieiieeeeene 93 $ 3.78 44
0] 7:) DTS 370 215
Fiscal year 2015 grants .........cccceeeeeenienieieneeeeeeseeee e
Restricted StOCK UNItS .....ocueeiviiiiiiieee e 562 $ 4.20 541
Restricted stock awardS........cccooevvivieioeiiiiiieecieeeeeene 62 3 6.25 57

TOtal .o 624 598

During fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, stock-based compensation expense related to
restricted stock, restricted stock units and performance stock units was $2,314, $1,202, $1,861 and $1,609, respectively. Stock-based
compensation expense related to restricted stock and restricted stock units during fiscal year 2015 included $270 of incremental
compensation expense resulting from the modification of restricted stock awards associated with the retirement of two members of our
Board of Directors. There was $19, $0, $0 and $0 of tax benefit in the provision for income taxes associated with stock-based
compensation expense during fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013.

During fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, the total fair value of other stock awards vested
was $2,340, $1,866, $1,458 and $2,475, respectively.
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As of December 31, 2015, total unrecognized stock-based compensation expense related to restricted stock and restricted stock units
was $2,674, which will be recognized over a weighted average period of 1.8 years. We recorded a tax benefit of $185, $84, $0 and $96
to additional paid-in-capital related to the exercise of various share based awards in fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year
2014 and fiscal year 2013, respectively. Tax savings from stock-based compensation resulting from tax deductions in excess of
expense are reflected as a financing cash flow in our consolidated financial statements.

We also recorded $94, $52, $79 and $99 of stock-based compensation expense related to our Amended and Restated 1997 Employee
Stock Purchase Plan during fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, respectively.

Accumulated Other Comprehensive Income

Accumulated other comprehensive income is a component of stockholders’ deficit included in the accompanying consolidated balance
sheets and includes, as applicable, the effective portion of changes in the fair value of our cash flow hedges that consist of commodity
hedges and interest rate swaps, the changes in fair value of our marketable securities, as well as our portion of the changes in the fair
value of GreenFiber’s commodity hedges up until the date of divestiture.

The changes in the balances of each component of accumulated other comprehensive income (loss) are as follows:

Marketable Commodity Interest
Securities Hedges Rate Swaps Total
Balance as of April 30, 2012 ....cooieieieiiieieeee e $ 4 3 413 §  (2,369) $ (1,952)
Other comprehensive income (loss) before reclassifications.......... 23 (1,653) (1,257)  (2,887)
Amounts reclassified from accumulated other comprehensive
LOSS <.ceveee ettt — 621 3,626 4,247
Net current-period other comprehensive income (10ss) .................. 23 (1,032) 2,369 1,360
Balance as of April 30, 2013 ......c.ooioiiiiieieieeee e 27 (619) — (592)
Other comprehensive income (loss) before reclassifications.......... 12 (36) — (24)
Amounts reclassified from accumulated other comprehensive
LOSS vttt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt b et bt a e b st senas — 655 — 655
Net current-period other comprehensive income............c.cceenneneen, 12 619 — 631
Balance as of April 30, 2014 .....c.oooiiiiiieieeeeee e 39 — — 39
Other comprehensive INCOME ........eecveervierieeieeiieeieeneee e e eieens 19 — — 19
Balance as of December 31, 2014 .....oovvvvieiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 58 — — 58
Other comprehensive 10SS......ccviiiiieriieriieieeeie e sve e (51) — — (51)
Balance as of December 31, 2015 .....cvoviiiieieeeieeeeeeeeee e $ 7 3 — 3 — 3 7
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A summary of reclassifications out of accumulated other comprehensive income (loss) for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014,
fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013 is as follows:

Fiscal Year Eight Months

Ended Ended Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013
Details about Accumulated Other Amount Reclassified Out of Accumulated Other Affected Line Item in the Consolidated
Comprehensive Income (Loss) Components Comprehensive Income (Loss) Statements of Operations
Loss on derivative instruments:
GreenFiber commodity hedges.. Loss from equity method
— — 3 (405) $ (621)  investments

Interest rate contracts................. —
— — (3,626)  Loss on derivative instruments

Loss from continuing operations
before income taxes and
— — (405) (4,247)  discontinued operations

— — (250) Benefit for income taxes

Loss from continuing operations

before discontinued
$ — — 3 (655) $ (4,247) operations

12. FAIR VALUE OF FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS

We use a three-tier fair value hierarchy to classify and disclose all assets and liabilities measured at fair value on a recurring basis, as
well as assets and liabilities measured at fair value on a non-recurring basis, in periods subsequent to their initial measurement. These
tiers include: Level 1, defined as quoted market prices in active markets for identical assets or liabilities; Level 2, defined as inputs
other than Level 1 that are observable, either directly or indirectly, such as quoted prices for similar assets or liabilities; and Level 3,
defined as unobservable inputs that are not corroborated by market data.

We use valuation techniques that maximize the use of market prices and observable inputs and minimize the use of unobservable
inputs. In measuring the fair value of our financial assets and liabilities, we rely on market data or assumptions which we believe
market participants would use in pricing an asset or a liability.

Assets and Liabilities Accounted for at Fair Value on a Recurring Basis

Our financial instruments include cash and cash equivalents, restricted investments held in trust on deposit with various banks as
collateral for our obligations relative to our landfill final capping, closure and post-closure costs, restricted cash reserved to finance
certain capital projects, trade receivables, interest rate derivatives, trade payables and long-term debt. The carrying values of cash and
cash equivalents, trade receivables and trade payables approximate their respective fair values due to their short-term nature. The fair
value of restricted investments held in trust and escrow accounts is included as restricted assets in the Level 1 tier below, along with
restricted cash reserved for repayment of costs incurred to fund certain capital projects.

The fair value of the interest rate derivative as of December 31, 2015, included in the Level 2 tier below, is calculated based on a
valuation obtained from our counter-party based primarily on the three month LIBOR yield curve that is observable at commonly
quoted intervals for the full term of the swap. Previously, it was calculated by us based on the three month LIBOR yield curve that is
observable at commonly quoted intervals for the full term of the swap, adjusted by the credit risk of our counter-party and us based on
observable credit default swap rates. The change in valuation method is due to the immaterial credit risk impact of our counter-party
and us based on the short term nature of the interest rate swap, which matures on March 15, 2016. We recognize all derivatives on the
balance sheet at fair value. See Note 9, Long-Term Debt and Capital Leases for disclosure over the fair value of debt.
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Recurring Fair Value Measurements

Our financial assets and liabilities that are measured at fair value on a recurring basis include the following:

Fair Value Measurement at December 31, 2015 Using:

Restricted assets - capital

PIOJECES cevveeeieeeree e

Restricted assets - landfill

closure ......coooevveveveveeieee,

Liabilities: c.ueveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e
Interest rate derivative.............

Assets:
Restricted assets - capital

PIOJECES cevvveeiieeiee e eeree e,

Restricted assets - landfill

cloSure ....ocoevvvveeeiiieceeen,

Liabilities:

Interest rate derivatives ................

Assets:
Restricted assets - landfill

ClOSUTe ..oovieieeeeeeeeee,

Liabilities:

Interest rate derivatives ................

Quoted Prices in

Active Markets for Significant Other Significant
Identical Assets Observable Inputs Unobservable Inputs
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
$ 1,348 8 _
903 — —
$ 2,251 — $ —
$ — 178 $ —
Fair Value Measurement at December 31, 2014 Using:
Quoted Prices in
Active Markets for Significant Other Significant
Identical Assets Observable Inputs Unobservable Inputs
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
$ 5,819 — $ —
813 — —
$ 6,632 — $ —
$ — 1,668 $ —
Fair Value Measurement at April 30, 2014 Using:
Quoted Prices in
Active Markets for Significant Other Significant
Identical Assets Observable Inputs Unobservable Inputs
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
$ 681 — $ _
$ — 2,770 $ —
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Non-Recurring Fair Value Measurements

Our assets and liabilities that are measured at fair value on a non-recurring basis include the following:

Fair Value Measurement at December 31, 2015 Using:

Quoted Prices in

Active Markets for Significant Other Significant
Identical Assets Observable Inputs Unobservable Inputs
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
Assets:
Cost method investment -
GreenerU ........coovevevereuenenennne, $ — $ — $ 309
Cost method investment -
Recycle Rewards...................... — — 1,069
$ — $ — $ 1,378

As of December 31, 2015, our financial assets and liabilities recorded at fair value on a non-recurring basis include our cost method
investments in GreenerU and Recycle Rewards. The fair value of our cost method investment in GreenerU was measured by a third-
party valuation specialist who completed a valuation analysis using a market approach based on an option pricing methodology that
considers comparable publicly traded companies revenue multiples to determine an equity value and fair market value per share for
GreenerU, which we used to properly value our cost method investment in GreenerU. The fair value of our cost method investment in
RecycleRewards was measured by us when we completed a valuation analysis using an income approach based on discounted cash
flows to determine an equity value for Recycle Rewards in order to properly value our cost method investment in Recycle Rewards.

Fair Value Measurement at December 31, 2014 Using:

Quoted Prices in

Active Markets for Significant Other Significant
Identical Assets Observable Inputs Unobservable Inputs
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
Assets:
Cost method investment -
Recycle Rewards...................... $ — $ — $ 2,160

As of December 31, 2014, our financial assets and liabilities recorded at fair value on a non-recurring basis include our cost method
investment in Recycle Rewards. The fair value of our cost method investment was measured by a third-party valuation specialist who
completed a valuation analysis using an income approach based on discounted cash flows to determine an equity value for Recycle
Rewards in order to properly value our cost method investment in Recycle Rewards.

Fair Value Measurement at April 30, 2014 Using:

Quoted Prices in

Active Markets for Significant Other Significant
Identical Assets Observable Inputs Unobservable Inputs
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
Assets:
Asset group - CARES .................. $ — $ — $ 650

As of April 30, 2014, our financial assets and liabilities recorded at fair value on a non-recurring basis include our assets related to
Casella-Altela Regional Environmental Services, LLC (“CARES”). The fair value of our CARES asset group was measured using an

in-exchange valuation premise under the market approach derived from quoted market prices of similar assets, adjusted based on
qualitative factors specific to the asset group.
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13. EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS
Defined Contribution Plan

We offer our eligible employees the opportunity to contribute to a 401(k) plan (“401(k) Plan”). Under the provisions of the 401(k)
Plan participants may direct us to defer a portion of their compensation to the 401(k) Plan, subject to Internal Revenue Code
limitations. We provide an employer matching contribution equal to fifty cents for every dollar an employee invests in the 401(k) Plan
up to our maximum match of one thousand dollars per employee per calendar year, subject to revision. Participants vest in employer
contributions ratably over a three year period. Employer contributions for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and
fiscal year 2013 amounted to $1,033, $497, $784 and $645, respectively.

Employee Stock Purchase Plan

In the fiscal year ended April 30, 1998, we implemented our employee stock purchase plan. Under this plan, qualified employees may
purchase shares of Class A common stock by payroll deduction at a 15% discount from the market price. An aggregate of 1,200 shares
of Class A common stock were initially reserved for this purpose. During fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and
fiscal year 2013, 80, 79, 70 and 76 shares, respectively, of Class A common stock remained issued under this plan. As of

December 31, 2015, 255 shares of Class A common stock were available for distribution under this plan.

14. INCOME TAXES

The provision (benefit) for income taxes from continuing operations consists of the following:

Fislgzh\e{jar Eigl}lztnlzl’leodnths Fiscal Year Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013
Federal—
CUITENE .ottt ettt ee e $ 2,899 §$ 2,231 $ — 3 —
Current benefit of loss carryforwards ............cceevvevennen. (2,899) (2,231) — —
DEferred ...c.coveiveririiieeee e 395 463 1,262 (2,827)
395 463 1,262 (2,827)
State—
CUITENE ..ottt ettt eee e 1,112 500 219 1,040
Current benefit of loss carryforwards ...........cceevvevennenn. (557) (402) — (22)
DEferred ....c.ooveeveeeieiieiieieeiee s 401 142 318 (717)
956 240 537 301
$ 1,351 § 703§ 1,799 $ (2,526)

Included in the current state tax provision for fiscal year 2013 is an $800 settlement with New York State, comprised of $430 of tax
and $370 of interest. New York State had alleged that we were not permitted to file a single combined corporation franchise tax return
with our subsidiaries. On January 18, 2011, the State had assessed a liability of $3,852, comprising $2,220 tax and $1,632 penalties
and interest, for tax years ending April 30, 2004 through April 30, 2006. We had filed Petitions of Redetermination with the State of
New York Division of Tax Appeals and had been scheduled for an administrative hearing on April 18-19, 2013. Tax years ending
April 30, 2007 through April 30, 2009 were also being audited for the same tax matter. The settlement, which represented less than
8% of the potential cumulative liability for the years settled, was a monetary settlement without any change to our filing combined
returns in New York and it closed tax years ending April 30, 2004 through April 30, 2010. Subsequent to the settlement of that audit,
the State of New York began an audit of the tax years ended April 30, 2011 through April 30, 2013 and raised the same issue. We
continued to believe that our position related to the filing of our State of New York tax returns was correct, and, based on the prior
settlement and subsequent favorable litigation related to similar issues, we concluded at December 31, 2014 that no reserve would be
required for our State of New York filings. During fiscal year 2015, we reached a settlement with the State of New York for the tax
years ended April 30, 2011 through April 30, 2013 on a basis similar to the prior settlement to minimize out-of-pocket costs. Included
in the current state tax provision for fiscal year 2015 is a $180 settlement paid to the State of New York for 2011-2013, which includes
$168 tax and $12 interest. No audit has been initiated for tax years after 2013. Due to a change in law, we are permitted to and plan to
elect to file a single combined corporation franchise tax return with our subsidiaries in New York beginning with 2015. We have not
established any reserve under ASC 740 for the tax years ended April 30, 2014 and December 31, 2014, since we believed our position
would more likely than not be successful.
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The differences in the provision (benefit) for income taxes and the amounts determined by applying the Federal statutory rate to
income before provision (benefit) for income taxes are as follows:

Fiscal Year

Eight Months

Ended Ended Fiscal Ye'ar Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013

Federal statutory rate..........cccceceeveeneeneniienieneeeenn, 35% 35% 35% 35%
Tax at Statutory Tate...........occevvveveeeeverereeeeeeeeeeeveeenenene, $ (3,650) $ (1,787) $ (8,929) $ (18,373)
State income taxes, net of federal benefit..................... 198 (59) (1,271) (1,076)
Other increase in valuation allowance 5,272 2,532 13,605 22,510
Non-deductible eXpenses..........ccereerreecrerreneervenrennenn, 467 505 505 494
TaX CreditS ..ueeivieciieeiiieiie ettt (671) (380) (598) (660)
Non-deductible equity income in subsidiaries and

GreenFiber goodwill impairment (415) (73) 1,548 180
Decrease in valuation allowance due to BBI

acquisition — — — (5,084)
Tax over book basis in GreenFiber on sale .................. — — (2,570) —
Other, NEt.....cviiiieiicicciecece e, 150 (35) (491) (512)

$ 1,351  $ 703 $ 1,799 § (2,526)

Deferred income taxes reflect the impact of temporary differences between the amounts of assets and liabilities recognized for
financial reporting purposes and such amounts recognized for income tax purposes. Deferred tax assets and liabilities consist of the

following:

December 31,

Book over tax depreciation of property and

equipment
Net operating loss carryforwards

Accrued expenses and reserves.

Alternative minimum tax credit carryforwards
General business tax credit carryforwards

Stock

awards

Total deferred tax assets
Less: valuation allowance

Total deferred tax assets after valuation

allowance

Deferred tax HHabilities: ......ocoovvieieiiiiieiieeeeeeeeeeeee e

April 30,
2015 2014 2014

................................. $ 37,383 $ 31,535 $ 28,868
............................... 36,187 40,357 36,594
................................. 31,611 28,929 30,690
.......... 3,766 3,457 3,330

................. 3,379 2,921 2,666
................................. 1,338 1,082 1,315
......................... 71 672 1,115
................................. — — 2,510
................................. 2,707 2,106 1,496
................................. 116,442 111,059 108,584
................................. (93,007) (87,121) (84,540)
................................. 23,435 23,938 24,044
................................. (28,935) (28,659) (28,210)
................................. (95) (264) (286)
.............................. (29,030) (28,923) (28,496)
................................. $ (5595 $ (4985 $  (4,452)

As of December 31, 2015 we have, for federal income tax purposes, net operating loss carryforwards of approximately $72,873 that
expire in the fiscal years ending December 31, 2032 through 2033 and state net operating loss carryforwards of approximately
$86,351 that expire in the fiscal years ending December 31, 2016 through 2035. The net operating loss carryforwards include
approximately $383 for which a benefit will be recorded in additional paid-in capital when realized. In addition, we have $3,766

minimum tax credit carryforwards available that are not subject to a time limitation and $3,379 general business credit carryforwards

which expire in the fiscal years ending December 31, 2023 through 2035. Sections 382 and 383 of the Internal Revenue Code can
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limit the amount of net operating loss and credit carryforwards which may be used in a tax year in the event of certain stock ownership
changes. We are not currently subject to these limitations but could become subject to them if there were significant changes in the
ownership of our stock.

In assessing the realizability of carryforwards and other deferred tax assets, management considers whether it is more likely than not
that some portion or all of the deferred tax assets will not be realized. We adjust the valuation allowance in the period management
determines it is more likely than not that deferred tax assets will or will not be realized.

The net increase in the valuation allowance was $5,886 for fiscal year 2015 and $2,581 for transition period 2014. For fiscal year
2013, the valuation allowance decreased by $5,084 due to the recognition of additional reversing temporary differences from the
deferred tax liability recorded through goodwill related to the BBI acquisition. The $5,084 deferred tax liability related to the BBI
acquisition resulted from temporary differences related to the amounts of assets and liabilities recognized for financial reporting
purposes and such amounts recognized for income tax purposes.

In determining the need for a valuation allowance, we have assessed the available means of recovering deferred tax assets, including
the ability to carryback net operating losses, the existence of reversing temporary differences, the availability of tax planning
strategies, and available sources of future taxable income. We have also considered the ability to implement certain strategies, such as
a potential sale of assets that would, if necessary, be implemented to accelerate taxable income and use expiring deferred tax assets.
We believe we are able to support the deferred tax assets recognized as of the end of the year based on all of the available evidence.
The net deferred tax liability as of December 31, 2015 includes deferred tax liabilities related to amortizable goodwill, which are
anticipated to reverse in an indefinite future period and which are not currently available as a source of taxable income.

The provisions of FASB ASC 740-10-25-5 prescribe the minimum recognition threshold that a tax position is required to meet before
being recognized in the financial statements. Additionally, FASB ASC 740-10-25-5 provides guidance on de-recognition,
measurement, classification, interest and penalties, accounting in interim periods, disclosure and transition. Under FASB ASC 740-10-
25-5, an entity may only recognize or continue to recognize tax positions that meet a “more likely than not” threshold. A
reconciliation of the beginning and ending amount of gross unrecognized tax benefits is as follows:

Fiscal Year Eight Months Fiscal Year
Ended Ended Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014
Unrecognized tax benefits at beginning of period ........ $ 3,073 $ 3,061 $ 3,879
Gross increases for tax positions of prior years............. 168 14 22
Gross decreases for tax positions of prior years ........... (N e (229)
Reductions resulting from lapse of statute of
limitations (409) (1 (611)
Gross increases resulting from reversal of benefit
from lapse of statute of limitations 716 — —
SEttIEMENLS......veeeeiieiiieiie ettt (168) — —
Unrecognized tax benefits at end of period .................. $ 3,379 $ 3,073 $ 3,061

The gross increases for tax positions of prior years for fiscal year 2015 includes $168 tax from the settlement with New York State,
which is offset by the ($168) settlements for fiscal year 2015. Included in the balances at December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and
April 30, 2014 are $279, $0 and $0, respectively, of unrecognized tax benefits (net of the federal benefit on state issues) that, if
recognized, would favorably affect the effective income tax rate in future periods. We anticipate a decrease of $270 to unrecognized
tax benefits within the next 12 months due to the expiration of the applicable statute of limitations.

Our continuing practice is to recognize interest and penalties related to income tax matters in income tax expense. Related to uncertain
tax positions during fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, we have accrued interest of $92,
$143, $116 and $76 and penalties of $8, $8, $8 and $9, respectively. We accrued ($51), $26, $40 and $41 for interest and penalties in
income tax expense related to uncertain tax positions during fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year
2013, respectively. To the extent interest and penalties are not assessed with respect to uncertain tax positions, amounts accrued will
be reduced and reflected as a reduction of the overall income tax provision.

We are subject to U.S. federal income tax, as well as income tax of multiple state jurisdictions. Due to Federal and state net operating
loss carryforwards, income tax returns from years ending in 1998 through 2015 remain open for examination, with limited exceptions.
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15. OTHER ITEMS AND CHARGES
Environmental Remediation Charge

In transition period 2014, we recorded an environmental remediation charge of $950 associated with remediation performed at
Southbridge in the Eastern region. We had previously recorded an environmental remediation charge of $400 in fiscal year 2014
associated with remediating this site.

Expense from Divestiture, Acquisition and Financing Costs

In fiscal year 2014, we incurred $144 of expenses primarily associated with legal costs for the acquisition of the remaining 50%
membership interest of Tompkins. See Note 3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies for disclosure over the acquisition of
Tompkins.

In fiscal year 2013, we incurred $1,410 of expenses including a $303 write-off of costs associated with the attempted refinancing of
our Second Lien Notes, $602 of legal costs associated with the divestiture of Maine Energy Recovery Company, LP (“Maine Energy”)
divestiture transaction, as discussed in Note 16, Divestiture Transactions and Discontinued Operations, and $505 of costs associated
with the BBI acquisition.

Development Project Charge

In fiscal year 2014, we recorded a charge of $1,394 for deferred costs associated with a gas pipeline development project in Maine no
longer deemed viable.

Severance and Reorganization Costs

In fiscal year 2014, we recorded a charge of $586 for severance costs associated with various planned reorganization efforts including
the divestiture of Maine Energy.

In fiscal year 2013, we recorded a charge of $3,709 for severance costs associated primarily with the realignment of our operations in
order to streamline functions and improve our cost structure, the closure of Maine Energy and a reorganization of senior management.
Through the realignment of our operations we improved certain aspects of the sales function to better facilitate customer service and
retention, pricing growth, and support of strategic growth initiatives; better aligned transportation, route management and maintenance
functions at the local level; and reduced corporate overhead and staff to match organizational needs and reduce costs.

16. DIVESTITURE TRANSACTIONS AND DISCONTINUED OPERATIONS

We review planned business dispositions based on available information and events that have occurred to determine whether or not a
business or disposal group qualifies for discontinued operations treatment. We analyze our operations that have been divested or
classified as held-for-sale to determine if they qualify for discontinued operations accounting. A component of an entity, a group of
components of an entity, or a business is required to be reported in discontinued operations once it meets the held for sale criteria, is
disposed of by sale, or is disposed of other than by sale. A disposal is required to be reported in discontinued operations if the disposal
represents a strategic shift that has, or will have, a major effect on an entity’s operations and financial results. We evaluate whether the
component has met the criteria to be classified as held-for-sale. To be classified as held-for-sale, the criteria established by FASB ASC
360-10 must be met as of the reporting date, including an active program to market the business and the disposition of the business
within one year. A business that has not been disposed of may not be classified as discontinued operations until the held-for-sale
criteria are met. No depreciation is recorded during the periods in which a disposal group is classified as held-for-sale.

Discontinued Operations

In fiscal year 2013, we initiated a plan to dispose of BioFuels and as a result, the assets associated with BioFuels were classified as
held-for-sale and the results of operations were recorded as income from discontinued operations. Assets of the disposal group
previously classified as held-for-sale, and subsequently included in discontinued operations, included certain inventory along with
plant and equipment. In the first quarter of fiscal year 2014, we executed a purchase and sale agreement with ReEnergy Lewiston LLC
(“ReEnergy”), pursuant to which we agreed to sell certain assets of BioFuels, which was located in our Eastern region, to ReEnergy.
We agreed to sell the BioFuels assets for undiscounted purchase consideration of $2,000, which was to be paid to us in equal quarterly
installments over five years commencing November 1, 2013, subject to the terms of the purchase and sale agreement. The related note
receivable was paid in full by ReEnergy in transition period 2014. We recognized a $378 loss on disposal of discontinued operations
in fiscal year 2014 associated with the disposition.
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The operating results of these operations, including those related to prior years, have been reclassified from continuing to discontinued
operations in the accompanying consolidated financial statements. Revenues and loss before income taxes attributable to discontinued
operations are as follows:

Fiscal Year Eight Months .
Ended Ended Flsca[lee'zlu'3 (l;:nded
December 31, December 31, pri oo,
2015 2014 2014 2013
Revenues $ — 3 — $ 3316 $ 12,033
Income (10ss) before iNCOME taXES .......c.oveveeveveveeeererirererennnn, $ — 3 —  $ 284 §  (4,480)

We allocate interest expense to discontinued operations. We have also eliminated inter-company activity associated with discontinued
operations.

Divestiture Transactions

Sale of Business. In fiscal year 2015, we divested of a business, which included the sale of certain assets associated with various waste
collection routes in the Western region, for total consideration of $872, resulting in a gain of $590.

Maine Energy. In fiscal year 2013, we executed a purchase and sale agreement with the City of Biddeford, Maine, pursuant to which
we agreed to sell the real property of Maine Energy to the City of Biddeford. We agreed to sell Maine Energy for an undiscounted
purchase consideration of $6,650, which was to be paid to us in installments over twenty-one years. The transaction closed in
November 2012. In December 2012, we ceased operations of the Maine Energy facility and initiated the decommissioning, demolition
and site remediation process in accordance with the provisions of the agreement. We have completed the demolition process and site
remediation under the auspices and in accordance with work plans approved by the Maine Department of Environmental Protection
and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Based on the total incurred costs to fulfill our obligation under the agreement, we
reversed a reserve of $1,149 of excess costs to complete the divestiture in fiscal year 2015. As of December 31, 2015, we had no
remaining costs to complete the divestiture accrued as we had fulfilled our obligation under the agreement.

CARES and Related Transaction. CARES is a joint venture that owned and operated a water and leachate treatment facility for the
natural gas drilling industry in Pennsylvania. Our joint venture partner in CARES is Altela, Inc. (“Altela”). We held an ownership
interest in CARES of 51% and, in accordance with FASB ASC 810-10-15, we consolidated the assets, liabilities and results of
operations of CARES into our consolidated financial statements due to our controlling financial interest in the joint venture. In fiscal
year 2014, we determined that assets of the CARES water treatment facility were no longer operational or were not operating within
product performance parameters. As a result, we initiated a plan to abandon and shut down the operations of CARES. It was
determined that the carrying value of the assets of CARES was no longer recoverable and, as a result, the carrying value of the asset
group was assessed for impairment and impaired in transition period 2014. As a result, we recorded an impairment charge of $7,455
transition period 2014 to the asset group of CARES in the Western region.

We executed a purchase and sale agreement in fiscal year 2015 pursuant to which we and Altela agreed to sell certain assets of the
CARES water treatment facility to an unrelated third-party. We sold these assets of CARES for purchase consideration of $3,500,
resulting in a gain of $2,850 in fiscal year 2015, 49% of which was attributable to Altela, the noncontrolling interest holder. As of
December 31, 2015, we continued to pursue the dissolution of CARES in accordance with the CARES agreement.

In connection with this transaction, we also sold certain of our equipment and real estate to the same unrelated third-party for total
consideration of $1,050, resulting in a gain of $928 in fiscal year 2015.

BioFuels. In transition period 2014, we recorded a $553 gain associated with the disposition of BioFuels in fiscal year 2014. As a part

of the divestiture, we agreed to complete certain site improvements at BioFuels which were completed in December 2014. The gain
recorded is the result of reversing the excess remaining reserves not needed to complete the site improvements.
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17. EARNINGS PER SHARE

The following table sets forth the numerator and denominator used in the computation of earnings per share:

Fiscal Year Eight Months

Ended Ended Fiscal Ye‘ar Ended
December 31, December 31, April 30,
2015 2014 2014 2013

Numerator:
Loss from continuing operations before discontinued

operations attributable to common stockholders $ (12,969) $ (6,018) $§ (23,001) $ (49,662)
Denominator:
Number of shares outstanding, end of period:
Class A cOmmON STOCK ........ueeeiveviiiiiiieee e, 40,064 39,587 39,086 38,662
Class B common StoCK ...........ccvevvierieeniieneenieniieniesie s 988 988 988 988
Unvested restricted StoCK.........occverierienieniienieiie e (115) (159) (130) (134)
Effect of weighted average shares outstanding .................. (295) (154) (124) (5,501)
Weighted average common shares outstanding.................. 40,642 40,262 39,820 34,015
Antidilutive potentially issuable shares..............c.ccvveunene.. 2,259 2,178 2,190 2,074

18. RELATED PARTY TRANSACTIONS
Services

During fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, we retained the services of CCI, a company
wholly owned by John Casella, our Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, and Douglas Casella, a member of our Board of Directors,
as a contractor in developing or closing certain landfills owned by us. Total purchased services charged to operations or capitalized to
landfills for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013 were $1,341, $5,562, $7,818 and $6,574,
respectively, of which $28, $2 and $890 were outstanding and included in either accounts payable or other current liabilities as of
December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014, respectively.

In addition to the total purchased services, CCI contributed $350 in cash and $390 in non-compensable services for work performed at
the Southbridge landfill to assist in the remediation of the site. See Note 15, Other Items and Charges for discussion over the
Southbridge landfill environmental remediation.

Leases

In the fiscal year ended April 30, 1994, we entered into two leases for operating facilities with a partnership of which John Casella,
our Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, and Douglas Casella, a member of our Board of Directors, are the general partners. The
leases have since been extended through April 2018 with a five year option to extend the terms. The terms of the lease agreements
require monthly payments of approximately $27. Total expense charged to operations for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014,
fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013 under these agreements was $384, $263, $386 and $286, respectively.

Landfill Post-closure

We have agreed to pay the cost of post-closure on a landfill owned by John Casella, our Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, and
Douglas Casella, a member of our Board of Directors. We paid the cost of closing this landfill in 1992, and the post-closure
maintenance obligations are expected to last until the fiscal year ending December 31, 2024. In fiscal year 2015, transition period
2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, we paid $9, $8, $8, and $8, respectively, pursuant to this agreement. As of December 31,
2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014, we have accrued $75, $84 and $94, respectively, for costs associated with its post-
closure obligations.
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Employee Loan

In fiscal year 2014, we entered into an agreement with an employee to amend a promissory note, whereas the outstanding balance of
$149, which had been included in Notes receivable — related party in the accompanying consolidated balance sheet, will be deemed
paid in full in exchange for continued employment and the employee forgoing participation in the annual cash incentive plan and
restricted stock program for a period of time specified in the amended note. Upon entering into the amended note, interest ceased

accruing on the note and we recorded a charge of $149 in general and administration to reserve for the note.

19. SEGMENT REPORTING

We report selected information about operating segments in a manner consistent with that used for internal management reporting. We
classify our solid waste operations on a geographic basis through regional operating segments, the Western and Eastern regions.
Revenues associated with our solid waste operations are derived mainly from solid waste collection and disposal, landfill, landfill gas-
to-energy, transfer and recycling services in the northeastern United States. Our revenues in the Recycling segment are derived from
municipalities and customers in the form of processing fees, tipping fees and commodity sales. Organics services, ancillary operations,
major account and industrial services, discontinued operations, and earnings from equity method investees, as applicable, are included

in our Other segment.

Fiscal Year Ended December 31, 2015

Outside Inter-company Depreciation and Operating Interest Capital
Segment revenues revenue amortization income (loss) expense, net expenditures Goodwill Total assets
Eastern ........... $ 167,467 $ 43,560 $ 25977 $ 7338 0§ (2000 $ 24,840 $ 17,429 $212,922
Western............ 231,951 68,284 29,488 26,035 165 20,282 87,503 318,730
Recycling.......... 46,338 995 4,480 (2,406) 25 1,770 12,315 49,355
Other................ 100,744 1,014 2,759 899 40,100 3,103 1,729 68,876
Eliminations..... — (113,853) — — — — — —
Total.....ccccceueee $ 546,500 $ — $ 62,704 § 31,866 $§ 40,090 $ 49,995 §$ 118,976 $ 649,883
Eight Months Ended December 31, 2014

Outside Inter-company Depreciation and Operating Interest Capital
Segment revenues revenue amortization income (loss) expense, net expenditures Goodwill Total assets
Eastern ............. $108423 $ 31,840 $ 17,195 $ 3434 $ (315 $ 27354 $ 17,429 $ 211,020
Western............ 156,877 50,235 19,775 18,840 (6) 21,884 87,697 333,028
Recycling......... 33,741 (175) 2,876 (238) — 3,016 12,315 52,016
Other................ 69,333 1,763 1,639 74 25,713 2,807 1,729 73,731
Eliminations..... — (83,663) — — — — — —
Total......c.c..c.... $ 368,374 $ — $ 41,485 $ 22,110 $§ 25392 § 55061 $119,170 $ 669,795
Fiscal Year Ended April 30, 2014

Outside Inter-company Depreciation and Operating Interest Capital
Segment revenues revenue amortization income (loss) expense, net expenditures Goodwill Total assets
Eastern ............. $ 147330 §$ 38946 § 24,961 $§ (1,105 $ (272) $ 19,870 $ 17,429 § 200,235
Western............ 216,911 70,809 28,693 13,298 112 20,471 87,666 331,304
Recycling......... 43,825 (139) 4,262 (2,435) — 1,111 12,315 49,652
Other-................ 89,567 2,019 2,423 2,158 38,023 4,507 1,729 68,706
Eliminations..... — (111,635) — — — — — —
Total...evee..... $ 497,633 $ — 8 60,339 $ 11916 $ 37863 $ 45959 $119,139 $ 649,897
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Fiscal Year Ended April 30, 2013

Outside Inter-company Depreciation and Operating Interest Capital
Segment revenues revenue amortization income (loss) expense, net expenditures Goodwill Total assets
Eastern.............. $ 129,889 $ 30,933  § 23,518 § (5291) § 27,054 $§ 20383 § 16,858 §$ 198,710
Western............ 205,747 65,390 26,446 20,058 (1,311) 30,384 86,880 348,455
Recycling......... 42,273 116 4,303 (697) 5,553 935 12,190 50,921
Other................ 77,426 3,933 2,309 (1,649) 10,133 3,325 — 65,033
Eliminations..... — (100,372) — — — — — —
Total.......ccccee. $ 455335 § — $ 56,576 $ 12,421 § 41,429 $§ 55,027 $115928 §$ 663,119
Amount of our total revenue attributable to services provided are as follows:
Fiscal Year Ended Eight Months Ended Fiscal Year Ended April 30,
December 31, 2015 December 31, 2014 2014 2013

Collection.......ccccoceeeeneneneeneene $ 238,301 43.6% $ 157,809 42.8% $ 225,441 453% $ 208,973 45.9%
Disposal ......cccoeveeveeninineeiennns 156,536 28.6% 102,304 27.8% 128,778 25.9% 115,049 25.3%
Power generation ..................... 6,796 1.2% 5,049 1.4% 9,512 1.9% 11,354 2.4%
Processing.......c.cceveeveevvereneennee 6,061 1.1% 6,643 1.8% 8,852 1.8% 6,901 1.5%

Solid waste operations.... 407,694 74.5% 271,805 73.8% 372,583 74.9% 342,277 75.1%

Organics ......coceceeverenuennns 39,134 7.2% 27,012 7.3% 37,829 7.6% 35,330 7.8%

Customer solutions......... 53,334 9.8% 35,816 9.7% 43,396 8.7% 35,455 7.8%

Recycling......ccccooevennenne 46,338 8.5% 33,741 9.2% 43,825 8.8% 42,273 9.3%
Total revenues..........ccccevevueneeee. $ 546,500 100.0% $ 368,374 100.0% $ 497,633 100.0% $ 455,335 100.0%

20.

QUARTERLY FINANCIAL INFORMATION (UNAUDITED)

The following is a summary of certain items in the consolidated statements of operations by quarter. The impact of discontinued
operations, as described in Note 16, Divestiture Transactions and Discontinued Operations is included in all periods in the tables

below.
First Second Third Fourth
Fiscal Year 2015 Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter
REVEIUES ...ttt et ea e $ 116577 $ 143,714 § 146,185 $ 140,024
Operating iNCOIME .........cocveirveririeriieieeiieteeeereee et ebeeeseresesenas $ 3,126 $ 11,342 $ 12,696 $ 4,702
Net (10SS) INCOIME ....ouvieeeeieriirireeeeeeete ettt ettt es vt es e enas $ (7,963) $ 943 ' $ 2,259 $ (7,020)
(Loss) income attributable to common stockholders from
continuing operations $ 9,271) $ 1,025 $ 2,296 $ (7,019)
Net (loss) income attributable to common stockholders ........... $ (9,271) $ 1,025 $ 2,296 $ (7,019)
Earnings per common share: —
Basic and diluted: ..........ccoeciieiiiiiiieeeee e —
(Loss) income attributable to common
stockholders from continuing operations........... $ (0.23) § 0.03 § 0.06 $ (0.17)
Net (loss) income attributable to common
StOCKNOIAETS.......vvvieieiiierevece e $ 023) $ 003 $ 0.06 $ (0.17)
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Two Months

Ended
First Second December 31,
Transition Period 2014 Quarter Quarter 2014
REVEIIUES ...ttt e et eeae et e st e eaeeeaeeaeas $ 141,387 $ 141,341 $ 85,646
OPErating INCOME.......c..ecviriricricteeteeteeteet ettt ete e eae e s esesseeae s $ 9,338 $§ 10,064 $ 2,708
Net (I0SS) INCOME ....o.vievieeierieeieeieieteet ettt et ete e eee s s s e saesvesveeveeaeas $ (154) $ 361 § (6,017)
(Loss) income attributable to common stockholders from continuing
OPETALIONS ...ttt et et ettt eae et et eseeseeseseeteeseaeetenseseesennas $ (290) $ 259 % (5,987)
Net (loss) income attributable to common stockholders......................... $ (290) $ 259 $ (5,987)
Earnings common share:
Basic and diluted: ..........coooiiiiiiieiieeceeee e
(Loss) income attributable to common stockholders from
CONLINUING OPETAtIONS ......eeviveeeeviieriereeeeeeeseseereeseseereseeens $ (0.01) $ 0.01 $ (0.15)
Net (loss) income attributable to common stockholders...... $ (0.01) $ 001 $ (0.15)
First Second Third Fourth
Fiscal Year 2014 Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter
REVEINUES ...ttt et $ 128,558 § 132,296 $§ 117,852 $ 118,927
Operating income (10SS) .....covevevievievierieereeececeee e $ 9,737 $ 9,450 $ (1,298) $ (5,973)
L 10SS ettt $ (163) $ (575 $ (11,033) $§  (15,633)
Loss attributable to common stockholders from continuing
OPETALIONS ....vvvieieeieieiecte ettt ete et ee et et s e s e s e b ebe v eae e $ (142) $ (294) $ (10,750) $ (11,815)
Net loss attributable to common stockholders.......................... $ (191) $ (339) $ (10,750) $§ (11,815)
Earnings per common share:
Basic and diluted: ..........cccoeieeiiiiinieieeee
Loss attributable to common stockholders from
continuing operations .............ccceeveverevereeerenne. $ (0.00) $ 0.01) $ 027) $ (0.30)
Net loss attributable to common stockholders....... $ (0.00) $ 0.01) $ 0.27) $ (0.30)
First Second Third Fourth
Fiscal Year 2013 Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter
REVEINUES ...ttt e $ 117,638 § 116,836 $§ 112,167 $ 108,694
Operating INCOIME .........ccveveeveeereereeerieeeeeereeeeeeeteeeee et ereeseaeenes $ 5,807 $ 4,426 $ 78 % 2,110
NEE 10SS ettt $ 8,379 $§ (21,092) § (11,474) $§  (13,518)
Loss attributable to common stockholders from continuing
OPETALIONS ...voveieiveeiaiteeestete et eteieseesesese e esese st se e seseneesesens $ (8,155) $ (20,732) $ (11,079) $ (9,696)
Net loss attributable to common stockholders.......................... $ 8,371) $ (20,967) $§ (11,407) $ (13,397)

Earnings per common share:
Basic and diluted: ...........ccoeeeiiiiiieeee e
Loss attributable to common stockholders from
continuing OpPerations ..............ceeevereeveeerenennns $ (0.30) $ 0.67) $ (0.28) $ (0.25)
Net loss attributable to common stockholders....... $ 0.31) $ (0.68) $ 0.29) $ (0.34)

Our transfer and disposal revenues historically have been lower from the months of November through March. This seasonality
reflects the lower volume of waste during the late fall, winter and early spring months. Since certain of our operating and fixed costs
remain constant throughout fiscal year, operating income is impacted by a similar seasonality. In addition, particularly harsh weather
conditions typically result in increased operating costs.

Our recycling business experiences increased volumes of newspaper in November and December due to increased newspaper
advertising and retail activity during the holiday season.

21. SUBSIDIARY GUARANTORS

Our 2019 Notes are guaranteed jointly and severally, fully and unconditionally, by our significant wholly-owned subsidiaries. The
Parent is the issuer and a non-guarantor of the 2019 Notes and the Parent has no independent assets or operations. The information
which follows presents the condensed consolidating financial position, the consolidating results of operations and comprehensive
income (loss) and the condensed consolidating statements of cash flows of (a) the Parent company only, (b) the combined guarantors
(the “Guarantors”), each of which is 100% wholly-owned by the Parent, (c) the combined non-guarantors (the “Non-Guarantors”),
(d) eliminating entries and (e) the consolidated total.
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONDENSED CONSOLIDATING BALANCE SHEET
AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2015
(in thousands)

Non-
ASSETS Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
CURRENT ASSETS:
Cash and cash equivalents.............ccccoeeevevereeeeniennnn, $ 1,939 $ 252 % 121 3 — 3 2,312
Accounts receivable - trade, net ............ccoceeeeeireennnn.n, 438 59,729 — — 60,167
Refundable income taxes.........cccccoeuveeeeeieeeiiieeecieeenns 651 — — — 651
Prepaid eXpenses .......oocceveeeeriereniene e 2,612 5,058 — — 7,670
INVENLOTY 1ot — 4,282 — — 4282
Other Current aSSEtS .........ccvvvevveveeiiieeeeeieeeeeeeeeceeeeeenne, 520 1,066 — — 1,586
Total CUITENE ASSELS ..evvvieiiiiieiiiee et e e 6,160 70,387 121 — 76,668
Property, plant and equipment, €t ...........ceceeeeereeneneennnnne. 6,220 396,032 — — 402,252
GOOAWIIL ..., — 118,976 — — 118,976
Intangible assets, NEt........ccevieceeriieriieieieereee e, 8 9,244 — — 9,252
ReSIICIEd ASSELS...ooiuvviiieeiiii et 1,348 903 — — 2,251
Cost method INVESTMENTS .........ccveeeeeeeeeeereeeeeeeeeree e, 12,333 1,932 — (1,932) 12,333
Investments in SUbSIAIATIES ......cccveeevierieeeiieiiiecie e 23,316 — — (23,316) —
Other NON-CUITENTE ASSELS ....uvvvvveiieiiriieeeeeieiieeeeeeeeiieeeeee e 17,801 10,350 — — 28,151
61,026 537,437 — (25,248) 573,215
Intercompany receivable..........cceouevieieiiniiininiieinineeceens 484,405 (447,360) (38,977) 1,932 —
$ 551,591 $§ 160464 $ (38,856) $§ (23,316) $§ 649,833
Non -
LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS’ (DEFICIT) EQUITY Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
CURRENT LIABILITIES:
Current maturities of long-term debt and capital
LEASES .o, $ 9% § 1,352 $ — 3 — 3 1,448
Accounts payable .........ccocoeiiiieiieeee 16,203 28,504 214 — 44921
Accrued payroll and related expenses............c.cc....... 2,994 5,181 — — 8,175
AcCCTUEd INTETEST ..., 12,292 13 — — 12,305
Current accrued capping, closure and post-closure
COSES 1ttt e eeeire et eecrt e e e et e e e e et e e e e eerraee e e — 729 3 — 732
Other accrued liabiliti€s..........ooovvveeiiiiiiiieieeeeeeieeeee. 7,693 10,072 — — 17,765
Total current Habilitie€s........c..coovveeieveieicieeeeceeeeeeee e, 39,278 45,851 217 — 85,346
Long-term debt and capital leases, less current maturities 519,163 3,036 — — 522,199
Accrued capping, closure and post-closure costs, less
current portion — 40,279 30 — 40,309
Deferred INCOME taAXES ....vevvvuveeeieieeeieeeeeeee e, 5,595 — — — 5,595
Other long-term lHabilities........ccocoverveeieeriecieeiee e, 9,078 8,953 — — 18,031
STOCKHOLDERS’ (DEFICIT) EQUITY:
Casella Waste Systems, Inc. stockholders’ (deficit)
EQUILY 1ottt (21,523) 62,345 (39,029) (23,316) (21,523)
Noncontrolling interests ..........ccoovverereererceereeriennenns, — — (74) — (74)
Total stockholders’ (deficit) equity......ccccceevververieeierieeiennen, (21,523) 62,345 (39,103) (23,316) (21,597)

$ 551,591 § 160464 § (38,856) § (23,316) § 649,883
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONDENSED CONSOLIDATING BALANCE SHEET
AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2014
(in thousands, except for share and per share data)

Non-
ASSETS Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
CURRENT ASSETS: ..ottt
Cash and cash equivalents..........c.cocovrrrvererecocnnenenn, $ 1,596 § 253§ 356 $ — 3 2,205
Restricted Cash.......cccoeveeieininieiininieirinceencece, — 76 — — 76
Accounts receivable - trade, net ........c..cccccceeneenenne, 597 55,053 100 — 55,750
Refundable income taxes..........coccceveneeeenenneencnnenn, 554 — — — 554
Prepaid eXPenses .........cceerveveerienreerienreeeeneneeennenne, 3,622 5,136 5 — 8,763
INVENLOTY ..o, — 4,345 29 — 4,374
Deferred iNCOME taXes.......c.coveeeeerreneeeruenieenenreneenene, 2,095 — — — 2,095
Other Current assets ........cceeeveeeieeeeeeneeneenreesreeveenean, 296 4,549 7 — 4,852
Total CUrrent aSSets .......c..eeereeeieienienienienieeeeeeiee e, 8,760 69,412 497 — 78,669
Property, plant and equipment, net ..........c.cccceeeveeiereereennenn, 5,049 408,843 650 — 414,542
GOOAWIIL .., — 119,170 — — 119,170
Intangible assets, NEt........ccceeieieriererieereeieee e, 98 11,710 — — 11,808
ReStricted @SSELS...cuuvueiiiiieiiiieieeeeee e 5,819 813 — — 6,632
Cost method INVESTMENTS ........coovvuviiiiiiiieeeiieee e, 14,432 1,932 — (1,932) 14,432
Investments in SUDSIAIATIES .......c.eeevveeiveeeiieeieeeiee e, (9,888) — — 9,888 —
Other NON-CUITENt ASSELS ....ccvveevieeeieeeiieeeiieeeire e esve e, 14,611 9,931 — — 24,542
30,121 552,399 650 7,956 591,126
Intercompany receivable...........cooceiieieiienieneneeeeees, 537,228 (500,267) (38,893) 1,932 —
$ 576,109 $ 121,544 § (37,746) $ 9,888 § 669,795
Non -
LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS’ (DEFICIT) EQUITY Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
CURRENT LIABILITIES: .....coiiiiieieieieeee e,
Current maturities of long-term debt and capital
LEASES .. $ 89 3 1,567 $ — 5 — 5 1,656
Accounts payable .........cocvecieiieieee e, 17,953 30,040 525 — 48,518
Accrued payroll and related expenses...........ccceeueenee, 1,536 4,751 2 — 6,289
AcCCrued INTEIESt.......cooveeeeeeeee e, 11,083 11 — — 11,094
Current accrued capping, closure and post-closure
COSES 1 iiieirreeeeeeeeeeccrre e e e e eeeeerr e e e e e e eeearrrreeeeeeeans, — 2,205 3 — 2,208
Other accrued liabilities.........ccocvvevvvvieiiiiieeeeiieeeeen, 8,618 7,957 92 — 16,667
Total current lHabilities........ccccccveeevieeiiieeiie e 39,279 46,531 622 — 86,432
Long-term debt and capital leases, less current maturities.... 532,889 1,166 — — 534,055
Accrued capping, closure and post-closure costs, less
CULTENE POTTION ...eeutieneieeietieieeteeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeneeensesnee e, — 37,589 32 — 37,621
Deferred iNCOME taAXES .....eeevvvveeeeirieeeeeeeee e, 7,080 — — — 7,080
Other long-term liabilities........cceevereeireierierieiieieeie e, 9,114 7,433 80 — 16,627
STOCKHOLDERS’ (DEFICIT) EQUITY:.....cceevevvrerrennn,
Casella Waste Systems, Inc. stockholders’ (deficit)
CQUILY +neeteteeee ettt (12,253) 28,825 (38,713) 9,888 (12,253)
Noncontrolling interests ...........ccoceeeereerenereneeeeeens, — — 233 — 233
Total stockholders’ (deficit) equity.......ccccervververeenirerrennen, (12,253) 28,825 (38,480) 9,888 (12,020)

$ 576,109 $ 121,544 $ (37,746) $  9.888 $ 669,795
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONDENSED CONSOLIDATING BALANCE SHEET
AS OF APRIL 30,2014
(in thousands, except for share and per share data)

Non-
ASSETS Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
CURRENT ASSETS: ..ooiiiieiecieeieie et
Cash and cash equivalents..............cccooeveveeevevererennnnn, $ 2,151 $ 271 $ 42 8 — 5 2,464
Restricted cash........cccoooieviieciiiiiicicceeceee e — 76 — — 76
Accounts receivable - trade, net ...........oooeeeeveeeenneenn, 534 51,983 86 — 52,603
Refundable income taxes..........ccccoveevveeiveenieeseeeneennes, 465 — — — 465
Prepaid eXpenses .........cooeveevierernieneniieneeeeeneeeees, 2,617 4,557 2 — 7,176
INVENLOTY .o, — 3,852 53 — 3,905
Deferred inCOME taXES......coovvveeeiieiieieeeeieeeeeeeeieeeean, 2,502 — — — 2,502
Other CUrrent aSSELS ......ccovvuveeeiviieeieeeeeieeeeeeeeeeee e, 312 936 7 — 1,255
Current assets of discontinued operations .................. — 359 — — 359
Total CUITENE ASSELS ...eeiiieeieeee e, 8,581 62,034 190 — 70,805
Property, plant and equipment, Net ...........ccccceecierereenennenns, 4,104 398,670 650 — 403,424
GOOAWIIL ..ot — 119,139 — — 119,139
Intangible assets, NEt........ccooeeeeriieierieiee e, 159 13,261 — — 13,420
ReStricted @SSetS.....uivriierieeiierieeieereeere e — 681 — — 681
Cost method INVEStMENTS .........cooveieeiieeeiieeeeee e, 16,752 1,932 — (1,932) 16,752
Investments in subSIAIAries .........ccveevveereeiiiecriecie e, (36,0006) — — 36,006 —
Other NON-CUITENE ASSELS .....eccvveeereeerieiiieereeereeeeeeereeereeereeens 13,874 10,331 — — 24,205
Non-current assets of discontinued operations ..................... — 1,471 — — 1,471
(1,117) 545,485 650 34,074 579,092
Intercompany receivable.........ccevevveiiierieiciieiee e, 543,291 (506,348) (38,875) 1,932 —
$ 550,755 $ 101,171 $ (38,035) $ 36,006 $§ 649,897
Non -
LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS’ (DEFICIT) EQUITY Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
CURRENT LIABILITIES: ......ccoooiiieieeieieceeie e,
Current maturities of long-term debt and capital
LEASES .ttt $ 84 3 801 $ — 8 —  § 885
Accounts payable .........ocecveviecieniiiee s, 22,678 28,286 824 — 51,788
Accrued payroll and related expenses ............cccceeue..e, 1,212 4,849 1 — 6,062
ACCrUEd INTETESt......ccevvviee e, 6,084 3 — — 6,087
Current accrued capping, closure and post-closure
COSES 1iiiiiieiiee ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e eaeaaaeeeen — 7,309 3 — 7,312
Other accrued Habilities........occovveueieeiiiiiieeeeeeieeee e, 7,289 10,081 242 — 17,612
Total current Habilities........ccvevverievierieieiiee e, 37,347 51,329 1,070 — 89,746
Long-term debt and capital leases, less current maturities.... 504,836 2,298 — — 507,134
Accrued capping, closure and post-closure costs, less
CUITENE POTLION ...evvieeireieeereeeteeteesereeteeseesreeseesenesseenens — 37,306 36 — 37,342
Deferred INCOME tAXES ...vvveveiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeee e, 6,954 — — — 6,954
Other long-term liabilities..........cceeeeeriereciierieiiieierie e 10,025 7,149 84 — 17,258
STOCKHOLDERS’ (DEFICIT) EQUITY:...ccccevvievieiinnns
Casella Waste Systems, Inc. stockholders’ (deficit)
COUILY cvveeereerereeieerieeeteereeseeesreereesseessseesseesnneesseenn, (8,407) 3,089 (39,095) 36,006 (8,407)
Noncontrolling Interests .............coceeeevecveceecvereenennn, — — (130) — (130)
Total stockholders’ (deficit) equity........ccoovvevrerriecrerierieinnnn, (8,407) 3,089 (39,225) 36,006 (8,537)

$ 550,755 § 101,171 $ (38,035 $§ 36,006 § 649,897
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS
FISCAL YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2015

(in thousands)

Non -
Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
REVEINUES ...ttt ettt $ — $ 546,376 $ 124 § — $ 546,500
OPErating EXPENSES: ...ccueeueeueeeerierreetiereeeeniesseesesseeseeseeneesseseens
Cost Of OPerations .........ccceeveeriierieeiierienieseenens (D 382,160 456 — 382,615
General and administration...........c.ccecveeeveeennennn, 2,255 70,625 12 — 72,892
Depreciation and amortization..............cccc.eeueene. 1,066 61,643 &) — 62,704
Contract settlement charge............cccoocevereenen. — 1,940 — — 1,940
Divestiture transactions............ccceeeveeveeveeereernnenn, — (2,667) (2,850) — (5,517)
3,320 513,701 (2,387) — 514,634
Operating iINCOME (10SS) ....cverververieieierere e (3,320) 32,675 2,511 — 31,866
Other expense (INCOME), NEL: .....ocveeeeeieriererieeeieieeee e
INterest iINCOME.......eccvveeereeeiieeiee e eiee e 47) (283) — — (330)
Interest EXPense. ......covveeeveernieernieeinieeieeenieenieens 40,191 145 84 — 40,420
Loss on debt extinguishment .............ccceeevvneenee, 999 — — — 999
(Income) loss on derivative instruments ............. 227 — — — 227
Impairment of investments ............cccceeveeeeereennnn, 2,099 — — — 2,099
(Income) loss from consolidated entities ............ (34,610) — — 34,610 —
Other INCOME .....ccveevveeiieiieiieieeieere e (561) (558) — — (1,119)
Other expense (INCOME), NEL ......cccververierierierirerieenieeneeeeeenns 8,298 (696) 84 34,610 42,296
Income (loss) before income taxes.........ccvevveevveevverververenenne, (11,618) 33,371 2,427 (34,610) (10,430)
Provision (benefit) for income taxes..........cocevvevueerueeeeennenne, 1,351 — — — 1,351
Net iNCOME (10SS) ..euvevieuieieriiriieieeiieee e (12,969) 33,371 2,427 (34,610) (11,781)
Less: Net income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling
IIECTESTS ..ot — — 1,188 — 1,188
Net income (loss) attributable to common stockholders........ $ (12,969) § 33,371 $ 1,239 §  (34,610) $§  (12,969)
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS
EIGHT MONTHS ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2014
(in thousands)

Non -
Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
REVEIUES ......ovievieeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeteete e eneene e, $ — $ 367,576 $ 798 $ — $ 368374
OPpErating EXPENSES: ...cc.eeuverueererrerierienrenieneenieerenieeseensesseenns
Cost Of OPErations ......c..ccueveevererererenreseniennen, 175 258,142 333 — 258,650
General and administration............c.cccceeeveenneenne, 2,681 43,011 40 — 45,732
Depreciation and amortization...............ccueene..., 548 40,942 %) — 41,485
Environmental remediation charge..................... — 950 — — 950
Divestiture transactions...........ccceceeveerveeeenerreennes — (553) — — (553)
3,404 342,492 368 — 346,264
Operating iNCOME (10SS) ....ecvervreieriieierieeierie et (3,404) 25,084 430 — 22,110
Other expense (INCOME), NEL: ......coveruereererreriereerieieieeeieenes
Interest iNCOME........ccceeevievieeiiieriecie e — (247) — — (247)
INterest EXPense.......evureereereerieerieereeereesieeseveenns 25,815 (176) — — 25,639
(Gain) loss on derivative instruments ................. 225 — — — 225
Impairment of investments .............ccceeverveennenne, 2,320 — — — 2,320
(Income) loss from consolidated entities ............ (26,148) — — 26,148 —
Other INCOME ......ccveevviieiieiiecreecee e, (301) (419) — — (720)
Other expense (INCOME), NEL .........ccvveerreerveerrierieeirenereeeeenens 1,911 (842) — 26,148 27,217
Income (loss) from continuing operations before income
BAXES cvovereeieieeeeete ettt (5,315) 25,926 430 (26,148) (5,107)
Provision (benefit) for income taxes...........ccceveevrecveereeeenneenn, 703 — — — 703
Net inCOME (10SS) .eouvviierieriiiieeiierie ettt (6,018) 25,926 430 (26,148) (5,810)
Less: Net income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling
.................................................................... — — 208 — 208
Net income (loss) attributable to common stockholders........ $ (6,018 $§ 25926 $ 222§ (26,148) $ (6,018)
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS

FISCAL YEAR ENDED APRIL 30, 2014

(in thousands)

REVENUES .....eeviiviiiiieec e

Operating expenses:
Cost Of OPerations ..........cceeeeeeeereneenieneeieeenne
General and administration...........ccccceeveevennenne.
Depreciation and amortization.............cccecueeeee.
Divestiture transactions............cceceeveeveeneeruenneene
Development project charge .........ccoeceeveveneenenns
Severance and reorganization COSts ....................
Environmental remediation charge.....................
Expense from divestiture, acquisition and
fiNanCing COStS.......cvervverierierreeireieerie e
Change in fair value of acquisition related
contingent consideration .............cceeeveereveneenne.

Operating iNCOME (10SS)....cuververueerierieeierienieeierieeeeeee e eeeeneens

Other expense (income), net:

Interest iNCOME........cuverveerierierie e
Interest eXPense......cccueerveeerveeiieieerieeeniee e
(Gain) loss on derivative instruments .................
(Income) loss from equity method

INVESTMENES ..eonviiieieiieieiesiceeeeeeee e
(Gain) loss on sale of equity method

INVESTMENE ..o
Other INCOME .....ocuevueeriiniiiiinieeieneeeeeieee e

Other expense (INCOME), NEL .......ccuerueeeererrieriereieierieeieneeeneas

Income (loss) from continuing operations before income

Income (loss) from continuing operations ..........c..cccceeeeeennes

Discontinued Operations: ...........ccccceeeeereenereeneneeneeneneennens
Income (loss) from discontinued operations, net..........
Gain (loss) on disposal of discontinued operations,

Net inCome (10SS) ...oovieriiiriiiiieiieteee et
Less: Net income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling
TNEETESES . .eeueeeeeieeete ettt ettt ee e

Net income (loss) attributable to common stockholders........

Non -

Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
— $ 495391 § 2242 $ — 8§ 497,633
(23) 351,829 2,786 — 354,592

1,377 60,446 42 — 61,865
935 58,651 753 — 60,339
— — 7,455 — 7,455
— 1,394 — — 1,394
4 582 — — 586
_ 400 — — 400
— 144 — — 144
— (1,058) — — (1,058)
2,293 472,388 11,036 — 485,717
(2,293) 23,003 (8,794) — 11,916
4) (308) — — (312)

38,095 80 — — 38,175
280 — — — 280

(18,811) (169) 1,105 18,811 936
— — (593) — (593)
(557) (501) (1) — (1,059)

19,003 (898) 511 18,811 37,427

(21,296) 23,901 (9,305) (18,811) (25,511)

1,799 — — — 1,799

(23,095) 23,901 (9,305) (18,811) (27,310)
— 284 — — 284
— (378) — — (378)

(23,095) 23,807 (9,305) (18,811) (27,404)
— — (4,309) — (4,309)

(23,095) $ 23,807 $  (4,996) $ (18811) $  (23,095)
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS

FISCAL YEAR ENDED APRIL 30, 2013

(in thousands)

Revenues

OPErating EXPENSES: ...ecvverreerrerrierrrerreerresseesseesreeseeseesseennes
Cost of operations
General and administration
Depreciation and amortization
Severance and reorganization costs

Expense from divestiture, acquisition and
fiNancing COStS.......ccvevvrriercieeriierieenie e

Operating income (loss)

Other expense (INCOME), NEL: .....cocvevveriereenereerienieneeneneenens
Interest iINCOME.........ovueeeeeriereeeieiese e

Interest eXpense.........ceevevvererieriienieenieenieereeiens

Loss on debt extinguishment

Loss on derivative instruments

Loss (income) from equity method
investments

Other income

Other expense (income), net

Income (loss) from continuing operations before income

Income (loss) from continuing operations

Discontinued Operations: ...........cccceeeereerereeseeseeeieneseeeeneens
Income (loss) from discontinued operations, net..........
Gain (loss) on disposal of discontinued operations,

Net income (loss)
Less: Net income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling
interest

Net income (loss) attributable to common stockholders
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Non -

Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
$ — $ 453,589 § 1,746 $ — 3 455,335
(295) 321,382 1,927 — 323,014
220 57,898 87 — 58,205
1,017 55,142 417 — 56,576
1,766 1,943 — — 3,709
303 1,107 — — 1,410
3,011 437,472 2,431 — 442,914
(3,011) 16,117 (685) — 12,421
(32,896) (113) — 32,868 (141)
42,405 32,033 — (32,868) 41,570
15,584 — — — 15,584
4,512 — — — 4,512
24,723 36 4,405 (24,723) 4,441
(671) (365) — — (1,036)
53,657 31,591 4,405 (24,723) 64,930
(56,668) (15,474) (5,090) 24,723 (52,509)
(2,526) — — — (2,526)
(54,142) (15,474) (5,090) 24,723 (49,983)
— (4,480) — — (4,480)
(54,142) (19,954) (5,090) 24,723 (54,463)
— — (321) — (321)

$ (54,142) $ (19,954) $  (4769) $§ 24,723 §  (54,142)




CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES

CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF COMPREHENSIVE INCOME (LOSS)

FISCAL YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2015
(in thousands)

Non -
Parent Guarantors Guarantors Elimination  Consolidated
Net INCOME (L0SS) .vuvivririiriirierieieie ettt ettt et et e et ees et et ere et seseeveeanens $(12,969) $ 33371 $§ 2427 $ (34,610) $ (11,781)
Other comprehensive income (loss), net of tax:
Unrealized gain (loss) resulting from changes in fair value of
MArKetable SECUTTHES .. vvereeeeeeeeeeeee e e e e e — (51) — — (51)
Other comprehensive income (10ss), net of taX.......ccooceevvevvenvenieninnne. — (51) — — ShH
Comprehensive income (10SS)......eeoveereereeriieriierieerieerie et ere e (12,969) 33,320 2,427 (34,610) (11,832)
Less: Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to
NONCONtTOLING INLETESES .....vovvvvevrreececeeeeeetereeereseses e — — 1,188 — 1,188

Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to common stockholders..... $(12,969) § 33,320 § 1,239

$ (34,610) $ (13,020)
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Net income (loss)

CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF COMPREHENSIVE INCOME (LOSS)
EIGHT MONTHS ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2014
(in thousands)

Non -
Parent Guarantors Guarantors

Elimination

Consolidated

Other comprehensive income (loss), net of tax:

Unrealized gain (loss) resulting from changes in fair value of

...................................................................................... $(6,018) $ 25926 $ 430 $ (26,148) $  (5.810)

marketable SECUTTEIES ........oveveveveveerereeeeeeeeeecececeeeee e, — 19 — — 19
Other comprehensive income (10ss), net of taX........ccevvveevivcieiierieennnens, — 19 — — 19
Comprehensive inCome (10SS).....c.eeverieriieriieienieriieieeeeseesre e eve e, (6,018) 25,945 430 (26,148) (5,791)
Less: Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling
— — 208 — 208

Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to common stockholders........ $(6,018) § 25945 § 222§ (26,148) $§  (5,999)
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF COMPREHENSIVE INCOME (LOSS)

FISCAL YEAR ENDED APRIL 30, 2014
(in thousands)

Non -
Parent Guarantors  Guarantors Elimination  Consolidated
Net iNCOME (10SS) cvvvviiririeriiieeieriiteeeeteteteeteeete st eresseseereseressessesessessenas $(23,095) $ 23,807 $§ (9,305) $ (18,811) $ (27,404)
Other comprehensive income (loss), net of taxes:
Unrealized gain (loss) resulting from changes in fair value of
derivative INStIUMENLS. ........c.cvoveveveveececececeeeeeee e seeeeenes — — (36) — (36)
Realized loss (gain) on derivative instruments reclassified into
CATTIIES ...vevvvveveececeeee ettt s e e s s s s st ae s eaean s s enenenane — — 655 — 655
Unrealized gain (loss) resulting from changes in fair value of
marketable SECUTTES .......ooviriiirererererereeeeeeee e — 12 — — 12
Other comprehensive income (10SS)........eevvveierieriesieeeie e — 12 619 — 631
Comprehensive income (10SS) ......eeveeierierierieieeieeee e (23,095) 23,819 (8,686) (18,811) (26,773)
Less: Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to
NONCONLIOLIING INEETESES ......ovveveceevereceeeeceeeeeeceeeeree e — — (4,309) — (4,309)
Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to common stockholders..... $(23,095) $ 23,819 $ (4,377) $ (18,811) $ (22,464)
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF COMPREHENSIVE INCOME (LOSS)
FISCAL YEAR ENDED APRIL 30, 2013
(in thousands)

Non -
Parent Guarantors  Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
Net iNCOME (10SS) cvuvivreriieeieriieeiitiietesteee et eeeeresese b s s ssessesesesseressens $(54,142) $ (19,954) $ (5,090) $ 24,723 $§ (54,463)
Other comprehensive income (loss), net of taxes:
Unrealized gain (loss) resulting from changes in fair value of
derivative INStIUMENLS. ........c.eveveverevceiecececeeeeeeeeee oo seaeeeeeens (1,257) — (1,653) — (2,910)
Realized loss (gain) on derivative instruments reclassified into
CAITINES «...o.eecveeeeeeeceeee et enes e nes s s senanens 3,626 — 621 — 4,247
Unrealized gain (loss) resulting from changes in fair value of
marketable SECUTTEIES ......ouoviviiiiiiieierereree e — 23 — — 23
Other comprehensive income (10SS)......c.eevvveriieierienieieeiereee e 2,369 23 (1,032) — 1,360
Comprehensive income (10SS) ......eerureiirierienieieieeee e (51,773) (19,931) (6,122) 24,723 (53,103)
Less: Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to
NONCONTOIIING INTETEST .. ..vrveieieeerreeee et — (321) — (321)
Comprehensive income (loss) attributable to common stockholders..... $(51,773) $ (19,931) $ (5,801) $ 24,723 $ (52,782)

129



CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES

CONDENSED CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
FISCAL YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2015

(in thousands)

Parent Guarantors Guzll\i‘(:rlltors Elimination = Consolidated
Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities ........c..ceccvcerverueneee § 15543 § 550649 $ (685 $ — $ 70,507
Cash Flows from Investing Activities:
Additions to property, plant and equipment ..............ccccecereenen. (2,146)  (47,849) — — (49,995)
Payments on landfill operating lease contracts.............ccccceueeeee. — (5,385) — — (5,385)
Proceeds from divestiture transactions............ccoeeevvvveeeeeeeivnnnenn. — 1,835 3,500 — 5,335
Proceeds from sale of property and equipment ............c.cccueenee. — 715 — — 715
Proceeds from property insurance settlement...............cccoouee.e.. — 546 — — 546
Payments related to iNVeStMENtS ......c.ccceeveeereeerierienieeeeeee e — 1,555 (1,555) — —
Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities..........ccccceveereenene (2,146) (48,583) 1,945 — (48,784)
Cash Flows from Financing Activities:
Proceeds from long-term borrowings...........ccoceveeeeceeeeeneenenne. 351,946 3,283 — — 355,229
Principal payments on long-term debt..........ccccoeieieniiennnenne. (369,368) (1,628) — — (370,996)
Change in restricted cash..........ccoocvevirienieiieieeeeeeeeee 4471 — — — 4,471
Payments of financing COStS ........cccvvruerierierierieeierieeeee e (9,025) — — — (9,025)
Payments of debt extinguishment costs...........ccoecereereerennennee. (146) — — — (146)
Proceeds from the exercise of share based awards...................... 161 — — — 161
Excess tax benefit on the vesting of share based awards............ 185 — — — 185
Distributions to noncontrolling interest holder........................... — — (1,495) — (1,495)
Intercompany bOITOWINGS........c.cccvereerreerrerierreerieereeeesseeseenens 8,722 (8,722) — — —
Net cash provided by (used in) financing activities ............ccceevennenne. (13,054) (7,067) (1,495) — (21,616)
Net increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents ...........cc.cccocueeee. 343 1) (235) — 107
Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of period ...........ccccocevenenennenn 1,596 253 356 — 2,205
Cash and cash equivalents, end of period ..........c.cccceeievereirierereenenee. $ 1,939 $ 252 % 121 §$ — 3 2,312
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONDENSED CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
EIGHT MONTHS ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2014
(in thousands)

Non-
Parent Guarantors  Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities.............cccceevevenene, $ (27,340) $ 65,622 $ 4 3 — $ 38286
Cash Flows from Investing Activities:
Acquisitions, net of cash acquired...........cccoeiereriiniiniinieee, — (360) — — (360)
Acquisition related additions to property, plant and
EQUIPINENT ...ttt aeeseses et s e eseee — (45) — — (45)
Additions to property, plant and equipment .............cccceeuereeenn, (1,433)  (53,583) — — (55,016)
Payments on landfill operating lease contracts...........c.cccceeeueneenn — (4,739) — — (4,739)
Proceeds from sale of property and equipment .............cccccee...... — 463 — — 463
Payments related to iNVeStMENts ..........ccoecveeiereenennienieneeeeee, — (310) 310 — —
Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities..........ccceeceeereeuenne. (1,433)  (58,574) 310 — (59,697)
Cash Flows from Financing Activities:
Proceeds from long-term borrowings ...........cecceeeeeeeveneenieneneenen, 136,800 — — — 136,800
Principal payments on long-term debt............ccceeevevierieecreennennenn, (108,917) (364) — — (109,281)
Change in restricted cash..........ccoooirieiiiiiniieeee e, (5,819) — — — (5,819)
Payments of financing COStS .......cocoveriroiirierieieieceeeee e, (2,605) — — — (2,605)
Proceeds from the exercise of share based awards...................... 143 — — — 143
Excess tax benefit on the vesting of share based awards............. 84 — — — 84
Intercompany DOTTOWINGS.......ccceveieienienenenineneneeieeeeieerenee, 8,532 (8,532) — — —
Net cash provided by (used in) financing activities ..........cccceceruennennn, 28,218 (8,896) — — 19,322
Net cash provided by (used in) discontinued operations....................... — 1,830 — — 1,830
Net increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents ............cccccueeee. (555) (18) 314 — (259)
Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of period...........ccccceerervrrenenn. 2,151 271 42 — 2,464
Cash and cash equivalents, end of period ............cccoevveveievievievreenennnn, $ 1,596 $ 253§ 356 $ — 3 2,205
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
CONDENSED CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
FISCAL YEAR ENDED APRIL 30, 2014
(in thousands)

Non-
Parent Guarantors  Guarantors Elimination Consolidated
Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities...........cccecvevervenennen $ (40,365) $ 89,792 $ 215§ — $ 49,642
Cash Flows from Investing Activities:
Acquisitions, net of cash acquired.........cccoreeririeniiiiiniinee. — (8,305) — — (8,305)
Acquisition related additions to property, plant and
EQUIPINICIIL ...t — (2,633) — — (2,633)
Additions to property, plant and equipment.............c.ccceeeveeerenen. (1,675)  (41,236) (415) — (43,326)
Payments on landfill operating lease contracts..............ccceevenne. — (6,505) — — (6,505)
Proceeds from sale of property and equipment .............cccueenee. — 1,524 — — 1,524
Proceeds from sale of equity method investment....................... 3,442 — — — 3,442
Payments related to iINVEStMENS .....cc.eeovereeerienerrenieieereeeee, (2,107) — — — (2,107)
Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities..........c.cceeveeverneenne. (340)  (57,155) (415) — (57,910)
Cash Flows from Financing Activities:
Proceeds from long-term borrowings.............cceevvevveevreeveneennens 160,487 1,163 — — 161,650
Principal payments on long-term debt...........ccceeveririnneencnee. (151,074) (1,306) — — (152,380)
Payments of financing COStS ........ccceereererienieneeeee e, (405) — — — (405)
Proceeds from the exercise of share based awards..................... — 143 — — 143
Intercompany BOITOWINGS........ccuveveeieriieriieieeiereeie e eeeeeeeeeas 32,588 (32,588) — — —
Net cash provided by (used in) financing activities .........c.cceceeeeerueenne. 41,596 (32,588) — — 9,008
Net cash provided by (used in) discontinued operations...................... — (31) — — 31
Net increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents................. 891 18 (200) — 709
Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of period.........c...c.cuo...... 1,260 253 242 — 1,755
Cash and cash equivalents, end of period ..........ccccoeveveiereieinreneenennen. $ 2,151 $ 271 $ 42 % — $ 2464
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CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES

CONDENSED CONSOLIDATING STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
FISCAL YEAR ENDED APRIL 30, 2013

(in thousands)

Parent Guarantors Gu:i(:llltors Elimination  Consolidated
Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities ............cocceeeeernnen. $ (5,319) $§ 50,527 $ (1,302) $ — $ 43906
Cash Flows from Investing Activities:
Acquisitions, net of cash acquired..........cccceveereiienininnenee, — (25,225) — — (25,225)
Acquisition related additions to property, plant and
EQUIPINENL ...ttt ettt — (1,746) — — (1,746)
Additions to property, plant and equipment ...............cceeevererenen. (203)  (48,058) (5,020) — (53,281)
Payments on landfill operating lease contracts............c..cceeue.e.. — (6,261) — — (6,261)
Payment for capital related to divestiture..........coceevevverneennennen. — (618) — — (618)
Proceeds from sale of property and equipment ..............cccuee... — 883 — — 883
Payments related to INVEStMENLS .....ccveeveveverieerieeieiieceeie e, (4,166) (2,707) 3,666 — (3,207)
Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities............cceevverrennennn. (4,369)  (83,732) (1,354) — (89,455)
Cash Flows from Financing Activities:
Proceeds from long-term borrowings.............cceevverveerveevenreennens 376,185 161 — — 376,346
Principal payments on long-term debt...........cccoevvreierieiiieinnnnnns (359,342) (1,516) — — (360,858)
Payments of financing CoStS ..........oovvvierieriieriiniienieeeieeeeiens (4,609) — — — (4,609)
Payments of debt extinguishment COStS..........cceveevirerereenreennnns (10,743) — — — (10,743)
Excess tax benefit on the vesting of share based awards............ 96 — — — 96
Net proceeds from the issuance of class A common stock......... 42,184 — — — 42,184
Contributions from noncontrolling interest holder-..................... — — 2,531 — 2,531
Intercompany bOITOWINGS........c.eecuereerierieieeiereee e (36,622) 36,622 — — —
Net cash provided by (used in) financing activities ...........c.cceeeeeruenene 7,149 35,267 2,531 — 44,947
Discontinued Operations:
Net cash provided by (used in) discontinued operations...................... — 2,177) — — (2,177)
Net increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents................. (2,539) (115) (125) — (2,779)
Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of period.............c......... 3,799 368 367 — 4,534
Cash and cash equivalents, end of period ..........ccccoevveverieriecieeens $ 1260 $ 253 % 242§ — 3 1,755
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ITEM 9. CHANGES IN AND DISAGREEMENTS WITH ACCOUNTANTS ON ACCOUNTING AND FINANCIAL
DISCLOSURE

None.

ITEM 9A. CONTROLS AND PROCEDURES
Management’s Report on Internal Control Over Financial Reporting

Our management is responsible for establishing and maintaining adequate internal control over financial reporting, as defined in Rule
13a-15(f) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended. Because of its inherent limitations, internal control over financial
reporting may not prevent or detect misstatements. Also, projections of any evaluation of effectiveness to future periods are subject to
the risk that controls may become inadequate because of changes in conditions, or that the degree of compliance with the policies or
procedures may deteriorate. Our management assessed the effectiveness of our internal control over financial reporting as of
December 31, 2015. In making this assessment, our management used the criteria set forth by the Committee of Sponsoring
Organizations of the Treadway Commission in Internal Control-Integrated Framework in 2013. Based on its assessment, management
concluded that, as of December 31, 2015, our internal control over financial reporting is effective based on those criteria. The
effectiveness of our internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2015 has been audited by RSM US LLP, an
independent registered public accounting firm. RSM US LLP has issued an attestation report on our internal control over financial
reporting, which is included herein.

Evaluation of Disclosure Controls and Procedures

Our management, with the participation of our chief executive officer and chief financial officer, evaluated the effectiveness of our
disclosure controls and procedures as of December 31, 2015. The term “disclosure controls and procedures,” as defined in Rules 13a-
15(e) and 15d-15(e) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended,, means controls and other procedures of a company that
are designed to ensure that information required to be disclosed by a company in the reports that it files or submits under the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, is recorded, processed, summarized and reported, within the time periods specified in the SEC’s
rules and forms. Disclosure controls and procedures include, without limitation, controls and procedures designed to ensure that
information required to be disclosed by a company in the reports that it files or submits under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended, is accumulated and communicated to the company’s management, including its principal executive and principal financial
officers, as appropriate to allow timely decisions regarding required disclosure. Management recognizes that any controls and
procedures, no matter how well designed and operated, can provide only reasonable assurance of achieving their objectives and
management necessarily applies its judgment in evaluating the cost-benefit relationship of possible controls and procedures. Based on
the evaluation of our disclosure controls and procedures as of December 31, 2015, our chief executive officer and chief financial
officer concluded that, as of such date, our disclosure controls and procedures were effective at the reasonable assurance level.

The independent registered public accounting firm’s related audit report is included in Item 8 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K and
is incorporated herein by reference.

No change in our internal control over financial reporting occurred during the fiscal quarter ended December 31, 2015 that has
materially affected, or is reasonably likely to materially affect, our internal control over financial reporting.

PART III

ITEM 10. DIRECTORS, EXECUTIVE OFFICERS AND CORPORATE GOVERNANCE

The information required by this Item 10 (except for information required with respect to our executive officers which is set forth
under “Executive Officers of the Registrant” in Item 1 of Part I of this Annual Report on Form 10-K will be contained in a Form 10-
K/A that we intend to file with the Securities and Exchange Commission within 120 days after the end of our fiscal year ended
December 31, 2015.

ITEM 11. EXECUTIVE COMPENSATION

The information required by this Item will be contained in a Form 10-K/A that we intend to file with the Securities and Exchange
Commission within 120 days after the end of our fiscal year ended December 31, 2015 and is incorporated herein by reference.
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ITEM 12. SECURITY OWNERSHIP OF CERTAIN BENEFICIAL OWNERS AND MANAGEMENT AND RELATED
STOCKHOLDER MATTERS

The information required by this Item (except for the information required with respect to equity compensation plan information,
which is set forth under “Equity Compensation Plan Information” below) will be contained in a Form 10-K/A that we intend to file
with the Securities and Exchange Commission within 120 days after the end of our fiscal year ended December 31, 2015 and is
incorporated herein by reference.

Equity Compensation Plan Information

The following table shows information about the securities authorized for issuance under our equity compensation plans as of
December 31, 2015:

(@) (b) (©)
Number of securities
remaining
Number of available for future
securities issuance
to be issued upon Weighted-average under equity
exercise of exercise price of compensation
outstanding outstanding plans (excluding
options, warrants options, warrants securities reflected
Plan Category and rights (1) and rights (2) in column (a) (3))
Equity compensation plans approved by security holders.......... 2,143,710 $ 7.03 1,210,365

Equity compensation plans not approved by security holders.... — — —

(1) In addition to being available for future issuance in the form of options, 955,579 shares of our Class A common stock under our
2006 Stock Incentive Plan may instead be issued in the form of restricted stock units or other equity-based awards.

(2) The weighted average exercise price of outstanding options, warrants and rights excludes restricted stock units, which do not
have an exercise price.

(3) Includes 254,786 shares of our Class A common stock issuable under our Amended and Restated 1997 Employee Stock
Purchase Plan.

ITEM 13. CERTAIN RELATIONSHIPS AND RELATED TRANSACTIONS, AND DIRECTOR INDEPENDENCE

The information required by this Item will be contained in a Form 10-K/A that we intend to file with the Securities and Exchange
Commission within 120 days after the end of our fiscal year ended December 31, 2015 and is incorporated herein by reference.

ITEM 14. PRINCIPAL ACCOUNTANT FEES AND SERVICES

The information required by this Item will be contained in a Form 10-K/A that we intend to file with the Securities and Exchange
Commission within 120 days after the end of fiscal year ended December 31, 2015 and is incorporated herein by reference.
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PART IV
ITEM 15. EXHIBITS AND FINANCIAL STATEMENT SCHEDULES

(a)(1) Consolidated Financial Statements included under Item 8.

Report of Independent Registered Public Accounting Firm — RSM US LLP.

Consolidated Balance Sheets as of December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30, 2014.

Consolidated Statements of Operations for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013.

Consolidated Statements of Comprehensive Loss for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal
year 2013.

Consolidated Statements of Stockholders’ Equity (Deficit) for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and
fiscal year 2013.

Consolidated Statements of Cash Flows for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013.

Notes to Consolidated Financial Statements.

(a)(2) Financial Statement Schedules:
Schedule II — Valuation and Qualifying Accounts.

All other schedules have been omitted because the required information is not significant or is included in the consolidated
financial statements or notes thereto, or is not applicable.

(a)(3) Exhibits:
The Exhibits that are filed as part of this Annual Report on Form 10-K or that are incorporated by reference herein are set
forth in the Exhibit Index hereto.

136



SIGNATURES

Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the Registrant has duly caused this report to be signed on its

behalf by the undersigned, thereunto duly authorized.

Dated: March 2, 2016

CASELLA WASTE SYSTEMS, INC.

By: /s/ John W. Casella

John W. Casella

Chairman of the Board of Directors and Chief
Executive Officer (Principal Executive Officer)

Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, this report has been signed below by the following persons on
behalf of the registrant and in the capacities and on the date indicated.

Signature

Title

Date

/s/  John W. Casella

John W. Casella

/s/ Edmond R. Coletta

Edmond R. Coletta

/s/  Christopher B. Heald

Christopher B. Heald

/s/ Douglas R. Casella

Douglas R. Casella

/s/ Joseph G. Doody

Joseph G. Doody

/s/  Gregory B. Peters

Gregory B. Peters

/s/ James F. Callahan, Jr.

James F. Callahan, Jr.

/s/ James E. O’Connor

James E. O’Connor

/s/  William P. Hulligan

William P. Hulligan

/s/  Michael K. Burke

Michael K. Burke

/s/  Emily Nagle Green
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Emily Nagle Green

Chairman of the Board of Directors and Chief
Executive Officer (Principal Executive Officer)

Senior Vice President and Chief Financial
Officer (Principal Financial Officer)

Vice President and Chief Accounting

Officer (Principal Accounting Officer)

Director

Director

Director

Director

Director

Director

Director

Director

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016

March 2, 2016



FINANCIAL STATEMENT SCHEDULES

Schedule 11
Valuation Accounts

Allowance for Doubtful Accounts
(in thousands)

Fiscal Year Eight Months Fiscal Year Ended
Ended Ended April 30,
December 31, December 31,
2015 2014 2014 2013
Balance at beginning of Period ............ceiivievieirieeirieeeieeeeeeee e $ 2,153 § 1,672 $ 1332 § 740
Additions—charged t0 EXPENSE .........ceveieierierierierieee ettt 1,344 1,524 1,586 1,682
Deductions—bad debts written off, net of recoveries (2,509) (1,043) (1,246) (1,090)
Balance at end of period ..........cccooveieuioieieeieeeceeeeeee e $ 988 §$ 2,153 $§ 1,672 $ 1,332
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No.

EXHIBIT INDEX

Description

2.1

2.2

23

2.4

3.1

32

4.1

42

43

44

4.5

4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9
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Agreement and Plan of Merger dated as of January 12, 1999 and as amended by Amendments No. 1, 2 and 3 thereto,
among Casella Waste Systems, Inc. (“Casella”), KTI, Inc. (“KTI”) and Rutland Acquisition Sub, Inc. (incorporated
herein by reference to Annex A to the registration statement on Form S-4 of Casella as filed November 12, 1999
(file no. 333-90913)).

Purchase and Sale Agreement dated as of January 23, 2011 among Casella, KTI, CE Holdings II, LLC and CE Holding
Company, LLC (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 2.1 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as filed
on March 3, 2011 (file no. 000-23211)).

Stock Purchase Agreement dated as of December 6, 2012 among Casella, Blow Bros., the stockholders of Blow Bros.
named therein, Arthur E. St. Hilaire (solely in his capacity as the Representative), and Trash Lady, LLC and Trash Lady
NH, LLC (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on
December 10, 2012 (file no. 000-23211)).

Membership Interest Purchase Agreement dated December 5, 2013, by and among Casella Waste Systems, Inc. and the
other parties named therein (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella
as filed on December 5, 2013 (file no. 000-23211)).

Second Amended and Restated Certificate of Incorporation of Casella Waste Systems, Inc., as amended (incorporated
herein by reference to Exhibit 3.1 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as filed on December 7, 2007
(file no. 000-23211)).

Third Amended and Restated By-Laws of Casella Waste Systems, Inc., as amended (incorporated herein by reference to
Exhibit 3.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on February 27, 2009 (file no. 000-23211)).

Form of stock certificate of Casella Class A common stock (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 4 to Amendment
No. 2 to the registration statement on Form S-1 of Casella as filed on October 9, 1997 (file no. 333-33135)).

Certificate of Designation creating Series A Convertible Preferred Stock (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 4.1
to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on August 18, 2000 (file no. 000-23211)).

Indenture, dated February 7, 2011, by and among Casella, the Guarantors named therein and U.S. Bank National
Association, as Trustee, governing the 7.75% Senior Subordinated Notes due 2019 (incorporated herein by reference to
Exhibit 4.2 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on February 8, 2011 (file no. 000-23211)).

Registration Rights Agreement, dated as of February 7, 2011, by and among Casella, Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner &
Smith Incorporated, J.P. Morgan Securities LLC, Credit Agricole Securities (USA) Inc. and Comerica Securities, Inc.,
relating to the 7.75% Senior Subordinated Notes due 2019 (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 99.1 to the current
report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on February 8, 2011 (file no. 000-23211)).

Registration Rights Agreement, dated October 9, 2012, by and among Casella, the Guarantors named therein and

Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith Incorporated, J.P. Morgan Securities LLC, Comerica Securities, Inc. and KeyBanc
Capital Markets Inc., governing the 7.75% Senior Subordinated Notes due 2019 (incorporated herein by reference to
Exhibit 10.1 to the current report on Form 8- K of Casella as filed on October 9, 2012 (file no. 000-23211)).

Form of 7.75% Senior Subordinated Notes due 2019 (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit A to Exhibit 4.2 to the
current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on February 8, 2011 (file no. 000-23211)).

FAME Financing Agreement, dated as of August 1, 2015, between Casella and the Finance Authority of Maine
(incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 4.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on August 27, 2015
(file no. 000-23211)).

FAME Guaranty Agreement, dated as of August 1, 2015, by and between the guarantors named therein and U.S. Bank
National Association, as trustee (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 4.2 to the current report on Form 8-K of
Casella as filed on August 27, 2015 (file no. 000-23211)).

Loan Agreement, dated as of December 1, 2014, between New York State Environmental Facilities Corporation and
Casella (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 4.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on
December 18, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).



Exhibit
No. Description

4.10  NYSEFC Guaranty Agreement, dated as of December 1, 2014, by and between the guarantors named therein and U.S.
Bank National Association, as Trustee (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 4.2 to the current report on Form 8-K
of Casella as filed on December 18, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

4.11  BFA Guaranty Agreement, dated as of October 1, 2014, by and among U.S. Bank National Association, as Trustee, and
the guarantors identified therein (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of
Casella as filed on October 16, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

4.12  Financing Agreement dated as of March 1, 2013 between Casella and the Vermont Economic Development Authority,
relating to issuance of Vermont Economic Development Authority Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds (incorporated
herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed April 5, 2013 (file no. 000-
23211)).

4.13  VEDA Guaranty Agreement, dated as of March 1, 2013, by and among U.S. Bank National Association, as Trustee, and
the guarantors identified therein (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 4.8 to the annual report on Form 10-K of
Casella as filed on June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

4.14  Financing Agreement dated as of March 1, 2013 between Casella and the Business Finance Authority of the State of New
Hampshire, relating to issuance of Business Finance Authority of the State of New Hampshire Solid Waste Disposal
Revenue Bonds (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.2 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on
April 5, 2013 (file no. 000-23211)).

4.15  Financing Agreement between Casella and Finance Authority of Maine, dated as of December 1, 2005, relating to
issuance of Finance Authority of Maine Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds (Casella Waste Services, Inc. Project)
Series 2005 (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on
January 4, 2006 (file no. 000-23211)).

4.16  First Amendment dated as of January 29, 2012 to Financing Agreement dated as of December 1, 2005, by and among
Finance Authority of Maine, U.S. Bank National Association, as Trustee, Bank of America, as Credit Provider, and
Casella (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as filed on
March 2, 2012 (file no. 000-23211)).

4.17  FAME Guaranty Agreement, dated as of January 29, 2012, by and among U.S. Bank National Association, as Trustee,
and the guarantors identified therein (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.2 to the quarterly report on Form 10-
Q of Casella as filed on March 2, 2012 (file no. 000-23211)).

10.1* 1997 Non-Employee Director Stock Option Plan (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.5 to Amendment No. 1
to the registration statement on Form S-1 of Casella as filed on September 24, 1997 (file no. 333-33135)).

10.2*  Form of Nonstatutory Stock Option Agreement granted under the Amended and Restated 1997 Non-Employee Director
Stock Option Plan (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.2 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as
filed on September 9, 2004 (file no. 000-23211)).

10.3*  Amended and Restated 1997 Stock Incentive Plan (incorporated herein by reference to Appendix 1 to the Definitive
Proxy Statement on Schedule 14A of Casella as filed on September 21, 1998).

10.4*¥  Form of Incentive Stock Option Agreement granted under the Amended and Restated 1997 Stock Incentive Plan
(incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as filed on September 9,
2004 (file no. 000-23211)).

10.5 Lease Agreement, as Amended, between Casella Associates and Casella Waste Management, Inc., dated August 1, 1993
(Rutland lease) (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.17 to the registration statement on Form S-1 of Casella as
filed on August 7, 1997 (file no. 333-33135)).

10.6 Second Amendment to Lease Agreement, by and between Casella Associates and Casella Waste Management, Inc., dated
as of November 20, 1997 (Rutland lease). (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.25 to the registration statement
on Form S-1 of Casella as filed on June 25, 1998 (file no. 333-57745)).

10.7 Amendment to Lease Agreement dated as of March 13, 2008, between Casella Associates and Casella, amending Lease
Agreement dated August 1, 1993, as amended (Rutland lease) (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.7 to the
annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).
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Lease Agreement, as Amended, between Casella Associates and Casella Waste Management, Inc., dated August 1, 1993
(Montpelier lease) (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.18 to the registration statement on Form S-1 of Casella
as filed on August 7, 1997 (file no. 333-33135)).

Amendment to Lease Agreement dated as of March 13, 2008, between Casella Associates and Casella, amending Lease
Agreement dated August 1, 1993, as amended (Montpelier lease) (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.9 to the
annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

Lease, Operations and Maintenance Agreement between CV Landfill, Inc. and Casella Waste Systems, Inc. dated
June 30, 1994 (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.20 to the registration statement on Form S-1 of Casella as
filed on August 7, 1997 (file no. 333-33135)).

Employment Agreement between Casella and John W. Casella dated December 8, 1999 (incorporated herein by reference
to Exhibit 10.43 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on August 4, 2000 (file no. 000-23211)).

Amendment to Employment Agreement by and between Casella and John W. Casella dated as of December 30, 2008
(incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.3 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as filed on March 6,
2009 (file no. 000-23211)).

2006 Stock Incentive Plan, as amended.

Form of Incentive Stock Option Agreement granted under 2006 Stock Incentive Plan (incorporated herein by reference to
Exhibit 10.14 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

Form of Restricted Stock Agreement granted under 2006 Stock Incentive Plan (incorporated herein by reference to
Exhibit 10.15 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

Form of Restricted Share Unit Agreement granted under 2006 Stock Incentive Plan (employee with employment contract)
(incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.16 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014
(file no. 000-23211)).

Form of Restricted Share Unit Agreement granted under 2006 Stock Incentive Plan (employee with no employment
contract) (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.17 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on
June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

Form of Restricted Stock Unit Agreement granted under 2006 Stock Incentive Plan (employee with employment contract)
(incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.18 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014
(file no. 000-23211)).

Form of Restricted Stock Unit Agreement granted under 2006 Stock Incentive Plan (employee with no employment
contract) (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.19 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on
June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

Form of Performance Share Unit Agreement granted under 2006 Stock Incentive Plan (incorporated herein by reference
to Exhibit 10.2 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as filed on September 4, 2008 (file no. 000-23211)).

Amended and Restated Credit Agreement, dated as of March 18, 2011, by and among Bank of America, N.A., as
Administrative Agent, Bank of America, N.A., as Lender, and the other lenders party thereto, Casella and Casella’s
subsidiaries identified therein (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of
Casella as filed on March 24, 2011 (file no. 000-23211)).

First Amendment to Amended and Restated Credit Agreement and Consent, dated as of April 27, 2012, by and among
Casella, Bank of America, N.A., as Administrative Agent, Swing Line Lender and L/C Issuer, and the Lenders party
thereto (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.50 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June
28,2012 (file no. 000-23211)).

Second Amendment to Amended and Restated Credit Agreement and Consent, dated as of September 20, 2012, by and
among Casella, Bank of America, N.A., as Administrative Agent, Swing Line Lender and LIC Issuer, and the Lenders
party thereto (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.3 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as filed on
December 4, 2012 (file no. 000-23211)).

Third Amendment to Amended and Restated Credit Agreement, dated as of June 25, 2013, by and among Casella, Bank
of America, N.A., as Administrative Agent, Swing Line Lender and LIC Issuer, and the Lenders party thereto
(incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the current report on Form 8- K of Casella as filed on June 26, 2013
(file no. 000-23211)).



Exhibit

No. Description

10.25  Loan and Security Agreement, dated as of February 27, 2015, among Casella, the subsidiaries of Casella identified
therein and Bank of America, N.A., as agent for the lenders party thereto (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit
10.1 to the current report on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on March 3, 2015 (file no. 00-23211)).

10.26  First Amendment to Loan and Security Agreement, dated as of June 26, 2015, by and among Casella, its subsidiaries
listed in Schedule 1 to the Loan and Security Agreement, dated as of February 27, 2015, the lenders from time to time
party thereto, and Bank of America, N.A., as Agent (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the current report
on Form 8-K of Casella as filed on March 3, 2015 (file no. 00-23211)).

10.27* Employment Agreement between Casella and Edwin D. Johnson dated as of July 6, 2010 (incorporated herein by
reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Casella as filed on September 3, 2010 (file no. 000-
23211)).

10.28*  Letter Agreement between Casella and Edwin D. Johnson dated as of February 12, 2013 (incorporated herein by
reference to Exhibit 10.26 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

10.29*  Employment Agreement between Casella and David L. Schmitt dated as of May 31, 2006, as amended (incorporated
herein by reference to Exhibit 10.27 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014
(file no. 000-23211)).

10.30* Employment Agreement between Casella and Edmond Coletta dated as of September 1, 2012 (incorporated herein by
reference to Exhibit 10.28 to the annual report on Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

10.31  Extension of Lease Agreements dated as of April 23, 2013, between Casella Associates and Casella, amending (i) Lease
Agreement dated August 1, 1993, as amended (Montpelier lease) and (ii) Lease Agreement dated August 1, 1993, as
amended (Rutland lease) (incorporated herein by reference to Exhibit 10.29 to the annual report on
Form 10-K of Casella as filed on June 27, 2014 (file no. 000-23211)).

12.1+ Statement of Computation of Ratio of Earnings to Fixed Charges and Earnings to Combined Fixed Charges and Preferred
Stock Dividends.

21.1+ Subsidiaries of Casella Waste Systems, Inc.

23.1+ Consent of RSM US LLP

31.1+ Certification of Principal Executive Officer required by Rule 13a-14(a) or Rule 15d-14(a) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, as amended.

31.2+ Certification of Principal Financial Officer required by Rule 13a-14(a) or Rule 15d-14(a) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, as amended.

32.1+ Certification of Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 1350, as adopted
pursuant to Section 906 of the Sarbanes- Oxley Act of 2002.

101.INS XBRL Instance Document.**

101.SCH XBRL Taxonomy Extension Schema Document.**

101.CAL XBRL Taxonomy Calculation Linkbase Document.**

101.LAB XBRL Taxonomy Label Linkbase Document.**

101.PRE XBRL Taxonomy Presentation Linkbase Document.**

101.DEF XBRL Taxonomy Extension Definition Linkbase Document.**
+ Filed herewith
* This is a management contract or compensatory plan or arrangement.
sk

Submitted Electronically Herewith. Attached as Exhibit 101 to this report are the following formatted in XBRL (Extensible
Business Reporting Language): (i) Consolidated Balance Sheets as of December 31, 2015, December 31, 2014 and April 30,
2014, (ii) Consolidated Statements of Operations for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year
2013, (iii) Consolidated Statements of Comprehensive Loss for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014, fiscal year 2014 and
fiscal year 2013, (iv) Consolidated Statement of Stockholders’ Equity (Deficit) for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014,
fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, (v) Consolidated Statements of Cash Flows for fiscal year 2015, transition period 2014,
fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2013, and (vi) Notes to Consolidated Financial Statements.
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NON-GAAP FINANCIAL MEASURES

In addition to disclosing financial results prepared in accordance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles in the United States
(“GAAP”), the company also discloses earnings before interest, taxes, and depreciation and amortization, adjusted for accretion, depletion of
landfill operating lease obligations, gains on asset sales, development project charge write-offs, contract settlement charges, legal settlement
costs, tax settlement costs, bargain purchase gains, asset impairment charges, environmental remediation charges, severance and reorganization
costs, expenses from divestiture, acquisition and financing costs, gains on the settlement of acquisition related contingent consideration,

fiscal year-end transition costs, proxy contest costs, as well as impacts from divestiture transactions (“Adjusted EBITDA”), which is a
non-GAAP measure.

The company also discloses net cash provided by operating activities, less capital expenditures (excluding acquisition related capital
expenditures), less payments on landfill operating lease contracts, plus proceeds from divestiture transactions, plus proceeds from the sale of
property and equipment, plus proceeds from property insurance settlements, less contributions from (distributions to) noncontrolling interest
holders (“Free Cash Flow”), which is a non-GAAP measure.

Adjusted EBITDA is reconciled to net loss, while Free Cash Flow is reconciled to net cash provided by operating activities. The company
presents Adjusted EBITDA and Free Cash Flow, because it considers them important supplemental measures of its performance and believes
they are frequently used by securities analysts, investors and other interested parties in the evaluation of the company’s results. Management
uses these non-GAAP measures to further understand the company’s “core operating performance” The company believes its “core operating
performance” is helpful in understanding its ongoing performance in the ordinary course of operations. The company believes that providing
Adjusted EBITDA and Free Cash Flow to investors, in addition to corresponding income statement and cash flow statement measures, affords
investors the benefit of viewing its performance using the same financial metrics that the management team uses in making many key decisions
and understanding how the core business and its results of operations has performed. The company further believes that providing this
information allows its investors greater transparency and a better understanding of its core financial performance. In addition, the instruments
governing the company’s indebtedness use EBITDA (with additional adjustments) to measure its compliance with financial covenants and to
determine the applicable margin.

Non-GAAP financial measures are not in accordance with or an alternative for GAAP. Adjusted EBITDA and Free Cash Flow should not

be considered in isolation from or as a substitute for financial information presented in accordance with GAAP, and may be different from
Adjusted EBITDA or Free Cash Flow presented by other companies.
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Non-GAAP Reconciliation of Adjusted EBITDA to Net Loss
s} Fscal Year ended
April 30,

12 months ended 12 months ended 12 months ended

Dec. 31, 2014 Dec 31, 2015 June 30, 2016
2013 2014

Revenue $ 455335 $ 497,633 $ 525,938 § 546,500 $ 556,311

Net loss $  (54463) §  (27404) & (29,136) % (11,781) % (7,182)
Loss on disposal of discontinued operations, net - 378 - - -
Loss (income) from discontinued operations, net 4,480 (284) - - -
(Benefit) provision for income taxes (2,526) 1,799 1,340 1,351 518
Other income (1,036) (1,059) (1,177) (1,119) (1,414)
Loss on derivative instruments 4,512 280 575 227 29
Loss (income) from equity method investments 4,441 936 (90} - -
(Gain) loss on sale of equity method investment - (593) 221 - -
Impairment of investments - - 2,320 2,089 2,099
Loss on debt extinguishment 15,584 - - 999 1,023
Interest expense, net 41,429 37,863 38,082 40,050 39,895
Gain on settlement of acquisition related contingent consideration - (1,058) (1,058) - -
Expense from divestiture, acquisition and financing costs 1,410 144 24 - -
Severance and reorganization costs 3,709 586 426 302 302
Enwvironmental remediation charge - 400 950 - -
Development project charge - 1,394 1,394 - -
Divestiture transactions - 7,455 6,902 (5,517) 94
Contract settlement charge - - - 1,940 1,940
Depreciation and amortization 56,576 60,339 61,206 62,704 62,970
Fiscal year-end transition costs - - 538 - -
Proxy contest costs - - - 1,902 1,618
Tax settlement costs 679 - - - -
Depletion of landfill operating lease obligations 9,372 9,948 10,725 9,428 9,512
Interest accretion on landfill and environmental remediation liabilities 3,675 3,985 3,606 3,449 3,526

Adjusted EBITDA $ 87842 $ 95109 § 96,848 $ 106074 § 114,930

mnciiation of Consolidated EBITDA to Net Cash Provided b

(5 in )

: 12 months ended 12 months ended
Mar 31, 2015 June 30, 2016
Met cash provided by operating activities $ 55.1 % 82.2
Changes in assets and liabilities, net of effects of acquisitions and divestitures 5.1 (2.7)
Divestiture transactions 5.5 (0.1)
Gain on sale of property and equipment 0.3 0.6
Loss on debt extinguishment (0.5) (1.0)
Asset impairment charge (7.5)
Stock based compensation, net of excess tax benefit (2.4) (3.2)
Impairment of investments (2.3) (2.1)
Loss on derivative instruments (0.6) -
Interest expense, net 38.7 36.1
Provision for income taxes, net of deferred taxes 0.8 (0.2)
EBITDA adjustment as allowed by debt agreements 4.2 0.1
Other adjustments as allowed by debt agreements 4.5 7.5
Minimum Consolidated EBITDA $ 1009 $ 117.2
Consolidated Funded Debt (Total Debt) $ 5486 % 519.0
Consolidated Leverage Ratio (Total Debt-to-EBITDA) 5.43x 4.43x
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John W. Casella
Chairman, Chief Executive Officer & Secretary

Edmond “Ned” R. Coletta
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President & Chief Operating Officer
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SHAREHOLDER INFORMATION

Annual Meeting of Shareholders Legal Counsel
Killington Grand Hotel Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale
Killington, VT and Dorr LLP
Thursday, November 17, 2016 60 State Street
10:00 a.m. Boston, MA 02109
Casella Waste Systems, Inc. Transfer Agent & Registrar
25 Greens Hill Lane Computershare
Rutland, VT 05701 PO Box 43078
Telephone: (802) 775-0325 Providence, RI 02940-3078
Shareholder Inquiries:
Direct inquiries to: (781) 575-2879
Ned Coletta
Telephone: (802) 772-2239 Stock Exchange
E-mail: ned.coletta@casella.com Casella Waste System, Inc.
is traded on the NASDAQ
Auditors Global Select Market under
RSM US LLP the ticker symbol “CWST.”
80 City Square
Boston, MA 02129

SAFE HARBOR STATEMENT

Certain matters discussed in this annual report, including, but not limited to, the statements regarding financial results and guidance, are
"forward-looking statements" intended to qualify for the safe harbors from liability established by the Private Securities Litigation Reform
Act of 1995. These forward-looking statements can generally be identified as such by the context of the statements, including words such as
“believe,” “expect;” “anticipate,” “plan,” “may;” “would,” “intend,” “estimate,” “guidance” and other similar expressions, whether in the negative
or affirmative. These forward-looking statements are based on current expectations, estimates, forecasts and projections about the industry

and markets in which we operate and management’s beliefs and assumptions. We cannot guarantee that we actually will achieve the financial

results, plans, intentions, expectations or guidance disclosed in the forward-looking statements made. Such forward-looking statements, and all

phases of our operations, involve a number of risks and uncertainties, any one or more of which could cause actual results to differ materially

from those described in our forward-looking statements. Such risks and uncertainties include or relate to, among other things: adverse weather

conditions that have negatively impacted and may continue to negatively impact our revenues and our operating margin; current economic
conditions that have adversely affected and may continue to adversely affect our revenues and our operating margin; we may be unable to
increase volumes at our landfills or improve our route profitability; our need to service our indebtedness may limit our ability to invest in
our business; we may be unable to reduce costs or increase pricing or volumes sufficiently to achieve estimated Adjusted EBITDA and other
targets; landfill operations and permit status may be affected by factors outside our control; groundwater contamination discovered near our
Southbridge landfill may delay our permitting activities at that landfill and result in costs and liabilities as well as impacting our disposal
revenues at that site, each of which could impact our results of operations; we may be required to incur capital expenditures in excess of our
estimates; fluctuations in energy pricing or the commodity pricing of our recyclables may make it more difficult for us to predict our results
of operations or meet our estimates; we may incur environmental charges or asset impairments in the future; and actions of activist investors
could require us to incur cost and disruption in responding to those actions. There are a number of other important risks and uncertainties
that could cause our actual results to differ materially from those indicated by such forward-looking statements. These additional risks and
uncertainties include, without limitation, those detailed in Item 1A, “Risk Factors” in our Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended December 31,
2015.

We undertake no obligation to update publicly any forward-looking statements whether as a result of new information, future events or
otherwise, except as required by law.
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