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EPC Project 1010582 Edith Transfer Station, COA Project No. 7006.92

Edith Transfer Station Design
2014 - 2015 Summary of Stakeholder Input / Public Meetings

The City of Albuquerque conducted an extensive and well-publicized public involvement
program during the Edith Transfer Station planning and design process, including three
(3) public meetings led by professional facilitator, Bill Moye, Star Group. The site plan
that has been submitted to the EPC for approval was presented and reviewed by the
public at the two (2) facilitated public meetings held in April and July 2015.

Highlights
* Three (3) City-sponsored, professionally facilitated, meetings throughout project
planning and design (9 hours of meetings).

Extensive advertisement with an average of more 100+ attendees at each meeting
Attended additional North Valley Coalition Meeting (2 hours)

Design Advisory Task Force meetings (Neighborhood Representatives — 5 hours)
Area Business Owner meetings (5 hours)

Project website www.abgets.com provides information on the projects, accepts

submitted comments and responds to comments and questions (4,062 unique
visitors)

* 130 questions and comments have been responded to by the project team

Project Website s

The project website (www.abgets.com) was online as of January 20, 2015. As of September
14, 2015 the website had 4,062 unique visitors and 794 returning visitors. The website was a

resource to the community providing past studies, presentation slides, responses to questions
and comments, and project design updates.

Public Meeting No 1

Project Introduction January 20, 2015 5:30-8:30 pm
North Valley Senior Center, 3825 Fourth Street NW
127 stakeholders in attendance

Public Notice;

*» Advertised project meeting in ABQ Journal (1/4 page sized ad) - January 5" through
January 20, 2015

o Electronic invitations sent to 55 businesses in the area as well as two public schools, the

North Valley Coalition and members of the Design Advisory Task Force (DATF) (see
below).

Open House 5:30 to 6:30 PM — opportunity for public to have one-on-on dialogue with the
project team members.

Presentation & Discussion 6:30 to 8:30 PM
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EPC Project 1010582 Edith Transfer Station, COA Project No. 7006.92

» Received 13 comments via website and via emall (through May 6%)
» Responses to all comments/questions were posted on www.abgets.com

Health Impact Assessment Team — City provided a table and opportunity for representatives at
the meeting to discuss their project and recruit volunteers for the HIA.

Spanish translator provided by the City of Albuquerque

Public Meeting No 3

Present Final 2 Site Concepts/Alternatives July 15, 2015 5:30-8:30 pm
North Valley Senior Center, 3825 Fourth Street NW
89 stakeholders in attendance

Public Notice:
e Advertised project meeting in ABQ Journal (1/4 page sized ad) — July 5, July 12, and
July 14

» El Semanario —- Spanish language weekly publication (1/4 page sized ad) - July 9, 2015
» Electronic invitations sent to 60 area businesses, two elementary schools, anyone who
had made a comment to the project website, anyone who had signed in and provided an

email address at the first public meeting, the North Valley Coalition and members of the
DATF (approximately 350 total).

Open House 5:30 to 6:30 PM - opportunity for public to have one-on-on dialogue with the
project team members.

Presentation & Discussion 6:30 to 8;30 PM

Discussion period started at approximately 7:00 PM and was facilitated by Bill Moye,
Star Group. Project team answered questions and heard concerns about the project.

Comment period:
July 18" through July 30" (two weeks, original date)
Comment period extended to August 2™ at request of the public/councilor

Comments/Questions:

e More than 40 comments/questions during discussion
* Received 3 written comments at the mesting

» Received 34 comments the website and via email (through August 2")
» Responses to all comments/questions were posted on www.abgets.com

Health Impact Assessment Team ~ City provided a table and opportunity for representatives at
the meeting to discuss their project and recruit volunteers for the HIA.

Spanish translator provided by the City of Albuquerque
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EPC Project 1010582 Edith Transfer Station, COA Project No. 7006.92

South West Alliance of Neighbors (SWAN) August 5, 2015

The project team was Invited to the South West Alliance of Neighbors (SWAN) August meeting
to provide a summary and update on the Edith Transfer Station. A short presentation was given
by project team members to approximately 40 meeting attendees.

New Mexico in Focus - KUNM May 8, 2015

Michael Riordan and David Wood, Greater Gardner Neighborhood/North Valley Coalition
discussed the project on the May 8% episode of New Mexico in Focus.

Community Talk June, 2015

The project team discussed the project and provided information to the public on a Community
Talk segment with | Heart Media.

Neighborhood News — City of Albuquerque May/June 2015
Article - "Design Options to Repurpose Existing Solid Waste Site Moving Forward”

Media Coverage

Albuguergue Journal
August 19, 2015 “North Valley trash station decision splits community.”

July 17, 2015 “Residents, business owners clash over transfer station.”

July 10, 2015 Journal Editorial, “Transfer station debate isn't simply trash talk"
April 24, 2015 “Trash transfer station traffic plans revealed”

April 21, 2015 “City to unveil design for transfer station”

March 15, 2015 “Solid waste station still has hurdles to clear”

January 24, 2015 “Concerns over proposed transfer station include traffic, pollution”
January 19, 2015 “City to discuss proposed trash transfer station”

Television
July 12th, 2014 KOAT 10pm “Transfer Station”

July 10th, 2014 KRQE 5:30pm “Trash in Neighborhood raises concerns for neighbors”
April 21st, 2015 KRQE 10pm “Designs of controversial solid waste facllity released”
January 12th, 2015 KOAT 6pm “New Waste Facility proposal met with opposition”

Meetings before start of Design Project

North Valley Coalition June 26, 2014, 6:30 to 8:30 pm
Jill Holbert, Assistant Director, Solid Waste Department attended the North Valley Coalition

Annual Meeting to give a 15 minute presentation and answer questions regarding the Edith
Transfer Center Project to approximately 40 meeting attendees.
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Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

Edith Transfer Station

Site Visit October 4, | T—
2015

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 1



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee

October 5, 2015

ETS Bicycle
Network Impacts

Edith—Important N-S Bicycle “Route”

Comanche—Connects Westside/River Mountains
—Only Complete E'W Bicycle Facility

Edith

Edith Boulevard offers significant bicycle connectivity as it is one of
the longest N-S bicycle routes in the Greater Albuquerque area (Gibson
to the South; Osuna Road to the North (but often used to communities
further to the North including Sandia Pueblo and Bernaillilo). In addition
to it's significant role as a long distance connecting bicycle facility, it also
provides an ideal, low stress “local” route to and from many inner city
destinations. Currently, there are no solid waste vehicles entering facility
via Edith and very limited (30 parking spots) employee traffic. Thereis a

Solid Waste recycle facility that is accessed via Edith but sees very little
use'

Street dimensions that impact bicyclists but have not been
addressed as part of ETS project activities on Edith are Outer lane—
~13.7, inner lane ~ 10.5" and striped median ~13.5". Typically, outer

lanes in this configuration if designated bicycle facility dimension should
be minimum of 14’ (AASHTO/NACTO)

Of particular interest to bicyclists, especially in the context of safety
impacts of Edith Transfer Station that have yet to be addressed are:

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 2



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albugquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

* Currently only MV activity to and from Solid Waste Facility is small
(30 space?) parking lot to administrative building and Recycle Facility.
Review of Circulation Site Plan show right in, right out, left in and left
out access via Rankin Road; left in, right out via Edith for both Transfer
Trucks as well as collection trucks. Both of these are new uses on Edith

and will have significant impact on bicycle safety and comfort in this
corridor and need to be addressed.

» North to East connection from Edith to Comanche is a free right
intersection movement which is extremely hazardous for bicyclists
navigating West to East on Comanche as is significantly more local
heavy truck use that currently proposed ETS Facility will introduce. This
concern was presented to SW/Wilson Company at GABAC meeting
early 2015. The response was that free right was older street design
schema and would be updated as part of ETS Project.

* We see no evidence of any consideration outside the perimeter
of the facility and feel that when bicyclists are in roadway, street design

and zoning decisions are inextricably linked and should be paramount
in EPC analysis and decision making.

Comanche

Comanche is the only continuous bicycle corridor that serves
cyclists needing to get from the Bosque/Rio Grande area up to Tramway
Boulevard and the Western Sandia Mountains. Additionally, due to close
proximity to Montano River Crossing, it is the only NW/Westside bicycle
connection to NE/SE Heights including Uptown, Sandia Labs/Kirtland
AFB, UNM, as well as the Tijeras Canyon Gateway to the East side of
Sandia and Manzano Mountains and recreational facilities.

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 3



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee

October 5, 2015

Currently, bike facilities east and west bound through project
impact area (for bicyclists 2nd street to North Diversion Channel
including under i-25 and both frontage intersections are deficient by
both AASHTO (Development of Bicycle Facilities, 4th Edition, 4.6.4) and
NACTO (Urban Bicycle Design Guide, Page 6) guidelines and also CABQ
DPM. As the following photographs taken October 4, 2015 show, the
roadway the trucks will be traveling in to access Transfer Station and then
return to 1-25 have width issues (we assume ROW driven but not clear
from TIA, Application or Staff Report), signage issues, and lane marking/
maintenance issues. Further, east bound under i-25, there is no bicycle

lane though there is strange/confusing 3' concrete gutter pan striped to
look like bike facility (actual dimension ~2.5')?

It is also important to point out that ghost bike at NE corner of
Comanche/i25 was a fatality that was result of cyclist being run over by
CABQ Waste Collection Truck. While witnesses unclear on what caused
cyclist to fall onto roadway, result was certainly tragic and exhibitive of
concern cyclist have for facilities being impacted by an increase in heavy
truck traffic. Heavy truck turning movements accessing SB freeway
onramp off Comanche with cyclists in deficient dimensioned bike lane
(also in blind spot) certainly increases hazard and vulnerability to cyclists
using this facility. While we appreciate the CABQ SWD commitment to
install guards on all SW vehicles, we do think that falls more in the realm
of equipment protective device and would like ETS effort to focus on and
commit hazard and conflict elimination. Finally, West bound bicycle
facility underneath i-25 leaves cyclists extremely vulnerable as bike lane is
less than half recommended lane width for bike lane facility and necks

down to less than a foot (with off camber sewer grate at SB frontage road
signal where cyclists queue.

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 4



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albugquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee

October 5, 2015

Important Consideration for both Edith and Comanche

Edith and Comanche as bicycle facilities and the need for safety/
hazard consideration as part of EPC review of ETS zoning application
needs to be considered in two contexts: 1) mobility and 2) access
(particularly discouraging use) in relation to E-270-1980 (particularly a&c),
Comprehensive Plan (all bike and multimodal references), CABQ
Bikeways and Trails Plan (impacts much broader than just Goal 1 and
objective 3; specifically negative/unaddressed impacts ETS may have on
Goals 2 & 4), CABQ Comprehensive On-Street Bicycle Plan, and recently
adopted CABQ “Complete Streets Ordinance” (E-0-2015-003), especially
items A-G in 6-5-6-6—General Policy.

Photos of Edith and Comanche Bicycle Impacts

Current Community Recycling Facility and low use entrance to admin offices off Edith

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 5



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

Unsignalized free right turn onto Comanche. Note Yield sign AFTER Pedestrian crossing to
porkchop refuge

Measurement where bike lane recurs after signalized intersection (Comanche EB)

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 6



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

Widest Section of EB Comanche. AASHTO recommendation 5’ . Application stipulation that
bicycle facility impacts meet AASHTO “guidelines” inaccurate.

Offcamber sewer grate. Note: barely visible bike facility lane markings

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 7



. Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

Posted speed limit (actuals significantly higher but no supporting data)

EB approaching right turn onto frontage road
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Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

Note position of left turning vehicle right where cyclists need to queue if stopped at signal

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 9



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5,2015

What ends and where?

Cyclists need protection/space here. DO NOT want trucks turning on red or around cyclists...

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 10



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albugquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

Concrete gutter pan striped @ <30".
Bike Facility? Note sidewalk
deficiency as well.

Not a pleasant place on
bicycle. Short yellow
and no all red phase
make intersection risky
if light changes when
cyclist beyond
stopping point

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 11



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquergue Bicycle Advisory Committee

October 5, 2015

Ghost Bike NE corner of 1-25/Comanche.

cyclist Timothy Vollman run over by SW
Collection Vehicle

Speed Limit increases. Bike
lane dimension increases to 4’
still well below
recommendations and
bicyclist safety best practice
guidelines

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 12



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquergue Bicycle Advisory Commitiee

October 5, 2015

Perspective: very wide
intersection (with insufficient
signal phases for bicycles)

WB Comanche. Area in front of
cyclist where transfer trucks
would cross all lanes to enter
Comanche off NB Frontage.

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 13



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

Bike facility marking then lane necks down

Scary Place to take measurement. Note
sidewalk width

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 14



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuguerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

L Width of bike lane where measurement in
photo above taking place

Note lane width in bicycle facility queue
area

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 15



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuguerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

No fun. At least cyclist had wide tires and
could negotiate uneven surface seams
between gutterpan, curb cut and asphalt

Speed limit on Comanche West side of
i-25 WB approaching Sysco. Note instinct
to hug curb and ride in gutterpan

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 16



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee

October 5, 2015

Entering WB curve. SW Facility on left. Note
marking degradation and limited sight lines
for approaching Malloy entrance/exit

Bike facility ~2.5". Cyclists turning SB onto
Edith need to start positioning for access to
left turn bay and will be looking over
shoulder to gauge oncoming traffic.
Narrow lane may be significant safety
problem for inexperienced as they may

swerve as they gauge opportunities behind
them.

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 17



Scott Hale, Chair
Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
October 5, 2015

WHAT THEY SAY |

FenoteRransng We'll file vour project
"We're always open e
to funding requests beaibipac e

of transportation.

#AlternateTranspo

S RGN \/HAT THEY MEAN

' Traffic counts specifically into and out of existing SW facility at
Edith not available. Significant problem with bike/ped traffic count data
as one time count in December, not enough data to accurately assess
existing facility usage or any improvement/deficiency if ETS is approved
and constructed. User community would like to see better and more
accurate pre and post construction data including conditional for more
applicable study of current bicycle facility dimension and usage in this
part of the Griegos/Comanche Bicycle Corridor. As mentioned above—
we need to require better data on existing speeds on both corridors.

Visual Report on Bicycle Impacts, Page 18



guevedo, Vicente M.

From: SCOTT HALE <scott_hale@me.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2015 10:10 PM
To: Quevedo, Vicente M.

Subject: Re: EPC Process / Deadlines

Mr. Quevedo-

As part of my review to prepare for EPC hearing on Edith Transfer Station, I noticed that there may be an error

on the “canned" part of the Agenda Announcement. Is the reference to B.12 in 2nd paragraph correct or
should the actual reference be B.13?

My second question is what legal standing does the Greater Albuquerque Bicycle Advisory Committee
(GABAC) have on a project like Edith Transfer Station #1010582 which has significant impacts to the safety
of cyclists and the network the city has designated as a primary facility for bicyclist use?

An example of questions we would like to ask staff/consultants to clarify might be either simple or fairly
bicycle context sensitive and complex.

A simple question might be:

On page 21 of staff report can you further define and explain Bicycle “Access and Circulation”

Of concern is safe access from on-street bicycle facilities and safe bicycle operating facilities for vulnerable
users within the facility. As bicycle travel is generally discouraged on pedestrian facilities (sidewalks), we
find no relevant discussion of bicycle movement to and within facility. In fact, the only discussion being
called out for further development is bike parking facilities

A more complex and very important question we would like to question agency/staff via EPC Chair would be:

If both heavy vehicle and traffic volumes are to be increased how do you know this won’t degrade the
existing bicycle facilities?
Is staff familiar with the Level of Service Model for bicycle facilities?

Without conducting a Level of Service Model how did staff determine the impact on the bicycle facilities on
both Edith and Comanche?

Are heavy vehicles a factor when conducting a Level of Service Model for bicycling?
Is traffic volume a factor when conducting a Level of Service Model for bicycling?

Has a Level of Service Model for bicycles been conducted for either of the impacted bicycle facilities to
validate recommendations?

These are just the first few examples taken from several pages of notes. I would appreciate further
clarification on any role that GABAC might take in the EPC review and hearing process to ensure that CABQ
provides fully functional and safe facilities for all bicyclists using our citywide network. Both Edith and
Comanche are integral components of our citywide network so any adverse impacts are of significant concern
to the bicycle community and GABAC (as the bicycle community advisory body).

Thank you for your time and consideration.

scott



Scott Hale

scott hale@me.com
505.301.9083

On Sep 28, 2015, at 4:17 PM, Quevedo, Vicente M. <vquevedo@cabg.gov> wrote:
Mr. Hale,

Good afternoon. As a follow up to your recent inquiry regarding EPC Project 1010582, | have
attached the following pdf’s for your review. Regarding your request for a copy of the city
application for the project, | do not have an electronic copy of the full application packet, but do
have a pdf of the project narrative submitted by the applicant. If you would like to see the
entire application, you will need to come into our office to review that and request a hard

copy. If you only need a copy of the project narrative, | can email that directly to you. Let me
know which you would prefer. Thank you.

Respecitfully,

Vicente M. Quevedo, MCRP

Urban Design and Development Planner
City of Albuquerque, Planning Department
t (605) 924-3357

f (505) 924-3339

vquevedo@cabg.gov

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail, including all attachments is for the sole use of the intended
recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use,
disclosure or distribution is prohibited unless specifically provided under the New Mexico Inspection of

Public Records Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all
copies of this message.

<Summary of EPC Process.pdf><EPC Rules of Conduct.pdf>



Bernalillo County
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October 7, 2015

Peter Nicholls

Chairman, Environmental Planning Commission
c/o City of Albuquerque Planning Department
600 2nd St NW, 3rd Floor,

Albuquerque, NM 87102

Re: Proposed Edith Waste Transfer Station Project # 1010582

Members of the Environmental Planning Commission:

Greetings! My name Is James Aranda. | am the Director of Bernallllo County PLACE MATTERS, a
community-based organization that advocates for sound land-use, environmental, and social policies that
provide equal opportunities for safe, clean and healthy neighborhoods and resolve the disproportionate

environmental burdens on people of color, working poor, low-income and vulnerable communities of
Bernalillo County.

We at PLACE MATTERS stand in support of our friends and neighbors in the North Valley who have
serlous concerns with the City of Albuquerque’s proposed Waste Transfer Station (WTS) at its current
Edith and Comanche Solid Waste facility. The proposed facllity will receive all of Albuguerque’s dally
collected garbage and transfer it to the Cerro Colorado landfill via 18-wheel truck, and would also include
a solid waste convenience center, drop-off locations for recyclables and household hazardous waste, a
fueling station, refuse vehicle and cart storage, vehicle maintenance shops, administrative offices, and
parking. 229 additional round trips into and out of the proposed waste transfer station—a 173%
increase—are expected to occur each weekday in and out of the facility each weekday. This does not

include privately owned vehicles that will be self-hauling trash to the proposed WTS’s convenience
center.

The City of Albuquerque claims the proposed WTS will improve the surrounding neighborhood by
providing benefits such as reductions in air pollution, however, COA has not provided any air quality data
to substantiate this claim. Furthermore, the application—with the exception of a preliminary Traffic
Impact Study—primarily focuses on site details and fails to consider anything outside of the site

boundaries, including the potential health impacts that might harm residents living in neighborhoods
close to the site, should the proposed WTS be approved.

In August 2015, a Health Impact Assessment (HIA) was conducted on the proposed Edith transfer station
to assess the impacts of the proposed waste transfer station on the health of residents and others who
live, work, attend school, or play in neighborhoods that are located near the site. The HIA Committee
concluded that the proposed transfer station may pose a threat to the health, safety and welfare of
community members living in adjacent neighborhoods. The Committee also found that the request is in
conflict with City of Albuquerque Zoning Code Enactment 270-1980, and that it should not be buiit at the
proposed site. Environmental and health data assessed for the HIA indicate that area residents bear a

625 Silver Avenue NW, Suite 195 # Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 2 505-244-9505 x 102 ® http:, /www.beplacematters.com/



Bernalillo County

PLACEMATTEI]

i

disproportionate environmental and health burden. This burden in conjunction with the community’s
soclo-economic and demographic composition make the impacted community meet the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) criteria for an environmental justice neighborhood.

In spite of the many potential impacts of the proposed waste transfer station, what is perhaps of graver
concern to neighborhood residents is the way in which the City failed to involve those who will be most
impacted by this project, and made an internal decision to locate the proposed waste transfer station at
the site of thelr current facility. The fact that residents of adjacent neighborhoods learned about the
proposed waste transfer station through an Op Ed in the Albuquerque Journal—and not the City of
Albuquerque—is not only an affront, but further evidence of the lack of regard our local government
agencles have for EPA guidelines to involve impacted residents in the development of WTS site criteria
and the site selection processes. The City of Albuquerque’s actions throughout this process have only lent
credence to the community’s perception that that COA Is imposing an ill-conceived project on their
neighborhoods without the community’s consent or input—all in the name of convenience.

Community members can and should be engaged in the decisions that impact their neighborhoods. Only
through open dialogue and a sincere willingness to work together can a relationship based on mutual
trust and respect be bullt. Because the City Is an applicant in this case, community members and those
most impacted by the City’s decision believe it is only right that that the City address their concerns and
answer questions in an honest, transparent, and timely manner. As Bernalillo County PLACE MATTERS
joins our friends and neighbors in the North Valley to once again demand a seat at the table, | urge you to

side with those who are most impacted by the proposal and make the right decision regarding the
proposed Edith Waste Transfer Station.

Respectfully,

#
=

Y i Fad ] ,
......'-‘;}1 &l o’

James M. Aranda
Director,
Bernalillo County PLACE MATTERS

625 Silver Avenue NW’, Suite 195 ® Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 ® 505-244-9505 x 109 8 http:/Avww.bceplacematters.com/



Hem_'x, Dora L.

From: Matt Cross Guillen <mattcg@bcplacematters.com>
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 11:00 AM

To: Henry, Dora L.; Quevedo, Vicente M.

Cc: Matt Cross Guillen

Subject: Edith Transfer Station project #1010582

Oct 16, 2015

Peter Nicholls, Chair

Environmental Planning Commission

City of Albuquerque

Dear Mr. Nicholls,

As the EPC considers whether to approve or deny the permit for the waste transfer station, I bring to your
attention a recent study from the American Journal of Public Health which shows that risk exposure for
Hispanic populations is 6.2 times higher than for whites. Knowing the demographics of the surrounding

neighborhood, does allowing the Edith Transfer Station, project #1010582 add to this exposure burden or help
improve conditions?

http://www.upi.com/Science News/2015/09/17/Stud
hazards/6141442524990/

-Non-whites-more-exposed-to-environmental-

http://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/abs/10.2105/AJPH.2015.302643

Thank you for your time.
Matt Cross-Guillen, MA

An email confirmation that you received this email is appreciated.

Matt Cross-Guillén

Education & Outreach Co-Coordinator
Bernalillo County Place Matters (BCPM)
625 Silver Avenue SW, Suite 195
Albuquerque, NM 87102

0: 505.244.9505 x114 | Cell: 505.573.3634
E-mail: mattcg@bcplacematters.com
E-mail: mcross-guillen VOices.Or!

www.bcplacematters.com
https://www.facebook.com/BCPlaceMatters

Do you feel encouraged to participate in decisions that affect your community?
What makes us sick? Look upstream




guevedo, Vicente M.

From: Quevedo, Vicente M.

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 8:43 AM

To: 'Matt Cross Guillen’; Henry, Dora L.
Subject: RE: Edith Transfer Station project #1010582

Mr. Cross-Guillen,

Good morning. Thank you for submitting your public comments regarding EPC Project 1010582. | have
made a copy of your correspondence and placed it with the file. However, | was not able to print copies of the
documents from the links that you included in your email because advertisements kept opening each time |
tried to access them. If you would like to have these documents included, you can print hard copies and

either hand deliver them or mail them to our office. The address is 600 2™ Street NW, 3™ Floor or you can
mail them to P.O. Box 1293.

Respectfully,

Vicente M. Quevedo, MCRP

Urban Design and Development Planner

City of Albuquerque, Planning Department
t (505) 924-3357
f (505) 924-3339

vauevedo@cabg.gov

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail, including all attachments is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may
contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited
unless specifically provided under the New Mexico Inspection of Public Records Act, If you are not the intended
recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of this message.

From: Matt Cross Guillen [mailto:mattcg@bcplacematters.com]
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 11:00 AM

To: Henry, Dora L.; Quevedo, Vicente M.
Cc: Matt Cross Guillen

Subject: Edith Transfer Station project #1010582

Oct 16, 2015

Peter Nicholls, Chair
Environmental Planning Commission
City of Albuquerque

Dear Mr. Nicholls,

As the EPC considers whether to approve or deny the permit for the waste transfer station, I bring to your
attention a recent study from the American Journal of Public Health which shows that risk exposure for
Hispanic populations is 6.2 times higher than for whites. Knowing the demographics of the surrounding

neighborhood, does allowing the Edith Transfer Station, project #1010582 add to this exposure burden or help
improve conditions?



hitp://www.upi.com/Science News/2015/09/17/Study-Non-whites-more-exposed-to-environmental-
hazards/6141442524990/

http://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/abs/10.2105/AJPH.2015.302643

Thank you for your time.
Matt Cross-Guillen, MA

An email confirmation that you received this email is appreciated.

Matt Cross-Guillén

Education & Outreach Co-Coordinator
Bernalillo County Place Matters (BCPM)
625 Silver Avenue SW, Suite 195
Albuquerque, NM 87102

0: 505.244.9505 x114 | Cell; 505.573.3634
E-mail: mattcg@bcplacematters.com
E-mail: meross-guillen@nmvoices.org
www.bcplacematters.com
https://www.facehook.com/BCPlaceMatters

Do you feel encouraged to participate in decisions that affect your community?
What makes us sick? Look upstream



NORTH VALLEY COALITION, INC.

Individuals, Neighbnrhood Associations, Businesses & Community Groups Working Together

October 19, 2015

Vicente Quevedo, Planner

City of Albuquerque Planning Department
600 Second-Street, NW

Albuquerque, NM 87107

Re:  EPC Record in the Edith Transfer Station case; Project # 1010582

Dear Vicente:

It was nice to meet and talk with you October 8 at the scheduled gnvironmental Planning

Commission meeting. 1 discussed with you the fact that pubtic comments for the Edith Transfer
station case, Project #1010582, were not posted o the EPC’s online record. These comments,
which included the Health Impact Assessment and the Traffic Review, had been submitted by
September 28 and were included in the hard copies of the Staff Report made available on
October 1, but not the onfine record. The rest of the Staff Report, includin

g staff analyses of the
Health Impact Assessment, were included in the online record.

You were Qo’mg to talk with the webmaster and we want to thank you for getting the public

comments posted 10 the EPC online record by that same evening. However, we are concerned
that If a commissioner tried to read the project information electronically, these comments were
unavailable to them. Aso, these comments were definitely not available to the public (unless
they picked up one of the few hard copy packets on October 1) until after the scheduled
meeting. Because the meeting was canceled and will be resch

eduled, we realize the comments
will now be available for anyone wanting to preparé for the new meeting date, if they realize this
information was previously missing.

We also want to draw to your attention the fact that the North Valley Coalition’s Octo

ber 5, 2015
|etter and other public and City documents submitted by the 48 hour deadline were not made

available in hard copy on October 8 (the hearing date) nor have they been posted to the EPC

online record yet. You very nicely responded to my request for a copy of these 48-hour

documents, but that doesn't cover the public. When did the commissioners get the 48-hour

documents? When will the public receive these documents?

This concerns us: the only online information available to the general public by the scheduled
meeting date was information submitted to the EPC by the City of Albuquergque, who is the
applicant. please explain the protocol and timeline for publicizing the public record in EPC
cases. We also would appreciate being provided with the deadlines for public comments, the
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date for case distribution, and the first available time to
November 5, 2015 EPC hearing.

Thank you for addressing our concerns.

Sincerely,
- % )
Peg%rt

North Val! jon |

e «r Nicholls, Chairman, Environmental Plannin
isaac Benton, City Councilor

sign up for public speaking at the

g Commission (via email to Dora Henry)

S




guevedo, Vicente M.

From: Quevedo, Vicente M.

Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2015 10:27 AM

To: 'Peggy Norton'

Cc: Henry, Dora L.; Benton, Isaac; NVC Executive Committee; David Wood
Subject: RE: public comments

Attachments: EPC-RulesofConduct.pdf; EPC-SummaryofEPCProcess.pdf; EPC Calendar 2015

_revised-020215.pdf =

Ms. Norton,

Good morning. Thank you for submitting additional written comments regarding EPC Project 1010582. In
response to your inquiry, the items received by the Planning Department within the 48 Hour Rule deadline
ahead of the October 8, 2015 public hearing were forwarded to the EPC Commissioners on the morning of
Tuesday October 6, 2015 in accordance with the EPC Rules of Conduct. Additional information about the 48

Hour Rule requirements and EPC Hearing Procedures can be found in the attached EPC Rules of Conduct
and Summary of EPC Process documents.

The public comment deadlines that you have requested information about ahead of the November 5, 2015
public hearing are as follows:

> 10 days prior to the EPC hearing deadline is: Monday October 26, 2015 at 5:00 PM;
> 48 Hour Rule deadline is: Tuesday November 3, 2015 at 3:30 PM;

The information you have requested regarding a Case Distribution Session and Public Testimony has been
included below:

> There will not be a Case Distribution Session ahead of the November 5, 2015 Public Hearing because
the staff report, supporting documentation and written comments from the public have aiready been
distributed to the EPC Commissioners. Written public comments received by the Planning

Department following the last public hearing date of October 8, 2015 will be forwarded to the EPC
Commissioners on Thursday October 29, 2015 at approximately 3 PM.

o These additional written public comments will also be posted on the Planning Departments
website by 12 PM on Friday October 30, 2015;

> On Thursday November 5, 2015 at 3:00 PM, Planning Staff will have a table set up directly outside of
the hearing room so that members of the public can begin signing up to speak at the public
hearing. The public hearing will begin at 3:30 PM.

Additionally, | have included a copy of the 2015 & Early 2016 EPC Application and Hearing Schedule for your

review. Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you need any additional information related to EPC
Project 1010582. Thank you.

Respectfully,

Vicente M. Quevedo, MCRP

Urban Design and Development Planner
City of Albuquerque, Planning Department



t (505) 924-3357
f (505) 924-3339

vguevedo@cabq.gov

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mall, including all attachments is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may
contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited
unless specifically provided under the New Mexico Inspection of Public Records Act. If you are not the intended
recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of this message.

From: Peggy Norton [mailto: norton@yahoo.com
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 11:58 AM
To: Quevedo, Vicente M.

Cc: Henry, Dora L.; Benton, Isaac; NVC Executive Committee; David Wood
Subject: public comments

Hello Vicente - The attached letter addresses concerns we have regarding public comments and

some questions regarding the upcoming hearing on the transfer station. | have included Dora so it
becomes part of the public record. Thank you for your assistance.

Peggy Norton, President
North Valley Coalition

www.savethebosque.org



October 26, 2015

TO: Peter Nicholls, Chair, and members of the Environmental Planning Commission
RE: Edith Waste Transfer Station Case #1010582

Dear EPC Commissioners:

| appreciate that you are confronted with a difficult case in this matter. The City staff is advising that

there are no other siting options. But from what I've read, this conclusion has been reached based on a
desire to cut costs and not increase garbage rates.

In my opinion, this siting decision disproportionately affects nearby neighborhoods and a broad segment
of the North Valley (and even areas beyond), in order to avoid increasing fees charged to solid waste
customers’ City-wide. However, the trash is being generated by customers City-wide. In my opinion, it is
more important to do this project in the right manner, even if more costly, then to cut costs and

implement a poor project. Increased costs can be shouldered broadly to minimize impacts on
households.

The traffic at the intersection of I-25, the frontage road, and Comanche is a mess, and not only at peak
hours. Peak hour traffic-like conditions at that intersection continue throughout most of the day and
into the evening. Congestion here affects many people, including those beyond the North Valley. Much
of the downtown traffic and UNM traffic trying to enter I-25 northbound is funneled to this intersection.
Adding a volume of new garbage trucks at this intersection, as would occur if this site is used for the
transfer station, seems incredulous. | find it hard to believe there is not a better site.

If in fact this is the decided-upon location, then circulation patterns to alleviate the impacts on the
nearby neighborhoods and streets (especially the Edith/Griegos intersection) and on bicyclists and
pedestrians needs to be carefully designed. | don’t have confidence that this has occurred since the
traffic study has not been completed. And | wonder whether there is a good design available.

Please give serious consideration to the health, safety and design issues raised in the HIA. This is an

important decision and if the City moves in the wrong direction, it could be a harmful and costly
mistake.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Very truly yours,
Susan Kelly
Susan Kelly

713 Camino Espaiiol NW

Albuguerque, NM 87107



Henﬂ, Dora L.

From: Jan Zimmerman <jzZimmerman34@comcast.net>

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2015 4:44 PM

To: Quevedo, Vicente M.; Henry, Dora L.

Subject: Project #1010582, Waste Transfer Station for EPC hearing on 11/5/15
Attachments: 102615 EPC comments re WTS for 110515.pdf

Importance: High

Attached please find my comments re Project 1010581, Waste Transfer Station for the EPC hearing on 11/5/15. Please
let me know if you have any problems opening the file. Thank you. Jan Zimmerman

Jan Zimmerman

4614 Sixth St. NW

Albuquerque, NM 87107

t: 505.344.4230

f: 877.836.1923

c: 505.259.2528

e: jzimmerman34@comcast.net

w: http://www.watermelonweb.com



Jan Zimmerman
4614 Sixth Street NW
Albuquerque, NM 87107

October 26, 2015

Mr. Peter Nicholls
Chairman, Environmental Planning Commission

City of Albuquerque Planning Department via email vquevedo@cabq.gov
RE: Project #1010582, Waste Transfer Station via email dhenry@cabg.gov

Dear Mr. Nicholls:

As a member of the Greater Gardner Neighborhood Association and an affected resident, I have
been following very closely the news of the Waste Transfer Station (WTS) proposed for the
current Solid Waste Facility at Comanche & Griegos NW. I am deeply opposed to this proposal
for all the reasons that many of my neighbors have already addressed. While I prefer that you
deny the requested zoning change and completely deny this proposal, I would like to suggest
additional conditions that should be imposed on the City of Albuquerque should the project be

remanded to the CoA for further study, and that the project be put on immediate hold until these
conditions have been met.

1. The CoA claims that this project would cost $37 million. This does not appear to include
costs for eminent domain to acquire property to the south of the proposed site,
reconstruction of the 125 Comanche on/off ramps, or any other mitigation or road
construction that might be required for sites immediately adjacent to the site or that will
be affected by changes in traffic volume. I respectfully suggest that the CoA be required
to provide a full and true accounting not only of immediate construction estimates, but

also of any other associated costs over the next 25 years so the EPC can appropriately
assess the cost/benefits of this proposal.

2. Whether deliberately or not, the $37 million cost is supposedly going to be borne only by
the CoA without any federal funding. Conveniently, this allows the CoA to forego the
need for an Environmental Impact Statement. I propose that the CoA be required to
submit the equivalent of an EIS prepared by an independent third-party, regardless of
whether federal funding is involved. (I find it difficult to believe that the CoA would self-
fund a reconstruction of the 125 Comanche on/off ramps.)

3. The CoA remains in denial of the issue of environmental justice regarding the
disproportionate impact of this proposal on a minority, low income community. I propose
that the CoA be required to provide a written defense of this proposal in accordance with

the New Mexico Environmental Justice Executive Order 2205-056 and the Report on
Environmental Justice in New Mexico.




4. 1find it depressing, but not surprising, that the CoA is willing to invest $37M on trash,

but not on its real treasure -- people. Therefore, I propose that this project, should it go
forward, be required to spend at least an equal amount of funding on improving the
infrastructure and social services available to the affected community. Such spending
might include not only affordable housing, roads, landscaping, lighting, library hours,
parks, and walking trails, but also funds to “make whole” affected residents and
businesses for loss of property values. It might also encompass after-school programs and
tutoring services, job training, high-speed, low-cost Internet services, small business
assistance, and whatever other services the community associations should suggest. The
community must be actively involved in selecting and determining the improvements it
wants. This is not an unusual request. There are a number of other success stories;
perhaps the most famous one is Dudley Street in Boston, whose *“Don't Dump On Us”
campaign closed down a trash transfer station while reinvigorating an economically-
disadvantaged community at the same time.
http://www.cpn.org/topics/community/dudly.html

http://www.dsni. org[dsm—hlstonc-tlmelm

http://thrdplace.com/blo i city-boston-residents-reinvent-their-

The CoA has a contract for community outreach and PR with Cooney Watson
specifically to “prove” that it has obtained community input (not that it has listened to
what the community as said). I request that the CoA be required to provide an equal
amount of funding to the affected neighborhood associations to cover their own costs of
outreach to affected residents, as well as their incurred costs for hiring legal experts,
traffic engineers, health impact analysts, and environmental consultants to assist the
community in providing an alternative point of view. The funding for the community

should equal or exceed all funds provided for outreach to Cooney Watson or any other
provider to date and in the future.

Finally, the affected neighborhoods have been asked to “take a bullet” for the rest of the
CoA. In fact, a member of city government had the patronizing effrontery to say at a
public meeting that “this [project] is for our own good.” Should this project go forward, I
proposed that all properties in the affected area be relieved of the need to pay any solid
waste fees in perpetuity. The fees on other properties in the CoA can be raised to make up

for any losses, as they are the direct beneficiaries of the negative impacts of this project
being visited solely on this area.

Respectfully submitted,

had

r
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Jan Zimmerman

Resident



Quevedo, Vicente M.

From: Kelly O'Donnell <kelly@odonnelleconomics.com>

Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2015 12:49 PM

To: Quevedo, Vicente M.

Cc: Kristine Suozzi; peggynorton@yahoo.com; Kitty Richards
Subject: Transfer Station Analysis

Attachments: WTS-EconomicAnalysis-040ct2015.pdf

Dear Mr Quevedo,

I submitted an economic analysis of the proposed Edith transfer station prior to the most recent, cancelled
meeting of the EPC, but it is not included in the materials on the website and I fear that it got lost in the
shuffle. Thave attached it to this email and I hope you will include it in the packet of materials provided to the
EPC members for the meeting next week. Thank you for your consideration.

All the best,
Kelly O'Donnell



To: Peter Nicholls, Chairman, City of Albuguerque Environmental Planning Commission

From: Kelly O’Donnell, PhD
Date: October 4, 2015

Re: Economic analysis of solid waste facility at 4600 Edith NE

Dear Mr, Chairman,

Thank you for the opportunity to share my analysis of the proposed transfer station at
4600 Edith with you and the members of the Commission. As an economist, | read
through the 2014 update of the Albuquerque Transfer Station Feasibility Analysis and the
recently submitted Project Narrative with great interest. Both documents contain a great
deal of useful information. | would like to highlight the following:

1. The project does not produce cost savings for the city unless the three existing
convenience centers are closed. City officials have repeated|y stated that the
convenience centers will remain open.

2. Full build-out of the proposed transfer station and solid waste facilities will cost
the City of Albuquerque and its residents $1.6 million in the first year of
operations and $3.2 million over the project’s life cycle.

3. Inlight of these facts, the assertions in the Feasibility Analysis and the Project
Narrative that the project will save the city money and prevent future trash
collection rate increases are inaccurate, and the reverse — that costs arising from

the project may expedite increases in trash disposal rates and convenience center
user fees — is more likely to be true.

In addition, it is important to note that:

1. Using the Edith site rather than purchasing a more suitable one does not save the
city $5 million as is stated in the Feasibility Analysis. The cost of using an asset is
the revenue foregone in not employing it elsewhere. The city’s land at 4600 Edith
is worth $3.2 million according to Bernalillo county assessor records.

2. Research on other, similar projects indicates that the transfer station may depress
property values within a 1.5 mile radius, reducing property tax revenue by
$232,000 and depleting home owner assets by $17.5 million.

3. The presence of a transfer station will undermine prospects for future
revitalization, commercial development and job growth in the neighborhood.

4. The negative health outcomes likely to result from the transfer station all impose
large costs on government and the community.



Full build-out will cost city residents $3.2 million

Full build-out of the proposed transfer station and solid waste facllities at 4600 Edith NE
will impose a $3.2 million net cost on the City of Albuguerque unless all other city

convenience centers are closed (updated Feasibility Analysis, p.10). City officials have
stated that all convenience centers will remain open.

The city’s cover memo to the 2014 Feasibility Analysis, states that “The primary goal of
bullding a waste transfer station is to reduce the cost of transporting waste to the
landfill.” If the WTS increases, rather than decreases, the city’s waste disposal costs, the
primary justification for developing the transfer station is eliminated. Further, in
responding to several of the policies and criteria from Resolution 270-1980, the
Albuquerque-Bernalillo Comprehensive Plan, and the North Valley Area Plan necessary
for a zone map amendment, the Project Narrative asserts that the project will “save the
city $75 million over 20 years,” and “forestall rate increases” for consumers. If, as the
feasibility analysls suggests, the project will impose a net cost on the city, these
statements are inaccurate and should be disregarded. In fact, by the logic of the Project

Narrative, costs arising from the project may expedite future increases in trash collection
rates and user fees,

Using the Edith site does not save the city $5 million

Contrary to the Feasibility Analysis, using the Edith site rather than purchasing more
suitable property will not save the city $5 million. The Feasibility Analysis recommends
that the site’s existing Solid Waste Department facilities be razed and rebuilt from the
ground up. Thus the Edith site has no inherent advantage over other sites and, although
it is already owned by the city, its use is not without cost. The cost to the city of using the
Edith site is the value of the site’s alternative uses. According to the county assessor, the
city property at 4600 Edith is worth $3.2 million. Presumably, the city could re-purpose,
sell or swap the Edith parcel. The net value of such transactions must be subtracted to
calculate the true value of using the site.

A transfer station may depress property values within a 1.5 mile radius,
reducing property tax revenue and depleting homeowner assets

Proximity to the noise, congestion, odors and toxicities of a facility processing 3 million
pounds of waste daily will likely reduce residential property values and thus property tax
revenue. Numerous studies in the US and abroad have demonstrated a negative
correlation between proximity to high volume waste sites and property values. This
research suggests that the transfer station will depress property values within a 1.5 mile
radius of the site, with properties closest to the station experiencing the greatest impact.
A 2005 meta-analysis concluded that the value of residential property immediately
adjacent to solid waste sites was depressed by an average of 12.9 percent while property
values one mile from the site were depressed by an average of 7 percent.| However, the



most definitive study of how waste transfer stations impact property values,

published in the journal Waste Management in 2007, found that transfer stations
impacted the value of residential property within a 1.8 mile radius. The impact on
property values decreased as distance from the facility increased, declining from roughly

9 percent within one-quarter mile of the facility to two percent at 1.4 miles from the
facility."

The impact on residential property values from Edith WTS was estimated by applying the
coefficients from the Waste Management study to geo-coded 2015 appraisal data from
the Bernalillo County assessor. The results are provided in Table 1.

The areas surrounding the site in which property values may be impacted are depicted in
Exhibit 1. The five concentric rings radiating outward from the site each correspond to a
percentage change in property value. The inner ring represents those properties within
one-quarter of a mile of the site. The value of these properties Is expected to decline by
9 percent as a result of the WTS. The outermost ring represents those properties within
1 mile and 1.5 miles of the site. Property values in this zone are expected to decline by 2

percent. Percentage declines in property value as a function of proximity to the site are
presented in Table 1.

There are 4,653 homes within 1.5 miles of the proposed transfer station with a combined
property value of approximately $594 million. If residential property values surrounding
the site decline at the rates documented in earlier research and listed in Table 1,
residents of the impacted area will lose $17.5 million in home value and local
governments will lose approximately $223,232 in annual property tax revenue.

Table 1: Edith Waste Transfer Station, Estimated Impacts on Residential
Property Values and Tax Revenue

Property
Distance Value Residential Property Value | Property Tax
from WTS Reduction Homes | Property Values | Reduction Reduction
1/4 mile 9% 3 $299,020 $26,912 $343
1/2 mile 8% 69 $6,913,941 $553,115 $7,058
3/4 mile 7% 392 544,362,132 $3,105,349 $39,624
1 mile 5% 905 598,466,774 $4,923,339 $62,822
11/2 mile 2% 3,284 $444,300,000 $8,886,000 $113,385
Total 4,653 $594,341,867 $17,494,715 $223,232
Source: Author calculations using geo-coded 2015 Bernalillo County Assessor data compiled by William Hudspeth.

It is very important to note that the analysis presented here considers only residential
property values, which constitute just 21 percent of property value in the vicinity of the
site. It is reasonable to expect the WTS to depress the value of some neighboring
commercial property, however, because research to-date has focused on residential




property values, there is no basis upon which to quantify the potential magnitude of
impacts on non-residential values.

Impact on household assets and homeowner net worth

Home equity Is the largest single asset held by most American households. Home value
may constitute the sole asset of many low-and moderate-income homeowners in the
area of the proposed transfer station. Assets provide financial stability to families living
paycheck-to-paycheck, enabling them to weather a temporary lay-off or health crisis
without triggering the downward financlal spiral that can easily culminate in
homelessness. A several percent reduction in home value could significantly deplete or
even eliminate net worth for many neighborhood families. If the presence of the transfer
station forecloses future opportunities for neighborhood revitalization, the impact on
property values and home equity may be compounded over time.



Location of Parcels within Zones based on Distance
from Proposed Site of the North Valley Waste Transfer
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A transfer station may undermine future revitalization and job growth

The area likely to be impacted by the transfer station is home to over 500 private
businesses including retailers, professional services, food manufacturers, warehousing,

distribution, and government services with over 16,000 proprietors and employees and
payrolls in excess of $272 million."



These businesses may experience declining property values, diminished productivity due
to traffic congestion and reduced retail sales as the neighborhood environment is
degraded. In addition, by damaging the public perception of the surrounding
neighborhoods, the transfer station is likely to diminish the community’s future prospects
for economic development and revitalization.

Health impacts impose high costs on government and the community.

The Health Impact Assessment of the transfer station provides an inventory of possible
health consequences, all of which impose costs in the form of lost productivity, increased
utilization of the healthcare and emergency response systems, and greater dependence

on the soclal safety net. These costs are potentially quite large, but also difficult to
forecast.

The more readily estimated tax revenue and employment impacts presented in this
memo should be regarded as lower bound estimates of total cost, both because they
exclude the aforementioned health impacts and because they do not account for
reduced commercial property values or other business impacts.

In conclusion, reducing the cost of solid waste disposal through development of a new
transfer station is a laudable objective that warrants further study. However, waste
facilities such as the waste transfer station contemplated at 4600 Edith NE generate
numerous negative externalities. It is therefore essential that the benefits and costs of
any siting decision be weighed extremely carefully. Potential costs unaccounted for in
the 2014 update of the transfer station feasibility study commissioned by the City of
Albuguerque Solid Waste Department include $17.5 million in lost home values, job and
productivity losses due to traffic congestion and environmental degradation, and a
$232,232 reduction in annual property tax revenue.

Sincerely,

K’e## O'Donnell, PhD

"Braden, J,, Feng, X., Won, D. (2011). Waste sites and property values: A meta-analysis. Environmental and

§ Eschet, T., Baron, M., Schecter, M., Ayalon, O. (2007). Measuring externalities of waste-transfer station
using hedonoic prices: Case study: Israel. Waste Management. 27 (5).

us. Department of Commerce, County Business Patterns, 2013 by Zip Code, portions of 87107, 87102,
87104, and 87197 corresponding to census tracts 30.01, 30.02, 3100, and 2900



guevedo, Vicente M.

From: Victoria Padilla <victoria@juntos-newmexico.org>
Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2015 11;52 AM

To: Quevedo, Vicente M.

Subject: project #1010582

Regarding the proposed Waste Transfer Station in the North Valley of Albuquerque I would like to go on the
record for strongly oppose this project.

I am a resident of the North Valley, a mother of preschooler, and a life long New Mexican. I have stood by and
seen my community deal with a variety of pollutants. Our water, air and soil are contaminated from industries
similar this waste station.

My community has suffered long enough and now I am standing up to fight for my danghters environment.
The North Valley is filled with low income people of color who will be dealing with the smell and mess of the
proposed waste station. The people of this community have been here far longer than industry, and we demand
environmental justice for our land. We deserve to have clean and safe places to live and play.

Please consider finding a new location, the money saved in convenience costs for this proposed location will
ultimately be paid in health expenses for this community.

Thank You
Victoria Padilla

1333 Arcadian Trl NW
Albuquerque NM, 87107
505-319-3492
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West Mesa Neighborhood Association '
P. O. Box 12322

A Albuguerque, New Mexico 87195-0322
N oood  West Mesa Neighborkiood Association (WMNA) Boundaries:

Southern-Central Avenue NW plus 1 block south for Businesses;

l}‘idr In Community Northern-Interstate 40 (1-40);
‘Western-Coors Boulevard NW plus 1 block west for Businesses;
Eastern-Yucca Drive NW-L3 Bajada NW-Atrisco Drive NW

Louis Tafoya, President -
Mike Quintana, Vice President
Dee Silva, Treasurer
Vanessa Alarid, Secretary
October 28, 2014
Mr. James Gannon, CEQ Catholic Charities
3301 Candelaria Road NE Suite B
Albuguerque, NM 87107 '

SUBJECT: Letter of support to Catholic Charities for the development of about 3 acres of vacant land into a rental
housing development for seniors behind Fire Station # 7 between 57th Street and 58" Street NW,
Albuquerque i

Dear Mr. Gannon;

My name is Louis Tafoya, and | am the President of the West Mesa Neighborhood Association. | attended the
informational meeting held on October 21 hosted by Catholic Charities regarding your response to the City of
Albuguerque’s Senior Housing Request for Proposal, RFP-DFCS-14-01, for the city-owned land located within the
boundaries of the West Mesa Nelghborhood Association behind Fire Station # 7 between 57th Street NW and 58th
Street NW, Albuquergue, New Mexico. '

The West Mesa Neighborhood Association Board of Directors were briefed on the plans that Catholic Charities had for
the vacant 3 acres, and they unanimously agreed to support Catholic Charities in their effort.

We believe the Catholic Charities proposal incorporates design features that will integrate well into the existing
community. The community garden and the open layout of the site plan will maintain the neighborhood feel that is
prevalent in the immediate vicinity of this project which is composed almost entirely of single-family homes.

We believe the Catholic Charities project will greatly enhance the area and will be a significant investment in the future
of the West Mesa neighborhood and we enthusiastically support your efforts to redevelop the site into a mixed-income
senior housing community.

Sincerely,

;e.émr e

President, West Mesa Neighborhood Association
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Quevedo, Vicente M.

From: Joan Brown,osf <joankansas@swcp.com>

Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2015 7:42 AM

To: Henry, Dora L.; Quevedo, Vicente M.; joan m brown
Subject: Project #1010582

Regarding the Waste Transfer Station proposed for the North Valley of Albuquerque, | go on record opposing
this project for many reasons

including:

*The health concemns caused by air pollution, especially in light of increased climate change and weather
events.

*Concerns for water quality that can be impaired in a neighborhood from run off and extreme weather events
*Noise pollution to the residents and businesses living in the area *Protocol for vetting the project has not
been followed *Cumulative environmental and health concerns have not been followed *The citing of the
facllity is an environmental justice concern *No other locations were considered *The city does not have an

overall waste management plant, which should include reducing the waste stream and protecting the health
and welfare of the community and the earth.

Peace and good,
Sr. Joan Brown,osf

-

Joan Brown,osf
Executive Director
New Mexico Interfaith Power and Light (NMIPL)

New Mexico Interfaith Power and Light
PO Box 27162

Albuguerque, NM 87125
505-266-6966 www.nm-ipl.org info@nme-ipl.org

1004 Major Ave. NW.
Albuquerque, NM 87107

joanbrown@nm-ipl.org

“There is no inner world without the outer world.” Thomas Berry, Author of The Great Work



guevedo, Vicente M. -

From: Kitty Richards <kittyrichardsl@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2015 7:01 AM

To: Quevedo, Vicente M.

Ce: Kristine Suozzi

Subject: revised EPC submittal - EHD's rebuttal to our HIA
Attachments: Final response to EHD's rebuttal of HIA 10-6-15.docx
Good morning Mr. Quevedo,

Can you please substitute this final version of our responses to EHD's rebuttal of the HIA with the document I
sent to you yesterday at 10:24 p.m. and submit to the EPC record.
Thank you so much.

Sincerely,
Kitty Richards, MS, MPH
(505) 715-1597



To: Vicente M. Quevedo, EPC Staff Planner, COA Planning Department

From: Bill Hudspeth, Ph.D., Kelly O’Donnell, Ph.D,, Kitty Richards, MS, MPH, and
Kristine Suozzi, MS, Ph.D.

Subject: COA, Environmental Health Department’s (EHD) rebuttal of the North
Valley Health Impact Assessment of the Proposed Edith Transfer Station (HIA)

We strongly disagree with EHD’s rebuttal to our HIA and address EHD's rebuttal,
dated September 23, 2015, in the order in which they appear in their document.

SUMMARY

1. The HIA was conducted to research the potential health impacts of the ETS to
residents living in adjacent neighborhoods. While the EHD'’s rebuttal of the
HIA leads one to believe the ETS will benefit the health of residents living in
neighborhoods adjacent to the ETS or that there is an absence of residents
living nearby because the site is zoned industrial, HIA findings suggest
otherwise. HIA findings: 1) demonstrate negative impacts to residents living
adjacent to the proposed ETS site; and 2) provide evidence of residents living
less than 100 feet from the perimeter of the ETS site. Therefore, the
proposed zone change to special use will be harmful to residents of the
adjacent neighborhoods and requirement E of Enactment 270-1980 is unmet.
According to Enactment 270-1980 it is up to the applicant, in this case the
COA, to demonstrate that the zone change would not be harmful to adjacent
property, the neighborhood, or the community. While the applicant (the
COA) claims that methods used to develop HIA findings are not scientific and
suggests the ETS will not adversely affect the health of residents or property
owners living or operating in neighborhoods adjacent to the ETS site, the
applicant has failed to provide evidence to back up this faulty assertion as
required by Enactment 270-1980.

2. In spite of a suggestion made by EHD to the contrary, no where does the HIA
state a causal effect between a risk factor and a health outcome, instead the
HIA appropriately provides evidence of strong associations between one, or
several risk factors, and a health outcome based on peer-reviewed literature.
In fact, section headings describing the associations between a subject risk
factor and health outcome are labeled, Association.

3. While EHD’s rebuttal states that there are no health disparities among
minorities of the impacted community, analysis of health data obtained from
the New Mexico Department of Health’s Indicator-Based Surveillance System
at New Mexico Department of Health Small Area geography supports our HIA
findings.

4. While we are pleased that there will be extensive design and operational
elements to address some environmental issues, these are only within the
site’s boundaries in general and the enclosed facility in particular.
Further, at the time of HIA submission, design and operational elements
had not been drafted, much less finalized. As public health practitioners,
we are the most concerned about the effects of the ETS on the health of



adjacent neighborhoods, outside of the boundaries of the proposed ETS
and how these effects might exacerbate the existing health disparities.

5. While the COA, and their contractors, anticipate design and operational
elements developed for the ETS will meet the capacity needs in terms of
garbage quantities, mistakes can and do happen resulting in catastrophic
health consequences. Such was the case for another waste transfer station
(WTS) named Rainbow, which was designed by the COA’s contractor JR
Miller, and located in Huntington Beach, CA. Hailed by the COA as a state-of-
the-art facility during a COA sponsored public meeting, sheer quantities of
garbage quickly outpaced the design capacity of Rainbow resulting in the
processing of garbage outside of an enclosure (which was not supposed to
happen) and numerous violations. Complaints of illness resulting from odors,
dust, noise, traffic, and bird feces followed. The Santa Ana Superior Court

recently ruled in favor of the Ocean View School District’s lawsuit against the
company.

GENERAL

1. While the EHD’s rebuttal insinuates there was no opportunity for COA’s input
to the HIA, the COA, and their contractors, were fully aware of the conduct of
the HIA and could have requested to participate at any time. The EHD’s
rebuttal further insinuates the HIA Committee was comprised of special
interests. HIA meetings were open meetings and advertised widely through
several announcements sent out via list-serves and at COA and North Valley
Coalition sponsored meetings regarding the ETS. It is ironic the EHD
suggests the HIA Committee was comprised of special interests when
members of the EHD are COA employees whose role as both staff reviewers
and employees of the applicant presents a conflict of interest.

2. While the EHD’s rebuttal suggests HIA authors abandoned HIA guidelines
and introduced bias into their research. HIA methods, including definition of
the geographic boundaries of impacted neighborhoods, questions posed, risk
factor and health outcome pathways, data selection, and data limitations
were clearly delineated in the Screening and Scoping Sections of the HIA.
Additionally, as stated in a letter to the EPC dated October 5,2015 from Dr.
Rajiv Bhatia, a pioneer in the HIA field, HIA authors followed HIA guidelines.
In the spirit of HIA guidelines, community representation and collaboration
were encouraged, as was the consideration of health inequities. Researchers
working in the health assessment field have long recognized the importance
peer reviewed literature as well as the inclusion of residents’ knowledge of
the community in which they live. The HIA Committee completed a scoping
grid and decided which questions and concerns they wanted to address.
These questions and concerns drove the data selection process. Several HIA
Committee meetings were held to decide on the geographic boundaries of the
impacted community. Because health data are aggregated into New Mexico
Department of Health Small Areas, residents decided on four census tracts
that were comprised of residents whose neighborhood were located nearby
or adjacent to the ETS site. These census tracts comprise New Mexico



Department of Health’s Small Area 19. As with any dataset there are always
limitations, these limitations are described throughout the HIA as data are
presented.

. We take incredible insult to EHD’s assertions that we have intentionally
manipulated data sources, that data provided does not pertain to the
geographic area of interest or locality, or that we have in some way mislead
our audience. We are professionals who are highly esteemed by other
professionals in our field, have dedicated our lives to the health of our
population, have worked in the public health field for most of our careers,
and who have asked other equally esteemed health professionals to review
and critique our work. As evidenced through a sign-off of four prominent
health professionals as reviewers to the HIA, the HIA is scientifically valid
and credible. As professionals who abide by HIA guidelines, we have not
exaggerated health risks. We followed epidemiologic principles and refer to
associations, not causality. Associations between risk factors and health
outcomes are based on peer-reviewed literature and are clearly labeled in
the HIA as such. Further, the HIA clearly labels Existing Conditions, based on
data sources that pertain to the geographic area of interest, as well as
Predicted Health Outcomes based on peer reviewed literature, community
knowledge, data sources, and our own professional expertise in public health.
. Although the EHD’s rebuttal suggests the activities of the ETS will be similar
to activities occurring at the site of the current Solid Waste Department
(SWD), evidence presented in Fact Sheets disseminated by the COA suggests
a different scenario. At present, activities at the site consist of fleet fueling,
fleet maintenance, fleet parking, and administrative activities. Activities
associated with the ETS are far more significant in terms of environmental
and health impacts as well as land use intensity. Activities will include
garbage dumping by collection vehicles, garbage transport by semi-trucks, a
convenience center and related self-haul private vehicle traffic, a household
hazardous waste facility, and the processing and tipping of up to 5 million
pounds of garbage per day. This more intensive land use is likely the reason
that the current M-1 heavy industrial zone prohibits waste transfer stations
and requires a zone change to special use.

. EHD’s rebuttal suggests that we are attempting to coerce our audience into
opposing the COAs request for a zone change by saying that the health
disparities among minorities of the impacted community are attributed to
environmental exposures. Throughout the HIA, we clearly state that health
disparities exhibited among minorities of the impacted community are
attributed to existing environmental and non-environmental risk factors.
The EHD seems to have missed our point that: a) regardless of