December 8, 2008

Andy Marcuccio, Environmental Analyst

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
Region 4 Headquarters

1130 North Westcott Road

Schenectady, Mew York 12306

RE:  Rapp Road Landfill Eastern Expansion SDEIS
Dear Mr. Marcuccio;

The Albany Pine Bush Preserve Commission has received a complete copy of the application
materials for the above referenced project. The Commission’s Technical Committee and staff
have reviewed the plans and offer the foiiﬁwiﬂg comments for the Department’s consideration.
The City has clearly taken significant effort in preparing SDEIS, and the Project Description
gmv;ées a thorough discussion of the expansion alternatives.

The Albany Pine Bush represeﬁts the best remammg exampin of an inland pitch pine - scrub
oak barrens and is home to a variety of rare and declining species, including threatened and

. endangered species (APBPC 2002) and 45 Species of Greatest Conservation Need. The
Preserve and the Albany Pine Bush Preserve Commission were established by the New York
State Legislature to create and manage a viable Preserve. The 2002 Management Plan and Final
Environmental Impact Statement for the Albany Pine Bush Preserve, outlines the Commission’s
vision for fulfilling Environmental Conservation Law Article 46, and was umanimously adopted
by Commission members, including the City of Albany, in April 2002,

The Albany Pine Bush Preserve Commission, its Technical Committee and staff have met with
the City of Albany and its consultants on several occasions to discuss various Rapp Road
Landfill expansion alternatives. The Commission does not support another expansion of the
Rapp Road landfill facility. We do however, appreciate the City’s proactive cooperation with
us and the Department. These efforts have identified several potential options for solid waste
management in the City of Albany including various landfill expansion alternatives and
potential measures to offset some of the associated impacts with the proposal.

It is important to note that the current proposal is the fifth such expansion in the last 20 vears.
Like previous landfill expansions (AIL, AIL extension, wedge and P-4) this proposal will result
* in the irreplaceable loss of Pine Bush habitat and/or have potentially negative impacts on plants
and animals protected in the Albany Pine Bush Preserve, and affect the quality of the experience
for Preserve visitors. The described mitigation measures for these potentially significant
impacts rely heavily on a plan to restore Pine Bush habitat on and surrounding the landfill once
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it is closed. The {iommission believes that additional information and actions are needed, specificaliy:

Mitigate loss of Pine Bush habitat

The City’s proposal to remove more than 15 acres of current and restorable Pine Bush habitat fo expand
the landfill will result in an irreplaceable loss of habitat. This majority of this acreage (13 acres) is in the
expansion area and is ranked “full protection” in the Commission’s 2002 Management Plan and Final
Environmental Impact Statement. The habitat restoration plan will attempt to offset cumulative
fragmentation impacts of all previous landfill operations, but it does not replace lost acres, Similarly, the
expansion will result in a loss of an easement held by DEC for public access and recreation. Any loss of
land or this easement should be replaced at a 2:1 ratio. Replacement acreage should be nearby and of
equal or greater ecological and economic value to the lost acreage and this value should be certified by
DEC and the Commission. We note that in 2000, as part of the current P4 permit, the City was required
to purchase the 60-acre Fox Run trailer park property (40 acres Pine Bush + 20 acres restorable land), and
in 2000 the P4 expansion did not result in the direct loss of Pine Bush habitat.

Protection of all City-owned Pine Bush lands

The Commission appreciates and welcomes that the SDEIS contemplates the transfer of City owned
parcels surrounding the landfill to the Department or the Commission. A transfer, dedication, or
conveyance of an Article 49 NYS conservation easement to DEC and/or the Commission is needed to
encumber alf City-owned lands adjacent to the landfill site and prevent any future expansions. All
previous expansions were accompanied with an assertion that no further expansions would be
contemplated. However, those commitments were repeatedly violated.

Tipping Fee mitigation .

Tipping fee mitigation has been used previously to offset a number of landfill impacts by funding
ecological and recreational management of the Preserve. Based on the SDEIS and our experience, the
proposed expansion is likely to increase noise, odors, and visual impacts on the Preserve, especially as
they relate to Preserve visitors. The expansion will also likely result in increased impacts to some of the
45 wildlife Species of Greatest Conservation Need found in the Preserve. Mitigating impacts on Preserve
visitors needs to be addressed, but is not. Lastly, considerable resources will be required for the long-term
management and monitoring prescribed for the habitat restoration area. - “

Visitor Impacts: The SDEIS conclusion that the visual impacts of the proposed expansion will not
be significantly greater than the existing facility is erroncous. Currently the landfill is visible
only from the Karner Barrens East section of the Preserve, but at maximum height the castern
expansion alternative will be visible from the Karner Barrens East, Karner Barrens West, Kings
Road Barrens, Rapp Road Barrens, and Blueberry Hill sections of the Preserve as well as many
roads and other areas of the Pine Bush. As the height of the operating landfill grows, the
increasingly unobstructed view will also increase the vulnerability of the surrounding areas to
landfill noise. Landfill odors also remain a concem. It is important to note that these impacts will
occur at a time when Preserve visitation s substantially increasing due to education and outreach
efforts at the Discovery Cen’t%r, and as habitat restoration in the Preserve is rapidly replacing
forest cover with open barrens. : ‘

Ecological Impacts: The restoration plan (SDEIS Appendix D) assertion that conversion of the
expansion area to landfill, and the work necessary to restore, mitigate and enhance natural
communities in the Restoration Area will have no significant on any rare, threatened or
endangered species cannot be supported by the information provided and is erroncous. The
applicant has characterized the restoration and expansion areas as highly degraded, but that does
not mean these areas cannot/do not support rare plant and animal species. Since these areas are
surrounded by high quality pitch pine-scrub oak barrens known to support many rare species,



some of which have been observed adjacent and within the SDEIS Study Area, it is highly
probable that rare, declining. and/or listed species use the restoration and expansion areas.
Additionally, the restoration area is located within protected Preserve and the expansion area is
surrounded by protected lands, therefore all plant and animal species in these ateas are considered
protected. Since the applicant did not conduct any systematic surveys for wildlife species as part
of the SDEIS, the SDEIS is inadequate in identifying potentially significant adverse impacts to

» listed animals and wildlife Species of Greatest Conservation Need identified in the
Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy for New York State.

The expansion will not only remove upland and wetland habitat, but alss impact adjacent

Preserve areas and areas slated for restoration. Many of these areas support rare, declining and
vulnerable species. For example, the SDEIS identified blue lupine sites occupied with the state
threatened frosted elfin butterfly. These areas and a portion of the restoration area are also within
the limits of endangered Karner blue butterfly habitat. However, the degree to which the site may
support occupied Karner blue butterfly habitat can only be ascertained by US Fish and Wildlife
Service biologists. An on-site consultation with the USF& WS and DEC-Endangered Species Unit
is essential to determining the extent of occupied habitat and the potential impacts of the

proposed project on those listed species. Likewise Species of Greatest Conservation Need
including, eastern hognose snake, spadefoot toad, Fowler’s toad, Jefferson salamander complex,
spotted turtle, persius dusky-wing skipper, mottled dusky-wing skipper, American woodcock,
prairie warbler, alder flycatcher, brown thrasher, eastern towhee, black-billed and vellow-billed
cuckoos, whip-poor-will, wood thrush, scarlet tanager, ruffed grouse and blue-winged warbler
have all been observed by Commission staff within the SDEIS study area; many have been
observed in the restoration area. While the restoration plan has the potential to aid the long-term
conservation of these species, mitigation is needed to offset the likely significant short-term
impacts associated with the expansion and operation of the landfill.,

The SDEIS suggests that the mitigation rate for Preserve management will be negotiated with the

_ Commission. The Commission believes that the rate needs fo be determined as part of the SEQRA
process in order to ensure that it will be adequate to mitigate landfill impacts described. The City has
previously provided the Commission with mitigation fees based on the amount of trash deposited in the
landfill. The mitigation fee rate, however, has varied over time and is currently $0.75/ton. Prior to the P-
4 expansion, the mitigation was $1.33/ton. Mitigation needs to follow a standard percentage of the
landfill’s gross receipts, not simply a per ton rate. When the Commission was receiving the $1.33/ton, it
equated approximately 2.66% of the landfill's gross receipts in late 1999, therefore, based on a much
better understanding of the impacts and the Preserve’s management needs, it is reasonable that the
Commission receive 3 to 4% of the landfill’s gross receipts. :

Habitat Restoration Project S
Commission staff are currently reviewing the Restoration Plan in greater detail, but provide the following
general comments. Additional detailed comments will be provided under separate cover. The SDEIS
accurately acknowledges that fragmentation of Pine Bush habitat is one of the most significant cumulative
impacts associated with previous, existing and proposed Rapp Road landfill operations. If it can be
successfully implemented and maintained, the proposed habitat restoration plan may reverse some of
these effects by linking Kamer Barrens East and the Rapp Road Barrens with functional Pine Bush

" habitat; habitat that may benefit the Preserve’s ecological and recreational objectives. However, while the
plan represents a good intention to mitigate significant negative impacts of another landfill expansion, it is
imperative that funding and other logistical considerations of the restoration plan be determined during
the SEQRA process if that mitigative intent is to be realized consistent with SEQRA. Theremustbe a
'means of assuring that the restoration project will be fully implemented and maintained byan
appropriately qualified team of restoration ecologists and engineers, with appropriate ongoing



oversight/cooperation by both Department and Commission staff. Work in the restoration area and other
Preserve lands will require a Temporary Revocable Permit from the Commission, coordination with
Commission staff, and on-site approval prior to implementing each phase of restoration/enhancement .

The Commission desires that the habitat restoration plan primarily focus on maximizing the restoration of
Karner blue butterfly (Kbb) habitat in all applicable upland areas, while mitigating impacts and restoring
all plant communities to the satisfaction of DEC and the Army Corps of Engineers, All applicable upland
» soils including Colonie, Elnora, and Stafford soils (i.e. non-wetland) should be restored to an open
savannah of grassy-shrubland (Pitch pine-scrub oak barrens) that supports suitable Karner blue butterfly
habitat as defined by NYS Karner blue butterfly Recovery Team (attached). For example, restoring wet
meadow may be appropriate for shallow wet, sandy soils. The extent of Appalachian Oak Pine Forest
(areas 4-B and 10 on fig. 2-5) needs to be substantially reduced; closed canopy forest is only desirable as
a buffer along the Thruway, Rapp Road, and forested wetlands. Nearly all of areas “107and “4-B” should
be significantly thinned and restored to an open canopy grassy shrubland habitat (pitch pine~scrub oak
barrens) capable of supporting suitable Kbb habitat. The “stepping stones” illustrated in area 1-F should
be eliminated. Additionally it should be noted that the reference wetland “bog” community is a high
quality, state protected wetland and is classified as a pine barrens vernal pond (PBVP) in Edinger et al.,
2001, and Bried and Edinger, in press. A single large PBVP is desired where 2 small “bogs™ are
illustrated on figure 2-5. Lastly, seeding and seedling rates will need to be revised considerably.
Understanding that habitat restoration is a process, it may be desirable to plant larger quantities of fewer
herbaceous species, while still facilitating the long term restoration of these lands and the recovery of the
Karner blue butterfly. i

Funding: Within the SEQRA process the City should identify bonding or other means necessary
to fully assure DEC, the Commission, and the public at-large that the restoration work will be
completed and maintained as proposed.  The Commission is reminded that it took over 6 years
for the City to dedicate the Fox Run trailer park, despite being required by (the P-4 expansion)
permit to do so immediately upon closing of the property. Additionally, previous attempts at
restoring Pine Bush habitat on the landfill have not been successful.

Contractor Qualifications: Applied Ecological Services appears to have prepared a thoroughly
researched and detailed habitat restoration plan. However, this plan can only be successful in
mitigating the cumulative impacts of the landfill if it is successfully implemented. The City
should utilize the SEQRA process to identify the contractor qualifications necessary to make the
restoration plan successful. Additionally, a Habitat Management Plan Team consisting of
Commission, DEC, and Landfill scientists/representatives should be established to review and
select habitat restoration contractors. Lastly a Habitat Management Plan coordinator should be
established to provide on-site supervision for restoration and post restoration monitoring.

Oversight: A Habitat Management Plan Team should also be established to oversee the final
preparation of a detailed Habitat Restoration Plan as described in Appendix D. This plan needs to
clarify all logistical and scientific details necessary to successfully implement and maintain the
Habitat Restoration Plan outlined in the SDEIS. If the expansion is approved and the restoration
project is implemented, the City must be responsible for implementing and providing general
oversight to the consultants that the work is being completed. However, the scientists within the
Department and Commission must be involved. Previous (small scale) restoration projects
associated with the landfill have not been carried out fully, were unsuccessful and did not include
appropriate representation by DEC and Commission science staff. The restoration plan should
include a detailed invasives species management plan that identifies how existing and future
infestations of invasive species (plants, pests, pathogens) will be controlled and eradicated. The
Habitat Management Plan should identify short and long-term habitat management strategies,



including the use of prescribed fire. All plant species used to implement the Habitat Restoration
Plan must be native (non-native species must not be used) to the Pine Bush and all plant material
must originate from northeastern genetic stcck (seedsfczzttmgsfetc ), preferably within a 50 mile
radius of the ?reserve

Additional information needed but not addressed in the SDEIS:

Mobile Home Park Residents: The SDEIS does not address how the existing residents, including
one life-estate and the infrastructure for the housing will impact the restoration plan. These
details need to be determined as part of the SDEIS.

Topography: The €xpansion area includes a substantial Pine Bush sand dune. Mitigation
measures to offset the removal of this dune need to be iéenﬁﬁed.

Lastly, the Commission is concered that the SDEIS does not sufficiently detail the City’s long-
term responsibilities for the closed landfill. What are the City’s responsibilities and for how long
- will they be raspcﬁssbie for the landfill once it is fi nally closed?

Thank you f{}r the appmﬁumty o pmv:c}e these comments. Weare appmczatzve of the City of Aibany s
continued support of the Commission including its conservation efforts in creating a viable Albany Pine
Bush Preserve. Our efforts to balance economic development and conservation within the Pine Bush are
only successful when all members of the Commission actively participate in their implementation.  If
you need additional mf@rmat;oa, please do not hesitate 16 contact me. '

Sincerely,

Neil A. Gifford
Conservation Director

ce: Mr. Gene Kelly, Director, NYSDEC Region 4
Mr. Christopher A. Hawver, Executive Director, APBPC
APBPC Technical Committee Members




CITIZENS’ ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION®*
SAVE THE PINE BUSH

December 12, 2008

Angelo Marcuccio, Environmental Analyst

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
Region 4 Headquarters

1130 North Westcott Road

Schenectady, NY 12306

Re: Comments regarding an Environmental Impact Statement for Rapp Rd. Landfill
Lateral Expansion, Permit applications for the Same, and a Solid Waste Management
Maodification.

Dear Mr. Marcuccio,

It is essential that DEC acknowledge that many substantive issues were raised at the
hearing on December 3", issues that address whether this landfill expansion can be
permitted at all under existing law and regulations. Community participants have raised
issues that prohibit landfill siting in the proposed location. In addition participants have
raised major issues related to serious environmental impacts that would occur if this
permit was authorized. Finally significant process issues have hindered the ability of the
public to have meaningful input related to this application. For example, there was no
public meeting held on the voluminous materials provided so that the public could ask
questions and seek clarification on aspects of the application and the SWMP
modification. Albany officials declined to provide a public meeting. At the time of the
original public notice the SWMP modification was not available on the Albany landfill
website. It was added weeks later upon notification of DEC that this was missing. DEC
did not control Albany’s website and the release of information and as a result there were
major deficiencies, including the enormous size of the files which were difficuit or
impossible to download even with a high speed internet connection. The draft solid waste
permit has not yet been completed by DEC and therefore was not available for review.
Finally, a Freedom of Information request is only being honored by DEC after the
deadline for comments, further limiting informed public involvement. DEC should have
required Albany officials to hold a public meeting for a project of this magnitude and
impact, so that the public can ask questions and fully understand the proposal. The only
presentation, which took place at the Dec 3™ hearing, was a situation in which
consultants to the City represented the total expenditures for landfill capping and closure
as being somehow an environmental benefit program for restoration of the Pine Bush.
While the City is actually proposing to dump more garbage in and damage a unique
environmental area, funds required for closing and capping every landfill were
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misrepresented as an extra environmental benefit program tied to restoring a unique
environmental area. DEC should have corrected this false statement at the hearing.

Instead of insisting that adequate public opportunities were provided to comment on a
major action that has major impacts on a unique environmental area and the public, what
we have seen is an effort to push this application through the process and hinder public
involvement. We believe several things are essential at this point. An extension of the
public comment period is essential — for 60 days. An informational public meeting must
be held by the City of a minimum of 4 hours in length with plenty of opportunity for
questions. The SWMP modification, the EIS and the permits should all be presented at
the meeting. The DEC should be present so that the public can also ask questions of the
state agency. These meetings should not be held until several weeks after the public has
been able to access the information requested under the FOIL request.

A new notice should be published providing the information about the extended public
comment period, the availability of the proposed draft solid waste permit and date of the
formal Issues Conference, so the public can bring expert witnesses. In our testimony on
Dec. 3 we also noted that the demonstration of stability was missing in the documents.
If the demonstration of stability for the landfill was submitted by the City to DEC we
would appreciate being notified of this and provided with a copy of the document.

§360-2.12 Landfill siting This section of DEC regulations addresses landfill siting
requirements for new landfills and lateral and vertical expansions of existing landfills.
Landfills cannot be sited over principal aquifers; they are prohibited from being sited
where there are wetlands and endangered or threatened species; they must be sited where
the underlying soils are sufficiently stable to support the landfill.

Landfill siting over a primary aquifer. The commissioner was given limited authority
during the transition to these regulations to allow an expansion of an existing landfill over
an aquifer — but this exception prohibits operation of a landfill expansion beyond 1995.
See §360-2.12¢) 1} 1)

New landfills and lateral expansions shall not be located in federally regulared wetlands.
unless the appropriate permits are obtained from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. See
§360-2.12 ¢} 8). The site has 5-7 acres of wetlands that would be filled and 31 acres of
adjacent wetlands that would be impacted by work at the site and water runoff. This is
documented in the Positive Declaration issued by DEC January 22, 2007,

Endangered and threatened species as well as critical habitat are listed as factors that
prohibit the siting of landfills. (360-1.7 2) 2) ) A memo from consultants to the City,
Applied Ecological Services dated Dec. 5, 2006, identifies the site as Globally imperiled
throughout its range due to its rarity or highly vulnerable to extinction due to biological
factors and also critically imperiled in New York. The Jan.22, 207 positive declaration by
DEC mentions endangered species (Karner Blue butterfly).
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A landfill must not be located in unstable areas where inadeguate support for the structural
components of the landfill exists or where changes in the substrate below or adjacent to the
landfill are capable of impairing the itegrity of some or all of the landfill structural
components responsible for preventing releases from a landfill. §360-2.12 ¢y 4) New
landfills and lateral expansions must be sited in locations where the site itself can be
demonstrated to be stable with a minimum factor of safety of 2.00 for bearing capacity
and settlement of the subbase at full load conditions. The city of Albany has not made a
demonstration of stability for this landfill site. However, their own analysis reports only
sand, silt and muck at the site. No soil borings found bedrock. The proposed height of
470 feet raises the concern about adequate stability.

When a landfill is found to be leaching contaminants it is supposed to enter a corrective
remediation phase to evaluate the extent of contamination and appropriate remedies. All
measures including cessation of garbage disposal are to be considered under federal
landfill requirements. This landfill has already leaked into this unique environment and
impacted the aquifer. Rather than enter a remediation phase, which has specific detailed
requirements, the City seeks a variance to dump some more over the aquifer, arguing that
because they already contaminated the aquifer it cannot be used. This is like rewarding
criminals for their crimes, rather than punishment or restitution.

§360-2.12 ¢) (5) Unmonitorable or unremediable areas. New landfills must not be located in
areas where environmental monitoring and site remediation cannot be conducted.
Hdentification of these areas must be based upon ability to sufficiently characrerize
groundwater and surface water flow to locate upgradient and downgradient direciions:
ability to place environmental monitoring points which will detect releases from the landfill:



ability to characterize and define a release from the landfill and determine whar correciive
wrions mav be necessary: and the ability to carry out those corrective actions.

The City of Albany seeks a variance because of the presence of an aquifer at the site.
Under Part 360 variances have detaiied requirements, which represent a high hurdle for
the City of Albany to meet. It would appear that the City knew it could not meet tnese
requirements and so chose to ignore them by merely asking for a variance.

§360-1.7 (c) Variances.

(1) Unless otherwise precluded by law, the department may, upon written application
JSrom any person who is subject to this Part, grant a variance from one or more specific
provisions of this Part under the conditions set forth in this subdivision. In any even, no
variance will be granted which would authorize a municipal solid waste landfill to be
designed, constructed or operated af standards less stringent than those defined under 40
CFR Part 238, Criteria For Municipal Solid Waste Landjfills.

(2} Fvery application for a variance must:
(i) identify the specific provisions of this Part from which a variance is sought;

~ (1i) demonsirate that compliance with the identified provisions would, on the basis of
conditions unique to the person's particular situation, tend to impose an unreasonablz
economic, technological or safety burden on the person or the public: and

(iii) demonstrate that the proposed activity will have no significant adverse impact on the
public health, safety or welfare, the environment or natural resources and will be
consistent with the provisions of the ECL and the performance expected from application
of this Part.

(3) In granting any variance under this subdivision, the department will impose specific
conditions necessary to assure that the subject activity will have no significant adverse
impact on the public health, safety or welfare, the environment or natural resources.

There is no variance for the plan to site this landfill where water is found a mere 2 feet
from the surface. The City proposes to use 5 feet of fill to provide separation from the
base of the liner system. However, the regulations require a minimum of 20 feet of
unconsolidated deposits with low permeability. See §360-2.12a) 1)

The DEC has permitted multiple expansions of this landfill even beyond the supposed
LAST expansion that would be permitted. In addition, the existing permit was supposed
to provide landfill capacity until 2015, yet somehow the City has run out of space
prematurely. Added to this is the fact that Albany City Councilmembers have been
unable to obtain landfill records from their own Mayor and Commissioner raising
significant concern about why those records are not being made available. While DEC
may not be the appropriate authority to deal with financial matters at this landfill and the



pussipie diversion of monies from city coffers, DEC does have jurisdiction over
snvironmentat mane:.

§360-2.9 e) This section requires: 4 daily log of solid wastes received at the landfitt mu:
be maintained that includes the following information: waste type, quanfity, origin arelior
hauler and date received. DEC should also know that anv signs of corruption could
indicate the possibility of dumping of hazardous waste illegally.

The many complaints at the hearing regarding odors from the landfill also adds weight to
the idea that more than 1000 tons per day of waste has been entering that landfill

The City of Albany never implemented its own Local Solid Waste Management Plan and
never built the planned recycling processing facility. The City of Albany never had any
authority over other communities in the Planning unit and that is well documented in the
City’s own documents. The City never acted on the Coeymans’ site and never made
alternative plans after federally regulated wetlands were found and after Coeymans
pulled out of the planning unit. Despite all of this, the City of Albany now claims an
emergency. The EIS also failed to consider alternatives that involve limiting garbage
being sent to Rapp Rd. — Albany only garbage for example or Answers Communities
garbage only. Raising the tip fees for commercial carters to $90 per ton, the full
replacement cost of the landfill would eliminate commercial carter use of Rapp Rd.
landfill and extend the life of the existing landfill, allowing the City time to implement
expanded waste reduction, recycling and composting. When NYC raised the tip fees for
Commercial carters at Fresh Kills landfill on Staten Island to reflect the true replacement
cost of landfill space, 13,000 tons of daily garbage disappeared overnight.

The minor recycling improvements in the SWMP modification are simply inadequate.
Hiring one recycling coordinator to deal with all of the Answers communities is
ludicrous. The SWMP modification also doesn’t promise anything—it repeatedly allows
all recycling measures to be done only if feasible. The DEC must make it clear to the City
of Albany that continued landfilling at this site is NOT FEASIBLE and that state law
requires more effort devoted to the 3 Rs.

Regarding the Air Permit, air pollutant quantities are not documented in the air permit.
How many pounds of VOCs, methane, NOx, particulate matter. and hazardous air
pollutants are emitted annually? What is the current status of engineering work on the
collection system? What exactly is being done to upgrade the collection system? What
percentage of landfill gas is actually being collected?

The City proposes to use Petroleum Contaminated Soils as a cover material. The
application fails to disclose the level of contaminants that will be allowed and the testing
program for this material. This material will generate VOCs and hazardous air pollutants.
however these emissions have not been quantified in the draft air permit. These emissions
could pose an unacceptable health burden to nearby residents, but the EIS has not dealt
with this problem at all. Petroleum contaminated soils will also leach contaminated water
into this unique ecological area during storm events.

The air permit should also quantify the total amount of on site diesel equipment used at
the site. This equipment is essential to the operation of the landfill and should be included



in the air permit. The EIS should have quantified all emissions from on site equipment as
well as deliverv trucks in evaluating the health impacts of this site.

The State DEC issued a draft solid waste permitting policy this past summer which is
relevant to the processing of the permit for this landfill, but it has not vet been finalized.
The comments of environmental groups were submitted in August. Why was that polic
not finalized before allowing this permit application to move forward? Some of the goals
of that policy include:

1) to maximize the use of the permitting process to facilitate comprehensive solid

waste management planning

2) to ensure best practices in solid waste management facility operations.

3) to increase materials recovery

4) to reduce the environmental impact of waste management

5) to reduce greenhouse gas generation

Rapp Rd is a perfect example of a landfill sited in the wrong place and severely
impacting a unique ecological area. The City of Albany is a perfect example of failure to
properly plan for solid waste management over the long term and to take the required
steps to avoid artificial “emergencies.” The state DEC should not reward these failures
but require immediate corrective measures. The surest way to do this is to deny the
permit.

Respectfully. .

Barbara Warren Lynne Jackson
Executive Director Secretarv

Citizens” Environmental Coalition Save the Pine Bush
33 Central Ave. 223 §S. Swan Street
Albany, NY 12210 Albany, NY 12202

cc. Commissioner Pete Grannis, NYS DEC
Dale Carpenter, EPA, RCRA Programs Branch
Robert Phaneuf. Div. of Solid & Hazardous Waste
Army Corps of Engineers
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December 15, 2008

Mr. Angelo Marcuccio, Environmental Analyst

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Region 4 Headquarters

1130 North Westcott Rd.

Schenectady, NY 12306

Re: City of Albany Rapp Road Landfill Expansion, DEC permit numbers 4-0101-00171/00011,
00013, 00015 and 00016, and Storm Water Management Permit.

Dear Mr. Marcuccio:

I am submitting this letter on behalf of my client, Save the Pine Bush, an organization
that has worked for more than 30 years to preserve the Albany Pine Bush. Save the Pine Bush
has a long and distinguished history of fighting to oppose ill-considered development within the
unique, valuable and endangered ecological area known as the Albany Pine Bush, advocating for
the creation and expansion of the Albany Pine Bush Preserve, and, of particular importance, in
opposing the further extension of the Rapp Road landfill. Although this letter represents the
comments of the organization, it is also supplemented by comments from individual members of
Save the Pine Bush, information regarding the lengthy history of odor problems at the landfill,
and a comment letter submitted by Barbara Warren of the Citizens Environmental Coalition and
also signed by Lynne Jackson of Save the Pine Bush.

Save the Pine Bush strenuously opposes the City of Albany’s application to expand the
Rapp Road landfill. We believe that the expansion represents, more that any thing else, the
continued failure of the City to meaningfully address its needs for solid waste disposal.
Furthermore, the City’s need for landfill space is the result of the City’s cynical short-tem use of
the landfill for revenue purposes, and Save the Pine Bush urges the Department to stop enabling
the City’s misuse of a scarce public resource. Finally, as detained in Part II, § 5 below, the
City’s landfill has serious deficiencies warranting, at the very least, major modifications to the
proposed permit. Of particular note, the closure plan, as proposed, would result in an unstable
mountain of garbage, with slopes well in excess of regulatory limits, which would pose a
dangerous condition.



These comments will be divided into an introduction and three parts. First, Save the Pine
Bush comments about the procedures DEC is utilizing to process this application; including the
regulatory requirements under Part 621, SEQRA procedures under Part 617, and the need for an
adjudicatory hearing in accordance with the procedures set forth in Part 624. Second, we believe
that there are a number of significant and substantial issues, warranting a formal adjudicatory
hearing. The identified issues pertain to both the global failure of the City to comply with
planning requirements, and to the unsafe design of the proposed landfill expansion. Specific
proposed permit conditions are proposed. Finally, we believe that the Fourth Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS) is inadequate, and that additional information must be
provided before a Final Environmental Impact Statement can be prepared, and DEC can make
the requisite findings pursuant to 6 NYCRR 617.11. Most notably, the DSEIS fails to contain
sufficient analysis of issues pertaining to solid waste planning and the regulation of air
pollutants, particularly with respect to odor control.

Introduction

For the fourth time in less than 20 years, the City of Albany is applying for a permit to
expand its Rapp Road landfill. The first expansion was approved, by decision of then
Commissioner Thomas Jorling on February 13, 1990. In approving the expansion, Commissioner
Jorling stated: "in light of the fact that the interim landfill will only provide capacity for an
estimated three years of solid waste management, it is critically important for the City and other
municipalities that will use this interim landfill to move rapidly to complete a long-term
management study and implement an alternative solid waste program in that time period. Based

on the record of this proceeding, I cannot envision any set of circumstances that would justify

the extension of the life of this interim landfill or the approval of another such facility in
any part of the Albany Pine Bush." (emphasis added)

Notwithstanding Commissioner Jorling's decision, a second expansion of the landfill was
approved in 1997 (the Wedge) and a third expansion was approved in 2000 (the P-4 expansion).
Although it has been almost 19 years, the City has still not developed any feasible long-term plan
for the handling of the solid waste generated by the ANSWERS communities. Instead, the City
now seeks a fourth expansion, which it claims will provide waste capacity for another 6.5 years.
The City’s only proposed long-term solution is the C-2 site in the Town of Coeymans. However,
that site is known to have wetlands, and the City acknowledges that the site will not be available
for at least 10 to 20 years (assuming that the significant regulatory issues associated with that site
can be accommodated, and the intense local opposition to that site from the Town of Coeymans
and its residents can be overcome).

In short, the City has failed to meet its obligation to establish any long-term solution and
has simply relied on continued expansions into the Pine Bush. Furthermore, the landfill is not
used merely for the legitimate needs of the ANSWERS wasteshed; instead, the landfill is used as
a revenue source for the City, based upon the City's apparent belief that the need for short-term
cash is more important than its own waste disposal needs. More importantly, the City is totally
unconcerned with the destruction of precious and irreplaceable Pine Bush land, and is willing to
sacrifice the Pine Bush not only to solve a garbage crisis, but merely as a stop-gap fiscal
measure, and to postpone the inevitable need for a realistic plan to handle solid waste.



Despite the City's protestations to the contrary, if this request is granted, it is unlikely to
be the last application to expand the landfill into the Pine Bush. After the Eastern Expansion is
filled, in approximately 6.5 years according to the City, the ANSWERS communities will once
again not have a place to deposit waste; the Coeymans site will not be ready. Given the failure of
the City to conduct any meaningful long-term solid waste planning in the last 19 years, and given
the Department's willingness to grant the City continued expansions into the Pine Bush, there is
no reason to suppose that the City will do anything other than request a fifth expansion onto
either City-owned, or other available land that has not been legally dedicated to preservation
purposes. The arguments that the City is now advancing in support of the fourth expansion are
virtually identical to the arguments advanced in 2000, in support of the third expansion, and
could be trotted out once again in 7 years, in support of still another expansion request.

Save the Pine Bush respectively urges DEC to reject the City's latest application, and to
force the City to do what it should have done 19 years ago; develop a realistic and feasible plan
for the handling of solid waste without further insult to the Pine Bush. The City's alleged crisis
is the same crisis that it faced in 2000, and, unless the Department forces the City to address the
situation now, the City will face the same situation in 2015, after having destroyed an additional
14 acres of Pine Bush land. At a minimum, if this latest request is to be approved, Save the Pine
Bush urges DEC to impose conditions that will provide an absolute legal guarantee against any
further expansion of the Rapp Road landfill; by requiring the dedication of all City owned lands
in the vicinity, including all of the land that is to be restored pursuant to the Habitat Plan, to the
Albany Pine Bush Preserve created by Article 46 of the Environmental Conservation Law, and
by requiring the City to execute appropriate documents to preclude the acquisition of any other
Pine Bush lands for landfill purposes.

I. Procedural posture of City's application

The Department has made a determination of a complete application for a Part 360
permit, in accordance with the procedures of 6 NYCRR 621.7. William Clarke, speaking for the
Department at the public hearing on December 3, 2008, indicated that a determination of
completeness did not mean that the Department was committed to the project. However, the
determination of completeness provides certain rights to the applicant, and commits the
Department to certain procedures with respect to the processing of the application. A complete
application is defined as "an application for a permit which is in an approved form as determined
by the Department to be complete for the purpose of commencing review of the application but
which may need to be supplemented during the course of review in order to enable the
Department to make findings and determinations required by law." 6 NYCRR 621.2 (f). A
determination of completeness means that the Department has determined that the application
meets the requirements of 6 NYCRR §§ 621.3 and 621.4.

Section 621.4 (m) (1) requires that an application for a solid waste management facility
contain all of the information required by Part 360. Therefore, the Department's determination of
completeness means that the Department has determined that the application meets the
requirements of Part 360. This determination was not made casually by the Department. Indeed,



it appears, from the information on the website, that the Department sent at least two extensive
sets of comments to the City's consultants, Clough Harbor, on F ebruary 4, 2008, and again on
April 18, and that Clough Harbor filed extensive responses to these comments. In addition to the
information on the website, the Department sent several other sets of comments to Clough
Harbor, and issued at least 3 notices of incomplete application.

Save the Pine Bush respectfully maintains that the Department's determination of
completeness is legally flawed. In particular, Part 360, as discussed below, requires that an
applicant for a solid waste management facility submit a Solid Waste Management Plan,
including modifications and updates, in accordance with §27-0107 of the Environmental
Conservation Law. The City's plan, adopted in 1990, still does not provide for a permanent
solution, and does not make any provisions for what will happen after the Eastern Expansion is
filled. The plan is, in short, a "plan to make a plan" and does not meet the legal criteria.

In addition, as described in Part I below, Save the Pine Bush maintains that the
application is incomplete because it does not demonstrate that the City will comply with all
applicable regulatory criteria. The application is missing critical documentation, and the closure
plan, as submitted, will contravene the Part 360 standards for slope steepness and stability.

Once the application was determined to be complete, the Department was required to
determine whether a public hearing would be held. The Department fulfilled this requirement
and conducted a public hearing, in accordance with 6 NYCRR § 621.8. However, the
Department has not yet made a determination whether or not to conduct an adjudicatory hearing
pursuant to the requirements of Part 624.

Section 621.8 (d) states: "mere expressions of general opposition to a project are
insufficient grounds for holding an adjudicatory public hearing on a permit application. In order
to raise substantial and significant issues, written comments expressing objection or opposition
to an application must explain the basis of that opposition and identify the specific grounds
which could lead the Department to deny or impose significant conditions on the permit."

Although the Department conducted an adjudicatory hearing in connection with the 1990
expansion, it did not do so with respect to the 1997 and 2000 expansions. In connection with the
2000 expansion, Save the Pine Bush's then attorney, Louis Oliver, submitted a 28 page single-
spaced letter, identifying regulatory issues that warranted an adjudicatory hearing, and
specifically asking that DEC conduct such a hearing. Nevertheless, the Department disregarded
Save the Pine Bush's request, refused to conduct an adjudicatory hearing, and issued the permit
for the expansion. If the Department had convened an adjudicatory hearing, Save the Pine Bush
would have filed a formal petition for party status in accordance with the provisions of Part 624,
and the determination of whether or not the issues raised by Save the Pine Bush met the
regulatory criteria of substantive and significant would have been made by an independent
Administrative Law Judge. Instead, the Department determined, on its own, that the issues were
not sufficient, and deprived Save the Pine Bush of an opportunity for an administrative review of
its determination.



A copy of Mr. Oliver's November 1, 1999 letter is annexed hereto, and Save the Pine
Bush respectfully requests that it be made part of the comment record in this proceeding. Several
of the issues raised with respect to the P-4 expansion in 2000 are identical to the issues involved
in the proposed 2008 expansion. It should be noted that, in connection with the 2000 expansion,

Save the Pine Bush relied on experts, and it was prepared to introduce expert testimony at an
adjudicatory hearing.

Save the Pine Bush recognizes that, in order to have an issue adjudicated in a hearing
conducted pursuant to Part 624, it would be necessary to identify experts who are prepared to
testify. Some of the issues discussed in this letter are plainly technical, and will require expert
testimony. However, at the present time, Save the Pine Bush is only requesting that the
Department review these issues, and either reconsider its determination of completeness (if
legally possibly), or confirm that the issues warrant further consideration in an adjudicatory
hearing. The Department has not indicated in the notice pursuant to this application, nor do the
regulations require, the identification of experts in connection with the filing of comments
pursuant to 621.

The public was given a little over two months to review an application for landfill that
had been reviewed by the Department for over a year. We have not had an opportunity to have
our experts conduct more than a cursory review of the massive documentation that has been
submitted. Furthermore, additional records that Save the Pine Bush requested pursuant to the
Freedom of Information Law were not made available until the weekend of December 12- 14,
shortly before the filing deadline. I requested an extension of the filing deadline, on behalf of
Save the Pine Bush, but the request was denied, by your letter dated December 11, 2008. Under
the circumstances, Save the Pine Bush respectfully requests that, in the interest of fairness, the
Department recognize that we can and will amplify upon the issues raised in this letter if given
an opportunity.

We urge the Department to provide an opportunity to resolve any doubts that may exist
regarding the "substantive" and significant" nature of the issues that we have raised, either by
providing an extended opportunity for comment, or by acknowledging that we have met the
threshold for convening an adjudicatory hearing, and permitting an Administrative Law Judge to
make the determination of whether we have identified issues for formal adjudication.
Consequently, we reiterate the request, made in my letter to you dated December 5, 2008, that
the Department should convene an adjudicatory hearing pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 624.

The December 3, 2008 hearing also apparently served as a public hearing under SEQRA.
In connection with the application for a Part 360 permit, the City submitted, in accordance with
the provisions of 6 NYCRR § 621.3 (a) (7), the SDEIS, which had been accepted by the
Department as lead agency. Obviously, the comments that are being submitted, both at the
hearing, and in writing, are required to be addressed in the context of a Final Environmental
Impact Statement. The Department will be required to make the requisite findings pursuant to 6
NYCRR § 617.11 as a precondition to the issuance of the permits for the project, both under Part
360, and also under Title V of the Clean Air Act.



SEQRA requires, of course, an explicit finding that all adverse environmental impacts
have been mitigated to the maximum extent practicable. For the reasons set forth in Part III
below, Save the Pine Bush maintains that such a finding cannot be made, without the applicant
committing to make significant additional changes, particularly with respect to odor control, air
pollution, slope stability, and solid waste planning.

II. Regulatory issues warranting an adjudicatory hearing

In order to warrant an adjudicatory hearing, the Department must determine that there are
substantive and significant issues. "Substantive" and "significant," as criteria for adjudicable
issues are referenced in § 70-0119 (1) of the Environmental Conservation Law and in 6 NYCRR
§ 621.8, but the terms are defined at 6 NYCRR §§ 624.4 (¢) (2) and (3): "an issue is substantive
if there is sufficient doubt about the applicant's ability to meet statutory or regulatory criteria
applicable to the project, such that a reasonable person would require further inquiry. . . . An
issue is significant if it has the potential to result in the denial of a permit, a major modification
to the proposed project or the imposition of significant permit conditions...."

Save the Pine Bush respectfully maintains that the application does not meet several
major regulatory criteria of Part 360: 1) the failure to include an adequate Solid Waste
Management Plan, 2) the siting of the landfill over a principal aquifer, 3) the inadequacy of the
consideration of alternatives to the expansion of the Rapp Road landfill, 4) the taking of habitat
needed by an endangered species, the Karner Blue Butterfly. Furthermore, Save the Pine Bush
raises a number of issues about the adequacy of the application, particularly with respect to slope
stability, leachate management, and interim cover materials, where we believe that the
application is either deficient, or substantive and significant issues exist with respect to a
particular criterion.

Even assuming that these regulatory deficiencies can be cured, Save the Pine Bush
nevertheless maintains that conditions need to be imposed as part of the permit, to effectuate the
mitigation requirements required by regulation and by SEQRA. If this permit is granted, the
imposition of strict conditions are necessary to ensure that this really will be the last time that the
City will attempt to expand the Rapp Road landfill, and to insure that the City, after almost 20
years, finally takes its responsibilities for long-range solid waste management planning seriously.

1. The application must be rejected because of the failure to provide an adequate solid
waste management plan

6 NYCRR § 360-1.9 (g) requires that an application for the construction of a solid waste
management facility is not complete until a solid waste management plan is in effect for the
municipality. Section 360-15.9 requires that the plan “provide for the management of all solid
waste within the planning unit for at least a 10-year period.” Although the City of Albany first
adopted a Solid Waste Management Plan (SWMP) in 1990, and it was accepted by DEC in 1992,
the plan has not been adequately modified to reflect the current reality. Furthermore, even though
DEC has accepted the City's current application as complete, the most recent management plan
modification was submitted in draft form on September 24, but has not yet been approved by
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DEC. Section 360-15.11 (a) prohibits the Department from making a determination that a permit
for a municipality to construct or operate a solid waste management facility is complete "until
the Department approves a modified plan describing such a facility. Therefore, the City's
application for a Part 360 permit for the Eastern Expansion cannot be considered complete.

Both the spirit and the letter of the Part 360 regulations contemplate that a solid waste
management facility for a governmental entity should not be approved until the applicant
demonstrates that the facility is in accordance with a plan, demonstrating that the applicant can
adequately manage solid waste. It is simply unacceptable for the City of Albany to continually
obtain permits for expansions of an existing landfill, without an adequate plan, merely upon the
promise that someday, the City will magically construct a new landfill in the Town of
Coeymans. The regulations require that a plan be in place before an application is approved, not
developed at some point in the future, and certainly before more than 18 years have elapsed since
the first permit was granted for an expansion.

The draft SWMP modification states that the City "will prepare a new SWMP, to
reevaluate whether constructing a new, long-term landfill to serve the waste shed continues to
make sense, and whether other waste management techniques are appropriate.” (p.3). The
Aquifer Variance Report, submitted in support of the City's request for an exemption from the
requirement that a landfill not be sited over a principal aquifer, specifically acknowledges thata
plan for the handling of solid waste will not happen until an undefined point in the future: “The
long-term solution to solid waste management for Albany and the ANSWERS community's will
be the subject of an update to the Solid Waste Management Plan (SWMP) that was initially
prepared in 1990 — 91. . . . the SWMP update will address several options for long-term solid
waste management. . Ai present, it appears that the most likely solution will involve a
combination of several options including more aggresswe waste reduction methods enforcement
and the transport of waste to a large regional facility.” (pps 10-11). In short, the City is not
planning to figure out what to do with its solid waste until some time in the indefinite future,
well after is has obtained one more landfill expansion permit.

The report also acknowledges that “after further evaluation, site C-2 [Coeymans] would
involve some extensive wetland mitigation efforts that preclude its consideration for the short
term needs and may prove not to be feasible in the long-term.” In any event, the proposed
expansion is described as providing an additional six to seven years of additional landfill
capacity,, and the City acknowledges that, at best, the only landfill under consideration, the C-2
site in Coeymans, will not be ready for 10 to 20 years (see Aquifer Variance Report, p.8).
Therefore, it appears that the expansion of the existing landfill, even if permitted, will not, by
itself, address the City's landfill needs. The SWMP, either originally, or even as the City
proposes to modify it, simply does not specify how the City will fulfill its solid waste
management responsibilities.

Save the Pine Bush maintains that the application for a Part 360 permit does not meet the
specific requirements of §§ 360-1.9 (g) and 360-15.11 (a) until the City proposes a plan
describing how it intends to address the solid waste needs of the ANSWERS community. The
city has had more than 18 years to design such a plan, and it now appears that the only long-term
solution that it seriously considered, the Coeymans site, may not be viable. Even if it was to be



conceded that the City will run out of landfill space in 2009, and must be granted the permit
because it does not have any alternative to the expansion, the Department is prohibited, by
regulation, from tolerating the City’s continuing failure to fulfill its legal responsibility to
develop a feasible plan. The City should not get a free ride, and, in effect, receive a reward for
their complete derogation of responsibility by obtaining a new permit for an expanded landfill,

2. The application for the Eastern Expansion should be denied because it is located over a
principal aguifer.

The Rapp Road landfill is located over a principal aquifer. In 1999-2000, the City, in
applying for the P-4 expansion, requested that DEC declassify the aquifer, in order to permit the
expansion. Although this request was denied, the Department nevertheless granted a permit for
the landfill, because it granted a variance from the regulatory prohibition against the siting of
landfills over principal aquifers, in accordance with § 360-1.7 (c). The Department maintained,
and was subsequently upheld by a decision of New York State Supreme Court, that it had the
authority to grant a variance from the regulatory requirement. The City's latest request
acknowledges that the landfill is located over a principal aquifer, but nevertheless is requesting a
variance, to permit one more expansion.

Mr. Oliver's comments on behalf of Save the Pine Bush in 1999 discuss, at great length,
why the Rapp Road site is over a principal aquifer (pps. 1-9) in response to the City's argument
that the aquifer should have been declassified. However, in the current application, the City
apparently acknowledges that the landfill is located over a principal aquifer, and that a variance
is necessary. Mr. Oliver also argued in his comments, as he later did before the court, that the
Department did not have the authority to grant a variance from the regulations. Inasmuch as that
argument was unsuccessful, Save the Pine Bush must concede, at least until and unless the
matter is litigated again before a higher tribunal, that the Department has the legal authority to
grant such a variance. Nevertheless, Save the Pine Bush argues that the Department should not
exercise its discretion to grant it, and should, instead, deny the requested variance.

There are strong policy reasons why the legislature, in enacting § 27-0704 of the
Environmental Conservation Law, gave the Department the authority to prohibit the siting of
landfills over aquifers. The Department, by regulation, prohibited such siting because of the need
to protect the water resources of the State of New York. Here, we are confronted with a landfill
which is known to have already contributed to the pollution of groundwater that is migrating
towards Rensselaer Lake, and towards potential public water supplies for the City of Albany.

Save the Pine Bush respectfully maintains that the City has not made its case for a
variance from the well-established policy with respect to the protection of potential drinking
water sources. The City's argument that the use of this aquifer as a drinking water source might
actually harm the Pine Bush can and should be left for a later day, to be resolved when a
municipality seeks to use the aquifer as a public drinking water source. However, in order to
preserve the possibility that such an argument will not be rendered moot by pollution, the aquifer
must be protected at the present time. Furthermore, the City's alleged economic hardship, cited as



the basis for the aquifer variance, is self-created. It is the City that has chosen to delay any
meaningful consideration of alternatives or long-range solution to its solid waste problems,
while, at the same time, exacerbating the problem by utilizing its existing landfill space as a
revenue source, rather than preserve it to fulfill the needs of the ANSWERS communities.

The Department’s determination not to declassify this aquifer indicates the need to
continue to preserve it, and the City should not be permitted a variance from the requirement,
well established in policy and promulgated by regulation, that landfills should not be sited over
principal aquifers.

3. The application must be rejected because of the failure to adequately consider
alternatives to the Eastern Expansion of the Rapp Road landfill,

6 NYCRR § 360-2.12 requires that an applicant for a landfill expansion that does not
"exhibit [certain] characteristics”, must submit a site selection study, in order to justify the
selection of the nonconforming site. § 360-2.12 (a) (1) (ii) requires compliance with subdivision
{¢), which prohibits the siting of a landfill over a principal aquifer. Accordingly, the City
submitted a landfill siting report, purporting to justify the selection of the expansion of the Rapp
Road facility, as opposed to using other possible sites that meet the relevant criteria.

The landfill siting report that is included in the Part 360 application describes itself as an
update of the 1999 study, which in turn updated previous studies conducted in 1988, 1989, 1996
and 1999 . This study looked at the same 10 sites within the City of Albany that had previously
been considered, and, once again, rejected them in favor of a further expansion into the Pine
Bush. Mr. Oliver characterized the 1999 study as "nothing more than a warmed over version of
the previous 1989 study for an interim landfill in the city of Albany, considering exactly the
same exact 10 sites within the city of Albany's boundaries and applying very similar criteria.”
(p.13). Mr. Oliver also criticized the 1999 study for the absence of any numerical criteria;
apparently, in response, the 2008 study contains a numerical ranking formula, but nevertheless
reaches the same conclusion: there are no alternatives to the Rapp Road expansion. Mr. Oliver
characterized the 1999 report as "not really a site selection study as required by part 360 at all,
but a post-hoc after the fact justification for another expansion of the city’s landfill in the Pine
Bush." (P. 14). The same statement can be made regarding the current application.

Once again, the City has limited its selection of sites to sites located within the City of
Albany. The City is providing services to all of the ANSWERS communities, and there is no
reason provided as to why the City could not acquire a site in conjunction with one of these
communities outside of the City of Albany. Indeed, consideration of such alternative sites would
appear to be more necessary now than it was in 1999, since the City now knows that its desired
site, in Coeymans, will not be available until after the proposed new expansion is filled, and the
City will need to provide for solid waste disposal between the completion of the filling of the
Eastern Expansion and the time that Coeymans is ultimately ready.



The Third Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement, submitted in support of
the P-4 expansion, described reliance upon the Coeymans site as "not a viable option that could
substitute for the proposed action and is essentially the same as the No Action alternative.” (p.
56). Eight years later, nothing has changed.

An obvious alternative for the City would be to find a new site, which could meet the
present need for landfill capacity without further insult to the Pine Bush, and also avoid the
problems associated with Coeymans. The City has now, unlike in 1999, completed its acquisition
of Coeymans. The City has been discussing the construction of a landfill at the site with the
Department for at least ten years, but appears to be as far away as ever from filing an application
for a permit. If, as the City maintains, the sites within Albany are not viable, the City will need a
stopgap site. Since Coeymans may ultimately not be viable as a permanent solution, the City
must consider new alternatives.

Part 360 only requires a site selection study; it does not specifically require the
consideration of other alternatives to the construction or expansion of the landfill (although the
consideration of such alternatives is required by SEQRA). The City’s failure to discuss such
alternatives is discussed at greater length in Part I1I below. Specifically, the City could
implement changes in its disposal practices. For example, the City could restrict the waste that it
receives, either by limiting disposal to the ANSWERS communities, consider restrictions on
receiving waste from commercial sources, stop accepting waste from state offices, or even
terminate its contracts with some or all of the ANSWERS communities themselves. Although the
2008 application, unlike the 1999 application, contains an extensive discussion of alternative
disposal practices, the application does not address any these alternatives — which would extend
the capacity of the existing landfill site.

4. Part 360 prohibits the construction of a landfill that will adversely impact an endangered
species.

6 NYCRR Part 360-1.7 (a) (2) (iii) prohibits the construction or operation of a landfill
"in a manner that causes or contributes to the taking of any endangered or threatened species or
to the distruction or adverse modification of their critical habitat.” It is well-known that the
Albany Pine Bush's home to an endangered species, the Karner Blue butterfly.

Although the application itself is silent with respect to the impacts of the proposed
landfill expansion upon the Pine Bush or upon the Karner Blue, the SDEIS acknowledges that
"the proposed Eastern Expansion would eliminate the opportunity for the APBPC to acquire the
City-owned expansion area as proposed in the 2002 Management Plan.” The SDEIS assumes
that "the predominance of sizable oaks on the upland islands, the proximity of upland directly
adjacent to existing landfill operations, and the significant wetland component suggests the intent
for this land is as a buffer and habitat linkage.” However, the SDEIS acknowledges that the
Preserve Commission staff "have expressed their belief that a portion of this land is restorable to
Pine barrens,"
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It does not appear that the applicant conducted any fair analysis of this issue. Therefore,
there is no basis to conclude, as the City apparently concludes, that the proposed project will not
adversely affect the Karner Blue by modifying its habitat.

Mr. Oliver's letter contains an extensive legal history of the 1990 expansion, where a
DEC Administrative Law Judge initially concluded that the first expansion of the landfill should
have been denied, because of the impact upon the Karner Blue, but was overruled by
Commissioner Jorling. The 1990 expansion was the subject of a lengthy factual hearing, which
discusses the ecology of the site of the expansion, in order to make the determination that the site
was not “critical habitat”. In this case, unlike 1990, the City has not attempted to make an initial
showing that the proposed site is not critical habitat, nor has it done anything more than rely
upon its own interpretation of the Preserve Commission’s 2002 Management Plan.

The expansion of the landfill obviously constitutes the destruction or adverse
modification of 14 acres of Pine Bush land, which save the Pine Bush respectfully maintains is
"critical habitat." Commissioner Jorling, in approving the project, noted: “the 25 acres [at issue
in the 1990 expansion] would remain as habitat. . .” if the landfill expansion was denied.
Nevertheless, he approved the landfill expansion because "in the absence of the project . . . there
would be no alternative legal mechanisms that are likely to provide . . . assurances regarding the
establishment and management of a Pine Bush preserve. Without such mechanisms, it is far more
likely that the Karner blue would perish. Without such mechanisms, it is far more likely that the
Karner Blue would perish. Therefore the parcel cannot be regarded as critical habitat and in fact,
if it were, we would be faced with the ultimate irony of preserving a parcel at the expense of
reducing the likelihood of the long-term survival of the species.”

In effect, Commissioner Jorling was acknowledging that the site constituted critical
habitat as the ALJ had found, but nevertheless was determining to approve the expansion
because he believed that the overall mitigation measures justified the taking of 25 acres of Pine
Bush land. Today, the Pine Bush Preserve has been established, and almost all of the Pine Bush
lands have either been developed, preserved, or taken as part of the Rapp Road landfill. Once
again, we are faced with deciding whether to protect a specific parcel because of its potential use
as habitat for an endangered species, or in the alternative to sacrifice it because the developer
will provide an allegedly greater benefit for the species. This is obviously a very fact specific
inquiry, but the City has not provided any basis for its determination that its proposed mitigation
justifies the taking.

The City is seeking to do something that is specifically prohibited by the regulations:
expand a landfill in an area known to be a habitat for an endangered species. Therefore, it is the
City that has the obligation of establishing both the extent of the damage that will be caused, and
the justification for it. Although the City has proposed a mitigation plan, which has been
generally praised and specifically applauded by the Albany Pine Bush Preserve Commission (see
remarks of Christopher Hawver at the December 3, 2008 public hearing), it has not conducted
any analysis of the other side of the equation: the value of the habitat to be taken for landfill
purposes. It is noteworthy that Mr. Hawver, while praising the City's proposed habitat restoration
program, nevertheless opposed the 14 acre expansion into land that the Commission hopes to
acquire for preserve purposes.
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At the very least, the issue of whether or not the 14 acre site constitutes critical habitat is
a factual issue subject to adjudication. Obviously, if this land is determined to be “critical
habitat,” such a determination constitutes grounds to deny the requested part 360 permit for a
landfill expansion.

5. The application fails to comply with regulatory criteria of Part 360.

The application fails to comply with the technical criteria of the Part 360 regulations.
The application does not comply with the criteria for landfill closure, fails to provide an adequate
plan for leachate management, and seeks a waiver of the requirement for intermediate cover. The
applicant has failed to set forth an adequate justification for these issues of noncompliance, and
Save the Pine Bush asks the Department to enforce the regulatory criteria. If the Department is
unwilling to do so, Save the Pine Bush requests the opportunity to file for an adjudicatory
hearing to consider the issue.

A. 6 NYCRR § 360-2.15 (k) sets forth conditions when a maximum slope of 33% may
be exceeded. If the maximum slope of 33% was exceeded prior to December 31,
1988, and there was no Department approved plan for closure, the 33% threshold can
be exceeded. In this case, the application describes an intended slope of 33%. This
relatively high slope is intended to increase the angle of the slope, with the intention
of creating additional landfill space.

However, contrary to the assertions of the City’s consultant, the eastern slopes of the
proposed landfill expansion will exceed the 33% threshold. Save the Pine Bush
respectfully urges DEC to closely examine drawings G8, G9 and G10, and to measure
the slopes described on those drawings. These drawings indicate slopes well in
excess of 33%, on one occasion rising to a maximum of 42%.

Save the Pine Bush respectfully maintains that the 33% threshold is pushing the
safety margins as it is. A slope will not be uniform, and a slope of 33% will result in
some locations with a greater slope. Furthermore, the excessive slope is not justified
by a stability analysis. The application claims that a computer analysis was
performed, which demonstrates a safety factor of 1.5 "against a global slope or
bearing failure for the full depth excavation case during construction, and for the final
waste mass and cover system elevations at landfill closure." (Engineering Report,
p.17). This computer analysis may be suspect because we do not know what inputs
were used. In any event, Save the Pine Bush respectfully maintains that a safety
factor of 1.5 which barely meets the regulatory criterion of § 360-2.7 (b) (6) (iii), is
inadequate, and that a minimum safety factor should be 2.0 especially since the slope
is already exceeding the maximum.

B. 6 NYCRR § 360-2.3 (k) requires an applicant for a solid waste management facility
to include a leachate management plan. The requirements of this plan are further
specified in § 360-2.7 (b) (9). The City's application is inadequate because it fails to
provide for the analysis of leachate prior to its disposal of sewer systems. Instead, the
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application contemplates that analysis will be performed on an orderly basis, even
though leachate will not be stored on-site for more than 13 days. In the event that the
leachate is determined to be acceptable for discharge, the application contemplates
that it will be treated on site, by mobile air strippers. This raises serious questions
with respect to the use of the air strippers, both because of the noise impacts and,
more importantly, because of the air pollution impacts. Simply stated, if hazardous
pollutants are to be removed from the leachate so that they can be deposited in the
sewer system, and those hazardous pollutants are removed and emitted into the air, a
question exists with respect to those air emissions.

Furthermore, the application, and, in particular, the engineering report, describes the
closure of the leachate collection and storage system. However, it does not
adequately describe the contingencies that might be needed if there is a breach in the
secondary containment, nor does it describe how leachate will be recovered if there is
a breach in the liner system.

. 6 NYCRR § 360-2.17 (d) requires an intermediate cover of a minimum of 12 inches
of compacted cover material. The City is seeking a variance from this requirement, to
utilize Posi-Shell, which it has been using for a number of years. The landfill has also
been the subject of numerous odor complaints from the community, and Save the
Pine Bush respectfully suggests that there is a possibility that these odor complaints
may be related to the manner in which the city has been utilizing Posi-Shell.

The City claims that lime within the Posi-Shell actually suppresses odors, and, in
theory, it should work that way. However, the odors have occurred, and Save the Pine
Bush is concerned that the odors may be the result of the City’s failure to properly the
alternate cover material.

We are unaware of any standards for the application of Posi-Shell, and question
whether it has been properly applied by the City, to achieve the desired results. The
application does not describe any standards with respect to the application of the
Posi-shell, or for the inspection of the material, to ensure adequate uniformity,
thickness, and its odor blocking capabilities. In addition, the city's activities with
respect to clearing snow and ice from the landfill, when needed, may also have an
adverse impact upon the Posi-Shell. The use of snow removal machinery may
rupture the Posi-Shell, with the result that the benefits of cover, particularly with
respect to odor suppression, may be lost.

. 6 NYCRR § 360-2.10 sets forth the information that must be contained in a
contingency plan. Nevertheless, the contingency plans submitted by the City do not
address how a number of operational issues listed in §360-2.10 (b) will be addressed:
1) loss of electrical power, 2) how access will be realized into confined spaces for
monitoring and maintenance, 3) detection and control of explosive landfill gas, 4)
what to do if unauthorized waste has been deposited or received, 5) release of toxic
materials into the environment, 6) contamination of private water supply sources, 7)
overflow of the leachate tank in the event of unusually high accumulations of
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leachate, 8) the description and location of alarm systems, including high water
alarm, and 9) if the leachate pumps become inoperable.

In addition, the construction contingency plan referenced on page 6 of the Quality
Control Plan is missing. (§ 2.3 (I)). This plan should address what should be done
with respect to problems that might arise during construction as a result of excessive
odors or in the event of a spill.

The Environmental Monitoring Plan does not intend to monitor existing surface water
quality in the drainage ditch that drains into Rensselaer Lake. However, in 2005,
DEC discovered solid waste and/or leachate running onto surface waters, and the
determination of background levels of water quality is essential. Furthermore, the
Monitoring Plan contemplates semi-annual monitoring of the leak detection layer,
and significantly more frequent monitoring is needed.

6 NYCRR Part 360-2.7 (b) (7) requires a seismic analysis, as part of the new landfill.
The results of the seismic analysis, submitted by the applicant do not show
conformance with USGS MF2120.

6. The Department should impose specific conditions to assure compliance with regulatory

criteria and to ensure the protection of the environment.

If the Department ultimately determines to issue a permit for the Eastern Expansion, Save

the Pine Bush respectfully urges the Department to impose the following conditions, either to
ensure that the City : 1) complies with its obligations to conduct meaningful solid waste
planning, as discussed above, 2) complies with the regulatory criteria, and/or 3) takes appropriate
steps to ensure the protection of local residents, the community, and the environment.

A. Within 6 months of obtaining any permit for a landfill expansion, the city must

submit an approvable Solid Waste Management Plan to the Department, identifying
either a long-term plan for the disposal of solid waste, or a timetable with
enforceable deadlines explaining when such a plan will be developed. Such plan
must explicitly recognize the need for an alternative to the Coeymans site, and will
describe a preferred alternative to a fifth expansion into the Pine Bush.

The City must immediately convey any City-owned land in the immediate vicinity of
the landfill, that is not presently permitted for landfill uses, to the Albany Pine Bush
Preserve Commission, and convey such other easements or real property documents
as may be necessary to ensure that it will not seek any further expansion of the Rapp
Road landfill.

In light of the odor problems that have existed in recent years, the City should be
required to reinstate an environmental monitor, to ensure compliance with the
conditions of the permit, and particularly to ensure that the City takes all possible
measures to minimize odor problems for the community.
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D. Inorder to maximize the longevity of the landfill, the City should be required to take
measures to minimize the amount of waste that is deposited at the Rapp Road site.
These measures should include, at a minimum, restricting the tipping of waste to
residents of the ANSWERS wasteshed. This can be accomplished by either
prohibiting private waste haulers, or by requiring them to certify that all of the waste
that they are depositing originated within the wasteshed. In addition, the Department
should consider requiring the City: 1) to stop accepting waste from State sources, 2)
to stop utilizing its landfill on behalf of the entire ANSWERS and limit waste
disposal to the city of Albany, 3) reducing the limit of waste that can be received
below the current limit of 1050 tons per day, or requiring that a certain portion of the
waste be sent to other landfills that can accommodate it. Under no circumstances
should the City be permitted to continue to utilize the landfill as a revenue source by
permitting entities to deposit waste that have no connection to the wasteshed.

1IL. The Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement is inadequate

SEQRA requires that, as a condition of granting an approval to an action, such as the
expansion of a landfill, the agency, in this case the Department, "make an explicit finding that...
consistent with social, economic and other essential considerations, to the maximum extent
practicable, adverse environmental effects revealed in the environment impact statement process
will be minimized or avoided." ECL § 80109 (8). Save the Pine Bush respectfully maintains
that the Department cannot make such a finding with respect to the proposed expansion of the
Rapp Road landfill.

As discussed above, this is a fourth extension request in 20 years, and the City has still
not made any serious attempt to develop a long-term solution to its solid waste needs. Of greater
importance, this is not just an ordinary landfill expansion; this is an expansion into a unique
ecological area, which a former Commissioner has explicitly stated should not be subject to
further environmental insults. The landfill expansion will result in the destruction of land which
either is, or could certainly potentially become, habitat for the endangered Karner Blue butterfly.

Also, as noted above, the City has not studied the potential significance of the area of the
proposed expansion. The City does not submit any information, and the Department has no basis
to make a finding that the destruction of this habitat for a landfill will not have serious adverse
environmental impacts. These effects need to be studied before the requisite SEQRA finding can
be made.

Odors are a particular concern with respect to the Rapp Road landfill. There have been
very serious impacts in the past, and there is a clear danger that odors may continue to be a major
problem as a result of the expanded facility. Although the SDEIS makes the unsurprising finding
that "odor concentration is decreased as distance increases from the active landfilling area”
(SDEIS p.4-4), this expansion will move landfilling operations closer to residential areas.
However, the City does not propose any new odor control measures.
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No explanation is offered of the cbvious past problems that have been known to oceur.
Instead, the SDEIS merely declares, optimistically, "that the maximum concentrations of
[potential odor causing compounds] are predicted to remain below detection thresholds at ranges
of 1051 meters and 549 meters. (Id. p.4.4). The SDEIS does not explain whether the figures 1051
meters and 549 meters are ¢levations above sea level, distances from the existing landfill, from
the expansion area, or anything else. A distance of 1051 meters is well more than half a mile,
and, obviously, there are hundreds of residents of the area who live closer than 1051 meters to
the proposed landfill site.

If the landfill is to be permitted, the City should be required to adopt additional measures
to minimize odors., These measures might consist of requirements of additional cover, change in
operations, stricter monitoring of wastes, monitoring of the quantity of waste, or changes in the
character of wastes that are accepted. However, the failure to even identify prospective
mitigation measures with respect to odor problems in the SDEIS renders it deficient.

SEQRA also requires the consideration of alternatives. As noted above, the City has
failed to consider alternatives that would involve reduction in waste volumes that might be
received at the landfill. Reduction in waste volumes would have the effect of prolonging the
landfill use, and enabling the facility to operate longer and avoid the necessity of continued
expansions into the Pine Bush.

The inadequacy of the City's planning process, and of its solid waste management plan, is
illustrated by the City's inability to provide consistent, realistic, meaningful figures with respect
to waste generation. The City estimates that the disposal rate will be 277,200 tons per year, from
2009 to 2016. This rate is based upon a rate of 1050 tons per day (tpd), five days per week, and
52 weeks per year. However, the landfill does not operate on holidays, and the 1050 tpd is a
maximum (based upon a 30 day rolling average). The DWSMP states that 264,933 tons were
received in 2007, and Table 2-2 of the DEIS, on page 214, states that 127,844 tons were received
in the first six months of 2007 (exclusive of petroleum contaminated soil and other materials
used as daily cover material). Nevertheless, the application materials occasionally refer to waste
generation estimates of 320,000 or 327,000 tons per year (it is not clear whether these higher
numbers include cover material as well as waste). The City’s estimate of capacity is based upon
the additional cubic yards of capacity that will be added. However, the City uses two different
figures, 1500 Ibs/cy and 1800 Ibs/cy, based upon improved compaction. Obviously, a 20%
increase in tonnage will increase the length of time that the landfill may operate.

The SDEIS estimates waste based upon population figures and claims, on the basis of
confusing data presented in § 2.3 of the SDEIS that 109,853 tons of waste was collected at
municipal drop-off stations, and that this is about 1/3 of “what can be expected to be provided by
the ANSWERS wasteshed” (p.2-13). Nevertheless, even though the total waste is less than
277,000 tons per year, the SDEIS concludes that the majority of wastes occupying space within
the landfill “is contributed” by the ANSWERS wasteshed.

The City has committed to increase its efforts with respect to recycling, but claims that

the most that it can reasonably expect to achieve is a recycling rate of 50,000 tons per year by the
end of 2012, which it claims would be it would be equivalent to a reduction of 372,200 tons, or
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1.14 years of additional landfill capacity. (DEIS pps.2-8). This figure simply does not make any
sense: if 372,200 tons equals 1.14 years of landfill of additional level capacity, one year of
landfill capacity equals 326,491 tons, significantly more than the 277,200 tons per year of

disposal rate that the City is estimating. However, the City's estimated disposal rate is

significantly higher than the waste that has been received, or that is presently permitted. These
figures illustrate that the City may have more landfill capacity than it is claiming.

Furthermore, the DEIS claims that "the City has no enforceable mechanism to determine
the generation location of waste deposited at the Rapp Road landfill" (DEIS pps.2-16). It appears
that some portion of waste, in an indeterminate amount, comes from outside of the ANSWERS
wasteshed. (See also page 215 "there may also be other MSW deliveries from local communities
that are not part of the ANSWERS communities, but which finds the facility conveniently
situated and competitively priced.”

If the City is to continue to use a landfill, knowing that it will run out of landfill space
hefore any alternative is available, the City must be directed to take appropriate measures to
maximize the length of such use. In order to minimize the adverse impact of the landfill, the
City should be required to adopt alternative measures to prolong landfill life, such as restrictions
on non-ANSWERS users, and possibly even restrictions on non-City users. At the very least,
commercial users of the landfill hoi do not collect waste from ANSWERS communities, should
be barred. The City should also consider increasing its tipping fees.

Conclusion

The City argues that it will suffer immediate and short-term damage if it is not permitted
to extend the Rapp Road landfill one more time. However, the City has had 18 years to plan for
this eventuality, has failed to do so. Of greater importance, it is now clear that, regardless of
whether the fourth expansion of the landfill is granted or not, the City will inevitably face a
situation where it will run out of landfill space, and will have to develop some other alternative,
no doubt at significant cost, The cost cannot reasonably be expected to decline; therefore, Save
the Pine Bush respectfully maintains that it would be ultimately better for the city to confront the
situation now, rather than at some point in the future, when the costs are even higher. By
confronting the issue now, developing a meaningful and feasible plan for the disposal of selid
waste in the ANSWERS wasteshed, the City will not only be ultimately saving money; it will
avoid the necessity of destroying 14 acres of irreplaceable Pine Bush land.

/}i’ery truly yours, -
4 e ] 1y
eter Henner L1/

¢: Paula A. Mahan, Supervisor, Town of Colonie
Frank Leak, Mayor, Village of Colonie
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Justification documentation te deny the City of Albany Application for a Variance
from 6 NYCRR 360-2.12( C) (1)(ii) prohibiting landfilling beyond December 31,
1995 over areas identified as a principal aquifer.

The proposed Rapp Road Landfill Eastern Expansion by the City of Albany should not be
approved to protect the Pine Bush Formation, New York State principal aquifer which,
according to DEC regulation at 6 NYCRR 360-2.12( ¢)(1) prohibits siting a new or
expanded landfill over a primary water supply aquifer or principal aquifer after 1995.
Similar to the last expansion application and SDEIS, the Fourth Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement includes reference to a paid consultant report, the Pine
Bush Declassification Study intended to show this Pine Bush Formation is not a principal
aquifer. The NYS Department of Environmental Conservation has not changed this
classification but subsequently approved an Aquifer Variance enabling the last expansion
to proceed.

The merit of approving a variance of a prohibited use is questionable. A high standard
must be met for granting of any variance, and the current application for another landfill
expansion requires approval of yet another Aquifer Variance must be denied.

There are a number of factors that are cause for denying the Aquifer Variance, supporting
documentation is attached along with a listing of documents are provided and organized
by date. Each listing includes a short caption from each document that are part of these
comments.

*  Sinee the last expansion, there had been a significant negative environmental
impact on the public health safety and welfare. This is well documented by vears
of complaints by residents, workers, commuters, businesses, travelers and others.
The history of odor/emissions complaints, actually go back over a decade along
with several Consent Orders imposed by the NYSDEC. The odors emanating
from the landfill was significant enough to be noticed inside peoples homes and
businesses and a local day care center and at times reached over a mile from the
landfill site. Over 300 residents packed a meeting organized by Save-the-Pine
Bush to “Stop the Stink™. Their frustration over years of odors was heard. Copies
of a substantial volume of complaints are being provided together with this
section of comments being submitted.

* Economic hardship is again included in the SDEIS and Permit 360 application as
a major reason for approval. The Landfill Quarterly Reports and numerous
newspaper articles show a continued pattern of using the landfill as a revenue
source for the City of Albany. The total tonnage of wastes went from 201,481
tons in 1999 to 408,082 tons in 2006 in a effort to maximize revenues rather than
maximize the limited space for the benefit of the ANSWERS communities served
by the landfill. Even a site investigation report back in 1998 noted the City was
maximizing revenues by lowering tipping fees to generate more wastes. Further,
a subsequent decision to generate more revenues is seen by the dramatic increase



in PCS Petroleum Contaminated Soils and ADC Alternative Daily Cover. Almost
140,000 combined PCS/ADC tons in 2006 The economic hardship is sclf-
created, a result of a revenue based operation that encouraged maximum intake of
wastes. The more recent City of Albany’s documented discount agreement with
Allied Waste then converted to haulers with 300 tpd or more when the agreement
was made known was instituted to guarantee maximum allowable wastes to be
dumped. The May 2007 tipping fees are shown as $70 per ton and only $40 for
300+ tpd haulers. With longtime known problems for an alternative site, tipping
fees should have been raised rather than lowered to conserve space similar to the
City’s effort for another expansion “the Wedge” as stated in the P-4 application
documents.

Public Water Supply — The current Aquifer Variance request states that the Pine
Bush Formation will never be used a public water supply. Another major factor
in denying the variance is Rensselaer Lake located just across the street (Rapp
Road) from the expansion site. In 2002, the same year that the Save-the-Pine
Bush lost its appeal for the P-4 expansion, the City of Albany leased the water
rights for Rensselaer Lake to the Albany Water Authority for $7 million as an
emergency backup supply. The effects of 9/11 and the near disaster of the
Normskill landslide over its main water line from the Alcove are good reasons to
have a backup supply, even if small in size. Why the Aqufer Variance was not
automatically revoked is questionable.

The previous SDEIS for P-4 touted the Environmental Benefit of a feasibility
study to analyze remedies for a groundwater plume from the unlined section of
the landfill. The resulting recommendation was a DO NOTHING alternative
based on cost and since not public water supplies were affected. The
groundwater, as stated in the SDEIS flows eastward toward Rensselaer Lake but
does not include adequate studies of its tributaries which reach Rapp Road and
fed by channels on the Landfill side. A June 19, 2006 report “Measuring the
effects of wetland and riparian zones on water quality in the urban Patroon Creek
Watershed, Albany County, NY” conducted by the Department of Earth and
Atmospheric Sciences and Department of Biological Sciences as part of NYS
Water Resources Institute program, found leachate contamination from the
landfill at test locations of the southern tributary. A copy of this study is included
in the attachments and can be accessed on line from the USGS website. Based on
the DO NOTHING recommendation of the “Environmental Benefit” were
additional leachate plumes/runoff coming from either P-4 or another expansion,
and were the City required to mitigate any impacts to protect our important water
resources, would they have the financial resources available or would economic
hardship be used to avoid cleanup. The City, as operator and applicant carries the
full liability, not the ANSWERS communities. The Patroon Creek watershed
includes the Pine Bush Formation where the landfill expansion is proposed and
connects with the Hudson River. Any federal regulations that may include the
impact from the landfill proposal should be investigated.



The groundwater table at the Eastern Expansion site is at or close to the surface
raising concerns over the potential contamination, including from storm water
runoff and liner leaks and/or pump failures, along with the loss of protected
wetlands. The Eastern Expansion site is not only much more sensitive to
groundwater contamination, but brings the landfill closer to the southern tributary
or Rensselaer Lake. The landfill expansion would require raising the ground
surface though the combined weight of this and the future mass of wastes will
have an impact on groundwater. During the rule-making process that resulted ina
prohibition of landfills over principal aquifers, double liners were not deemed as
acceptable protection as stated in NYSDEC documents. An exception was made
based on a NYSDEC staff expert recommendation, however, while the original
findings were since found to be valid based on the history of liner leaks and pump
failures at this landfill since the last expansion was approved. The Landfill
Quarterly reports and NYSDEC correspondence included in the attachments
document; violations, leaks, pump failures and high ALR’s, and arz representative
examples of why landfills are prohibited over a principal aquifer. Multiple liner
holes in several cells over the past several years resulted in high than ALR’s
Action Leachate Rates. Further, both a lawsuit with the construction firm that
built cells in P-4 and several permit violations emphasize how easy liners can be
damaged. The violations that were incurred were from rigid wastes placed on the
first layer of new cells and these were found only by routine site inspections by
NYSDEC personnel. If construction activities and lax dumping of wastes, along
with pump failures can easily occur, landfill shifting of wastes, ground movement,
animal burrowing and decomposition of the liners together are sufficient reasons
to deny the variance. A landfill to generate municipal revenues is not sufficient
reason to override the very rules created to protect our State’s groundwater
resources. The aquifer must also be protected from any further leachate seepage
reaching the surface as shown on a November 5™ (no year shown). The
handwritten site visit log is included in the attachments.

The SDEIS, in contrast, state: As a result of the double liner system and the
secondary containment that it will provide for the proposed expansion area, no
significant impacts to groundwater are expected as part of this project. The
double liner system has proven effective for the existing AIL facility as not
existing impacts to groundwater at the site are considered to be attributed to the
AIL facility.” The major basis for this determination is the quarterly monitoring
data, notwithstanding the documented leaks, high ALR’s and pump failures, any
significant increases in leachate parameters in each of these reports and repeated
in the SDEIS have the same list of factors: (1) impacts from the unlined, closed
GAL; (2) potential errors due to matrix interference affects or variability in the
laboratory analysis; (3) natural variation; (4) the size of the sample population for
statistical analysis of the existing water quality database; (5)
construction/expansion of the landfill cells; with impervious composite liners
systems, which reduce recharge; and (6) impacts from road salt.” The multiple
leaks and pump failures are left off this list as potential causes.

One of the circumstances the current Aquifer Variance request states is the City’s
diligent pursuit of alternative landfill sites, however, the City has known of
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problems with the Coeyman’s site for many years and there is insufficient
documentation of a search for an alternate location.

The Aquifer Variance Report purports the lack of any adverse impacts as a result
associated with the approval of the variance. However, there are a number of
adverse impacts that would occur with approval of the Variance; including: The
loss of wetlands, the potential impacts on a protected principal aquifer, the
impacts from stormwater runoff, the impacts to Rensselaer Lake ard the Patroon
Creek Watershed, the loss of additional Pine Bush habitat, the potential impact on
the Karner Blue Butterfly, and the impacts on the health and quality of life of
residents and workers along with economic impacts on businesses from continued
odors/emissions.

The Aquifer Variance Report emphasizes that the City will not undertake its
proposed Habitat Plan/environmental benefit project without this approval. This
is not a justification for a prohibited use over a protected principal aquifer.



List of supporting documents - Justification to deny the
City of Albany Application for a Variance from
6 NYCRR 360-2.12(c )(ii) prohibiting landfilling beyond December
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Date Description summary statements from documents
15-Nov Site Visit Log dated 11/5 Inspector Tom Reynolds
"Found methane levels s high as 48%"
"discovered leachate seep approximately 30' wide in middle of
south side of L/F

3/19/03 ANSWERS Meeting Minutes
"There is & problem with 1/2 of the new project; Cell 10 cant be
used because ALR's (Action Leakage Rates) are not down enotgh
probably due to the fact that there are at least 2 holes in the
primary liner, and possibly a much larger one tht has yet to be
found.”

4/25/03 DEC correspondence to City
"The select wast being placed in the first layer of cell 11 is
quetionable. Pursuant to NYCRR 360-2.17(b)(3), the first laver
of refuse must be of a select natoure containing no rigid objects.
Numerous rigid object, such as C&D debris, metal bed frames,
and sofas, have been observed in Cell 11, these objecs should be
immediately removed.”
"Sufficient daily cover material does not appear to have been
placed on all exposed garbage. Also, intermediate cover is not
being adequately maintained on all inactive areas of the fandfiill.”

7/23/03 ANSWERS Meeting Minutes
"Cell 10 has yet to be certifed by DEC due to execessive ALR's,
ALR's of Cells 1 and 5 are also elevated.
pg 2 "Currently, 6 or 7 significant holes have been found.”

11/7/03 DEC correnspodence to city
As | have already discussed with, the first first layer in Cell 10 s
niot considered select waste under 6NYCRR 360-2.17(b)(3). ..
{ observed numerous rigid objects, such as C&D debris, metal
bed frames, and various pieces of furniture within the first five
feet of waste that has been placed Cell 107

3/29/05 accompanying inspection report Tom Reynolds
"Did observe stockpiled processed C&D that is understood is used
for ADC and saw a load being delivered.”
"Of note was likelihood Posi-shell was no longer being used at this
facility for daily/intermediate cover. Only a very smali area seen
with Posi-Shell cover
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4/1/05 DEC letter "found violations of 6NYCRR Part 360-1.1.4(j),
blowing litter; 360-1.14(b)(1), solide waste entering surface water;
360-1.14(b)(2) and 360-2.17(g), leachate entering surface
and ground waters; and 360-2.17©, inadequate daily cover.
"Of ali these vioclation conditions, the release of leachte outside
of the liner system causes the greatest conern, it has the greatest
potential of causing environmental harm in the form of surface
and/or groundwater contamination.”

4/10/05 DEC Correspondence
"Over recent months we had coversations regarding the elevated
values for AIL Cell 5 Action Leakage Rate"..., It appears the ALRs
for April are possibly the highest yet for this particular cell.
“In light of how high Cell 5 ALR's are at present, and the length
of time they have been elevated,...”

5/13/05 DEC Correspondence
"Given the continuing, and possibly increasing ALR values for
Cell 5, the City needs to immediately investigate/evaluate the
causes of these values.”

5/27/05 CHA correspondence to DEC Cell 5 ALR's
"At the completion of Cells 7.8, & 9, it was determined that the
tie-in between Cell 5,6,7 and 9 was not constructed properly and
and a portion of the tie-in between these adjoining cells was not
completed.”
pg 2 A defect om the primary liner in this area was identified as a
possible cause for the elevated ALR... Several defect were obsarved...

3/13/06 DEC Correspondence
Following a review of the most recent secondary leachate collection
rate data contained in the March 6, 2006 weekly operations report
we find certain condition have occurred for a long enough period of
time that there needs to be a more aggressive approach in
evaluating/addressing this situation. Specifically, the secondary
flow rates from Cells 1 and 5 f the Interim Landfill, and Cell 11 of
the P-4 Expansion.”
"The expressed concern regarding Cell 11 of the P-4 Expansion
is due to reported 0.00 GPAD flow sine the beginning of the year.
Secondary leachate collection and removal systems have some
volume of liquid in them..."

4/26/07 CHA correspondence to DEC
"In the early morning of April 16,2007 pump station no.1 at the
Rapp Road Waste Management Facility failed due to the
significant rain events that occurred on April 15 and 16, 2007. The
The failure resuited in damage to the condesate pipe and one
suction pump at the pump station. In addition to the pump
station failure, a detention basin constructed within the corner of

Page 2



Cells 1 and 10 to collect stormwater off portions of the Albany
Interim Landfill and the P-4 Landfill, respectively, was breached
and this stormwater was released and drained into the area
surrounding pump station no.1.*

6/10/06 Times Union Article Brian Nearing Staff Writer

"A Troy company that built the expansion of the Rapp Road dump

is suing the city for near $1 million, claimin it refused to pay for

extra work need to stop leaks of garbage-tainted fiquid........

The city countersued Rifenburg for nar $940,000, claiming the

company caused leaks of the contaminated fluid by puncturing

the landfill's plastic liner.....

Edward Stein, a New York City lawyer representing Rifenburg, said

Friday: "We think that the city may be sacrificing the environment

around the landfill for revenue.,” He said leachate -- contaminated

liquid that seeps through the buried garbage -- haas been
migrating” beyond liners meant to keep it within the dump and

6/14/06 DEC correspondence
"Based upon the information provided in you June 6, 2006
reproting documents, the liguid low in the secondary leachate
system of Cell 5 continues to be elevated.”

6/19/06 below is a study from the USGS website
it //watenusgs.gov under the New York State Water
Resources Institute Annual Technical Report
Measurma the effect of wetland and riparian zones on water

Fma tec:hngc:at Report

Principal Findings

1. Significant spatial variations in major lon concentrations in
surface waters of Patroon Creek and Rensselaer Lake indicate

at least four principal source components: ...

4) groundwater contaminated by landfill leachate with elevated
sodium, chioride, and ammonium, and low dissolved oxygen.

The last component is observed only in the headwaters of the
south branch of the Reservoir, closet to the City of Albany Landfill.

Operation Meeting Agendas various dates
10/26/06 Znd page "Cell 8 Liner damaged”
12/28/06 Jame Malloy Invoice Repair cell liner 8
4/127/07 Leachate Control Cell 9 and Cell 10/1 Leachate Pumps
Seeps on North Slope
ALR - Cell 10 needs repair
4/19/07 Leachate Control Pump Station 1 Repair/rebuiid
ALR Cell 6 above 20 but on way down
Ceil 10 and 11 need repairs
4/26/07 ALR Cell & above 20 but on way down
Cell 10 and 11 need repairs

Page 3



5/3/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 need repairs
5/10/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 need repairs
5/17/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 need repairs
5/25/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 need repairs
6/14/07 ALR Ceil 10 and 11 repairs
6/21/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
6/28/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
7/5/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
7/12/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
7/18/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
7/26/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
8/9/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
8/16/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
8/23/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
£S2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11 - end of August
soming a long time”
8/30/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
ES2 to return to install pumps - September 11-12
9/6/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
ES2 to return to install pumps - September 18
9/13/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs "cell 11 is a little high*
9/20/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
ES2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11 - Oct. 12 still coming
9/27/07 ALR Cell 10 and 11 repairs
ES2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11 - Oct. 2

Page 4



s VIST 3

( 7
D }/TX A
NAME OF INSPECTOR //2% /éé’@”%,;ﬁé DATE___
TIME .

FACILITY NAME/LOCATION Janfo, a,égfg/ ,g 4 %:z mamf/y //
};&g‘*« e 7 ﬁm < f/

WEATHER CONDITIONS: SUN/CLOUD /- e Aé‘:fff'é?/ &
APPROXIMATE TEMP __ - .
PRECIPITATION o nm /%M
WIND S ol

INDIVIDUALS INTERVIEWED: // :, /% <7

AC’E‘IVE‘?EES/.?%ITE CONDITIONS OB&ERV’ES‘ /:;’&3 M"‘”{ w/}‘%

ﬁ»«';m Lr o SH L Sy e gt o Bl L2
13“75/ é{.);( /;é;},g@ / /g/ f;‘&ff//// Coliign ¢
//i/ e A») ‘;/wkf‘t"‘/ P % M"t

Ve

el

27 ) }/’" / é/ﬂxﬁﬁwef o
,éffwzé’ /&M (/ / Ll £ yo S
/}Wz{‘fb éf%@/ / }«éﬁ\x/}wu@f nb/)i;c/éf’i} é‘?@&/éf
ﬁzfu Sho 2 /,;g’g g e, LN )4/;7& G é‘nﬁ,w Lge)

ﬁf*‘%ﬁ L S pprole  sz1a0, k;/m«u(’w 7 d&xw ,f/f/

ﬁf"“é /;27 C:z Z ?/}f‘“{,{ sé/{é’ Mg@f ﬁ//fg;:«' J‘;”Ss*‘ x}éii}e/
&Y’/"’J‘Jé /wﬂf//& é/ AZ}’? - ;wzg(u 4{/.2? M &2(" }11,6,,}ZC_[
,fﬁ//ém Wg@m ocin s At S g 4;&

J(f» M@y? e ,Q / gmy S. e «’7 4»/ j@%‘”

/ %7 e /@%M i S g2y JA{‘/ ’”}w{’ %%ﬁa
foaéj L z/ éﬁ N C_g *’/if pnd 53{ £ .«:aé%i LKl zm/,ﬂ‘i”?é'/
k ga N glfi‘},&fz / xgﬁi }}1 Lo ‘"z) I /{* &[/ v <,2’

Ar
&s &x
;j{;




e a
o M e e g e % D}Q # " [l j! > . v it }(‘
Nann OUF INLFRUTOR v N EAA P ML s AR nd
TIME

1{ ﬁhﬂa e

WEATHER CONDITIONS: SUN/CLOUD
APPROXIMATE TEMP

PRECIPITATION
WIND
INDIVIDUALS INTERVIEWED: . , £
/ J 3 i b;%ﬁ"
{ L R h Y
P QY
= ﬁ‘ faw.

ACTIVITIES/SITE CONDITIONS OBSERVED: X’k[ 11{4/1«\ gﬁyc., “/ e
cala gﬁA At ’%{}m% el
L0 e rera ) wm&La /aua,f.@q \uﬂ:{:mz}i ‘m‘\((g_
Dedes e K U W2 coVsela dn wot *”w\%b\aq_\k
o ‘Ai\ T TS %é%fm %’@M e s gve ol
\&x E&Amum*ﬁkj\, o \Li&m ‘“*i%&c&h L& sn C}aA Aéﬁggk Qé%w*
?f&b?f&yﬁthrxad\ ﬁ%%zﬁi&a Kx%iméxﬁ~ Lxﬁthi_ 4@xéu2¢4)
/ﬁbﬂ*&?*ﬁh. xiébﬁlﬁ { %ﬁdga Q}le%@vﬁ i Y 2\
é%ﬁxgﬁa &§4u44~;ﬁp¢ chas A ;ﬁxﬁéﬁwaﬁk P@%ﬁ Cﬁx@bﬁ%%éxK
iQ%@ LL»Q&NE i&ﬁﬂw SO xhﬁ?@ﬁ%a&&ﬁﬁd “é g@mé QD&J&MQ
ok [ U e A psie okl ol Coldyan on
4» Kifﬁ'% NV “Qg%ﬁmﬁ x944§§§4kn%£$~ gﬁk
%&‘: N \uﬁ,«:fsr‘* newt 402l Wtz o
Q:(sz L;A \\Ma, éw)& ([)A %\Lﬁx@g }4%)9 %@Lmsi@ /‘}b/’a %’egf/
e ofl D - st g 2Tt @m/dww m@&¢

o

=
]

,; o




ANSWERS MEETING MINUTES
3/19/03

Landfill Construction

The meeting began with the latest news regarding Landfill Construction. The new landfill,

which consists of cells 10 and 11, is now entirely complete. However, only Cell 11 is open- it

was certified 2/14/03; began dumping in cell 11 on 2/27/03.

it was noted that: “

o Currently only packers dumping in Cell 11.

¢ There is a problem with % of the new project; Cell 10 can’t be used because ALR’s-
(ACTION LEAKAGE RATES) are not down low enough, probably due to the fact that
there are at least 2 holes in the primary liner, and possibly a much larger one that has vet
to be found. ALR’s must not be more that 20 gallons-per acre-per day in order for the
NYSDEC to certify.

A simplistic drawing depicting the leachate collection system was examined. It was

explained that because of the holes in the liner, liquid is able to leak through to the 2ndary

collection system, causing our ALR DATA 1o spike. These holes are affecting ALR DATA

incells 4, 5, and 10.

The two holes that the City is aware of were found by accident. The City had hired an

equipment operator who ironically had previousl y worked for the contractor building the new

landfill and he saw one of their workers make the hole.

CT Male is working with Rifenburg on finding the holes; the plan is to hire a consultant that

can find the holes. possibly with the use of an electric current.

New Landfill Consultant
The City has hired a new landfill consultant, Clough Harbour and Associates.

Clough Harbour has begun doing site monitoring, air space surveys, and also actively
working on Site C2, the new landfill to be located in Coeymans,

Alternative Daily Cover Bid
The bid for Posi-Shell services went out and bids are back. Current] y no decisions have been

made. Posi-Shell is the material used to cover the garbage each night.

Terminator
Machine demonstrated at December’s ANSWERS Meeting; used to shred garbage and

increase compaction rates.
The City remains interested in purchasing the machine.
Clough Harbour is working with NYSERDA to use grant money to purchase.

DEC Annual Recyeling Report
It was noted that the Year 2002 Report was submitted to NYSDEC on 3/7/03 (see artached

report). Overall recycling rate (for all of ANSWERS combined) was 35.54%.
Town of Bethlehem had highest recycling/diversion rate at 54%.
Sharon Fisher (Town of Bethlehem) discussed reasons why her rate is so high:
¢ Comprehensive Compost Program
° Nike/National Recycling Coalition- “Reuse a Shoe Program”- Town of
Bethlehem to begin.
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ANSWERS MEETING
AGENDA
3/19/03
10AM

I. Landfill Construction Update

s New Landfill complete- Cells 10 and 11

s Only Cell 11 is open- was certified 2/14/03; began dumping in cell 11 on
2/27/03.

s Currently only packers dumping in Cell 11.

e Problem with Cell 10- holes in the primary Liner (2 that we know of and
probably another larger one); ALR (Action Leakage Rate) data is reading
too high- holes in liner cause liquid to leak down to secondary collection
system. ALR data spikes too high.

Cell cannot be certified until ALR data is not more that 20 gallons- per

acre- per day.

II. New Landfill Consultant
e City has hired Clough Harbor and Associates. They are currently working

on Site €2, the new landfill which is to be located in Coeymans.

IIT. Alternative Daily Cover Bid

e Posi- Shell bids received back, no decision made

IV. Terminator
o Machine demonstrated at the last ANSWERS Meeting: it shreds up the

garbage, hereby increasing compaction rates.
s Clough Harbor working with NYSERDA to utilize grant money to buy the

machine for the City.



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

Office of Environmental Quality, Region 4 .
1150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014 Erin M Crot
Phone: (518) 357-2045 + FAX: (518) 357-2308 Commissioney
Website: www.dec state.ny.us

April 25, 2003

Mr. Joseph Giebelhaus

Solid Waste Manager

City of Albany Rapp Road SWM Facility
Rapp Road

Albany, NY 12205

Re: April 24, 2003 Alhany Rapp Road Landfill Inspection
Dear Mr. Giebelhaus: |

Please find enclosed a copy of Part 360 Inspection Report resulting from a site visit to the
Albany Rapp Road Landfill on April 24, 2003, As | already discussed with you during this visit, |

have a few concemns with the operation of the landfill that | have noted on the attached inspection
report:

. Several whole tires were observed in.C and on the north face of Cell 8. Pursuantto
BNYCRR 360-2.17{v) the disposal of wi tires in any landfill s prohibited. All visible whole
tires should be removed from the landfill as soon as possible;

e being placedin thedirstiaverolbcalltbise le. Pursuant to
SNYCR?{ 360»2 ?7{5}(3) the first laver of refuse must be sf ase ature containing no
rigid objects. Numerous rigid objects, such as C&D debris, metal bed frames, and sofas,
have been observed in Cell 11, these objects should be immediately removed:;

o Sufficient daily cover material does not appear to have been placed on all exposed garbage.
Also, intermediate cover is not being adequately maintained on all inactive areas of the
fandfill,

If you have any questions concerning the above, please let me know,

Vi =P St

Victoria M. Schmitt, P.E
Environmental Engineer
Region 4



ANSWERS MEETING MINUTES
JULY 23,2003
10 AM

The meeting began when Joe Giebelhaus, City of Albany Solid Waste Manager, informed
meeting attendees about a scale problem the landfill had experienced a day prior, on
Tuesday. Both the inbound and outbound scales had failed at once, causing for possible
errors in truck weights. Joe asked anyone who had utilized the landfill on Tuzsday
moming to check weight tickets for mistakes and report any errors to him for adjustment.
He then gave ANSWERS Planning Unit Updates- His discussion focused on the
following:

s Possible Planning Unit name change- “Capital Region for Albany Region)
Solid Waste Management Consortium™ potential new name. The acronym
“ANSWERS” doesn’t represent the group appropriately anymore.

e Creation of website for use by the public- created and maintained by C lough
Harbor and linked to Albany’s City website. Website will discuss project need
and specifications regarding to new landfill siting.

Joe noted that the City of Albany changed consultants from C.T. Male to
Clough Harbor.

o New Landfill Site- Coeymans location. Joe explained that there are 47
individual steps from concept to waste placement that need to occur. The City
is currently on step 3-

Segmentation Request- request has been made by City to DEC to segment
Lead Agency Status for the purpose of land acquisition only. It is necessary
for City to be lead agency in order to purchase property. City cannot be
issued bonds until this has been granted.

City won't be able to submit Part 360 permit application to construct and
operate at new site until at least one year from now.

Waste Placement scheduled for April 6, 2007.

Current Rapp Road facility will reach maximum capacity on Janvary 14,

2008.

Joe then turned the topic of discussion to P4 Expansion. He explained that:
o (el 10 has vet to be certified by DEC due to excessive ALR’s. ALR’s of

Cells 1 and 5 are also elevated.

Researching the problem has involved the following:

s 2 Consultants have conducted Resistivity Surveys to try and locate hole
(none were found).

o At suggestion of DEC, clay plug on north berm removed and replaced
with anchor trench. No effect was seen on ALR.

e Video Inspection of lines revealed belly in line and possible source of
water.

s [eachate Analysis- sampled liquid from secondary and tested for
expanded parameters, No leachate indicators found {ammonia).



Six dye tests conducted on primary to see if and where it would come
through on the secondary. After dye test number 4 came back negative,

tearned that soils can wash out the dye so you can’t visually detect the
dve Since then. started to use chemical analysis to detect the dye. Three

YT, SHBRC atay SaiLas B0 Bk B2iis

positives found.

Currently. 6 or 7 significant holes have been found. The latest area of investigation is
under the primary collection line and sump area. Collection line and rub sheet has been
removed. Liner washed and inspected. One significant hole found and repaired. As of
today, large area of sump needs to be revealed.

Next, Joe discussed general Landfill Operations. Three topics were discussed:

e Joe noted that the city is a large, municipally run landfill not set up to
accommodate small quantities of waste. The Rapp Road facility cannot
accommodate the small individual homeowners who wander in the facility
looking to dump. The City must rely on Community transfer stat:ons to accept
the waste from residents so that they don’t end up at Rapp Road site.

e Waste Grinding- City has budgeted in 2004 for the purchase of “The
Terminator”. Clough Harbor conducting economic feasibility study to see
potential compaction rates which would lead to increased site life.

e Gas Flare Project- Gas rights as part of P4 Expansion are property of the City
of Albany. Temporary means to control the capture include point source flare
and blower. City looking at proposals now.

Next on the agenda was Serap Metal Disposal at Freedman. Kelly Dwyer. Recycling
Coordinator, explained that Freedman has begun deducting 3 hundred pounds per
refrigerator found in a given load from the net weight of the load. This is in violation of
the city’s contact, as the City does not allow for surcharges. This is also in violation of
the NYS Dept. of Markets and Agriculture statute.

Communities that are being charged should contact the NYS Dept. of Markets and
Agriculture, Weights and Measures Division. Speak with Deputy Director Mike Sikula at
(518) 457-3452. At this point representatives from several communities discussed how
their town handled scrap metal. and in particular, freon bearing appliances. Sharon from
the Town of Bethlehem noted that her community uses a company called Mullaey
Brothers who come to her facility once the town has collected a certain number of
appliances and do the freon removal there before transporting the appliances.

Discussion next centered around the possibility of having the City train and certify an
individual to do the freon removal at the Rapp Road facility and possibly have this
individual travel to the other ANSWERS community locations to do this work.

Kelly next discussed the reoccurring problem regarding G/M/P Contamination. In
June, the city was contacted by FCR Claverack who noted that they were experiencing a
continual growth in residue in the City’s glass/metal/plastic loads. The City’s recycling



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation &
Office of Environmental Quality, Region 4

1150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014 ,
Phone: (518) 357-2045 - FAX: (518) 357-2398 Commissioner
Website: www.dec state.ny.us

November 7, 2003
Mr. Joseph Giebelhaus
Solid Waste Manager
City of Albany Rapp Road SWM Facility
Rapp Read

Albany, NY 12205
Re: Albany Rapp Road Landfill Odor Complaints

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus:

As you know, on November 6, 2003 I conducted an inspection of the Albany Rapp Road
Landfill. As I have already discussed with, the first layer waste being placed i
considered select waste as described under 6NYCRR 360-2.17(b)(3). Pursuant to ¢ EY{ZR‘R 360-
2.17(b)(3), the first layer of refuse placed above the leachate collection layer must be of a select
nature containing 1o %gxd objects( aﬁd must be a minimum of five feet in compacted thickness. I
_ ebris. metal bed frames, and various pieces of

|  th f;i‘s& ﬁve feez of waste f&ai %&x been placed Cell 10. All waste materials that
do not meet the requirements of 6 NYCRR 360-2.17(b)(3), and that have been placed within the
first layer of waste above the leachate collection layer must be removed immediately.

If you have questions concerning the above, please contact me at (518)357-2071.

Sincerely,

Victoria M. Schmitt
Environmental Engineer 2
Region 4



47-15:1 {1/88)—q DISTRIBUTION ROUTING
PN NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION WHITE COPY—Regional Offics

DIVISION OF SOUID & HAZARDCOUS MATERIALS YELLOW COPY-.Cantral Otfice
PINK COPY—Facility

SﬂLiﬁ WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY INSPECTION REPORT | GREEN COPv—inspector
Continuation Sheet

FACILITY HAME TECATON BRI T NUMBER (DATE THIE
7% /] 7 zf

P o ,,,,.

S 8203903509278

R JONS INTERVIEWED AND TITLES

P ;ﬁ £ C:/%/?:MM

REGION | WEATHER CONDITIONS , DEC PEBMT NUMBER
LA EL ‘ / e S0 TR O NG =8 WO NN DO {TE T T O T
SHEET CONTINUATION SHEET ATTACHED| PART(S) 380

_ZGF_Z DPCres 0 No Attached

Violstions of Part 360 are Subject to Applicable Civil, Administrative and Criminal Sanctions Set Forth in ECL Article 71,
and a5 Appropriste, the Clean Water and Clean Air A0,
Addiicnal Violations May Be Noted on Sheel Ons of this inspection Report.
Provide site sketches, clarfication, supplemental information, locations of photographs or samples and/or locations of viclations,
{lincorrected viclations must be described in detait and lbcated on a sketch).

%).95 oo §¥oc £ g ¥4 a/ el {ﬁj ﬁ %;ﬁ Y
tm Airstoeel) 25 b Aféa ol fosnr « Ko d S
M rtirint L @@zmﬁf by sbaired) cdis
(osis Mmﬁ%g Lo frhetd 0. s;«mf on
/%W%ﬂéég / !A?rrvn\*‘"n WA&” géf»«'«:/
Y s ocwne ool on Aforttasn /»"{HW)Z?—{' w
M}éfzﬁv— /‘7/0‘3’&5 e % arees ik sy - Lrwenrt
o/ "Mo// ,’”W?g/;&,&k— Loy er ,z—:)fg
,jwﬂz, s s Loildy Ko it 5@,%{/

Cover e m/ﬁfmm@w/»
ﬁ?&&“‘”:f /%/Z

%a/f)ﬁ”ij’ jéé“‘/ /‘/(} J/aw;? j‘%/
Sbo - //*’;’(6_)({_) ol & izt on .s’mf{ce ot

J6o -/ ’?@f)mﬁj@ﬁwé?f%} - forchire i §;{7§
aond o W&f’@w?‘cf

B6os-Z/7C) - fgfé%é A A/ jwf

1 herety mm«m swit of the
Facility Copy of this inspeciion Report shesl,

// W / f Trdidual in Responsibie Chargs (Flease print
, .

T ipghectors Signature REGIONAL OFFICE cnpy  Signature Oate



ST154. {108 g

T BETR U ON AOUTINE
N NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION WHITE COPY—Regional Office
DIVISION OF SOLID & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS | YELLOW COpY.-Cantral Office

PINK COPY~Facility
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY INSPECTION REPORT | GREEN COPY—inspecior
Continuation Sheet

FAGILITY NAME 77 7 | LOCATION FACILITY NUMBER %%za TiE
) Lews gy Gl |p1502l0 32805095
Fro / CODE ¢ 9 INTERVIEWED AND TITLES '

REGION | WEATHER CONDITIONS = DEe P Frciinen
é{?

/ SO UL OO JOVRE (-3 S U SO SNON JOUON 1 NN AU WS NN D
ET

CONTINUATION SHEET ATTACHED | PART(S) 380

iﬂf‘my Ows O No

Victations of Part 380 are Sublject to Appiicabie Civil, Administrative and Criminad Sanctions Set Faeth in 0L Article 71,
and a5 Appropriate, the Clean Water and Clean Alr Acts.
Additional Violations May 8e Noted on Shest One of this Inspection Beport,
Provide site sketches, cianification, supplamenial information; Jocations of photographs or samples andfor iocstions of vislations,
(Uncorrected vislations sust be described in detail and located on-a sketch),

V7 M(/% Ce/@j ﬁyy/&/m—: %
S&»!’%A x aepest /édévo'{/}»w, G o /aa}éf/
ﬁfm)/ Sen Mot o ngf/““,& awséw&/é
é Lor ,adi e _folonsk iennp Kseo,
Loncll te et placke brsim ) L. 4

bl Aao 2 59{:’? %/W;uc, ol % oo

g A«Za;jAf ' éﬂf;ﬁ.a/ . /;fﬁm Seu

z/w?; fw«b;l w:? % WP A /w/ /é&w.e
wt bl sk obrerme /a:v;éa Lz pomm i/
%:r /Lfvé/é«% - }%M/ s il & éfﬁn/f%@f
Mf&gﬁw\//rv?‘ b re L M@ﬁﬁwﬁfj.

¥ f%’o«Z-ﬁé?_}]j insol ke A?M DAsinevy operfasns
gf‘{&-.- v%a%&/,mém« W&Za ~,g IR /ny;;m:. Aaparinee

L€ Ww/"uafélw hlea, N pon et Q/%«-,

Loty road fyph Bcodiois it oo sl iy ane il
& e ncte é?vﬁ’f;zdéoéw CQJM{%[&W@M Agfwfu

| harsby acknowledge receint of the
Facility Copy of ihis Inspection Hepar! sheet.

/ﬁ W Indivigual iy Respansible Charge (Pleass pring




DISTRIBUTION ROUTIRG

47151 {1/98)—q ¥
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY INSPECTION REPORT | SRe=N COPY.—inspector
Continuation Sheet
Féﬂmﬁé%& LGP FECHTTY HUMEER ;;ma TIME
Fa 1/ 3{ ﬁ / pal . _ %"\ P ot
(e, ,,/ﬂ/éw; LAfrY W&Md 6./ 5,020 3250513 T
INSPECHTR § NAME Ej CODES o PERSONS zmssmym AND TITLES
77z s Jf;j M%;/C@L,Z;\cﬁf‘ [
TEGION | WEATHER QO {}% DEC PERKST MUMBER
A ]
Mﬁw/ NN TR TP T S T VN TS VNN U | UNE WU NN N A e |
SHEEY CONTINUATION SHEET ATTACHED ! PART(S) 360~

22

wlves o No

Viglations of Part 360 are Subject to Applicabie Civil, Administrative and Criminal Sanciions Set Farth in ECL Aricla 71,
and a8 Approgriats, the Clearr Water and Clean AirAats.
Additionat Viglations May Ba Noted on Sheet One of ihis Inspection Repor.

Brovide site sketches, clarfication, supplemental information, iscations of photographs or samples andior lotations of wigkations.
{Uncorrectad viclations must be described in datail and located on a sketch).
/,)gém ﬁw 7 ﬂ‘z [« Km‘m J
*‘[3 6o~ /"‘/g) é/em/;njjééf*' e eﬁ”ﬂ@g%%/é/“/}"\.
) 4 T4 éc/ eved 7 e P ‘A
@%é//% &f;f'// WA“W are

eRte S Cover

éez/h _/%jzd'm L@?%r

st yé/,teruej e fé’@

OJA' l{&c/l’l

s il

ﬂﬂlgwnj%/)

bo iR on e Govmd, N K Yoo,
5&//74*/5/#% Lo Sert” ﬁ/f’é’/"/ &7

o n
ol Eoa 5 / %};ﬂﬁ@ //4/(5)//)]
ﬂpéé //VCJQ)MJ«;O J. z7gjjw% Mot ywm,éf
ZW A poor nioran, z&u/,é//k//’ 7
/;'évﬁéam Nes~"

ém/ 2o breck ,&HZQ&ML# ﬂ*/

dolie cell 4 oid b A4 &mﬁfj
A il o Bne Systom. docihete B flunt

§ hersby acknowiedge receipt of the
Facitity Copy of this inspection Report sheet.

wrid o e S
/MZ

feciviciuat in Responaible Thargs (Plaase print

7 it S L

"" inagctor's Signature REGIONAL QFFICE COPY  Signature



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Office of Environmental Quality, Region 4

1150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014

Phone: (518) 357-2045 + FAX: (518) 357-2398 ,

Website: www.dec.state.ny.us

Denise M, Shashan
Acting
Commissioner

Aprik;2005

Joseph C. Giebelhaus, Sclid Waste Manager
City of Albany

One Conners Blvd.

Albany, New York 12204

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus:

Enclosed please find a copy of an 6 NYCRR Part 360 Solid Waste Management Facility
Inspection Report dated March 29,2005, This inspection was performed to determine general landfill
coaditions following Winter months of operation.  As noted on the enclosed report, during this

inspection we £ L ol g AR Part 360-1.14(}), blowing litter; 360-1.1 solid waste
entering surface W2y and 360-2.17(2), leachate entering surince u sl e

Of il these violation conditions, the release of leachate outside of the landfill’s liner system
causes the greatest concern, it has the greatest potential of causing environmental harm in the form of
surface and/or ground water contamination.

The blown litter outside of the landfill cells was relatively wide spread over the area North
(Northeast) of the active cells. The inadequate daily cover was found at different locations on both the
flatter and sloped areas of the P-4 expansion. The City should be initiating and/or increasing efforts to
correct each of the conditions discussed in this letter as soon as possible. The City should expect given
the findings from our March 29, 2005 inspection, that we are considering enforcement action.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me at 337-2243.

Thomas gynolds, P.E.
Environmental Engineer
Region 4 Solid Waste

Enclosure

cc: W. Bruce, Commissioner of General Services, City of Albany
B. Constantakes, Esq., Region 4 Attorney
T. Cullen, P.E., Region 4 Engineer
M. Ellis, P.E., Region 4 Legal Affairs
R. Forgea, P.E., Region 4 Sclid Waste Engineer
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

Cffice of Environmental Quality, Region 4 - -
1150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014 ~
Phone: (518) 357-2045 + FAX: (518) 357-2398 v
Website: www dec.state.ny.us Denise M. Sheehar
.., Acting
Lommissianer

April 10, 2005

Joseph C. Giebelhaus, Solid Waste Manager
City of Albany

One Conners Blvd.

Albany, New York 12204

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus:

Over recent months we have had conversations regarding the elevated values for the City of
Albany Interim Landfill Cell 5 Action Leakage Rate. The most recent valuss reported in the April
landfill operations monitoring report indicate the decreasing values seen during February/March
significantly reversed themselves in April. It appears the ALRs for April are possibly the highest yet
reported for this particular cell,

Given the continuing, and possibly increasing ALR values for Cell 3, the Citvoneeds to
immediately investigate/evaluate the causes of these values, and prepare and submit a findings paper to
our office that details a plan of action in response to these elevated values. Under the circumstances of
how high the most recent values were, and that there is a growing basis to conclude the trend is for these
values to remain high or even increase, we feel this written evaluation should be submitted to our office
within 15 days of the date of this letter.

In light of how high the Cell 5 ALR’s are at present, the length of time they have been elevated,
and that the City has submitted to the Department an application for Permit Renewal for the Albany
Interim Landfill, it is recommended we schedule a mecting between the City and Region 4 solid waste
staff immediately following submission of the above requested written evaluation of this situation.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me at 357-2245.

Sincerely,

'K:Z’/Z @(Z/g /) £
ﬁomas ARevnolds, P.E.
Environmental Engineer

Region 4 Solid Waste

ce: T. Cullen, P.E., Region 4 Engineer
R. Forgea, P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Office of Environmental Quality, Region 4
- 1150 North Westcott Road. Schenectady, New York 12308-2014
*hone: (518) 357-2045 « FAX: (518) 357-2398
Website: www.dec state.ny.us

Danise M. Sheehs
Acting
Commissionar

May 13, 2005

Joseph C. Giebethaus, Solid Waste Manager
City of Albany

Cne Conners Blvd.

Albany, New York 12204

Dear Mr. Giebethaus:

Over recent months we have had conversations regarding the elevated values for the City of
“Albany Interim Landfill Cell 5 Action Leakage Rate. The most recent values reported in the April
landfill operations monitoring report indicate the decreasing values seen during February/March
significantly reversed themselves in April. It appears the ALR’s for April are possibly the highest yet
reported for this particular cell.

Given the continuing, and possibly increasing ALR values for Cell 5, the City needs to
immediately investigate/evaluate the causes of these values, and prepare and submit a findings paper to
our office that details a plan of action in response to these elevated values. Under the circumstances of
how high the most recent values were, and that there is a growing basis to conclude the trend is for these
values to remain high or even increase, we feel this written evaluation should be submitted to our office
within 15 days of the date of this letter.

In light of how high the Cell 5 ALR’s are at present, the length of time they have been elevated,
and that the City has submitted to the Department an application for Permit Renewal for the Albany
Interim Landfill, it is recommended we schedule a meeting between the City and Region 4 solid waste
staff immediately following submission of the above requested written evaluation of this situation.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me at 357-2245.

Sipcerely,
LB SE

Thomas R. 'g}:&oiés, P.E.
Environmental Engineer
Region 4 Solid Waste

RS

ce: T. Cullen, P.E., Region 4 Engineer
R. Forgea, P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer
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May 27, 2005

Mr. Thomas R. Reynolds, P.E,
DEC Region 4

1150 North Westcott Road
Schenectady, New York 12306

RE: Albany Interim Landfill Cell 5 Action Leakage Rate Investigation
Rapp Road Waste Management Facility - Albany, New York
CHA Project # 12306.6003.1502

Dear Mr. Reynolds:

Clough Harbour & Ass

* (CHA), on behalf of the City of Albany (City), investigated
ction leakage rate (ALR) of Cell 5 of the Albany Interim Landfill (AlL)to
des probable cause and potential remedial alternatives, The investigation included a
deskrop evaluation consisting of a review of construction and operation history, review of ALR
for the landfill cells and review of weather data. In addition, the investigation also included an
action plan composed of video observation of leachate collection and leak dstection piping in
Cells 5 and 6, 1aboratory analysis of primary leachate and leak detect from Cell 5 and an
evaluation of remedial alternatives is also presented.

Construction of Cell 5 of the AIL was completed in June 1991 as part of the first phase of the
AIL. The construction included Cells 1 through 5 north of the Greater Albany Landfill (GAL).
Upon completion of the cell construction, the ALR was within regulatory limits and the cell went
on-line and waste has been continually placed in the cell. In 1995, Cell 6 was constructed south
of Cell 5 and “piggybacked” on the north side of the GAL. This Cell is considered the “wedos”
due to the sloping grade for the GAL down to the Cell 5 perimeter berm. These Cells are
hydraulically connected and divided by a berm several feet high. In 1999, the City expanded the
Rapp Road landfill with the approval of the P-4 expansion which included construction of Cells
7 through 11. Cells 7, 8 and 9 were constructed east of Cell 6 and also “piggybacked” on a
portion of the GAL. Consrruction of these Cells was completed in December 2000 and waste
placement began in these cells at that time, Cells 8§ and 9 are hydraulically connected to the east
stde of Cell 6 with 8 berm several feat high dividing the cells.

At the completion of construction of Cells 7, § and 9, it was determined that the tie-in between
Cells 5, 6 and 9 was ed praperly and a portion of the tie-in between these adjoining
©ils was not completed. An elevated ALR was observed in Cell 5 in March 2001 prior to the
completion of repairs o this tie-in. Subsequent to the completion of the tie-in, the ALR fell
below regulatory limits in May 2001,

EHal Offices Throughout the United States
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Mr. Thomas Reynolds Page 2 May 27, 2005

In 2001, the City began construction of Cells 10 and 11 east of Cells 1 through § and north of
Cell 9. Cell 10 is located at the northeast corner of Cell 6, northwest comer of Cell 9 and
southeast comer of Cell 5. Cells 10 and 11 were hydraulically connected to adjoining Cell 9 to
the south and Cell 10 is hydraulically connected to Cells 1 throvgh 5 to the west and Cell 6 in the
southwest corner. A small berm separates the adjoining cells. ‘

At the completion of construction of Cells 10 and 11 in 2003, an elevated ALR was observed in
Cells 5 and 10. During the remedial activities for Cell 10, a divider was installed to isolate Cell
10 from Cell 9 and work was performed in the comer area of Cells 5, 6, 9 and 10 t0 repaira
defect discovered in the liner syster.” 1 n the primary liner in thi¢ area was identified 2s 2
possible cause for the elevated ALR and waste in this area was relocated and the primary liner
was observed. Several defects were observed and repaired by extrusion welding a2 new liner over
the damaged area. To enhance drainage of leachate in this ared, a sloping clay plug was installed
over the primary liner and drains were installed to convey leachate away from this area into the
Cell 5 primary Jeachate collection pipe. At the completion of the repairs it appeared, based on
Cell 5,2hat these actions remediated both situat however, the
0: After further investigation, the elevated ALR in Cell 10 was
ects inuthe primary liner in the sump area of Cell 10. These
110 ALR fell within regulatory limits,

d in Cell 5 ALR continued to about December 2003 when levels again moved
tory limit and has since generally remained above regulatory limits. It j evident,
construction and operational history of Cell 5, that the alev: likely

acti of adjoining cells; however, it is unclear if it

is a consequence of a break in the liner system or due to the hydraulic connection between
adjoining cells.

The attached graph No. | illustrates the ALR (30 day average) for all the landfill cells at the Rapp
Road Waste Management Facility since 2000 to present. As shown on the graph, the ALR’s for
the facility were generally below the regulatory limit prior to March 2001 when an increase in the
ALR for Cell 5 and 2 brief jump in Cell 1 were observed” An increase in the in the ALR for the

rity of the cells was observed in 2002 and is likely due to construc ivities for Cells 10
35 ele X al work was .
‘Since March 2001, the ALR for Cell

above the regulatory limit with fluctuations falling below, as illustrated in

Pd CLOUGH, HamBoOun
y & ASSOCIA Lip
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Mr. Thomas Reynalds Page 3 May 27, 2005

Precipitation from Qctober 1, 2004 to the present was reviewed with the ALR for Cell S to
determine if a relationship exists as shown on graph No. 3, attached. As svident by the graph, a
relationship between ALR and precipitation is not clearly defined however, it does appear that

recipitation may possibly impact the ALR based on the fact that increased precipitation is
generally followed by an increased response in the ALR,

Action Plan

To supplement the desktop evaluation summarized above, the City proposes to perform some
additional investigation of the elevated Cell 5 ALR prior to performing remedial action.

On May 16, 2005 CHA obtained a sample of fluid from the Cell 5 leak detection drop out tank
and a sample of the primary leachate from the leachate drop out tank. It should be noted that the
primary leachate sample obtained consisted of a composite of Cells 1 through 6. Due to the
configuration of the leachate collection lines, a sample could not be obtained solely from Cell 5.
The samples are being analyzed for Part 360 Routine scan parameters by Upstate Laboratories,
Inc. of Syracuse, New York. We will review the laboratory results with the uge of a5
diagram 10 determine if the fluid from the leak detection layer in Cell 5 is leachate. We
anticipate recejving these results on May 31, 2005 and will transmit a letter to the Department by
June 3, 2005 summarizing the resuits.

fy and remove any
ted ALR. The possibility
tin a high risk area such as the
Cell 5 sump, that leachate could be backing up to a defect within the liner system that previously
has not influenced the ALR. Within a week after completion, CHA will submit a letter detailing
the work performed and any conclusions that can be drawn,

dary co. Cells 6,9 andor 10or
these cells. There does not appear to be a way 1o
these sre the sole cause of the elevared ALR in

If the cause of the elevated ALR in Cell 5is a hydraulic connection between the cell and Cell 6,9
or 10, the logical approach would be 1o calculate the ALR for the leak detection gallons collected
over the total acreage of that combination of the cells per day. This value would then be
evaluated against the regulatory limits. Based on the geometry, the cell most likely to have
influence on Cell 5 is Cell 6. The minimum, maximum and average ALR (30-day average) for
the combination of Cells 5 and 6, from March 1, 2001 to the present is 4.14, 43.78 and 15.05,
respectively.

| CLOUGH, HARBOUR
Al s AssociaTES Lip
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My, Thomas Reynolds Page 4 ) May 27, 2005

5,6.9 and 10, there are two remedial alternatives to

ALR. These include: (a) locating and repairing the defect in the
area, or (b) minimizing the infiltration of water into the area of the defect, In the area of Cells 5,
6, 9 and 10 there is over 100 feet of waste that has been placed, therefore locating and repairing
the defect is not feasible. Minimizing the infiltration of water into the area is the most vigble
alternative. This alternative includes grading the area and installing a geomembrane “cap” to
minimize the infiltration of water into the area of the suspected damage. The subject area would
be graded with compacted waste to establish a slope of 3 on 1 and then a minimum of 6 inches of
sand will be placed over the waste. Atop the sand layer a geomembrane would be installed and
keyed into the waste mass along the edges. Upon completion of the “cap™ the ALR will be
continually monitored to determine the effectiveness of the remedial work.

As you requested, the City would like to immediately schedule a meeting with the Region 4 staff
and discuss the alternatives detailed above. We should have the analytical results and the
pipe flushing and videoine completed by June 3, 2 ame or
et us know the availability of the Region 4 staff for a meeting

that weci:;

If you have any questicn
453-2851.

f?}mﬁ any additional information, feel free to contact me at (518)

Very truly yours,
CLOUGH UR & ASSOCIATESLLP
, . éaw‘“
Warren A. Harris IV, PE.
Associate
fjig
Attachments

cc:  Bill Bruce, City of Albany (w/ antachments)
Joe Giebelhaus, City of Albany (w/ attachments)
John Reilly, City of Albany (w/ attachments)
Ruth E. Leistensnider, Esquire, Nixon, Peabedy LLP (w/ attachments)
Chris Burns, CHA (w/ attachments)

Frank LaVardera, CHA (w/ aftachments)
KALZI0G\Operation 2005 (S003Cell 5 ALRVCsi1 § ALR Evainstion doe

O | CLOUGH, HAREOUR
oHA ASSOUTIATES LLp
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Graph No. 2

CELL 5 ALR (30-day Average)
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Measuring the effects of wetland and riparian zones on water quality in the urban

Patroon Creek Watershed, Albany County, NY
Final Technical Report
John G. Arnason, Department of Earth and Atmospheric Sciences
George R. Robinson, Department of Biological Sciences
University at Albany, State University of New York, Albany NY, 12222
June 19, 2006
Project Period: March 1, 2004 to February 28, 2006

Principal Findings

L.

b

Significant spatial variations in major ion concentrations in surface waters of
Patroon Creek and Rensselaer Lake indicate the presence of at least four principal
source components: 1) calcium-bicarbonate type “uncontaminated” groundwater;
2) surface runoff; 3) surface runoff contaminated with road de-icing chemicals,
principally sodium and chloride: and 4) groundwater contaminated by landfill
leachate with elevated sodium, chloride, and ammonium, and low dissolved
oxygen. The last component in observed only in the headwaters of the south
branch of the Reservoir. closest to the City of Albany Sanitary Landfill.

Rensselaer Reservoir (14.3 ha)is a eutrophic waterbody that is an emergency
water supply for the City of Albany. During summer stratification anoxic botzom
waters become enriched in sodium and chioride with maximum concentrations
exceeding 7 and 10 meq L™, respectively. Due to the leng mean residence time
{(~1 year} and high sodium and chloride concentrations of the reservoir waters, it
supplies saline waters to Patroon Creek year round.

The average summer chloride concentration of Rensselaer Reservoir has
increased from ~ 6 to > 8.5 meq L™ during the period 2002-2005. While some of
this variation may be duc to annual variations in climate and road salt application,
it suggests that the reservoir may be becoming more saline over time due to
application of road de-icing chemicals, as has been observed in other surface
water bodies in the Northeast (e.g. Kaushal eral, 2003, e.g. Rosenberry et al.,
1999). At current sodium and chloride concentrations, there could be detrimental
effects on aquatic organisms and on potability: continued application of road salt
will exacerbate this problem. More monitoring is needed to determine if this trend
continues.

There is a positive linear correlation ("= 0.79) between sodium concentration in
reservoir surface waters and exchangeable sodium in shallow sediments, whereas
no correlation was observed between surface water and nearby soils along the
shore. These observations are consistent with the hypothesis that sediments are a
sink for sodium from de-icing chemicals and that the observed decoupling of
sedium and chloride in surface waters is a result of cation exchange with
sediments. An increasc in the sodium fraction in interlaver sites of clay minerals



in sediments can cause changes in sediment properties, including porosity,
permeability, and biological productivity.

L

In most cases runoff from roads and other impervious surfaces is channeled
directly into the Reservoir and Creek through pipes and culverts thar bypass
riparian buffer zones. thereby reducing potential impacts of these zones on water
quality. In contrast, reservoir and wetland sediments provide sinks for
anthropogenic sodium through cation exchange between surface water and clay
minexals in sediments but not for anthropogenic chloride which remains in surface
water,

Study Area

The Patroon Creek watershed (37 km®) includes portions of the C ity of Albany and the
Towns of Guilderland and Colonie, New York ( Figure 1). Land use is largely urban and
suburban with some forested area. Impervious surface covers ~35% of the watershed area
and ineludes interstate highways. roads, parking lots, and rooftops {Audette, 2004),
Interstates 90 and 87 intersect at a large interchange in the western part of the watershed.
-9 and the CSX railroad line traverse the watershed following a course closely parallel
to Patroon Creek. From west to east, there are three main natural areas the Pine Bush
Preserve, Tivoli Lakes Preserve, and the Coming Preserve. Ia addition there are small
remnants of riparian natural area along the creck.

Patroon Creek flows westward from the Pine Bush natural Area (~ 106 m elevation)
approximately 11 km to its mouth at the tidal Hudson River (0 m: Figure 1). It has two
main tributaries, the unnamed north branch and Sand Creek, as well as several smaller
ones. The creek channel has been significantly altered during the last {30 years;
particularly during construction of impoundments during the 19™ C entury and the
construction of [-90 in the mid 1960°s. At present about 40 % of the channel length is in
culverts or underground. There are three impoundments: 6-mile Reservoir or Rensselaer
Lake (14.3 ha), 3-mile or Patroon Reservoir (1.3 haj, and Tivoli Lakes Reservoir (2 hay.
The water level of Rensselaer Reservoir is manipulated. whereas the other reservoirs are
not and are essentially “run of river.” Most of the work in the present study is concerned
with Rensselaer Reservoir.

There is a stream gage operated by the USGS near the mouth of the Creek (F igure 1),
From fall of 2002 to the present, this gage has continuously recorded stage, temperature,
and specific conductance at the site. In addition, there are some annual peak flow
measurements from the late 19707s and early 1980°s. In the fall of 2005, 3 ISCO
automatic water sampler was installed that is maintained by the USGS and funded by the
NYS DEC. In addition to the gage record, we have a continuous weekly-to-monthly
record of major ion concentrations from 7 sites along the creek from June 2002 to the
present (Erickson, 2004 this study).

Rensselaer Lake is a eutrophic reservoir with maximum depth of 6.5 m near the dam on
its SE shore, Prior 1o this study, depth profile measurements were made in summer and
fall in 2002 and 2003, These results showed that during summer stratification. a distinct
thermocline develops with oxic epilimnion and anoxic hypolimnion. Fall turnover usually
occurs in October. It is not known if winter stratification and spring turnover oceur. At its
western edge, the main body of Rensselaer Lake (south of the CSX railroad line) is fed

Fud



profile samples and measurements were also collected from the deepest part of the Lake
during summer and late fall 2004 and summer 2005, Field measurements include
temperature, specific conductance (YSI® 30 and 35 meters), and dissolved oxygen
concentration (Y SI® 550 meter), as well as water depth (tape measure) and visibility
{secchi) for profiles. Grab samples were collected in 125 and 250 mL Nalgene® bottles
that were prewashed with Citranox'® and rinsed with 18.3 MQ de-ionized water. Sampies
were stored in a cooler in the field, filtered (0.45 pm) in the lab and refrigerated until

analysis,

At each site around Rensselaer Lake (A-N: Fig. 2), a soil sample was collected within 1-2
m of shoreline. and a sediment sample was collected approximately | m from shore in <
0.3 m water depth. Samples were collected to approximately 0.05 m depth with a corer
and placed in plastic bags.

Chemical Anafysis

Major ion concentrations were determined by ion chromatography using Dionex 1CS-90
and DX-120 ion chromatographs with AS-40 autosampler for cations and anions,
respectively. Quality control measures included analysis of laboratory reagent blanks,
laboratory fortified blanks, laboratory fortified matrix samples, and standards. pH was
determined in the lab on unfiltered samples using an Thermo Orion 420 pH meter,
calibrated with buffers of pH=4.0. 7.0, and 10.0. Alkalinity in a subset of samples was
determined by titration of 1.6N H>SO, into 100 mL of unfiltered sample to a pH=4.5
endpoint using a Hach micro-burette. Alkalinity measurements are reported at ppm
CaCO:. For samples in which alkalinity was measured, charge balance calculations were
used to check the validity of the analyses. For most samples, the charge discrepancy was
less than 2% of the total charge in meq/L.

Soil samples were dried at 60 ° C. sieved {(#10) to remove coarsest particles, and
homogenized using a ceramic mortar and pestle. For cation exchange capacity
measurements, a 5 = 0.1 g (dw} sample aliquot was combined with 30 mL of 0.2 M
NHyCl in a 30 mL centrifuge tbe, shaken for five minutes using a wrist action shaker,
centrifuged for 135 minutes, and the supermatant ransferred to a 250 mL volumetric flask.
This was repeated two more times. The combined supernatant was then diluted to volume
with a solution of 0.2 M NH,C1 and [560 mig/L cesium {matrix modifier for AAYand
filtered with 610 grade filter paper. Filtered solutions were analyzed Potassium (K),
Magnesium (Mg}, Caleium (Ca) and Sodium (Na) using a Perkin-Elmer 2380 Atomic
Absorption Spectrophotometer, calibrated using 0.2 M NH,CV 1000 mg/L Cs solutions
of containing known concentrations of each cation. Cation Exchange Capacity (CEC) in
meq/Kg was caleulated for cach sample by summing the concentration of K. Mg, Ca, and
Na (in meq/Kg) and assuming that no other exchangeable cations were presert. The
percentage of each cation was caleulated by dividing the concentration by the wtal CEC.

For soil and sediment pH, a 10 g aliquot of cach sample was placed in a
centrifuge tube along with 10mL of 18.3 MQ de-ionized water, shaken continuously for
10 minutes, allowed to settle for 10 minutes before measuring using a ThermoOrion 420
pH meter. calibrated as above. Special care was taken to make sure the electrode was not
submerged into the soil or sediment. but only reading the water above the sample.



Data preparation and analyses

Stream gage data were obtained in raw form (15 min, interval recordings) from the USGS
office in Troy, NY. and summarized (daily and monthly mean, minimum. meximum)
using programs written in database software (Microsoft Visual Foxpro) for the period
6/1/04 10 10/31/05. Box plots {Sokal and Rohif 1995) were used to portray monthly
medians. quartiles, and extreme values. The stream gage is approx. 16 km downstream
of the reservoir outlet, the flow passes through a second impoundment, and we have not
calculated travel times for this distance at different discharge rates, so values are reported
simply as indicators of seasonal variation in flow and conductivity.

Outlines of reserveir surface waters and data points were mapped on orthoimages (NYS
GIS clearinghouse) using ESRI ArcGIS 8.0 software. Sampie points were grouped by
distance from identified locations and by proximity to suspected contamination sources
(road drains and other culverts}, and differences in major ions and physical properties
were tested with ANOVA, grouping all sample months, Cation concentrations were
compared among soil, sediment, and water samples per site with Pearson correlations.
Surface water properties were compared to subsurface values using T-tests. Chloride ion
was regressed on sodium and on sodium plus caleium and magnesium (least squares
linear model) for evidence of chloride source, as well as evidence for potential cation
exchange. Linear regression was alse used 1o test for a relationship between specific
conductance (ficld measure) and chloride concentration (lab measure) per saraple, All
statistical tests wers run with SYSAT 9.0 software.

Resulis
Hyirology

A summary of hydrologic data collected at the gage site is given in Figure 4 for the study
period. The record of mean and maximum daily discharge is too short to draw
conclusions about seasonal discharge patterns. The Patroon Creek hydrograph is
characterized by an extremely rapid rise in discharge at the onset of a storm event
followed by a more gradual decrease. typical for an urban system (not shown), When
road-de-icing chemicals are applied during storms, there is a significant increase in
specific conductance recorded at the gage. In contrast, during storms when de-icing
chemicals are not used, there is a significant decrease in conductance caused by dilution
of baseflow by precipitation. Reservoir release events are characterized by a discharge
plateau with both rapid increase and decrease in discharge marking the beginning and end
of the event, but no significant change in conductance. Tempsrature patterns are tvpical
for a temperate climate in the N. Hemisphere with minima and maxima cccurring in
winter and summer, respectively. Temperature variation is greatest in spring and fall.

Mean daily specific conductance remains above 1000 uS-cm all year with the highest
values during the winter months when road de-icing chemicals are applied. High
conductance during the other seasons is a result of high background chloride
concentrations. It is probable, that elevated chloride concentrations during the entire vear
are a consequence of the large storage capacity of Rensselaer Lake that results ina ~1-
year residence time of saline lake waters.



Surface water chemistry

Significant spatial variations in major ion concentrations in surface waters of Patroon
Creek and Rensselaer Lake indicate the presence of at least four principal source
components: |} calcium-bicarbonate type “uncontaminated” groundwater; 2) surface
runoff; 3) surface runoff contaminated with road de-icing chemicals. principally sodium
and chloride; and 4) groundwater contaminated by landfill leachate with elevated sodium,
chloride, and ammonium, and low dissolved oxygen (Table 3). The last component in
observed only in the headwaters of the south branch of the Reservoir (site K-1; Figure 2,
closgst to the City of Albany Sanitary Landfill.

In Figure SA, Cl concentration is plotted as a function of Na concentration in meg/L for
all surface water samples from Rensselaer Lake collected during the study period. There
is a strong linear correlation between Na and C1 (r*= 0.97, p<0.001). If Na and C! were
present in equimolar amounts, the regression line would have a slope of unity. The
observed slope (1.17) indicates that the concentration of Cl (in meqg/L) typically exceads
that of Na. There are two likely explanations for this: 1) significant quantities of Mg and
Ca chloride salts are applied to the roadways: 2) Na and Cl are de-coupled in
groundwater or surface water by cation exchange reactions with sediments. It is difficult
to obtain reliable information about quantities of Mg and Ca salts applied. bur it is
generally reported that only very small quantities are used due 1o the added expense. In
general, NaCl is the dominant de-icing chemical. The second explanation seems more
likely and is supported by sediment chemistry data below. Regardless of the cause of Na
loss and Ca and Mg gain in surface waters, if chloride is plotred as a function of the
Na+Mg+Ca, the slope of the regression (0.97) is much closer to the value expected from
stoichiomelry.

Spatial variations in surface water chloride concentrations are illustrated in Figure 6A.
The North Fork and Main Body of the lake have statistically similar average chloride
concentrations, whereas the I-87 Overpass arca and the South Fork have significantly
higher mean chloride concentrations. This is consistent with known sources of de-icing
chemicals on 1-87 that is a source to the Overpass arca, and de-icing chemicals from the
Exit 24 interchange and leachate from the sanitary landfill that are sources to the South
Fork. In contrast, the North Fork has few direet sources of chiloride. If the sites adjacent
to the landfill are removed from the South Fork data. the South Fork is not significantly
different from the overpass area.

Lake profiles

Water column measurements in Rensselaer Lake are plotted in Figure 7 for Aagust 24
2003, illustrating typical conditions during summer stratification. The epilimnion
contains warm, oxic waters with relatively low specific conductance and dissolved ion
concentrations. In contrast the hypolimnion contains cooler, anoxic waters with higher
specific conductance and dissolved ion concentrations. especially sodium, chloride, and
ammonium. Sulfate is the only major ion whose concentration decreases with depth,
likely a result of activity of sulfate reducing bactera.

Following fall urnover which usually occurs in October, there is no observed
stratification in temperature, dissolved oxygen, conductance, or major ion concentrations



(not shown). Winter stratification and spring tumover, if present, have not been observed
due to dangerous ice conditions.

The mean chloride concentration (meg/L} in the water column is plotted as a function of
time in Figure 8 for the period May 2002 to August 2005, While there is significant
monthly and seasonal variation, there appears to be a trend toward increasing chloride
concentrations from ~ § megy /L in summer 2002 1o >9 meq/L in summer 2005, It is likely
that much of the variation in chloride concentration is due to climate-related factors such
as temperature, precipitation, and amount of road salt applied éurmg the gem}d Further
monitoring is necessary to determine if the apparent trend toward | increasing mean
chloride concentrations is significant,

Saoils

The mean sediment pH (7.12) is significantly higher than that of the scil (6.42), likely
due to buffering of sediment by reservoir water. At these pH values, the contribution of
H' and A" to the sexf:hzsngeabie caizaﬁ pool would be negligible, so the assumption that
the total CEC is the sumof Ca®", Mg™", K, and Na" is a reasonable one.

Results of cation exchange measurements from soils and sediments of Rensselaer Lake
are presented in Figures 8 and 9. Field observations indicate that both soils ard sediments
are dominated by sand with very low fractions of silt, clay. and organic matter. Neither
f"f&ii‘i size analysis nor carbon analysis were performed. The CEC range in soil was from
2 to 416 with a mean value of 99.5 meq/kg, while sediment samples ranged from 22.9 1o

{”s{’z*? with a mean of 175 meq/kg. The significantly higher CEC in the sediment is likely
the result of higher clay content in the sediment from deposition in the tranguil reservoir
waters. In both sediments and soils, the dominant exchangeable cations are Ca> Mg>
K=Na. Cation fraction is dependent on CEC with higher fractions of K and Na oceurring
in soils and sediments with lower CEC (Figure 8). This trend may reflect differences in

the type of the clay minerals found, the proportion of organic matter, or it mav indicate a
seleetivity pfefemme for large. low valence ions (K™ and Na”) over smaller, higher
valence ions (Mg~ and Ca™).

Pearson corrclation among water, soil and sediment samples shows a strong correlation
("= 0.786) between the Na~ concenrration in surface water and the percentage of
exchangeable Na' in sediment (Fig. 9). There is a weaker correlation between K i in water
and i“(ﬁi‘%&i}i‘e&b;& K in sediment. There are no significant correlations amony Ca~ and
Mg in water and exchangeable Ca™ and Mg™™ in sediment, and there are no correlations
among water and soil for any of the base cations. These data are consistent with the
hypothesis that the exchangeable Na~ in sediment is derived by exchange with surface
water, and that Rensselaer Lake sediments provide a sink for Na
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Figure 1. Map of Patroon Creck and Rensselaer Lake showing Creek sampling locations
and major features
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Figure 2. Aerial photograph of Rensselaer Lake showing soil, sediment, and water
sampling locations (A-N), depth profile site, and major features. See text for explanation
of site selection.
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Figure 3. Aerial photograph of Rensselaer Lake showing field measurement locations. At
each location, temperature, dissolved oxygen, and specific conductance measurements
were made from a canoe at the surface and 2 m depth. See text for explanation of site
selection.
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Figure 4. Daily hydrologic data from Patroon Creek for the period June 2004 to October
2005 as box-and-whisker plots. Top, middle, and bottom of box represent 75" percentile,
mean, and 25" percentile. respectively. Top and bottom whiskers are 90™ and 10"
percentile, respectively. A. Mean daily discharge. B. Maximum daily discharge. C. Mean
daily temperature. D. Mean daily specific conductance. E. Maximum daily specific
conductance.
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Figure 5. A Chloride (meq) as a function of sodium (meq) for Rensselaer surface waters
(sites A-N). Cl = 1.172 *Na +.311; R*= .970; p < .001.

B. Chloride (mEq) as a function of Na+Mg+Ca (mEq) for Rensselaer surface waters
(sites A-N). Cl = 975%(Na+Mg+Ca) -.3.248; R* = .938: p<.001. In both graphs, dashed

line has a slope=1.
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Figure 6. A. Chloride (mg/L) as a function of location for Rensselaer surface waters
(sites A-N). (ANOVA F; 3,=45.02; p = .003; * Dissimilar letters = Bonferroni post hoc
p <.05). Main body = sites A,B,D H.1J: North fork = sites E.F.K5: Overpass = sites C,L.
South fork = sites M.N,K.K1,K3. See Figure 2 for site locations.

B. Chloride (mg/L) as a function of location for Rensselaer surface waters (sites A-N)
with suspected landfill leachate sites removed. (ANOVA F3,107 = 13.96; p < .001

* Dissimilar letters = Bonferroni post hoc p <.05).
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Figure 7. Profile of Rensselaer Lake collected on August 24, 2005 showing
stratitification. A. Temperature, pH, dissolved oxygen (mg/L), and specific conductance
(x 107). B. Chloride. sodium, calcium, and bicarbonate (meq/L). C. Sulfate, ammonium,
potassium, and magnesium (meq/L). Nitrate was not detected.
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Figure 9. Scatter plots of cation pe}csmage as a function of Cation Exéhaﬂge Capacity
(CEC). A: Sodium B: Potassium C: Magnesium D: Calcium

Cation correlations (conc. mg/l)
Water vs. sediment vs. soil

NA SEDNA  SOLNA cA SEDCA  SOILCA
NA 1.000 CA 1,000
SEDNA 0786 1.000 SEOCA  0.056 1,000
SOLNA - 0118 0.137 1,000 SOILCA  -0.187 0.093 1.000

K SEDK SOILK MG SEDMG  SOLMG
K 1.000 MG 1.000
SEDK 0.544 1.000 SEDMG 0072 1.000
SOILK 0088 0.445 1,000 S0LMG 0308 0.221 1000

Figure 10. Correlation matrix for Na, Ca, K, and Mg concentrations in water, sediment,
and soil samples.
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Table 1. Summary of measurements and water samples collected along Patroon Creek
(sites in red, Figure 1) July 2004 to December 2005.

Dare t# Anion/Cation # Bacteria # Temp, pH, & D.O. # Conductivine
samples Sauples meastrements MEASUrements
71304 7 7 7 (1]
81004 7 7 7 0
10/12/04 7 7 7 0)
11/3/04 7 0 7 7
11/9/04 7 7 7 7
12/14/04 7 T 7 7
1/11/05 7 7 7 7
1/26/05% 3 1] 3 3
2/8/05 7 7 7 7
3/8/05* I 0 | 1
311705 7 7 7 7
32105 3 0 3 3
328/05% 5 0 5 5
4/12/05 8 7 8 ]
5/10/05 8 7 8 ]
6/14/05 8 7 8 B
7/12/05 8 7 8 3
8905 8 7 8 3
9/ 13/05 8 7 8 3
10/11/05 8 7 8 b
11/8/05 8 7 8 8
12/13/05 8 7 8 3
Total 147 119 147 126

* Storm Events
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Table 2. Summary of measurements and water samples collected at sites along
Rensselaer Reservoir (sites in Figure 2 and 3). June 2004 to January 2006.

Date Surfaee warer Sediment and Field Temp, D.O.,

arab samples soil samples and Conductivine
HCASHTeIents

6/06 2 15 -

704 10 13 30

804 13 12 -

904 6 - -

11704 11 - -

2005 12 - -

305 7 5 =

505 15 - 30

T/05 16 - 29

805 16 - 33

9/05 14 - -

10/05 14 - 28

12/05 2 - -

1106 2 - ¢

total 148 40 150

Table 3. Ficld readings from Feb. 20. 2005 field sampling. Air temp. was approx. -3 C (27 F).
Site locations shown in Fig. 2.

Site Possible sources Water Temp DO! SC=

K-1 Culvert under Rapp Rd. groundwater 102C (504 F) 0.70 3508
landfill leachate

K-1 Secepage around culvert. groundwater 102 C (504 F) 3.8 3629
landfill leachate

K-3 Culvert under I-90 road drainage 6.5C(43.7F) 10.6 2427
groundwater

K-3 Corrugated pipe road drainage 1.4C (345F) 3.0 1193
groundwater

K-5 N fork (APB Preserve) groundwater 39C(39.0F) 10.4 570

'Dissolved oxygen in mg/l;

il s . .

“specific conductance in uS-cm, adjusted for 25 C.
*Surface frozen, water not moving, pipe empty.
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Regional Administration, Region 4
1150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014
Phone: (518) 357-2073 + FAX: (518) 357-2593

Website: www.dec state.ny.us Denise M. Sheehan
Commissioner

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation -
v

March 13, 2006

Joseph C. Giebelhaus, Solid Waste Manager
City of Albany

One Conners Blvd.

Albany, New York 12204

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus:

Following review of the most recent secondary leachate collection rate data contained in the
March 6, 2006 weekly operations report, we find certain conditions have occurred for a long enough
period of time that there needs to be a more aggressive approach in evaluating/addressing this situation.
Specifically, the secondary flow rates from Cells 1 and 5 of the Interim Landfill ,and Cell 11 of the P-4
Expansion.

Of these three cells, the flow rate in Cell 5 is the one of greatest concern with the highest
reported secondary flow rate. While the most recent reporting data showed a significant decrease in this
flow (68.09 gallons per acre per day (GPAD) down to 41.09 GPAD), the high flow rate trend continues
relative to the long standing regulatory standard of 20 GPAD.

In addition to the elevated flow rate observed in Cell 5, during the month of February the
secondary flow rate in Cell | has also become elevated. While these secondary flow rates have been
lower, they are still significantly greater (20.42 - 39.33 GPAD) than the regulatory standard of 20 GPAD.

The expressed concern regarding Cell.11.of the. P-4 Expansion. is.due to reported 0.00 GPAD
flow since the beginning of the year. Secondary leachate collection and removal Systems have some
volume of liquid in them, as evidenced from the historical data for all of the other landfill cells at the
Albany Landfill (as well as other double lined modern landfills around New York State). When
secondary flow rates are observed as 0.00 GPAD, it is typically due to blockage in that Cell’s secondary
collection lines, or a failed measuring/recording device. The City needs to investigate the
collection/measuring system in Cell 11 of the P-4 Expansion to determine the cause for 0.00 GPAD
readings being observed.

As regards the elevated levels of secondary flow seen in Cells 1 and 5 of the Interim Landfill, the
City needs to investigate/evaluate potential causes and provide an action plan for the Department’s
review and consideration. Given the length of time this has occurred (and this is a repeat event for Cell
5), and the level of the secondary flows in these Cells, this plan should be prepared and submitted to the
Department within three weeks of receiving this letter. The plan should reflect the action/contingency
plan contained in the P-4 Expansion Permit Application, and we recommend it concentrates on



evaluating/determining the efficiency of the Interim Landfill and P-4 Expansion’s primary leachate
collection and removal systems. With waste contained in a cell, at significant depths, there is no
reasonable means of physically inspecting/investigating the primary liner’s integrity. Principally, with a
deep waste mass in the cell you are effectively trying to reduce the hydraulic head on any imperfections
that might exist in the primary liner that are resulting in elevating the secondary flows; removing the
hydraulic head by reducing the fluid contributing to the head, or remove the head directly. Reducing the
fluid contributing the head could be accomplished over the long term by isolating the primary liner with
an additional liner above it; removing the head directly if it can be accomplished at all might be achieved
by improving the efficiency of the primary liner leachate collection and removal system to remove a
greater amount of leachate quicker.

Again, considering the significance of this issue/conditions in the secondary leachate collection
and removal system, we should receive an action plan defining as much as possible the problem, and
propose potential remediation options within the next three weeks. If there are any questions, or you
would simply like to discuss this matter further, please do not hesitate to contact me at 357-2245.

Sincerely,
' el
il
Thomas eynolds, P.E.
Environmental Engineer
Region 4 Solid Waste

Enclosure

w/o Enclosures

cc: W. Bruce, Commissioner of General Services, City of Albany
B. Constantakes, Esq., Region 4 Attorney
T. Cullen, P.E., Region 4 Engineer
R. Forgea, P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer



Mayor Jerry Jennings' administration has no
t filed a permit application with the state De
partment of Environmental Conservation for t
he Coeymans project, which is opposed by th
e town and a citizens group.

Nearing can be reached at 454-5094 or by e-
mail at bnearing@timesunion.com.

All Times Union materials copyright 1996-20
06, Capital Newspapers Lan
dfill focus of lawsuits

Expansion of Rapp Road facility sets off bat
tle between city, contractor

By BRIAN NEARING, Staff writer
First published: Saturday, June 10, 2006

ALBANY -- A Troy company that built an exp
ansion of the Rapp Road dump is suing the ¢
ity for nearly $1 million, claiming it refused
to pay for extra work needed to stop leaks o
f garbage-tainted liquid.

The lawsuit by Rifenburg Construction also

claims Albany sought to bury reports on the
extent and cause of the leaks by having a pr
ivate law firm label the documents confidenti
al, then used the attorney-client privilege t

o keep them from public view.

The dispute stems from an 11-acre expansio
n of the dump in 2002, according to a lawsui
t that Rifenburg filed in state Supreme Cour
t in September 2005.

The city countersued Rifenburg for nearly $9
40,000, claiming the company caused leaks
of the contaminated fluid by puncturing the |
andfill's plastic liner, which delayed the pro
ject for nearly a year as repairs were done.



Stein said the law firm of Nixon Peabody, w

hich has advised the city on landfill issues f
or more than a decade, was "an annex of Cit
y Hall in a scheme to prevent the public an

d regulators from learning what is going on t
here."

Dan Herteau, a lawyer with Nixon Peabody,

said while there were "very serious issues”

over releasing reports on conditions at the d
ump, "it is not like the city is trying to hid

e anything."

Herteau said he did not know if leachate re

mains a problem.

Rifenburg Construction "didn't do the job co
rrectly,"” he said, which forced the city to sp
end money to study the problem. The city al
so lost about $250,000 in potential revenue
because it could not put garbage in the expa
nsion until the problem was fixed, he said.

City Corporation Council John Reilly denied
that the city used Nixon Peabody to block d
ump records from public review.

The outside firm was retained for its experti
se in landfill issues, Reilly said.

The city earns $13 million a year -- a tenth

of its annual budget -- by taking trash from

private haulers and a dozen other communiti
es -- Cohoes, Rensselaer, Waterviiet, Berne
. Bethlehem, Guilderland, Knox, New Scotlan
d, Rensselaerville, Westerlo, Green Island a
nd Altamont.

More than a decade ago, Albany selected a

363-acre site in Coeymans for a new regiona
| landfill, but it is unlikely to be ready by th
e time the Rapp Road dump is full sometime
in 2009, as the city expects.



The lawsuit, which is scheduled to go to tri
al in October, comes at time when the city i
s seeking state permission for another dum
p expansion, this time into land in the Pine
Bush Preserve, a move that environmentalist
S oppose.

Edward Stein, a New York City lawyer repres
enting Rifenburg, said Friday: "We think tha
t the city may be sacrificing the environmen
t around the landfill for revenue."

He said leachate -- contaminated liquid tha
t seeps through buried garbage -- has been
migrating"” beyond liners meant to keep it wi
thin the dump and out of the groundwater.

"

The company signed a $3.1 million contract

in 2002 to construct two new "cells” to hold
garbage. The city paid about $2.9 million, bu
t Rifenburg claims it is due another $956,70
0 because of the extra work.Division of The

Hearst Corporation, Albany, N.Y.

he company signed a $3.1 million coniract i
n 2002 to construct two new "cells" to hold

garbage. The city paid about $2.9 million, bu
t Rifenburg claims it is due another $956,70
0 because of the extra work

ll$c liﬁ‘ "6""" “A 'l| @ yvvllé ll"Ellétll$c"6‘
"§ " " Untitled ( "E"E"E"EE
(" h is opposed by the town and a citizens g
roup.

Nearing can be reached at 454-5094 or by e-
mail at bnearing@timesunion.com.

All Times Union materials copyright 1
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lew York State Department of Environmental Conservation -

! glonal Administration, Region 4

150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014 ~

hone: (518) 357-2073 « FAX: (518) 357-2593

febsite: www.dec. state.ny.us v
Denise M. Sheehan

Commissioner

June 14, 2006

Joseph C. Giebelhaus, Solid Waste Manager
City of Albany

Department of General Services

525 Rapp Road

Albany, New York 12205

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus:

Based upon the information provided in your June 6, 2006 reporting documents, the liquid flow
in the secondary leachate collection system of Cell 5 continues to be elevated. While this flow is
considered to be significantly less than it was at the beginning of this year, it continues to be at or above
the regulatory standard of 20 gallons per acre pre day.

In response to the initial detection of elevated secondary flow rates in January of this year, the
City through their engineering consultant, Clough Harbour and Associates, submitted an action plan.
Essentially this plan called for a single jet flushing of the primary collection piping system of Cells 1 and
5. Our response to the plan was to recommend a minimum flushing of the system three consecutive
months in an effort to dislodge more solids from the system that might be causing blockage and/or
slowing free gravity flow of leachate from these landfill cells.

Given the continued elevated flows in at least Cell 5, and to a lesser degree Cell 1, we are again
recommending consecutive flushing of the primary leachate collection systems of the effected cell(s).
This should further improve leachate drainage from each cell, which has the potential of reducing the
flow rates in their respective secondary collection systems. Please provide us with schedule dates for this
work, we would like to observe and improve our understanding of access and operation of these systems.
Thank you for your attention to this matter, and as always, please do not hesitate to contact me at 357-
2245 if there are any questions.

F K

3 <
/Thomas R_Reynolds, P.E.
Environntental Engineer
Region 4 Solid Waste

cc: T. Cullen, P.E., Région 4 Engineer
R. Forgea, P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

Regional Administration, Region 4 ~

1150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014
Phone: (518) 357-2073 « FAX: (518) 357-2593

Website: www.dec.state.ny.us Do T S
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Commissioner

June 14, 2006

Joseph C. Giebelhaus, Solid Waste Manager
City of Albany

Department of General Services

525 Rapp Road

Albany, New York 12205

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus:

Based upon the information provided in your June 6, 2006 reporting documents, the liquid flow
in the secondary leachate collection system of Cell 5 continues to be elevated. While this flow is
considered to be significantly less than it was at the beginning of this year, it continues to be at or above
the regulatory standard of 20 gallons per acre pre day.

In response to the initial detection of elevated secondary flow rates in January of this year, the
City through their engineering consultant, Clough Harbour and Associates, submitted an action plan.
Essentially this plan called for a single jet flushing of the primary collection piping system of Cells 1 and
5. Our response to the plan was to recommend a minimum flushing of the system three consecutive
months in an effort to dislodge more solids from the system that might be causing blockage and/or
slowing free gravity flow of leachate from these landfill cells.

Given the continued elevated flows in at least Cell 5, and to a lesser degree Cell 1, we are again
recommending consecutive flushing of the primary leachate collection systems of the effected cell(s).
This should further improve leachate drainage from each cell, which has the potential of reducing the
flow rates in their respective secondary collection systems. Please provide us with schedule dates for this
work, we would like to observe and improve our understanding of access and operation of these systems.
Thank you for your attention to this matter, and as always, please do not hesitate to contact me at 357-
2245 if there are any questions.

??ely,

/ThomasR, eynolds, P.E.
Environnfental Engineer

Region 4 Solid Waste

FL

<

ce: T. Cullen, P.E., Rcfgion 4 Engineer
R. Forgea, P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda
October 23, 2006

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control

o Alternative Daily Cover — Processed C&D
* High hydrogen sulfide concentration in gas
o Cover Soil/ Working Area
» Use of Posi-Shell (short term) and soil cover (long term)
o Foggers — Effectiveness
~o Cover Soil Seeding — completed, quantity, JH Maloy payment
o Complaints
10/15/2006 | 10:00 AM | Teresa Avalina Avila Albany | no details
"Woke up from my nap and
smelled that horrible, horrible
smell. Made we want to
10/16/2006 2:30 PM | Teresa Avalina Avila Albany | vomit."
DEC Attorney "diesel smell, possibly from
10/17/2006 8:30 AM | (Blaze) Thruway Albany | gas to energy plant”
10/18/2006 9:09 AM | Peter Biegle Benjamin Lane | Colonie | "odor in house"
9:12 AM | Teresa Avalina Avila Albany | "odor in air"
Pine Hills
Neighborhood Welding or burning smell. He
(near Colvin called the health department
? Ron Ave. Albany | and they referred him to us.

o | NEO Emissions
= NEO Meeting on Wednesday, Oct. 25"

(@]

O

= QOdors

* CK Environmental stack testing
Additional Wells and Horizontal Collection Trenches
= Connection to newly installed wells

e Header construction — Emergency contractor
¢ Horizontal collection trenches — City/ emergency

contractor

Surface Scan — Scheduled for end of month

Gas Quantity/ Quality

* Siemens sampling from City and NEO
System Vacuum - No deviations
Weather Station — Installed and logging on one minute interval

Back Up Blower Repair




O

_o"do

ALR
Cell 10/11 Pumps - To be installed by Kasselman
Cell 1 - Float bad
Cells 1/5 — Below 20 gad

ell 8

_ y . (

aced
* Emergency contractor to repair

Leachate Control
North Slope

Cell 10/1 Comer
Cell 8/9

Litter
New portable wind screens in-place
Currently installing 15" fence along the west side

SMI Site Visit
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sH HARBOUR & ASSOCIATES LLS

April 26, 2007

DEC Region 4

Attn: Mr. Thomas Reynolds, P.E.
1150 North Westcott Road
Schenectady, New York 12306

RE: Pamp Station No. 1 Failure
Rapp Road Waste Management Facility — Albany, New York
CHA Project # 12306.6006.1502

Dear Mr. Reynolds:

In the early momning of April 16, 2007 pump station no. 1 at the Rapp Road Waste Management
Facility failed due to the significant rain events that occurred on April 15 and 16, 2007. The failure
resulted in damage to the condensate inlet pipe and one suction pump at the pump station. In
addition to the pump station failure, a detention basin constructed within the comer of Cells 1 and.JQ. -
to collect stormwater off operating portions of the Albany Interim Landfill and the P-4 Landfill,
respectively, was breached and this stormwater was released and drained into the area surrounding
pump station no. 1.

On April 15 and 16, 2007 a total of 3.59 inches of rain was recorded by the facility weather
station. Much of the stormwater from the north-northeast slopes of the landfill flowed into the
detention basin at the toe of the slope and was being pumped away with a vacuum truck and
drained into the County sewer system. However, on the evening of April 15, 2007, a significant
amount of soil “silted” in the basin resulting in a si gnificant reduction in the basin storage
capacity. Atabout 1:00 AM on April 16, 2007, the vacuum truck was unable to contin ue
removing stormwater from the basin quick enough and the stormwater overtopped the basin and
began flowing around the pump station.

On the morning, April 16, 2007, it was discovered that the stormwater had flowed into the
interstitial space of the pump station and floated the fiberglass tub. No leachate was observed at
this time to be released from the pump station. A plan was immediately implemented to stop the
flow from the landfill cells into the pump station, stop flow from overtopping basin. and to pump
out the pump station so that any damage could be assessed and the necessary repairs made.

By the afternoon of April 16, 2007 the breach at the basin was repaired and a pump had been
installed to pump the stormwater accumulating in the basin into the forcemain at pump station
no. I that discharges into the County sewer system. On April 19. 2007 access to the pump
station was gained and an assessment of the condition revealed that the condensate drain from

1 1l Winners Circle, P.O. Box 5269, Albany, NY 12205-0269
318.453.4500 « © 518.458.1735 » www.cloughharbour.com



Mr. Thomas Reynolds Page 2 April 26, 2007

condensate drop out MP0002 was broken and the suction line for pump no. 1 was broken. On
April 20, 2007 repairs to the condensate drain were completed and that pump station came on-
line using pump no. 2 only. The valves to the landfill cells were opened slightly at this time. On
April 25, 2007 repairs to pump no. 1 were completed.

The City of Albany is currently developing a plan to reduce the potential for the pump station
failing again due to filling of the interstitial space. The plan includes the installation of a pump
in the interstitial space and grading to control the flow of stormwater away from the pump
station. The plan will be submitted to the DEC upon completion for information. The City will
also be installing a monitoring well to screen the groundwater level down gradient of the station
to determine if there was any influence on groundwater quality due to the breach and pump
station failure. The monitoring well will be sampled for Part 360 Routine analysis and EPA
8260 (volatile organics). Frequency of sampling will be evaluated based on the initial sampling
results. In addition, the installation of a temporary impermeable cap over the slopes that
currently discharge stormwater into the basin will be diverted away from the pump station and
provide separation between stormwater and possible seeps from the slopes.

Please review and comment of the above information and attachments, should you have any
questions contact me at (518) 453-2851.

Very truly yours,

CLOUGH HARBOUR & ASSOCIATES LLP

UCUF

Warren A. Harris IV, P.E.
Senior Associate
/jig
cc:  Bill Bruce. City of Albany
Joe Giebelhaus. City of Albany
Ruth E. Leistensnider Esq., Nixon Peabody LLP
Frank LaVardera, CHA

KA 12306\0perations 2007 Corres\Pumg Station | Farlure 4-15-07 Summary.doc
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City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
- Operations Meeting Agenda — April 12, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints M fgscs . Can.
Action Items
= March Surface Scan
* Odor Neutralizer
* Temporary Cap - Increased footprint
e Estimate $500.000, 17 ac
e Schedule
* Final Cover — May bid
* Gas System Master Plan and Cost Estimate/ Budget 0[0

G o = APy Y SLOIT l/(-] O(D
*  CostEst. for 11 wells in AIL A A
* SCS work x

* Feeding gas
Fill Progression
* Fill Plan O }‘

* Daily Cover
* PCS Testing

City Flare System Ew@ — Ti OAJO
Feed NEO - Next Monday

Gas Analyzer - about $40,000 J{ ‘&-/

Alarm phone number /7 ;} 420

Leachate Control
Cell 9 and Cell 10/1 Leachate Pumps
= [Installation schedule

* Install discharge into u- trap
Seeps on north slope

Litter Control

Fence across from LF entrance
Litter fence bid

Need to be picked up by May

MISC
Maloy On-Call Contract
=  Payments
LFG RFP
* Request for information from Casella



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — April 19, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control N AN
o Complaints v £PAED <
o Action Items ' e
*  Odor Neutralizer !",
* Temporary Cap Y 4 T '
 Estimate $500,000 f
¢ Schedule

¢ Meeting this afternoon with Maloy/ Antana

*  Additional wells in the AIL

* Final Cover — May bid

*  Gas System Master Plan

* Evaluation of Hydrogen Sulfide System
o NEO

= Cost Est. for 11 wells in AIL

= SCS work

= Feeding gas
o Fill Progression

* Fill Plan
= Daily Cover
* PCS Testing

City Flare System
o Electrical back up )
o Gas Analyzer ytf

~ Leacha ntrol g AL g m s
(o Pump Station 1 ) | Y

= Repair/ Rebuild

* Outside tub pumping TR LT o STor
* Monitoring well installation - o
© Snow “under” north slope PR P
V¥ Mosrotls 4

Litter Control
o Fence across from LF entrance
o Litter fence bid
o Need to be picked up by May

MISC
o Contractor Payments
* Maloy -
= [Kasselmen
o LFGRFP <
o Heavy Equipment Use



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — April 26, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
o Complaints
o Action Irems
* Balancing Field
*  Odor Neutralizer
* Temporary Cap
e Schedule
* Snow on north slope
* Additional wells in the AIL
*  Odor and Air Toxics Sampling Plan
* Final Cover — May bid
* Gas System Master Plan
* Evaluation of Hydrogen Sulfide System

* Feeding gas

= SCS work >’ é_}_&-_
o Fill Progression

* Fill Plan

* Daily Cover

* PCS Testing

City Flare System
o ES2 on-site
o Gas Analyzer

Leachate Control
©  Pump Station |
* Grading around station
*  Outside tub pump
* Monitoring well installation
* Letter to DEC

Litter Control
o Fence across from LF entrance
o Litter fence bid
= Joe'sreview
© Need to be picked up by May

MISC
o Invitation to Mayor
o Contractor Payments

* Maloy
= Kasselmen
o LFGRFP

o Site Layout

LERA

V’CO"M IC"—""‘ML

Y Mol oo -
Y Ur - Sope

86?..@?3‘)



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — May 3, 2007

Introductions and Overview , /a) 0)0 V’,Jj ( CAV

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control

Complaints = / crO
Action Items # Lg"'T“:\"’
*  Temporary Cap
* Schedule l( Seeres pATE
*  Odor Neutralizer e
* Additional wells in the AIL and P-4 - Res
*  Odor and Air Toxics Sampling { g P M
»  Final Cover

¢ June 12 Bid Due Date
e Size/ Cost Estimate

¢ DEC Review? y 'ju Wt}_q N

Gas System Master Plan

Compressor station a
Evaluation of Hydrogen Sulfide System N\u'
Feeding gas , )(/ A é?’{
Barometric Trap L

Evaluation of Wells/ Horizontals on upper deck of AIL d
SCS work/ Meeting

Fill Progression

Fill Plan
Daily Cover
PCS Testing

City Flare System
ES2 on-site tomorrow

Repair thermocouples
Review thermocouple extension

Gas Analyzer

Leachate Control
Pump Station |

ALR

Grading around station

Outside tub pump

Monitoring well installation within 2 weeks — CH®-
Letter to DEC submitted

Litter Control
Fence across from LF entrance
Litter fence bid

MISC

May 22 Bid Due Date



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility

Operations Meeting Agenda — May 10, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
o Complaints
o Action ltems

* Temporary Cap {4 {

¢ Schedule

e Harry's Cut Drainage
Odor Neutralizer
Additional wells in the AIL and P-4
Odor and Air Toxics Sampling

Final Cover '> Vim0 (A XY
e June 12 Bid Due Dat

*  Gas System Master Plan
»  Compressor station e———""" MAC o .
»  Evaluation of Hydrogen Sulfide System

»  Well Repairs
o Minnesota Methane ) 'JQ'N
»  Feeding gas

=  Barometric Trap
»  Evaluation of Wells/ Horizontals on upper deck of AIL
= SCS work/ Meeting —— ;4. .

o Fill Progression Qe € A

= Fill Plan
= Daily Cover
= PCS Testing

City Flare System
o Thermocouples repaired
» Review thermocouple extension ES2 on-site on Tuesday
o Gas Analyzer

Leachate Control
o Pump Station |
*  Grading around station — Maloy
*  Qutside tub pump
*  Monitoring well installation next week

ALR

o Cell 10 and 11 need repairs = Nf:"(—;"i
* ES2 on-site on Tuesday

Litter Control
o Fence across from LF entrance
o Litter fence bid
= May 22 Bid Due Date

MISC
o Maloy Invoices
o Kasselman Invoice




City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — May 17, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
o Complaints
* Cook Park Opening
o Action Items
* Temporary Cap
* Schedule
* Survey on-site today
* Harry's Cut Drainage Plan (Jason)
* Gorman's Gulch Plan (Maloy)
Surface Scan
Odor Neutralizer (City)
Additional wells in the AIL and P-4 (Jason)
Air Toxics Results (RTP)
Final Cover (CHA)
* End of June Bid Due Date
Gas System Master Plan (Jason)
Compressor station (Jason)
Evaluation of Hydrogen Sulfide System
Well Repairs (CHA/ City/ Maloy)
O Minnesota Methane
* Feeding gas
* Barometric Trap - $7,750 ( Maloy)
* Evaluation of Wells/ Horizontals on upper deck of AIL

*= SCS work
o Fill Progression
= Fill Plan
* Daily Cover

* PCS Testing

City Flare System
© Thermocouples repaired and temperature adjustment complete

Leachate Control
o Pump Station |
* Grading around station — Maloy
* Outside tub pump (Jason)
* Monitoring well installation next week

ALR
¢ Cell 10 and 11 need repairs
* ES2 control panel working OK, ES2 working on pumps

Litter Control
o Fence across from LF entrance — Bruce Fence
o Litter fence bid
* May 22 Bid Due Date

MISC
o No Meeting Next Thursday, May24, 2007
o Meeting with Mayor Leak on June 7, 2007



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — May 24, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
o Complaints
= 5 complaints since last Thursday, 4 from Avila, | from Baurer Drive
o Action ltems )~
=  Temporary Cap Y 5
o Completed Saturday, May 19, 2007 /-,, ///1//
¢ Harry's Cut Drainage Plan = v /
Surface Scan ~ 3 /
Qdor Neutralizer { f
Additional wells in the AIL and P-4 ¥ S
Final Cover ‘
e End of June Bid Due Date
= Compressor station - electrical
= Well Repairs
o Gas System Master Plan I}'
o Minnesota Methane
= Feeding gas
s Barometric trap
= Evaluation of Wells/ Horizontals on upper deck of AIL

= SCS work
o Fill Progression
= Fill Plan

= Daily Cover
= PCS Testing

City Flare System _
o Thermocouple Re-Location/ Extension ($5,500)

Leachate Control
o Pump Station |
= Repair to gas collection lines
* Grading around station complete
* Qutside tub pump being sized
= Monitoring well installation May 29

ALR
o Cell 10 and 11 repairs
= ES2 ordered pumps
= Maloy to perform plumbing

Litter Control
Fence across from LF entrance — Bruce Fence
Litter fence — 2 bids received VA

o 0O

MISC .
Maloy Invoices g
Survey DGS Landfill /
LFG RFP Interviews May 31, 2007 4

No Meeting Next Thursday, May 31,2007 __.f—f”_""f
Meeting with Mayor Leak ogf June 7, 2007 - contact Mayor Leak /

O 00 0O0



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — June 14, 2007
Introductions
Village perspective

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints
* 13 calls since cover completed on May 20, 2007
Action Items
* Temporary Cap
* Stormwater control completed
= Surface Scan
* Rescanned hot areas from last scan and found number of holes in temp. cover
* Performed scan this week
* Odor Neutralizer — use during horizontal installation
* Additional wells/trenches in the AIL and P-4
e Maloy preparing quote
¢ Maloy to subcontract driller
* Final Cover
* End of June Bid Due Date
* MM pay for wells and associated headers (Maloy quote)
* Compressor station
¢ Powered from power building
* Shed located by tanks, airline trenched across roadway
e Shed size 8 by 10’
Well Repairs
¢ City
Minnesota Methane
* Feeding gas
* Barometric trap installed
= SCS work
* Rescan on June 13, 2007
¢ CHA/ City to prepare comments
* Air modeling
Fill Progression

City Flare System
ES2 work scheduled for June 25, 2007 (estimate $7,750)
* Flare shutdowns to perform work — several hrs. (backup/ MM)
* Redesign thermocouple
* Relocate flow meter
* Maloy to install meter box to protect

Leachate Control

Pump Station 1
* Outside tub pump (estimated cost $7,000) — Electrical preparing plan
* Monitoring well installed and sampling end of June



ALR

Cell 10 and 11 repairs
* ES2 to install pumps on June 25, 2007
* Maloy to perform plumbing

Litter Control
Fence across from LF entrance — Bruce Fence
Litter fence bid award

MISC
Maloy Invoices
Next meeting June 21, 2007



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility j‘tﬁ-
Operations Meeting Agenda — June 21, 2007 /7

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control v -
o Complaints as.
* 1 call since last week # W OW

o Action Items
* Odor Neutralizer — use during horizontal installation

= Additional wells/trenches in the AIL and P-4
e Maloy preparing quote Vit ad

* Temporary Cap \'1 M 4 f
e Maoly sealing penetrations ‘j'l.ﬁ\--"'f

* Final Cover

* Compressor station

=  Well Repairs
o City

o Fill Progression
* Daily cover

City Flare System
o ES2 work scheduled for June 25, 2007
* Flare shutdowns to perform work — several hrs. (backup/ MM)
* Redesign thermocouple
= Relocate flow meter
e Maloy installing meter box

Minnesota Methane
o Permit
= NYSDEC status
* = Performing air modeling and stack tests

Leachate Control
o Pump Station 1
* Qutside tub pump (estimated cost $7,000)
= Monitoring well sampling next week

ALR
o Cell 10 and 11 repairs
* ES2 to install pumps week of June 25, 2007
* Maloy to perform plumbing
, &
Litter Control
o Fence across from LF entrance — Bruce Fence 9.
o Litter fence bid award

Scale Repair/ Replacement

MISC
o Maloy Invoices
o Next meeting June 28, 2007
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City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — June 28, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints - No calls since June 16, 2007
Action Items
= Surface Scan
* Additional wells/trenches in the AIL and P-4
¢ (Cost estimate
* Maloy to start work on Monday (access)
*  Shaw ready for July 5®
* Temporary Cap
* Penetrations sealed, will rescan

* Drainage
=  Final Cover
Compressor station
* Well Repairs
o City
Fill Progression

* Daily Cover Gradation

City Flare System
ES2 performing work
* MM running flare and City running back-up flare
* Relocating flow meter - return on July 9™ to recalibrate

Minnesota Methane

Additional wells and network improvements
SCS Surface Scan

Permit

Leachate Control
Pump Station | Pump

ALR
Cell 10 and 11 repairs
* ES21oreturn to install pump in cell 10 on July 9
Litter Control
Fence across from LF entrance — Bruce Fence
Litter fence - CHA reviewed shop drawing and need to revise and resubmit
Scale Repair/ Replacement

Recycling Qﬂ\

Grants &
Kelly's Wedding/ Honeymoon s % '
MISC 2 \

Quarterly Survey gl

Wetland Work
Maloy Invoices /
Odor Committee Meeting

Next meeting July5, 2007 - Mayor Leak to attend?
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City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — July 5, 2007

/

Village Perspective M’Q

-_—
Landfill Gas/ Odor Control e H”‘"B
Complaints - No calls since June 16, 2007 ( Cpet
Action Ttems
s Surface Scan

* Additional wells/trenches in the AIL and P-4
e Cost estimate/ PO
e Work to start on Monday (access) July 9°

= Final Cover
= Compressor station (< APEPD
= Well Repairs o 5!( M% 7i (2 CAPA Ny v
o City
Fill Progression
* Daily Cover O 7/}/;/! Q
rnt 0 '
City Flare System n )
* Thermocouple placement 2 ~+ (02 ;
= Flow Meter installation % S 96 S '

Minnesota Methane
Additional wells and network improvements

SCS Surface Scan ——— CHR\ Commeant?. | Dﬂ;

Permit

s I/
Leachate Control «¥ > /’_//’:—'

; Wi
Pump Station 1 Pump wl’/@) ,

ALR
Cell 10 and 11 repairs
= ES2 to return to install pump in cell 10

Litter Control

Fence across from LF entrance - . —
: e -

Litter fence S 0—

Scale Repair/ Replacement D?‘ v
Recycling/ PCS 2{?.}

MISC

Quarterly Survey ayop

Wetland Work — ) o e
Maloy/ ES2 Invoices ——= o

Odor Committee Meeting - July 11, 2007 at 6PM
Vacation

Next meeting July 12, 2007
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City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility /
Operations Meeting Agenda — July 12, 2007 L

Litter Fence — Net Connections
* Change Order

* Location 9’6“

* Questions/issues — frc3 0

Gas Field Improvement Project ~ Maloy - (6o’ fo~
*  Questions/Issues
Q m\{

Odor Committee Meeting Review
Erosion from Corner of Cell 10 and AIL

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints - No calls since June 16, 2007
Action [tems

* Surface Scan

* Additional wells/trenches in the AIL and P+

. Costestlmate*’ PO ° —_— 2
L_g C,\_,‘W ™

* Final Cover
* Compressor station
*  Well Repairs
Fill Progression
* Daily Cover

City Flare System
* Flow Meter installation

Minnesota Methane

Additional wells and network | improvements
SCS Surface Scan

Permit

Leachate Conrroi
Pump Station | Pump

ALR
Cell 10 and 11 repairs
* ES2to retumn to install pump in cell 10

Litter Control
Fence across from LF entrance

Scale Repair/ Replacement
Recyeling/ PCS

MISC

Quarterly Survey

Wetland Work

Maloy/ ES2 Invoices
Vacation

Next meeting July 19, 2007

o ™

(9:00-9:13)
(9:30-9:45)
Yy PO
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City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — July 19, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints
Action Items

= Surface Scan dﬁ‘*’u dte WUJ

s Additional wells/trenches in the AIL and P-4

e Construction Progress \L\M l\\mlﬂg w;l\ Woolc ufe

e (Cost

* Final Cover = “&N‘h'ﬁ& ‘1“‘“’&"1 N ¢’ "'l"""? (""W nod

o BidDate _ ,algmaie Iaterten b wren ordk St

= Compressor station A Qrrele e,
= Well Repairs — ¢ s btd. lacl o electtc
Fill Progression yo Jdate - Mo 155uR0
. DmlyCcowr:r_l}d,w,..,_‘_'F‘;,{h,\%l ok - N mmm\}{m
City Flare System
= Flow Meter installation — Vod ww\ PN"A- Ose -

Putt LRI - purmining - «{’lmH peotess
Minnesota Methane

Additional wells and network improvements
SCS Surface Scan = W0 WBNG O AL~ CoN
Permit
Title V Permit Requirements
= Stack testing by September 2007
= Daily visual observation

Leachate Control
Pump Station 1 Pump

ALR
Cell 10 repairs + W
= ES2 to return to install pump in cell 10

Litter Control
Westside Fence

= Construction Progress
Fence across from LF entrance

—~ Mmaes gwek AN um&uw..ﬁ

Scale Repair/ Replacement

Recycling/ PCS

MISC

Wetland Work

Maloy/ ES2 Invoices
Vacation

Next meeting July 26, 2007
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City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management F acility
Operations Meeting Agenda — July 26, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints
Action Items
*  Surface Scan
* Additional wells/trenches in the AIL and P-4
* Construction progress - 3 wells on-line
® Temporary cover repair
e Cost
* Final Cover
¢ Pre-Bid Date - July 31, 2007
* Compressor station
*  Well Repairs
Fill Progression
* Daily Cover

City Flare System
Shutdowns
Flow Meter Location

Minnesota Methane

Additional wells and network improvements
Permit

Title V Permit

Leachate Control
Pump Station | Pump

ALR
Cell 10/11 repairs
* ES2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11

Litter Control
Westside Fence
* Flagging
Fence across from LF entrance

Scale Repair/ Replacement
Recycling/ PCS

MISC

Wetland Work

Maloy/ ES2 Invoices
Vacation

Next meeting August 2, 2007
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City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — August 9, 2007

Landfill Gahf Odor Control

Complaints “UJ-RJ/- whim teemdate were M

Action Items "S el W

(‘ Ao &= 12 - A gt ALt = (Le=0
= Surface Scan~ Do~ «
G2 O™ - waﬂ Amenr PO

=  Horizontal Trenching
e  QOdor Neutralizer - M" M;\,.& Agavrn 8-
w““ =

e Closure
= Additional wells/trenches in the AIL and P-4{ 14 M-—'D

e Construction progress - 7 wells on-line Lo o o e olced “q o J‘mﬂ

e  Temporary cover repaired w o \oe M
e Currently working on 12" header ¥ ‘
e Cost
ugust 1, 2007 = g hbw-‘lﬂ Mﬁfv L4 i

RTP performed second round ot Air Quality testing on
CHA collected gas aample for hydrog mulﬁde testing 30, 2007
Compressor station ke c/»\{ﬁ“’f 0rpg - TTcw ?ﬁ
Well Repairs = ‘-\ 41 W-Cl Cu‘\hm d&& &
nul#aww.m- o 53 \ (oA G, 860
Final Cover O~ @ 1. Q& ) ———h—‘&h : ;
Bids received (base bids) (GJ(‘ '-\a.,M\ 4L ve4E
Meaed 2 M oy

= Maloy - $1,328,685 (base), $676,460 (alternate)
s Marcy - $1,451.935.82 (base). $695,554 (alternate) Mg wesk -

Fill Progression MWQ 5\.\“ éw ém“ wt".r-’& ‘(lpl‘_

= Working face

= Daily Cover 2ep .b",&.\"-“s J\ W

-C:ty Flare System - « Spe0 C,Q—l'!\ e = iLa
Flow Meter Location 5 =

Minnesota Methane
Permit

Le 3
Pu?:l:::astfaﬁ::: [:-Oll’ump*_dew ./A\\k %/3 rp-""(-f

ALR
Cell 10/11 repairs
= ES2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11

Litter Control = &ﬁ-l_ =

Payment to Net Connections .
~ Re 5"“59' AAAMO

Maintenance
@  Mowing and weed whacking

e GAL C’ ‘
o  AIL Closed Area =i M

& Drainage/ Erosion
e (Catch basin cleanout e=——

_,.,-"‘"-‘-
e  Erosion on north slope of AIL berm - ud.o...loﬂﬁ (Qa ?(&ﬂ*‘&‘ Qﬁ oo
Scale Repair/ Replacement ~ wo.r\h\o-& u_.d,(, bt b"\fw u_...af*‘wl. O aA bend

Recycling/ PCS < S)'avg—‘-\q = A M %D

MISC e 14/
Wetland Work

= Remove invasive species h W M

= Native Seeding

Maloy Invoices
Next meeting August 16. 2007
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City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda - August 16. 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints
Action ltems
*  Additional wells/piping in the AIL and P-4
*  Construction progress — 7 wells on-line
*  Currently working on 12" header and connection of 3 wells
Compressor station
*  Well Repairs

Final Cover
Bids received (base bids)
*  Maloy - $1.328,685 (base). $676.460) (alternate)
*  Marcy - $1.451.935.82 (base), $695.554 (alternate)

Fill Progression
*  Working face
*  Daily Cover

City Flare System
Flow Meter Relocation - end of August

Minnesota Methane
Permit

Leachate Control
Pump Station | Pump - Kasselman quote

ALR
Cell 10/11 repairs
*  ES2 1w retum to install pumps in cell I/11 - end of August

Litter Control
PA #1 Issues

Final PA coming

Maintenance
*  Mowing and weed whacking
* GAL
*  AlL Closed Area
*  Drainage/ Erosion
*  Erosion on north slope of AIL berm - Maloy 1o repair

Scale Repair/ Replacement
Recycling PCS

MISC

Wetland Work ~ quote from Maloy

Maloy Invoices
Next meeting August 23, 2007



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — August 23, 2007

° Landfill Gas/ Odor Control _— '
o Complaints - one gince N7y qu"- /TM z LI J'““'&'— Q. M LU'-“LA

o Action Items
®  Additional wells/piping in the AIL and P-4

. we o Lt
E‘t Ugpy Gl Commmcton g bt wille
. = Compressor station
. ° qShed Delivered to site M\%M “Q‘OW . 3 Ij
-39. M- (5“&]&‘) e Electrical bids _@M O;Ju,d-a'h Q9 W
= Well Repairs -L) . Yo cor hﬁ%‘l@.‘
Maqre ' L o - it il Ofteagirma —and aloging

Watren ° Final Cover /& M‘%lﬂ el LamA N> R4 Cavg ‘Do
C}\, o Base Bid Awarded to Maloy
. ﬁs

] PrE~Bl{ Meeting within next few weeks
é—pgm\_, ° Fill Progression

®  Small Working face st E”‘Z’bm/jeb uwx]

p\t' = 1 Foot Daily Cover

-‘&&*M“‘ [~y
o City Flare System A\ u é et — ahf‘:ﬂ

atiom — — . P\nnel
o Flow Meter Relocation - end of August Esz ¢ Yo Wage
° Minnesota Methane
o Permit
® Leachate Control
o Pump Station 1 Pump — Electrical quote

° AILR
e Cell 10/11 repairs

*  Open Cell 10 valve ~ A0 SR _ﬂ_o,\s 'hM

= ES2 to retumn to install pumps in cell 10/11 - end of August ~ Cb'mh.s e

e Litter Control
e PA#] Accepted by CHA
= Change Order 1 — $3,390 Alternate for eastern fence .
® Change Order 2 - $1,700 for damaged fence (to be reimbursed by Maloy) — as R Yo Vo= & C%
uw e Final PA coming
= Change order 3 - ($2,200) for crane operator provided by Maloy
@ Original contract $146,060/ Final $149,032

LS

w i:;f)ivingandweed whacking  prvewes (a U] Ulms(g_ olcl.- ‘09“\31.01& GM et

e GAL . N \ .
ov.( 635’ e AIL Closed Area \\l‘ks k\_& Y\o %,uh,._b * ka\‘
\ ®  Drainage/ Erosion wos

¥ Oeal
6}& m Scale Repair/ Replacement M \vde o S "‘*ﬂ""ﬂ B “"'(M(' QJOI‘ML - L{Q_a,__ﬁ:“’t
6 o Recycling/ PCS
\X D&r 0?’ L’h&ub weiied o~

° MISC
# z - {
e Wetland Work — quote from Maloy — = 2509 Launet gk S 2o Conviegl - - oWer werlc naze
feed s\ -0k iy :E'

e Maloy Invoices
@ Next meeting August 30, 2007



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — August 30, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints
Action Items
= Additional wells/piping in the AIL and P-4
e Hook Up of horizontals - temporary
® Construction progress
®  Compressor station
e Electrical quote
= Well Repairs

Final Cover
Base Bid Awarded to Maloy
® Pre-Construction Meeting, Tuesday, September 4 at 10AM

Fill Progression
= Fill Area

City Flare System
Flow Meter Relocation — September 11-12

Minnesota Methane
Compressor
Permit

Leachate Control
Pump Station 1 Pump — Electrical quote

ALR
Cell 10/11 repairs
= Cell 10 drain
= ES2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11 — September 11-12

Litter Control
Final Pay Application - Original contract $146,060/ Final $149,032

Maintenance
® Mowing and weed whacking
® Drainage/ Erosion

Scale Repair/ Replacement
Recycling/ PCS

MISC

Wetland Work

Maloy Invoices
Next meeting September 6, 2007



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — September 6, 2007

USDA Bird Management — ow Huzc m
Village Events — Cosle WL ey -
Landfill Gas/ Qdor Control C
Complaints 1“) \, /q-*?\‘v 3 Ca\f‘t\nﬁa waw persan)
Action Items v S Wfﬁl— nwos ceal M s
® Additional wells/piping inthe AIL and P-
G%D e Construction progress ~ 40"“'\ wdL - H”‘ﬂ’-’ LV\Q ﬁ“'t-'- o
ompressor station CeommeiAca ‘9—6«1 ¢

i E e Electrical quote
o Gross $15,000 (w/ pump) MMQ. o fesle &
u& o Kasselman $17,800 (w/o pump) ek~
W:ob m,-'o =N Well Repairs L@‘

b
‘1\3 Qﬁ, Final Cover —
Pre-Construction Meeting today at 10:15AM

o

o

(o]

b Conton, o

Anticipated start next week = no Canitnct b‘@“ % neel o fwuuﬁ. @ rsle

Fill Progression
* Fill Area 5"".*}_/""““
=] Daily Cover - %&\\ %& \ M —

City Flare System 59 0\ - é-n/tl/ - JS’JL

Flow Meter Relocation — SeEtemb; 18

Minnesota Methane

c ¢
Compressor Issues o eel ssoiso 4, diaenns %.s el

Permit

Leachate Control BM[ W ot M(M

Pump Station | Pump — Electrical quo

ALR
Cell 10/11 repairs . " v lag
s Cell 10drain — ASAP G\ S o &\Mthﬂf\k o
= [ES2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11 - September 18 (P8
e  Pumps
Litter Control - w0 _sodosens Y p-\l., Gusla N—W‘M a}wwk &'.abﬂ-‘w"\-& “QWQ

Maintenance

= Mowing and weed whacking — admusod- clone —

=  Drainage/ Erosion

Scale Repair/ Replacement ——  en. M phAseck - Rrbs w Horeanrto wovn
Enl -

Recycling/ PCS
SWANA E-sessions 9/5, 9/12 and 9/19 at 1:45PM

MISC
Next meeting September 13, 2007

-



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda - September 13, 2007
Seatt- UsdA

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control ¢ fi,gda 'S"" N,Qor-lr

o Complaints

v ,
o Action Items 3’1 Pﬂ*(‘/ TA‘

= Surface scan in progress (AL or. (Lm\c, AT,L- | ) 'ﬂ
® Additional wells/piping in the AIL and P-4
loe %&3

e Construction progress

s Compressor station 3 %lb

e Relocate Shed &

e Revise electrical qucé w > Af?-'{
= Well Repairs up to date™ - CovMniss ey %

mxﬂorm‘amwm Make 14 aun ST

Final Cover Crlrsig e,

o Anticipated start next week ~ mo‘\% 9“\\““3 bade MC‘ %,,&-
Fill Progression

o FillArea -~ oW £l gepn ?7 2wk \dawl - Res

o Daily Cover "
Sered Qe - \\M 309 - ?—Nﬁ Wlﬂw‘w%%
City Flare System -

@ Flow Meter Relocation — September 18 - &n~ %D\;r\s

Minnesota Methane
® Permit

Leachate Control
e Pump Station 1 Pump — Electrical quot_;}

ALR
e Cell 10/11 repairs

= Cell 10 drain
= [ES2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11 — September %MQS"\ ) conad .\1

e Pumps ‘\1,“&3 / |: w
Litter Control _ ' ol & ud“\\ thohde
o Controlled Burn I"\qmog 43 /\ﬂg‘w\,{, m& /Com . ?@M 4‘

Maintenance
o Mowing and weed whacking @"—'—i

o ~Draina e({’Erosmg - ¥ hadol coty. ™ ek M bl@o Rrblluo- M‘—E—m

Scale Re;%}\ﬁe cement W EI b CM}“X %
o Scale Deck - peeclo \o\ A,O'ﬂ-oox

Nreated 06&'\
Recycling/ PCS
o SWANA E-sessions 9/19 at |:45PM

MISC
o Next meeting September 20, 2007



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — September 20, 2007

Claedee £

Action Items )
®  Surface scan — ot wxiedl - ‘Q“'\\'—CL
*  Additional wells/piping in the AIL and P-4 N

-9 Construction progress # on - @5,
da.50n B ; &g
®  Compressor station

° Revise electrical quotg AW N{:?wk -
*  Well Repairs wp v daoe (Wwic) 3

® Final Cover

® Landfill Gas/ Odor Control ) N
e Complaints ~ Z complasrto - W‘ﬁ“’“ [ Snts Wt ba *:h:ogg:‘-}‘:io Wer A%
Nt Al hew v on e

) ; Ve G Mo - Adwm otk o G G—"‘-'
e Construction progress ?-LLL ~ (M-Ufkg U‘b‘b@‘fu &\

° Fill Progression C ‘2 Lowo .
ill Area H-a{f: 40‘&"\\\ \ "f} tK{M?‘ Yo co\
E;I‘;cher kyx\ “8‘ Ny ‘”\_ u&d.Mgﬂ. dwiq?b

° City Flare System —3 ew-ovie. Nayt weel
® Flow Meter Relocation — October 2

] Air Permit ;
© Annual air Emissions - $6,607.35 (due in 30 days) diew e

® innesOta hane
Perrhi (}}

® Leachate Control %(‘}/\

® Pump Station | Pump - Electrical quote

e ALR
Cell 10/11 repairs )

=  Cell 10 pumping *ected, - = roceso

* ES2toretum to install pumps in cell 10/11 — October 2 _p48\ u,.:‘,\s

° Litter Control M
Controlled BUmb w‘\w:{b * Oct TH ﬁ'of‘ Ybuen,

] Maintenance

Drainage/ Erosion ?r"@’:"" '$ “"“P"ﬁ::)'* (g SEOEE Boon_ Yo oo

° Scale Repair/ Replacement AR o ~ UJQ - f:\'-. Nan
Scale Deck 3 " ki b'b

o Recycling/ PCS — W& ) B~ Zeasisa
® SWANA E-sessions

° MISC
® Next meeting September 27, 2007



City of Albany Rapp RD Waste Management Facility
Operations Meeting Agenda — September 27, 2007

Landfill Gas/ Odor Control
Complaints
Action Items
®  Surface scan
= Additional wells/piping in the AIL and P-4
o Construction progress
= Compressor station
o Revise electrical quote
®  Well Repairs

Final Cover
Construction progress

AL ]
Fill Progression %5“3 ~ . B

Fill Area '\‘”
Daily Cover " a‘f\('

City Flare System " w""‘s
Flow Meter Relocation — October 2 598

Air Permit

NSPS Starting this month Dkasd na Yot

Minnesota Methane Gt)h,
nesota ? ot

o
Leachate Control 01)}‘ P

Pump Station 1 Pump — Electrical quote Y~

ALR .
Cell 10/11 repairs g

= Cell 10 pumping o
= ES2 to return to install pumps in cell 10/11 — October 2

Litter Control

Controlled Burn — C'&-ow 8““

Maintenance
Drainage/ Erosion

Scale Repair/ Replacement
Scale Deck e MK'Q{M‘ b‘wﬂ wety Aol
New Scale

Recycling/ PCS ﬂ&xb i Am\o\f«é Rt - Youdes

MISC
SWANA Session Nov. 7, 2007 (&, Dlnwm*- odsr indo —
Next meeting October 4, 2007



LEWIS B. OLIVER, JR., ESQ.

ATTORNEY AT LAW
156 MADISON AVENUE
ALBANY, NEW YORK 12202

BARK A. EDWARDS, ESQ.. Associaie 518-463-7962

November 1, 19599

John H. Feltman

Division of Environmental Permits

Region IV

New York State Department of
Envirconmental Conservation

1150 North Wescott Road

Schenectady, New York 12306

Re: Third Albany Landfill Expansion (P-4 Project)
DEIS and Part 360 Application --
DEC No. 4-0101-00171/00011

Dear Mr. Feltman:

I represent a group called Save the Pine Bush, Inc. which is
an organization dedicated to preservation of land in the area known
as the Albany Pine Bush in its natural, undeveloped state and
favors dedication to public ownership. Please accept this letter
as public comments in behalf of Save the Pine Bush and its officers

and members concerning the Third Albany Landfill Expansion, P-4
Project.

In order to make these comments, Save the Pine Bush has

. retained the gervices of speveral experts in areas cf relevant

concern who would be prepared to testify in opposition to the
City’s application at an adjudicatory hearing. This includes
experts on geology and hydrogeclogy, endangered species and their
habitat, such ag the Karner Blue butterfly, Pine Bush vegetation
and ecology, and solid waste management facilities. These experts

will be available to testify at an adjudicatory hearing on the
permit application.

i siting a new Jandfill in the Albany Pine Bush is
prohibited by Environmental Conservation Law (ECL) 15-0514, the
Clean Water Act Seg., 208, ECL 27-0704, 6 NYCRR 360-1.2(b) {10}, 6
NYCRR 360-2.12(c), and 6 NYCRR 360-1.7(c) because the Pine Bush
Formation ' rincipal aquifer wi otential r use as a
gsource of public water supply.

ECL 15-0514 authorized the Department of Environmental
Conservation (DEC} to hold public hearings and designate certain
aquifers in the State of New York as principal groundwater recharge

a1



areas and to protect these aquifers from degradation of water
resources by promulgating rules and regulations. Regulations at 6
NYCRR 360-1.2(b) (10) define an aquifer; a primary aquifer is
defined at 6 NYCRR 360-1.2(b) (10) (i), and a principal agquifer is
defined in the following subsection 360-1.2(b) (10) (ii). Using
funds from the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

under Sec. 208 of the Clean Water Act, the Commissioner of DEC on

July 9, 1986 determined that the Pine Bush Formation is a principal
. agquifer.

ECL 27-0704 gives DEC authority to prohibit siting land£ills
over principal aquifers. Consistent with the statute, € NYCRR 360-
2.12(c) prohibits construction of a new landfill or lateral or
vertical expansion of an existing landfill over principal aquifers.
Sec. 360-2.12(c) (1) (i) provides in relevant part: ®...n0 new
landfill and no lateral or vertical expansion of an existing
landfill may be constructed over primary water supply aquifers,
principal aquifers..." While there was an exception £or the
Commissioner to allow lateral or vertical expansion of landfills in
operation pursuant to a valid Part 360 permit or order that are on
principal aquifers upon a demonstration of public need, the time
period for allowing such an expansion expired on December 31, 1996.
See & NYCRR 360-2.12(e) (1) (ii). At this time siting a new
landfill, such as proposed by the City of Albany’s application
herein, or a lateral or vertical expansion of the landfill, is
absolutely prohibited and violates the landfill siting restrictions
- at 6 NYCRR 360-2.12(c). The City’s application to declassify the
Pine Bush Formation as a principal aquifer should be denied, or for
a variance should be denied.

Since siting the landfill in the Albany Pine Bush over the
Pine Bush principal aquifer is prohibited, the City has adopted a
strategy of requesting the Department to declassify the Pine Bush
Formation as & primary aquifer. The City has submitted a so-called
"pine Bush Declassification Study"™ as Attachment E to Volume 5 of
the Part 360 Application to Construct and Operate a Solid Waste
Management Facility by CT Male dated as revised July 9, 1899,
requesting declassification of the Pine Bush aquifer. The reasoning
and conclusions in Attachment E, however, are completely flawed,
and the atudy contains several important sclentific
misrepresentations and mistakes. The effort in Attachment E is to
show that the Pine Bush Formation is not a principal aquifer as
defined by Sec. 360-1.2(b)(10) (i), and Attachment E completely
fails in that regard. The Pine Bush Formation meets all of the
criteria for principal aquifer designation set forth in the
Technical and Operational Guidance Series (TOGS) 2.1.3, Primary and
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Principal Aquifer Determination, and the Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) between the DEC’s Division of Water and the
Division Solid and Hazardous Materials. The attempts in Attachment
E to attack hydrogeological work dome in the origimal designation
of the Pine Bush Formation as a principal aquifer by the United

States Geological Survey (USGS) and DEC is completely without
merit.

The main question raised by Attachment E is, "Does the
surficial aquifer referred to therein as the Pine Bush Formation
meet NYDEC's criteria for a principal agquifer? Clearly, the answer
to that question is Yes. The criteria, as stated in Attachment E,
are as £follows:

1. THE AQUIFER MUST UNDERLIE AT LEAST 5 to 10 SQUARE MILES OF
CONTIGUOUS AREA. Our expert measured 57.5 quare miles of "lake
sand and dune sand"” in Albany County north of the Normangkill, as
depicted on a 1:250,000 scale map of surficial geology (Cadwell and
Dineen, 1985). A few small contiguous areas of other types of sand
and gravel are included. The contiguous area continues to the west
into Schenectady County. However, the lower reaches of some
tributaries of the Normanskill are incised through the sand into
the underlying silt and clay, and some of these narrow outcrops of
clay do not show on the map; near these tributary reaches the
surficial sand is thinly saturated. Excluding these areas would
probably reduce the areal extent of the surficial aguifer by 10 to
12 percent. to roughly 50 square miles.

2. THE AQUIFER SHOULD BE CAPABLE OF YIELDING AT LEAST 0.5 TO
1 MILLION GALLONS PER DAY. The Pine Bush Formation is recharged
solely by local precipitation. Where surficial sediments are
permeable sand, virtually all precipitation infiltrates. Whatever
is not returned to the atmosphere as evapotranspiration becomes
recharge to the water table and is ultimately discharged as ground
water to streams. Thus, average annual groundwater recharge from
sand plains is equivalent to average annual runoff from the entire
watershed, as explained by Lyford and Cohen (1988), among others.
A recent map of mean annual runoff for 1951-1980 (Randall, 1996)
indicates annual runoff near Albany to be at least 16 inches.
Thus, recharge to the 50 square miles of contiguous surficial sand
in Albany County should average about 38 million gallons per day
(mgd) . Withdrawal of anything close to this total would require a
network of wells, but the computation is sufficient to indicate
that potential aquifer yleld greatly exceeds NYDEC criteria.



3. SATURATED THICKNESS OF HIGHLY PERMEABLE MATERIALS SHOULD
AVERAGE AT LEAST 20 FEET AND LOCALLY EXCEED 50 FEET. The fine to
medium-grained sands that occur near land surface all across the
Albany sand plain might be characterized as moderately permeable.
They are 1 to 2 orders of magnitude LESS permeable than the clean
set coarse sands and gravels scattered widely across upstate New
York in ice-contact deposits, but such deposits are ordinarily
quite localized, seldom contiguous beneath 5 or more square miles.
At the same time, the sands in the Albany sand plain are 1 to 3
orders of magnitude MORE permeable than the lake-bottom deposits,
till, and bedrock that underlie those sands and make up the entire
geclogic section beneath 85 percent of upstate New York.

Saturated thickness of the surficial sands are variable, hence
difficult to characterize in a general way. Snavely (1983) reports
that the surifical aquifer ranges from 5 to 150 feet in saturated
thickness, and averages 40 feet. Sections L and M of Dineen and
Hanson (1983) show the minimum total thickness of dune sand and
lake sand to be typically 25 to 40 feet, but 80 feet in one
locality, all as measured below low areas between dunesg where the
water table is presumably near land surface. Contours on plate 1
of Dineen and EHanson (1983) indicate that total thickness of dune
and lake sand generally exceeds 25 feet, except in eastern Albany
and within a mile of the Normanskill, and exceeds 100 £eet in some
areas. Boreholes at the Albany landfill indicate total thickness
of surficial sand of 40-55 feet, with a saturated thickness that
averages about 30 feet. Sandy sediment was derived largely from
the glacially augmented Mohawk River (Dineen, 1975); we might
therefore infer somewhat greater thicknesses of surficial sand in

the northwestern part of the sand plain, beyond the areas

investigated in the reports cited by C.T. Male.

In summary, the literature available strongly suggests that
saturated thickness of the surficial aquifer averages at least 20
feet, and exceeds 50 feet in most places; the exact extent of
saturated thickness greater than 50 feet is uncertain.

4, THE AQUIFER SHOULD BE SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
INDIVIDUAL MILES OR MORE THROUGHOUT THE AQUIFER EXTENT. To
evaluate this requirement, our expert designed a hypothetical well
at the location of the Albany landfill, according to the following
specifications:

SATURATED THICKNESS: 30 feet, based on several borehole logs
and water-level measurements in Volume 1 of the C.T. Male report.
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EYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY: 50 feet per day, as reported by
malcolm Pirnie (1988) for the upper sands at the landfill.

STORAGE COEFFICIENT: 0.2, a universally accepted wvalue
appropriate for long-term pumping or drainage.

DURATION OF PUMPING: 180 days without recharge, the maximum
likely in a severe drought.

WELL DESIGN: A cluster of 5 wells arranged in a circle of 10
feet radius, pumped together through a common header by a single
gsuction risk of freezing. Each well fitted with 15 feet of 10-slot
screen from 30 to 45 feet depth. Total pumping rate 100 gallons
per minute (gpm). Well screens should be 6-inch diameter, or 2-4
inch with sand envelope, to ensure option well efficiency.

Well performance was computed according to standard procedures
for well-field design as specified by Heath (1980, p. 74). Drawdown
after 180 days without recharge, allowing for the effect of
reduction in saturated thickmess near the well by the method of
Jacocb, was calculated to be less than 15 feet, which is just above
the top of the screen. If similar wells were installed all across
the Albany sand plain on 1800-ft centers, the analysis indicates
that each could be pumped at 100 gpm without mutual interferences.
(By coincidence, an array of at least 250 such wells could be
accommodated in a rectangular area of 5 by 10 miles on a side,
which is roughly the dimensions of the Albany sand plain, and would
collectively yield about 36 mgd, close to the average annual
recharge. Of course, irregularities in aquifer thickness and
logistical problems regarding land cwnership and where water might
be needed would prevent the construction of such a rigid well
network, but the concept illustrates how the aquifer could be
exploited. In order to yield a minimum of one million gallons per
day, a criteria for a principal aquifer, a much smaller network of
wells would be needed). Clearly, the Pine Bush Formation is
suitable for construction of individual wells that yield fifty
gallons per minute or more, and a small network of wells could -
easily be designed to provide one million gpd for a source of
public water supply.

Most large public water systems take large volumes of water
from one main source (a well field or reservoir) and distribute it
widely through water mains of progressively decreasing size. C.T.
Male argues that the Pine Bush Formation is incapable of sustaining
such a system, and cite their own 1983 report for the Town of
Guilderland that concluded the Pine Bush Formation was not a viable
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ground-water resource for the Town because "it was not capable of
supplying yields in the range of 1 mgd (700gpm). Nevertheless, the
Pine Bush Formation has great potential for supplying the public
with water from a large number of widely scattered wells, each
pumped at rates of 50-150 gpm and serving a nearby facility (such
as a housing development, school apartment complexes, or a
commercial or industrial facility) that reguires water for process
use or cooling. Wells constructed for commercial/industrial use or
for irrigation are feasible and can be cost-effective in areas
where drinking water is available from public-supply mains. If
there are large areas remote from mains in the Pine Bush, a small
number of wells could provide adequate flows for a public water
supply

A few statements in the C.T. Male report are somewhat
misleading, as discussed below:

The last paragraph on p. 11 describes the map by Heath (1964),
and cites a table therein as indicating that “"the median well yield
for the Pine Bush Formation is reported to be 4 gpm, and the range
of well yields is reported toc be 1 to 40 gpm. Actually, that table
says nothing about the Pine Bush Formation; the numbers cited are
ascribed to wells completed in sand and gravel in Albany County as
a whole. The table reports the depths of these same wells as
ranging from 43 to 225 feet, medial depth 115 feet, which would
actually exclude most wells f£inished in the Pine Bush Formation.
The Albany County report (Arnow, 1949), tabulates records of at
least 26 wells that are apparently finished in the Pine Bush
Formation. All are drive well pints or dug wells; they range in
depth from 7 to 45 feet, and none were tested for yield (which is
probably why there were not included in the data tabulated by
Heath).

Snavely (1983) presents values of hydraulic conductivity for
the relatively permeable fine gands in the Pine Bush Formation,
based on pumping tests at two sites. C.T. Male summarizes on p. 14
the measurements obtained in those tests, based on data in NYDEC
files, and emphasizes that the drawdowns were substantial after
only 24 hours pumping. On p. 25 they state that "maximum well
yields of 48 to 58 gpm, with considerable drawdown after 24 hours,
were obtained by Snavely from 2 wells optimally sited and
designed.® That statement is misleading. The twe wells were
indeed sited at the most promising of 6 test-hole sites, gut the
number and Ilocation of test holes were limited by financial
constraints and by a requirement that only city-owned property be
tested. The pumped wells had only 5 feet of screen and a few hours
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development time; optimal design would have included a longer
screen, a filter pack or envelope of coarser sand (recormended in
fine uniform sands by Driscoll, 1986), and longer development. The
tests were not intended as a demonstration municipal well, but only
as a means of calculating agquifer properties. The resulting -
estimates of hydraulic conductivity (65 and 70 feet per day) are
quite close to the estimate of 50 feet per day cbtained by Malcom
Pirnie (1988) at the Rapp Road landfill.

On p. 22-24 of the Pine Bush declassification study, C.T. Male
Associates summarize water quality in the Pine Bush Formation as
described by Snavely (1983) and by several reports on environmental
monitoring at the landfill site.

Their first conclusion, on p. 24, is that "on a regiocnal
basis, groundwater from the Pine Bush Formation is of poor water
quality and is susceptible to contamination by wvarious
anthropogenic sources.® WE agree that this aquifer is susceptible
to contamination from human activities at land surface. Our expert
points out the same is true of most of the many sand and gravel
aquifers that collectively comstitute the principal current and
potential source of ground water in the glaciated northeastern
United States. Our expert does not agree that water quality is
properly characterized as "poor" on the basis of the evidence cited
in the C.T. Male report, namely the chemical analyses cof water from
16 private wells and 15 test wells tabulated by Snavely (1983).
Our expert’s reasoning is as follows:

1; Only 3 of 30 wells had chloride values grater tham 250
mg/L, the accepted upper limit for drinking (a limit that
is based on esthetic taste criteria rather than health
risk). Chloride values were less than 20 mg/L at 17 of
the 30 welle. The highest wvalues were near major
highways, and were attributed to road salting by Snavely
{1983). Concentrations of chloride (and other
constituents of highway decing chemicals) in groundwater
can be greatly reduced by collecting runoff from major
highways in gutters and conducting that zuncff in storm
gewers to steams, and/or by spreading more sand and less
galt on highways in sensitive areas, as done by the
Massachusetts Highway Department along many designated
stretches of state highway in that state.

2. None of the 30 wells analyzed for nitrogen had values
above 10 mg/L, the accepted upper limit for nitrate
nitrogen in drinking water. Only 8 wells exceeded 2 mg/L
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(the highest value being 8.0 mg/L) and only 10 were less
than 0.2 mg/L. Reduced nitrogen species, NH4 and organic
nitrogen (which may indicate proximity to septic
effluent) exceed 0.6 mg/L at only 2 wells, and phosphorus
(another component of demestic sewage) . was everywhere
less than 0.02 mg/L. Nitrogen concentrations in several
streams draining the Pine Bush were everywhere less than
2 mg/L. Our expert would not be surprised if nitrogen
concentrations near the water table are significantly
above background in built-up areas where sewage disposal
is to geptic gystems, as has been demonstrated in the
surficial aquifer omn Long Island, but the data do not
demonstrate widespread "poor® quality in the Pine Bush.

The second conclusion regarding groundwater guality is that
sground water quality has been impacted by the release of solid-
waste leachate components f£rom the Greater Albany Landfill.™ On p.
26 it is argued that the poor water quality near or downgradient
from the landfill will prevent this part of the aquifer from ever
being used for public water supply. Our expert would point out,
however:

- [ Water whose quality is unsuitable or risky for public
supply might still be acceptable for some types of
commercial/industrial/colling uses.

2. The area allegedly affected by release of contaminants
from the greater Albany Landfill is only a very small
part of the Pine Bush Formation, and this small area of
contamination 18 not a Jjustifiable argument for
declassifying the entire aquifer or granting a variance.

3. It hardly sBeems consistent with current environmental
standards for an entity responsible for polluting an
aquifer (or a stream) to argue that the polluted
condition justifies scrapping rules that prohibit the
pollution (what if General Electric made this agreement
about PCBs in the Hudson River?).

We call attention to one other erroxr in the Pine Bush
declassification study. The last paragraph on p. 2 states that
"the clasaification of the area containing the Pine Bush Formation
as a principal agquifer was based upon general statewide mapping
done by Heath (1864). Figure I-2 (p. I-7) of the Heath report
identifies upstate principal aquifers with a gray shading..."This
citation is totally garbled. Heath (1964) does not contain a p. I-
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7 nor a figure I-2 nor any map that identifies principal aquifers
with a gray shading.

The determination of DEC that the Pine Bush Formation is a
principal aquifer is not undermined by the arguments in Attachment -
E. The Pine Bush Formation meets all the criteria for a principal
aquifer set forth im TOGS 2.1.3 and the MOU dated December 30,
1997, and Attachment E does not present any convincing arguments
why the DEC’s designation of the Pine Bush Formation as a principal
aquifer was incorrect. The attacks contained in Attachment E on
the original determination by the Ex-Commissioner and the
scientific work done by USGS (Snavely) is based on pcor assumptions
and misrepresentations and scientific mistakes.

Attachment E is also insufficient because it fails to address
adverse environmental impacts which might result from
declassification of the Pine Bush Formation. Declassification
would foreseeably result in encouraging long term development of
other projects in the Pine Bush which have the potential <for
contaminating the agquifer, an area which should be addressed under
6 NYCRR Part 617.9(5) (iii)(a),(d). Although our expert has shown
that use of the Pine Bush Formation as a principal aquifer would
not lower the ground water table (contrary to the claim of the
Declassification Study), encouragement of development Dby
declassification would result in higher concentrations of
chlorides, nitrates, heavy metals, and other contaminants which may
have an adverse impact on Pine Bush vegetation which has deep roots
in order to tap the water table. Contamination of the aguifer in
the area of the proposed new Albany landfill P-4 expansion could
also have long term adverse impacts on water gquality in Patroon
Creek and Rensselaer Lake, which has not been addressed. Data
concerning ground water hydrology establishes that groundwater
flows and thus the migration of toxic chemicals released from the
Albany Landfill move in the direction of Lake Rensselaer [see Part
360 Application to Construct and Operate a Solid Waste Management
Facility, P-4 Project Landfill Expansion, at Sec. 4.3.3].
Rensselaer Lake has served as part of the water supply to the City
of Albany in the historic past and could serve as a reservoir once
again. Attachment E fails to rule out increased contamination of
Rensselaer Lake or address the potential for contamination from the
proposed Albany landfill and/or from other develcpment projects
which could be expected as a result of a variance or
declassification.

The City’s application for a variance must be denied because
it fails to meet the criteria for a variance set forth at 6 NYCRR
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360-1.7(e) . The prohibition against siting a landfill over a
principal aquifer is absolute, and the Department does not have any
jurisdiction to grant a variance because a variance is precluded by
law. Furthexr, the arguments made in Appendix E are not based on
conditions unique to the persoms particular situation, but would
result in allowing declassification or a variance for construction
of landfills over principal aquifers all across the State. Many
principal aquifers have slight road salt contamination, and the
arguments made in Attachment E would completely undermine the
prohibition against siting landfills over principal aguifers
contained in Sec. 360-2.12(c}. Furthermore, the application fails
to demonstrate that trucking garbage outside the ANSWERS waste shed
would impose an unreascnable economic, technicalogical, or safety
burden on the City of Albany, or other ANSWERS communities, or the
public. The variance requested would authorize a municipal solid
waste landfill to be designed, construction, or operated at
standards less stringent and those defined under 40 CFR Part 258,
Criteria for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills.

The Pine Bush Formation is a potentlal source of public water
supply. Declassifying the Pine Bush Formatiom or granting a
variance would undermine the entire effort of DEC and EPA under the
Clean Water Act and State legislation and regulation to protect
principal aguifers which may be used as a source of public water
supply in the future. The argument that DEC improperly designated
the Pine Bush Formation as a principal aquifer and was overly
protective of water resources is false. The logic of Attachment E
would result in every primary aquifer in the State, which have been
contaminated by road salt or some other marginal contamination,
being declassified or the subject of a variance for a solid waste
land£ill, and would completely undermine the policy of the Cilean
Water Act and DEC to protect ground water resources. The Pine Bush
Formation does have the capacity to serve as a future gource of
public water supply, and the City’s application for a
declasgification or a variance should be denied.

2, The City’s Application for a Part 360 Permit to construct
anothexr landfill expansion in the Albany Pine Bush ghould be denied
because Attachment D, the ILandfill Site Selection Study,

accompanying the application is deficient and fails to meet the
equirements & CRR 360-2.3(i) and 6§ NYCRR 260-2.12(a) (2) and

Sec. 2.12(b}. 6 NYCRR 360-2.12(b) requires a comprehensive site
selection study that must identify and evaluate a reasonable range
of alternative sites that are feasible considering the capabilities
and objectives of the applicant. One of the requirements of a
comprehensive gite selection study is that the report must describe
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the factors that prevent the applicant from using a site exhibiting
the characteristics identified in Seec. 360-2.12(a), and that azny
proposed landfill site which does not meet those qualifications
must be identified in local solid waste management plan approved by
DEC under 6 NYCRR 360-15, Attachment D, the Landf£ill Site
Selection Study, completely fails to meet these requirements. The
ANSWERS Sclid Waste Management Plan identifies site C-2 in the Town
of Coeymans as the long range landfill facility for the ANSWERS
Planning Unit. Site C-2 in the Town of Coeymans exhibits all the
characteristics set forth in Sec. 360-2.12(a). In May 19921 a
report entitled Potential Landfill Sites Identification Report
identified fifteen (15) potential long range landfill sites within
the ANSWERS communities; in June 1992 a report entitled The Report
Recommending Sites for a Preliminary Investigation identified three
(3) sitez for a more detailled omsite evaluations; and a report
dated August 1994 entitled ANSWERS Final Site Selection Report
identified Site C-2 as the preferred site for the long term
landfill facility for ANSWERS.

In 1989 Save the Pine Bush objected to siting the Albany
Interim Landfill in the Pine Bush. In the decision granting the
initial permit for the Albany interim landfill dated February 13,
1990, former Commissioner Jorling stated that he could not imagine
any circumstances that would justify an extension of the permit
term. He said:

In light of the fact that the interim landfill will only
provide capacity for an estimated three vears of solid
waste management, it is critically important for the City
and other municipalities that will use the interim
landfill to move rapidly to complete a long-term
management study and implement an alternative solid waste
program in that time period. Based on the recoxrd of this
proceeding, I _cannot envision any set of circumstances
that would justify the e ion of the life of this

" interim landfill or the approval of another such facility
in any other part of the Albany Pine Bugh." [Decisgion at
p. 6] [emphasis added].

The Third SDEIS does not address what circumstances if any were not
envisioned by the ex-Commissioner that now exist which could
possibly justify extension of the life of the interim landfill by
granting a permit for a new landfill at this time. The ex-
Commissioner gave Albany 3 years to construct a long-term land£ill
and leave garbage ocut of the Pine Bush, and the City hasn’t
performed.
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The proposed landfill expansion at P-4 is not identified in
the ANSWERS Solid Waste Management Plan as a long term landfill, or
as so-called interim landfill for a period of 10 to 15 years. The
ANSWERS Solid Waste Management Plan identifies Site C-2 in the Town
of Coeymans, which meets all the technical requirements for a solid
waste landfill, as the long term landfill for the ANSWERS Solid
Waste Planning Unit. Attachment D does not describe any factors
that prevented the City of Albany or the ANSWERS group from
constructing the new landfill at Site C-2 by this time. The
approved Solid Waste Management Plan does not provide for another
landfill in the Pine Bush that will provide garbage disposal
capacity for another 10 to 15 years, and this application for the

P-4 expansion is completely inconsistent with the long range plans .

for the ANSWERS Planning Unit. Another 10 to 15 year landfill in
the Pine Bush is not identified in the approved ANSWERS Solid Waste
Management Plan, and is inconsistent with the goals and cbjectives
of the plan to site a long range landfill which complies with the
technical requirements of Part 360 at Site ¢-2 in the Town of
Coeymans. '

Attachment D completely fails to meet the reguirement of
explaining why the applicant is prevented from constructing a long
range landfill at Site C-2 in the Town of Coeymans. The report
contains some vague references to lawsuits by the Town of Coeymans
as the sole justification for failing to produce a comprehensive
siting study, but these representations are false and misleading.
The underlying justification for ignoring Site C-2 in Attachment D
is intellectually dishomest. The lawsuit brought by the Town of
Coeymans was dismissed as premature and was held to be premature by
the Appellate Division, precisely because no Part 360 applicaticn
for Site C-2 has been submitted by Albany to DEC. There is nothing
about the pendency of the lawsuit by the Town of Coeymans that
legally or practically prevent the City from acquiring the site and
conducting the necessary physical investigations. The court case
brought by the Town of Coceymans never had a stay or preliminary
injunction against engineering and hydrogeclogical testing at Site
C-2, nevertheless the City used the lawsuit as an excuse and has
failed to engage in field investigations. Since Site C-2 was
identified as the long range landfill in 1994, the City has
unreascnably delayed and failed to purchase the lands involved in
Site C-2 even though offered to the City by willing sellers, and
has failed to conduct the engineering and hydrogeological field
investigations necessary to make a Part 360 applicaticn. The City
has simply used the lawsuit as an excuse not to go forward with
Site C-2. When Save the Pine Bush sued the City over the Part 360
Permit approval of the interim landfill in 1990, the City went
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ahead with construction anyway and could also proceed with regard
to Site C-2 but simply chooses not to.

The other excuse offered in Attachment D for the City’s delay
since 1994 in going ahead with Site C-2 is that the City does not
have condemnation power outside its boundaries in the Town of
Coeymans. Once again, this excuse is also false and misleading.
It is well established that the three (3) owners of Site C-2 in the
Town of Coeymans are willing sellers, and in fact the City has
option agreements to purchase all three (3) of the parcels
necessary to purchase the entire Site C-2 from these willing
sellers. The lack of condemnation power at Site C-2 is not a
reason for the City’s delay because of the existence of the willing
sellers and an agreement about the sale price between the City and
the willing sellers.

Attachment D wvioclates 6 NYCRR 360-2.12(b) and 6 NYCRR
617.9(c) (5) (v) because it limits the potential alternative sites
for a landfill to sites known to be available within the City of
Albany. There is absolutely no justification for 1limiting
potential sites for landfill to the City of Albany. The City could
purchase Site C-2 in the Town of Coeymans under existing option
agreements tomorrow, and could have submitted a Part 360
application for Site C-2 rather than for Site P-4 at this time.
Attachment D is nothing more than a warmed over wversion of the
previous 1989 study for an interim landfill in the City of Albany,
considering exactly the same exact ten (10) esites within the City
of Albany’s boundaries and applying very similar criteria. Even if
the potential site selection were limited to the City of Albany,
the level of detail about the ten (10) sites contained in
Attachment D fails to comply with the requirements concerning
unconsolidated deposits, bedrock, groundwater flow patterns,
relationships to water supply sources, natural topography, and
other requirements for a comprehensive site selection process
report required by 6 NYCRR 360-2.13(b) (2) for these ten (10) sites
other than the one in the Pine Bush. The information about the
Erie Boulevard, Frisbie Avenue, Normanskill, and Corporate Woods
sites are limited to vague generalizations, and the level of
information required to identify and make decisions about selection
of the proposed site and to study several possible sites is
ingufficient. 6 NYCRR 360-2.12(b) (2) (i) requires that the site
selection report include evaluation eriteria, deferral
(elimination) criteria, assumptions, data souxrces, decision-making
means such as numerical ranking systems, and must demonstrate that
considering the capabilities and objectives of the applicant a
reasonable range of alternative sites available throughout the
planning unit in which the project is proposed were evaluated and
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that the site is the most appropriate alternative. Attachment D,
which limits potential sites only to those within the City of
Albany and contains only wvague generalizations about all of the
sites, except the selected site in the Pine Bush, completely fails
to meet these requirements.

Attachment D is not really a site selection study as reguired
by Part 360 at all, but a post-hoc after the fact justification for
another expansion of the City’s landfill in the Pine Bush. There
is no meaningful Jjustification whatscever why the City has not
acted since 1994 to acquire and construct a landfill at Site C-2 in
the Town of Coeymans which meets all the regulatory requirements of
Part 360. Moreover, although the City does not have condemnation
power outside its borders, all of the ANSWERS communities have
condemnation power for potential 1landfill sites within their
boundaries, and there is no reason why one of the otlier ANSWERS
communities could not condemn a landfill site within its boundaries
for the 10 to 20 year landfill. The ANSWERS Solid Waste Program
could also be taken over by Albany County, which has condemnation
power under County Law throughout Albany County for construction of
a solid waste landfill.

Save the Pine Bush has retained a decision-making expert
familiar with decision-making matrixes and site selection grids who
will testify that the site selection process in Attachment D is
arbitrary and capricious. Once all sites outside the City of
Albany were excluded, it is a foregone conclusion that the Pine
Bush would be selected as the site for City’s new landfill.
Attachment D completely falls to consider the factors set forth at
6 NYCRR 360-2.12(b) (2)(i). The site selection grid is skewed
towards selection of the Pine Bush because the requisite factors
were not considered in the detaill necessary by the regulations.
Even sites within the City boundaries are discounted for reasons
not factually supported, and the selection criteria make a foregone
conclusion that the Pine Bush would be identified as the preferred
site. The complete absence of any consideration of locating the
landfill outside the Pine Bush fails to take a bhard look at
reasonable alternative sites, and it is an unreascnable restriction
on the site alternative selection process which causes the City to
arbitrarily exclude other sites and conclude that Site P-4 was
appropriate.

Attachment D and the Part 360 application are also inadegquate
because they fail to explore the alternatives of prohibiting
institutional and commercial users from disposing of garbage at the
Rapp Road landfill and fails to consider the alternative of
excluding garbage from State buildings in the Capital in order to
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lengthen the life of the existing landfill until the preferred
alternative at C-2 can be constructed. The City is under no
contractual obligation to provide landfill disposal to commercial
haulers or the State to New York. Recent studies show that almost

£ifty (50%) percent of the garbage brought to the existing landfill - ---

is from commercial and State sources; this includes garbage brought
by all commercial haulers, the State Office Campus, the Empire
State Plaza, the University at Albany, and other state offices.
Expert testimony by the solid waste engineer will be presented that
immediate exclusion of commercial and State waste f£rom the waste
stream would lengthen the life of the existing interim landfill by
years so that a permanent long range landfill could be constructed
at Site C-2 without the need for additicnal expansicn in the Pine
Bush.

Attachment D and the Part 360 application are also inadeguate
because they £ail tec consider the alternmative of immediately
terminating the City of Albany’'s contract with the ANSWERS
communities to provide a landfill until the permanent landfill at
Site C-2 in the Town of Coeymans is constructed. The ANSWERS
contracts are terminable by either party upon one (1) year’s
notice. DEC should require that the City terminate the contracts
with all the ANSWERS communities immediately. Also, most of the
ANSWERS contracts provided that the City was not c¢bligated to
accept garbage from the ANSWERS communities if the ANSWERS garbage
burning plant’ was closed, an event which occurred in 1996.
Temporary termination of the ANSWERS contracts until a permanent
landfill is constructed at Site C-2 in the Town of Coeymans would
encourage the City to move ahead with the process of constructing
a permanent long range landfill which met the reqgquirements of Part
360.

Attachment D and the Part 360 application are also inadeguate
because they fails to address and consider in any depth the
alternative of the City of Albany and/or the ANSWERS communities
out sourcing garbage disposal through private garbage disposal
companies or another municipally owned landfill, such as Saratoga
or Fulton Counties, between the time when the current interim
landfill is filled up and a new permanent landfill is constructed
at Site C-2 in the Town of Coeymans. The application fails to take
a hard look at this alternative as required by 6 NYCRR
€17.9(¢) (5) {v) because it fails to state what private garbage
disposal companies charge and what other potential municipal
landfills are available, fails to cost out the altermative of
private garbage dispeosal, the cost per ton of private garbage
disposal verses the cost cf comstructing and operating another so-
called interim landfill, and £fails to provide any basis for

#3B5=



comparison between the cost of private or municipal disposal of
garbage against the damage and destruction to the Pine Bush by
constructing another so-called interim landfill in the unigue Pine
Bush ecolegy. The vague statement about the economic buxdens of
private garbage disposal or disposal at another municipal landfill,’
are meaningless without facts and cost calculations upon which hard
economic comparisons can be made.

3. he Pa 360 a ication to cons et 2 of Alb
Landfill expansion gt Site P-4 should be denied because 6 NYCRR
360~-1.7(2) (1) prohibits construction or operation of a solid waste

nagement Ffacility in a manner that causes or contributes to the
taking of any endangered or threatened species or to the
destructi or advers ification of thei ritical h

Sec. 360-1.7(a) (2) (iii) states: "Endangered Species. £&oclid waste
management facilities must not be constructed or operated in a
manner that causes or contributes to the taking of any endangered
or threatened species or to the destruction or adverse modification
of their critical habitat." See also ECL 11-0535, which requires
a permit for taking of any endangered species, and ECL 11-0103(13)
which defines a "taking™. In arguing that the original application
for the interim landfill by the City of Albany should be denied,
Save the Pine Bush argued that the construction of the interim
landfill would viclate a similar regulation because it would cause
individual members of an endangered species, KXarner Blue
butterflies, to be killed by destroying their habitat which was
located on the interim landfill site. The Administrative Law Judge
(ALJ) Francis Serbent agreed with Save the Pine Bush and
recommended that the Part 360 Permit for the interim landfill be
denied. In order to avoid the prohibition of siting the interim
landfill in the Pine Bush, DEC ex-Commissioner Jorling adopted a
distorted and intellectually dishonest definition of a *taking®,
which required that the object or purpose of the applicant’s
project must be to kill endangered species. Then he concluded that
since endangered species would be killed only as a result of onsite
lupine patches being destroyed during construction, that the
killing of endangered Karner Blues by construction of the interim
landfill was not a taking under State law, and could only be
addressed as a destruction of habitat. Although conceding that the
site of the interim landfill was habitat or at least potential
habitat for the Karner Blue butterfly, Jorling avoided the siting
prohibition by ruling that the regulation was limited in its
application to critical habitats, and ruling that, unlike the
Federal Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq), there were
no designated areas that constitute critical habitats undexr the
State endangered species law and regulations. Jorling adapted the
so-called "incidental taking® exception to the State endangered
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species act, that is, it is not a violation of the State endangered
species act to kill endangered species as long as killing the
endangered species is not the purpose of the project, but only
incidental to or a side effect of completing the project. This
narrow interpretation of the State endangered species act clearly
violates the intent of the statute and has had the result of

gutting the State endangered species act and turning it into a dead

letter.

After Jorling’s decision, the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service on December 14, 1992, designated the Karmer Blue butterfly
as a federally protected endangered species pursuant to the Federal
Endangered Species Act. See 50 CFR Part 17.11(h); Federal
Register, Vol. 57, No. 240, dated 12/14/%2, at pp 5923.
Designation of the Karmer Blue butterfly as an endangered specles
under the Federal Act changes the way the prohibition against
madverse modification of their critical habitat® in the siting
prohibition contained in 6 NYCRR 360-1.7(a) (2) (iii) must be
interpreted. Now that the Karner Blue has been designated as
federally protected, New York must interpret its endangered species
laws consistent with the Federal Endangered Species Act.

In the 1990 proceedings concerning the original application
for the Albany interim landfill, (ALJ) Serbent found that the site
of the interim landfill had both the physical and biclogical
features needed to support the endangered Karner Blue butterfly,
and therefore concluded that the site was critical habitat for the
Karner Blue butterfly and that construction of the landfill at the
site was prohibited by 6 NYCRR 360.8(b) (1) (xx), the former siting
prohibition with identical language to 6 NYCRR 360-1.7(a) (2) (iii).
[See Hearing Report by Francis W. Serbent Administrative Law Judge,

Department of Environmental Conservation, the er of
jcation for a Proposed 25 Ac Expansi of a R
Landfill by the City of Albany, New York, DEC No. 4-0101-171/1-0

dated February 13, 1990, at pp 25-30]. Former Commissioner Jorling
affirmed the ALJ's factual f£indings, but overruled the 1legal
conclusion that the site of the interim landfill was critical
habitat based on the so-called "incidental takinge " theory [see
Commissioner Jorling’s Final Decision dated February 13, 1890, at
pp 2-4]. Jorling’'s distorted conclusions do not comply with the
Federal Endangered Species Act, and the application for the P-4
expansion must be decided under the Federal Act.

A reading of the federal definition of ®critical habitat® at
16 USC 1532(5) (A) demonstrates that one of the determipative
jssues, but not the only issue, is whether the "physical or
bioclogical features®™ . . . are found on a "specified area within
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the geographic area occupied by the species" is "essential to the
conservation of the species® [emphasis added]. The portion of the
federal definition referenced by ex-Commissioner Jorling referred
tc whether the physical ox biological features that are essential
to survival of the endangered species are present at the site. The
federal definition at 16 USC 1532(5) (A) refers to the presence of
the physical and biolegical features, in this case the pine barrens
ecology and blue lupine plants, as being essential to critical
habitat of the Karner Blue butterfly, not whether the area which
would be destroyed by the proposed construction is "essential® to
the survival of the species, as the ex-Commissioner improperly
interpreted the federal definition. The federal decisions which
interpret the definition of "critical habitat® under the federxal
Endangered Species Act, which Jorling said was the appropriate
basis by which to determine the definition of "critical habitat®
under 6 NYCRR 360.8(b) (1) (xx), clearly hold that the proposed
interim landfill site was in fact "eritical habitat®. See Sierra
Cclub v, Marsh, 816 F. 24 1376 (9th Cir. 1887); Romero-Barcelo v.
Brown, 643 F. 2d 835 (1st Cir. 1582). ’

In Romero-Barcelo, supra, 643 F.2d 885, Puerto Rico claimed .

that the Navy was conducting operations that threatened the
habitats of endangered species. Some of the nesting sites of
several endangered species were located within the areas where the
Navy was conducting its training operations which in part consisted
of target bombing. The Court of Appeals held that the area where
the Navy was bombing was critical habitat, and therefore the Navy
failed to fulfill its obligations under the federal Endangered
Species Act of requesting a biological opinion so that the
Secretary of the Interior can identify the critical habitat of the
endangered or threatened specles. This failure was held to be a
violation of 16 U.S.C. 1536(a) (2) which required the Navy to
consult with the Secretary of Interior, so a determination could be
made relative to whether the %"action®™ would "result in the
destruction or adverse modification of habitat of such species
which is determined by the Secretary ... to be critical®™., See 16
U.8.C. 1536(a) (2). ;

In Sierra Club v. Marsh, supra, 816 F. 2d 1376, the court held
that a development project would jeopardize the continued existence
of an endangered species of bird because the project would result
in harming the bird’s environment. The court therefore found that
the proposed site of the development project comstituted ®critical
habitat". Based upon this finding, the court granted an injunction
against construction of the project until the applicant conformed
its project to the requirements of 16 U.S. 1536(a) (2).
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Under the Federal Endangered Species Act, an applicant must
follow the procedural steps enunciated in the federal Endangered
Species Act of determining whether a particular site constitutes
critical habitat. If this were done, DEC would be required to
designate what constitutes ®"critical habitat® for the Karner Blue
butterfly, not just determine that a particular small site is not
critical habitat. This designation of "critical habitat® for an
endangered species is required in order to meet the obligations of
the Federal Endangered Species Act before determining whether a
particular project or action will regult in the destructioan or
adverse modification of critical habitat. See 16 U.S.C. 1533, and
le U.S5.C. 1536(a) (2).

In arriving at the holding in Romero-Barrelo, supra, the Court
of Appeals placed no significance on the district court’s finding
that "... the Navy’s activities do not adversely affect the five
species and in fact inadvertently create a refuge for these species
...", because even if this were true, the Court of Appeals held
that the Navy failed to fulfill its obligations under the federal
Endangered Species Act of requesting a "biclogical ocpinion® go that
the Secretary of Interior could identify and designate what areas
constitute ®"critical habitat" for these endangered species. The
Romero and Sierra Club decisions demonstrate that Jorling’s
reliance upon the term “essential®, as it is used in the federal
definition at 16 U.S.C. 1532(5) (A), is misguided and misplaced and
results in defeating the purpose of both the federal and state
Endangered Species Acts.

Ex-Commissioner Jorling’s decision was irrational because it
has the affect of narrowing the prohibition against an action which
would "result in destruction or adverse modification® of critical
habitat in violation of the Federal Endangered Species Act by only
prohibiting an action would result in the destruction or adverse
modification of *critical habitat® deemed to be "essential®™ for the
survival of endangered species, without first identifying what
geographical areas constitute "critical habitat® for the endangered
species pursuant to 16 U.S.C. Sec. 1533. 1In other words, Jorling’s
improper interpretation of the Federal definition of "ecritical
habitat®, strips the definition of the guidance and standards by
which to determine if a particular site constitutes Yecritical
habitat”.

Under the proper interpretation of the federal definition of
"critical habitat", the proposed site of the Albany P-4 landfill
expansion clearly constitutes "critical habitat® because the
location has sand dunes and some pine barrens ecology {"physical or
biological features") on the site. Since the Karmer Blue butterfly
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has now been designated as endangered under the federal Act, the
analysis of whether the P-4 landfill expansion project will cause
or contribute "to the destruction or adverse modification of their
critical habitat"™ under Sec. 360-1.7(a) (2) (iii) must be made by
applying the definitions and standards of the federal Endangered
Species Act. The P-4 Project is proposed to be located on
approximately 24.3 acres, and approximately 80% or 19.8 acres are
located on previcusly developed areas (such as the waste processing
plant, gas and energy facility, maintenance garage, leachate
storage tanks, administrative building, access =zroads, etc).
Approximately five (5) acres of vegetated areas are inceluding in
the project site, including a large sand dune in the northern part
of the parcel and two smaller sand dunes located near the middle of
the site. Although not pristine Pine Bush, the sand dunes contain
some pitch pine and some scrub oak and in the opinion of our Pine
Bush ecology exparts could be restored to pitch pine secrub oak.
Although they probably could not be maintained with fire management
because of proximity to methane, there are other means of
maintaining pitch pine scrub oak ecology such as cutting and
pruning that would be appropriate. There is not doubt that
construction o©of the P-4 landfill expansion will cover up and
destroy the large sand dune to the north and two smaller sand dunes
which are restorable pitch pine scrub ocak ecology. There are also
a number of wetland areas and a small stream located on the parcel.
Although there are apparently no blue lupine on the parcel, the
site of the proposed P-4 Project is used by other butterflies. In
the opinion of our Pine Bush ecclogy experts, blue lupine could be
restored to the P-4 site and it could become suitable habitat for
the Karner Blue butterfly [see Third Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, Appendix C, Potential Affects on
Pine Bush Habitat, at pp 15-28]. The Implementation Guidelines
promulgated by the Albany Pine Bush Preserve Commission identify
thig as Area 23, and the Implementation Guidelines recommend the
area for maintenance as open space and restoration with native pine

barren species to the extent possible. The Implementation -

Guidelines value parcel 23 for linkage between the Lake Rensselaer
area and larger areas of lands dedicated to the Preserve to the
west, and for ite wvalue as a buffer. The Preserve Commission
recommends that if the open space areas are threatened by
development, acquisition in part or full should be pursued [see
Implementation Guidelines at pp 5-7, 23 and 26].

As of the time the Implementation Guidelines were adopted in
1996, the Preserve Commission believed that there one 1,638 acres
of existing pitch pine scrub cak communities and lands potentially
restorable to pitch pine scrub cak communities dedicated to the
Preserve. In order to meet the goal of 2000 fire manageable acres,
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approximately 610 acres would have to be restored to pitch pinme
scrub cak communities and a minimum of approximately 370 acres of
existing or potentially restorable pitch pine scrub cak communities
would have to be acquired and dedicated to the Presexve [see
Implementation Guidelines at pp 4-5]. The Lake Rensselaer area to
the east of the Albany Landfill was counted by the Commission as
existing an pitch pine scrub ocak community, even though it is
almost completely isolated and cut off £from the rest of the
Preserve by the Albany Landfill and other developments. The Lake
Rengselaer area consists of almost ten (10%) percent of the
existing and restorable pitch pine scrub oak lands dedicated to the
Preserve. Because the minimum size preserve of 2,000 acres of
pitch pine scrub oak communities must be contiguocus, the P-4
Project area as well as the Drumlin Fields development are
important as linkages between the lands already dedicated to the
Preserve to the west of the landfill and Lake Rensselaer to the
east. If the P-4 landfill expansion is approved, and if other
developments approved by the City of Albany such as Drumlin Fields
(which are also between the Lake Rensselaer area and lands to the
west already dedicated) are constructed, it will be necessary to
subtract the entire Lake Rensselaer acreage from lands counted
toward pitch pine scrub oak communities dedicated to the Preserve.

Construction of the P-4 landfill expansion will also eliminate
this acreage as an important buffer area which will adversely
impact the manageability of nearby lands dedicated to the Preserve.
Conservation of the Pine Bush ecology imn the nearby Preserve is
dependent upon fire management, and containment of smoke (smoke
management) is important during prescribed burns. By expanding the
landfill and its methane rich enviromment, £ire management on
nearby parcels will be restricted in order to prevent explosions.
Areas already dedicated to the Preserve which are pitch pine scrub
oak communities, or restorable to pitch pine scrub ocak communities,
may not be fire manageable because of the potential for explosions
caused by the expansion. In addition, the expansion may limit fire
management in existing and restorable pitch pine scrub oak
communities because of smoke management concerns. Smoke and
cinders may carry long distances, and development of the P-4
Project could prevent fire management of existing and restorable
pitch pine scrub oak communities because of creation of smoke. The
applicant has not conducted any smoke studies or taken a hard look
at the impact of comstruction of the P-4 landfill expansion on
restricting fire management because of smoke generation. [see
Implementation Guidelines at pp 6-7]. Although the Karner Blue
butterfly may not exist on the P-4 site at this time, construction
of the P-4 landfill expansion may adversely impact fire management
of existing and restorable pitch pine scrub oak communities which
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will modify or adversely impact management of lands which are
critical habitat of the Karnmer Blue butterfly, and this would be a
clear violation of 6 NYCRR 360-1.7(a) (2) (1i1).

The application for the P-4 landfill expansion seriocusly under
estimates the destruction or adverse modification of the Karner
Blue butterfly critical habitat by under playing cumulative impacts
of the P-4 landfill expansion project with other nearby projects
over which the City of Albany has approval authority. The SEQRA
regulations at 6 NYCRR 617.7(c¢c) (2) (1), (ii), (iii), require that
cumulative environmental impacts of a project with other pending
development projecte must be considered. Consideration of
cumulative impacts is also required by 6 NYCRR 617.9 (b) (5) (1ii) (a).
The Part 360 application, including the Third Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (Third SDEIS) and Appendix D
thereto, the Cumulative Pine Bush Preserve Impact Analysis, fails
tc adequately address cumulative environmental impacts of the P-4
landfill expansion and other pending projects on the destruction or
adverse modification of critical habitat of endangered species.
Although in the 1990 interim landfill process the City of Albany
promised to use its jurisdiction over zoning, subdivision, and site
plan authority to limit approval of projects in the Albany Pine
Bush, the City has not fulfilled ita promise. Within the last six

(6) months the City has approved the Pine East Office Park at 300

Washington Avenue Extension comprising 12 acres of restorable pitch
pine scrub oak habitat, and the City has also approved rezoning of
46.1 acres adjacent to the City landfill property known as Drumlin
Fields located at 400 and 495 Rapp Road. In addition, the City is
financing payments of $1,000 a year to approximately 81 mobile home
owners in the Fox Run Estate Mcbil Home Park directly to the north
of the interim landfill expansion [see Third SDEIS at p. 33]. The
$1,000.00 dollar a year payments by the City of Albany to each of
the approximately 81 homeowners in the Fox Run Estate Mobile Home
Park is in the nature of a nuisance tax or a pay off for the
residences to put up with the noise and odor from the landfill, and
this clearly falls within the definition of a funding action under
the SEQRA regulations at 6 NYCRR 617.2(b) and 617.2(q). The
$1,000.00 a year payments to the residents of the mcbile home park
clearly is a subsidity for the noise and odor problems at the
landfill. Although the Cumulative Impact Analysis in the Third
SDEIS fails to recognize payments to the Fox Run Estate Mobile Home
trailers as a 'action, it clearly is a funding action under SEQRA
that must be congsldered in evaluating cumulative impacts of the P-4
landfill expansion project.

Appendix D fails to consider the cumulative impacts of the
Drumlin Fields, Fox Run Estates, and P-4 Projects on the linkage
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and buffer functions of the narrow unprotected corridor between
Lake Rensselaer and the bulk of the lands dedicated to the Pine
Bush Preserve to the west of the Albany landfill. In the opinion
or our experts in Pine Bush ecology, the cumulative environmental
impact of these three (3) contiguous projects is the most important
adverse impact on the linkage between Lake Rensselaer and the rest
of the Albany Pine Bush Preserve. Isoclation of the Lake Rensselaer
area is an important adverse modification to the critical habitat
of the Karner Blue butterfly, and Appendix D completely fails to
addrese this issue. In the opinion of experts in Pine Bush
ecology, the cumulative impact of development of the Drumlin
Fields, the P-4 Project, and continued subsidy of the Fox Run
Estates homes will be to virtually cut off Lake Rensselaer from
the remainder of the Preserve. Cutting the linkage between Lake
Rensselaer and the remainder of lands dedicated to the Pine Bush
Preserve will have a high cost factor for the Albany Pine Bush
Commission and its efforts to achieve a minimum preserve gize of
2,000 fire manageable acres. In order to make up for the loss of
the Lake Rensselaer acreage, the Commission and its funding sources
will be forced to spend millions of dollars to buy comparable
number of acres in order to add them to the contiguous Preserve.
The delay in the City of Albany landfill potentially becoming a
part of the Preserve by prolonging landfilling activity for =a
period of 10 to 15 years is another substantial adverse impact on
efforte to form a minimum preserve of 2,000 contiguous €£ire
manageable acres. Appendix D makes no effort and does not address
the cumulative impact of these three (3) projects (Drumlin Fields,
the P-4 Landfill Expansion, and subsidizing the Fox Run Estates) on
cutting off the Lake Rensselaer area and further fragmenting of
potential Karner Blue habitat.

The definition of "eritical habitat® is key to protecting
endangered species from being decimated by having sclid waste
facilities located in their habitat. Ex-Commissioner Jorling’s
circular definition 1leaves these areas with little or no
protection and must be rejected. Since the designation of the
Karner Blue butterfly as a federally endangered gpecies, the
definitions of "critical habitat* and *destruction or adverse
modification ©f their eritical habitat®™ in the regulations at
Section 360-1.7(a) (2) (iii) should and legally must ccnform to the
federal Endangered Species Act. With an ever increasing garbage
stream and dwindling supply of land for solid waste facilities,
undeveloped ecolegically £ragile lands that support endangered
speciegs will come under Iincreasing pressure teo be used as
politically palatable landfill aite locations. A proper
interpretation of "critical habitat" will give the prohibition
against siting facilities in areas that support endangered species
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teeth and insure that New York’s endangered species do not become
New York’s extinct species. A proper interpretation of the siting
prohibition against landfills, the construction or cperation of
which causes oxr contributes to the destruction or adverse
modification of critical habitat of endangered species contained at
6 NYCRR 360-1.7(a) (2) (iii) requires that the application for the P-
4 Project be denied,

4. 'The rt 360 apprlication to construct the P-4 Landfill

Expansion sghould be denied because the City of Albany has not
submitted an adequate Pine Bugh mitigation plan required by 6 NYCRR

360-1.8(b) and 6 NYCRR 617.9(b) (5) (iv). The City’s Part 360
Application and Third SDEIS is extraordinary and remarkable in that
it includes no mitigation plan required by the Part 360 regulations
and SEQRA at 6 NYCRR 617.9(b) (5) (iv). The only mitigatien plan
apparently offered by the City is to continue paying a small
portion of the tipping fee in the amount of $1.33 per ton to the
Preserve Commission. This is merely a continuation of the City’s
mitigation plan for the interim landfill from 1990 and is
completely inadequate as a mitigation plan for this new landfill
expangion. The complete absence of a mitigatien plan should
require DEC to deny the Part 360 Application based on 6 NYCRR
617.11(d) because the action fails to incorporate to the maximum
extent practicable mitigative measures that were identified.

If DEC were to consider granting the Part 360 Permit, the
Department should require a mitigation program. Based on =a
comparison of the interim landfill in 19950 and the P-4 Landfill
Expansion Project, the required mitigation program shculd be more
substantial because the P-4 Project is bigger. The interim
landfill expansion comprised only 12 acres, whereas the P-4
Landfill Expansion comprises 23 acres, almost twice as big. The
proposed P-4 landfill expansion will be 50’ higher than the
existing greater Albany landfill or the interim landfill. The
interim landfill was planned to have a capacity for only two to
three years, whereas the P-4 landfill expansion will have a
capacity for 10 to 15 years of garbage disposal. Since the
capacity of the P-4 expansion will be approximately 500% of the
capacity of the interim landfill, in order to make the balancing
required by SEQRA the mitigation package for the P-4 expansion
should be 500% larger. The £financial value of the mitigation
package for the interim landfill in 1990 should be calculated, and
DEC should require that the mitigation plan for the PE-4 landfill
expansion be at least 500% of the cost of mitigation £for the
interim landfill approval in 1990.
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If the Department were to favorably consider the Part 360
application, Save the Pine Bush believes that a mitigation program
within the following parameters would be appropriate:

(1) The applicant must purchase the 46.1 acre Drumlin Fields
Project site and dedicate it to the Albany Pine Bush Preserve.
[Implementation guidelines, parcels 13 and 14].

(2) The applicant must purchase the parcel on which Fox Run
Estates is located as well as the proposed expansion area and
dedicate it to the Preserve [Implementation Guidelines, parcels 15
and 16]. In view of the approximately $100,000 per year the City
is paying the residents of the mobile home park already, it would
seem to be in the applicants’ economic interest to buy out Fox Run
Estates parcel.

(3) The applicant must purchase the property behind the
Teresian House owned by the Arch-Diocese and the Teresian House
which would link the Blueberry Hill to the Crossgates site and
dedicate it to the Preserve [Implementation Guidelines, parcel 29).

(4) The applicant must purchase the 12 acre parcel at BOO
Washington Avenue Extension and dedicate it to the Preserve
(Implementation Guidelines, parcel 6).

(5) The applicant must purchase the parcel fronting along the
western side of Route 155 south of Pinehurst and dedicate it to the
Preserve (Implementation Guidelines, parcel 9.)

(6) The applicant must provide an endowment from the Albany
Pine Bush Preserve Commission in the amount of $8,000,000.00. The
Commigssion needs an endowment of at least $8,000,000.00 in order to
conduct intensive fire management activities throughout the
Preserve and maintain a small but adequate staff. The Commission
has been hampered in its fire management activities by lack of
funding. In order to burn the minimum sized 2,000 fire-manageable
acre pregerve once every ten years, it is necessary to burn 200
acres or 10% of the fire manageable acreage each year. A summary
of acres burned prepared by the Commission shows that in the nine
(9) burning seasons from 1991 to 1999, the Commission has burned a
total of only 662 acxes, which is an average of only 73 acres per
year. The Commission must have an increased endowment in order to
fulfill its obligations to fire manage the Preserve in a regular
basis of a 10 year cycle.
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(7) The applicant sghould pay the Commission $6.65 for each
ton of solid waste disposed of in the P-4 landfill expansion ($1.33
X 500% = $6.65).

5. e Pa a6 ati for @ P-4 landfill angiol
gshould be denied because i inconsisten th the ANS S Sol

Waste Management Plan as zreguired by € NYCRR 360-1.10(a) and §

617 5 i . The ANSWERS Solid Waste Management Plan
(SwMP) with amendments concluded that the City of Albany should
build a long-range solid waste landfill at site C-2 in the Town of
Coeymans for disposal of the waste stream from the ANSWERS
communities. The City has not moved forward with construction of
a long range landfill at site C-2, and has not taken preliminary
steps to move forward such as a detailed hydrogeclogical and
engineering investigation and/or site acquisition. The application
for comstruction of the P-4 landfill expansion should be denied
because it is inconsistent with the Solid Waste Management Plan for
the ANSWERS community. The P-4 landfill, which is designed for a
capacity of 10 to 15 years, is not an interim or short range
landfill. Allowing the City to construct the P-4 landfill
expansion will simply delay by decades implementation of the Solid
Waste Management Plan for the ANSWERS community. The DEC should
not allow the City to flaunt the intent of the solid waste
management plan legislation. The excuses given by the applicant
for violating the Solid Waste Management Plan for ANSWERS contained
in Appendix K to the Third SDEIS are completely without merit. The
litigation commenced by the Town of Coeymans was won by the City
several years ago, and during the pendency of the litigation there
was no stay or injunction which preveanted the City from acquiring
by acquisition site C-2 in the Town of Coeymans., Moreover, the
City has simply delayed conducting hydrogeological and engineering
studies because of DEC‘’s laxity in enforcing the permit conditions
in the permit for the interim landfill and the reguirements in the
SWMP that the City move ahead with constructing a solid waste
landfill outside the Pine Bush. Similarly, there is no stay or
preliminary injunction in the more recent lawsuits alleging that
the purchase of site C-2 constitutes waste of City funds, and the
City is completely free to go ahead with purchasing the properties
on which it holds options. The Department should deny the City’s
application for the P-4 for landfill expansion and indicate to the
City that it should move forward with comnstruction of the long
range landfill at site C-2 immediately, or investigate garbage
disposal through private haulers.

6. he evidence applicant’s hydr ical report is
icien dete ne that r imum 5’ separation
bet n the base of the con ted liner svstem and the seascons
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high ground water elevation required by 6 NYCRR 360-2.13(d). The
Part 360 application, Volume 1, Sec. 4.3.4 (at page 20) indicates

that the seasonal high water table at the site P-4 was determined
from periodic measurements of geveral wells from May 1998 through
April 1998. This approach is better than a single groundwater
level measurement, but measurements during only one year will not
detect the substantial long term fluctuations that are typical of
sand aquifers distant from large streams. Based on established
literature in the field of hydrology, our expert hydrogeclogist
advises that water levels can rise several feet in a succession of

© wet years, and decline several feet in a successgion of dry years in

such sand aquifers distant from large streams, and that the normal
seasonal fluctuation must be superimposed on these multi-year
trends. The one year sample relied on by the applicant is
inadequate to find out whether the ground water table trend was
upward or downward during the 1998-1995% season. The USGS maintains
an observation well for groundwater levels at the State University
Campus in Albany, Observation Well A636, £for which there are
records of groundwater levels on a daily or weekly basis from 1978
to the present; except for a two year hiatus in 1995 to 1997, and
records are available from a nearby well back te approximately
1966. The terraln where cobservation well A636 is located is former
Pine Bush and is very similar and geographically close to the
proposed landf£ill, and DEC should require C. T. Male to examine
these records to determine whether the ground water measurement
levels obtained in 1998-1999 are on the upswing or downswing of
long range groundwater level trends at the P-4 site.

It is respectfully submitted that the Department should set up
a public hearing and issues conference for an adjudicatory hearing
with regard to the application for the City of Albany P-4 landfill
expansion. Save the Pine Bush has consulted with and retained
experts in various areas pertaining to the Part 360 application and
Third SDEIS. It is submitted that the comments by Save the Pine
Bush raise substantive and significant issues relating to f£indings
or determinations the Department ie required toc make pursuant to
Part 360 which will result in project denial or major modifications
of the project because the P-4 landfill project as proposed does
not meet statutory or regulatory criteria or standards.
Accordingly, it is submitted that the regquirements for conducting
an adjudicatory hearing pursuant to 6 NYCRR 621.7(b) have been met.
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In behalf of Save the Pine Bush, I would like to thank the
Department £for the extension which was granted for submission of
public comment in thig matter.

Very truly yours,

. ¢
Lemw (2, 0w, jy
Lewis B. Oliver, Jr.

LBO/svb/amf
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2000 Citizen Complaints obtained from
Albany Interim Landfill and NYS DEC

Total: 33

(Total reflects complaints that were released to Save the Pine Bush, not the total
complaints on file.)

Representative Comments:

5/9/2000 Smelled worse than ever today.”

6/15/08 Woman affected by Dyno Compaction
“whole house shaking; ceiling made cracking noise,
who is going to pay for damage to my house?” —
Mary Ann Simon.

6/22/08 Kids can’t go outside to swim; smells like
vomit. Nancy Rowland, Fox Run

12/1/2000 “Garbage and Debris all around my yard”
Lydia, Fox Run
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2001 Citizen Complaints obtained from
Albany Interim Landfill and NYS DEC

Total: 33

(Total reflects complaints that were released to Save the Pine Bush, not the total
complaints on file.)

Representative Comments:

1/11/01 “The smell comes right in the house. It’s
embarrassing to have friends over.” -- Nancy
Rowland, Fox Run

3/2/01 1:15 pm “Gulls, smells, plastic bags blowing
around.” -- Fred Simon

7/3/01 “ Incredible smell, worst ever.” -- Peter
Shaffer

8/30/01 “Every night this week, the odor has been
unbearable.” Mary Ann Simon

11/27/01 “Stench is unbearable. Cannot even walk
outside.” Brian Callahan



12/26/02 “Rancid meat, syringes etc. dropped in yard
by birds.” —Tom Garry.
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CiTYy OF ALBANY
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
GerRaLD D. JENNINGS OnNE CONNERS BouLEVARD WILLARD A, Bruce
MaxoR ALBANY, NEwW YORK 12204-2514 CoMmissionen

TELEPHONE (518) 432-1144
Fax 427-7499

July 30, 2001

Thomas R. Reynolds, P.E.

Environmental Engineer

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Office of Environmental Quality, Region 4

1150 North Westcott Road

Schenectady, NY 12306-2014

RE: AIL Fox Run Estates Air Monitoring Program

Dear Tom:

In order to fulfill the requirements of the Part 360 permit issued 2/29/00, the City has implemented a
reporting pretocol that channels all complaints to LTI for inclusion in the above monthly submittal. The
nature of the complaint does not have bearing on the reporting protocol; all complaints, even those relative
to the operation of the park, are documented and should be included in the above monthly submittal.

As a result of your July 18, 2001 correspondence, [ have found that a set of telephone logs (April — June,
2001 enclosed) that obviously have not been included in the above monthly submittal. Prior to April 2001,
copies of complaints can be found in this facility’s first quarter report.

Given the reporting protocol established between LTI and the City has lead to a deficiency in reporting, I
have assumed direct responsibility for making monthly submittals to your office. The City will forward the
above report, the telephone logs and the Leachate Action Leakage Rate (ALR) report as one monthly
submittal; copies of the above will be included in the facility’s quarterly report.

Thank you for bringing this issue to my attention. If you have any questions or have any suggestions,
please feel free to contact me at 869-3651.

Sincerely,

Joseph C. Giebelhaus
Solid Waste Manager



1150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014
Phone: (518) 357-2045  FAX: (518) 357-2398
Website: www.dec.state.ny.us

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Office of Environmental Quality, Region 4

Erin M. Crotty
Commissioner
July 18, 2001
Joseph C. Giebelhaus, Solid Waste Manager -
City of Albany -
Department of General Services W
U~ g S e ey i
One Conners Blvd. vURs U830 TN R SED
Albany, New York 12204 o
JUL % 2 2007

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus:

We are in receipt of the June, 2001 “Albany Interim Landfill Fox Run Estates Air Monitoring
Program” and “Albany Interim Landfill Odor Responder Form.” The third item on the Odor Responder
Form is “Description of Odor Complaint and Corrective Action.” Under this item the typical comment
has been “No complaint made to LTI”, our question is whether in light of this statement, would
complaints made directly to the City appear on these reports? It was my understanding that in the past,
these reports did not include complaints made directly to the City, but this oversight would be corrected
and we would be receiving a record of all complaints made relating to the Rapp Road operation(s). It isa
requirement of the City’s Interim Landfill (P-4 Expansion) Part 360 Permit that we receive copies of all
odor complaints made relating to this facility.

Please confirm in writing within two weeks of receiving this letter specifically what the reports
we have been receiving reflect, in relation to odor complaints made by landfill neighbors. If the reports
have been deficient in providing copies of complaints made directly to the City, these additional reports,
dating back to a minimum of January 1, 2001, must be submitted to this office, care of Richard Forgea,
P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer, within three weeks of receiving this letter.

If there are any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me at 357-2245.

Sincerely, ; .
ANl ' £

"Tho{nas R. Reynolds, P.E.
Environoxéntal Engineer
Region 4

ce: W. Bruce, Commissioner, Department of General Services, City of Albany
R. Forgea, P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer

TR:jhodorreports. wpd
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T\J Cas ¢ A OLS N, CeisT {X}S Qe puSie i\ Q{'J B E)D?ﬂ
— : R ] A

loawed A6 G & Riag A M.

=
2
Ik

‘@w_“m N R 7-;» 2y ﬁ Poorr=m-ma h&,vr‘qum”

. >
cALL RECEIVED BY: | WAt hwesiy et
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

nave: | Lrammd DATE: 7/10]0]
PHONE: | 45 - 0AT L TIME: | PML
ADDRESS | # 44 oy Ruri WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [f LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER[]

comvments: Aol pd e %@9 QUput gn hout/

ACTION TAKEN:

j&r cATED EC o St A Chifomeri— (7 Q il Y2l i %ﬂmﬁ

T Wiesr 0 (K Nt

N— e

CALL RECEIVED BY: %-J@W%!‘:L’

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Al Mok Agasn, pate: 7/4/21
PHONE: | 52~ 8444 TIME: /(i H5AM
ADDRESS | 4 $7 T Pure WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
| NATURE OF COMPLAINT: _
ODOR [] LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER [X]

COMMENTS: 1., Tuiw Au e Du‘ fiolvy M{ ﬂ,.:; te Ly

{"Y\HCL aMA fn.CLL ,.-_)

i

ACTION TAKEN:

Y Lotray ?/// c Dy

CALL RECEIVED BY: Rkl éf LM[” 7

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

vame: | et Sh A |oaTE: 7/3 / O]
pHone: | JU4-0703 TIME;_A. 35 PM
aporess | # 22 Jon Buune WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [{] LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER ]

commenTs: __nCipdudle oA O, Aueteat Luii

ACTION TAKEN:

CoalpsR, L_/I"HHMZV

LTE = Froee  por Wotezy (. ENCzad  Srze.  iprend. Femes

Reppreco  CoE  pcmopes /3407 m

CALL RECEIVED BY: Kelly )OMMZL

v [
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

name: | RCberHg Begden pate: /1] C!

pHoNE: | HSA-44997 TIME: _

appress | F Tl Fox Run WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER [X]

Sﬂt’ (s COLUG e F{;[_?ﬁ{{.
2nts).

| Yo
COMMENTS: H‘{l;; Soyavo) Conplag/Nts c( CE spyeval ves
@ oot Rei2s aan Hae veusts Withoa Fox Run - She s esk 2 Hires

@ VAcon- lets have wires Sh(kmq cdt—Hy v makes o heard
4 newe and non - lecks (e a jungle ¢uer e, - Can
they rinaove Wives/debvis Se Huy (60 needd naow

@ Yoy 2 OACRNT ts maye Shedl ('/‘ﬁc Vi C; eS8 Haar e wet

e Sengsed and now +Hhey'se fling P by B S‘LL/(Z“(JI-’ES

ACTION TAKEN:

¢ Kbopen 7//{ £ 7/{2__
Y Fooeme Lor Ce ey~ P / Deng BV Sepr 0/ —
AEeR. Ao scgA Aeoen S

A

T ) ;A D
CALL RECEIVED BY; | "Uicl{ AT/
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Devals pATE: b[2Us ol
pHONE: _|SU9-L399 TIME: (0:30AM
ADDRESS | # 57 Tox Ruun WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER [

comments: (' mdidion ofF zad leading int Fox Run (s fervible-
We Was Cutone hire, ¢ needed front wheel ali gnment -
havd +v avoid poholes 6 night - Shoid he Sobmit
damages (N Suvan L Ocrr;tpa.mq he wondevs 7

ACTION TAKEN:

S P
CALL RECEIVED BY: | Relly D e

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




——————

ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Y, S aSSey”  pare: 6 13 0f
pHonE: | 3HEU — @763 mmMe R D7 Pry
ADDRESS | L.© ). 20N WIND DIRECTION: | /VU jro
TEMPERATURE: i
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER [

comvents: (TS yeally Rad Pepple ave tryny

To SLéty v el e ity 15 ﬁECLLQ/ Kmfji/v

Lot o,

 ACTION TAKEN:

J/Vﬁ/’/T Czng{ Tuvined pr Muchire /7

Roc /O T Foollnr/de jn parvk, AT

Sl To bod, Cobly( LLE oM tant

a@wm /

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: ,Hgimf SZLE ';% # (A DATE: 6,/ //0/
PHONE: Yu9-0710: TmME: [ ¢ (5 M

ADDRESS | 422 Fry R WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR X LITTER[J BIRDS [ OTHER [
COMMENTS:

Jen A pA R A glm‘ Ao

ACTION TAKEN:

¥ hgaé&w Npres]) gZ‘?E? AERL &ﬂ P — A//ﬂ

y J. 6. stz Kx Ko @ Y b ~A//42.

il

-
O/

x%-:___

CALL RECEIVED BY: ‘f(&é&-f .-@wﬂd,}

7 4
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: @)JU:LL Nodia DATE: /19 L(_)l
PHONE: | TIME: [D:0D At
ADDRESS %}(P[ LA WIND DIRECTION:
(Df A57 TEMPERATURE: | P
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [ LITTER Y BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:

g N orre codlk b _Jpkow podig

Duonis Dol 4 buagd O Dl buad Ro 18s

ervowd - NDROy Pas been Shaw, Qeace D A0rmdue

Dby

AC%!ON TAKE!\Z/ = (EDNBWUM

7\,
CALL RECEIVED BY: MJLMW\

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

nave: | Fagds doweny pare: Y5 p|

PHONE: | H9U~-32 119 TivE: |5 |5 PH

appress | 500 Zineelr Aves . |WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR Y LITTER [ BIRDS [f OTHER []
COMMENTS: ‘Jﬂ U gamslle, ol gl ﬁgg ﬂm‘m%
dne .
ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: | K2ty 'Q“/‘#’/‘-’

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

naMe: | Aamad m;uﬂ&%&h . DATE: 4/ 4 /0 I
PHONE: Tive: 2/ 435 MM
appRess | #22 Ty Bun WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR/K LITTER O BIRDS X OTHER [J

commenTs:  Birds Qre bad; ay Vids aye oytsicle

P\ [',1,1& mz(-JL-

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: Kelly 4@‘““%%)

NARIGINAL - DAS] “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

name: IVWALTIr Y ah vine Ky e 7 23 1

PHONE: e 300
ADDRESS | “w | 33 wIND DIRecTIoN: | M/ NP
TEMPERATURE: 35240

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
opoR . LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER []

coMMENTS: S WNe LS ﬂg@L), Yol Li'ke Fas.

ACTION TAKEN:

Colleh Ui, S wuh end Bad<
and chockKed  Sounih. Smell- Wear wwalt
L'T-_L P\U‘Gbﬁ@\ N O Gaf DD('\UV’-"@UWVMOVQU\

Yo Lrovtt Gale,

CALL RECEIVED BY:
“PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: N/ DATE: 5-/5-0 /
PHONE: A/// A TIME: /d [ /DAH.
ADDRESS | / f;;,_,,d £/ WIND DIRECTION: | A’/
TEMPERATURE: A[;’/;z
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER [J

COMMENTS: Aff' éﬁ .*“3 L " f & = - F‘) ’9 L?fj':{"_f.%-.’l C‘{A”Ibq'ﬁﬂlﬁ'{_}:’}}-ﬂ

bf,/:;' /C{i;h Y~
)

ACTION TAKEN:
Cotle (! irimo

Sﬁ;(_/ 'f/"c‘_’q w.or'/e/ . T 5{*—-‘42’{{,
I

liop e@gass L1385 Bag  dis pite Shigsil fw’f’ Liye d

*ltg_-;’) L\iu\_\l

oiablewa doww ovd ¢n .-&E____b =
' J

CALLREGENEDBY: | VO . k\h. el e p>
“PINK” - NYSDEC “YELNOW" - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

Name: | Savden Scralliy  fpare 3 o
PHONE: Nont, G vin TIME: 53 & fin
appress | Fov Riayw ECKRTe WIND DIRECTION: | NP
TEMPERATURE: 3-8
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [ LITTER [] BIRDS [ OTHER []

COMMENTS: S\e wanted o Ko Wh\/ The duimy
Syneils bak.

ACTION TAKEN:
Cinepl \ e & YA, NV o\ Hw&r A/ V’th}d/

L Caiied VLT — ey uve v&sgowMJmWJ

CALL RECEIVED BY: | "W (;C\T,kvv\mh,
“PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS




Y

p

ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

_

NAME: Nan Y R 0 LA~ [pate: 3/8 /o)
PHONE: hShp375 TIME: g3d P
appress | F5(, WIND DIRECTION: | VI NE

| TEMPERATURE: AD=25

eF A
NATURE OF COMPLAINT: ;
ODOR LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER [&

COMMENTS: }.ais\ v\-;)rﬂ(f\‘ i Lk $1LL 5Vf7ﬁl4’ﬁf so O
VR‘TAﬁ v o Ke e um Ak W”\u ¢ Yhore., Cou LoA \Iah
Cla ey, Flave Yor chec v hele poing on’ Recu
Nwee ol ag Nt Live Weve Shonldit Yave To

‘b\“\l‘ \AE'Q_\/I/I‘hf\ 1Jﬂ \/\V\‘ST;LL \Ae VDV E.

ACTION TAKEN:

CmU.\SR LT, Yoy cayvne LAY D(YLJ\ (‘l(%f(eV(
Ao, ﬂvﬁ R@ww‘i’ 61 Hmfr*\w Rp st Loy vmwgmv

CALL RECEIVED BY: | Vo e iman 4
“PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: MNeag s Mloecre= DATE: 2 / ?A) A
PHONE: TIME: ~ 8 Can
ADDRESS | #54 s+ 2. WIND DIRECTION: W /5
| TEMPERATURE: ~/A
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER KT
COMMENTS:

\4/ fﬂm‘r‘ Pt /@vm«(_ [t )@m&mﬂ/
531' Learn  Karaeo 2/2/5,

ACTION TAKEN:
* 20 uz3e -QW T

@_ﬂ%wﬁ [ K enma) Lhis
@ ﬂcﬁm KS"*‘ Z_;e;-{ # ﬁ;(_ 57,,1-»4"‘
Y st Sevre e, IV wptrzib .

P el

caL Recevensy: | (O ( /
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “7ELLOW - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: NILHLL/ R laua pate: I/ 11/¢]1

PHONE: | TIME: ¥ 450m

ADDRESS | # Al: Firy RiiN WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [f LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER ]

COMMENTS: r,w’rwm ,Ld% Hom e Sivell becones jinheprble over
ht’,f’ mﬂ"rHam ;mw‘ hr: h(w rmr/‘é i "7/Dfn L Flare /5 Jhut
dwm o erkhma, “he Smell comds m);h,. Wide Hu house,
fLS EI’PW’]L’NWU”[{ 1T have ﬁlcf AN z‘./cr [Ve 5;’!6?(:((!«? ‘l(' }761 Ve fb
Jige Like this, fuz Ifw oLy ¢ [S;/‘bs (2 Echon ¢ He cdor 1S
m;{ma ﬂr*u,;y;e Were Ea/»]u,ysmf{rmq ove; here, This has

-+ b? 0 bl p; ‘*b £, arg wé hr’e’aﬁﬂ% nithons Jw’ﬁ: L hale
i ¢ ltieh L[ 4 1/ ()ﬂ'Joﬂ e hed 7 c"ww insicle mm /D/ﬁu’m&f
s s Snowd, T have ¢ daughtin in hel Stnicy 41 GF H.5Y

ACTION TAKEN: |
Wit plst 7‘n,s;'m-,~ todeal wunh| were o in Jund o
\\} -
J-‘LP?L&M nea .. 7 ,qujc Sj’La I(F:L/}ug_m‘gg I R 1 N 5[7‘

BA0 St dz:uy{&uf' loee K beca iise ﬁum& Swed( w .c,&

/ Tidd LT J,:/mM ) e T IRl iy TP

),é",édm' GEs  LEPKING  Shogpy  Leror=  Coccermy) CoAs Ceemmy ~grm @ "‘6(.\0)

\% &\7‘ ZsPu T Aroono C LeAr- G A -

]
caLL ReCEVED BY: | Al Duvngen
)
NYSDEC UYELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" -




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: TEvereo Co. DATE: /|-27-0
PHONE: TIME:
ADDRESS | Cortorsred friza WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT
ODOR LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS:

A worman  Cigepn To  SAY THE Srzotk e X
Y NBLRRAGLE

&
0l

ACTION TAKEN:
[ OLe 'To_ . Toe C:. _Z;'ﬂﬁgéi;p Corfirlzr/7 po_rr—_r//fa

7o PE pALzEY

- Z

5 /
CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLE)W” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: e Carry DATE: )2/ 20 [0
prone: | FU4-120l prene TIVE: _ {0am
appRess | F 50 FoX Run_ WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR ] LITTER [J BIRDS [} - OTHER [

COMMENTS: vancid meat Syringes, hones ittar being
[ j i

dropptd Dby birds on his ch)?drh’/

ACTION TAKEN:

L3¢ LY dispadeivid 1o Cledn vp mess

CALL RECEIVED BY: I(cHtj D W\t~

S —— - «mInIZY  RIVOMED S/ELOW? - RFIPONNDER



2002 Citizen Complaints obtained from
Albany Interim Landfill and NYS DEC

Total: 23

(Total reflects complaints that were released to Save the Pine Bush, not the total
complaints on file.)

Representative Comments:

2/16/02 “Birds are bad. Droppings all over
children’s playground equipment.” -- Parkview
Preschool.

5/10/02 “Its illegal to be dumping sewage into
Patroon Creek.” — Tim Gerry

8/6/02 “With the wind blowing this way, 1t’s starting
to smell again.” Mary Ann Simons

7/8/02 “Concerned about odors. Concerned about
party planned for next weekend.”

12/31/08 “Odor is bad. Has been worse than usual
this six months.”—David Pratt



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM
~Rehecci wptiaer

Name: | Dine View Pre-ochee|  Josre: 23p]pa

PHONE: ysu LISL TveE. LM

ADDRESS | Wa9hinghve Ave. EX+.  |WIND DIRECTION:

(hebwecy Poigh + Tlian |TEMPERATURE:

e vty Conter's)

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER []

COMMENTS:

Bicds are Wad. Drpppmg@ ail over Clhildyens ';1)/(;{-,;-

63{ FAANYA d b ({ L*’#&”/L&/}t :

ACTION TAKEN:

Mok Ged USDA (Dhe was e site. ~ Heater

H{LLHLU + Kt“u Dy yei- weint over b Pioe \ew and

Spp ke o p(fl’ﬁétcﬂ. Wallace aind 'z:(;.kgd (;f §r"f'Lc“_HM/La_

(L5DF) 5o : i
He i v -ﬂch&mn Keid Tv_g2¢ Wt shadd be

d SAAS S

CALL RECEIVED BY: K iy bl.m;fpz 7

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | Sme  Drfoacn DATE: z2lslon

PHONE: ANTH- 04! TIME: //R30 4 p

ADDRESS | Cipay gam Lo WIND DIRECTION: A /P
TEMPERATURE: /)

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR ] LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER [

COMMENTS: Rappns  ARe Racy
— Sracane @ CeesScpams  Aerew  NAYPm  oren ML

~ Aoc Sai o5 7H7 Ao

ACTION TAKEN:

o Dpessso B Fxp N2 I ol Dompsren . AP0 Smwow Copeus.

-"5 fﬁﬂ?‘\‘:‘;’l— LS4 G?f)':__r"—l—r" M‘C‘?t* ’V VC:M 7—
ks A Loyt coypian] 2,

///FF h“\\

CALL RECEIVED BY: {’Q}ﬁ\\—"/

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK"” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

Name: | Tnlhvin Whitd, DATE: 3!7_ pjoz.”

pHoNE: | b 4. T3 A1 mmve: L SepM

appress | & TH Foy Ritve WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER J]

COMMENTS:

Nondeving if we Wweye ol pm(, Siyws g q bm@l’hlﬁ, ot e

becaus s ot chek. Abis sen who (o hewe Bick Bt Skl

Liu_wd (b and %mwﬁd the witde heuce was i;;mm;, dowri_

1 b hinwe were dving Some denliion o & Wﬁ .

&

CALL RECEIVED BY: KD

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Boc gen) DATE: 3{/23 [o2
PHONE: TIME: 2 Pa
ADDRESS | #26 Gy Lo Espee; WIND DIRECTION: o/
TEMPERATURE: WA
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR ] LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHERT
COMMENTS: \

¥ Wprr Kane BV TEPzes [lorer/ — Alons Suprey

e  Srhit .

ACTION TAKEN:

Nz Biovw O 3 - fowew A lps 7o
/7%51? 4 %M:;;J 7‘;#/}:)2 M___-,.; S o

OF (;:;a‘r' Qs G )

N\

N/

[
CALL RECEIVED BY: H )/

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC bL"YEEEOW - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: M A N Sr\ MynA  pate: 4 - 9 -02
PHONE: HgE-32 69 mive; 7 36
ADDRESS | Rusindl Y FeinceWIND DIRECTION: | E ns)
iyt Yvonl »T  [TEMPERATURE: ~N T —

Suavd <SaSiom

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR W~ LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER ]

COMMENTS: W Svirell v o ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ";\l}‘-& Sovr "N

Lg X Thewe §(~h\1~, Y (}(\?\r’pﬁﬁ’p LooXe Lige

"\5' AR (EQ\;“‘P'\JA \nm u«ﬁ‘( M‘tv’\ AN W\WILLVS

Y\Q »\/‘t&‘\(ivul xS. Lo l‘r’\ﬁf’ \be\ CJ\I/L-\ \:-IJY F‘L{TLHJ{,

CAA S8 1Y ETnRe <p \f‘mi N

X coy caall Yo Comn (‘[_Jélr”{ Ao 1 W\;J,C. N eceut

e e vidicobue, TS SEwf s Cop bl coy

S €

fae.s Moy Aid Sney vt o Doy Ved¥& ¥p

'P'e ¢ WL{J\ V\fz»k&t <

ACTION TAKEN:

Pu?‘Y Vevort onl Johunc gres ] Sov vingrylon,

C’C’\\'—-C\ VUOT Y ¥ fL\/\/\ r’L}’U ¢ in £ f"u.\\ TV‘H'. j\__:_Yl/lw; /

m ‘L—Q\\\FJ\ _“1\-\ 'f/\f Sl \”vdnﬁj- »{,}/LE.X T\/U( 39(‘/&’.57“4

Y £ _\: /\,f'ﬁd

T e
CALL BECEIVED BY: \,f, (L 'f.,\r\/ Yy YL in S \.

ORIGINAL - DGS “‘PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: 'r}ﬁ/?r'"t (Iﬁ Ly s DATE: ¥ /,Z[-— / g7

PHONE: 4oL 1743 TIME: 3 1L A

ADDRESS | # G3 hv Riive WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE: f

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER [] BIRDS ] OTHER (X
COMMENTS:
"/(\” [ ”f i | R r)ut g ,rj’? . TL[:’! iy ,E'EM:‘ i ;’i 70 /f’,tﬂﬂé AL

(NN F L

-’J g 4

ACTION TAKEN:

5. fﬂ_J‘_-"_.-_,;_, /Zf'w B w/ J‘U,.a LD /.J—""—;‘“ K‘/‘{?w’_\_?v e /_7
[

yﬂmr‘:ﬂ-—f /ﬂgﬁ’?"‘uﬁfﬁ 5 . % \ )

CALL RECEIVED BY: /{ PRy 2%
“YELLOW" - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS "PINK" - NYSDEC




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Mayy &:wuﬂnm DATE: 4-jf -0 1

| PHONE: fen 1 Elvrn, TIME: 430 Fhh

ADDRESS | Rury #8. 7 M0T €10 lwinp DirecTION: | A/ene
By her, TEMPERATURE: 758 5p°

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR 5 LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS: Swniwelic ha & ;

ACTION TAKEN:

\-C“‘/'C\Q WY ﬂ,d’c‘ﬁ Fave i1 To Johy

CALL RECEIVED BY: W(T}T_C\m YVAR4A ng

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Triv) Ceviy DATE: 57 jolp s’
7 7

PHONE: TIME: .0 A/

ADDRESS | # 5¢ fiX Rurn WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS OTHER ]

COMMENTS: -IT+#5 //Hzcel 1y i f by (/;:'/;:14.\;. G Sl LR e

7
-

P h:""“\Tr’}f’r‘f\ -

rL.f

4 < e Kyl 3 - x P -
- Tz e g hanzs < SUialis 42 as Uil

o 4 - = ‘ IR J'___ - s !-' Eaais, | s e A PR ) ; S /
- (2 ‘H.f_f, Ll - ,’(75‘.’.-'/.;? 7".".:' LT SE J’.’-_’t.(-"/(f Nl L’ o f-’.f'“X(‘f-'{ 5}
/

ACTION TAKEN:

o Fondondl ol - s e ol
I o% SR Toe G TE OO0 ressi2 eomiples i e
oy '

K D iaf‘/rf)‘i
“YELLOW" - RESPONDER

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: (1000 Hr > DATE: ’/7/!/7 i

/
S

' - -t
PHONE: LISy 59 TIME: [, /7 12
_.!-\‘ A - -
ADDRESS |  # A Fryv Koour WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:;

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [ LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER]

COMMENTS:

i - I p - o . 4 -:‘l- ¢ ; 5 -: - - "‘:' : : N
LLe b 18 e (09 Te PECA i el A P AT R
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2000 Citizen Complaints obtained from
Albany Interim Landfill and NYS DEC

Total: 33

(Total reflects complaints that were released to Save the Pine Bush, not the total
complaints on file.)

Representative Comments:

5/9/2000 Smelled worse than ever today.”

6/15/08 Woman affected by Dyno Compaction
“whole house shaking; ceiling made cracking noise,
who is going to pay for damage to my house?” —
Mary Ann Simon.

6/22/08 Kids can’t go outside to swim; smells like
vomit. Nancy Rowland, Fox Run

12/1/2000 “Garbage and Debris all around my yard”
Lydia, Fox Run
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2001 Citizen Complaints obtained from
Albany Interim Landfill and NYS DEC

Total: 33

(Total reflects complaints that were released to Save the Pine Bush, not the total
complaints on file.)

Representative Comments:

1/11/01 “The smell comes right in the house. It’s
embarrassing to have friends over.” -- Nancy
Rowland, Fox Run

3/2/01 1:15 pm “Gulls, smells, plastic bags blowing
around.” -- Fred Simon

7/3/01 “ Incredible smell, worst ever.” -- Peter
Shaffer

8/30/01 “Every night this week, the odor has been
unbearable.” Mary Ann Simon

11/27/01 “Stench is unbearable. Cannot even walk
outside.” Brian Callahan



12/26/02 “Rancid meat, syringes etc. dropped in yard
by birds.” —Tom Garry.
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CiTYy OF ALBANY
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
GerRaLD D. JENNINGS OnNE CONNERS BouLEVARD WILLARD A, Bruce
MaxoR ALBANY, NEwW YORK 12204-2514 CoMmissionen

TELEPHONE (518) 432-1144
Fax 427-7499

July 30, 2001

Thomas R. Reynolds, P.E.

Environmental Engineer

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Office of Environmental Quality, Region 4

1150 North Westcott Road

Schenectady, NY 12306-2014

RE: AIL Fox Run Estates Air Monitoring Program

Dear Tom:

In order to fulfill the requirements of the Part 360 permit issued 2/29/00, the City has implemented a
reporting pretocol that channels all complaints to LTI for inclusion in the above monthly submittal. The
nature of the complaint does not have bearing on the reporting protocol; all complaints, even those relative
to the operation of the park, are documented and should be included in the above monthly submittal.

As a result of your July 18, 2001 correspondence, [ have found that a set of telephone logs (April — June,
2001 enclosed) that obviously have not been included in the above monthly submittal. Prior to April 2001,
copies of complaints can be found in this facility’s first quarter report.

Given the reporting protocol established between LTI and the City has lead to a deficiency in reporting, I
have assumed direct responsibility for making monthly submittals to your office. The City will forward the
above report, the telephone logs and the Leachate Action Leakage Rate (ALR) report as one monthly
submittal; copies of the above will be included in the facility’s quarterly report.

Thank you for bringing this issue to my attention. If you have any questions or have any suggestions,
please feel free to contact me at 869-3651.

Sincerely,

Joseph C. Giebelhaus
Solid Waste Manager



1150 North Westcott Road, Schenectady, New York 12306-2014
Phone: (518) 357-2045  FAX: (518) 357-2398
Website: www.dec.state.ny.us

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Office of Environmental Quality, Region 4

Erin M. Crotty
Commissioner
July 18, 2001
Joseph C. Giebelhaus, Solid Waste Manager -
City of Albany -
Department of General Services W
U~ g S e ey i
One Conners Blvd. vURs U830 TN R SED
Albany, New York 12204 o
JUL % 2 2007

Dear Mr. Giebelhaus:

We are in receipt of the June, 2001 “Albany Interim Landfill Fox Run Estates Air Monitoring
Program” and “Albany Interim Landfill Odor Responder Form.” The third item on the Odor Responder
Form is “Description of Odor Complaint and Corrective Action.” Under this item the typical comment
has been “No complaint made to LTI”, our question is whether in light of this statement, would
complaints made directly to the City appear on these reports? It was my understanding that in the past,
these reports did not include complaints made directly to the City, but this oversight would be corrected
and we would be receiving a record of all complaints made relating to the Rapp Road operation(s). It isa
requirement of the City’s Interim Landfill (P-4 Expansion) Part 360 Permit that we receive copies of all
odor complaints made relating to this facility.

Please confirm in writing within two weeks of receiving this letter specifically what the reports
we have been receiving reflect, in relation to odor complaints made by landfill neighbors. If the reports
have been deficient in providing copies of complaints made directly to the City, these additional reports,
dating back to a minimum of January 1, 2001, must be submitted to this office, care of Richard Forgea,
P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer, within three weeks of receiving this letter.

If there are any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me at 357-2245.

Sincerely, ; .
ANl ' £

"Tho{nas R. Reynolds, P.E.
Environoxéntal Engineer
Region 4

ce: W. Bruce, Commissioner, Department of General Services, City of Albany
R. Forgea, P.E., Region 4 Solid Waste Engineer

TR:jhodorreports. wpd
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CALL RECEIVED BY: MJLMW\

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

nave: | Fagds doweny pare: Y5 p|

PHONE: | H9U~-32 119 TivE: |5 |5 PH

appress | 500 Zineelr Aves . |WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR Y LITTER [ BIRDS [f OTHER []
COMMENTS: ‘Jﬂ U gamslle, ol gl ﬁgg ﬂm‘m%
dne .
ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: | K2ty 'Q“/‘#’/‘-’

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

naMe: | Aamad m;uﬂ&%&h . DATE: 4/ 4 /0 I
PHONE: Tive: 2/ 435 MM
appRess | #22 Ty Bun WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR/K LITTER O BIRDS X OTHER [J

commenTs:  Birds Qre bad; ay Vids aye oytsicle

P\ [',1,1& mz(-JL-

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: Kelly 4@‘““%%)

NARIGINAL - DAS] “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

name: IVWALTIr Y ah vine Ky e 7 23 1

PHONE: e 300
ADDRESS | “w | 33 wIND DIRecTIoN: | M/ NP
TEMPERATURE: 35240

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
opoR . LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER []

coMMENTS: S WNe LS ﬂg@L), Yol Li'ke Fas.

ACTION TAKEN:

Colleh Ui, S wuh end Bad<
and chockKed  Sounih. Smell- Wear wwalt
L'T-_L P\U‘Gbﬁ@\ N O Gaf DD('\UV’-"@UWVMOVQU\

Yo Lrovtt Gale,

CALL RECEIVED BY:
“PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: N/ DATE: 5-/5-0 /
PHONE: A/// A TIME: /d [ /DAH.
ADDRESS | / f;;,_,,d £/ WIND DIRECTION: | A’/
TEMPERATURE: A[;’/;z
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER [J

COMMENTS: Aff' éﬁ .*“3 L " f & = - F‘) ’9 L?fj':{"_f.%-.’l C‘{A”Ibq'ﬁﬂlﬁ'{_}:’}}-ﬂ

bf,/:;' /C{i;h Y~
)

ACTION TAKEN:
Cotle (! irimo

Sﬁ;(_/ 'f/"c‘_’q w.or'/e/ . T 5{*—-‘42’{{,
I

liop e@gass L1385 Bag  dis pite Shigsil fw’f’ Liye d

*ltg_-;’) L\iu\_\l

oiablewa doww ovd ¢n .-&E____b =
' J

CALLREGENEDBY: | VO . k\h. el e p>
“PINK” - NYSDEC “YELNOW" - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

Name: | Savden Scralliy  fpare 3 o
PHONE: Nont, G vin TIME: 53 & fin
appress | Fov Riayw ECKRTe WIND DIRECTION: | NP
TEMPERATURE: 3-8
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [ LITTER [] BIRDS [ OTHER []

COMMENTS: S\e wanted o Ko Wh\/ The duimy
Syneils bak.

ACTION TAKEN:
Cinepl \ e & YA, NV o\ Hw&r A/ V’th}d/

L Caiied VLT — ey uve v&sgowMJmWJ

CALL RECEIVED BY: | "W (;C\T,kvv\mh,
“PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS




Y

p

ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

_

NAME: Nan Y R 0 LA~ [pate: 3/8 /o)
PHONE: hShp375 TIME: g3d P
appress | F5(, WIND DIRECTION: | VI NE

| TEMPERATURE: AD=25

eF A
NATURE OF COMPLAINT: ;
ODOR LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER [&

COMMENTS: }.ais\ v\-;)rﬂ(f\‘ i Lk $1LL 5Vf7ﬁl4’ﬁf so O
VR‘TAﬁ v o Ke e um Ak W”\u ¢ Yhore., Cou LoA \Iah
Cla ey, Flave Yor chec v hele poing on’ Recu
Nwee ol ag Nt Live Weve Shonldit Yave To

‘b\“\l‘ \AE'Q_\/I/I‘hf\ 1Jﬂ \/\V\‘ST;LL \Ae VDV E.

ACTION TAKEN:

CmU.\SR LT, Yoy cayvne LAY D(YLJ\ (‘l(%f(eV(
Ao, ﬂvﬁ R@ww‘i’ 61 Hmfr*\w Rp st Loy vmwgmv

CALL RECEIVED BY: | Vo e iman 4
“PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: MNeag s Mloecre= DATE: 2 / ?A) A
PHONE: TIME: ~ 8 Can
ADDRESS | #54 s+ 2. WIND DIRECTION: W /5
| TEMPERATURE: ~/A
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER KT
COMMENTS:

\4/ fﬂm‘r‘ Pt /@vm«(_ [t )@m&mﬂ/
531' Learn  Karaeo 2/2/5,

ACTION TAKEN:
* 20 uz3e -QW T

@_ﬂ%wﬁ [ K enma) Lhis
@ ﬂcﬁm KS"*‘ Z_;e;-{ # ﬁ;(_ 57,,1-»4"‘
Y st Sevre e, IV wptrzib .

P el

caL Recevensy: | (O ( /
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “7ELLOW - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: NILHLL/ R laua pate: I/ 11/¢]1

PHONE: | TIME: ¥ 450m

ADDRESS | # Al: Firy RiiN WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [f LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER ]

COMMENTS: r,w’rwm ,Ld% Hom e Sivell becones jinheprble over
ht’,f’ mﬂ"rHam ;mw‘ hr: h(w rmr/‘é i "7/Dfn L Flare /5 Jhut
dwm o erkhma, “he Smell comds m);h,. Wide Hu house,
fLS EI’PW’]L’NWU”[{ 1T have ﬁlcf AN z‘./cr [Ve 5;’!6?(:((!«? ‘l(' }761 Ve fb
Jige Like this, fuz Ifw oLy ¢ [S;/‘bs (2 Echon ¢ He cdor 1S
m;{ma ﬂr*u,;y;e Were Ea/»]u,ysmf{rmq ove; here, This has

-+ b? 0 bl p; ‘*b £, arg wé hr’e’aﬁﬂ% nithons Jw’ﬁ: L hale
i ¢ ltieh L[ 4 1/ ()ﬂ'Joﬂ e hed 7 c"ww insicle mm /D/ﬁu’m&f
s s Snowd, T have ¢ daughtin in hel Stnicy 41 GF H.5Y

ACTION TAKEN: |
Wit plst 7‘n,s;'m-,~ todeal wunh| were o in Jund o
\\} -
J-‘LP?L&M nea .. 7 ,qujc Sj’La I(F:L/}ug_m‘gg I R 1 N 5[7‘

BA0 St dz:uy{&uf' loee K beca iise ﬁum& Swed( w .c,&

/ Tidd LT J,:/mM ) e T IRl iy TP

),é",édm' GEs  LEPKING  Shogpy  Leror=  Coccermy) CoAs Ceemmy ~grm @ "‘6(.\0)

\% &\7‘ ZsPu T Aroono C LeAr- G A -

]
caLL ReCEVED BY: | Al Duvngen
)
NYSDEC UYELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" -




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: TEvereo Co. DATE: /|-27-0
PHONE: TIME:
ADDRESS | Cortorsred friza WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT
ODOR LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS:

A worman  Cigepn To  SAY THE Srzotk e X
Y NBLRRAGLE

&
0l

ACTION TAKEN:
[ OLe 'To_ . Toe C:. _Z;'ﬂﬁgéi;p Corfirlzr/7 po_rr—_r//fa

7o PE pALzEY

- Z

5 /
CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLE)W” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: e Carry DATE: )2/ 20 [0
prone: | FU4-120l prene TIVE: _ {0am
appRess | F 50 FoX Run_ WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR ] LITTER [J BIRDS [} - OTHER [

COMMENTS: vancid meat Syringes, hones ittar being
[ j i

dropptd Dby birds on his ch)?drh’/

ACTION TAKEN:

L3¢ LY dispadeivid 1o Cledn vp mess

CALL RECEIVED BY: I(cHtj D W\t~

S —— - «mInIZY  RIVOMED S/ELOW? - RFIPONNDER



2002 Citizen Complaints obtained from
Albany Interim Landfill and NYS DEC

Total: 23

(Total reflects complaints that were released to Save the Pine Bush, not the total
complaints on file.)

Representative Comments:

2/16/02 “Birds are bad. Droppings all over
children’s playground equipment.” -- Parkview
Preschool.

5/10/02 “Its illegal to be dumping sewage into
Patroon Creek.” — Tim Gerry

8/6/02 “With the wind blowing this way, 1t’s starting
to smell again.” Mary Ann Simons

7/8/02 “Concerned about odors. Concerned about
party planned for next weekend.”

12/31/08 “Odor is bad. Has been worse than usual
this six months.”—David Pratt



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM
~Rehecci wptiaer

Name: | Dine View Pre-ochee|  Josre: 23p]pa

PHONE: ysu LISL TveE. LM

ADDRESS | Wa9hinghve Ave. EX+.  |WIND DIRECTION:

(hebwecy Poigh + Tlian |TEMPERATURE:

e vty Conter's)

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER []

COMMENTS:

Bicds are Wad. Drpppmg@ ail over Clhildyens ';1)/(;{-,;-

63{ FAANYA d b ({ L*’#&”/L&/}t :

ACTION TAKEN:

Mok Ged USDA (Dhe was e site. ~ Heater

H{LLHLU + Kt“u Dy yei- weint over b Pioe \ew and

Spp ke o p(fl’ﬁétcﬂ. Wallace aind 'z:(;.kgd (;f §r"f'Lc“_HM/La_

(L5DF) 5o : i
He i v -ﬂch&mn Keid Tv_g2¢ Wt shadd be

d SAAS S

CALL RECEIVED BY: K iy bl.m;fpz 7

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | Sme  Drfoacn DATE: z2lslon

PHONE: ANTH- 04! TIME: //R30 4 p

ADDRESS | Cipay gam Lo WIND DIRECTION: A /P
TEMPERATURE: /)

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR ] LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER [

COMMENTS: Rappns  ARe Racy
— Sracane @ CeesScpams  Aerew  NAYPm  oren ML

~ Aoc Sai o5 7H7 Ao

ACTION TAKEN:

o Dpessso B Fxp N2 I ol Dompsren . AP0 Smwow Copeus.

-"5 fﬁﬂ?‘\‘:‘;’l— LS4 G?f)':__r"—l—r" M‘C‘?t* ’V VC:M 7—
ks A Loyt coypian] 2,

///FF h“\\

CALL RECEIVED BY: {’Q}ﬁ\\—"/

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK"” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

Name: | Tnlhvin Whitd, DATE: 3!7_ pjoz.”

pHoNE: | b 4. T3 A1 mmve: L SepM

appress | & TH Foy Ritve WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER J]

COMMENTS:

Nondeving if we Wweye ol pm(, Siyws g q bm@l’hlﬁ, ot e

becaus s ot chek. Abis sen who (o hewe Bick Bt Skl

Liu_wd (b and %mwﬁd the witde heuce was i;;mm;, dowri_

1 b hinwe were dving Some denliion o & Wﬁ .

&

CALL RECEIVED BY: KD

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Boc gen) DATE: 3{/23 [o2
PHONE: TIME: 2 Pa
ADDRESS | #26 Gy Lo Espee; WIND DIRECTION: o/
TEMPERATURE: WA
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR ] LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHERT
COMMENTS: \

¥ Wprr Kane BV TEPzes [lorer/ — Alons Suprey

e  Srhit .

ACTION TAKEN:

Nz Biovw O 3 - fowew A lps 7o
/7%51? 4 %M:;;J 7‘;#/}:)2 M___-,.; S o

OF (;:;a‘r' Qs G )

N\

N/

[
CALL RECEIVED BY: H )/

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC bL"YEEEOW - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: M A N Sr\ MynA  pate: 4 - 9 -02
PHONE: HgE-32 69 mive; 7 36
ADDRESS | Rusindl Y FeinceWIND DIRECTION: | E ns)
iyt Yvonl »T  [TEMPERATURE: ~N T —

Suavd <SaSiom

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR W~ LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER ]

COMMENTS: W Svirell v o ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ";\l}‘-& Sovr "N

Lg X Thewe §(~h\1~, Y (}(\?\r’pﬁﬁ’p LooXe Lige

"\5' AR (EQ\;“‘P'\JA \nm u«ﬁ‘( M‘tv’\ AN W\WILLVS

Y\Q »\/‘t&‘\(ivul xS. Lo l‘r’\ﬁf’ \be\ CJ\I/L-\ \:-IJY F‘L{TLHJ{,

CAA S8 1Y ETnRe <p \f‘mi N

X coy caall Yo Comn (‘[_Jélr”{ Ao 1 W\;J,C. N eceut

e e vidicobue, TS SEwf s Cop bl coy

S €

fae.s Moy Aid Sney vt o Doy Ved¥& ¥p

'P'e ¢ WL{J\ V\fz»k&t <

ACTION TAKEN:

Pu?‘Y Vevort onl Johunc gres ] Sov vingrylon,

C’C’\\'—-C\ VUOT Y ¥ fL\/\/\ r’L}’U ¢ in £ f"u.\\ TV‘H'. j\__:_Yl/lw; /

m ‘L—Q\\\FJ\ _“1\-\ 'f/\f Sl \”vdnﬁj- »{,}/LE.X T\/U( 39(‘/&’.57“4

Y £ _\: /\,f'ﬁd

T e
CALL BECEIVED BY: \,f, (L 'f.,\r\/ Yy YL in S \.

ORIGINAL - DGS “‘PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: 'r}ﬁ/?r'"t (Iﬁ Ly s DATE: ¥ /,Z[-— / g7

PHONE: 4oL 1743 TIME: 3 1L A

ADDRESS | # G3 hv Riive WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE: f

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER [] BIRDS ] OTHER (X
COMMENTS:
"/(\” [ ”f i | R r)ut g ,rj’? . TL[:’! iy ,E'EM:‘ i ;’i 70 /f’,tﬂﬂé AL

(NN F L

-’J g 4

ACTION TAKEN:

5. fﬂ_J‘_-"_.-_,;_, /Zf'w B w/ J‘U,.a LD /.J—""—;‘“ K‘/‘{?w’_\_?v e /_7
[

yﬂmr‘:ﬂ-—f /ﬂgﬁ’?"‘uﬁfﬁ 5 . % \ )

CALL RECEIVED BY: /{ PRy 2%
“YELLOW" - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS "PINK" - NYSDEC




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Mayy &:wuﬂnm DATE: 4-jf -0 1

| PHONE: fen 1 Elvrn, TIME: 430 Fhh

ADDRESS | Rury #8. 7 M0T €10 lwinp DirecTION: | A/ene
By her, TEMPERATURE: 758 5p°

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR 5 LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS: Swniwelic ha & ;

ACTION TAKEN:

\-C“‘/'C\Q WY ﬂ,d’c‘ﬁ Fave i1 To Johy

CALL RECEIVED BY: W(T}T_C\m YVAR4A ng

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Triv) Ceviy DATE: 57 jolp s’
7 7

PHONE: TIME: .0 A/

ADDRESS | # 5¢ fiX Rurn WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS OTHER ]

COMMENTS: -IT+#5 //Hzcel 1y i f by (/;:'/;:14.\;. G Sl LR e

7
-

P h:""“\Tr’}f’r‘f\ -

rL.f

4 < e Kyl 3 - x P -
- Tz e g hanzs < SUialis 42 as Uil

o 4 - = ‘ IR J'___ - s !-' Eaais, | s e A PR ) ; S /
- (2 ‘H.f_f, Ll - ,’(75‘.’.-'/.;? 7".".:' LT SE J’.’-_’t.(-"/(f Nl L’ o f-’.f'“X(‘f-'{ 5}
/

ACTION TAKEN:

o Fondondl ol - s e ol
I o% SR Toe G TE OO0 ressi2 eomiples i e
oy '

K D iaf‘/rf)‘i
“YELLOW" - RESPONDER

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: (1000 Hr > DATE: ’/7/!/7 i

/
S

' - -t
PHONE: LISy 59 TIME: [, /7 12
_.!-\‘ A - -
ADDRESS |  # A Fryv Koour WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:;

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [ LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER]

COMMENTS:

i - I p - o . 4 -:‘l- ¢ ; 5 -: - - "‘:' : : N
LLe b 18 e (09 Te PECA i el A P AT R

S P B Z 5 4
i ( l”i’. i ‘T." -.f‘ f»i(.l{ -'I T -[I .r.l' f""( T {I1 7:-4( .rll ;"-I.é'_f_’ Li 7c r:f .r. -.r’--:)r _"“'-r _, ‘I{ ;.I’ T-

)

~l i . -
=) r i # c Y T - 4 Il * F
u RAC (9%t rge Sl [ OL8 G

ACTION TAKEN:

/) # e ,
CALL RECEIVED BY: | %X Az 2. L+
“YELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS "PINK" - NYSDEC




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: .\f\-..- . DATE: /. £/ ¢
PHONE: TIME:
ADDRESS |~ ¢~ "~ . WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR ]

LITTER [ BIRDS ]

OTHER []

G o % \ |
COMMENTS: (o \ ~ 1 77 s .
. 3 2 _ J S N _
\'\__'-. P f? SR o\ B T _\__\. o N R - I
I
:‘_\,_ DN T - _['" \‘lu- e 5 ~ A
ACTION TAKEN:
!.’ I.\ i W ,—‘;.— T \ ‘. ; :'\ P {
S e 1 C Ay % — 3
'-_. /‘j‘ T - k\ - £y 'J_:j- -_r' I -_-._ '._
T
z?\- L e — ' = o I'\.\._\ =
\ - i _ :,- | &= .'.';‘_
: R W S i_. _ L o \ e 1'\‘
A - v\
‘_/’1 N . Lo "
e M Lo i

ORIGINAL - DGS

CALL RECEIVED BY: | - -
“PINK" - NYSDEC

“YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME:

{ 3
R

DATE:

PHONE:

o

TIME: /5« oot K

ADDRESS

WIND DIRECTION;

TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR []

LITTER [

T L Y E A | g
COMMENTS: . o L L =y e e A
/ = -~ N % / - f
J\ ‘;f \_' - « ! s ‘. i -_./ ji S - ';fc.r-f{- /¢ -f-/
P = i
- .
A . A 7 .
T ;"‘,l_‘_ R Z. (R ALY e e
-~ . { . /‘ L 1.__\ IH ._:_;‘_ !
ACTION TAKEN:
e — .
s ife, T " X
i . o
2 | ¢ ’ - g ke
a'r"U!-‘,‘ - } oy A = \ | k'..\ bos A g :"’{ /:L o ! SR
; P 7 v ] ’ s
b 7 (7 ! N / -
o

CALL RECEIVED BY:

]

J:.‘\_.'t_'.rf."1 L\ P i .

ll.: L'_‘ /L{

ORIGINAL - DGS

“PINK" - NYSDEC

“YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

<" !

DATE:

NAME: ool 1
PHONE: TIME:/ !~ 3
ADDRESS i WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [ LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS: (i iul .0 . PRI B
S N \\_.\.,‘\ -'rll fo e ) -:Ir- - S A /f"j 1NN ’ R
ACTION TAKEN:
-\ ';_,\ \ x E b v L'-j I: LA ,Ik- ;JV’:(-/ 2l
i3 [ { oz ~ f . ) ; e
S : \""‘-'\ L— I ' '\,\_, \-—\“ - -.\_‘ i = H “\ -":, [
S GRS v ! g b e Y L ] - =
- =
CALL RECEIVEDBY: | , -~ labe. - Sl i AL

ORIGINAL - DGS "PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW

" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: /,-__‘)f;}f.‘,,y:/f. DATE: “‘T ; 7— "3---.:

PHONE: TIME: /2 5% 0

ADDRESS [~ ., /7 /. . WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR ] LITTER [ BIRDS ] OTHER &

b e j ' 4
COMMENTS.’ { _\,, . 1 A e Al = ba Tn ’{Z' P A“,'/
: L - |
{7 i / i %
J o TR RN (o {or L r,.'--l}.-“ \,v'\_.-.
s d £ 3 Z
, I N i AT

ACTION TAKEN: :
A—L "’ figt L, 2 ‘: ';/;I" / I : .L_}-_.;,}-. : Ls "'"!, Wik ,Ib.f/'-

s
- caay 3 ; P -
TP S Am, 2 A Lo y o :
FaEa ] T —— Y T o o~ g e 2o e 4 R e P Pty [
i

oo ‘I.""—l _.r;}\‘-: i
CALL RECEIVEDBY: |/, 0k e . V0 4y oo b\

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: M- NZnon DATE: ~/5/72
PHONE: | w/2 TIME: 2% g
ADDRESS | Lrer Ko WIND DIRECTION: | 20 )7~
TEMPERATURE: 80"
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:  Keguevico ptr ey Aozens cow Coupec

ACTION TAKEN:

5 1 e
CALL RECEIVED BY: w—)
N
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YE W - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: _ |Saoes e (come dan)  |DATE: 2 (8 (g
PHONE: | A4B9- (&Y TIME: /%
ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:

2e: Maszny  Somsd TEMPERATURE:

| NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR 5’ LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER @*

COMMENTS:

Coccn v Bome o2 Mo Somew - Cosoeneg  Arur  COwLS

L Oamase O 1w " Seeme . Cocow o A

oty Th dee Dagon B AT pussieno (“*?);1](37;

]
- . Du:rr Coutta AScirmane, Al TSSuE

-:.. pﬁ‘l.;l"'-'r S [W duta

20 Ny od Qouanpy

s Moy Aerd Socpmos fawes

ACTION TAKEN:

oo Fows  one Koy Firsie . Wiee B HBomzzy, = lalin

< Wiz, Lopess; TRy Trpes,  Spesn "",/ 2945’:&126

oo R OdM Mogws  wie Lo [PAoa N frzoy fara
Sanapad -

o> Comen e B éff” hieg - 89~ z637) apgmggg P=L OV

2/3/02 : £3%°¢a o A€ CEJMI‘LM; £y o g;-raar: fog  Gay Abaco |

B0 (~it Tree), Steeesn  Heweon @0 /1Y A

N N

CALL RECEIVED BY: \\L&;/—/

= =
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW™=RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | B S7eve @) Creosse A7 |DATE: OF 06-02

| PHONE: TIME: £0:00 £~

ADDRESS | ( S0Osg s ¥ ucsy |WIND DIRECTION: | C/7=r
TEMPERATURE: GO7~

NATURE OF COMPLAINT; é e

ODOR [ LITTER [] angﬁ\ OTHER []
COMMENTS: C 7720, zvgS [Fre fe orvim THE Lezgzw Zok
Béyz0 L7,
| ACTION TAKEN: 4

W7 OVER  w/ LIRD HPadgnésn7 7DOLL Zo
Llrov. L IRALC

CALL RECEIVED BY: W

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC / “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | /M8y Anw Szmonts DATE: OF-06-02
PHONE: TIME: OB :IAA
ADDRESS Reee Rornp WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [~ LITTER ] BIRDS (] OTHER [J

COMMENTS: " Cogup Yoo Prigic

Por THE LrOOYRFzoHTs o

Fon.  FRZORY AFr#Rloon f 7o

THE NZe T

Z'::w Yo e

CombAny, Any were MR (3 PZerc. WZ 7uy Twe rznlp
Brova THIS  WRHY T T8 Srpkizmt T Sisic A 5k

By ‘TZ'F

You  codie P Sy mETAING _ So  ZI niZeg AL

THE Srmfes DLows o0 FREDEY pimpur T isio JITCEmg

-’Z'-’?,//;

/ S e MECEDHEZ s Ui 2%t e s i )

ACTION TAKEN:

ﬂplf%f’ﬁ FeOJeRB  urZrs I~ SERVICE FrP ~Ize FE

CERFAry D SRS JHE~  FRIPAY / 03-07 —OQ ﬁ VDR f 2

CALL RECEIVED BY:

’,..-"'
Jom éﬁz{ -4

ORIGINAL -

DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC

“YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: \J(@H, My{&, DATE: %/w) =
PHONE: | O (} panata Koilao™ 2 [TIME: QoS p,..
ADDRESS 4 WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [ LITTER [J BIRDS [ OTHER ]
\
COMMENTS:
v df ok
! - V) U ®
ACTION TAKEN:
oy rnan P05 - &}DS Foe . TEARILG G Hme s 7,

70 LAajese. / e NesenTy AL Sroveov

O Guagoes R.

crend 1 Seemy ®m b

o

. = O ) ey I

/ ju‘ ﬂaiﬁs red)

foos .

AN

)

/

CALL RECEIVED BY:

e

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC

“YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Tom (GARY DATE; O7-06 -0O2
PHONE; & 9- 726/ TIME:
ADDRESS | feuo uw” WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT: Ll o
ODOR [] LITTER T BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS: CpomEor7E ZzX TERRZAC  TAHE TRAZZEZS
RRR 7~ S sz, 13- Nrs.  THERE
TS5 GARLAE O THE CRAHSS (PnO
Tl SKIR7H  Z Torry OFF:

ACTION TAKEN: |
f/z‘?/(zs r) B Ti CE7  AREH Cisapip P

CALL RECEIVED BY: /%{/

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC / “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL

T COMPLAINT FORM
NAME: A HATHES DATE: JO-1]-02
PHONE: | TIME; 770
ADDRESS | 742 WIND DIRECTION: | 2.7
TEMPERATURE: e
NATURE OF COMPLAINT: ) S
ODOR [] LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHEREH
COMMENTS: yz Wil T S S (D
cs THAT Tt DRIvEwaY T3 STt Taad
- L, 2 e e 5 o -
/L% pE s s T TR T Sevideg
[ TR Lz Tork R2Lut s "
ACTION TAKEN:
C,_-’w S e 4 / :.IL < /ﬁ o qI (::»u" e ey /—" .c e g 0 S
! /Z W DT ._’.: 7 Ti s Thuaf, Heile e
5 / e i
Al 7 e ] // -'./{'.7. '['h... \-\I‘t .-/’
A 4 /

CALL RECEIVED BY:

Wi~

NRIGINAL - NRS “PINK" - NYSDEC P

7 “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

nave: | Dagtol /O/zng/ oate: IA[31[0Z]
pHoNe: | Hlo 4 - 199 2 nve. 2% am.
aooress | 4 Hawineswe Covole  |WIND DIRECTION:
L The QQM) TEMPERATURE:
| NATURE OF COMPLAINT: §
ODOR K] LITTER BIRDS [ OTHER [

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: ﬂf/ é’/@%{ XQM, /

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: &éﬂ/{?!‘} Ve DATE: /2-20-02

Fl’ﬁ;éﬁg: 869- 533 x 7 TIME: 510 am

ADDRESS | IS8  /zeosw Ase WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOBXS LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:

Lrey wiepr  for _poepor 2 semes &

S—6 o '4/%( SHE TS Ge7TInt S TRorC

oS __(Hom _THE _ LAofize, THZ g TEE [T 7Zms

¢‘j¢£ G VR SmE,,kp T E LA Ze ¥

— L ARE 4 [BEE  ZN TR T A Ty of Fe T K

b wHlb T  Two nwébS

ACTION TAKEN:

TRO WU We ppk iody ABtns ) Oy OPs  Copmie

SHTem g w#b b  pezitrd TH it O

Copittor S aszmpm ( (HE ) /750 CAHVE  flte 72

GAND _SHAck L usre = 7o Ctre D76 Aczuge

TLME OF PO

£

CALL RECEIVED BY: W

/
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC / “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | <o B o T DATE: - 02-02
= .- :I_-/-I-; 4 ; ) ;_‘ o i i ~
PHONE: S LIPS 2 LY SHTIME: 1035 g,
ADDRESS | -~ ¢ i & .,y _ WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE: 0 i

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER []
COMMENTS:

5
ACTION TAKEN:
- S s = 11’ J
CALL RECEIVEDBY:| ~ /.. '/ < -

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




2003 Citizen Complaints obtained from
Albany Interim Landfill and NYS DEC

Total: 13

(Total reflects complaints that were released to Save the Pine Bush, not the total
complaints on file.)

Representative Complaints:

1/23/03 Thousands of birds everywhere. Cars look
like the dump. Anon., Washington Avenue Ext.

2/11/03 “Severe disgusting odor.” Pat Figler

5/19/03 “This stuff is pretty strong. Come on, get
with it, Joe.” Tom Garry

8/21/03 “The stench has been continuous.” Eve
Spector

9/12/03 “Can’t we do something to stop the smell”
Jeanie Haver



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

L
NAME: pare._1/23]03
PHONE: TIME: | 5Y py)
’ ' ' ! I
apbRESS |AST Washunaton/ve #x-. |WIND DIRECTION:
v
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT;
ODOR [] LITTER [] BIRDS {7 OTHER []
COMMENTS:

Thagande ) pnde/ mgum eais Look Jule th

oli s ML{_.K {-rm,o/ MW oy,

ACTION TAKEN:

R U Sear owr ©  Elonpe Pl

D ’éAﬂég Sops  of  Sippezn(S:

Wyif ﬁm-b[)..

CALL RECEIVED BY: ﬂ/Jm Badet 1 fe cﬁégmwj,m

[4
ORIGINAI - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC J “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: /({fff/\/ ﬂmﬁfc’-o DATE: D/ "’2/‘{—0‘3_
PHONE: LT 0292 /b TIME: s -'Of)?..,

ADDRESS Zﬂaﬂ//@ufﬂfc#f Gnn C7e|WIND DIRECTION:

257 WAz rsr Ave, Kvr |TEMPERATURE:

L8Ry,

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS: S7hftznis pre os 7246 /e sréc

Blos AP At S = HE  WHS  Tue

To Covrger  DE 7o &LF Azp oF

THEE  fapos

ACTION TAKEN:

COphcr  THE TO HRAY T g SHRECS

o ® 6_-&«5—'31’09 ngﬁm@ @ L protey., T QAFELY

DE)“!»-: e, As Lot {)3DP C:n-iuc;nr w/ Gepd

0W~c1.5; KT'FES‘ [ 7E33 Ch.:.g-,- &ﬂ skl LA e A,

-

A

CALL RECEIVED BY: WV

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC / “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | Par Friice DATE: A2-/1-032
PHONE: | 456-3360 . TIME: .00 pn
ADDRESS | 90 LBarsggrzc 7 |WIND DIRECTION:
Cozenzg NY /2265 |TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
- ODOR LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:
SEV e DIwsTIE PR ATH 7Ty
L7 zs OIsCsron®, Wi A Conpay)  LBST pZEuT
Z T Ry Lesa

L9 THE LA TIE M OUE Smfusn. ”
SErRe P wIpmn,  JIRE You Lot Semfymiz & PIELCENT.

7

. —
Tr [DOES My SIpser _bnin z  CET [FOmE  fillom

i BI7T A7 ppovr B or T 000 oz péme Srzvser”

ACTION TAKEN:
| b swuomead  Sore oy Rlofes v Feg Meoscs o
Copeptre  owin, 7RI 7 [00 CaR05 Lods Mot o

Cosaed <Lznb.
f obow B @ 9% fn 2]z - Ab .

¥ Coec o/ fr R Rawers icors oy, y
| Rouennie Brs A Guleen K=- oam; ;L%
\

CALL RECEIVED BY: /%45)/

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC / “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | 400U — 2[13003
PHONE: | TIME: 1O:05 am_
ADDRESS | Rlodian Comam . (3, WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT: £
ODOR ] LITTER ] BIRDS & OTHER [

COMMENTS: _<SHtuliage Opothiwag, Cvovndl INELY
S 0] R ]

ACTION TAKEN:

Qo Opasions o il © Cododt pudon . Chaipg
0

Qugeree & Sepact Hrnou w‘pm

_§r Qo Qimescat. @ Secs . Apcszo @r e
L —

A ]
CALL RECEIVED BY: m J (Suu-m)

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME:  ["TGwm1_ (panrny DATE: S(2/03
PHONE: TIME: VG0 Ap
ADDRESS | #5D  /tx Kun WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER X

COMMENTS:  Contap v Time  Sowat Al uny AT

Lozl o

Qmﬁuhrﬁc\ e = Pes  Apr Glcﬂ:mg: TNz

ACTION TAKEN:

YR, Gpay, Lo Born  MNewrmecye s ASA  Jhmz »
S Ao Permerrd; THE Sayom 7y  Stecn  ~y Acciuaopd
N yUg TRAr kS, M ARE Lmem S 7HenS <3 Lirrgas
Ry, S Bscev  Spn0 M Gond ple e
QJN > vaget,  B-i TRDoay  PE oo

G,
N
K_

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | Tém Gmp DATE: s/14 /03
PHONE: TIME: 6 “Pm
ADDRESS | ALt 230 WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
oooﬁ% LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER ]
COMMENTS:

uT}f Ser £y et St ! T g, isw Wit Moor O

€7 fe » S o Sweema n Ger Loz | g Aezs, Y

A(C /L{.f GUW ‘:?‘_ LiDps i) '-w 7 C“W = W
R, G e o " glevcar g e e

ACTION TAKEN:
X hboaupy  Ches0 Fiace - ae  (hzeco
/\JC Crlﬂ- Q:-T‘E?- ) /i ’l'_‘ 0 o) é"“"'i'-‘ ey 7?__;‘:.;4;,0 AR N2 2L

SN i -

i Chetesn e/ T2 g P92 At Q07 A 00 S

‘p-_:oammg . K\L’J

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | Ton  Grnof DATE: _Sho

 PHONE: TIME:; Y

ADDRESS | A0 FAox R WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

| NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [ LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHEFI,-'E]'
COMMENTS:
Rebear  m n Ae phoo 20 Poo o
m&d ;Q%gi
ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: TG DATE: s/2y/0z
 PHONE: TIME: A< Pn
ADDRESS | SO s A Heo WIND DIRECTION: A /b
TEMPERATURE: N/h.
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [] LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER 3
| COMMENTS:

m Cemﬂr_&—__o THAT THE gf‘-’-é__._!}_.l (2 &96 SM R= /!thf?_?n

@ Wh.q';o R KN WHh  ws N Crioe g o5 7 /Q.cz_

(3.) Wheren 1 o L¢ ‘_'/Qm. Los hftlE R v v AS A sos

@/ Wpeo  BRouyi /ﬂ-_—ﬂm-:g ,@‘mw e ;’tg@ Lox ;wa'-

_@ CMPL%:&_) TR Om—d /\jh,wf /]/er e Q:H).

S Couey  Con Fips MO

ACTION TAKEN:

(D Qres  wre  NoT % Duco  Aeaz

§9~,¥ _fgﬂww tEm L) a1 £ CLiy oL TR fhec .

THr T o w (HRes

@ OQUQ '2»-1...:-_3_ v FELE .

@ dgb DSz BAJ LELrT DT A (Qm_;_—-&./ wey Lo &9,&,?)

S O Moz o cvmiovs Grme oun Foms ro chen

Dopre-< .

T

@ M( ()-u-f APoalires 7o (VI3torzan, A é‘c T Y, S:?_,-i:-“ ;

Srlnmd Ao e L aq PAad /s o) D

(i J |
CALL RECEIVED BY: Q /

\\-_
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW=RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Kevia i Eeoaty DATE: =3 Zzy/clg

| PHONE: TIME: P RSE

ADDRESS | (Y3 lévee ,y AE WIND DIRECTION: | & /J &
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR f1" LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:

}1' Mz @ CSonewst, 72 o Rew CPEs
D) Suacs  Faesn e

ACTION TAKEN:

oo TNuS iTcpry (D Pbses Lanery . AD AL (YL [ oo

Aweo  timg oo Onaeap .
iy A/"/’L-SED %% ,/// AL ﬁ-‘:‘l}nmg '41'"9 <

(o /@J«W (-2_0‘01 ;)

X Q—'u@ 2 Reseot onts oy (e S % ’Q“

T UrZe Qoo AgT . (QB

R

N
CALL RECEIVED BY: (\l /

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Z_Z/»L (e DATE: [IR-20-03
PHONE: FS LG8 TIME: T. 40
ADDRESS | Fae Rup WIND DIRECTION: | CAerm
TEMPERATURE: 69 7-
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR 7T~ LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:

“Woaweny " 008

Loz ey THMHZS el

LS Comze  LRom _Tar  TRAIY

TR Yo sAus S yrisey

To G Copgazii-

ACTION TAKEN:

Fcocine Iz

SET g L7 rp K

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS

“PINK” - NYSDEC

/ “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Cve  Sppezon , DATE: OL-2/- 03
L . f - P ICm e B
PHONE: 457-83H(w) 65450 Tve: /O pe
ADDRESS |15  flocunzps  Po=ye  |WINDDIRECTION: | S—2 Aoy
Copomze, MY TEMPERATURE: St”

N2/ %‘/Jm =9

NATURE OF COMPLAINT: a2 -

ODOR Q7&\ LITTER ] ‘BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS:
N

=
L Levip o Rroygens  Dazuf Lo, f’ﬁjfﬁ
-

WYenng Ty THZ SAUT  verrer TS THE  SERT

ﬁ/ﬂf Z [Lorn zfm";;f::_’,e‘.«f;,»rg Ares O8O, T2UE S FFE A

ZPs Bl (omrznsdds  SZIiE  TEHS pzvein | Aol

Berzecianyy  BAp  okn  THE s ool T

Woup) L7/ TP D

TZnz  Scrpritayi  ZuT Byl L/t

[0 _A2PREss Thzr Bélfins T A vl MED 5P v A

ﬁ/’;,ﬂémf’r, 7-.(:? 6’!2;",'7‘_-. e _S""’()l:— f ‘/‘? Eimiey T LS E 2l ;7,‘?‘_ 5

2.
b "/
A ™.

y——
L o/ Tl vy

Lh L ReLprcg it s v £ fe B D

/A

u‘-{,tf’/?f/ﬁ. T T

(DA R AR T THE (DRP R [ muns

7
K4

Lw Pl = AAY B,

1-'-"'.-’ o
- LD HER  TAL

CZT Y TN CrlANTL) BT LAy T

Loy o7 SO Ryl app  Zuor i prieen freyoymee 72

el

e Conw7a A¥(miam, F o UEp 1R TE CrPie AT

| LD Tle i/ TH SIS [IRAAIR By S0 Tips T

SO0 5 HE T e

Z M ELERTIL Y,

.
—F 7 -
CALL RECEIVED BY: //)/7////"

ORIGINAL - DGS

“PINK” - NYSDEC // “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: A&ﬂ (7—2__ DATE: CP/%D/OB
PHONE: B6A - S4£3 TIME: [1i28 A
ADDRESS | Rpoco  S-. WIND DIRECTION:

fecois o Cruss TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOFJE’ LITTER [ - BIRDS [J OTHER ]

COMMENTS: ||ge More To 2o BRuce o (Aen Bed € /20
No  Assee. Lepr Whirce

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:
“PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER

ORIGINAL - DGS




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | Gaecs frspasce DATE: 9f30/02
PHONE: ALl - 639 TIME:
ADDRESS | Ur,, ace oz (oonme Coves WIND DIRECTION:

Ot o TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR m’ LITTER ] - BIRDS ] OTHER []

COMMENTS: Kertowen ,%w_u_ Cimeroansy  Qegpadevy O

ean Qemgm ReN| %Miﬁ'— S1. D %LAGE a

Corange.

ACTION TAKEN:

| Beews St Loy o New S o Cove A
[ ne /- Fewm - 2o Ke o

440-0.‘."&4 + %

[eve  Doaen SMIenfuerino; Ab 0o Lmserd, o

Ruzyy  Omet,  Sewcer fhosion 4 Movsus Cer [

By [ninvesen o [Por sho G Aoeoces el

Reso (Powrs b Prax SPrecrm 29 Koro _pepuro MM Bur

Mg ¥ (ot .
©
CALL RECEIVED BY: t;l

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: ();M,:,_g o ven oate: 9)i2)03

pHONE: | Y 7%, 5934  (Weer) TIME: ~ /(¢ wi

ADDRESS N/ A4 WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR xj LITTER ] . BIRDS ] OTHER [J

COMMENTS: Drives thruway +wice a day ov Hie way 72+

Cnd Frem (Work. Tre oder 15 4ermble dnd she descn 't

Ehink she sheodld bave fo ozl &, Cawn'r we oo

Semething 170 Step 57745’//."7

-/

ACTION TAKEN:

R
CALL RECEIVED BY: | Ac/y Livye

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER
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2004 Citizen Complaints obtained from
Albany Interim Landfill and NYS DEC

Total: 82

(Total reflects complaints that were released to Save the Pine Bush, not the total
complaints on file.)

Representative Comments:

1/26/04 “Has been getting calls every day about the
landfill.” Mayor Frank Leak

4/14/04 “Constant odor during event.” --Louisa
King

6/24/04 “Was horrible this morning at Sam and has
not gotten better.” Gail Rosen

7/6/04 *“Stench from Landfill unbearable today.”
Marcia Williams

8/25/04 “Odor is seeping into the building through
the HVAC system.” -- BBL Construction Service

9/1/04 “Odor in the house very bad last night” Holly
Weghman



9/24/04 “The smell is all the time now.” Ann
Baumann

9/30/04 “The smell over here in intolerable.” Jane
Wysocki

10/27/04 “Calling about odor that was to be taken
care of. It’s not.” -- Joe Galu, Jack McEneny’s

Office



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME; EV(/ 5 PeC ‘I'Cf DATE: [eFt WVICS 91‘]( ¢n FNEChL
PHONE: §UY- 4835 rve. /24 - Ilpim
aopRess | | £ Richards Dr. WIND DIRECTION:

(ofe Linceln Avenu€)  |teMPERATURE.

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
~ ODOR Y] LITTER [J BIRDS [ OTHER [J

COMMENTS:
Dc\qr 15 jaorrible

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ARIGINIAT - NAQ “PINK” - NYSNFEC “YEI | OW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | Mo v Mpean DATE: 1/26/0+/

PHONIE: H4IC-(100 I/Wz - B2 TIME:

ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION: | S22 A,
| TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

. ODOR K] LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:  Nymean  or— (@ 239 Am

!

ACTION TAKEN:

i No o on sy @ 9230 Am

[
|
|

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ORIGINAL - NGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL

COMPLAINT FORM /
vngday 26[0 4

NAME: FYC\\\\/\ i V\W{ vy V-% DATE: @!
Vidlege o€ | e pitpy Pr

Colomm g WIND DIRECTION: | i7/¢cley Ly

PHONE:
ADDRESS

TEMPERATURE: coLi

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR E/ﬁ LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER [

COMMENTS: Hos Dekn Wﬁmv calls wer'y Aoy abpu{i
e pdor Sram SWowwnd &L, Ve wedtle %o \haw
Whal con Yoo dont abedd T, oy whele GOy
Yo \/\L*‘Y"uf’b DV \/\}\«{T He cov Tell The @rppLe
M \(vwmc HO\&L\Mﬁ wcTTmc/uqus PLL.QG \r&@

vﬁ 5 _l.ﬂ%\\ "a4Ye \am \% MOiA \rxc\\/f »’1}/\\; @S JTC WN"T

N oW Cov e DY sc\}; A N\e [7&%/-

ACTION TAKEN:
N 9\1 c\ \/\OT SinlyLll G ‘l Ol/\ﬁlfg A% WlOﬂ (AC\.)/ TW_

A0 o \mmmw 20047 X e (eppy 50
m: C \h —“’\L h@‘x bu \\\S No

- ‘-.-"".
CALL RECEIVED BY: | WV Gﬁ o, 7 1.
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

nave: | Dy Ll s DATE: IEUY
proNE: | W0 - OY D TIME: {:05 am
ADDRESS 20 Anitu M WIND DIRECTION:

[0S TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR §f LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS: MR} Ot ol okt dﬁ.u_)d\,iu SO ot howd D6

Gty Qo N Shd! - Ban ~L“\M<N A Ao 0 Al

Kﬂ&h;ﬁﬂu&gfo&dmﬂ butmmu%m1~0M¥éMlg
P C%qu«~«9 Wilh W Orgoroct s (0 S ot kb

D
ﬁh—ﬂk S .

B e P - 0 Lo Ay =Pl -L o D20 Ot

B s 1S M DYASEY.

ACTION TAKEN:

/A

CALL RECEIVED BY: mzmk .)LL{,Z hch@ufEt

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



Giebelhaus, Joe

From: Mary Ann Mroz [mamroz@gw.dec.state.ny.us]
Sent: Monday, January 26, 2004 5:54 AM

To: Victoria Schmitt

Subject: Albany Co. Landfill

Hi Vicki. | live at 40 Red Fox Drive in the Village of Colonie. This
morning tere was a terriole smell outside my home of garbage. | called
the Village and they said it was from the Albany Co. Landfill. They

said the Mayor called the landfill and they were not much help. Is

there anything EnCon can do?

Thanks.
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ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NANE: MR, o™ DATE: (/= [
PHONE: SReET Pl B TIME: b T
ADDRESS | 24 Ruxcul WIND DIRECTION:

| TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

~ ODOR ] LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS:
_Ir MDTEQ {c\vc-;‘- Q_{).‘YL k‘/e‘jifﬁfﬂﬂ"f MMG =
| N TU0PH
|
|
ACTION TAKEN:

| CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAI - NGRS “PINK"” - NYQNDF “YELI oW - RFQPONNDFR




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: F/_V'é S Yy C’E» a DATE: J- -Pk
PHONE: iG-c¥ b A1 P 7S] tve, 30 4
ADDRESS | Moo . WIND DIRECTION: | To Thi S.2 7

18 Bychavile Py ve TEMPERATURE: e Y4
ﬂL\;mh\r NY 12208

NATURE OF COMPLAI NT:

ODOR LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER ]

COMMENTS: Wanl ¢ Yo Mave The dpv’ SToged .

——\:T 15 vOWc;T DL'\‘ Y\I[{kr JTh{_m r\m/ \.th
Sha ¢ Mar\ cmk"i‘ T S Wawile come pue

To cal Livy baclkh

ACTION TAKEN:

_LQO\N 5‘\( CV\LLM( 5 we/ﬂ l/\’r IVI IOC.LK

e simekl AL G S VL‘ZPW\J Ty S¥tm s 1p be W&”r‘fj

FrT Tine €1rﬁY‘/\f ?owﬁ u“( T\’\@ Lz:md £,LL u’ra'fe/

1 _'Y\f\g\rkw\’\ T‘}r’k‘é Q\T\I VO («§ CbLL\,ing/ ol

| XLG~3ES). \Y\n@\—\\ £ \z{/\M; m_glc’f\tﬁ\_y\w Jle L.
T\«L\) verbe vee Yeve bt’Qure Yoeick Wy Yo Trucks.
1““’» cablo 'Bﬁ} Oi\épc‘\‘t\m W\"‘{Hlb‘)f/u_g C\mu an;:«
e \:‘C\C”*

CALL RECEIVED BY: szcﬁm ol Fl IS
ORIGINAL - DGS "PINK” - NYSDEC “YEFI 1 OW” - RFSPONNDFR




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Shi Lty DATE: 2/2.0f0d
LPHONE: ! TIME: P 204
aooress | (iulded and WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

LNATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR{%& LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER ]

COMMENTS:
(1e0t. SZZJ:Q) 7Lﬂuut % Oder s QM (el
L e Z’L& : AL Z‘;ﬁ/}ﬂ, ¢/H6 %ﬂ.ﬂéf /?/4
| o ndar b 4/ AL{/ Ud (npd b ad w’im f s
_Cﬁ% 11'7 C(LUM /(}_L/‘/é %é waki Z—C"/'an’r_ K:M
| Wivny, cr mﬁw e U,ﬁ’@gf /‘\/ﬂﬁ(/ﬁ(r) Ao »‘le

"‘/-QEM(Q:-_-- ;
T J

| ACTION TAKEN:

) Ve
CALL RECEIVED BY: M

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC YFIT OW” - RFSPNNNFR




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: logsn Zeursn  Kove  |DATE: Y/ /oy

PHONE: TIME._

ADDRESS | 80 /2w oz /Y- WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR &~ LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER [

COMMENTS: (rsta— Aot Pnets  Fomel _coe 7.

Ao Sprpere pos o Ao -

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAI - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “WELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: / )"@l@.ﬁ [ o /_7 ., - |DATE: ‘;{/ / 6/ O §/
PHONE: '“’f‘v 2 4L U { TIME: /) 25
ADDRESS | /i —~/ ,f,x 7/1 /770 |WIND DIRECTION:

Thd Nipri TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR & LITTER BIRDS [ OTHER ]

COMMENTS:

s redon BaD s b 0 GO

& ref! éfrf’/fgf L 7?»“7’7’ &) Mﬂfu/:,é

ACTION TAKEN:

§

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ADIRINAL - NS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

name: | Elizabeth fu}@iz v> oate: 4/ /G’/{r*#;
PHONE: Jul-Aq88 ve | Gk
aooress | & Purere Fure WIND DIRECTION:

[ 11 DLL-r“‘ES> TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR :& LITTER BIRDS [ OTHER [

COMMENTS:

AL fg Ade ;.j G‘(Il,f—"/ ;’f."‘frfw%ﬁ»tc;@éw
(

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: /LLM,"L@E
Fd

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC "-"(ELLOW“ - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL

COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: /7 DATE: | S [l
PHONE: N TIME: CO. o
ADDRESS | 7R icauy LE. WIND DIRECTION: S.
i TEMPERATURE: ~/ -
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR & LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER []

--':\" /{--J(‘?-

COMMENTS: /,}‘n:z'?:') /";?aa.f fi)ciégsmgs i) A

ACTION TAKEN:
= s , . e /
ALY 2 A For L™ 7/ VY A
£ ; " j - - . -
i AR % & TN e e 2 e ] ] = A Al el e
B ~
[ v da LAY (P2t /i/-:i-f?__‘?? <L 1Y gz

CALL RECEIVED BY:

A /IA LAl

aTfala

SDINWK” - NVENFC

NELEOW

" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: s SHugLT DATE: G G5 pa
PHONE: L) - HIA= TIME: slas/ey
ADDRESS | 33 &~ B WIND DIRECTION: | Soewri 7
TEMPERATURE: &6y °

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR g/ LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER ]
COMMENTS: Ay Lozy of wiio Kion = CQuecc

O.;.‘L&t-_,\_Jz
ACTION TAKEN:

‘10@ =0 /ﬁvw; -«.{//f,&z_ﬁ- Y 2t M e =200

st oom fuss por Comammi  onisy Lt SAILT

DJerrel (oS .

CALL RECEIVED BY:

LRl INAY I at nY ol ol (VA = B | V.V AL ncqpnNnFq




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

— ~ e 1
NAME: o W 1 G DATE: B (et
PHONE: TIME:
ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR [] LITTER BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS:

B C/—‘.-:.z, Sy TE ThEsew 1Y e~ aveRr A e

e £ s r D o 2 e (2);‘:-; /‘%-JL.,—w-—

ACTION TAKEN:

———
g

el
CALL RECEIVED BY: \)\
e

—a e e PR e e St WAATTE B AYLAM ODecCcoNKNNER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM
716 LI HTC (}'{‘t’i-fb"

NAME: %p_,,u f“@ Ll C/\J"“w[])ATE: 5/‘3_57/04’

PHONE: yqg7- 375 | TIME: 2 f’JWA

apDRESS | | /(¥ ("rress f A% |WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR ] LITTER [ BIRDS ] OTHER [

COMMENTS

Ken H‘rwthcn— cn Beard oF Dire s Gr \llggr i)

e (acen [ ofE lmf)c‘ £, helrned /)aw /itcs

ﬁ:*’ <£’ru/)

Tud - mm/mm f/ smell of "lardtill G687 Jas

7
zhnfr} (" /)’H;(/C Fel /’A’/ LL(.:‘ Se¢~ (,ﬁf fC /(.gr M3 (i ) s A0

ﬁ5>£t [ ﬁ/-‘t.’/m./ /u’({. ﬁt.’./([{/ r’!’;ﬂ'/{/ﬂ’r 1"’ /1 ﬁ,f’/c 7&

& Y1\ /u‘_{ (N -
|

ACTION TAKEN:

o e ¥ e ‘Qﬁw“?-tf\l é///d# ﬂscuﬂe’? Op1_Coearga 27

/:zc»_—gu}:. . E2pissa)  THE  CytesT th&:-n A it

&ﬁh_g;u Cery a%@.

/Am,tu Lz Ao AE (s  Miaiad) v Do

THE  Prapeon  idop Ko (Seriok LoTre—

CALL RECEIVED BY: J( AJU "4/51-/

I | - uv:| A L REQPONDFER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: DATE: Ve L (7
PHONE: _‘ Tive: € 30
appRESS | Dinv i\ Y. Tagelwop ol Iwinp DirecTion: | Npve
TEMPERATURE: LT -
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR &, LITTER (J BIRDS [] OTHER ]

COMMENTS: S W0 ner @02 Sy Duvwg -
L .

ACTION TAKEN:

. 7 v Q x : T \
Redd  msegvimal DIESY Sve LU To bk

CALL RECEIVED BY: ST%-UL, % {;:X';\'\VW'LLT :

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



Giebelhaus, Joe

From: Victoria Schmitt [vmschmit@gw dec.state.ny.us]
Sent: Thursday, June 10, 2004 12:01 PM

To: giebej@ci.albany.ny.us

Subject: odors

Just received a complaint about strong landfill oders on the Thruway
ramp hesded west past the landfill



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: [ (FAIL RCSEN onte: (7] 24/ cit

S - 7 = & sy
PHONE: | Y51.- 21l TiMg: 5 0D (A

ADDRESS | ~=( 2 i/asiinakyy Ae. EX WIND DIRECTION:

PRL ltedguurcers TEMPERATURE:

Albuny Ny (7105

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

ODOR (] LITTERJ BIRDS ] OTHER ]

PR P S o i e
COMMENTS: Was herrible Fhis wmcrmumg at 5 am dind las

J

ALt GCtten Ang hettesl siaCE -
J oy

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: | 7 [luf Bujet™

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC J“YELLDW" - RESPONDER



Giebelhaus, Joe

From: Victoria Schmitt [vmschmit@gw.dec.state.ny.us]
Sent: Monday, June 28, 2004 11:34 AM

To: giebej@ct.albany.ny us

Subject: odor cemplaint

We raceived an odor complaint from Huckleberry Lane in the Village of
Colonie on Friday. They said the odor is geiting warsa.



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

nave: (i [Ueflamy  loare: 7/ ¢led
PHONE: Ui, - Uy ils Tve: ] Qe
ADDRESS 3 51 (’,(,’}'.;a/':_'_.; .-_z»v;r'?ih»x Aee f%7IWIND DIRECTION:
il 0 /\,j/v—fL TEMPERATURE:
¢ aived Can i
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CDOR [Y] LITTER BIRDS [ OTHER [J
COMMENTS:

- o

\“6‘{2.»'_:,.-4: L v Vawad it s de AYaide 77 Ady —

-' A
L .
1 I

ACTION TAKEN:

L%?FQE“ ii;e,sbowdvm /Qa,!’c(;{‘ M o reeoloaa b

i

Fog £ e sy
CALL RECEIVED BY: 'lL\ b AL L {{ -z/{,c-'L_/

/| {
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “JeLLow! RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

- ‘ '- ]
NAME: Jz_umu Crae L DATE: ’7/6-:/ od
PHONE: | 450, - ¢ J 3¢ : TIME. /230
ADDRESS |5 /ey Phcrpre (urels  IWIND DIRECTION: MNE [ INPH
o
/9//}//;0% Y4174 TEMPERATURE: o7
4
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CDOR ﬁ’— LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS:

T sy o‘f)-m,é [ A SR %‘ta adier Wosd

Vboai Aals  SThi cher 15 Glar g fok lime

ACTION TAKEN:

1

- /.
CALL RECEIVED BY: @Z,f/;j//i 7&4@’[4@

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: N DATE: RIZY
PHONE: - TIME: [LlS
ADDRESS ) WIND DIRECTION:

o TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CDOR [ LITTER O BIRDS [ OTHER Y

e — - - —
COMMENTS: \'fﬂ (- A = (Y N b Sl L

!l'\l“:"\."‘ atd, Taaat g (L'C‘L\.'Ln \‘_}"?{.;-:‘_—’i VO e W &
R L PR S i v_) i) L,L; §
) - :
ACTION TAKEN:
Jbat e Uil A0y Chee o D0
0% A e = e b GO st
Vi bo3 -

CALL RECEIVED BY:

NARIGINAL - DRSS “PINK” - NYSDEC “WELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: el Sebmme DATE: 7 (2 /iy

PHONE: AR-Cisy /523232 |Time:

ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CDOR LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:

ACTION TAKEN:

Il.a
o
v
J
y
3

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

EBINANEFLL  |DATE: ’7/,17/g Yy

NAME: | TNAEYSETH

PHONE: |57 -YLU35L TiME: L Y

# -
-
4 -

ADDRESS | 12 PiTad it £ KA. 7iiczs) |WIND DIRECTION:

L |

Auodng, INY TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

BIRDS [ OTHER [

(]

CDOR m LITTER

[ o= ot FleZ s s el e Momapera W g BT INGEIRON AT She N 2
COMMENTS: {" E( r ‘p’-,-, r S‘:‘ /:‘- ¢ g i e 'f{‘ f"_"-_l{ri‘. = Vo fu, {4}: '.‘:_?J/f;__ ;..(,Jf:/ I ;)(&

o
VR S - — = SR - T AN
Mo T T EN S 25D

ACTION TAKEN:

.
Yy

m . F s : » & )
L T e ) i prt - I SET s

CALL RECEIVED BY: £ D

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: TAMILE  foe DATE: St fow
PHONE: TIME: tLar
ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CooR+” LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS:

Bt s 7_ 5L

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Rorete Doavs DATE: 6 [5/1cr
PHONE: A0 3- 3134 TIME: PR
ADDRESS |. 2w/ tonyotpe i WIND DIRECTION:
e TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
OUDOR [ LITTER ] BIRDS [ OTHER [
COMMENTS:
Tepe  Ptior Mepwee Sige I ARL
ACTION TAKEN:
Glda. Coroe  Roeny Lo M f3o6e
Sl ey o . . = o5 r
Cle S e o e J
/.
CALL RECEIVED BY: I\*--—~—’-"

it WAl

RIVAOINTIT ™

\\
SEVED T ALY

ncepnhNFR




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: @ ‘1<{\/\ Pan g@m;‘: DATE: E\ L v
PHONE: | U45L QX2 S Tive: B 5 3 (N
ADDRESS | /1 LLagre (M T e Lo <¢n|WIND DIRECTION: | WPW\.L
VA% 0 | vim m}, Qe ATy TEMPERATURE: Rewery 70 7
7%3-5000 ’
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR §X~ LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER ]

commenTs: e Sard e 1c on T2 vgwd oF
‘\,;N"V(I‘TCJVS, \G—‘\c\/é‘_-n I g H FLI-L7 67 ?CﬁV'
o oite Numbsr Sor The tanASill, 8o Wy
Stk P Y VIAE T Sioag L g been Very
SNV onas Ter e wen K. Sd (Y ihae caisedd ’
<o olawile. He wavied To colt Thhe folice
v S v wWas @ 'E'/vw\GVW?:W’LP"\T NEe T, e
weultl LiKe Sem gDn_g Tc:_é,q L o,

ACTION TAKEN: L
T Rid vt Aanceew o e Yok, § veent
VO e Sitre, AY A T e STE i Y
Sy Odar e stbwaves, Ve Slavee v €, VO
H-Lcuf vie . Wy LLs avy /-vt/ C:LVKP'VLE,;@

™ : S s ol -
Ll D mers o Coos ooy 2fixfus T e o

g S L =,
AL T A e

cALL Recelvep BY: | \& c(‘ﬁcfh Vel i«
wWEL T COWAT - REQPONNFR

APV/SIRT AL o e “PINILET RIVenErm



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: ‘../%-"-'/ fegidin g DATE: r‘; / / P
PHONE: i1l Pl o By lr g TIME:
ADDRESS | "« /HArw.r St WIND DIRECTION:

O o TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

UDOR [’ LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER []
COMMENTS: A\Y  jluiasve  Cous T o Ao
ferr. Clo 2yl

o m o AEETES an Y - s fé " i

Ala: - BN e Al i)
ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

P A GRS RO “SELT OWAM - REQPNONNDFR




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: i, DATE: 8 /0oy

PHONE: TIME:

ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

UDORE” LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS:

Lﬁf_,cﬁ' /&"553:&- e~/ QW AlkevG £ A /&7\-;-.4—/

Cowe . Ny Abme [ofunse et o Howzs,
ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ARIAIR AT e “DIAIT  RIVONEN SYELLOMWT - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

A/ Y od s 2 LT
NAME: i et il neiny®  |DATE: 4% lid

o T I ¥ Sl
PHONE: 25 L= Y125 TIME: /(44
ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
uooa}g LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER []

" s

COMMENTS: 1y i hiessoido & Ligah gigton €

L 1 L h.tf &L L0 ad e ¥ pef S i f'z Lot dobd 0 sl

) 5 ¥ 4 ‘s / fi
= P - i o v i (= A ; T W - - BT - —r o
G ik il LA S E b et AR Ay O A N A O D A ., W 4
A
& . = LT ) e
/ A { s e ncill

ACTION TAKEN:

5 !-’7 floq : thl‘fli-f:_’— 4’..’. o it — /:-‘__1::{__ /:“/-{im"l' ,C,.;."-‘ ':-D 3 &)

CALL RECEIVED BY: | . X—
AR A e [ RN P MMwvencr SYELTOWA - Q:QPONDFH




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: K Pooted DATE: Q/ /Miﬁ/
PHONE: C6e- 9709 TIME:
ADDRESS | © Kz  pra WIND DIRECTION:
SEE  Bmu s TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
SDOR G- LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER [
COMMENTS: AL STe ) OV LpyT AL
| ez Cemrove DRSS aen  SAr Feol

low  foro Dinzma  PRery ety
ACTION TAKEN:

® X Fars D S e N /Qﬂ:“m ) TRen

TN Fap P

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ARIRINAL - NG “PINK" - NIYQNEN “YFEI T OW? - RFSPONNDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Steve @ Cosgens DATE: Sty
PHONE: LS -~ag TIME:
ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

UDOR LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER ]
COMMENTS:

</—‘-‘=" AT S fAlge = Jluvg Ara, /2"’1-_)—*1‘4.’.‘ Cfm/);,-_@,l
ACTION TAKEN:

v ERObgren) ey frcwiyes A AKtage.

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ABICINAL - NS “PINK™ - NYSNDFC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: mma QO/WJ /7/( DATE: Y/ /H

PHONE: f/ U 6- G /S’L/ TIME: j L/WV

ADDRESS | Y .7‘( 0 ;E’Z,,{-‘l{,’ ﬁ) gz{ WIND DIRECTION:

(6 Twit aCwze Centic(  |TEMPERATURE:

Aex (Lot it branid mel)

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
DO LITTER ] BIRDS [ OTHER [
I N
COMMENTS:
A qo J“Mf f nvinht AL A ALY rl’_, LAY

1
L'.'.‘ A ((/M_.: {/ i{!]//r -P { f{/ /[ i 2t (‘?’Lé’] ¢ ﬁut-

—

(U danfat as Hood g oAb

Ly on by s uﬂ-ww Az Li

ACTION TAKEN:

4 L/n /ﬁ N u;ri, belrv Ad r),:/i/rt,ﬁh- /F »'\_zf'(, AT 'T;J'Lé [J fff 4%

J J
wau,——ﬂ}l@;f;.if hzmk S g //r / u"/vf? TL? /\_,

}\{ 2 /
b

CALL RECEIVED BY: Hi’ P/(/_ﬁ %J(f 24

ORIGINAI - DGS "PINK" - NYSDEC {ELLOW rF'{ESF’ONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: j\}./? A oate: $ /90 /:;f/
PHONE: | N /X TIME: ;/j/f Vs A
ADDRESS | /v Wece & E WIND DIRECTION: | A'/4
) \,?\ i e TEMPERATURE: f'.a{//l,
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
GDOR [/ LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:

{ £
b s g FI1<a —

L/J-//{;_(Lb’-’ O/(‘:\ (’EAL./I‘P,. P::/:‘:/ 7‘/,-?_,

=) //:;-f.? A bR P2

A e
ff 0 AIC +5 rdy oo,

)

/‘4’

ot /

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: | bi' Tt bhre n) F2 1[ Sy

ORIGINAL - DGS

“PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW” -“FfE‘ﬁj\TDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Mas Seantne s DATE: «-2}-Cu
PHONE: | Wivag sivam TIME: /0.1 3 3y
ADDRESS | 5 &) vy T gvs Civ. |WIND DIRECTION: | ’° ""Q’Jé;ﬂ,', :
TEMPERATURE: £5-7¢
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CDOR X LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS: Q,\mt \.-2, 'F*w'ff by s \K o L -._?-,' \—-\;— K\ A “"\‘;;

iy

5
\gt/'"gf '\-\ Totlyn 1‘!"'“. k L = L"\.‘U.l v S \,\\ \.‘i\‘ v -\.WT * H\\T

\?\-'-I T\\h\(‘,\,‘m\ut\»l.\w\f %\_‘LL \(1-

ACTION TAKEN'

\\“\T' -\\" \\\. LA, ‘*'iE # F ‘.-\ =L ..‘\/\ ¥

-\,_;..,

o .\‘,. .\- —Y\ - ST \-' b1 Lo

el b

-,

SuSVimue v \’\_ %

oo

A\

2V 552 Fs Sew
A2\

iy sy Ll Thove 3¢ w w0 Thiw Vuire S

Lia'\u\, &

'\'5\;‘»,__1 VIO S ;v\ L\\[Tﬁ ‘r\w'\r.af WY 37 W vyri.

k=

Ceiwedk oy b Mm; n\. (1) Lgm"\x\\ ¢t Y N e oL

_/

S_&f«\m{ | LA ;";:\ ¢ Vg dagui -

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

A 1 e N - :
NAME: i sis sorn Nivvres DATE: .‘r/ ;U/L‘%
S ‘o i i

PHONE: (et apcaunne on TiME:  TiH 5 EM

L |
ADDRESS P o ) WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CDOR [ LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER [

COMMENTS:

i

i« e dy j | .~ S / . . " -.. . r" :" “.‘ i . .

Cinvio A Fptiasdivwn $he  poasiiagiasi, bad. e LA o ey s
. " ST 1 i 2 y . %:

) L',"" Loams .’,-_,/‘, " rf-f NS B S !:',1' _'.’_ " rf / (,1 L S

B
=

15 PP !
ISt e = {"(:\

ACTION TAKEN:

1‘/"‘4";. = \,.'\'.__..«".-_..- o
-'Jf{ Fof4F PEEsle ',t{/_;'

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ORIGINAL - DGS "PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW". RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

1

A, , DA, i . A 5 e | g

NAME: AL [l LA A S <0 ADATE: S| 25 [ 4
PHONE: 152 - 30l AHLLY TiMe: TE10 A

ADDRESS | KAL (pnabiinfirst ds 71100 WIND DIRECTION:

202 TgashinglalAe (4 [TEMPERATURE:

i
Albcong , Ny
J

| NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CDOR [ LITTER [J BIRDS [] OTHER ]

= ) = v 1 L 7
COMMENTS: L{'d £t) (S dP P Q4G LT Vs /,‘/«'-'VL-O il /7,/7./
] P ;

J 7 J

| ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: | X e, Loy V10N

: S
ORIGINAL - DGS *PINK" - NYSDEC “YéLLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: -"L.-ft;,f}’ ¥ i ;zi']{ w37k DATE: 5"//25/5,{_'
PHONE: 4 451 Y410 L TIME: LIy
ADDRESS | & ‘kli it g3y {7 wni ;  |WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

UDOR X LITTER [] BIRDS [] OTHER [

COMMENTS:

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: | K¢/ ey Fivianiy

-

ORIGINAI - NAS SPINK” - NYSDEG YYELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | Ho oy Vstamad DATE: Q /1 Joy
PHONE: B~ 2311 TIME: [0 0t Am
ADDRESS | 20 massecn ¢ WIND DIRECTION:

| Coienmeg TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

cror g~ LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER ]

COMMENTS:

+ QDo /—,6-::5:,-, Wl fro L asT NG

ACTION TAKEN:

SN \

|
CALL RECEIVED BY: \K‘LL__...—//

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC ™ -—“YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: | T asu B £ /Cm,u DATE: .- (Y

PHONE: XL; /‘ T340 TIME: | A £ nA
ADDRESS ?\3{ ol L}ﬂ !/I PrATS ( ol ff_,'?., WIND DIRECTION:

“Tie KSpnad) TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

vZO0R M LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER []

i . oy b = . 3 —_— r-': )
COMMENTS: (/A o /1=t AL i ‘g/r‘, UOHE ¢ m A A
5 “ b o
A —r ) ) - 2 |
.ai |t I°;J£__, }"t _4;._,:’ r_,-l". .L:‘(: :t—_r.{ R 4 AL f/j e At o 1{11} )
~ L' " ) -
L:..- [ Ly o R IR S I r T i ,{" ,
bl vy LA v IS S 8 Lt VL 1_/{ ¥ :_'_ s w( / ‘it dat s SRS f/} ~ “{
! . 3 - .
J AL ALPON Ll bt g o At Y ey T2l
: ~ %
; s e I Tl e
b r_,.. ra.,':.,... _:-'.r,,-.f'/'l(',-’,’l-ﬂ,' .:-‘ ..'-_x,- ) {".-‘._‘_:’ ) -

-

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: Reud ey koiuriif,

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: DATE: G /2/py
PHONE: TIME: 10: 04 Pm
ADDRESS | A s hrr. WIND DIRECTION:

Lo onzn TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

SCORY LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS: « Gumfosns cn Ao Macrins

M N lome Gpesy B phr  wnvlnimgy

Y Ptz A Q0119689 72

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: T L T g i v DATE: -! /"I-/L‘-‘”

PHONE: N L= Je Ul X WA o |TIME: i 4]
ADDRESS | | 7 (.&f . iiiv=i Lo ict_ |WIND DIRECTION:

I4A( 2 TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CCOR [ LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER []
COMMENTS: IL‘_I_‘.{ L\.: L_‘ Pop b ! I £ .."- j“.-‘ ."’:,l i . ¥ ’; 5 LYE N
CEdeslst p T T pan il sen B w
ACTION TAKEN:
CALL RECEIVED BY: | # &—

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: NS QL\ DATE: SIEIEY W
proNE: | N JOGC w330 mive: /.10
aooREsS | |7 DRlinin Vi WIND DIRECTION:
R iiloa i TEMPERATURE:
/L}Vi:‘l,()ﬂ KHUM
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
OCORTY. LITTER [] BIRDS [ OTHER []
COMMENTS: . divell Uy Wi bl
v W ezl bAatE i Cone e
e,
ACTION TAKEN:
.///7 \

(_::::/ Hb.:-L,U[ 2 \'I

CALL RECEIVED BY: \

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC \ “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: %m;,,; FLEmmey o[, DATE: 7/ Joy

PHONE: 429 - 2787 TIME: vy Pm

ADDRESS Voicats od P Ggg",;.‘-d WIND DIRECTION:

(e e ©o: St Jeewe) | TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

NSORYA LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER [

COMMENTS: Cﬁp(:{) p@pm(. + @L_G‘_é(_\-[ C:T{JL-CE'QW-"‘D

%Lm o A-&o«-q) + o Peu

FPQ AD‘L-’EQ e

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: L leiised DATE: 5 /0y
PHONE: MY - S TIME:
ADDRESS | Vr cace o i (Re=v WIND DIRECTION:

CBe ce Do /Repe TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CoORY

LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS:

CA’;—"@ & L ER P~y &e&,mﬂ (M.& QW\ ~

O

P 1o Aooss o

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

ORIGINAL - DGS

“PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NaME: || Wkl Lo E'qu\"-_i DATE: G 36y
PHONE: | LS~ LU Ls TIME: /Y0

ADDRESS «)M Lu Jx\mﬁm }l\b ./L WIND DIRECTION:

ik L udm ﬂ AU ¥ [TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CCORYY LITTER [j BIRDS [] OTHER [

COMMENTS: 1\‘\&\\ k i, l-u‘t l ( K /1) ( N L) (i f (\\R'.il tiﬁ

)
‘Lt‘u\ \r\“(\ J() e\ \\\\)\\

‘7/ 4/&{ Y ERAps S_E_-i—\.a:»mq\/ ~ /ZA—¢ T Aers) =7,

ACTION TAKEN:

R

A

\

CALL RECEIVED BY: | + -j’\)'l‘-‘ﬂ“:\‘u

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC | “YELLCW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Repetc Dpvnu DATE: Gl Jpes

PHONE: 473-236 TIME:

ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

SCORI LITTER ] BIRDS [] OTHER []

COMMENTS: MAawnxy Dose 3 i Presun.

ACTION TAKEN:
Cﬂc &l LA © M‘V‘J ?/ J/é"/

CALL RECEIVED BY:
ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK" - NYSDEC

“YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Tosue (Gpam |oaTE: gl

PHONE: U6 - 8420 TIME: Ko -

ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

~mOR® LITTER (] BIRDS ] OTHER [J

COMMENTS:

ACTION TAKEN:

- CQL&ED R Mo '?‘/33/0*-1’

CALL RECEIVED BY:

sierlts L R = SPINKY . NIYGSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Lot Dz DATE: 91l /oy

PHONE: L4S - /06 TIME:

ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

cooRm” LITTER [ BIRDS [ OTHER [

COMMENTS:

gﬂcﬁ. [odess] TR P W

| ACTION TAKEN:

e (Ao Do v TReken T2 HagaD

CALL RECEIVED BY:

P N Y L L “YEL OW” - RESPONDEH



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

nave: | D, Oty oATE Y
PHONE: TIME; [ GO
ADDRESS Sk &=y WIND DIRECTION:

N Ruiny TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CIORES LITTER [ BIRDS (] OTHER [J

COMMENTS: . A eatits Aalby e

ACTION TAKEN:

IR

Z\ ~-’F_///: i

T,

N i1
CALL RECEIVED BY: | /'&’ e
~

T T “PINK” - NYSDEC “ELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: . . DATE: /0 /27f
PHONE: . TIME: /. - A
ADDRESS T g e Ten WIND DIRECTION: | © S T
—_— ,'I P
TEMPERATURE: e
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
GOREY LITTER [J BIRDS [ OTHER [J
COMMENTS: iy
— _.d':-t-'ﬁ‘ S
ACTION TAKEN:
: - ._.v ,-,-"/ ’ / /_f‘ o
_,./: ':{ .! / /"{_ o ikl ..’
CALL RECEIVED BY: | - LN AT e

“OINWKT . NVENFER “YECLOW“ - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME e Lo =2

DATE: [/ =

PHONE:

F
i

TIME: ¢ 2~

ADDRESS RIS e

WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE!

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CZORF’

LITTER

BIRDS [

OTHER [

COMMENTS:

,'),""J'- 5 /; 2 ,//
ACTION TAKEN:
1‘ /.f . /‘ s _I:"’

.

& O

CALL RECEIVED BY:

. r g
'.-‘ e . /’L / L
s ST T

A IR AT e

“PINK" - NYSDEC

“WELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: Letion Oyucz DATE: g /-?A/A]L(
PHONE: TIME:
ADDRESS ~ |WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CoOR® LITTER (] BIRDS [ OTHER [

COMMENTS:

Pt o OO Corata, ﬂ&ﬁd
ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

e “pInIEY - NIVERNED “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

, !.
NAME: 4 n Bt ominn |DATE: 7/ 3§/o¢
orong: | 459 084/ TIME: §: 9
aooress | & (' ar‘c,LL_/mrm/ (/(.e"l_,/ WIND DIRECTION: |

[ [icnes " JA2c3 |TEMPERATURE:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CZORY] LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER [J

COMMENTS:

Thi sl s all te Fesné A04). e o Glese

/V!/<L 1L /f?'/h* RS f[ f'!“ﬁ) !“” Z—/ Z[/"}'/’/,/// 3‘/} /r-

(n[ (17 bls. (}{gf{_gf } 7‘/’ zL WArse I“'/"{’/V!f/(/./!f/
/

ACTION TAKEN.:

\‘;" Q ST~ A o~ D & =-'J// Z)’V:—"_L/{/ v

= perm

CALL RECEIVED BY: .Dg

ADININAL . NS “PINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: S AN d1a _7".;1/']& DATE: L’f—ﬂﬁ/-{,q'

PHONE: Li i ([ = “r_Tj TIME: _ M,/f,"‘i' /u}

ADDRESS | U A 0 esdamid , Auvds.  |WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:!:

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
~ZOR [X] LITTER BIRDS [ OTHER [J

-

COMMENTS: £ caaltl i dg. 1 The Alinil g 1O £
, U

“ oy : [ 2 e g | L o 5 " i ; ",

W O O Aara i g | D, LTl A '!L.f.-{k i o .-J'Jg (,c’;’F-’,-IT{(.L Hlé
! : . : ! ‘ S : . . 5 _’;
[ g A T i" ] -1.tr tedi f ] ',‘ -T_ s A ey ,"'fl PP R i I ] ': S Nl i 1 :ft/f. ]

!
B

ACTION TAKEN:

\4; l|.? et o~ oo Mejsers

i
caLL RECEIVED BY: | N ALceziig -
)
AR Al nrc “pINK" - NYSDEC “YELLOW" = RESPONDEH




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: (/.m %ﬂ > @ EAC |DATE! ‘7/27 /aC/
_ ; 1]

pHONE: | 4ednp59 (i) TIME:;

ADDRESS | A Marrer; St WIND DIRECTION:

f{ff/m.-;a,.f/ AN/ )2 743 |TEMPERATURE: 7O
/ /

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CTORTAN LITTER OJ BIRDS [ OTHER [J

COMMENTS:

Y /1//:-;7(,w < e ll 74?/77 7‘5& /c’?‘ﬂ//l[///

fD ez, fﬁd I//i;n/ 7A %”é‘/a /5 /f;r S J,(»

{
Fo - 7L”ww 5 A oaprkg Cow < For 7S ..///r//:\//fr

s ¢ 7

ACTION TAKEN:

3 kc&cﬁcﬂ D oy Ane  Teps ___!:_ &Wﬂéﬁ.

Pt h
CALL RECEIVED BY: /_\E’j\

- T “oINET  NIVRNEN “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: - /Or‘—‘ _ 6 atm, DATE: g / 7 g‘/ od-
PHONE: YSC o775 TIME: 10- 30
ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION: |SS Wio

/&épu Kel /;".ou/ TEMPERATURE: Y 2.

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:

CCOR [ LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER [

COMMENTS:

/ ; f / .;J'i' - i .
/[t/’-'“f/-f u"f'/’\/'//’.r‘ucm ijw/ 7L Od 0k

E ] 'f 5

A5 /"M;"ﬂn/m( (-f,{“?rut//b‘]{ )y’ M” Wf‘r-“'/’? (L

e P ."!}* fPfﬂ( /'57/’3}) v/}’}"“/?"uf’?m/ CL—(’I 2 i (,J'P/Lf has

; 74 ) : L
,f'c‘.(",-rug” /e ._r.';f?af///‘; L{ 2{“/",’ /307 ) Iﬂc‘ /ZL
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ACTION TAKEN:

o Cocer Brww  «  DNowosizo  Snecssd

P
/,3
CALL RECEIVED BY: ( NS

el “DIRICT - NIVRNEC S——¢ELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: T N EeS DATE: il3¢/ty
PHONE: TIME: SYRT A
ADDRESS | ~H. D> WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
SSOR LITTER [ BIRDS [] OTHER [

COMMENTS: (oein et Contgn e

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

s R wPIAIYT  RIVENED “YELLOW" - RESPONDEH



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

i = g
NAME: (hn C B30 DATE: T56/cy
PHONE: TIME:
ADDRESS WIND DIRECTION:

TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CTOR 2 LITTER [J BIRDS (] OTHER [J

COMMENTS: |

- - ”
O Comdmsar Adn  ceiegn AC v

7

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

e v o “DINK" - NYSDFC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: r"\/ S . N o g ;'-'- / DATE: Ltff/?f.\/fﬁ"/
= -

&5 3 ok R :"'\T_
PHONE: S A Al ST |TIME:
ADDRESS C L ieTE ey i i\ WIND DIRECTION: N/

S e e L |[TEMPERATURE: L .

NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
CCORK] LITTER [ BIRDS [J OTHER [J

COMMENTS:

L‘_ { "J i /e e | T; ;’" 1’? { /, [ - p 4 i /f 4 / 4. /
i _ - . = . f 3-f
- A < V2 EASE 5 Tl / L B -~
et — B ”. .
ri S/ e i led B TS B iy g
' 2 o
{ ¢ ¢ 1= -~ il - £ ""'_ I f i f £
/ / ‘

) _'r L= . T

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY: | fuadetlly o€
SR N “DINIK™ - NYSDFC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: ieit Guedics DATE: g 3 jed
PHONE: YT - Ylibk TIME: Uil by
ADDRESS | 25y Wlsasow AL WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
SOOR LITTER O BIRDS ] OTHER [
COMMENTS:

6@% ¢ 1 ik Conaen,, —.

ACTION TAKEN:

CALL RECEIVED BY:

T mm “DINIK" - NVSNFC “YELLOW" - RESPONDER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

(3 .. I

NAME: Qam}_, {,Uu,a/ero/é,g DATE: b lhet

PHONE: LEW fi’wwu,%mff mathune) TIME: Lrm

ADDRESS | (s 'Ha,{,m’/{/l,\o)wm( ,(_n,c,f,g WIND DIRECTION:

(e umoe)) TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODOR [ LITTER ] BIRDS [ OTHER [

comments: s 00 v hiru dn antplizn e : 727

J%:’Mﬁ 5.0 OLLWJMGT ('LQ‘TJ’IM‘ 3{?’1& (f//f,i A/ J
( s

ACTION TAKEN:

cALL RECEIVED BY: | At
]

ORIGINAI - NAQ “PINK” - NVQNEN SVEL L MAP - REQDNNNER



ALBANY LANDFILL
COMPLAINT FORM

NAME: \]O&nﬂe ﬂ?{‘a € 10 DATE: w// /a‘/
lpHONE: | 456 ~Qd20 TIME: j2: 18
ADDRESS | ThA» [h(nes |WIND DIRECTION:
TEMPERATURE:
NATURE OF COMPLAINT:
ODORY] LITTER [J BIRDS [ OTHER [
COMMENTS:

The cder is bad - Ww bad - C@@g/zmﬁc Y/ Zégz
_@/‘z}y/‘ —445/') on (fmgﬂ_){v e Aor hone. /(//yf)‘gf andber

odswer beaides ' g ve Wik an L éﬁ;@F
%_a datl V4o, (OMmiSs{omes 9é gaammfcgw oA,

dheo - A MQ@.- llony H @} Q fy}ﬁm)
) have Hi fane

D)
2 Zd noigh bers Ly i

ACTION TAKEN:
% Shge o e ('7:1&2" [er AY S rDmame
C@m&.eﬁﬁ-\.} P o> 0 [ oread,

P W2

CALL RECEIVED BY: ,é%
¥

ORIGINAL - DGS “PINK” - NYSDEC “YELLOW” - RESPONDER




ALBANY LANDFIL