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July 7, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski

City of New York Depar’tment of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York; NY 10004 _ _
RE: Letter in Opposition to Re-opening the
East 91* Strest Marine Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 am a longtime resident of Gracie Point, and I live in a cooperative apartment
complex located one block from the MTS. I have a distinct recollection of the awful
conditions we were burdened with while the MTS was in operation, and I shudder to
think of the effects the re-opening of the MTS will have on the neighborhood.

While the MTS was operating, we lived with a putrid stench on a daily basis. We
had a significant infestation of rodents and vermin. As a result of the garbage, rats the
size of small dogs lived in the shrubbery, in our garden and in Carl Shurz Park. Flocks of
seagulls left their droppings all over the neighborhood. It was impossible to sleep bécause
of the noise of the garbage trucks lined up on York Avenue and the air was filled with
noxious “exhaust fumes. TTaffic was a mghtmare, and 1t was unposs:ble to proceed on
- York Avenue becanse of the garbage trucks, ~

Since the MTS closed, the neighborhood has vaszly changed for the better
Asphalt Green has become a vital outdoor facility where children from all over the city
come to play. We now have a Greenway bicycle path and a busy ferry stop in the Bast
9Q™ Street area. Thriving businesses are located here, such as The Vmegar Factory, We
also have become much more densely populated, with many new high rise apartment
buildings that attract young families, and a hote] under construction. With the greater
population, we now also have more traffic, large, articulated buses serving over four
major bus routes, and many, many more children and elderly whose lives, health and -
safety will be severely compromised should the MTS re-open.

It is inconceivable that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department are planning not
only to reopen the MTS, but to double its size and accept commercial as wellas
residential garbage. This is truly the worst possible location for this type of facility. This
plan should be stopped immediately, and a more productive use of our tax money should
be found. T

Sincerely yours, ...

Name:

-Address:
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/"
JulyS , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Against Reopening the 91 Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

With regard to the recently released Scoping Document concerning the MTS, I
am horrified that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate
reopening and expanding the facility. It seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a
taxpayer) that the City would spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and
create much-needed recreation areas, and, at the same time, spend millions to destroy the
vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront—and threaten the health and safety of hundreds of

thousands of people.

I, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green
facility, Carl Schurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the
MTS reopen, I can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an area that is
fouled with the stench of garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with
exhaust fumes from hundreds of garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS.
My enjoyment of the river and the waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my
health would be compromised as well. The area now is filled with the sounds of
thousands of children playing in the parks and ballfields—where will these children go
when their environment becomes degraded and polluted by the MTS?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan” should be
abandoned in its entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate Jocations for such
a facility) should be pursued vigorously.

Sincerely yours,
Name: ?/a,, D 0"[“” a
Address: 4 ¢ £ &%SI/ ﬂ*é t

Lp, [old¥



July &L, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Deaartment of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street—-12" Floor
New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 9157 STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

[ am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one

block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91 Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, 2 city park used by thousands of children from all arcas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concermns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

public safety is very much at stake. The 91* §t. entrance ramp 1o the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming poo! facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green 10 the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and hall field, the garbage trucks and resulting
(raffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
pecause of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this

area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare-—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document docs not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concems. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital

residential nei ghborhoods.

Sincereiy yours,

Name: | /7 : N { -
Addreséz@%& 3 /U/
SIS EAST /ST
NYC,NY (0128 Apt-SA



Gerald K. Appelle, D.M.D.
1725 York Ave. Apt 28C/D
New York, NY 10128

July 5, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12 Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Assistant Commissioner:

My family & 1 have lived at 1725 York Ave for the past thirteen years. Our young daughter
attends the Chapin School, and we frequently enjoy the amenities of Asphalt Green, Carl Schurz
Park, and the easy access to the FDR drive. We have invested in three apartments in our building
with the anticipation of our staying in the neighborhood while our daughter grows into adulthood.
We see your plan to reopen and expand the 91* Street Marine Transfer Station as a personal
threat to our well being, and a liability impacting numerous quality of life issues with respect to
the community itself.

With the location of this proposed facility in one of the most upscale residential areas of the city,
and its proximity to parks, recreational areas, hospitals, schools, Gracie Mansion, the FDR Drive
entrances, articulated bus lines servicing thousands who commute daily to work, it seems as if you
could not have selected a worse place for the proposed facility.

We implore you to reconsider your plan and find an alternative location, where the noise,
pollution, odors, traffic jams, and vermin, which will inevitably result from the volume of
sanitation trucks approaching, queuing, idling, unloading, and exiting day and night, will not so
adversely impact the health, safety, and way of life for so many New Yorkers.

Since the D.0.S. already owns the site, perhaps it can be sold and converted to some other use,
which would not have the negative environmental and socio-economic consequences we
anticipate. The proceeds of the sale might then be used to finance the construction of a waste
transfer station in a less sensitive area.

Sincerely,

——
Gerald K. Appelle, DM.D.




Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanskl
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

He: Draft Scoping Document, Comprehensive Sofid Waste Management Plan
East 91* Street Marine Transfer Station

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski.

The following comments are being submitted on behaif of Gracie Point
Community Council, an organization of residents, businesses and community
facilities in the Gracie Point and upper Yorkville neighborhoods.

The constituents of our organization are united to preserve and protect the
quality of life in our neighborhoods. Consistent with that mission, our position is
that marine transfer stations should not be located in any densely popuiated
residential neighborhoods. Further, while conceptually the plan to transport waste
hy barge may be better for the environment and the economy of the city as a
whole than transporting it by open trucks, i it includes expanding and reopening
the East 91° Street Marine Transfer Station, its practical effects on our
neighborhoods would be an environmental and economic disaster.

(GENERAL:

There is very little detail available about the actual design of the station and what
its operational methods would be. How the plant would be built and how it would
operate would determine what its effects would be. Without knowledge of the
design and methods a DEIS can only guess wildly what the effects on air quality,
traffic, public health, socioeconomic conditions, open spaces, neighborhood
character and community facilities and services might be.

While the recently completed commercial waste study concludes, with little
investigation of the facts, that a station with 4,290 tpd capacity could easily
process both residential and commercial waste with no adverse environmental
impacts, the draft scoping document is vague as to whether that study's
conclusions form the basis for the scope of the DEIS. Since the station’s capacity
is several times greater than the 1,190 tpd of residential waste expected to be
received, one can only conclude that the department intends to use it for
commercial waste. Accordingly, a DEIS that does not contemplate such use,
would be inaccurate, if not deliberately misleading.




studies in Baltimore also suggest a high level of correlation between rat and
cockroach infestation and a high incidence of asthma. Combining these two
sources of disease In one densely populated neighborhood could be
catastrophic.

The study must also take into account the cumulative effects of noise from the
station, the trucks and the traffic on the FDR Drive on the residences, open
spaces and community facilities in the area. The impact of this accumnulation
should be obvious, Its effect on health might not be. The scope must study both
aspects.

TRAFFIC, TRANSIT AND PEDESTRIANS:

The routes to be used to deliver waste to the station are already congested. Two
bus lines trave!l on York Avenue, one of which also travels on East 86" Street.
York Avenue is heavily used by passenger vehicles entering and exiting the FDR
at East 96" Street. There are schoo! buses picking up and delivering children to
schools and recreational facilities. On East 91% Street, the buses turn onto a
street already crowded with trucks serving a grocery, bakery, and Verizon
dispatch station. There are great numbers of children, and their families and
caretakers, playing at Asphait Green and walking to and from that facility, to and
from schools and to and from the businesses that line the street. There are
senior citizens working to navigate an already complicated traffic environment,
often to get to public transportation. There are large trucks delivering goods to
businesses along East 86" Street, First Avenue, Second Avenue and York
Avenue, Finally, there is the normal daily vehicle traffic in and out of the
neighborhood. The use of standard statistical analyses is inadequate to measure
the effects of the station and trucks on the traffic environment. The variables
analyzed must be tailored to the realities of the neighborhood or else they will
grossly underestimate the impact and, if the station is reopened, endanger all
who live, play and work there.

The scope also does not appear to take into account that a ferry landing is only a
few hundred feet away. There are plans in place to build a larger facility there to
encourage greater use of water transportation by commuters to downtown and
west side work places. The scope must study the potential operational conflicts
between the ferry service and proposed barge operations, including the

complications of both types of operations navigating in the notorious Hell Gate
currents at that location.



OPEN SPACE, HISTORIC RESOURCES AND LAND USE:

The scope appears to ignore Asphalt Green as a park or note that children from
all over the city usé that facility daily. Forty two thousand people make 675,000
visits to the facility each year. The scope fails to identify Gracie Mansion, the
Murphy Center at Asphalt Green, and Henderson Place Historic District as
historic resources in the study area. It does not take into account that the city has
dedicated Gracie Mansion, only a few hundred yards South of the proposed
station, as a public resource for entertaining and educating visitors from all over
the world. it also fails to take into account that the station would be an industrial
facility placed within a hundred feet of a recreational resource, a few hundred
feet of residential buildings and a few hundred feet of a major waterfront park.
The scope must go beyond simple zoning designations to look at what is in fact
around the site and how it is used.

ALTERNATIVE SITES AND METHODS, COSTS AND BENEFITS:

The scope does not appear 1o require a serious assessment of alternative sites,
Nor does the recent commercial waste study indicate that such an assessment is
likely. In the study the department's consuitant summarily dismissed four sites as
inappropriate alternatives, even though some of them had stmilar characteristics
as East 91 Street. There are numerous locations around the shoreline of
Manhattan, many already owned by the city that are more removed from the Kind
of surrounding uses at East 91% Street The selection of East 917 Street seems to
be based on the fact that a facility formerly used is still there. That is an easy and
convenient criterion for the department, but hardly adequate for a serious
consideration of the effects of such a proposal. The scope must go beyond what
serves the organizational needs of the department to seriously assess
possibilities that will help the department accomplish its mission without risking
the destruction of neighborhoods. |

Finally, the scope does not call for a cost-benefit analysis that measures whether
this proposal will necessarily achieve the objectives better than less costly
alternatives. The total investment is likely to approach one half billion dollars, but
in his testimony to the Sanitation and Solid Waste Management Committee of the
City Council on December 2, 2003 the commissioner of the Department of
Sanitation could not assure the committee that with this plan, costs to manage
the city's waste would go down. Nor is it obvious, given the lack of operational
detail, that it will be any more efficient



CONCLUSION:

Th;e draft scoping document fails in numerous respects to address real issues
and needs, and must be given more thoughtful consideration. To do otherwise

risks prolonged conflicts with the neighborhoods who are being asked to bear the
burden.

Anthony E. Ard

President, Gracie Point Community Council
1725 York Avenue, 33D

New York, NY 10128

212-426-5823
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July 8, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Reaver Street-12" Floor

New York, NY, 10004

Fax: 212-269-0788
Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

I recently moved to 1725 York Ave. (comer of York and 89™), My husband and 1 have a 15
month-old son who already takes swim classes at Asphalt Green. I’m sure you can understand
why would not want a garbage processing facility to destroy this wonderful place for children,
adults and families, as well as all the other things we love about the neighborhood — Carl Schurz

park, the boardwalk, Gracie Mansion, and more.

There are endless reasons why the Marine Transfer station re-opening and expansion would
absolutely destroy the neighborhood, as follows:

s York Ave. and/or 90™ St. traffic would back up for at least a mile with garbage trucks.
This will also severely hinder entrance to the FDR.

¢ Garbage trucks stalled on the streets of this beautiful neighborhood will kill greenery and
stink up the enfire area.

« The trucks will pose a danger to kids playing in the area.

e The garbage on the trucks and at the site will cause a buildup of vermin, cockroaches,
rats, mice, and other severe public health threats.

+  Children and adults in the area will be susceptible to asthma and allergies due to the
constant presence of toxins and the stench of garbage.

e The waterway on the Upper East Side will be horribly affected, as boats will have a tough
time passing by. The Wall Street water taxi, one of my routes 1o work, will have to move.
Sailboats and tour boats (ie. Circle Line) will be in danger of the barges and will not want
to boat past a garbage site. The barges will ruin the boardwalks and parks along the East
River for miles.

+ School children will have nowhere to exervise since they rely on the facilities at Asphalt
Green.

» Subsidized programs for kids would be canceled and those in need would have nowhere
to go for camps and other activities.

« The entire value of the neighborhood, currently one of the most upscale neighborhoods in
the eity, will plummet and negatively impact the city’s economy. '

+ Non-wealthy residents like me will lose life savings invested in property that will lose all
its value while the neighborhood tums :nto a slum ~- where I and others will be forced to
raise our children.

“The list could go on, but I don’t have all the time it would take to paint the full picture. If you
and your family lived in my neighborhood, would you want this facility next door? Ireally hope
you can honestly answer this question as you continus to support this atrocious proposal on

behalf of the Department of Sanitation.
A2
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I really don’t understand how Mayor Bloomberg can support a plan that will transform a
beantiful, historical part of the city into a garbage dump. I also invite him to move into Gracie
Mansion and see if he still wants this to happen. If he's not willing to do this, what about the
next Mayor? Would he/she really want to host dignitaries at the Mansion while trees are wilting,
the property stinks like garbage, and vermin are crawling about?

My 12 years experience of in Public Relations are certainly going to come in handy now as I
band together with my community members to fight the Department of Sanitation’s proposal,

Please consider my question to you. If this were your neighborhood, would you welcome the
processing of commercial and residential garbage 24/7 where you live, take leisure walks,
exercise, play with your kids, dine out, go grocery shopping, and commute to work every
morning?

Sincerely,

4

Re¥Ya Aus anéesf~ tevens
1725 York Ave., Apt. 7G
New York, NY 10128

. 02
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July 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-12" Floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

RE: Proposed E: 91% Street Marine Transfer Station

Dear Mr.Szarpanski,

I am writing to you to state my opposition to the proposed E. 91st Street
Marine Transfer Station. Some concerns are as follows:

-This type of facility will create too many hazards for our densely populated
residential neighborhood.

-Why is the Department of Sanitation proposing to build a facility to handle a capacity
of 4,290 tons per day when their conversion plan proposes delivering 1,190 tons

daily, of residential waste?!?

And, what is the thought and plan behind the Department of Sanitation conducting a
study to use the 91 Transfer Facility for commercial waste disposal, in addition to the
residential waste?

The negative impact this facility will have on our community includes:
-A degradation of the air quality for the residents plus the thousands of children
from other neighborhoods, who use the Asphalt Green facilities.

-The waste deliveries will be going through Asphalt Green, a city park. And the
increase in trash trucks will worsen and further complicate the traffic situation, we’ll
have trucks competing with 2 bus lines, delivery trucks, school buses, local traffic, FDR
Drive entrance/exiting traffic, pedestrians, senior citizens, disabled people and people

with children!!

Continued on page 2



Page 2.
Proposed E. 91%'. Marine Transfer Station

Negative Impact continued: -
-The operation of plant equipment and trucks will significantly worsen the already high
background noise in the neighborhood.

-The odors from the trucks and the Marine Transfer Station can’t be controlled and will
detract from the enjoyment of the parks,spaces, and cultural resources ie.Gracie
Mansion, as well as the homes of the residents in this dense neighborhood.

-Public Health will be degraded with the accumulation of diesel fuel emissions from the
idling trucks, and the effects of the increasing rat and vermin populations will further
degrade our health!

Regarding the SCOPE, why doesn’t it include a detailed design of the facility? This
makes it very difficult to determine the length of time it will take for the trucks to
unload/exit and their wait times on the ramp line through Asphalt Green and the line on
York Avenue.

Also, SCOPE: ignores the significant minority community of the Stanley Isaacs
and John Holmes Houses/ doesn’t include an analysis of the proposed operation’s
impact on East River traffic and navigation/doesn’t include a cost benefit analysis
of the proposed Marine Transfer Station conversion plan. Why 777

And in conclusion, why doesn’t the Department of Sanitation propose to study
alternative Marine Transfer sites or alternative methods in the EIS 1!

Sincerely

the s LN

Pat Baker

428 E. 89" st.

New York, New York 10128
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Richard Barsam

Monday, June 14, 2004

Me. Harry Szarpanski

Assistant Comissioner

New York City Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12 floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski

I believe that the Department of Sanitation’s plans to re-open and expand the East 91" Street
Garbage Marine Transfer Station (MTS) ignore the impact that they will have on the vehicular and
pedestrian traffic in the Gracie Point neighborhood.

From my building on (located on York Avenue between 92" and 91% streets), I can see that traffic
is not only very heavy on York Avenue between 92 and 90 streets, but often clogged in rush
hours. Here are just three indications of this. First, the northbound M86 and M31 busses often
must wait for two traffic light changes before turning from Yotk Avenue onto 91" street because
of the southbound traffic coming from the FDR Dive. Second, there can be as many as a dozen
schoolbuses parked at that corner with students going to Asphalt Green, students who often
carelessly dart back and forth from one side of York to the other. Third, parents and nannies with
young children and babies cross there constantly. It is mind-boggling to think that, in the midst
of all that traffic, a line of garbage trucks might now be lined-up, waiting to tuzn right onto the
MTS apptoach roadway, 2 presence that will farther slow traffic and endanger the young people
crossing al this busy three-way intersectivil, oue Hial will becorue a foui-way stop if the MTS is ve-
opened. '

Other neighbots are voicing their concerns with the environmental and health issues associated
with the MTS, but I hope the Department of Sanitation will also give seitous consideration to the
impact of this plan on the character, pattetn, and volume of local traffic. Thank you for reading
my cominents.
Sincerely,

Jhshaad QAL

Richard Barsam

1755 YORK AVENUE, 32C NEW YORK, NY i0128-6874 212 410.1881% REARSAM@VERIZON NET
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Kathleen Minniti Beasley
200 East End Avenue
Apartment 3EF
New York, New York 10128

July 9, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Degaﬁment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street -~ 12 Floor

New York, New York 10004

Re: E. 91% St. Garbage Station

Dear Assistant Comunissioner Szarpanski:

Are you kidding?!? 1 can’t believe that the Department of Sanitation is really considering
reopening (and expanding to boot!) the garbage facility in the middle of Asphalt Green and .
within spitting distance of Carl Schurtz park. With all the crummy ways that NYC misuses its
waterfront, surely you can find a place to put a Marine Transfer Station that wouldn’t ruin one of
the few attractive and non-commercial waterfront areas of NYC.

I know you’ve heard zillions of reasons why this is not the place for it, but one in
particular I’d like to emphasize: reopening the E. 91" St. marine transfer station would
effectively put Asphalt Green out of business, at least with respect to kids. I can assure you that
no one will send their kids to a playing field where garbage trucks stand idling all day.

Many thanks for your kind attention to this matter. Please feel free to contact me should
you have any questions or need any additional information. My daytime telephone number is

(212) 556-2165.
Sincerely,
w‘ /)9’(4/‘2 74

-1 Kathleen Mlnmtl Beasley -



Eugene Becker
525 East 86" Street
New York, New York 10028
Tel: (212) 861-4268; Fax: (212) 861-1623
E-Mail: gbecker3@aol.com

June 16, 2004

Commissioner
Department of Sanitation
City of New York, New York

Dear Sir;

1 understand that the Department of Sanitation has under consideration plans to reopen and
expand the East 91% Street Garbage Marine Transfer Station (MTS), converting it into an
industrial facility that will containerize and barge residential garbage on a 24 hour/7 day per
week basis,

This letter is in reference to the public scoping meeting to be held on June 28, 2004. Jam a
senior citizen living in the neighborhaod that would be affected by these plans. When I
originally moved here it was truly a neighborhéod of elders. In the past five to ten years, the
demographics have changed. It is now very much a neighborhood of young parents with very
young children. They have chosen this neighborhood for its cleanliness, safety, and a
responsible citizenry. Ido not believe the Department’s plan to re-open the marine fransfer is in
the best interests of these young families. It would be a dangerous intrusion on the health, safety
and morale of these families. Garbage trucks passing day and night in this neighborhood of
children is an entirely unsuitable idea. I recommend against the Department’s plan and ask that
the Departiment respond to the above objection.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely yours,

e [Baddesn

Eugene Becker
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From: M <& joo®4Y

July 8, 2004

Re: Proposed E. 91 St. Marine Transfer Station

A residential neighborhood is the wrong place to build and operate Marine Transfer
Station. The Gracie Point community is a densely populated residential neighborhood
with public parks, historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a
city park used by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city,
including East Harlem. The entrance road to the proposed MTS directly bisects Asphalt
Green, running next to open playing fields. Hundreds of garbage trucks and an MTS
would have serious negative impacts on this community.
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COMMENT SHEET

s "FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 91ST STREET. CONVERTED MARINE TRANSFER STATION -
Name (Please Print): PWO b N “%9 H’D@\/

Agency/Qrganizatior{Res dent

Address: p%w\ M4 M.t_mﬁﬁﬁ‘

Email: mbbUI Sl @ apl oy,

Eﬂwould like to be added to your mailing list.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:

New SWMP Comments

cfo Ecology and Environment, inc.
90 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July 9th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.
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Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street 12" Floor

New York NY 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski,

I am writing to you lo object STRENUOQUSLY to the plan to re-open the garbage
station on East 91 Street, which is adjacent to the Asphalt Green athletic center.
Imagine, if you can stand to, the effects of this step on the quality of life of the thousands
of children and adulis who use this vital resource daily! Would you want your own
children to have one of their few accessible play spaces contaminated — ro, destroyed --
by the stench and traffic of a 24-hour line-up of garbage frucks, and the handling of
untold tons of refuse onto barges immediately adjacen 1o their ball field and runming
track?

The Asphalt Green Center was developed with the cooperation of private and City
funds, and stands for the very best that this wonderful city can do with imagination and
effort. Its contribution to the community is enormous, as I am sure you are aware.

PLEASE re-think this plan, and keep our athletic center vital, clean, and able 1o Julfill
the hopes of every family in our commutity.

As a teacher in a school near the Asphalt Green, I know how much children and their
families depend on the resources of the Green to make New York living tolerable. The
citizens of this community will be appalled - and angry - if this plan is allowed to
proceed. ‘

Thank you for your attention.

Marianne Benjamin

77@@% WLJ
530 East 86" Sireet
New York City, New York 10028

Cc: New SWMP Comments

c/o Ecology and Environment Inc.
90 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

4/30/01/
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COMMENTS: L S ggcs MLouleS [ 5 Lo eriied 42_/@ blsers
I/TOM Y Qrdxoa(f_ﬁ/ S Aa ujﬂ, WMMMIJG/“
,4,/// Fu we// NAne /:zr/g@r //ﬁ'/&-’—? &Q/#MFF’/”CM
[Dr'o},,/&,m - Ve (<, lr\M-c— O /L;?«Y C.Are
Lea) e Ot iy Coaplies Mvo \/ou,% Cep)Fer.
Q/u< e (75 LewiTe . we Stheaws)t offeSe
_.Sﬁszu_L Drodect W e L,ru/@e/ M//Mf—rf’ \
2 (M O&,@?Hf Tl d Mg Ygurs C/RATM\/{‘M)
< ‘ _
/Qli&r_»-g_‘j&ﬁlm . Ny \\\W/ J/ i ,QJL?/,«/ g

6/““’




Wy Dy ctiusy I R T3] PR ST L w TR ] [ T TR 1O L TR T |

Eleanor Berman

505 East 79th Street, New York, NY 10021 (212) 734-4688

July 8, 2004

Assistant Commpissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12% floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski,
This is to urge you not to allow the reopening of the garbage transfer station at East 917
Street. This is a site adjoining a park filled with children. It is in a densely populated
residential neighborhood with many schools nearby. And it is adjacent to Gracie
Mansion, which receives many visitors to the city. It seems a highly inappropriate
location for lines of garbage trucks.
There must be a more suitable site, and I hope you will seek it
Thank you for your consideration.
Yours truly,
-7 e’
iﬂ«ww s ﬁ{wm

Eleanor Berman

CC: Mayor Michael Bloomberg



Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

I am opposed to the expansion and reopening of the E. 91*' St, Marine Transfer
Station, and agree with the oral and written testimony submitted by others on this
subject.

Gracie Point is a densely populated residential neighborhood with public parks,
historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a city park used
by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city, including
East Harlem. The entrance road to the proposed MTS directly bisects Asphalt Green,
runumg next to' open playmg i‘zeldc Hundreds of garbage tricks and an MTS would
have serious negative impacts on this already overcrowded commumty

Any residential neighborhood is the wrong place for an MTS, but particularly this
neighborhood.

Signature #/}/(00"’77’&@; /%”uf
Print Name /I/(MQ..) o lzf = 6[,-6/ = A7 Lé;
Address 52 é‘?r}?ﬁ, ‘.D/‘/ ,/f/':f / ge S/

e

T,

Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

I am opposed to the expansion and reopening of the E. 91% 8t. Marine Transfer
Station, and agree with the oral and written testimony submitted by others on this
subject.

Gracie Point is a densely populated residential neighborhood with public parks,
historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a city park used
by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city, including
East Harlem. The entrance road to the proposed MTS directly bisects Asphalt Green,
running next to open playing fields. Hundreds of garbage trucks and an MTS would
have serious negative impacts on this already overcrowded community.

Any residential neighborhood is the wrong place for an MTS, but particularly this |
neighborhood.

Signatur'e /ﬁ,ﬂ W él\_,é_/

PrintName P}-—{ H_../;(D D)/%A/ﬁ réf .

 Address [77_’(7@( /O/c, (76, /V\/ ML 15 /?—oa’




IuIyt{ , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski

- City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-—12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 9157 STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91 Street MTS. Reopening the 91% Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91° St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is carrently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

Neme: L7, Mx_/
Address: S0 é/‘,Z' GO W

/7, /\17 072
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HAROLD J. BORSTELMANN
520 BAST POTH STREET. APT. 6H
NEW YORK NY 101287850

123 2) 9906-7566

June 28,2004

Public Scoping Meeting — Marine Transier Station ~ 91% Street, New York, NY
/
To whom it may concern:

1 arn 2 15 year resident of 520 East 90" Street and have experienced the trash
removal process at the 917 Street Marine Transjer Station prior to its 1599899
closing. 1t was not a neighborhood plus activity.

Y wish to egpress my strong objection to allowing this project to be re-activited and
expanded as it is now being proposed at the 917 Street site.

Firstty, the neighborhood has been authorized to grow by New York City Buildings
code approved projects: '

- 6 major hi-rises 2, 3, and 4 bedroom apartment complexes have been built
which has attracted family living,
The Asphalt Green has been erected and now successfully implements many
Programs for children — early AM ~ daytime — evenings - weekend angd year
ronnd with 42,000 people attending.

. Four private schools have either built new or gxpanded their existing facilities
snd also use the Asphalt Green or the 2 adjacent public parks that border the
proposed Transfer Station Site and the Asphalt Green.

This allowance by the City of New York te approve this neighborhood’s family style
sxpansion over the past 14 years is gow not the right setting to now re-intreduce
and expand to double its previous size. & Transfer Station that will also include
Commercial Sector trash and be operational 24 hours a day —7 days a week.

Sezondly, the introduction of Commercial Sector Trash removal puts all residents at
severe risk. '

- Anyone that hss ever witnessed the raethod, style and the behavior patterns of
these operations should cringe 2t the thought that this process would he
introduced into 2 family neighborhoog with the extent of child activity ‘which
oceurs at the Asphalt Green and the 2 Pablic Parks that surround the existing
91% Street Marine Transfer Site. Commercial Sector trash collection has lang
been out of anyone’s control or interest and now it is being considered for
consolidation at 91° Street In the midst of a family orientated neighboriiood.



HAROLD J. BORSTELMANN
520 EAST S80TH STREET, APT. 0H
NEW YORK. NY 101287850

(2121 996-7566

Now let’s add to this:
/
. The bus routes of the M31, M86, M90 and M91 begin and terminate on
this same 91" Streat block.

. Eli’s Vinegar Faciory Market/Bakery (2 sites) and Verizon’s Garage are
also on 91% Street.

fn 6-8 months, Marriott’s Hi Rise Hotel will apen on 92" Street and 1™
Avenue bringing to that same area additionsl traffic, confusion, con-
gestion and pollution.

And Jet us not forget that York Avenue is also the continuation of 'FI!R‘
Highway's 96t" Street exit and has become it’s own mini highway, with cars
speeding and passing through traffic signals in both directions witheut public
yegard,

And, if this is still not enongh to ponder ~ let us not forget the 2003 death of a
bike-riding delivery man who was killed on the corner of 91% Street nud
York Avenue by one of the new double length buses. Which vere originally
placed into service for crosstown service of the M86 only but now ar:
frequently used on the M31 — another broken promise — which this
neighborhood must alse conmtend with each day.

Yhis neighhborhood should not be the only area that is selected to receive or
resolve all of the eastside’s mutual adverse living problems!

Respactfully submitted,

Harold I. Bis elmann



COMMENT SHEET

'FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 91ST STREET CONVERTED MARINE TRANSFER STATION .

NT e S
Name (Please Print): gmeﬂ‘ lr:l (f’ % 945?’( \gfl/l ‘L‘;fl

Agency/Organizatio Resident;

Address: 6/&6# ?CL%L 2?@ %f, Y /57‘9L
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%s would like to be added to your mailing list.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:

New SWMP Comments

c/o Ecology and Environment, inc.
90 Broad Street, Suite 1806

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July 9th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.
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Lauren Browning
520 East 90" Stréet
. Apartment 5:D .
‘New York New York 101 28

Tuly 1%, 2004

Assistarit Comm1551oner Ha:ry Szarpank1 .
City of New York Depattment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street 12th Floors

New York, New York 10004

RE: Please do not re-opén the 91* Street MTS

- Dear Mr. Szarpanskj

I am a pregnant res1dent of Gracie Gardens; an apartment complex located directly
across the street from Asphalt Green and more importantly the 91 Street transfer station.
My husband and I have recently moved to the area. Up until now, we have enjoyed our
fime in the Yorkville area. However, we are terrified by the thought of what could
happen to our wonderfully healthy community if you decide against our nmghborhood
At a time when so many people are fleeing the city for security and peace of niind, we -
decided to remain in NYC. We could have easily chose the alternative and paid taxes in
another county: But we didn’t... Our choice was to stay in NY ‘and raise our children.
We are hardworking, taxpaying, law-abiding citizens and are grateful to be able to afford
a lifestyle in NYC. However, that will change if the 91 street transfer station re-opens
and the area becomes infested with disease-ridden varmints. We refuse to raise our
twins among the rats and garbage truck fumes/noise that will be i in front of our
apartment 24/7. I am almost certain you would feel the same way.

WE ARE BEGGING YOU NOT TO RE»O’PEN THE 91%' TR_ANFER STATION AND
HOPE YOU WILL CONSIDER THE MANY PEOPLE THAT WE'U? OUR
WONDERFUL COMMUNITY AND REALIZE THAT THIS IS OUR HOME, NOT A
GARBAGEDUMP! | |
S(jrely, - Oy
QW@%%%

Lauren Browning




July 2004

Assistant Comrmissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 91°" STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91% Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days 2 week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, 2 city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety

concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91%* St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.




July 8, 2004

Harry Szarpanski

Assistant Commissioner
City of New York
Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-12™ Floor
New York, N. Y.10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski,
If there is anything that you can do to prevent the re-opening of the 91% Street Marine

Transfer Station — I would hope that you would use your power and influence.

I don’t know where you live but I'd bet good money that if you lived at 1725 York Ave.
you would make every effort to keep the Transfer Station closed.

I’m sure that if you had children and they used any of the Asphalt Green facilities that
you would be opposed to its re-opening. '

Commissioner Szarpanski, it is only COMMON SENSE to NOT re-open the Transfer

Station. Does anyone in NYC government have the fortitude and courage to exercise
COMMON SENSE?

Cl,uw-“g_/ G / ,

Edward J. tlin Jr
1725 York Ave.
Apt. 5F

New York, N. Y. 10128
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Colleen C. Capel
530 East 90™ Street, 4L
New York, N.Y. 10128

July 9, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12% floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

Re: Letter in Opposition to Re-opening the East 91°F Street Marine Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 am a longtime resident of Gracie Point, and I live in a cooperative apartment complex located one block
from the MTS. I have a distinct recollection of the awful conditions we were burdeped with while the MTS
was in operation, and I shudder to think of the effects the re-opening of the MTS will have on the
neighborhood.

While the MTS was operating, we lived with a putrid stench on 3 daily basis. We had a significant
infestation of rodents and vermin. As a result of the garbage, rats the size of small dogs lived in the
shrubbery, in our garden and in Car! Schurz Park. Flocks of seagulls left their droppings all over the
neighborhood. It was impossible to siecp because of the noise of the garbage trucks lined up on York
Avenue, and the air was filled with noxious exhaust fumes, Traffic was a nightmare, and it was impossible
to proceed on York Avenue because of the parbage trucks.

Since the MTS closed, the peighborbood has vastly changed for the better. Asphalt Green has become a
vital outdoor facility where children from all over the city come to play. We now have a Greeaway bicycle
path and a busy ferry stop in the East 90" Street area. Thriving businesses are located here, such as The
Vinegar Factory, York Grill, many new shops and restaurants. We also have become much more densely
populated, with many high rise apartment buildings that attract young famnilies, a hotel under construction
and other apartment buildings under construction. With the preater population, we now also have morc
traffic, large articulated buses serving over four major bus routes, and many, wany moens children and
elderly whose lives, health and safety will be severely compromised should the MTS re-opet.

It is inconceivable that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department are planning not only to re~open the MTS,
but to double its size and accept commercial as well as residential garbage. This is truly the worst possibie
location for this type of facility. This plan should be stopped immediately, and a morc productive use of our
tax money should be found.

Sincerely,



Jesse D. Carrier
530 East 90 Street #2D
New York, NY 10128

July 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Depar'tment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: DO NOT RE-OPEN THE 91°" STREET MARINE TRANSFER STATION

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 ar a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one block from the 91 Street MTS, and
it is inconceivable that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department are planning not only to re-open the MTS, but also
to double its size and accept commercial as well as residential garbage. This residential neighborhood is truly the
waorst possible location for this type of facility.

If opened according to the Mayor and the Sanitation Department’s plan, operating six days a week, twenty-four
hours a day, the neighborhood of Gracie Point, would bare the burden of a constant borage of garbage trucks:
emitted noise, noxious exhaust fiumes, and the stench of trash. While I can too easily envision the physical
discomforts and environmental degradation caused by the garbage trucks, 1 can only image how horribly an endless
queue of these trucks, lining York Avenue, will affect traffic. York Avenue is already heavily trafficked and
virtually un-nav:gabie because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic generated from the FDR Drive on-
ramp and those exiting the FDR at 96 Street. The increased traffic, and inescapable congestion, will only worsen
the environmental and safety conditions.

In addition, all this garbage will be trucked directly through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of
children from all areas of the city each year providing athletic fields for outdoor activities. It is rare to see the
“green” unoccupied by ball games and runners, and the basketball courts empty — but I cannot image the fields will
get much use if they require withstanding the noise, stench, and the inevitable return of vermin that the MTS
supplied when it was last open. The same would be true for the Greenway bicycle path, and even Carl Schultz Park
— the few public areas of recreation in the Upper East Side. It also faces more city parks at Randall and Roosevelt
Islands, which would also endure the noise and stench.

It is also a concem that the pollution and vermin will also negatively affect the new residential and commercial
growth the area is currently enjoying as seen in the many new hi-rise residential buildings, hotel, and continued
construction projects. The parks, waterfront access and even the convenience of the water taxi station at 91st Street
helped to spur this development - why should this neighborhood’s self-propelled growth suffer, while the Mayor
and City continue to spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of‘these important and real issues. This plan should be stopped
immediately, and a more productive use of our tax money — and this taxpayers time! The Sanitation Department
needs to do more thorough and thoughtful research to find a better solution.

Sincerely,




COMMENTS:

WE ARE STRONGLY OPPOSED TO THE REOPENING OF THE MARINE
TRANSEER STATION FOR THE EQLLOWING REASON—-

THISTS A RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBOURHOOD WITH SCHOOLS, PARKS
ANTD RECREATIONAL FACILITIES SUCH AS ASPHALT . GREEN

ASPHALT GREEN ATIRACTS LARGE CROWDS OF PEOPLE,
BCPECIALLY.CHILDREN OF ALL AGES. THE CITY QFE NEW. YORKS!

SCHOOL SYSTEM TRANSPORTS THE CHILDREN FOR SWIMMING

CLASSES AND OTHERACTTIVITIES.

THE ODOR, NOISE AND POLLUTION FROM THE TRUCKS LINING UP

TOTER TRANSFER STATION WOULD CERTAIN Y BEHARMEFUL AND
THROUGH THE CONSTANT TRAFFICE ENDANGER EVERYONES

HEALTH AND SAFETY.

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE THE REOPENING OF THE 9] ST STREET

WASTER TRANSFER STATION.

GEORGE AND BRIGITTE BRIEF

525 EAST 86™ STREET

N TTR AT

NEW-YORKS NY-10028
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Bob Celli
530 East 90™ Street
New York, New York
10128
212-289-7287

July 2, 2004
Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York DeEartment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004
Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

1, Bob Celli, am strongly opposed to the re-opening of the Marine Transfer
Station at 9+** Street and even more strongly opposed to'its expansion. This site
happens to be in a very densely populated residential area, which is still
growing. Since the closing of the MTS this neighborhood has become
increasingly popular with young families who cannot afford to live in other
areas of Manhattan. The many parks (Carl Schurz, Asphalt Green, Stanley Isaacs,
the Recreation Pier) are used by thousands, most of them young children. Air
quality in these parks and the surrounding area with its many residential towers
and fower income projects would be adversely affected, not to mention and
increase in noise pollution and vermin.

| am a resident of the area and | spend a great deal of time on the streets
of this neighborhood. York Avenue is already bearing the burden of two major
city bus lines, express buses, and exits and entrances to the FDR. Adding
garbage trucks, which would be queuing up along the Avenue, would not only
make it dangerous for motorists but also for pedestrians. The M 86 and M 31
buses would be fighting extreme congestion to complete and begin their routes
which are vital to the residents of this neighborhood and many other New
Yorkers and visitors as well.

| believe it to be very irresponsible of the city and the DOS to not
investigate alternative locations and alternative ideas for waste removal, as
there seems to be no effort to include a cost benefit analysis of this proposed
MTS conversion plan. Who is gaining what? Certainly it is clear that this
neighborhood will lose much in quality of life and will gain much in harm to
body, mind and spirit.

Si cerem/(
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1725 York Ave. Apt. 25F
New York, New York 10128
July 3, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

We are strongly opposed to the proposed East 91* Street Marine Transfer Station. Such a facility
would be disastrous for a densely populated residential neighborhood such as ours. Having
lived through the noise, congestion, and odors of several years ago when this enterprise last was
active was bad enough. But today we face an even more heavily populated area with increased
traffic. Waste being delivered six days per week throughout the day by trucks traveling on local
streets and directly through Asphalt Green, a city park, is unimaginable.

Currently, our side streets are jammed with all sorts of vehicular traffic and noise - trucks,
moving vans, cars, school buses, cabs, and construction equipment.We are home to three major
bus routes. We have a large assortment of schools in the vicinity, with children being bused in
and out routinely. The Asphalt Green, a local recreation center, serves a diverse community with
various programs, none of which should be hostage to a garbage compacting plant.

Add to our already strained environment the accumulation of diesel emissions from idling trucks,
plus the effects of increased rat and vermin populations and you have a recipe for a public health
menace. Would you send your children fo a day camp next to a garbage facility?

The Department of Sanitation should be studying alternative methods of waste disposal as well
as alternative MTS sites in the EIS. All new residential construction should contain garbage
disposals within each kitchen. More strenuous recycling should be implemented. A study of
effective plans in other cities, regions and countries is in order.

Sincerely,

e

rmanE Chase M.D.
o (Ao MR

Joan Chase



July 3, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street

12" Floor -

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

I am writing to register my opposition to the proposed re-opening of 91* Street MTS.
The extensive turnout to the June 28" Draft Scope Document Hearing is a very clear
indication of widespread opposition within the community, from residents to local and
State politicians, all against to the DOS plan with respect to 91 Street.

There are extraordinary circumstances that make this particular MTS site completely
inappropriate for re-opening now or ever again. The population density is exceptionally
high here, and there is no buffer zone surrounding the industrial facility. There is no
protection between the facility and the long lines of trucks that will form along the
neighborhood’s main artery, York Avenue. Further the facility would literally be “joined
at the hip” with NYC’s premier recreational facility, Asphalt Green. This is not only a
citywide treasure; it is officially a City Park and a City Landmark. There is literally no
protection for the citizens or for the 12,000 children per year that play at Asphalt Green
from vermin, intolerable noxious odors, flies, and diesel exhauist particulate likely to
increase asthma and other lung disorders amongst all of us.

The neighborhood has grown immensely since the old MTS was closed, and it is entirely
inappropriate to insert a garbage facility within this vibrant residential community.
Industrial facilities such as that planned for 91* Street should be built only on an
industrial site, and NEVER in a neighborhood that is so purely and densely residential
and that contains such an active and full-scale professional park for children as Asphalt
Green.

Sincerely,

RE!NARD.CLARKE

9 MATTHEWS PLACE
BROOKLYN NEW-~ york 11236



Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Samtatlon
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor
NY, NY 10024
Stephen Clarson
529 East 88" Street 4D
NY, NY 10128

Reference: CEQR No. 03-DOS-004Y
Dear Commissioner Szarpanski;

I 'would like to comment on the application and scoping document for the proposed 91%
Street Marine Transfer Station (91 MTS).

The application and draft scoping document for the new comprehensive solid waste
management plan draft environmental impact statement are inaccurate.

The neighborhood surrounding the proposed 91MTS is described as manufacturing in
nature; this is not true. The neighborhood is residential in nature and will be
detrimentally impacted if you re-open the 91 MTS

There are historic landmarks just steps from the proposed 91 MTS. I counted only 200
steps between Gracie Mansion and the proposed 91 MTS site. Carl Shurtz Park sits right
next to the proposed 91 MTS and will be unusable if you re-open the 91 MTS. There are
other historic landmarks in our neighborhood None of these are addressed in the
application or scoping document.

Re-opening the 91 MTS will eliminate the 90" street ferry to Wall Street. This is not
considered in either the application or the scoping document None of the effects of
garbage truck lining up on York Avenue are addressed in either of the documents.

The smell and the rodent problem that will accompany the 91 MTS are not addressed in
either document

An alternative site to the 91 MTS is the facility at Pier 42, right next to an active
Department of Sanitation site; this is not considered in erther document.

This is not a complete list of the inaccuracies of the documents used to propose re-
opening the 91 MTS.

When an accurate scoping document and application are submitted, reasonable people
will conclude that the 91 MTS is not a suitable site.

If T can be of any assistance to you in helping find an alternate site for the 91 MTS, please

to not hesitate to contact me.
vy
/‘ ‘ (\ (Q(nm s



Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Re: Draft Scoping Dociment, Comprehensive Solid Waste Management 'Plan
East 91% Street Marine Transfer

(Good evening, members of the panel, ladies and gentlemen.

My name is Stewart Clifford and I have lived on East End Avenue for 45 years and have
been President of my cooperative Board at 120 East End Avenue for 22 years. My
children and grandchildren have grown up in this area, and we have seen Yorkville
evolve into a residentially dense and diverse neighborhood. I have served on the Board
of Asphalt Green almost since its founding. I will testify today as to why the rebuilding
and reopening of the 91* Street Marine Transfer Station will have terrible effects on this
community and will threaten institutions like Asphalt Green that serve and benefit the
whole of New York City.

Asphalt Green’s tagline — “Sports and Fitness for a lifetime” is about teaching healthy
living. We need institutions committed to combating the huge public health costs of lack
of physical activities — the cost of diabetes, obesity and cancer. At risk populations are
targeted at Asphalt Green. Senior citizens from Yorkville and East Harlem are involved
in specially designed classes. Children are the primary users. Dozens of schools use the
Olympic-sized swimming pool and the Astroturf field. This year alone, over 2,000
children from 18 public schools came to learn to swim in our Waterproofing program and
since the opening of the AquaCenter over 17,000 children have been involved. Most of
these children hail from underprivileged areas in the city and benefit from Asphalt Green
without personal cost.

Asphalt Green serves as an example of the ideal public/private partnership: built on
public land but financed through private donations. Indeed, it is a model for New York
City nonprofit institutions. Yet, the garbage dock threatens its well-being. Why degrade
such a benevolent institution by processing solid waste right in the middle of it?

Sadly, the scoping document does not consider the harmful impact of reopening the
Marine Transfer Station on 91% Street. The queuing of garbage trucks along York
Avenue will block access to Asphalt Green. The idling trucks will spew diesel fumes just
feet away from children playing sports. Who will want to send their children to play next
to 4,290 tons of putrid garbage? If membership suffers, if class registration suffers, if
Day Camp enrollment suffers, Asphalt Green will face the possibility that it will be
unable to provide free programs to inner-city kids. In fact, places like Stanley M. Isaacs
Neighborhood Center and Asphalt Green not only suffer if the Transfer Station opens.
Their beneficiaries — from all racial and economic backgrounds, from all parts of New
York — suffer as well.



I knew Asphalt Green when it was a City-owned municipal asphalt plant. When there
was a plan to bring down the plant and build a square block of apartment towers, the
neighborhood successfully petitioned City Hall to serve a greater good by preserving the
asphalt plant and the open space around it. Today, Asphalt Green is a beautiful campus
that exists to help all New Yorkers. It represents how public facilities can be transformed
into public benefit operated by private New York citizens. Likewise the marine transfer
station could be transformed into public benefit operated by private New York citizens
for the greater public good.

As an Asphalt Green advocate, as a Gracie Point resident, and as a New Yorker who
cares about the good of this city, I implore you to not reopen this garbage plant. Though
the handling of our municipal waste is a pressing issue, we must be vigilant in protecting
institutions that benefit our communities.

Thank You.

Stewart B. Clifford W
120 East End Avenue

New York, NY 10128
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Annie Costello
530 East 90* St Apt 2F
New York, NY 10128

July 1, 2004

Agsistant Commissioner Harry Szarpansld
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

The testimonials at Monday’s Draft Scope Document Hearing were compelling, well researched,
emotional yet logical. The opposition to the re-opening of 91 Street MTS is widespread, from
the low-income minority hiousing residents at Stanley Isaacs to virtually all of our residents and
iocal and State politicians, who unanimously and vigorously went on record against the DOS plan
with respect to 91% Street.

I think you must have found the large crowd of citizens from the Upper Fast Side to be well
informed on the subject both from a practical and scientific standpoint. They were also respectful
of the DOS panel, yet emotionally driven to convince you of the exfraordinary special
circumstances that make this particular MTS site completely inappropriate for re-opening now or
ever again.

The population density is exceptionally high here, and there is no buffer zone surrounding the
industrial facility. In addition to the density of residential property that surrounds the MTS
without protection from the facility itself or from the long lines of trucks that will form along the
neighborhood’s main artery, York Avenue, the facility is literally “joined at the hip and sharing
vital organs” with NYC’s premier recreational facility, Asphalt Green. This isnotonly a
citywide treasure; it is officially a City Park and a City Landmark. There is literally no protection
for the citizens or for the 12,000 children per year that play at Asphalt Green from vermin,
intolerable noxious odors, flies, and diesel exhaust particulate likely to increase asthma and other
lung disorders amongst all of us.

The neighborhood has grown immensely since the old MTS was closed, and would represent a
cancer inserted directly into the veins of a vibrant residential community. Istrongly suggest that
an industrial facility such as that planned for 91* Street be built only on an industrial site, and
NEVER in a neighborhood that is so purely and densely residential and that contains such an
active and fill-scale professional park for children as Asphalt Green.

Respectfuily,

-

A -

Arnie Costello
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Greg Costello
530 E. 90™ Street Apt. 2F
New York, NY 10128

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street

12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

The testimonials at Monday™s Draft Scope Document Hearing were compelling, well
researched. emotional yet logical. The opposition to the re-opening of 91 * Street MTS is
widespread, from the low-income minority housing residents at Stanley Isaacs to virtually
all of our residents and local and State politicians, who unanimously and vigorously went
on record against the DOS plan with respect to 91" Street.

I think you must have found the large crowd of citizens from the Upper East Side to be
well informed on the subject both from a practical and scientific standpoint. They were
also respectful of the DOS panel, yet emotionally driven to convince you of the
extraordinary special circumstances that make this particular MTS site completely
inappropriate for re-opening now or ever again.

The population density is exceptionally high here, and there is no buffer zone
surrounding the industrial facility. In addition to the density of residential property that
surrounds the MTS without protection from the facility itself or from the long lines of
trucks that will form along the neighborhood’s nain artery, York Avenue, the facility is
literally “joined at the hip and sharing vital organs” with NYC’s premier recreational
facility, Asphalt Green. This is not only a citywide treasure; it is officially a City Park
and a City Landmark. There is literally no protection for the citizens or for the 12,000
children per year that play at Asphalt Green from vermin, intolerable noxious odors, flies,
and diesel exhaust particulate likely to increase asthma and other lung disorders amongst
all of us.

The neighborhood has grown immensely since the old MTS was closed, and would
represent a cancer inserted directly into the veins of a vibrant residential community. 1
strongly suggest that an industrial facility such as that planned for 91* Street be built only
on an industrial site, and NEVER in a neighborhood that is so purely and densely
residential and that contains such an active and full-scale professional park for children as
Asphalt Green.

Respectfully, _ _
_}{,{_ . T A

Greg Costelloﬂ
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July , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Samtatmn
44 Beaver Streét—12" Floor
‘New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REQOPEN THE 9157 STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apariment complex located less than one
block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91* Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91" St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and it§
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

Name: KO‘M' D@%
Address: £ 0 E qotK 7A’P+3éf
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Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski Milan Singapore
City of New York Department of Sanitation Moscow Tokyo
44 Beaver Street - 12th Floor Washingtan, D.G

New York, New York 10004

Re: (arbape Marine Transfer Station

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you of my strong opposition to the proposed East
91* Street Marine Transfer Station. A facility such as this would create severe hazards for our
residential neighborhood. The Department of Sanitation's plan proposes delivering 1,190 tons
per day of residential waste. However, the DOS proposes construction of a facility with a
capacity of 4,290 tons per day. What would be the purpose of building a facility with a capacity
that so far exceeds the proposed tonnage? The DOS is conducting a separate study for using the
E. 91 St. Marine Transfer Station for commercial waste disposal, in addition to residential waste.
‘What are they planning?

Rebuilding and expanding the Marine Transfer Station will degrade air quality in the
neighborhood, not just for the residents, but also for the thousands of children who come from all
over the city to learn and play at Asphalt Green and Carl Schurz parks, two of the very limited
number of parks in our area. The odors from the proposed Marine Transfer Station and the
garbage trucks cannot reasonably be controlled and will degrade the enjoyment of the parks,
open spaces and other cultural resources, such as Gracie Mansion, not to mention the homes of
the many residents in the neighborhood. Background noise in the neighborhood is already high.
The operation of the plant equipment and the trucks will make it significantly worse. The
accumulation of diesel emissions from idling trucks, together with the effects of increased rat
and vermin populations, will degrade public health.

The increase in trash truck trips will worsen an already complicated traffic situation.
Waste will be delivered six days per week throughout the day by trucks traveling on local streets
and directly through Asphalt Green. It will be impossible to determine how long it will take for
those trucks to unload and exit, and how long they will have to wait in line on the ramp that runs
through Asphalt Green and along York Avenue. The trucks will compete for space with two
bus lines, school buses, delivery trucks, local auto traffic, traffic exiting and entering the FDR
drive, and pedestrians, especially parents with children, senior citizens, and people with
disabilities.

NY\927523 1



Assistant Commissloner Harry Szarpanskl
Juty 6, 2004
Page 2

LATHAMaWATKINSur

The DOS is not proposing to study alternative methods or alternative Marine Transfer
Station sites in the EIS. The study does not include a cost-benefit analysis of the proposed
Marine Transfer Station conversion plan, nor does it include an analysis of the impact of the
proposed operations of the Marine Transfer Station on navigation and other traffic in the East
River. These are just a few of the many factors that cause me to conclude that we must all
strongly oppose the proposed East 91* Street Marine Transfer Station. I am prepared to dedicate
whatever amount of time and money is necessary to defeat this misguided proposal.

NY\§27523 |



Terry Davis
180 East End Avenue
New York,N.Y. 10128

July 1,2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of N.Y Department of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street - 12th Floor

New York City 10004

Dear Sir,

| sincerely hope you will be listening to the people who populate

the neighborhood which will be dreadfully affected if the Garbage
Collection Depot is rebuilt. Many of the residents consider

Carl Schurtz their country home, their respite from all the cement,
skyscrapers, cold grey hues that surround New Yorkers every single
day. Asphalt Green whether uitilized personally as an gym or simply
to spend a few moments watching over a wonderful sunfilled field
filled with children of all sizes and ethnic origins, play and grow
healthy together.

I paint views of the park, its wonderful gardens, the triboro bridge

the daily walkers with their varied dogs. lis a part of living in this city
treasure. Please do not destroy life, instead allow it to grow and prosper.
Assure that our precious piece of nature continues to nuture the

city bound New Yorkers. Do not take from us our source of oxygen,
without this piece of nature 10028 &10128 may die.

| Sincerely,

P »

¥

Terry Davis
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Laura Delano
530 East 90" St. # 4 H
New York, NY 10128
212-289-7287

June 28%, 2004
Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12t Floor
New York, New York 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

| am a native New Yorker and have recently become a homeowner
for the first time in my life. 1love my city and my new neighborhood,
Yorkville/the Upper East Side. | am vehemently opposed to the re-
opening of the Marine Transfer Station at 91¢* St. and appalled that you
are considering expanding this facility in order to handle commercial
waste as well as residential waste to the tune of 4,290 tons a day, 6
days a week, 24 hours a day. If you want to seriously harm the people of
this neighborhood and degrade the quality of life for so many New
Yorkers, you've come up with a sickeningly effective plan. Have you
taken a look at the density of residential buildings in close proximity to
this site? Many have been built since the MTS closed and more are in
development.

What | find very disturbing is that you seem to be ignoring the
presence of many parks in this area (Carl Schurz, Asphalt Green, Stanley
Isaacs, The recreation Pier at 107 St.) which provide respite and
recreation opportunities for residents of the area as well as many New
Yorkers and visitors. The garbage trucks will be driving up a ramp right
next to the playing fields of Asphalt Green, one of these recreation areas.
The smell of diesel fumes and waste will have an extremely deleterious
effect on all the parks of the area, not to mention the lungs of all the
children who will be playing in them.

This neighborhood is home to many who have found this area to be
more affordable than other parts of Manhattan, making it ideal for young



middle income families. The Stanley Isaacs and John Holmes Houses,
which overlook the site, are a haven to many lower income families and
there are also wealthy residents who call this neighborhood home. It is a
wonderfully mixed neighborhood but your plan would change that forever.

We all understand that we need to find new ways to deal with our
garbage but | have seen no evidence that you have investigated other
more appropriate sites for this plan or other more creative and long term
ways to solve the problem. The traffic on York Avenue is already
congested with 2 city bus lines, express buses, and entrances and exits
to the FDR. You are proposing to add over 60 garbage trucks, or even
more if the plan for commercial waste is put into effect, which would be
idling along York Avenue waiting to unload. This will cause serious
disruptions in service of the M86 and M31 buses and will be dangerous
for all the children who use Asphalt Green daily.

The increase in noise pollution, diesel fumes, rats, vermin and traffic
is insupportable. | know that Mayor Bloomberg has been waging a war on
noise pollution. | thank him for protecting us from Mister Softee’s jingle
but | entreat him and you to save us from the noise of garbage
processing and increased traffic of trucks. We are already dealing with
high emissions of both air and noise pollution from the FDR, helicopter
and river traffic. You would like us to have more? DO NOT OPEN THE
9157 STREET MTS.

Please help us to help you to find a better solution to this garbage
removal dilemma.

Sincerely,

Laura Delano



Ernest R DelMonico
525 E89th Street
New York NY 10128

July 7, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York NY 10004

Do Not Reopen the 91" Street MTS
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of the neighborhood in close proximity to the proposed 91% Street MTS. I
attempted to attend the Scoping Meeting but was not admitted because of the size of the
crowd.

There are many reasons why I feel that that the 91* Street MTS should not be reopened
but the primary reason is the health and safety of the young people who use the Asphalt
Green facility, Carl Schurz Park and the bicycle greenway.

I am a regular user of Asphalt Green and I believe that Asphalt Green in particular will be
negatively impacted if this facility is allowed to reopen. Young people use the indoor
and outdoor facility on a year-round basis. I cannot believe that parents will send
children to Asphalt Green if it is located in the path of diesel vehicles.

The Scoping Document does not account for the dense residential population of the
neighborhood. It also makes no mention of the negative impact on the Asphalt Green
facility. The plan to reopen the facility on 91% street should be abandoned in its entirety.
The facility should be located in an industrial area that is appropriate for this type of
operation.

Sifjcerely yours, .

A

Emest R. DelMonico



Thomas Donahue
520 East 86" Street, Apt 10B
New York, NY 10028

Tuly 2, 2004

Department of Sanitation

New SWMP Comments

c/o Ecology and Environment Inc.
90 Broadway, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

Re: Fast 91% Street Marine Transfer Station
Dear Sir or Madam:

T am writing to strongly object to the proposed reopening of the 91% Street MTS. [ do not
know whether your firn was responsible for the gross inaccuracies in the scoping
document, but that location simply does not meet the department of sanitations rules
regarding distance from playgrounds, parks and landmarks as well as effects on
employment and health.

Sincerely,

Thomas Donahue



445 Fast 86 Street
New York, NY 10028
July 7, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York, Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12" floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:
I am writing this letter to protest the re-opening and expansion of the East 91* Street
garbage station. As a resident of the Gracie Point community and a cancer survivor I am appalled

by this action.

If this occurs, the members of our community will show their disapproval by voting
anyone who participated in making this decision out of office.

Very truly yours,

W@”\ ¢ @w«/

(Mrs.) Margery E. Druss
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I wou?ld like to address the quality of life issues surrounding the proposal to bring back
the Marine Transfer Station to east 91% St. This building juts into the East river What
impac?;t will the use of this bt‘xii.ding, and presumably an even larger structure to be built,
have bn river traffic? How m:ch noise and visual pollution will be created on the river,
wherej: residential buildings about the esplanade? And what impact will it have on the

espla!hade, where people run, walk, take their dogs and their children?

The iémpact of residential and commercial garbage trucks lining up on York and First
Aveﬁues, idling , and spewing pollutants into the air, while the garbage roasts under the
sun a:nd perfumes the air, will be awful. Cockroaches and rats will proliferate in our
stree%s and homes.. The noise will be intolerable I would have thought that Mayor
Bloofmberg would be sensitive to this as he has announced an anti-noise campaign for the
city“; I guess what is good enough for the rest of the city to hope for is simply too good
for forkvillen

Whaft about Gracie Mansion? Even though this mayor does not live there, future mayors

wiiI‘.: It is an historie-building;-and would-be-just-feet-fromthe stationom the ‘water,

The ggarbage trucks will fight for space with the school buses, delivery trucks for the local

! . . .
businesses, and the city bus lines, not to mention the cars.

What will happen to the real estate value of every apartment in Yorkville? How far will
it gc:) down? Many of us have invested our life’s savings in our homes, and cannot afford

to see their value deteriorated.

How can anyone be so absurd as to propose such a development in an entirely residential

neighborhood, next to a city park?

Stuart Bisenkraft
525 East 86" St.
NY NY 10028
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Charles Emma - 530 East 90 Street June 28, 2004

MARINE TRANSFER STATION SCOPING DOCUMENT CRITIQUE

My name is Charles Emma and I have lived on 90" Street opposite the Asphalt Green
area for over 40 years. My remarks are divided into two parts My first comment is that
the design of the Scoping Study may inhibit development of a realistic measurement that
operation of the Marine Transfer Station will have on the community. My second
comment suggests that an alternate location exists that may be seen from the present 91%.
Street MTS' "

The proposed study outlines an imposing investigation into the basic decision that has
already been made to use the existing city facilities My remarks are limited to an
observation concerning the unit of measurement in the Study that is expressed as a "truck
load." This appears to be a rather gross measurement when the garbage is already
segregated into components and collected on different truck trips.

It would be reasonable to examine the characteristics of each of the components in the
stream of garbage. Then it would then be possible to determine the impact of each
category of garbage rather than use a "one size fits all" approach. Opportunities may be
detected that are masked when the parts are lumped together. This would appear to be
important in view of the inclusion of commercial garbage going to the MTS.

The garbage problem would then have the characteristics of an Operations Research
study. These studies frequently result in opportunities to choose from alternatives making
it possible to maximize a desirable result. The study could then investigate the garbage
components including;

Amount and rate of change over time

Frequerncy of collection

Destination

Salability and time/value changes

Effect of volume changes on building and equipment requirements
Impact of commercial garbage on all of the above.

O Lh b e B

My second comment is based on a ten-minute drive I recently took from 90™ St. to the
Triborourgh Bridge. | drove down the ramp, located just past the tollbooths, onto the
combined Randall and Wards islands. A few minutes later, south of the closed
Psychiatric Hospital, T stopped alongside the East River. I stood there on the shore and
looked directly across the river at the 91* St. MTS that is about a mile away. On the way
back to the bridge ramp I passed a large Fire Department training facility and a New
York City Department of Sanitation Water Treatment Plant. Perhaps this area should be
seriously investigated to see if it could also include a replacement for the 91% Street
Marine Transfer Station.



CHARLES KING EMMA, INC.
530 East 90 Street-New York, NY 10128

July 1, 2004
Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12" Floor
New York, N.Y. 10004

Dear Commissioner;

Attached is a copy of remarks that I made during the June 28, 2004 meeting regarding the
Marine Transfer Station at 91% street. I have added some additional comments below.

I believe that I was the only speaker to suggest a specific alternate site for the MTS. T am
sure that there are political, economic, turf and other factors inhibiting any effort to locate
a MTS on Wards Island. However, in addition to all the comments that you heard during
the meeting regarding why MTS should not be located on 91% street, I believe I heard
you give the one reason that is the most compelling. I recall hearing that the current
planning is to accommodate the city garbage requirements for only twenty (20) years. I
find that to be an astonishingly short planning period to respond to a requirement that will
remain far into the distant future

Normal engineering practice, barring special circumstances, would require a longer
planning period for such a facility. Rebuilding the landlocked MTS on 91* street would
not even be considered in long range planning. The present location of the Water
Treatment Plant on Wards Island indicates that this island location has been included in
past Sanitation Department long-range thinking. A properly planned investment in the
island location now, could be readily changed to respond to New York City's future
requirements.

The fact that the north end of the combined Randall/Wards Island is parkland suggests an
idea. The Park Dept. might be interested in swapping some of their concerns regarding
any future development on Wards Island for a trade for the current 91 Street MTS
facility. The Asphalt Green Park would then have the potential to develop into a complete
waterfront complex that would benefit the city far beyond any future possibilities for use
as a Marine Transfer Station. Qutside of the box, - of course!

Your design mandate obviously did not include an opportunity to take this approach I do
hope however, that this suggestion could be carried further, to sincerely explore the long-
term benefits that could accrue to the city while avoiding a potential disaster on 91™ street
and the entire Gracie Point neighborhood.

Singcerely,

P
Charles Emma



Ms. Winifred J. Farkas
1725 York Avenue, #2098
New York, N.Y. 10128-7813
Assistant Commissioner Harry Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-12th Floor
New York, N.Y. 10004

July 5, 2004

Dear Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski :

I am writing to adamantly oppose the retrofitting and reopening of the 91st St. garbage plant (Marine Transfer
Station). It is of great concern that such an activity might once again be placed within a residential community
and more specifically located in an area abutling/transversing playgrounds and recreational areas for children
and adults. The development of the Asphalt Green and Murphy Center were truly a gift to the city. Their
programs have, and continue to benefit thousands of individuals of all ages, across race, and socioeconomic
lines. It s among the few remaining oases of green. | have lived in this neighborhood for some 30 years and
seen how this complex has enhanced the area. | also vividly remember the terribly detrimental effect on the
neighborhood caused by the queuing of and the stench of the sanitation trucks lined up along York Avenue
when the East 91st Marine Transfer Station was last in use. (and that was on a substantially smaller scale than
currently proposed.) Children wait for school buses and enjoy summer camp, year round sports, and other
recreation in this immediate area. Handicapped individuals receive services within the complex. It is
unforgivable that you would support the destruction of the quality of life and breath that has been established in
what has traditionally been the Mayor's neighborhood.{Gracie Mansion)

An exparsion of the Asphalt Green's health and fitness programs would be a more appropriate use of the site.
Successful programs such as this should be encouraged and heralded, not punished with this kind of
disregard. A possible Olympic venue would be a more desirable and exciting possibility for the site. It could
then be incorporated info the recreational area already existing and enhance the waterfront in a truly
spectacular setting. | urge you 1o reconsider the wisdom of this site for garbage processing and continue to
pursue alternative sites away from residential and recreational areas which have been enlivening and
contributing to the health and vitality of this great city.

Having attended many of the community meetings on this issue as well as the recent public scoping meeting
regarding the Drait Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed MTS, | am reassured that my views are
shared by many public officials and fellow citizens. The many concerns raised, including the legal issues, the
health and safety issues, the logistical and traffic and design issues must be addressed. The apparent
discrepancy in the proposed capacity of the plant and the proposed use seems misleading if not outright
dishonest. The lack of regard for the many schools, services, businesses and residents "overlooked" inthe
"map" being considered is an insult. The possible use for this plant to incorporate commercial as well as
residential garbage is not being spoken of in a clear and forthright way and considered together in the
environmental impact. This community demands and deserves specific answers 1o their many concems.
{Some 80 speakers raised many points that must be addressed at the DOS meeting on June 28, 2004) Forthe
city to have fostered the growth and development of this neighborhood and its many outreaching services and
shared pride In that success to turn around and propose to destroy the very character that has been created
and jeopardize the heaith of those who live, work and benefit from what has been created here Is shameful.
Further the scheduling for community input during the summer a time that many are away on vacation has not
been overiooked by the community as a further disregard for those most impacted.

Respectiully submitted,

L) ﬁzed?an/cw&

Winifred J. Farka



Barbara Jane Feinberg
535 East 86™ Streer
New York, New York 10028-7533

June 28, 2004

I have vivid olfactory and auditory memories of summers in the mid 1990s when I
walked six blocks along York Avenue, past a line of dirty-white, idling sanitation trucks
to get to classes at the Asphalt Green. Studio 2 at the Green should have provided relief
for my overburdened nose and ears, but the air conditioning did not always work so we
had to rely on open windows, (an option no longer available to gym members.) Those
windows faced the Marine Transfer Station. Need I say more?

It takes little imagination to anticipate the consequences of reopening the station
now. (And, if it is so vital to garbage removal, why was it closed in the first place???) As
in the past, there are cars trying to access the East River Drive or making their way down
Yotk from the 96™ Street exit of the Drive. Today, however, the neighborhood also has
acquired cumbersome articulated buses for the M31 and M86 routes turning into 92™
Street from York Avenue. In addition, the area also hosts school buses that bring and
wait for groups of minority children who take swimming lessons at the Aqua Center, a
part of the Asphalt Green complex. (I have seen the youngsters joyfully taking their
lessons as I take mine in the pool). Do we really need sanitation trucks lining York
Avenue too? What congestion! What polluting exhaust? What noise? What odors on a
hot summer day?

- Children and their caregivers now frequent a playground in front of the gym.
They also populate the Astroturf field of Asphalt Green that borders one side of the
driveway to the MTS. They take part in a summer Day Camp, or weekend games for
Little League teams, or afterschool weekday team practices and games. Do these children
need to be exposed to garbage odors, additional truck exhaust, and the possibility of
vermin? Do the folks in neighboring high rises and projects need to be exposed to this
either?

The bushes in front of the Astroturf field from 90" to 91% Streets, facing York
Avenue, have had to be removed and the surrounding soil poisoned as rat control
measures. The surviving but unwelcome rats will greet the reopening of the MTS by
going forth and multiplying as quickly as possible. It’s a pity the creatures cannot vote!
The Mayor and City Council would certainly have their support, but unless this
Sanitation plan is stopped and dropped, they can no longer count on ours.

Perhaps, some student of sanitation can come up with 2 compromise which aflows
garbage to be bagged and containerized for ingress and egress to the MTS by water for
further treatment; however, open garbage in trucks, lined up along city streets to await
processing is simply unacceptable. There are many more reasons why this is so, but

others will present them to you.
Bbq Aine %fWW
Aprbu'eq - f



1725 York Avenue
New York, New York 10128
June 18, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harrey Szarpanski
44 Beaver Street--12th floor

City of New York Department of Sanitation
New York, New York 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpinski:
i s
Please consider theftraffic problems that will arise if the
Transfer Station at East 915t. re-opens.

We have lived at our current address for 28 years and
know what it is like to have long lines of sanitation trucks on
York Avenue waiting to unload garbage. This went on daily and
caused traffic jams and very smelly streets, summer, winter,
spring , and fall. The traffic jams in the past will be nothing
compared to what will happen now that there are more build-
ings in the area and subsequently many more cars and residents.
The buses on York Avenue are double buses and would
definitely have difficulty with the sanition trucks and cars,
trying to get through.

In addition to the above mentioned reasons, adults and
children trying to cross the street to get to Asphalt Green will
constantly be confronted by these large trucks and the traffic
jams. The hazard of getting across the street will be substantial.
The unhealthy odors and the traffic are certainly not good for
the children .

We again ask you to consider these reasons for not
re-opening the East 91St. Transfer Station:

Horrific traffic jams
Unhealthy odors



Danger to children crossing streets.
Danger to adults and children going to Asphalt Green
School buses going to Asphalt Green meeting traffic

\/2 truly yours,
O N

! 7 % PN /&7&/ @C/@/
Mr. and Mrs. Paul Finkel
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DR. and MRS. NORMAN FLEISCHER
1725 YORK AVENUE, APT. 35B
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 101238

June 28, 2004
To Whoth It May Concern:

The compelling objection to the E. 91% Street Garbage Marine Transfer Station relates to its
proximity to a heavily utilized play and sports arena popularized by organized activities for
school children A second concern relates to the high density of apartments, whose value will be
adversely affected and the quality of life of their residents will be lessened. Thus, it is
understandable that residents of our neighborhood collectively object to the reopening of the 91
Street Transfer Garbage Transfer Station. “Not in my backyard” is the typical cry. Yet, the city
needs such facilities to deal with the needs of the larger community. Thus, a policy that more
approximates fairess should be the goal to be sought. Our view is that all such facilities should
be located proximate to areas of commercial development, where the impact on quality of life,
real estate value and neighborhood safety will be less. Areas along the East River and Hudson
River which harbor commercial property would be less adversely affected. Many such areas
currently exist and there would be fewer objections to placement of a facility in these areas.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
Sincerely,

o L oo,

Eva and Norman Fleischer



To Whom [t May Concern:
The Asphalt Green is my playground.

It isithe place where I fielded my first ground ball, made my first football catch, and met
my former idol Roger Clemens while taking a much-needed break from studying for a
history test.

It was the location of my 7™ birthday party, the place where I learned to kick a soccer
ball, and the field on which I have run countless number of laps and miles.

Butidespite all of these fond memories, up until the age of 13, my experience at the
Asphalt Green was marred by an unbearable stench and disruptive noise. These
unpleasant factors were, of course, caused by the unfortunate location of the garbage
transfer station adjacent {0 my very own playground.

I recall how I rejoiced when I learned of the city’s decision to shut down the transfer
station. From that point on, | have been able to enjoy my de facto backyard without the
unsettling disturbance of a barrage of garbage trucks.

And now, with the potential return of this transfer station, I am deeply concemed. I am
worried about the scores of others who will have their playground experience
compromised by the troubling effects of this transfer station.

I bope that the city will come to the right decision and not re-open this transfer station in
a location where so many children wili be adversely impacted.

Sincerely,

Greg Geronemus
Resijdexlt of 1725 York Avenue
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Roy G. Geronemus, M.D.
1725 York Avenue, Apt 21B
New York, New York 10128

(212) 996-2863

July 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

Via Facsimile Transmission: (212) 269-0788
Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

I am writing to you wearing three hats. | am a Clinical Professor at the New York
University Medical Center, a resident of 1725 York Avenue which Is adjacent to the
proposed Marine Transfer Station at 91 Street, and | am a parent of children ufilizing the
Asphalt Green as their ouidoor playground. In all of these capacities | oppose the
reopening of the 91" Street Marine Transfer Station.

My specific concerns relate 1o the medical consequences of reopening the Marine
Transfer Stafion. As a resident of the neighborhood, | am well aware of the thousands of
children which utiize the Asphait Green as its outdoor playground and the demographics
of the community which include families with young children and adults with multiple
chronic finesses, particularly those in the Stanley lsaacs residential comm unity and
freatment center across the street from the proposed site.

I'would like to bring to your attention the rultiple articles in the literalure, many of
which have been generated from academic medical centers within New York City. These
studies provide compelling evidence of the potential harmful effect that will occur as o
consequence of the reopening of the Marine Transfer Station at 91 Street,

Let us begin with the effect of the aromatic hydrocarbons and phthalates to the
unborn fetus. Two recent articles have been published demonstrating the potential
darmnage to the unborn child with an increased incidence of miscariage ond birth defects
amongst those mothers exposed fo the aromatic hydrocarbons as well as phthalates.
These two studies were performed right here in New York City. There is no doubt despite the
scoping report that has been published by the Sanitation department, an increased
exposure to hydrocarbons and phthalates will be present with the increase in the number
ofidling sanitation trucks within this residential community. Those exposed are pregnant
mothers taking their young children to the Asphalt Green as a recreational facility and
those mothers walking their children to the multiple bus stops within the community
awaiting pick-up for school and for the use of public fransportation. 1234
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The commerical waste study report published by the Department of Sanitation
indicafes that there will not be asignificant increase in particulate matter, carbon

conclusion that the ambient air qudality would not be adversely effecied.

York where there is increased exposure fo poliutants and other environmental conditions.

In fact, in the Columbia arficle regarding the public health parinership tackiing
neighborhood terror, one of the authors state that the "major outdoor threat is diesel

the way, these small parficulanis from outdoor sources readily penetrate indoors."" in the
study reporfed in the arficle "Childhood asthma epidemic reported™, it is noted that in
certain areas of New York City there Is an asthma prevalence of 25.5%, which has been
attributed to a number of environmental factors in New York City including diesel frucks
and busses producing high amblent concentration of diesel parficles and other pollutgnis.

Completely ignored in the report from the Department of Sanitation is the role of
vermin as potential allergens which can also lead fo disease. Amongst the vermin that
have been reported to be sources of allergens include cockroaches, mice and rafs. i s
indisputable that with an increased capacity the Marine Stafion Utilizing its facility on
reguiar basis, there will be an increased concentration of vermin that produce agllergen
which has subsequently been reported to be the source of allergens leading to asthma,
bronchitis. and chronic pulmonary disease in children and adulls, not to mention the
aforementioned issues with pesticides. @
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LAW OFFICES 200 THIRD AVENUE
QOF NEW YORK NY 10022-4728

ARTHUR GERWIN TEL: 1212) 486-0543

FAX: {212} 4861378

July 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor
New York, New York 10004

RE: THE 91° STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

| am a resident of 520 East 90™ Street, an apartment building located less than
one block from 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91 Street transfer station will
significantly threaten the health and safety of all who live here. The scoping Document
stated that residential and commercial garbage will be trucked through our neighborhood
six days a week, at all hours and directly through Asphalt Green, a city park used by
thousands of children from all areas of the city each year. The document does not
address the significant health and safety concerns of thousands of neighborhood
residents who use the Asphalt Green.

Public safety is also very much at stake. The 91% 8t. entrance ramp to the MTS
cuts directly in the midst of Asphalt Green's swimming poo! facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians — young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge buses and commuter traffic en route 1o, or coming off, the FDR
Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian facilities are fairly common in this area.
The large number of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare — most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood; the significantly increased fraffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city's most vital
residential neighborhoods.

incerely

—
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M. Felice Ghilardi, MD
1725 York Avenue #7B, New York, NY, 10128
mg;’g@cofumﬁfa,ecfu 212 369-6598

New York, July 9", 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street * 12th Floor

New York. NY 10004

Fax (212) 269-0788

] am writing to express my strongest opposition to the proposed E. 91st St Mafine
Transfer Station. A facility such as this would create too many health hazards fpr any
residential neighborhood.

Specifically, rebuilding and expanding the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer Stationf wil)
degrade air quality in the neighborhood, not for just the residents, but also for the
thousands of children who come to Asphalt Green from other neighborhoods, including
minority neighborhoods.

I
Waste will be delivered at least six days per week throughout the day by trucks
traveling on local streets and directly through Asphalt Green, a city park.
The scope does not include a detailed design of the proposed facility. This makes it
difficult, if not impossible, to determine how long it will take for trucks to unioad and
exit and how long they will have to wait in line on the ramp that runs through Asphalt
Green and along York Avenue. Pew years ago, we experienced the noise, the traffic, the
confusion and the pollution of such situation, which made life very difficult and
dangerous in this neighborhood.

As we previously experienced, the odors from the proposed Marine Transfer Station and
the garbage trucks cannot reasonably be controlled. This will degrade the enjoyjnent of
the parks, open spaces and other cultural resources, including Gracie Mansion, pot to
raention all the homes of the many residents in the neighborhood. :

Background noise in the neighborhood is already high. In addition to backgrouhd noise,
everyday we experience Jong periods of loud chaos (including continuous honking and
Joud cursing) because ejther of garbage collection or cars stuck on 91" street between
First and York. The operation of the plant equipment and the trucks will make
significantly worse this already chaotic situation. -

Indeed, the increase in trash truck trips will worsen an already complicated traffic
situation, as the trucks compete for space with two bus lines, school buses, deliyery
trucks, local auto traffic, traffic exiting and entering the FDR drive, and pedestrjans,
especially parents with children, senior citizens, and people with disabilities. Ofher
major health hazard for the local population includes the accumulation of dies
emissions from idling trucks, together with the effects of increased rat and verrhin
populations. '
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The Department of Sanitation’s plan for conversion of the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer
Station proposes delivering 1,190 tons per day of residential waste. However, the
Department of Sanitation proposes construction of a facility with a capacity of 4,290 tons
per day. Why building a facility with a capacity that so far exceeds the proposed
tonnage? o .
Furthermore, the Department of Sanitation is conducting a separate study for using the
E. 91 St. MTS for commercial waste disposal, in addition to residential waste. Whatis

the Depastment of Sanitation planning?

Why the Department of Sanitation does not propose to study alternative methods or
alternative Marine Transfer Station sites in the EIS?
It also inconceivable that the scope does not include a cost-benefit analysis of thE{
proposed Marine Transfer Station conversion plan.
In addition, the scope does not include an analysis of the impact of the proposed
operations of the Marine Transfer Station on navigation and other traffic in the Hast
River.

Indeed, the rebuilding and expanding the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer Station ill
have a really negative environmental impact and degrade the quality of living in this
densely populated residential neighborhood. The population at stake includes children,
senior citizens, people with disabilities, significant minority community at Stanlgy Isaacs
and John Holmes Houses, and everybody coming to Asphalt Green, and the parks.

For these reasons, we ask this administration to reconsider entixely the plan to rébuild
and expand the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer Station. '

Sii/ncerely -

B3
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Peter V. Fleming, MLD.

1725 Yoik Avenue, Suite 20 H
895t &York Ave.

New Yorlg, NY 10128-7811

July 7, 2004

Harry Szarpanski, Assistant Commissioner
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver St 12 Floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

I am very concerned about your plans of reopening the 91 Street Marine Transfer
Station. 1 lived in this area when the transfer station was opened. The trucks used to line
up for many blocks to dump their garbage. It made the neighborhood look like a
sanitation truck depot. The trucks were double parked and idling, obstructing traffic and
creating pollution, The noise was awful. One could not sleep late, if one was il or
otherwise. If you build this transfer station, children inthe park won’t be able to hear
each other, or their mothers, due to the noise. Would you want your children playing in a
park where the sounds were overwhelmingly those of the garbage trucks? Visitors to my
building were shocked to see such a large assembly of malodorous, grubby trucks across
the street. They used to tell me that they thought that [ lived in a lovely residential
neighborhood and not in an industrial zone.

The quality of life decreases considerably. How are the children going to play when they
can’t breath from the fumes? How is one supposed to enjoy a leisurely Sunday morning
when the trucks are making a racket? How would you feel if you gagged from the smells
whenever you walked out into your neighborhood, especially on a summer day?

PLEASE reconsider the reopening of this facility
Thank you,

7y ﬁ?%

Peter Fleming



Remarks Of
Neal Flomenbaum, MD
For
June 28, 2604

Department Of Sanitation
Solid Waste Management Meeting

. My name is Neal Flomenbaunt, MD and T am the Bmergency Physician-In-Chief
at New York Presbyterian’s Weill Comell Medical Center at York Avenue and 68"
Street. T am also a Medical Toxicologist and co-author of one of the standard reference
medical textbooks on Poisons and Overdoses. Last but not least, I am a resident of East
End Avenue and 90™ Street and a father of small children who play at the Murphy Center
and at Carl Schurz park.

- 1 have come this evening to express miy cOncerns over the potentially serious
adverse health effects that the DSNY SWMP will have on the health and safety of the
many children and adults who use the Asphalt Green and those who live near the 91*
Street Marine Transfer Station.

~ Over the past 25 years, it has been a great joy for me to observe the constant
activities at the Murphy Center’s outdoor basketball courts, athletic field and jogging
track involving all children and young adults from the neighborhood, black and white,
hispanic and asian, rich and poor. I cannot express how truly satisfying it has been to
obsérve this “Melting Pot Within A Melting Pot” In 25 years, I have never observed a
group of such diverse multi ethnic people get along together so well. But over that same
time, I have also watched with great concern the endless lines of garbage trucks daily
along York Avenue exposing everyone to garbage and diesel exhaust fumes as they idled
and then meandered their way steadily up York Avenue and then across the elevated
ramp above the Asphalt Green track and field as well as the joggers along the East River.
[ have also watched with alarm the many rats around 91%, 90™ and 89" Streets attracted to
and fed by the M.T.S., then scurrying through the neighborhood with the diseases they
carry every time some movement or equipment at the M.T.S. disrupted their activities at
the 'site. 1 am also concerned about the rat poison spread through the neighborhood to
control the problem.

I anxiously await the final scoping documents and health analysis that DOS has
promised but not yet delivered for public scrutiny. But I take no comfort from assurances
that there will be only “An Acceptable Level Of Adverse Affects” on the health of my
children and my neighbors’ children. I have heard similar assurances before, examined
those exposed to such conditions afterwards, and I can tell you now that they were false
assurances. 1 am thinking of 1 specific, but horrific example: What we were told about
the air quality from the September 11, 2001 W.T.C. Disaster and what we know now are
very different. 1 am not saying that the nature of the exposure, or the type of material that




ELAINE R. FRIEDMAN
525 Bast 89™ Street, Apt. 6A
New York, New York 10128

June 28, 2004
Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12 Floor
New York, New York 10004

RE: Letter in Opposition to the
Reopening of the East 91% Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

On Sunday, June 20, 2004, my six-year-old son and I were enjoying one of our
many bike rides along the Greenway, which runs right next to the MIS and through Carl
Shurz Park. My son became worried, as he always does when we approach the transfer
station. Even a six-year-old can articulate the many problems: “Momimy, how are we
voing to ride our bikes here if there is a bad garbage smell? How is the garbage dump
going to work: the river is not wide enough for garbage barges and the ferries? How are
all the garbage trucks going to fit on that small ramp over the FDR? Where are all the
children going to play if the air smells bad in the park and at Asphalt Green?”

We are longtime neighborhood residents. In addition to our son, we have a two-
year-old daughter. With the prospect of the transfer station reopening, I have my own
worries. T worry that the air quality in our neighborhood will be degraded not just by
putrid smells, but with exhaust fumes, chemical pollutants and other allergens that will
make us all sick. [ worry about my children’s safety, and the safety of all children and
other pedestrians as York Avenue will become clogged not just with huge, articulated
city buses but also with hundreds of idling garbage trucks. I worry that we will be unable
to sleep——and, as a result, my children will be unable to concentrate in school—because
of the noise from transfer station operations and the garbage trucks. I worry that the
transfer station will completely destroy my family’s quality of life and the lives of over
300,000 area residents—inchuding thousands of children and the elderly.

The Department of Sanitation and Mayor Bloomberg need to understand
that East 91* Strect is the worst possible location for the type of facility
contemplated by the Scoping Document or any facility that processes waste. This is a
vital residential néighborhood, not an industrial or commercial area. Reopening the East
91% Street MTS presents a significant threat to the children, the families and the elderly
of Yorkville: the lives and health of real New Yorkers WILL be harmed.

Respectfully yours,

Elaine R. Friedman



GARY D. FRIEDMAN
525 Last 89™ Street, Apt. 6A
New York, New York 10128

June 28, 2004
Assistant Commissioner Haity Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor
New York, New York 10004

RE: Opposing the
Reopening of the East 91¥ Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I would invite you, the Departinent of Sanitation and Mayor Bloomberg to
take a stroll through the neighborhood that surrounds the East 91% Street MTS. It will
become immediately apparent why the MTS should not be reopened: this is a residential
neighborhood where hundreds of thousands of families—including my own children—
live and play. Tens of'thousands of residents citywide use the sports and other facilities at
Asphalt Green (indeed, if you visited Asphalt Green during the summer, you would find a
spirited and well-run day camp that hundreds of children attend; throughout the fall and
spring months, children from the city’s public and private scheols use the fields for their
team sports practices and games). In any season, nearby Carl Schwrz Park is filled with
children. My own children enjoy sledding there in the winter, biking in the fall and
spring, and playing there whenevm the weather permlt‘s

destroy-—this neichborhood for ch]}drerz I can’t unagme my children (01 an y other
children) happily playing outside with an assaultive stench in the air or in parks filled
with rats and other vermin, breathing air polluted with the exhaust from gar bage trucks
and Jiving with the constant noise from garbage trucks and MTS operations. The
consequences to the childrens’ physical health and emotional well-being—as well as all
ares residenis—-will he c,;m-n fie "11?.', ““i“l?"!ﬂ'ed

This facility is truly wrong Ior this neighborhood, and any plan to reopen
it represents the absolute worst in urban politics and bureaueratic short-sightedness. It
wouid be an absolute shame for this or any City administration to reopen the East 91
Street MTS. The plan should be shandoned mmediately, and real solutions for garbag
disposal { mcludma allernalive locations and methods of disposal) should be properly dnd
appropriaiely investigated.

Very truly YOUIb

Gary %;edman

T



July 8, 04

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver St 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station on EAST 91°" STREET
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 am 8 years old. I live in the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. I play in Carl
Schurz Park where I ride my bike, play on the playground or walk my dog. Tam on the
gymnastics team at Asphalt Green, and use the field and playground there as well. 1also
go to school at Chapin on EEA. Ireally love my neighborhood.

It makes me sad to think the Sanitation Department wanis to reopen the Transfer Station.
Where will we go to play outside now? Who will want to play in the parks when the air
stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from the garbage trucks. The parks will be infested
with rats if the transfer station reopens and will not be safe anymore. The traffic on York
ave. will be so noisy from the sanitation trucks that I will not be able to get any
homework done and will also make crossing the street to get to gymnastics practice and
school much more dangerous.

PLEASE DO NOT REOPEN THE TRANSFER STATION.

Sincerely,

Gan Geffen]

Erin Gaffaney
520 E 90" St #4C
New York, NY 10128



July 8, 04

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver St 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station on EAST 91°" STREET
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

] am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one block
from the 91* Street MTS. Reopening the station will be a disaster for our neighborhood
and threaten the health and safety of all who live here. The Scoping document states that
residential and commercial garbage will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a
week, at all hours, directly through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of
families from all areas of the city each year. The document does NOT address the
significant health and safety issues regarding the reopening of the Transfer Station.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91 St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts directly
in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and its Astroturf field. Besides
exposing thousands of children and others who use these facilities to the stench and the
exhaust from the garbage trucks lined up directly in front of the playground and ball field,
the garbage trucks and resulting traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians,
young and oid alike.

Traffic on York Ave. is currently extremely heavy because of the huge articulated buses
and commuter traffic en route to or coming from the FDR. Already traffic accidents and
pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this area. The hordes of garbage trucks will
only make an already untenable situation a nightmare-most especially for those who live
and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential population
of this neighborhood; the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen and
important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the many
thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital residential
neighborhoods.

Sincergly,

M&m@ &> e
Kristine Gaffaney
520 E 90" St #4C

New York, NY 10128



July 8, 04

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation
44 Beaver St 12" Floor

‘New York, NY 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station on EAST 915" STREET
Dear Mr. Szarpanski;

I am 11 years old. Ilive in the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. I play in Carl
Schurz Park where I ride my bike, play on the playground or walk my dog. Iam onthe
swim team at Asphalt Green, and use the field and playground there as well. Talso go to
school at Chapin on EEA. 1really love my neighborhood.

It makes me sad to think the Sanitation Department wants to reopen the Transfer Station.
Where will we go to play outside now? Who will want to play in the parks when the air
stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from the garbage trucks. The parks will be infested
with rats if the transfer station reopens and will not be safe anymore. The traffic on York
ave. will be so noisy from the sanitation trucks that I will not be able to get any
homework done and will also make crossing the stréet to get to swim practice and school
much more dangerous.

PLEASE DO NOT REOPEN THE TRANSFER STATION,

Sincerely,

Jauren Coofganty
Lauren Gaffaney

520 E 90" St #4C

New York, NY 10128
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S = Ck lora |!nc : 1661 York Avenue
) A cmF S T : New York; NY 10128

: ‘ ' (212)410-0303

Fax (212) 410-2424

July 5, 2004

Assistant Commasssoner Harry Szarpansk;
City of New York .

Department of Sansta’uou

44 Beaver Street - 12® Fioor

New York, NY 10604

Via Fax (212-269-0788)

Daar Mr. smwahsgl: e
We are writing to voice ouf o'p;posiﬁ()n to the proposed East 91* Street Marine Transfer Station.

As anyone who hved through the prior parade of garbage trucks down York Avente on a daily basis
can tell you, the- oparation of the facility-led in the past and would lead in the future to a substanfial and
mappropnate 1mpasrment of the quahty of life’in this neightiorhood

From the noise and smell of the tmcks to the trash strewn on the street 10 the vermin generated by this
pmc:ess to the ‘exténsive’ blockage” of ‘traffic, the reopening of “this faciity would result in an
enwmnmantal d:saster fof the neighborhood.

The resdentsai nature of the nmghborhood sumounding the facility is quite in contrast to the industrial
nature of the ne:ghbomood when it was first built. There is no place for a garbage facility in the middle
ofa densely popufafed area of apartrnent buﬁdmgs smaller homes, parks and recreational facilifies.

If the current rmayor;lived at Gracle Mansion, you would never be proposing the reopening of this
facility.” And, it appears most Ilkely thdl the officials with decision-making capacity in this matter do not
live in this nesghborhood eﬂher You would only recommend and approve such a facility if you did not
illve near it

We request that You dnsdose ihe home address of each official who has any involvement in the
p!ann%ng and dacision- makmg process regard:ng this facility so thiat the public may batter understand
why the nghts of this nelghborhood s residents and businesses are bemg ignored.

We alsa request that a condmon to the opening of this facility is that the mayor be required to live at
Gracie Mansion, wEthln aasy reach of the facility..

Very truly yours,

déffzeyN Gaster
Chairman



Lenrdards b
1725 York Avenue, 3B
New York, New York 10128
June 25, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski

City of New York Department of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street—12" Floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

We are writing to protest the planned reopening and expansion of the East 91*
Street Garbage Marine Transfer Station. Putting such a facility in a residential
neighborhood, near Carl Shurz Park, near Asphalt Green/Astro Turf Field/Murphy
Center, and next to lovely Gracie Mansion is terribly inappropriate.

ASPHALT GREEN, ASTRO TURF FIELD, THE MURPHY CENTER

The proposed Garbage Marine Transfer Station is only a block from Asphalt
Green, which provides sports and fitness activities, many of them outdoors,
for over 42,000 New York City children each year. They in particular would be
adversely effected by its presence, We have lived at 90™ Street and York Avenue
for the past 17 years and we remember how it was when the facility was open
prior to 1999. It was smelly! Especially on warm summer days the garbage reeked.
It was polluting! It was noisy! There was traffic and the trucks were noisy! Often
there was a line of garbage trucks double-parked from 87" Street to 91* Street
along the east side of York Avenue, all with their engines running. There was
vermin--flies and rats!

Asphalt Green, Astro Turf Field and The Murphy Center provide activities
for public school children including low income children from EFast Harlem,
the South Bronx and Queens. On the Astro Turf Field there is an outdoor
summer day camp for 576 children; there are 3 competitive youth sports
teams with over 300 children participating; there are over 1,000 children’s
sports classes a year held there.

RESIDENTS, GRACIE'MANSION AND CARL SHURZ PARK
We would all be adversely affected by these same factors of smell, noise, traffic,
air pollution, vermin, etc.

Let’s work together to find an alternate location for the facility.

Sincerely,

ean and John Geater



STEPHEN L. SABBA, MDD
CLAUDINE GECEL, CFA
200 East End Avenue, No.6L
New York, New York 10128
Phone & Fax: (212) 496-1292

July 8, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver St, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Sir,

I am writing to strongly oppose the proposed E 91* Street Marine Transfer Station.
Whatever the merits or failings of the Dept. of Sanitation’s proposed plans to have waste
trucked to Marine Transfer Stations and transferred to barges, I believe that the site at E
91%Street is completely inappropriate for this use, given the residential neighborhoed.

1. Residential Neighberhood

The proposed site for the MT'S at 91* St is in the middie of a vibrant residential neighborhood
that contains a playing field used extensively for children and families (Asphalt Green), private
schools, Carl Shurz Park, Gracie Mansion (an historic landmark), residential co-0p,
condominium, rental and public housing, all within immediate/close proximity to this proposed
site. Not only is this a poorly chosen site, but, I believe that one would be hard-pressed to find a
worse site from a public health and welfare point of view, if one tried!

2. Asphalt Green

The proposed Marine Transfer Station (MTS) would sit immediately adjacent to Asphalt Green ~
the frequent site of children’s team soccer and Little League games, and the line of idling diesel
trucks awaiting discharge of their trash loads would actually surround this playing field on two
sides, spewing fumes for most of the day, six days a week. The ramp leading up to the MTS
actually hovers over the field. Next door is the Asphalt Green pool and recreation center, housing
one of the few Olympic-sized pools in the City.

3. Carl Shurz Park

On 90" Street, Carl Shurz Park begins. This major park is heavily used by neighborhood
families, dog walkers, sunbathers, and people just out for a stroll. The nearest other major park is
Central Park — 1 2 miles away (that’s right, eight long blocks).




4. Street Congestion

The area also contains one of the busiest on/of ramps to the FDR Drive, at East 96 St. Of note,
the ramp to the FDR Drive North actually starts at 92™ Street, and the M86 has to turn around
91% St to come up East End Avenue — this is already a busy couple of intersections. The presence
of dozens of trucks coming. going and idling will only serve to turn this spot into chaos.

5. Environmental Impact

The environmental impact has not been adequately addressed in the Draft Scoping Document;
many of the assumptions are not correct. The presence of so much trash and so many diesel
trucks will destroy the air quality in this residential neighborhood.

6. Gross Factual Errors in Draft Scoping Docnment

Of note, the Draft Scoping Document contains such gross factual errors in describing the
neighborhood (simple facts that could have been easily checked) that one wonders what other,
more technical, errors also exist. For example, on page 38 of 99, it states,

“There are no City, state or nationally designated landmarks or historic districts within a %-mile
radius of the site.”

Incredibly, this statement is categorically wrong on both counts. In fact, there are both
designated landmarks and an historic district well within % mile of the site.

1. Gracie Mansion, designated landmark -- East End Ave and 88" St.

2. Municipal Asphalt Plant (now the Asphalt Green Recreational Center), designated
landmark (it’s the largest parabolic cement building in the country) — East 90" St and
FDR Drive.

3. Henderson Place, historic district — East End Ave from 86™ St to 87" St.

Is this an example of the quality and depth of research of this Draft Scoping Document?

7. Interference with Ferry Service

I have no doubt that enormous barges will interfere with the passenger ferry service that
currently docks at the 90" St and FDR Drive ferry terminal. It is a great service that operates to
the baseball stadiums and up and down Manhattan Island.

8. Inappropriate Zoning 7
This is a residential area with NO industrial activity (Heriz Car Rental doesn’t count). The
supposed M2-2 zoning district is a farce. From The Draft Scoping Document, page 38 of 99,

“The MTS site is located within an M2-2 zoning district, which allows for moderate industrial
uses. This zoning district extends northward between the FDR Drive and the East River
waterfront.”

The only thing between the FDR Drive and the East River is a jogging path and some trees and
bushes -~ this “district” is not a real district at all ~ it is a tiny sliver of land that barely exists,
only to facilitate this inappropriate MTS. One wonders if this zoning was properly conducted.



Lastly, as someone who visits other cities, like Chicago, I have noticed that New York City is
one of the laggards when it comes to making good use of its waterside properties. How much
better would it be to convert the current structure at 91% St to an aguatic sports center, a mixed-
use pier, or a marina. Moreover, Asphalt Green, Gracie Mansion and Carl Shurz Park are unique
assets; why would anyone want to ruin them?

‘The proposed Marine Transfer Station at 91% St is simply a bad idea that would ruin a
vibrant, family-oriented New York residential neighborhood. The Draft Scoping Document

has serious errors and gaps that call into question ifs conclusions. The Department of
Sanitation needs to find a better solution.

Sincerely,

Stephen L. Sabba, MD

Claudine Gecel, CFA

c%ﬂ
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STEPHEN L. SABBA, MD
CLAUDINE GECEL, CFA
200 East End Avenue, No 6L
New York, New York 10128
Phone & Fax: (212) 496-1292

 July 8, 2004

~ Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver St, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Sir,

I am writing to strongly oppose the proposed E 91" Street Marine Transfer Station.
Whatever the merits or failings of the Dept. of Samitation’s proposed plans to have waste
trucked to Marine Transfer Stations and transferred to barges, I believe that the site at E
91*Street is completely inappropriate for this use, given the residential neighborhood.

1. Residential Neighborhood ‘

The proposed site for the MTS at 91% St is in the middle of a vibrant residential neighborhood
that contains a playing field used extensively for children and families (Asphalt Green), private
schools, Carl Shurz Park, Gracie Mansion (an historic’ landmark), residential co-op,
condominium, rental and public housing, all within immediate/close proximity to this proposed
site. Not only is this a poorly chosen site, but, I believe that one would be hard-pressed to find a
worse site from a public health and welfare point of view, if one ttied!

2. Asphalt Green

The proposed Marine Transfer Station (MTS) would sit immediately adjacent to Asphalt Green -
the frequent site of children’s team soccer and Little League games, and the line of idling diesel
trucks awaiting discharge of their trash loads would actually surround this playing field on two
sides, spewing fumes for most of the day, six days a week. The ramp leading up to the MTS
actually hovers over the field. Next door is the Asphalt Green pool and recreation center, housing
one of the few Olympic-sized pools in the City. ~

3. Carl Shurz Park

On 90% Street, Carl Shurz Park begins. This major park is heavily used by neighborhood
families, dog walkers, sunbathers, and people just out for a siroll The nearest other major park is
Central Park — 1 ¥ miles away (that’s right, eight long blocks).
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4. Street Congestion

The area also contains one of the busiest on/of ramps to the FDR Drive, at East 96™ St. Of note,
the ramp to the FDR Drive North actually starts at 97™ ‘Street, and the M86 has to turn around
91* St to come up East End Avenue — this is already a busy couple of intersections. The presence
of dozens of trucks coming. going and idling will only serve to fumn this spot into chaos.

5. Environmental kmpact

The environmental impact has not been adequately addressed in the Draft Scoping Document;

many of the assumptions are not correct. The presence of so much trash and so many diesel
" trucks will destroy the air quality in this residential neighborhood.

6. Gross Factual Errors in Draft Scoping Document

Of note, the Draft Scoping Document contains such gross factual errors in describing the
neighborhood (simple facts that could have been easily checked) that one wonders what other,
more technical, errors also exist. For example, on page 38 of 95, it states,

“There are no City, state or nationally designated landmarks or historic districts within a %:-mile
radius of the site.”

Incredibly, this statement is categorically wrong on both counts. In fact, there are both
designated landmarks and an historic district well within 2 mile of the site.

1. Gracie Mansion, designated landmark -- East End Ave and 88" St.

2. Municipal Asphalt Plant (now the Asphalt Green Recreational Center), designated
Jandmark (it’s the largest parabolic cement building in the country) — East 90" St and
FDR Drive.

3. Henderson Place, historic district — East End Ave from 86™ St to 87" St.

Is this an example of the quality and depth of research of this Draft Scoping Document?

7. Interference with Ferry Service

1 have no doubt that enormous barges will interfere with the passenger ferry service that
currently docks at the 90% St and FDR Drive ferry terminal. It is a great service that operates to
the baseball stadiums and up and down Manhattan Island.

8. Inappropriate Zoning , '
This is a residential area with NO industrial activity (Hertz Car Rental doesn’t count). The
supposed M2-2 zoning district is 2 farce. From The Draft Scoping Document, page 38 of 99,

“The MTS site is located within an M2-2 zoning district, which allows for moderate industrial
uses. This zoning district extends northward between the FDR Drive and the East River
waterfront.”

The only thing between the FDR Drive and the East River is a jogging path and some trees and
bushes — this “district” is not a real district at all — it is a tiny sliver of land that barely exists,
only 1o facilitate this inappropriate MTS. One wonders if this zoming was properly conducted.

4ub- leue L.
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~ Lastly, as someone who visits other cities, like Chicago, I have noticed that New York City is
one of the laggards when it comes to making good use of its waterside properties. How much

" better would it be to convert the current structure at 91% St to an aquatic sports center, a mixed-
use pier, or a marina. Moreover, Asphalt Green, Gracie Mansion and Carl Shurz Park are unique
assets; why would anyone want to ruin them?

The proposed Marine Transfer Station at 91" St is simply & bad idea that would ruin a
vibrant, family-oriented New York residential neighborhood. The Draft Scoping Document

has serious errors and gaps that call into question its conclusions. The Department of
Sanitation needs to find a better solution.

Sincerely,

Stephen L. Sabba, MD

agya

Claudine Gecel, CFA
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COMMENT SHEET

4l FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 91ST STREET. CONVERTED MARINE TRANSFER STATION
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‘ﬁ—" = o’
Address::)\\oo 2; ?/ [ ,d
15

Email:

|1 1 would like to be added to your mailing fist.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:

New SWMP Comments

c/o Ecology and Environment, Inc.
90 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July 9th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm

on July 11th, 2004. .
COMMENTS: ‘Q’i 'S not g“e,\L(/sz) Moy i
_;Q:_L}Qflv{z v chuldren t) b
oot A 1|
- e 7
| A OVS @, Y adorn  dha
b\mg@/mﬁ‘w\,{ condilyom s




Stephen & Francine Gilkenson
1725 York Avenue -- #4C
New York, NY 10128
212/348-4753

July 5, 2004

Henry Szarpanski

Assistant Commissioner

City of New York Degartment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10604

. Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

We a write to you concerning the evaluation now under way addressing the feasibility of reopening and
expanding the E. 91% Street Garbage Marine Transfer Station in Manhattan.

As residents living across the street from the proposed site, we are registering our strong cbjection to
the consideration of this site for such use. We have resided in this building since 1975 and well-
remember the prior limited use of this facility and its impact on the community at that time, when there
were fewer residential buildings and public recreational facilities (i.e., Asphalt Green) in the area.

The nature of this neighborhood has changed dramatically in intervening years. It is now home to many
young families. The re-opening of this facility would present serious public health and safety
hazards. For example, when this facility was used in the past, large garbage vehicles lined the nearby
streets, which are now used by scores of mothers as they make way with young children, many in
carriages or strollers, through the streets and to the parks bordering the proposed facility (used by
youngsters from various parts of the city).

We join with others in this community opposing this proposal for many sound reasons, including those
outlined below: We urge that all these reasons and objections be considered by your office and by others
involved in studying this proposal.

» A facility such as the E. 91st St. Marine Transfer Station will create too many hazards for any
residential neighborhood.

» The Department of Sanitation’s plan for conversion of the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer Station
proposes delivering 1,190 tons per day of residential waste. However, the DOS proposes construction of
a facility with a capacity of 4,290 tons per day. Question the purpose of building a facility with a capacity
that so far exceeds the proposed tonnage.

« The DOS is conducting a separate study for using the E. 91 S§t. MTS for commercial waste disposal, in
addition to residential waste. What are they planning?

+ Rebuilding and expanding the MTS will degrade air quality in the neighborhood, not for just the
residents, but also for the thousands of children who come to Asphalt Green from other neighborhoods
for recreation and school activities.. '

«  Waste will be delivered six days per week throughout the day by trucks traveling on local streets and
directly through Asphalt Green, a city park.



Henry Szarpanski , Assistant Commissioner
City of New York Department of Sanitation
Page 2

» The scope does not include a detailed design of the proposed facility, making it difficult, if not
impossible, to determine how long it will take for trucks to unload and exit and how long they will have
to wait in line on the ramp that runs through Asphalt Green and along York Avenue.

* The odors from the proposed MTS and the garbage trucks cannot reasonably be controlled and will
degrade the enjoyment of the parks, open spaces and other cultural resources, such as Gracie Mansion,
not to mention the homes of the many residents in the neighborhood.

» Background noise in the neighborhood is already high. The operation of the plant equipment and the
trucks will make it significantly worse.

+ The accumulation of diesel emissions from idling trucks, together with the effects of increased rat and
vermin populations, will degrade public health.

+ The increase in trash truck trips will worsen an already complicated traffic situation, as the trucks
compete for space with two bus lines, school buses, delivery trucks, local auto traffic, fraffic exiting and
entering the FDR drive, and pedestrians, especially parents with children,

senior citizens, and people with disabilities.

» The scope ignores the presence of a significant community at Stanley Isaacs and John Holmes Houses.

= The Department of Sanitation does not propose to study alternative methods or alteinative MTS sites
in the EIS.

» The scope does not include a cost-benefit analysis of the proposed MTS conversion plan.

» The scope does not include an analysis of the impact of the proposed operations of the MTS on
navigation and other traffic in the East River.

In sum, we reiterate our strong objective to this proposed venture and will join with others in all

reasonable and legal efforts to see that this proposal receive a fair and balanced review at all levels given
its adverse impact on our community.

Very truly yours,

Stephen D. Gilkefison : Francme B Gilkengo



July 6, 2004

New SWMP Comrments

C/0 Ecology and Environment Inc.
90 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

To Whorm It May Concern:

I am writing you to document my opposition to the Marine Transfer Station proposed for
135" Street. I am opposed to any additional diesel-poliuting facilities like the 135"
Street MTS entering this community because of the devastating impact that the many
facilities that are already here (6 out of 7 diesel bus depots, 2 sewage treatment plants,
and 4 sanitation truck depots) has had on the health of the residents in this community.

There is a stark disparity between the numbers of facilities in Northern Manhattan vs.
Downtown.

Moving garbage by water instead of on the roads is the better course of action, but the
health burden borne by Northern Manhattan is too great for us to play host to yet another
diesel-polluting facility — these facilities belong in Downtown Manhattan.

With respect to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), that will evaluate the
enviréniental impact of converting existing MTS’ (including the one on 135" Strect)
into a containerized facility from which containers of garbage would be barged for
disposal, please note the following:

¢ Because of the concentration of existing pollution facilities in our area,
pollution from the operation of the MTS, and the trucks bringing garbage to the
MTS should not be assessed in isolation, but rather cumulatively in the context
of already elevated levels of background pollution from other sources of
pollution in the area.

» Dept of Sanitation has determined that none of the 4 additional sites evaluated
in the Commercial Waste Study are suitable for export of garbage containers.
However, the 135%™ St. MTS’ would also not be suitable if Dept. of Sanitation
were to apply the same criteria used to disqualify the other four. The DEIS
must disclose the technical, legal and other parameters that led Dept. of
Sanitation to plan on using existing MTS’ only, and no other sites.

o Detailed drawings and descriptions of converted MTS’ should be included in
DEIS for public review. Features of the design that will contain and mitigate
noise and odors, as well as how truck queuing on local streets will be prevented
should also be clearly described.

e Odor impacts from the sanitation trucks, which were a problem at previous
levels of sanitation truck traffic, should also be evaluated at the anticipated
volumes of Dept of Sanitation managed trucks deliveries as well as the potential
truck deliveries.



o Worst-case scenarios of private waste hauler vehicle pollution should be
included in anticipated impacts from inclusion of commercial waste in the
stream handled by the MTS.

. The location to which the containerized garbage will be barged must be

determined and disclosed — the last thing anyone wants is containers of garbage
sitting on the Hudson River!

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

188 West 134 Street
New York, NY 10030
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June 30, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissionct Szarpanski:

I arrended the Scoping mecting at the New York Bloud Center ou Monday, Junc 28" The tescimony |
heard from civic officials and ordinary citizens — my neighbors — served to confirm my adamant
opposition to reopening the Marine Transfer Seation at East 91 Street. Locating a garbage

facility in the heart of New York City’s most densely populated neighborhood would be
deleterious to our community in every way.

Nor only would the 24/7 linc-up of DOS trucks — even with reduced emissions — spew noxious furmes
into the air, thus degrading our air quality and increasing the stressors especially to those afflicted with
or at risk for respiratory discases, bur the odors from the MTS facility and from these garbage-loaded
trucks would cause a severe deterioration in our overall quality of life. Vermin are another problem
inevirably broughe by pileups of garbage. Those of us who lived through this scenario before can
imagine the expanded effects of an expanded MTS faciliry.

Traffic on York Avenue is already congested due to two bus lines, delivery trucks, school buses, taxis,
cars and the proximity of the FDR Drive access at 917 Street. Adding dozens of DOS trucks 1o the
traffic flow would render this avenue totally unsafe for pedestrians. The corner of 86® and York is
already the site of numerous accidents.

1 am deeply tronibled by the fact thar the Diaft Scoping document contained so many crrors. Stating
that there are no parks, recreational facilities or historic landmarks near the proposed site is a deliberate
misstatement that leads one to question the veracity of the proposed costs, as well. If the crafters of this
document ignored Gracie Mansion, what clse did they overlook? Are they stupid or just willfully intent
on rwisting the facts for a desired political goal?

Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely,
%M | /(Z? —

50l E 86 ST
NYC loD28

212.288.3530

goldrushid'pep.nee




1725 York Ave, #21G
New York, N.¥Y. 10128

June 28, 2004
City of N.¥Y. Dept. of Sanitation:

Mr. Harry Szaepanski,
Assistant Commissioner

44 Beaver Street, 12th Floor
New York, N.Y¥Y. 10004 '

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

Reopening and expanding the East 91st Street Marine Transfer Station
does not appear to be a realistic solution to the garbage problem.

T have lived at 1725 York Avenue since 1976, and am now a retired
senior. I remember the line up of garbage trucks and was pleased
when this stopped in 1999. I believe we have already made our
contribution.

Our apartment house, and all others in the neighborhood, now have
many seniors and certainly many, many children of all ages, lured
here by the gquiet, clean neighborhood so close to the park, and to
Asphalt Green. For many, air gquality is also a very important
consideration, sometimes specifically medically necessary.

During certain times of the day there 1is already a sizeable but
necessary traffic problem involving public buses and cars.

Adding or substituting garbage trucks would only make the situation
worse.

would not a section of the city such as East 138th Street and Harlem
River be more appropriate and practical? This area, apparently zoned
for factories, currently appears to be largely unoccupied. (Perhaps
the river could prove useful, too.) I happened to pass by this area
recently, but there may be others as well. Certainly, the East 9lst
Street Marine Transfer Station is not the answer:

I do appreciate your attention to my letter and thank you for it.

Kncerely,

-

u;,@c;ﬁ\
Judith Goldsteil

I
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Alan J. Goodman, M.D., Esq.
525 East 86 Street, Apt 8C
New York, New York 10028
212-879-0434
fax 212-327-3993

E-mail; ajgoodman@att.net

June 21, 2004
Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Degﬂrtment of Sanifation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor
New York, NY 10004

VIA FACSIMILE 212-269-0788
RE: East 91" Street Garbage Marine Transfer Station

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

Fam writing to present my opposition to the reopening of the E91st Street Waste transfer station.
Tt will adversely effect ine in many ways

1 moved to this section of town to get away from the noise and dirt of my previous apartment on
3" Avenue. The noise and increased fumes from the trucks along with potential odors will
prevent me from opening my apartment’s north facing windows. 1 will no longer be able to enjoy
the fresh air entering my apartment. The noise of rumbling trucks on York Avenue will keep me
awake at night,

The increased truck traffic on York Avenue wil] adversely effect my commute | access the EDR
Drive heading north in the morning and from the 96™ Street exit in the evening for my commute.
The street is already congested with double parked delivery trucks impeding traffic at the
intersections. Additionally, the busses would be blocked from their routes, also impeding traffic.
This would only worsen the traffic patterns on that stretch severely adversely air quality with
more idling cars as well as increasing commuting time. Additionally, there will be more traffic
accidents as cars try to bypass the trucks and they hit each other and pedestrians jaywalking
between the trucks, which we ail knows happens frequently

It goes without saying that the property values will decrease significantly when the area will
become a garbage dump. This was not something that | bargained for when I moved inlo my
apartment in August 1999,

Living close to the water is always a challenge when trying to limit the rodent population. More
garbage wilt bring more rats. More rats bring more discase, another undesirable by-product of
the proposed transfer station.

In summary, please mark my views as sonieone who is opposed {o the reapening of the waste
transfer station.

Yoursuuly,
Alan Goodman, MD, Esq

'*Lk }’\__\
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ALEXANDER B PETE GRANNIS (212) 860-4906
65th Assembly District
New York County n} Room 712

Legislative Office Building
Albany, New York 12248
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CHAIRMAN
Commiltee on Insurance

Statement of Assemblymember Pete Grannis
Department of Sanitation Hearing on
Draft Scoping Document for New York City’s
New Comprehensive Solid Waste Plan
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
CEQR No. 03-DOS-004Y
June 28, 2004

After reviewing the Draft Scoping Document for the New Comprchensive Solid Waste A
Management Plan (New SWMP) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), 1 believe that it
contains significant deficiencics that must be addressed both in its generic scope and in its
particular application to any proposed reopening and expansion of the 91% Street Marine
Transfer Station (91MTS).

My concerns and the issues that | feel must be included in the Scope of the EIS are set forth
below. Section and page refercnces are to the Draft Scoping Document (DSD).

Proposed Actions Raise Concerns

According to the Draft Scoping Document, the New SWMP is a proposal for the management of
the city’s waste over the next twenty years. However, it appears that the center piece of the entire
plan s the reopening, redesigning and expansion of the capacity of the city’s existing MTS
facilities throughout the boroughs for compacting and containerization of waste. The five
alternative proposals presented appear to be offered with full knowledge that they will not be
feasible. Absent from the draft is any mention of city plans for aggressive waste reduction such
as limiting excess packaging, expanding the scope of the returnable container law or the potential
expanded usc of garbage disposal units in personal residences and businesses.

Design Capacity of Converted MTSs Vastly Exceeds Expected Need

Under the plan propesed by the city, the existing MTSs would be re-designed to handie vastly
more garbage per day than the figures listed as expected Average Peak Day (APD) deliveries by
the Department of Sanitation. For example, the 91MTS in the heart of my Assembly District
would have a maximum capacity of a staggering 4290 tons per day (ipd) -- approximately four
times the expected APD delivery of 1093 tpd af this facility. Since I expect that this expanded
capacity is contemplated for accommodating commercial, recycling and other waste sources at
some point in the future, it would be irresponsible not to account for this possibility in the Scope

of the EIS, with full attention to the accompanying tiaffic, noise and environmental impacts on
the surrounding community.
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Cost Benefit Analysis Essential

The DSD lacks a cost benefit analysis of all of the possible proposed actions in comparison to
the existing method of disposing of the city’s waste. This must be part of the Scope of the EIS,

including coverage of any commercial, recycling or other waste streams that could be transported
to the MTSs.

East 91% Street Marine Transfer Stafion

Errors in Community Description

In describing the community surrounding the 91 MTS, the DSD erroneously conchudes that:
“There are no City, state or nationally designated landmarks or historic districts within a ¥ mile
radius of the site.” There are in fact three individual landmarks and an historic district well
within this sphere. The first and most obvious item that missed the draflers’ attention is the
former Municipal Asphalt Plant that is now home to the Asphalt Green sports and recreational
center (AG) immediately adjacent to the 91MTS access ramp. The second is the official home of
the Mayor of the City of New York - Gracie Mansion, located in Carl Schurz Park. The third
landmark is the Church of the Holy Trinity at 316-332 East 88" Street. Then there is the
Henderson Place Historic District, which caps the East End Avenue block from 87" to 86"
Streets. The fact that these obvious and well known sites were not acknowledged in the DSD

speaks volumes about the lack of thoroughness and professionalism with which this crucial
document was prepared.

Lack of Commercial Buffer Zone Exacerbates Adverse Impacts

In section 2.1.2 Southwest Brooklyn Converted MTS, Brooklyn, pp. 29-30, the DSD
acknowledges that commercial M1 zoning districts “often serve as buffers” to shield adjacent
residential and commercial districts from the adverse impacts of MTSs. However, the East 91°
Street MTS does not have the benefit of a developed light industrial M1 zone to buffer expected

deleterious impacts of this facility on residents of the surrounding densely populated community
or people using the adjacent park or recreation facilities.

While the Asphalt Green recreation center, as noted on p. 38, fully occupies a small M1-4 zone
adjacent to the 91MTS site that is bisected by its access ramp, this is not the type of
commiercially developed property that can protect the public’s interests. Nor does it account for
the fact that the areas immediately to the west, north and south are fully developed high-density
R7-2 and R10A residential districts, homes to thousands of residents. It is inconceivable to me
that the Sanitation Department could be looking to this highly used facility (675,000 visits per
year) to buffer the surrounding community from the varied environmental assaults of reopening
the 91 Street MTS. Adding to my concerns about the health and safety risks associated with the
reappearance of legions of garbage trucks again queuing for blocks along York Avenue and
accessing the 9IMTS on a ramp that literally bisects the Asphalt Green’s facility is the proximity

of the children’s playground in DeKovats Park just steps to the north of the ramp and the AG’s
playing field bordering the ramp on the south.



While the trucks that will line the York Avenue side of the Asphalt Green’s playing field will be
at street level, there needs to be added focus on those quening on the elevated ramp since they

will be spewing exhaust, noise and odors more apt to be swept over children on the adjacent
playing field and city park.

Comprehensive Velicular and Pedestrian Traffic Studies Required

The fact that the DSD states that there will be no weekend traffic analysis is a glaring
shortcoming that is not acceptable. Since the 91MTS is planned to operate on Saturdays,
velicular and pedestrian traffic studies should be designed in consultation with the Asphalt
Green, the City Parks Department and local businesses such as the Vinegar Factory and car
rental agencies to take into account their weekend usage paiterns.

Since the DSD does not contain a design of the expanded 91MTS, it is impossible to determine
whether the number of trucks delivering waste will be accommodated on site or will stretch
down the ramp and south on York Avenue — the most likely scenario. In the period before its
closure, with daily capacity well below that contemplated in the DSD, idling trucks leaking the
foul smelling detritus of their loads regularly lined York Avenue, at times stretching as far south
as 85" Street. The final Scoping document for the EIS must contain the design and analysis
of potential truck queuing with the assumption that the 91MTS will be accepting
commercial and other waste streams and operating at maximum capacity.

The issue of garbage truck queuing takes on particular significance in terms of pedestrian and
traffic safety for the surrounding community. In addition to si gnificant daily traffic, four heavily
used Transit Authority bus routes converge on York Avenue between 86" Street and the 91%
Street eritrance to the 91MTS ~ M86, M31, X90 and X92- with various stops along this stretch.
The DSD must incorporate directives that there can be no queving of Sanitation Department
trucks in or blocking access to these bus stops.

With the DSD stating that the 91MTS will accept waste every day except Sunday with three
daily shifts of twenty employees per shift, it appears obvious that the community is looking at a
24/6 operation with a possible extension to 24/7 if collections are expanded beyond residential
waste. There can be no doubt that this will result in a worsening of traffic along this stretch of
York Avenue throughout the day, which in all likelihood will expand to blocks to the south and
impact eastbound traffic on 86™ Street. The scoping document must encompass a study of the
impact of this on pedestrian and vehicular traffic and safety.

The introduction of the articulated buses on the M-31 and M-86 Crosstown routes that operate on
York Avenue has already adversely impacted Jocal traffic as well as traffic using York Avenue
to access or exit the FDR Drive. As a result, the area is prone to traffic congestion throughout the
day and vehicular and pedestrian accidents. Adding to this complicated mix are the numerous
buses transporting young people to the Asphalt Green, a private bus service for residents of a
high-rise building facing the Asphalt Green's playing field and legions of people young and old
walking to and from the facility and the surrounding residential buildings and businesses and
scores of children walking to and from local schools.



Each of these factors must be carefully evaluated in the 91° Street MTS project’s EIS, along with
areview of any possible impact on the developing waler taxi/ferry service from the 90" Street
dock just to the south of the 91 MTS.

Increased Noise, Air Pollution and Odor Must Be Taken Into Account

Along with the queuing of trucks along York Avenue will come increased poliutants from
exhaust emissions - no matter how clean the fuel used. This will intensify with the presence of
idling engines of trucks waiting to dump their loads 24/6. 1 live in an apartment facing York
Avenue and can offer personal testament to the noise, exhaust fumes and to the obnoxious, {oul
nature of-the liquid that leaked from virtually every truck waiting in line beside our apartment
building when the 91MTS was last in use. No matter how good the technology, large idling

trucks will be noisy, their exhaust will poltute the air - and they will leak. This must be properly
accounted for in the project’s EIS

Not only will the traffic congestion from the trucks waiting to use the 91MTS add to the noise
and pollution, there will also be noise and the real possibility of air-borne pollutants from the
new equipment operating in the facility. It is not clear from the DSD how the Sanitation
Department intends to mitigate these negative impacts on the community.

The Draft Scope states that noise will be measured according to the city’s noise code. Since the
city is in the midst of trying to revamp its current code with more stringent decibel thresholds,
which standards will apply? Clearly, the more stringent standards should control,

Impact on the Community

The impact of this project on the day-to-day operation of the Asphalt Green must be closely
scrutinized in the Scope of the EIS. Long lines of trucks dripping liquid waste and spewing
exhaust fumes, and the health and safety impacts of added traffic congestion in the vicinity of
this recreational facility and the adjacent city park may encourage parents to pick programs in
other locales. The numerous schools, teams and communitly residents that use the AG’s facilities
may not want to accept exposure to the unpleasant conditions associated with the 91MTS’s

reopening, 1f this happens, the economic loss will be felt by both the Asphalt Green itself and
surrounding businesses.

In addition the possible effects on the AG, attention must be paid in the project’s EIS to the
impact on nearby Carl Schurz Park, which is heavily used by community residents of all ages.
Also well within the impact study zone of this project are two major New York City Housing
Authority projects - the Stanley M. Isaacs and John Holmes Houses. The five buildings that
comprise these projects house a sizable number of both senior citizens and families with young
children and have extensive outdoor seating and play areas. The possible impact on the health
and well being of these residents must be taken into account in the project’s EIS.

I'am certainly cognizant of the fact that we are a very wasteful society. The mountains of our
everyday garbage and trash must be taken care of and no single community should bear the
burden of this municipal responsibility



While not wishing to belabor the point, 1 believe strongly that the unique location of the East 91
Street MTS in the midst of a heavily residential community and abutting one of the very few
recreational playing fields along the entire East Side of Manhattan, makes this site unacceptable
for accommodating hundreds of truck loads of city trash on a daily basis. Accordingly, I urge
you to heed the pleas of Manhattan’s Community Board 8, local elected officials, and the very
real concems voiced by local residents, community organizations and local businesses as the
process of developing a long-term solid waste management plan evolves. Conconntantly, I call
on city officials to aggressively pursue additional recycling and waste reduction efforts,

including steps to reduce excess packaging, expanding the scope of the returnable container law
and other conservation measures.

Contact: Anthony Morenzi 212-860-4906



FROM -

GRIECO PHONE NO. : 2126285418 Jun. 30 2084 16:a5PM P%_

DR. & MRS, ANTHONY J. GRIECGO
525 BAST 86T STRTIL #16D
NEW YORK, NY 10028

June 30, 2004

Mr, Harry Szarpanski
Assistant{ Commissioner
NYC Dept of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12™ Floor
New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

We were very dismayed o hear about the possible reopening and expansion of the
Jiast 91™ Street Garbage Station. We attended the public hearing this week, and agree
with those who spoke against this project.

The Asphalt Green has been a site, which has provided great enjoyment for
thousands of children over the yemrs. It would be a tragedy to disrupt the benefits, which
have accrued from that successful venture.

From our professional experiences, we are well aware of the negative
environmental impact that this project would produce in our area. In order to prevent
serious adversc effects, we urge that the project be canceled, and that morc appropriate
alternative plans be considered.

Sincerely,

ottt



Mr. Todd Griesman
1725 York Avenue, Apt. 3F
New York, N.Y. 10128

Monday, June 28, 2004

To whom it May Concern:

I am extremely concerned about the negative impact that building and maintaining a Marine
Transfer Station will have on my family, my neighbors, and my neighborhood

I am concerned that the building of the Marine Transfer station will negatively alter the
neighborhood by increasing the already high level of noise pollution. As a born and raised New
Yorker, I am aware that Garbage trucks (both private hauler and Department of Sanitation) are
loud and disruptive no mater what time they happen to come through the neighborhood.

1 live in a third floor apartment which rises no more than 30 fect above street level. I can already
smell the fumes from passing trucks and buses as they move past my building, I am concerned that
by bringing even more trucks into the neighborhood, the exhaust fumes will rapidly degrade the air
quality even further that it already has been. My wife has been treated for years for an asthma
condition. 1 fear for her health should the air quality become worse. Air quality in the
neighborhood is currently ranked (by the EPA) at 12 is worse than the regional average of 16.2
and much worse than the national average of 50. The higher the number, the more favorable the
air quality. Adding more exhausts from additional truck traffic, cranes, front loaders, and employee
vehicles will only make things rapidly worse.

Asphalt Green is a valuable city park which has been and continues to be used by School children,
and neighborhood residents alike. It offers a sports complex and open area which is rare to find in
any parts of the city. Also, the Marine transfer station would fall within 400 feet of Asphalt Green
which is against city zoning regulations. The location of the Marine transfer station will also ruin
the somewhat cleaner air that is found in the city park around Gracie Mansion

"The Marine transfer station is being proposed for one of the most densely populated areas of
Manhattan The population density is 153,133 people per square mile. The regional average is
57480. The national average is 1179 people per square mile.

The additional vehicles that the station will bring into the neighborhood will degrade the
effectiveness of the available public transportation system. This zip code, 10128 has a higher
commute by bus ratio than that of the regional average. 66.93% of people commute by bus versus
56.42% regionally. The national average is 1.95%

The Marine transfer station will also add a vermin problem to an area already struggling to control
the problem. The presence of the water, parks, and terrain of the neighborhood already provide a
perfect environment for vermin. Adding a massive influx of perishables, waste, and garbage, will
only magnify the problem greatly. No rat population was ever beaten by any Sanitation facility or
department. Rats have their own rules, Lets not give them another playground.



I have too many points to press in a limited amount of time and space Iam against the Marine
Transfer station being built, run, and maintained at the proposed site of East 91* street. I believe
that the station will be more of a detriment and less of a service to the neighborhood. 1 would like
to see the Sanitation department study other sites that are less populated, more accessible, and less
disruptive to already established residential neighborhoods that don’t have housing that ranks
higher in value than any other local region ($417,453) versus a regional average of $376,223,
versus a national average of $137,081. The presence of the station will certainly effect the value of
the properties in this zip code

I would like to see the sanitation department complete studies on the impact of the East 91
Transfer Station on the East River, its returning wildlife, the river’s traffic, and general navigation

on the river.

I would like to have the Sanitation Department also complete a study which shows the cost benefit
analysis of the Marine Transfer Station conversion plan

0

To riesman
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Tuly 9 , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station
On East 91* Sireet

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

lam B  vearsold. Ilivemnthe neighborhood near the Transfer Station. 1
play in Carl Schurz Park or at Asphalt Green playground when the weather is nice. I take
classes at Asphalt Green. Sometimes I ride my bike on the Greenway. I love my
neighborhood. It is clean and the air smells good.

Tt makes me sad and scared that the Sanitation Department wants to reopen the
Transfer Station. Where will all the children go to play? Who will want to play in the
parks when the air stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from garbage trucks?

1 don’t like bad smells—they make me feel sick. How will I be able to sleep and
do my homework with the noises from the garbage trucks? I’m scared that big rats will
come to live on my street and in the parks and get into our apartment building. We will
all get sick from the pollution in the air.

What makes me most upset is:

Neame: SN O H,C)\\ Pgr;h

Address: 525 E. 80t Sk Apk bk
New Yorlk, NY 10128



July 94,2004

Assistant Commissioner Hany Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor o
New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 91°" STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartnient complex located less than one
block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 01" Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91% St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the nei ghborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

NampZ’fa_- /";’,L ‘-l«%—/—*
lart 6. Ha]pe NN

Address: 2% S e 3w Ap b bY -
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nly 9, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station
On East 91 Street

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

Jam 1} years old. 1live in the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. I
play in Carl Schurz Park or at Asphalt Green playground when the weather 1s nice. I take
classes at Asphalt Green. Sometimes I ride my bike on the Greenway. I love my
neighborhood. It is clean and the air smells good.

It makes me sad and scared that the Sanitation Department wants to reopen the
Transfer Station. Where will all the children go to play? Who will want to play in the
parks when the air stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from garbage trucks?

1 don’t like bad smells—ithey make me feel sick. How will I be able 10 sleep and
do my homework with the noises from the garbage trucks? I'm scared that big rats will
come to live on my street and in the parks and get into our apartment building. We will
all get sick from the pollution in the air.

What makes me most upset is:

Name:m W fe i

Address: 525 g. BQTHh SF, Apﬁ.é;k
Mew }’01’1:._, N)/ 10/28



530 East 90" Street, #5L
New York, NY 10128

July 1, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12® floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 was born and raised in New York City, and educated through the master’s degree in its
public schools. Although I earned my Ph.ID. from Temple University in Philadelphia, I remained in
New York where my husband taught at City College. I have lived in apartment 5L, 530 East 90"
Street since 1972 and have a keen sense of how this neighborhood has evolved.

For example, 91 Street, between York and East End Avenue used to be a filthy alley
where cars were parked illegally or abandoned. The site of Asphalt Green’s playing field was a
huge expanse of cracked concrete that functioned as a parking lot for guests attending parties at
Gracie Mansion. Noisy, bad smelling garbage trucks lined up along York Avenue several days a
weel.

When a private developer started plans to build a huge complex of apartments on the site
of Asphalt Green, the community succeeded in stopping the project. And since then, the
community has grown significantly. Singles, couples, families, children and the elderly all live
here. We were always working class, middle class, and upper middle class people of different
backgrounds and heritages; only now there are more of us.

Although new “luxury” buildings have been built, those buildings have a number of
apartments designated for people who ordinarily could not afford to pay the rent of such
apartments.. We have several public housing projects in the area. We still have neighborhood
groceries, dry cleaners, and hardware stores and other family run businesses. And then of course
we have Asphalt Green, a great resource which replicates the neighborhood’s diversity and
draws not only children attending local public and private schools, but children across the city.

I cannot understand the logic of reopening and enlarging the East 91 Street garbage
transfer station at this time, or ever for that matter. I am not speaking about issues like property
values and sentiments like “not in my neighborhood.” I am speaking about preserving a decent
and healthy quality of life for many, many children and adults. With all my heart, I urge you
abandon this destructive and demoralizing plan.

Sincerely,

Linda Hamalian



July 5, 2004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 9157 STREET MTS

T am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91 Street MTS. Reopening the 917 Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our nei ghborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at a1l hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, 2 city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The docurment does NOT address the significant health and safety

concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91 St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage rucks and resulting

traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—Yyoung and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route fo or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, sraffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en Toute to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety CONCErns. The proposal to Te0pen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

Name: m le
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Address: g 20
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My mime is Marilyn Hoffman, T reside at 525 East 86" St and have been in the Yorkville
nmghﬁorhood for over 18 years. My husband and I chose to live here because it afforded so
many wonclerﬁxl features for familes with children such as Carl Shurz Park, the Esplinade, trees,
schools peace, quiet, safety and the City Park of Asphalt Green. @rtunatctly forus,we
ongmally lived on East End Avenue 5o we did not have to pass the dirty, naisy garbage rucks L{ L9 ’\I 7@‘0
that hned up on York Ave. except when we walked to Asphalt Gr_e;e—[_ij‘:mce 1999 our oc ‘f’"
naxghborhood has been free of this health hazard and public nuisance, and I am dismayed and

alarmed that the mayor now not only wants to bring them back, but to add in commercial

arbasc as well.. ) , .
jc R L PV PR S PO =Y Y Hrad— otdo (§ Pt 1 nE oS
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Cur nelghborhood is fitst and foremost composed of families and the elderly, many of whom do
not leave for work but rather stay and breathe the air which the diesel engines will pollute on 2
continual basis. Although city trucks may have to meet exhaust and noise reduction standards,
the commcrclai waste trucks will not be so obliged. They will idle when in queue and disgorge
pollutants in the air. They will be noisy. They will run 24/&.\01‘1}; streets which are entirely
residential, keeping people awake. They will create traffic hazards for cars as well as small
chlidrcn How will the buses manage 10 run on York avenue and First Avepue with the Grbage
truck in the bus lanes or double parked next to cars? The smeli wﬂi be awful. What will the rat

B e = e

popufatmn of Yorkw]le escalate toif we serve as a Manhaitan dumpmg ground for garbagc'?
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AG, as noted, a city park, will suffer enormously. This mainstay of the neighborhood serves

12, 000 students a year in free programs, many of whom come from East Harlem where

youngstcrs already suffer from asthma at tremendous rates. People will simply not want to go to

AG. What if AG cannot sustain itself? Where will all of these school children go to experience

sports and socialization? What will happen to 'rhe%% people who work at AG? wﬁ-w,vw f \
WMQHW-’ wmmm*}zp o ﬂyfm bty Yoy do 675,999 NB [.T,.,,
Mmyorsg:lbf ﬁgggﬁi Cﬁy }mml ou}d battelﬁsewsésl\;; :; :l:; wﬁxflﬁl c%p \ffl(t)];}g. 13133 it

of how to utilize our waterfronts for recreation and relaxation rather than for refuse and rats.

Marilyn Hoffman
525 Fast 86" St.
NY NY 10028
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Tuly 9, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Béaver Street—12" Floor

- New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 91%' STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
biock from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91* Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will sienificantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91% St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s sWinﬁning pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting

traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours, &QQJL'\-— e, j{‘/&wu)mw

Name: Do E. Hollwort,

Address: Sa8 E. 8Oth &L Aplr—by\
Nuw York, Ny 10118,



Tuly /, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Sarpanski
City of New.York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12™ Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Against Reopening the 91% Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Sarpanski:

With regard to the recently released Scoping Document concerning the MTS, I
am horrified that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate
reopening and expanding the facility. It seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a
taxpayer) that the City would spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and
create much-needed recreation areas, and, at the same time, spend millions to destroy the
vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront——and threaten the health and safety of hundreds of
thousands of people.

1, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green
facility, Carl Shurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the
MTS reopen, I can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an area that is
fouled with the stench of garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with
exhaust fumes from hundreds of garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS.
My enjoyment of the river and the waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my
health would be compromised as well. The area now is filled with the sounds of
thousands of children playing in the parks and ballfields—where will these children go
when their environment becomes degraded and polluted by the MTS?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan™ should be
abandoned in its entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate locations for such
a facility) should be pursued vigorously.

Sincerely yours,

Name: X ANES L 55 MAN

Address: l7 3}5’ yQRK« P! L)g:é‘ .
NY NY 10028



Tuly /7, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Henry Szarpanski
City of New York Degaﬂment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: In Opposition to the Proposed Re-opening of the
East 91% Street Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 am writing as an upset parent, a concerned citizen and a resident of the Gracie
Point neighborhood where the MTS is located. I have reviewed the Scoping Document,
and I am greatly disturbed by the plan to re-open the MTS.

It is unthinkable that the Sanitation Department is planning to_double the size of .
the facility--without any apparent detailed design plans, cost-benefit analysis, or
investigation of alternative sites. The Scoping Document ignores the fact that hundreds of
thousands of diverse people, including children and the elderly, live, work and play in
this very neighborhood. There are schools, public housing projects (most notably the
Stanley Isaac and John Holmes Houses), public parks and playgrounds—none of which
are mentioned in the Scoping Document. The MTS is located in the midst of a public
recreational facility, Asphalt Green, as well as Carl Shurz Park.

I believe that the above-referenced plan will seriously compromise the health and
safety of all those who live, work, and recreate here, but most especially the children. The
garbage stench, the noise, the incidence of vermin and rodents, the exhaust pollution and
the increased allergens and airborne toxins associated with the operation of such a facility
will significantly harm this city’s most vital resource: the children.

What could the Sanitation Department be thinking? This is the worst possible
Jocation for a garbage dump. By proceeding with this plan, the Sanitation Department is
ignoring the law—as well as the safety and health of hundreds of thousands of children—
by locating this facility so close to a residential neighborhood and in the midst of two

parks filled with children.
Sirjcerely yours, f ) u

e:June Iseman

Address:500 E. 85™ Street

Pl 100 28



First, as a resident of the impacted Yorkville neighborhood, let me add my voice to the negative
points of this proposal ~ odors, vermin, increased traffic, noise, and pollution from the marine
transfer station (MTS), through Asphalt Green, down York Avenue, in the form of garbage
trucks, double parked on 86" St., competing with the cross-town bus and other vehicular and
pedestrian traffic. It would be a devastating blow to the neighborhood, especially its children and
the elderly — from the residents of the public housing projects closest to the facility, to the coop
and condo owners in the neighboring buildings, to the shop owners on York Avenue, whose
customers would have to sidestep garbage trucks year-round.

I now want to expand upon this to discuss the negative impact of reopening the E. 91 Street
MTS on the city of New York:

e Lower property values caused by the reopening of the MTS mean lower property taxes.

e Reduced income earned by the neighborhood’s shop owners means less tax revenue for
the city.

o Asphalt Green, where the trucks will run right through, serves 42,000 New York City
children every year, provides 12,000 public school children with free activities each year,
including low income children from East Harlem, the South Bronx, and Queens, has 576
children attending Summer Day Camp — may have to close because of the pollution,
vermin, and danger the MTS would cause — the last point referring to the trucks coming
in and out.

o (racie Mansion, where according to a June 11 article in the New York Times, had 23,539
people visit last year. It sits at the foot of the marine transfer station. It serves as “the
people’s house”, a place for municipal workers, celebrators, schoolchildren, elected
officials, and dignitaries like Archbishop Desmond Tutu. It wasn’t long ago, before its $7
million renovation, that newspaper stories described rats running rampant on the
Mansion’s front porch. Imagine the negative publicity and damage to the city’s image if
Archbishop Tutu was treated to the smell of the MTS at full blast and the sight of rats
scurrying about on the Mansion’s grounds.

o (arl Schurz Park, a place for children, would be covered in odor and vermin, as it was
before when the MTS was operating. The difference being that now there are a lot more
kids in the neighborhood as more people have chosen to remain in the city and not escape
to the suburbs. Reopen the MTS and you can bet on a lot more escapees.

o Inthe May 22 New York Post, the closure of the hospital on East End Avenue between
87" and 88" Streets was discussed. Residential developers are eyeing the property for
conversion into high-end apartments. One broker was quoted as saying, “they could
become the most sought-after apartments in the city”. Sorry, but if the MTS reopens,
don’t think so. Imagine the missed tax opportunities and blow to the city’s pride if that
happens.

In conclusion, the garbage problem faced by this city is a complex one. It should not be treated
with a quick fix — a costly, shortsighted, and understudied decision — that destroys this
neighborhood. Come up with a solution that benefits all its citizens, not merely shifts the burden
onto others. The residents of the Yorkville neighborhood implore you. Thank you.

G. Kahn
445 E. 86" St.
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Alexandra H. Kaplan
525 East 89" Street #4A
New York, New York 10128

Tuly 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Deliartment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

Re: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station On East 91* Street
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am 14 years old. I live in the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. I play in Carl
Schurz Park or at Asphalt Green playground when the weather is nice. I take classes at Asphalt
Green. Sometimes I ride my bike on the Greenway. I love my neighborhood. It is clean and the
air smells good.

It makes me sad and scared that the Sanitation Department wants to reopen the Transfer
Station. Where will all the children go to play? Who will want to play in the parks when the air
stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from garbage trucks?

I don’t like bad smells — they make me feel sick. How will I be able to sleep and do my
hormework with the noises from the garbage trucks? I'm scared that big rats will come to live on
my street and in the parks and get into our apartment building. We will all get sick from the
pollution in the air.

What makes me most upset is:

Sincerely yours,

QQ@@;WJIA& K@PQ{W\

Alexandra H. Kaplan



Janet Kaplan
525 East 89" Street #4A
New York, New York 10128

Tily 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York De;‘)]axtment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

Re: Against Reopening the 91 Street Marine Transfer Station (MTS)
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

With regard to the recently Scoping Document concerning the MTS, T am horrified that
the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate reopening and expanding the
facility, It seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a taxpayer) that the City would spend
millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and create much ~ needed recreation areas, and at
the same time, spend millions to destroy the vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront — and threaten
the health and safety of hundreds of thousands of people.

I, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green facility,
Carl Schurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the MTS reopen, I
can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an area that is fouled with the stench of
garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with exhaust fumes from hundreds of
garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS, My enjoyment of the river and the
waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my health would be compromised as well. The
area now is filled with the sounds of thousands of children playing in the parks and ball-fields -
where will these children go when their environment becomes degraded and polluted by the
MTS?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan” should be
abandoned in it's entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate locations for such a

facility) should be pursued vigorously.

Sincerely yours,

\5{ MLP@W\
et Kaplan



Tuly £ , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 91°F STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91" Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91% St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

Name: %@/ (22 :7%617444—»/

Addresss I Lo & ?0 ~ S~
> % 717' ror2Ls



M. Howard Kaplan
520 East 90th Street, Apt. 4E
New York, N.Y. 10128 E-mail Howjoykap@aol.co

July 5, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
N.Y.C Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12th Floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

As a 33 year resident of 520 East 90th Street, just across from the M.T.S, | have
seen a lovely neighborhood evolve from a semi-sium with gas stations on

every corner and junker cars parked on the streets . The M.T.S was just another
mess we had to endure. One of the rules in raising a child here, was not {o allow
the child to play across the street, even after the Asphalt Green was developed,
because of the ever present rats.

Today, the rats are gone as are the gas stations. The neighborhood has become
densly populated, and home to a great many families. We no longer fear the
rats, but we do fear the Department of Sanitation's hair-brained plans for
expanding the MTS; plans based upon false premises and a dishonest Scoping
Document.

I hope that you and the mayor, come 1o you senses and leave our neighborhood
alone.

Yours tp

J6ward Kaplan
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Martin Kaplan
525 Fast 89 Street, #4A
New York, N.Y. 10128

June 24, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Syarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-12% Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissicner Syarpanski:

My name is Martin Kaplan. My family and I live at 525 E.80" Street between East End
Avenue and York Avenue. We have lived there for over thirty years. We have lived
with the transfer station and without the transfer station. Without it, is so much better.
We originally lived at 530 East 90" Street, facing the Asphalt Green and the transfer
station. We could see both.

When the transfer station was opened we had termble smells coming from the complex.
There were times when we conld not enter our strect because of the line of sanitation
trucks going all the way up York Avenue.

We park my car in a garage on York Avenue on the east side of the street. When the
trucks lined up on York Avenue we could not get in or out of our garage.

We were seriously thinking of moving out of the neighborhood we love so dearly. We
just could not take the smells and the inconvenience. When the transfer station closed
and a larger apartment became available on 89" street, we bought that apartment without
hesitation. We needed it for our new bom child. '

We have been trying to be rational about this controversy with the transfer station. It just
does not sound like a prudent idea. It would denigrate a great community and a great
neighborhood.

We hope you can understand the plight of the Upper East Side residents.

Thanl{ you for ) our understanding of this matter.

K ap



Martin Kaplan
525 East 89" Street #4A
New York, New York 10128

Tuly 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street ~ 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

Re: DO NOT REOPEN THE 9157 STREET MTS
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one block
from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91% Street transfer station will be a disaster for our
neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all who live here. The
Scoping Document states the residential and commercial garbage will be trucked through out
neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly through Asphalt Green, a city park used
be thousands of children from all areas of the city each year. The document does NOT address
the significant health and safety concemns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who
use Asphalt Green.

Public saféty is very much at stake. The 91" St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts directly in
the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, it's Astroturf ball field, and the
Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and others who use Asphalt Green to the
stench and the exbaust form the garbage trucks lined up directly in front of the playground and
ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting traffic poses a serious safely risk to all pedestrians —
young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually un-navigable because
of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the FDR Drive.
Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this area. The hordes of
garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already untenable situation a nightmare —
most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential population
of the neighborhood; the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen and important
safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the many thousands of
people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

~ !

artin Kaplan
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Talyd |, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12% Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 915" STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91 Street MTS. Reopening the 91% Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake, The 91¥ St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly i the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
becaunse of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Dnve. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
unteriable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document dees not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

e W 0ch
s Ui 00 650//@
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Nina Kassman
200 East End Avenue, Apt. 3M
New York, NY 10128
212-410-9090

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12th Floor

New York. NY 10004

Via Fax (212) 269-0788 - 2 pages total

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

| am diametrically opposed to opening the proposed Marine
Transfer Station at East 91° Street.

This is an extremely hazardous place to open such facility. Our
neighborhood is densely populated, especially by families with
young children, and opening this MTS would create dangers that are
absolutely detrimental to the lives of our families. Rebuilding and
expanding this station will degrade the air quality in the
neighborhood and will affect not only the resident children, but also
the thousands of children (including minorities) who come each
year to take advantage of Asphalt Green’s public facilities.

The waste will be delivered 6 days a week, throughout the day,
directly through this wonderful city park (with a playground on one
side and a playfield on the other). There is a daily stream of young
children crossing the driveway to the proposed MTS to get to this
playground. This endless stream of gigantic trucks is extremely
dangerous to these small children. How can you even consider this
plan, which would constantly send these waste filled trucks through
this facility, and in such close proximity to these play areas?

Your department’s plan proposes delivering 1180 tons of
residential waste per day to this MTS. However, the DOS proposes
construction of a facility with a capacity of 4290 tons per day. Why
would you build a facility with a capacity so much greater than the
proposed tonnage? Additionally, | am aware that the DOS is also
conducting a separate study for using the E. 91* St. MTS for
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commercial waste disposal in addition to residential waste disposal.
What are you planning that you haven’t told us?

The scope has not clearly shown how long it will take for trucks to
enter the facility, unload and exit and how long the trucks will be
lined up on York Avenue waiting to do so. The odors emitted
during this waiting time, and by the huge the number of garbage
trucks, can NOT be reasonably controlled and will prohibit
enjoyment of all the open spaces in our beautiful neighborhood.

This huge increase in traffic will significantly worsen an already
congested traffic situation, as the trucks compete for space with
two reund the clock bus lines, plus two express bus lines, school
buses, delivery trucks, local auto traffic, traffic exiting and entering
the FDR drive, and pedestrians, especially parents with children,
senior citizens, and people with disabilities.

The odors, noise and traffic hazards that these garbage trucks will
create, and the vermin that would certainly accompany the arrival of
this facility, are UNACCEPTARLE AND DANGEROUS.

This proposed Marine Transfer Station DOES NOT BELONG in a

densely populated residential area! | will do everything in my
power, along with my neighbors, to fight this MTS.

Sincerely,

Y

Nina B. Kassman
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
JUNE 28, 2004

ONE GLARING OMISSION IN THE VOLUMINQUS SCOPING
DOCUMENT IS THE ABSENCE OF A PROPOSAL TO STUDY
ALTERNATIVE SITES FOR A MARINE TRANSFER STATION.

TO OPEN THE FACILITY AT ITS PRESENT LOCATION WOULD
CREATE ENORMOUS PROBLEMS FOR THIS DENSLY POPULATED
AREA.

THE PURPOSE OF MY REMARKS IS TO ASK ALL OF YOU
ASSEMBLED HERE TO LOOK AT THIS PROJECT AS IF YOU WERE
LIVING IN OUR BEAUTIFUL, STRICTLY RESIDENTIAL, AREA.
COULD YOU IMAGINE HAVING A MAJOR GARBAGE HANDLING
FACILITY ACTIVATED ACROSS THE STREET FROM YOUR HOME?

COULD YOU IMAGINE HAVING GARBAGE TRUCKS LINED UP FOR
BLOCKS ON YOUR STREET, DAY AND NIGHT, INTERFERING WITH
OTHER TRAFFIC, INCLUDING TWO BUS-LINES TRAVELLING TO
AND FROM THEIR TERMINUS NEARBY?

1 AM OF COURSE REFERRING TO YORK AVENUE, A TWO WAY
MAJOR THOROFARE PROVIDING ACCESS TO THE FDR DRIVE
NORTH AND SOUTH AND SERVING AS A MAIN CONDUIT FOR
TRAFFIC LEAVING THE FDR DRIVE AT 96TH STREET.

JUST IMAGINE ON A BUSY STREET LIKE THAT, AROW OF
LEGALLY PARKED CARS CURBSIDE, THEN A ROW OF DOUBLE-
PARKED GARBAGE TRUCKS, AND THEN A ROW OF REGULAR
TRAFFIC, INCLUDING THE TWO BUS LINES, FILLING UP THE REST
OF YORK AVENUE.

IN ADDITION TO ALL THAT, IMAGINE SCHOOL BUSES
DELIVERING HUNDREDS OF CHILDREN EACH DAY TO THE AQUA
CENTER OF ASPHALT GREEN ON YORK AND 91st STREET. WHAT
A WONDERFUL ENVIRONMENT FOR THESE CHILDREN TO WALK
BETWEEN GARBAGE TRUCKS TO THEIR SWIM CLASSES.

AND SPEAKING OF THE ENVIRONMENT, WHAT ABOUT THE



QUALITY OF AIR AROUND THIS PROPOSED GARBAGE TRANSFER
STATION? WILL IT BECOME POLLUTED, WILL IT SMELL, WILL IT
BE UNHEALTHY FOR CHILDREN AND ADULTS ALIKE? tHESE ARE
IMPORTANT QUESTIONS WHICH MUST BE ANSWERED BEFORE
ANYTHING ELSE.

GETTING BACK NOW TO MY OPENING STATEMENT REGARDING
LOCATION, WE ALL KNOW THAT MANHATTAN IS SURROUNDED
BY WATER. THERE ARE MANY INDUSTRIAL SITES ALONG
MANHATTAN'S WATERFRONT WHERE AN MTS COULD BE
LOCATED AND OPERATED WITHOUT AFFECTING THE QUALITY
OF LIFE IN A DENSELY POPULATED RESIDENTIAL AREA.

THINGS HAVE BEEN WORKING WELL SINCE THE MTS WAS
CLOSED IN 1999 SO - WHY FIX IT IF IT AIN'T BROKE!!!

submitted by e
Joky KELLER
180 EAST END AVENUE
NEW YORK; NY 10128



AVIS KLEIN
222 East 93 Street, 31 E
New York, NY 10128

(212) 360-1229
avisklein@aol

July 6, 2004

Mr. Harry Szarpanski

Assistant Commissioner

City of New York Degaxtment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 127 Floor

New York, NY 10004

Re: East 91% Street Marine Transfer Station

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

I am opposed to the reopening of this facility.

I am very familiar with the negative quality of life effects that were caused by this
facility in its previous existence. Rats, roaches, noise — are we to be pushed back
to that?

The research presented to justify reopening this facility is spurious at best. The
current needs of the community will incur multiple and severe negative impact if

this facility is reactivated.

Has Marriott, now constructing a hotel on 92™ between First and York Avenues,
been informed of this plan?

Please do not destroy a neighborhood that is blossoming into one of the city’s best
for all economic and ethnic groups, be they single person or families with children.

ectfully,

is Klein
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Testimony from STATE SENATOR
LIZ. KRUEGER

New York State Senate » 26" District

Testimony of New York State Senator Liz Krueger
T Before the Department of Sanitation
Regarding the Draft Scoping Document
for the Environmental Impact Statement

for the Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan
June 28", 2004

Good evening. My name is Liz Krueger and I am the State Senator for New York’s twenty-sixth
senatorial district, one primarily comprising parts of Manhattan’s Midtown and East Side. I
would like to thank the Department of Sanitation (DSNY) for hosting this public hearing and
allowing me to speak.

I was alarmed when initially notified of the DSNY’s intention to resume operation at the 91°-
Street marine transfer station (MTS). Although this MTS was an active component in the City’s
waste disposal system as recently as 1999, its location both within a serene residential
neighborhood and adjacent to a resource like Asphalt Green—a City park and needed recreation
space for the Upper East Side and all of the City—would hopefully dissuade a restoration of
service given the intrusions beyond adequate mitigation promised by a facility that will
undoubtedly emit pungent odors, host a constant procession of pollutant-emitting trucks, and
create maddening traffic disarray. In other words, the proposed site is completely inappropriate
and unacceptable.

That said, I remain convinced that marine transfer stations can play an important role in solving
New York City’s waste management problems. Furthermore, I recognize that waste disposal is a
messy issue because garbage, by definition, is not anything that anyone wants any part of.
Accordingly, I am sympathetic to the demands placed on the DSNY. The “not-in-my-backyard”
syndrome (NIMBY) is one that has routinely complicated waste disposal planning. So that I am
not seen as a NIMBYist, | would like to make clear that I do not oppose the placement of a
marine transfer station on the East Side. We must all be responsible for our own waste, and I
encourage DSNY to find a suitable MTS site within the boards that this one would serve.
However, the proposed site at 91% Street—behind Asphalt Green and just north of Carl Schurz
Park and several landmarks—is completely inappropriate because it would fundamentally alter
the character of a dense, residential neighborhood and irrevocably harm Asphalt Green, a unique
resource.

Albany Office: Legislative Office Building, Rm 302, Albany, NY 12247 + (518) 455-2297 « Fax (518) 426-6874
District Office; 211 East 43" Street, Suite 1300, New York, NY 10017 - (212) 490-9535 » Fax (212) 490-2151
www.lizkrueger.com



Criticism without suggestion is easy to offer, though, and lest anyone mistake this testimony as
anything other than constructive, I would like to assist the Sanitation Department’s good-faith
efforts to produce an environmental impact statement (EIS) by offering several concerns that
should each receive genuine, close consideration. The Department, if it acts responsibly, will
find the 91%-Street site wholly unfit to host the converted MTS currently proposed.

The draft scoping document sets inadequate and incomplete parameters for a legitimate
environmental impact study, severely neglecting the maximum operation capacity of the
converted MTS at 91% Street and, resultantly, woefully underestimating the mitigation required
to compensate for the tremendous burdens that would be subsequently created. As written, the
scoping document will yield an EIS that does not properly account for the traffic, odor, noise, air
quality, and health impacts that the MT5 at 91% Street would create. Additionally, it erroneously
excludes consideration of landmarks like Gracie Mansion, the Church of the Holy Trinity, the
Municipal Asphalt Plant that now houses Asphalt Green, and Henderson Place within a half-mile
radius of the proposed MTS site; a cost-benefit analysis of the retrofitted MTS site compared to
the five token alternatives explored; and alternative sites for the proposed MTS. 1sincerely hope
that the DSNY closely listens to the plethora of logical objections that will be presented by many
speakers tonight and faithfully administers a review process that yields a comprehensive and
responsive environmental impact statement.

Despite being unclear about the design of the new facility and the mitigation options for its
myriad negative impacts, the SWMP makes clear that the marine transfer station at 91% Street
will be expanded and improved, replete with a bigger footprint, a larger building, and a greater
capacity for waste. The plan forecasts that 91% Street will receive roughly 1,190 tons of
residential garbage per day, however it also discloses that the MTS could accommodate up to
4,290 tons of refuse in that same twenty-four hours if so required. The 4,290-ton capacity
mentioned in this draft scoping document seems to account for the commercial waste that could
be delivered to the 91%-Street station were the City to also implement its commercial waste plan,
a schematic already studied by the DSNY. To conclude that the proposed MTS at 91% Street
would become a destination for commercial trash seems rational and justified because the plan
has already been considered, the garbage will not dispose of itself, and New York City must
immediately begin to correct its deficient waste management system. So what would that mean
for the Upper East Side?

An MTS receiving 4,290 tons of trash from four community boards would operate six days a
week and rteceive trucks thromghout the day and night. As these trucks traveled to their
destination, they would increase the volume of traffic on already-crowded streets, sit in a queue
along York Avenue, and carry a trail of odor that would significantly alter the character of the
neighborhoods through which they passed. The stench would be particularly strong around Carl
Schurz Park and Asphalt Green, two open spaces that serve an Upper East Side generally bereft
of true parkland. While the City should be commended for converting its fleet of garbage trucks
to one populated by vehicles whose engines burn biodiesel fuel, these vehicles do still release
some unhealthy emissions, and many of the merchant carriers who would also deliver refuse to
the MTS at 91%-Street continue to rely on heavy-polluting diesel trucks responsible for sulfur-,
nitrogen, and carbon-based emissions.



This bleak, though thankfully still hypothetical, circumstance will become a reality if the marine
transfer station behind Asphalt Green is converted and reopened. New York City would be
committing an injustice against its own citizens. To ameliorate any confusion about this
outcome, the Department of Sanitation must conduct a thorough environmental impact study
including the worst-case, 4,290-ton scenario “ _Consideration will be given to possible traffic,
air and noise impacts attributable to the facilities and their possible impacts upon nearby open
spaces, if applicable,” is what the scoping document says about open-space impacts. A
circumstance in which large, polluting trucks filled with refuse rumble through Asphalt Green at
all hours qualifies.

The draft scoping document is serially plagued by this sort of myopic planning. The proposed
traffic analysis, for instance, will be one conducted under the assumption that the 91%.Street
MTS will receive 1,190 tons of garbage each day. However, as earlier discussed, there is a great
likelihood that the MTS will instead receive 4,290 tons. As a result, the current traffic
projections are dangerously obsolete! On peak collection days, the MTS would receive 469
delivery vehicles. not 130. On off-peak days, the site would still need to accommodate——given a
conservative assumption of 15-percent less traffic—398 trucks, or seventgen per hour. While the
scoping document is vague or neglectful concerning the MTS design and the refuse offloading
process, it seems fair to assume that in order to go through Asphalt Green, unload its contents
into non-spill containers, turn around, and then exit, each truck will require more than the three-
and-one-half-minutes average that the current plan would allow. Reconfiguring a few
intersections or altering some traffic light patterns seem like hopeless remedies for this potential
plague.

As trucks took longer to unload their cargo, those that arrived later would begin to line-up along
the delivery routes—the narrow streets running east-west and congested York Avenue, a
thoroughfare that already barely accommodates two bus routes, FDR Drive access, and a high
volume of cars. While idling, waiting to dispatch the waste that they carried, the trucks would be
sitting with their motors running, releasing exhaust pollutants, emitting odors, and creating a din.
Again, I must return to the faulty parameters proposed by this document when I assert that this
situation will cause problems for which there is no adequate mitigation.

Here’s an example: Under the residential-waste only assumptions, the scoping document
concludes that the odor impact of the frucks will be one that is detectable though not
insufferable. Any already detectable foul scent would likely be unbearable were its intensity
increased four-fold, as would be the case given the staggering number of additional trucks that
would enter the area. Such an impact cannot be mitigated, and it would effectively ruin the
crucial facilities in the area, like Asphalt Green. Similar arguments can be made about the four-
fold increase in traffic, noise, and air pollution. If you think that driving on York Avenue is
already frustrating, wait until there are standing trucks constantly clogging the road; if you
currently enjoy a restful evening of sleep, remember it fondly as diesel engines roar throughout
the night. A single area of Manhattan should not be asked to accommodate these overwhelming
impacts.

Beyond the environmental and quality-of-life problems that the MTS would cause at this
Jocation, there would also exist a significant threat to public health. With fifty-five schools



sending almost 4,000 children to Asphalt Green for recreational activities, permitting heavy
polluters like diesel-fuel trucks to constantly idle near the site and imperil a population
particularly susceptible to respiratory ailments is not only unsafe but negligent. New York City
already has alarmingly high rates of asthma among some youth populations, and the proposed
MTS at this location could push those frightening numbers higher.

The effects of converting the MTS in question will be disastrous: a renovated station would
stagnate traffic flow, destroy air quality, erode the character of a neighborhood, threaten the
safety of our children, create noise pollution, emit unbearable fumés, and cripple Asphalt Green.

An appropriate EIS—one that displays a far greater understanding of these ramifications than the
scoping document that preceded it—would account for residential and commercial waste
processing at the 91%-Street MTS, strenuously explore other sites along the East Side that could
host a marine transfer station, and fairly assess the risks associated with the proposed location. If
the EIS accomplishes all this, 1 feel confident that Asphalt Green and the residents of Gracie
Point will have nothing to fear. There is a place for a marine transfer station on the East Side,
just not at 91% Street. Thank you for your time.
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PETER M. LENCSIS
1725 York Avenue, Apt. 34A
New York, N.Y. 10128

June 28, 2004

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

We have resided at the above address for many years.

We are strongly opposed to the re-opening of the garbage facility at
Asphalt Green, 90th Street and York Avenue. We will vote against
any elected official who supports or allows this project to go forward.

(e v Loea

Peter M. Lencsis

Lillian B. Lencsis

Ginger Lencsis
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7/8/04

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12th Floor ‘
New York NY, 10004

Fax (212) 269-0788

Re: E. 91% Street Marine Transfer Station
To Whom It May Concem:

In response to the Scope that has been released, the purpose of this letter is to inform you
that my wife and I strongly oppose the proposed E. 91st St. Marine Transfer Station.

We are six-year residents of the neighborhood and absolutely love it here. We plan to
raise a family in the neighborhood and to remain active, productive members of the
community.

However, a Marine Transfer Station that processes 1,190 tons per day of

residential waste (and is actually intended to hold 4,290 tons per day, presumably for
commercial waste), in our backyard, may force us to reconsider living here. Idling
garbage trucks; the pollution, smells, noise, bugs and rats: The health and aesthetic
concerns are undeniable.

It doesn’t make sense to us, at all, that a large share of the city’s waste will potentially be
transported to one of the most populated residential neighborhoods in the world. There
must be another location that makes more sense!

I believe that part of the reason why the city is choosing to retrofit the 91* Station is
because it is more cost effective and, ultimately, easier than finding a more suitable site.
However, you must know that the long-term economic implications for choosing this site
will be much worse for the city, due to the negative effect that the facility will have on
this neighborhood.

As a member of the Board of Directors for my building, I know that many, if not all, of
the tenants in our Co-op, share our sentiments.

Thank you for hearing our voice.

Mr J on Levine and Mrs. Jill McGrath-Levme

527 E. 84" Street, #3A b
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SP% ut Against the Re-opening

and Expansion of the East 91st
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Tne Department of Sanitation plans to reopen and expand the E. 91st St

z
Garbage Marine Transfer Station (MTS), converting it into an industrial
facility that will containerize and barge residential garbage on a 24 hour/7
day per week basis. The DOS also is considering using the facility to
containerize and barge commercial waste. Re-opening this site is a terrible
plan for the Gracie Point community. A residential neighborhood — our
neighborhood - is the WRONG place for this kind of facility.

ATTEND the Community Board 8 Environment & Sanitation
Committee Meeting

Tuesday, June 8, 2004 -- 7:00 pm - 9:00 pm

New York Blood Center, 310 East 67th Street

Sign up to receive updates from the Community Board 8 (Environment &
remermrineaitation Committea) at wwes bR cnmfer o e !
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Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation June 28, 2004
FAX: 212/ 269-0788

Re: Drafl Scoping Document, East 9 1% 8t. Processing and Marine Transfer Plant

As a homeowner and resident of York/East End 89" Street since 1960, I am gravely concerned by
aspects of the enlarged MTS set forth in your scoping document. In the 60s, remarkable as it now
seems, the kids on our block - including mine - could play roller skate hockey in the middle of the
street. Later, during the successful campaign of the 80s to protect the mixed-income mid-block
dwellings through R8B zoning, I asked whether there was at least a theoretic figure for maximum
viable Manhattan population. The answer was “No.” So here we are, facing the unremitting surge
of avenue high-rise buildings sanctioned by the city, particularly in our district, each one
contributing a village-sized population to the area and additionally overtaxing municipal services.

Since we cannot move backwards in time and density, we must be cleverer. We have to change the
habits and assumptions underlying the document, have to address problems the scope fails to
remedy: }) The profligate volume of trash must be reduced at the source. And 2) Avenue zoning in
part of the City’s densest residential dreas, yet zoned to become ever denser. The much-discussed
scope figures — 1,093 daily tons of trash per day at average peak, but an MTS designed for 4,290
tons — obviously come as a forecast, sounding a loud alarm bell.

They numbers pose our alternatives: we either work with new approaches of sustainability
10 operate measures for today that won't rack up worse problems for tomorrow — or we let
old limits ride, and quickly choke on our own waste, at 4,290 tons per day or worse. The
document dramatically demonstrates that upper limits of viable residential density (that figure no
one would discuss), is already surpassed in terms of simple garbage sofutions.

The proposal to gouge a noxious path through the heart of the Asphalt Green (serving
children of all boroughs) is unacceptable. Bul it shows that we can no longer blithely go about our
business, adding huge chunks to the local population and shipping waste off elsewhere. A solution
will take more doing. 4,290 tons is intolerable, requiring by the present proposal 24-hour
disruption, destruction of local facilities and iife. But nothing in the scope is designed fo
improve or avertit. That can only be done by first addressing the underlying problems mentioned
above, and undoubtedly others. Only when the conditions are corrected, and afler the DOS has
presented sound alternatives within the approaches of sustainability — including other sites for
whatever sensitive system evolves within our district — can the public be expected to approve.

And this moment, when the community is aroused by the intolerable prospect of the MTS,
is the great opportunity for creative, healthy planning. Rather than suffer all the penalties of

existing in outdated garbage corridors, New York City has the chance to lead in this effort — and
must.

Respectfully,

Lee Leggett
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FERRANDINO & ASSOCIATES INC.
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT CONSULTANTS

MEMORANDUM
To: Richard G. Leland, Esq.
From: Vince Ferrandino, AICP
Principal
Date: July 9, 2004
Re: Draft Scope Comments

MTS - East 91* Sireet

The following comments to the May 17, 2004 Draft Scoping Document for the City of New York
Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan Draft Environmental Impact Statement (the “Draft
Scope") dated May 2004 are submitied on behalf of the Gracie Point Community Council and
supplement the oral and written comments submitted by its representatives at the June 28, 2004 Public
Scoping Meeting.

introduction

The Draft Scope is focused on the enlargement of existing but unused Marine Transfer Stations {(MTS)
for waste containerization for transportation by barge. In March 2004, the (City of New York
Department of Sanitation “DSNY”) released a separate study assessing the use of converted MTSS for
commercial waste in addition to residential waste. Accordingly, the (Draft Environmental Impact
Statement “DEIS”) must include a full analysis of the considerable impacts of processing com mercial
waste at the MTSS, which had not previously been handled by DSNY. The handling of commercial
waste would increase the volume of waste handled at the East 91% Street MTS by almost tripling it. In
addition to concerns about the scale of the facility, alternatives being considered, and the economic
justification, we foresee significant impacts in the areas of traffic, noise, air quality, cultural resources
and parkland, which the Draft Scope does not adequately address.

General Comments

(a) The Draft Scope Does Not Properly Define the Project or Propose to Analyze the Project and
its Impacts: The Draft Scope describes the enlarged East 91st Street MTS as having a design capacity
of 4,290 tons per day (tpd) (Table 1.3-1, page 8), but purports to study only the impacts of a 1,093 tpd
throughput. This is a deviation from the requirement of CEQR that an EIS must study a reasonable
worst case scenario so that the fult impacts of an action are analyzed, disclosed to the public and taken
into account in making a final determination to proceed. Moreover, the Scoping Document is, at best,
vague on the extent to which the DEIS will analyze the impacts of the processing of both residential
and commercial waste at the East 91st Street MTS, DSNY has commissioned and released an extensive
study of a proposal to use converted MTSs for the processing of commercial waste and is actively
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considering that proposal. Accordingly, a DEIS that does not include the impacts of the additional
throughput that commercial wastes would provide would be improperly segmented in clear violation
of CEQR.

(b) The Draft Scope is Woefully Deficient in its Discussion of Alternatives. The Draft Scope is
limited in its articulation of altematives. There is virtually no discussion of alternative sites for loading
residential and/or commercial wastes on to barges. Moreover, the discussion of other alternatives, e.g.,
the continued management of waste at private transfer stations or the employment of waste reduction
technologies and practices are limited, at best. DSNY must rigorously explore and objectively evaluate
all reasonable alternatives, and for alternatives which were eliminated from detailed study, discuss the
reasons for such exclusion. Substantial consideration should be devoted to each possible alternative
in order to evaluate their comparative merits, The Alternatives to the Proposed Action mentioned in
the Draft Scope are inadequate: additional alternative sites must be considered elsewhere in
Manhattan, in the other boroughs, and around the region. It is insufficient to consider only one, vaguely
described, out-of-City “host community” in addition to the two waste-to-energy facilities. The DEIS
should include quantitative analysis of the costs, benefits and impacts of alternatives, including
increased recycling and new technalogies to reduce waste. A matrix table should provide a summary
of potential impacts and mitigation measures,

(c) The Draft Scope Does Not Provide for a Cost-Benefit Analysis. The Scope does not include an
analysis of whether the enlargement of the MTSs, including the East 91 Street MTS, makes economic

sense,

(d) The Draft Scope Ignores the Fact that Asphalt Green, a City Park, is within 400 Feet of the site
of the Proposed Fast 91st Street MTS. The scope incorrectly describes Asphalt Green as a “recreation
area,” glossing over the fact that Asphalt Green is owned by the Parks Department and is a City park.
This omission is more than a technicality. The construction or expansion of a solid waste transfer
station within 400 feet of a park is prohibited by the DSNY’s own siting regulations. 6RCNYS 4-32.
Moreover, as is described below, impacts on a park that provides services to residents from all over
the City, including school children and the disabled (see statement of Carol Tweedy dated June 28,
2004), and on the population it serves, must be included in the DEIS.

(e) The Draft Scope Must Contain a More Detailed Design of the East 91st Street MTS. The Draft
Scope contains little, if any, relevant information regarding the exterior and interior layout of the
proposed facility. In fact, the first summary information, indicating that DSNY intends to lengthen the
ramp that runs right through Asphalt Green and to move the newly constructed facility further north
than the existing facility, was given to the public only at the June 28, 2004 Scoping Meeting. Without
a detailed design, the DEIS cannot adequately analyze, and the public cannot be in a position to
comment meaningfully on, matters such as visual and shadow impacts or on the amount of time the
operation of delivering wastes, unloading and exiting the facility will take. Without that information,
the DEIS cannot properly and adequately estimate queuing on the ramp and along York Avenue. The
absence of this information renders any attempt to measure traffic, air, noise and odor impacts illusory.
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Site-Specific Technical Studies (Section 2.2)

1. Land Use, Zoning and Public Policy (Section 2.2.7)

The background and history of the current zoning for the site and adjoining properties should be
provided, and the existing underlying and overlay zones applicable to the site properly summarized.
For example, the DEIS should note that the site of the proposed enlarged East 91st Street MTS is in an
M1-1 zoning district, not an M-2-2 as is stated in theDraft Scope, p.38.

The DEIS should examine and reference local and regional land use plans, including the Waterfront
Revitalization Program, for consistency with the Proposed Action and Alternatives.

Land use patterns should be described by land use category for the primary and secondary areas and
mapped accordingly, using digital mapping.

2. Spcioeconomic Conditions (Section 2.2.2)

Reopening the MTS is likely to have a significant negative impact on property values in the area.
DSNY should provide an overview of the current residential real estate market, including a detailed
discussion of the impacts to property values and resultant reduction to the tax base. Significant projects
planned within the respective study areas, based upon either approved or active applications before
the City of New York, should also be described and mapped, including new and/or expanding
residential projects, such as the potential redevelopment of the Beth Israel North Hospital site. A
qualitative assessment of impacts on surrounding uses, including commercial uses should also be
provided, based upon an analysis of increase or decrease in property values .

Estimates of temporary construction-related costs should include cost of design, engineering, permitting,
demolition of the existing facility, construction of new facility (including truck receiving area, conveyor
system, loaders, container staging/storage, etc.) and dredging and pile driving; permanent operational-
related costs should include cost of containerizing waste and barge handling by tugboat.

DSNY should provide a matrix table showing the costs and benefits of the Proposed Action from a fiscal
and environmental perspective, comparing the Proposed Action with existing conditions.

3. Community Facilities and Services (Section 2.2.3)

There are numerous schools, recreational resources, and emergency and social services providers in
the study area which could be adversely affected by the reactivation of the East 91% Street MTS. These
facilities, including daycare and senior centers and public housing projects, including but not limited
to Gifford House, Holmes Towers, Stanley lssacs Houses, and PS 66 and PS 151,should be identified
and the impacts quantified.
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4. Open Space (Section 2.2.4)

The DEIS should include a detailed assessment of both direct and indirect potential impacts to open
space and parklands. CEQR considers the reduction of utilization or aesthetic value a direct impact.
A direct impact physically changes, diminishes or eliminates an open space or parkland, or reduces
its utilization or aesthetic value. While the scope notes that this includes the siting of a facility, it is not
just the siting of a new facility: SEQRA (617.11{a)(8) and the 1977 Mayoral Executive Order 91 both
state that a significant impact would occur if an action resulted in “a substantial change in the use, or
intensity of use...”). A detailed and comprehensive Open Space Assessment should be performed,
pursuant to CEQR, as this project will have direct and indirect adverse effects upon open space, caused
by increased noise and air pollutant emissions, odors, and shadows on public open space.

5. Cultural Resources (Section 2.2.5)

The Draft Scope is incorrect on page 38, where it indicates that there are no City, State or nationally
designated landmarks or historic districts within % mile of the site. There are over a dozen that are
listed on both the State and National Registers of Historic Places, including but not limited to the
Henderson Plan Historic District, Gracie Mansion, Asphalt Green, Church of the Holy Trinity, the
Lighthouse and The Octagon on Roosevelt Island, and Zion-St. Mark’s Evangelical Lutheran Church.
Coordination meetings should be held with theDepartment of City Planning, Landmarks Preservation
Commission and the Office of Parks Recreation and Historic Preservation, and all correspondence and
meeting notes included in the DEIS. An assessment of potential impacts on historic and archaeological
resources must be prepared. As avoidance is the first requirement under the law, and incompatible
visual, audible and atmospheric elements are being introduced into the setting of cultural resources,
including construction-related impacts, all reasonable alternatives should be considered and discussed
at a comparable level of detail.

6. Urhan Design, Visua! Resources, and Shadows (Section 2.2.6)

Although the reconstructed MTS is not described in the Draft Scape , it is revealed that the new MTS
at East 91st Street would be 30" higher than the existing structure, and extend further over the East
River. The proposed new structure would adversely affect views along the East River Esplanade, from
Asphalt Green, as well as views back to Manhattan from Roosevelt, Randali, and Wards Islands. The
larger building footprint will also create more shade to park areas, as well as to the river. The DEIS
should include illustrative exhibits, including color renderings and photo simulations of building design
and landscaping, demonstrating existing views and views of the Proposed Action and affected areas,
from neighborhoods adjacent to the property and from the FDR. A full analysis of impacts of the effects
of shadows on open space, historic resources and the ecological resources in the river must also be
performed.

7. Neighborhood Character (Section 2.2.7)

This site is in close proximity to residential, cultural and open space resources, and the reintroduction
of hundreds of truck trips per day into the neighborhood will cause significant adverse impacts. The
DEIS should include illustrative exhibits, including color renderings and photo simulations of impacts
of the Proposed Action and affected areas, from neighborhoods adjacent to the property showing trash
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trucks at every intersection, and lined up and down York Avenue and the other effected thoroughfares.
Impact on the neighborhood character should especially be analyzed during the summer months when
camps are in session.

8. Natural Resources (Section 2.2.8)

The Draft Scope for the ecological studies (Appendix A), which incorporated comments of relevant
review agencies, should be closely followed. In addition, construction impacts must also be
comprehensively assessed for both benthic invertebrates and finfish. As the new facility will be bigger
and taller than the existing MTS which it will replace, a full study of the ecological effects of shading
and shadows on the river must be performed.

9. Hazardous Materials (Section 2.2.9)

The Draft Scope claims that the transfer and export of munici pal solid waste (MSW) are not inherently
hazardous activities, but there is nothing to prevent hazardous, radioactive, and toxic or bichazard
materials from being disposed of and transported to the East g1 Street Marine Transfer Station. Once
there, chemicals, explosives, radioactive material or biological agents could pose a significant threat
to nearby residents, including children and the elderly, particularly in the case of fire. Fires at transfer
stations are not uncommon. The DEIS should present detailed plans for emergency response, including
neighborhood evacuation plans, to demonstrate the capability of public safety officials to manage the
potential dangers posed by the facility.

While the Draft Scope states that Existing Conditions are not likely sources of soil or groundwater
contamination, demolition and reconstruction are definitely proposed at the East 91* Street Marine
Transfer Station, so a Phase 1l (or more detailed) investigation must he undertaken as part of the DEIS.

10. Water Quality (Section 2.2.10)

Contrary to the statement in the Draft Scope, stormwater runoff from this site will not be typical.
Liquids frequently leak out of garbage trucks and dumpsters, and will contribute additional pollutants
to the stormwater flowing across the site that an oil/water separator will not remove prior to discharge
into adjacent surface waters. A thorough analysis of runoff from the ramps and roadways near transfer
stations is needed to determine the true impacts, and to characterize the level of pollutants that the
DSNY is proposing to discharge to the East River.

11. Waterfront Revitalization Program (Section 2.2.11)

The East 91% Street MTS redevelopment is subject to review under the 10 policies of the City's
Waterfront Revitalization Program, which raises a number of interesting issues that should be addressed
in the DEIS. Policy 1 supports commercial and residential development in areas well suited to such
development, and the Upper East Side is ideal for that. However, an MTS is incompatible with
residential development. Policy 2 supports water-dependent and industrial uses in New York City's
coastal areas that are well suited to their continued operation. This site would not be considered well
suited for industrial use as it is surrounded by parks and residential areas. The MTS redevelopment
does not appear to support Policy 3, which promotes boating and water transportation, nor does it
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appear to support Policy 8, to provide public access to and along New York City’s coastal waters. it
does not support Policy 9, to protect scenic resources that contribute to visual quality, nor does it
support Policy 10, to protect, preserve, and enhance resources significant to the historical,
archaeological and cultural legacy of the New York City coastal area, The DEIS should discuss
enforcement measures of this program, and how DSNY can be required to abide with these policies.

We disagree with DSNY’s assessment of the applicability of certain of these policies to the Proposed
Action, as outlined in Table 2.2-2 of the scope. Regarding Policy 4.4, DSNY should “always” seek to
maintain and protect living aquatic resources. Regarding Policy 7.1, placing a solid waste management
facility in a densely populated area on an estuary does not protect public health, control pollution, and
prevent degradation of coastal ecosystems. Regarding Policy 8.2, to incorporate public access into new
public and private development where compatible with proposed land use and coastal location, this
proposal does not incorporate public access. This Proposed Action does not preserve and develop
waterfront open space and recreation on publicly owned land at suitable locations, pursuant to Policy
8.4, nor does it preserve the public interest in and use of lands and waters held in public trust by the
State and City further to Policy 8.5. Each of these apparent inconsistencies with accepted public
policies should to be addressed.

13. Traffic and Transportation (Section 2.2.13)

The Proposed Action will have significant negative impacts upon traffic. The intersection of East 91st
Street and York Avenue is already over burdened with two bus lines, one with articulated tandem
buses, attempting to turn left against traffic exiting the DFR drive and immediately confronting delivery
trucks from the Eli Zabar bakery and service trucks from the Verizon dispatch garage. The convergence
of this existing traffic with garbage trucks queued in one lane and exiting the transfer station ramp onto
915t Street or York Avenue, pedestrians trying to cross York Avenue and 91st Street to go to and from
the main entrance to the Adphalt Green Aqua Center, the Vinegar Factory and the Barclay, and vehicle
traffic using York Avenue to access the FDR would severely exacerbate existing traffic congestion. The
convergence problem becomes even more acute when school buses delivering children to Asphait
Green will have to navigate the same convergence point.

The traffic study must analyze the real reasonable worst case - the processing of residential and
commercial waste at a facility with a 4,290 tpd capacity - not at a facility that would only be partially
utilized. The traffic and transportation analysis must also address the other issues associated with heavy
truck use, such as pedestrian safety, noise, odor and air polfution. The traffic analysis must also
consider weekend and holidays, despite lower Saturday traffic volumes. A key element of the DEIS will
be the calculation of the trip generation numbers in relation to the planned capacity (worst case) of the
facility. The document must be very clear as to what assumptions were made and how the trip
generation numbers were calculated. If there is variation in traffic pattems expected between moming
peak hours and evening peak hours, please explain the differences in the DEIS. The elderly population
in the area are heavy users of chair cars and ambulettes, as well as ambulances and other rescue
vehicles, given their greater health needs. These emergency and transport vehicles double park
throughout the neighborhood, and the extraordinary concentration of this activity near East 217 Street
and York Avenue must be considered as part of the traffic study.

Moreover, the number of intersections studied must be expanded to account for the actual truck
movements fo the facility. A realistic view of routes that truck drivers (including commerical haulers
not under DSNY control) must show impacts as far South as E. 86th Street and First and Second
Avenue.
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impacts to pedestrians must be fully studied. The area surrounding the East 91% Street MTS is heavily
used by particularly vulnerable pedestrians: children and the elderly. Hundreds of children walk
through the area daily on their way to schools, parks, and playgrounds, and small people are difficult
to spot from the cab of a garbage truck. There is a significant elderly population in the area, and
seniors cannat quickly move out of harm’s way. Mixing heavy truck traffic with these sensitive

receptors is inviting tragedy.

In 1971, the City passed an anti-idling law that restricts vehicles to idling for no more than three
minutes. The DEIS must address the issue of truck gueuing in the neighborhood, and how the anti-
idling law will be enforced. The DEIS must analyze the impact of vehicle breakdowns on the single
ramp in and out of the facility, and characterize the effects on idling, air quality, noise, odor, and traffic
level of service. The DEIS should describe vehicle maneuvering inside the facility, and potential
external impacts on air quality, noise, odor, and traffic.

Waterborne transportation is also an important issue which is not addressed in the Draft Scope. Adding
the barges and tugboats necessary to manage the volume of trash estimated to be handled in this facility
will contribute to congestion in the river. This is likely to cause conflicts with ferries and recreational
boating. A detailed analysis of river use, by time of day, season of the year must be performed, as well
as documentation of the consultation with the US Coast Guard and the New York Harbor Pilots
Association. Hell’s Gate is one of the most treacherous pieces of water in the world, with its tides,
currents, whirlpools, and rocks. The DEIS must address the barge movements in detail, and impacts
on the adjacent ferry terminal.

14. Air Quality (Section 2.2.14)

The Draft Scope for the air quality impacts appears thorough, but the DEIS must address the cumulative
impacts. The City continues to be designated by EPA as being in "severe non-attainment" under the
national ambient air quality standard (NAAQS) for ground-level ozone. Manhattan remains classified
a5 a "moderate non-attainment” area for PM10. In Manhattan, diesel emissions from trucks are a serious
source of concern for PM 10 levels, and reopening the MTS will anly worsen air quality in the
neighborhood. We applaud DSNY for agreeing to evaluate the impacts of PM 2.5 and ask you to hold
to the highest standards for particulate impacts of the Proposed Action, considering both mobile and
stationary sources. Section 2.2.14.2.2 (page 80 of 99) indicates the use of MOBILE5/MOBILE 6.2 and
PART 5 emissions models. Because EPA has now approved MOBILE 6.2, it should be used for this
analysis for all pollutants. The Draft Scope splits the impacts by using a stationary source analysis for
the site {ISCST) and a mobile source analysis for the traffic (CAL3QHC). Where appropriate, the results
of these analyses should be combined together with background to present total concentrations. The
maobile sources represented by the tugbeats in the river must also be included in the analysis.

15. Odor (Section 2.2.15)

Significant odor impacts are likely. The DEIS should address the issue of storage space for garbage at
peak capacity, and contingency plans for maintaining odor control. It is easy to imagine a breakdown
of the compactors on a hot summer day or a power failure that could create a problern the odor control
systemn can’t overcome. In addition to the processing building vent stacks, odor associated with a
parade of trash trucks queued up and waiting to dump on a hot day could also adversely affect Asphalt
Green, the closest park, and residents living on nearby streets; as such, these mobile sources of odor
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should be studied as well. The Draft Scope is inadequate because it does not include analysis of odors
 at sensitive receptors; the exhaust vent is not the only source.

16. Noise (Section 2.2.16)

Background noise levels are not Jlow, and this facility and the associated truck traffic will add to an
already noisy City. The Draft Scope proposes a reasonable approach, but the 24-hour per day study
and discussion of noise walls, and the installation of replacement windows and air conditioning as
mitigation are ominous signs. The noise contour lines should be scientifically established, based on
noise monitors and modeling. Opening a noisy industrial facility in a dense residential neighborhood
seems to run contrary to the Mayor’s encouraging initiatives to reduce noise in the City. The scope
should address compatibility with the newly proposed Noise Code. As with the air quality analysis,
the scope also seems to separate on-site and off-site noise. Where appropriate, the sound levels for
both on-site and off-site should be combined together with background for total sound levels to
determine impacts. Noise should be analyzed for mobile and stationary sources: trucks will gun their
engines going up the steep ramp and downshift going down, and the dropping and banging of
containers must be considered. Noise analyses should not merely consider “average” noise Jevels, but
peak levels for the worse cases such as nighttime container dropping. The proposed new tipping floor
will be at a higher elevation than the current one, which will allow sound to travel further. The Scope
should also consider how far sound travels over water as well, impacting residences across the river,

17. Construction Impacts (Section 2.2.17)

Construction impacts are likely to be significant. The existing facility, with the exception of the access
ramp over FDR Drive, will be demolished, and an entirely new facility built. This will involve driving
the piles necessary to support the building. Dredging the river will be required, and all construction
activities will have noise, odor, and traffic and air quality impacts. All these impacts should be fully
assessed in the DEIS.

18. Public Heaith (Section 2.2.18)

The Draft Scope indicates that asthma will be addressed, but the DEIS should attempt to quantify the
contribution that the reopening of this facility will have on the already-stressed lungs of children in the
neighborhood. The Draft Scope is more detailed on how fish will be studied than about how rats will
he handled, but the latter is of greater interest to the comm unity. The potential contribution of vermin
as allergen and increased risk of Hantavirus Pulmonary Syndrome must be addressed in the DEIS, The
odor control system proposed includes a water misting system which may become a vector for
Legionnaire's Disease. The DEIS should address the community health risks posed by this system.

Ferranding & Associates Inc.
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KRAMER LEVIN NAFTALIS & FRANKEL LLP
918 THIRD AVENUE
NEW YORK, NY 10022 - 3852

RICHARD G LELAND PaRIS
PARTNER 47, AVENUE HOCHE 75008
TEL {212} 715-8087 TEL (33-1) 44 0846 00
Fax {212) 715-7569 Fax (33-1) 44 08 46 01

rieland@kramerievin.com

July 9, 2004

BY HAND

Mr. Harry Szarpanski
Assistant Commissioner
City of New York
Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Re:  Draft Scoping Document for City of New York Comprehensive Solid
Waste Management Plan Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Comments on Behalf of Gracie Point Community Council

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

As you know, we are the attorneys for the Gracie Point Community Council. Enclosed
herewith are written comments prepared on behalf of our client, by its consultant team.

I would appreciate it if you would add the Gracie Point Community Council to the list
interested parties so that it may receive notice of future actions taken by the Department in
connection with the Solid Waste Management Plan and the Environmental Impact Statement.
You may send such notice to the Gracie Point Community Council care of the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

et

Richard (. Leland

RGL:lem

Enclosure

cc:  Mr. Anthony Ard (w/encl.)
Vince Ferrandino, AICP (w/encl.)
Mr. Leo Roy (w/encl.)

EEEraT) . . , .
e Y Afpliate: Studio Santa Maria Allignce Berwin Leighton Paisner

Milan * Rome London * Brussels
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July 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski

City of New York De;]:yamnent of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street - 12" F1,

New York, NY 10004
Re: Letter in Opposition to Re-Opening
the East 91* Marine Transfer Station

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a longtime resident of Gracie Point, and live in an apartment complex located one
block away from the MTS. 1 have a distinct recollection of the awful conditions we
were burdened with while it was in operation, and I shudder to think of the effects the
re-opening of the MTS will have on the neighborhood.

While the MTS was operating, we lived with a putrid stench daily. We were infested with
rodents and vermin. As a result of the garbage, rats that looked like squirrels lived in the
shrubbery, in our garden and in Carl Shurz Park. Traffic was a nightmare and it was
impossible to proceed on York Avenue because of the garbage trucks. They blocked cross
streets so that people (and especially kids) had a hard time crossing.

Since the MTS closed, the neighborhood has vastly changed for the better. Asphalt Green has
become a vital outdoor facility where children from all over the city come to play. Thereisa
Greenway bicycle path and a busy ferry stop in the East 90™ Street area. (Two blocks away
from Gracie Mansion)! Thriving businesses are located here, such as the The Vinegar Factory.
We also have become densely populated, with many new high rise apartiment buildings that
attract young families, and a hotel under construction. With more people, we now also have
more traffic, large articulated buses serving over four major bus routes, and many, many more
children and elderly whose lives, health and safety will be severely compromised should the
MTS re-open.

It 1s inconceivable that the Mayor and the Sanitation Depariment are planning not only to
reopen the MTS, but to double it's size and accept commercial as well as residential garbage!!
This plan should be stopped immediately and a more productive use of our tax money should
be found! -~ And finally — Mr. Szarpanski , when was the last time, you visited the
neighborhood to see how many things the transfer station could destroy?

Singerely,~  /

vy’ g 0\/ i?"«ht?___",'_,/--{
XIS L

Lois E. Lipman

520 Bast 90 Street

New York, NY 10128

!
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LIVINGSTON ASSOCIATES

180 East End Avenue, Suite 5C, New York, NY 10128-7766, USA
Phone 212-570-6875 -« Fax 212-570-6875

Tuly 7, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Comments on the East 91 Street MTS scoping meeting
Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

1. The planned intensive use of the East 91% Street MTS as described in the Draft
Environmental Impact Study and the some 640,000 visits per year at the Asphalt Green are on a
collision course. The potential impact is so great that one speaker called it biological warfare.

There is no longer any dispute that iraffic exhausts contribute to childhood asthma and chronic
pulmonary disease. Rat urine and cockroach droppings are also contributory.

Should this project proceed, it will be a simple process to use radioactive or other labeling to
show cause and effect and subject New York City to class action liability claims.

2. The drawings for the projected new 91 Street MTS protrude further out into the East
River which has strong currents. In the past barges from the MTS have broken free and huge
towing barges have caused damage 10 the East 90" Street Ferry Dock. At the present time, there
are three scheduled passenger ferry liners operating on the river in this vicinity, ie. NY Water
Taxi, NY Waterway, and the Circle Line. The potential for a river accident is frightening.

3. Vehicle traffic has increased with the growth of Gracie Point and Yorkville. MTA
articulated buses obstruct 86™, 91% and 99" Streets as well as York Avenue. There are truck
deliveries and parking of automobiles that also contribute. When garbage trucks queue in
addition, there will be predictable blockage of traffic which will hinder emergency vehicles and
block evacuation routes in the event of a terror attack.

4, The SWMP presented does not avail tself of new technology. Using the methodology of
twenty years ago to proceed twenty years into the future is a recipe for failure and increased
expenditures.

Respe fglly submitted,

o A

E.ZArthur Liviggston, MD




Charles S. Warren 505 Park Avenue
Chair Suite 620

New York, N.Y. 10022
Elizabeth McKee (212) 758-4340
District Manager (212) 758-4616 (Fax)

CB8M@aol.com ~ E-Mail
www.ch8m.com — Website

The City of New York
Manhattan Community Board 8

June 18, 2004

Mayor Michael Bloomberg /
City Hall -
New York, New York 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg:

At the June 16, 2004 Full Board Meeting of Community Board 8M, the following resolution was adopted by a vote of
36 in favor, 0 opposed and 0 abstentions;

Whereas: The New York City Department of Sanitation has prepared a Draft Scoping document for the New
Comprehensive Waste Management Plan Draft Environmental Impact Statement including the reopening of the Hast
91% Street Marine Transfer Station.

Whereas: The draft is comprehensive for an Environmental Inpact Statement, but must be more detailed for the
specific site of the 91st Street Marine Transfer Station reopening.

Be it resolved: Community Board 8 would like to see the following items included in the Scope of the EIS for the
New Comprehensive Solid Waste Plan:

1) The studies on Traffic and Transportation must consider that articulated buses run on East 86" Street, York
Avenue and First Avenue. A study of traffic has to consider that there can be no queuing of Sanitation Trucks
on the same block as an articulated bus. A definitive study of the proposed streets to be used by the Sanitation
Trucks should be performed, including an actual test of the expected number of trucks servicing the MTS.
The Effects of the MTS on FDR traffic on 92™ Street should also be considered

2) The draft scope says the Solid Waste Management Study is to set forth a plan for the long-term management
of the City’s waste for the next twenty years. Yet proposals rely heavily on the reopening of the MTS’s.
There is no mention of striving to reach a Zero Waste Plan in these 20 years. There is no mention of looking
at such things as garbage disposals. The five alternatives offered in the draft scope seem to be not easily
accomplished, almost certifying rejection.

3) There is no mention made of studying the East River at the 91% Street site. There is knowledge of severe tides
in this region, will they be considered? What is the normal barge traffic, and finally what is the synergistic
effect of the ferry service on 90" Street to the currents?

4) Mention was made of the peak hour traffic and peak hour usage of the MTS in the study of traffic patterns,
but the peak hour traffic at Asphalt Green, a City Park must also be considered. Twelve thousand children use



the Asphalt Green every year. What effect does the MTS have on this human traffic, as the MTS access road
cuts through the Asphalt Green Park?

5) There should be extra efforts put into studying the effects of this expanded MTS on Asphalt Green, a park that ‘
services children from all over Manhattan, and Carl Schurz Park, a park that is utilized by local residents in
this neighborhood.

6) The draft scoping document states that the capacity of the 91* Street MTS is 4,290 tons but the Dept of
Sanitation is only proposing 1,190 tons per day. If the Sanitation Department has plans for using the MTS at
91% Street for commercial o recycling waste that should be part of the study. '

7) There is no mention of a 24/7 operation yet there is mention of three shifts adding to the traffic congestion.

8) Pedestrian traffic must be addressed. York Avenue and 86" Street is the site of many pedestrian accidents, as
is much of York Avenue North of 86" Street up to 91 Street.

9) It is important to know what the costs and benefits are for the reopening of the Marine Transfer Stations, as
opposed to the existing export contracts. What is the payback pericd?

Please advise this office of any action taken regarding this matter.

Sincerely,
CQO/@// Woren Wﬂ I3 Lud ol
g , o
Charles S. Warren Jacqueline Ludorf
Chair Chair, Environment and Sanitation Committee

Ce: Hon. C. Virginia Fields, Manhattan Borough President
Hon. A. Gifford Miller, Speaker of the New York City Council
Commissioner John Doherty, Department of Sanitation
Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski,
Assistant Cornrmissioner Maria Termini, Office of Community Affairs
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The City of New York
Manhattan Community Board 8
May 24, 2004

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, New York 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg:

At the May 19, 2004 Full Board Meeting of Community Board 8M, the following resolution was adopted by a vote of
30 in favor, 0 opposed and 1 abstention;

Whereas Community Board 8 has passed a resolution asking that the 91% Street Marine Transfer
Station be used in a manner fitting to the surrounding property that is under the auspices of the
Department of Parks and Operated by Asphalt Green: and '
Whereas CBS has passed a resolution rejecting the reopening of the transfer station at E. 91%
Street; and

Whereas the Scope Document for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement is an opportunity
for CB8 to make comments concerning what the EIS should include: and

Whereas many of CB8’s residents are away in July and August and the New York City Charter
states that Community Boards do not have to meet in July and August,

Be it resolved that Community Board 8 requests that the New York City Department of
Sanitation and the Mayor’s Office not held public hearings for the Marine Transfer
Station at East 91* Street until after Labor Day.

Please advise this office of any action taken regarding this matter.

Sincerely,
Ao Ve Trcardhue Lo,
B . |
Charles 8. Warren Jacqueline Ludorf
Chair Chair, Environment and Sanitation Committee

Ce: Hon. C. Virginia Fields, Manhattan Borough President
Hon. A. Gifford Miller, Speaker of the New York City Council
Commissioner John Doherty, Department of Sanitation
Assistant Cominissioner Maria Termini, Office of Community Affairs
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Lori Mangan
513 Fast 87™ Street Apt. 3WF
New York, NY 10128
212-879-1724

July 2, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of NY Dept of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski,

1 am stronely opposed to the proposed E. 91% St. Marine Tiansfer Station (MTS). Such
a facility creates too many hazards for our now safe and clean residential neighborhood.

Rebuilding and expanding the MTS wiil degrade air quality, not only for the residents
in the area, but also for the thousands of children who come to Asphalt Green from other
neighborhoods, including minority neighborhoods.

The odors from the proposed facility and from garbage trucks and barges cannot
reasonably be controlled. This will severely degrade the overall quality of life in the
neighborhood for residents and visitors, including enjoyment of parks, open spaces and
other cultural resources, like Gracie Mansion.

Our quite, nice neighborhood is the wrong place to build and operate the MTS. Gracie
Point is a densely populated residential neighborhood with public parks, historic
landmarks, public housing and Asphalt Green. The entrance road to the pr oposed facility
directly bisects Asphalt Green, running next to open playing fields. Asphalt Greenisa
city park used by children, the disabled, and others who come from all over the city,
including East Harlem. Hundreds of garbage trucks and an MTS would have a serious
negative impact on this already overcrowded community.

Before the former waste transfer station was closed in 1999, our community suffered
greatly from odors, vermin and other pollutants. The proposed MTS, which would be

built to handle a capacity of 4290 tons per day, would create even more severe problems.

Please do not allow this happen in our precious community!!

Please get back to me and let me know the ofﬁma} position you will take on such a
crucial matter.

Smcexely e /)/)/LC(

Lori Mangm



CITY OF NEW YORK
MANHATTAN COMMUNITY BOARD No. 4

330 West 42 Street, 26" floor New York, NY 10036
Tel: 212-736-45368 Fax: 212.947-9512
www ManhattanCB4 org

WALTER MANKOFF
Clniir

ANTHONY M. BORELLI
District Manager

July §, 2004

Harry Szarpanski
Assistant Commissioner
Deparlment of Sanitation
44 Beavcer Street

New York, NY 10004

Re: Draft Scoping Documeat for the New Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan Draft
Fnvironmental Impact Statement (DEIS) (CEQR No. 03-DOS-004Y.)

Dear Assistant Commussioner Szarpanski:

Alits meeting on July 7, 2004, Manhattan Community Board No. 4 approved the following
comments on the Draft Scoping Document for the New Comprehensive Solid Waste Management
Plan Drall Environmental Impact Statement. These comments are with respect 1o the West 59" Street
Converted Marine Transfer Station in Manhattan,

Community Board No. 4 (CB4) shares the Department of Sanitation’s (DSNY) concern ahout the
large quantities of solid wastc generated throughout the city, and the need [or a cost-cifective,
environmentally responsible long-term management phan,

We also support in principle the use of Pivr 99 as a marine transfer station, and undorstand its
importance to this community and beyond.

However, we are most concerned about the perception the department has about this neighborhoud as
reflected in the DEIS to date. One statement in particular is completely outdated and false: “The
West Side 1lishway creates a buflfur between the heavy industrial uses associated with the 1Tudson
River in this section of Manhattan.™ In fact, Picr 99 is part of the Hudson River Park, and it shares a
boundury with Riverside Park South immediatcly Lo the north. The impacts of this cxpanded facility
are sure to be felt by residents, commereial tenunts and park users, and we are discouraged to see this
[irst document make little et¥ort to identify or acknowledge any of those stalccholders.

In summary, before we po into the details of the projeet, we anticipate that this oxpansion would have
two major impacts on (he neighborhood and the park surrounding the site: the impact of traffic, noisc
and pollution from the trucks that will use the facility on pedestrian access to the parks and on the
users ol the parks; and the impact on the Hudson River Park of the displacement of the reeyeling
facility, should it have to relocate 10 Gansevoort Peninsula. For both of these impacts, the department
must plan for mitigation through enhanced pedestriun access at Clinton Cove and through park
develuopment at Gansevoort.

7-d des 10 0 8O N
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Also, we urge that the DEIS include study of several altcrnative locations for an MTS other than the
Harlem location. While we are not opposed to expanding the facility at Pier 99, we {eol strongly thut
should the department pursuc the marine transfer alternative, Pier 99 cannot be the only location for
all of Muanhattan. There must be a minimum of three sites. Should the [adem lucation fuil due to
strong community opposition, the department must study altemative locations in this E1S.

And finally, we ask that the Department study, as part of the solid waste management plan, the
impact ol increased recycling and waste reduction programs on the borough's quantity of garbage

General Considerations
Traflic

CR4 urges DSNY to perform a large-scule traffic analysis in this arca that takes into consideration
current and future uses in proximity to the 59™ Swreet MTS. New developments in the arez of the
Picr Y9 MTS have already had significant impacts on local and through traffic (See Detailed
cornments below, 2.1.6). This area is boorning with new residential developments, including but not
limited o Trump's Riverside South and the Durst Qrganization®s two towers between 57 and 58"
streets, 11 and 12" avenues, which include 500 residential units.

Planned large-scule developments to the south of the Pier 99 will also have significant impacts on
traffic on Route 9A as well as joval streets. The Hudson Yards rezoning sceks to attract an additionul
40 million square feet of residential and commercial development south of 43 Street  just 16
blocks 1o the south of Pier 99. The City and State also have proposals to double the size of the Javits
Convenlion Center and 1o build a 75,000-seat West Side stadium.

The Tinie Wamer Conter at Columbus Cirele hay increased commercial traffic in the aren as will the
ncw Hearst headquarters at 57 Street and Fighth Avenue,

Route YA provides a major route in and out of the city {or commuters, visitors, and residents. For
midtown destinations, 56™ Street provides the main route cast — particularly with the closure of the
72" Street ofFramp for 9A.

In addition, traflic cbbs and Hlows with activitics on the watcr[ront, including cruise ship amrivals and
departures at the Passcnger Ship Terminals (Piers 88, 90 and 92); trade shows at the UnCanvention
Center (Pier 94); constructiun of the new sunilation garage; and consiruction of now
residential/commercial developments. All ol these activitics and projects must be considered as pant
ot the Pier 99 LIS, Traffic studics must take in 1o consideration the tralfic issucs vceurring
throughou! various times, days, and scasons.

Most importantly, the traffic patterns must be studicd at the frequent peak periods, including any
weekend hours al which the M'I'S may be in operation.

Traflic unalysis must include inereused traflic anticipated with DSNY collection trucks, stated as 124
during peak collection. With 124 trucks, (B4 is particularly concemed about queuing and routing ol
trucks through our neighborhoods. The sludy must include operational controls and design
modifications that consider the traffic and queuing during these poak hours with respeet 1o other

dog: 10 »0 80
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wrailic and sensitive areas must be protected from excessive traflic. We request that the following
points be added to the scoping document for analysis:

= Provisions for qucuing on-site, as required by the DEC. Although this facility will accommodate
10 trucks for onsite quening, the estimated number of trucks during peak hour for this sitc is 21
trucks. How will this be addressed?

= Possihility for an clevated “{lyway”™ that would take trucks directly into the sccond [loor and
avoid interruption of the bikeway/walkway along the river.

»  Operational contrals to stagger arrivals of collection vehicles to minimize queuing.

»  Contrals regarding tum-around, staging, breakdowns in and around the facility, etc.

» Consideration of the possible relocation of elevated Miller Highway to the north

«  Routes for trucks serving the picr with lcast impact to residential arcas must be identified and
enforcement measurcs must be doveloped to ensure safe strects, healthy neighborhoods and
quality of hife.

Parkland

CB4 is very concerned that the Draft Scoping Document makes no mention ol Picr 99’s location
within the boundaries of Hudson River Park, nor does it recognize that the bikeway/walkway runs
immediatcly to the east of the pier and crosses into Riverside Park South, whose property extends to
the pier line and includes the water area immediately north of the edge of the pier. The scope of
work for the Ti1S must include impacts on both parks, their users and interruptions of the
bikeway/walkway.

“The MTS is an allowable usc ol Pier 99 according to the 1998 Hudson River Park Act. However, the
Act also placed restrictions on uses within the park, which includes the water arsa designated as an
estuarine sanctuary. Any cxpansion of the footprint of Pier 99 must not be churged to the purk in the
Army Corps of Enpgincers permit it should be treated as part of the project, since it is not a park usc.
Aay calargement would impinge on Park property and would require State Legislative approval.

In addition, impacts to DeWitt Clinton Park, especially due to traffic, must be studied as partof this
EIS. The park, between 53 and 55" steeets, between 11" and 12™ avenues, could be a critical Jink to
Clinton Cove part of the Hudson River Park. The community board has long advocated for a hridge
connecting the two parks at $4" Street and it way intended in the review of the Route 9A project and
studied in the environmental review. Expansion of Pier 99 might make that a grealer priority.
Provision o this bridge as mitigation for any impacts to pedestrian access into the Hudson River
Park should be considered.

Air Quality & Noise

The Scope for the DEIS designates a very small arca (54® to 58" Strects, 10 to 12" Avepucs) as a
potential Environmental Justice Arca. Although this limited area does include several public hausing
developments, it must also include Amsterdam Houses to the north. The presentation at the hearing
only identificd one receptor. Many more must be identified and at greater distances from the facility.

The MTS is a possible stationary source of air pollution. CB4 asks DSNY to study the eflect this
facility will have on air quality in the area. At least, the studies should consider:

dps:iD &0 B8O INC
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» Emissions from collection trucks — including use of vehicles with ultra-lJow cmissions.

»  Compuctor/operating emissions

»  Dust crisyions

» Tugboat and other watcreraft emissions

= Qdor [rom waste materials. The Draft Scoping wlentifies exhaust fung that create negative air
pressure; what are the contingency plans when systems breakdown? How will this altect
surrounding park uscers, residents, ete.?

= QOdor and air quality must consider the prevailing winds, which come from the west.

»  Noist levels atfecting ncarby residents, park users and businesses must be studicd, especially lor
occupants and users of [uture development immediately east ol Route YA,

Volume

All of the above factors of traffic, air quality and noise must be considered in rclation to commereial
waste and private waste haulers. The following questions/issues must be addressed:

= Will the 59" Streer site be used for commercial waste?

= What is the maximum tonnage to be considered for the 59" Strect site? What percentage might
be cansidered for commercial waste and how will the impact of this additional waste be studicd?

= The air quality of private waste hauling vehicles must be included in the analysis in relation to
truck noise, emissions, clc.

= What is tho worst-case scenario regarding use ol 59™ Street site, in relation to other sits
considered? How will the disqualification of other sites affect the volume, truck routes, overall
tonnage at this site?

= What is the city’s plan for recyclables - including paper, which is currently brought through the
59" Streut site?

Desipn and Visual Resourges

DSNY tonk great care and effort with the design of the current pier. both by investing in good
architecture and public art as well. We encourage the department 1o again uphold high standards of’
urban design and architecture when studying and planning this enlarged facility. DSNY must
disclose dusign plans and drawings, including increased height and [ootprint for public review.

DSNY must consider the neighborhood environment and character in developing a desipn for this
working pivr - looking to the natural, economic, and social environments surrounding this facility.
In particular, DSNY must consider the existence ol'this M'I'S within and comecting two significant
parks, and the visual impact of a chunged design and greater size.

Most solid waste [acilities are designed o promote elficiency with ordinary design meant to conceal
the facility and separate it from the public. CB4 urges DSNY to consider design that is not only
eflicient and environmentally responsible, but one which promotes public mtcrest and involvement.
Prer 99 cin be used to invite public understanding of recycling and solid wastc disposal issucs.

Through careful consideration of building infrastructure, landscaping, water habitat, and natural
resourees, this pier can provide innovative methods of education and be a lasting example of how
well-designed, functional systems can co-exist in an urban environment. This can be done through:
plants and natural growth along vutside walls and roof area; public walkways along the north side of
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the picr with vicws (windows) inside the pier 1o view operations; public viewing areas [or
educational purposes; consideration of various roollop uscs for public usage.

"Fhese ideas ol only promols interest, cducation, and provide a more palatable design for the
surrounding community, they promote public understanding of recycling, cnergy officiency, and
environmentally friendly design.

Detailed Comments
Site Specilic Asscssments of Converted MTSs

2.1 6 Converted MTS Site Descriptions - West 59" Street Converted MTS, Manhattan

The deseription of the surrounding arca in the document to date is startlingly inaccurate. Page 36
reads, “.and uses to the west of West Side Highway are dominated by transportation and utility uscs,
which utilize piers to the south of West 59™ Street MTS,” when in fact the dominant use ol land lo
the west of the West Side lighway is as parkland, with the [ludsen River Park developing the land
immediately south of the site continuing to Pier 94, and Riverside South Planning Corporation
developing the park immediately north of the site, continuing north to 72nd Strect. Both park cnlitics
control Lhe waler between the piers as well.

Consideration must be given in the [EIS and the planning of'the (acility for the above mentioned fact,
since DSNY does not control nor have a right 1o access to the water immediately north of the picr
itself

In addition, the site-specific assessment must include impacts to:

= The bikeway/walkway, which exists to the immediate east of the tacility. This heavily used
pathway connects the new [ludson River Park with Riverside Park South to the immediate north
of the site.

»  (jencral impacts on the nearby portions of Riverside South Park and Hudson River Park, and in
particular the two areas immediately adjacent:

= Picr 97, which is now occupied by DSNY in violation of the Hudson River Park Act, for vehicle
parking and various storage operations. T'his pier is already designed as parkland and will he
heavily used for children’s play sreus und active recrealion once construclion can begin.

* The upland arca between 557 and 58" Streets which represents Segment 7 (Chinton Cove) of the
Hudson River Park, currently under construction to be coraplcted in spring 2005,

«  Phe “UnConvention Center,” located on Pier 94 south of the MTS, which creates large amounts
of truffic, both vehicular and pedestrian, during trade shows.

«  The 59" Street Recreation Center, located between 10" and 11" avenues on the north side of 59"
Strect The center, part of the city Parks Department, serves low-income New Yorkers from the
arca as well as workers in the arca.

*  John Jay Colloge butween S8 and 59 Sueet, 10™ to |

= Residential uses, including:

- Trump's Riverside South development north of 59" Street

- Two residential towurs located on 59" Strect between 10™ and 11% Avenucs.

- Durst Organization’s residential and oflice towers being constructed on 11 to 12 Avenues
hetween 57" and 58" Strects.

1" avenues
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- Several low-risc residential buildings that exigt between 107 and 11™ Avenues between 56"

and 60" Streets.
- I'he Westport a1 56" Street and 10™ Avenue
- The Nicole at 55" Street and 9™ Avenue

2.2.2 Sociceconomic CConditions

~Demographic conditions in the study areas (rougrhly based on census tracts within % mile of the site)
will be compared to demographic conditions in the appropriate borough and the city.”

(B4 is concemed that Census data collected in 1999 will be grossly out-of~datc and will not reflect
the demographic charactenstics of the area, which is rapidly changiny. Please note the list of new
residentia and commercial developments above. In total, these projects will represent thousands of
additional local residents with diverse socio-ceonomic backgrounds. Similar developmeni activity
north of' 59" Street within the boundaries of CB7 will contribute to local population charactenistics.

2.2.3 Communily Facilities and Services

“Adverse impacts could result it a projuct either: 1 alters a communily fucility (e.g. disrupts existing
activily patlerns within communities near an clement ...or on its access/cpress routes). or 2 causes a
change in population that could affect the types and/or levels of scrvice appropriate for the
community.”

('R4 ask DSNY to study the imipacts both during construction and during facility operations on the
59" Street Rucreation Center located on 59™ Street east of 11™ Avenue, How will additional truck
traffic, queuing collection vehicles, air quality, and noise affeet this Center? The center is about to
undergo a major reconstruction project, which could include the rehabilitation of the outdoor pool.
Short-term and long-term noisc und poliution impacts to this center must be studied.

2.24 Open Space

Conversion and increased usage of the MTS at 59 Street will greatly impact the open spaces directly
to the cast, north and south of the Pier.

('B4 urges DSNY to study the traffic flow of pedestrians/bicyclists along the pathway to the
immediate cast — crossing the enirance to the site. Studies of the bikeway/walkway should include
usage at both peak, regular, and lowest usage during various limes/seasons of the year, in conjunction
with usage in relation to peak and non-peak truck traffic for the MTS.

This bikeway/walkway scrves as not only a source of rocreation, excreise, and loisure, butas a
primary source of transportation for individuals who commute to and from work daily via bicycle,
roller blading, walking, ¢tc. In addition, open spuaces to the north and south include play areas for
small children, passive recreation, and active recreution planned for Pier 97.

Although the MTS is not likely to employ the minimum 500 employees required by CEQR for
quantitative assessment, other new facilitics in the area will increase the use of open spaces and
therefore further the impact of the converted MTS. The residential and cornmareial towers currently
under construction will increase the number of individuals utilizing the Clinton Cove Park section of
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Hudson River Park, and increase bike/pedestrian usage of the bikeway/walkway. In addition,
renovation of Picr 94 for use as the UnConvention Center will increase usage of both the park and

bikeway/walkway.

Special attention should be given to the traffic, air, noise and shadow impacts upon the open spaces
adjacent and in the vicinity of the MTS site. This should include a study of possible uses of (he north
side of the pier {or park uses. Riverside Park South directly abuts the pier and includes the water
area out (o the picr head line,

2.2.5 Culwral Resources

DSNY must consider any impacts to the bulkhead in the convursion, as it is eligible for the State and
National Registers of Historic Places and is therefore subject o restrictions.

The possible impact of pollution from increased traffic on the Con Ed generaling plant, which is
chgible for the State and National Register of Historic Places should also be cvaluated.

22,6 Urhan design, Visual Resources, and Shadows

(*B4 is concerned about the visual impact and shadows this facility will have for park users,
particularly in Riverside Park South. DSNY should study the views cast and vicws looking north
from the western cnd of Pler 97. How will this affect views fooking north up the Hudson toward the

(ieorge Washington Bridge?
2.2.7 Neighborhood Character

CB4 1s concerncd about the impact on the neighborhood character in relation to increased collection
truck traffic, noisc, und air quality. The DEIS should addruss how will this impuct the ncighborhood
and how will it affect new development.

2.2.8 Natural Resources

‘The DEIS must include an analysis of how construction and operations will affect Hudson River
habitat, purticularly in the water arca designated as an estuarine sanctuary.

2.2.11 Waterlront Revitahization Program

What criteria were used in determining which of the Loval Waterfront Revitalization policies and
sub-policies were applicable? These policics should be comsidered bused on sitc-specitic analysis of
vach site.

2.2.13 Traffic and Transportation

(B4 is very concerned that the Drall Scoping Document does not include sufficient tralfic analysis
of the area. This includes studies of queuing and traffic mentioned above, in addition to detailed
study of the facility operations interfacing with pedestrian traffic along the bikeway/walkway. The
document states that there will be no weekend traflic analysis because Saturday tralfic is lower than
weekday traffic, Although fewer collection vehicles may be entering the [acility, the weekends pose
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the most risk for accidents with pedestrian traflic on the bikeway/walkway. This location must be
consulered as a “high accident-prone location™ and should be studicd in dotail,

The DEIS must include additional traffic analysis at the following intersections:

* 56" Strect and Route 9A - This arca will be a mitjor route for departing collection vehicles, and
includes traffic from commuters, visitors, UnConvention Center visitors (both vehiculur and
pedestrian traffic), rebuilt sanitation garage, Passenger Ship Terminal craise ship departures and
arrivals (vehicular and pedustrian). '

» 57" Swecrand 11" Avenue - ‘This area is subject to increased traffic duc to development and is
along the route of collection trucks.

» 59" Street and 10™ Avenue — This area is along the route of the collection trucks and includes St
Luke’s Roosevelt Hospital, John Jay College, the 59™ Strect Recreation € ‘eater, two residential
towers, and parking f{acilitics.

Thark you [or your attention to our commenis, We hope Lo see many of them reflceted in the DEIS
and following documcnts.

Sincerely,

W A

Walter MankofF
Chuir
Manhattan Community Board No. 4

a ‘-‘(»"”"‘Vé.———.‘

¢

Johnt Doswell Pam Frederick
Co-Chair Co-Chair
Waterfront & Parks Commitice Watertront & Parks Committec

ce: Hon. Michael Bloomberg, Mayor
Hon. C. Virginia Fields, Manhattan Borough President
Local elected oflicials
Dept. of Parks and Recreation
Hudson River Park Trust
Fricnds of 11udson River Park
John Jay College
Manbattan Community Board Nos. 7, § & ©
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Tuly 7 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station
On East 91° Street

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

{

1 am 2 Q years old. 1live in the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. I
play in Carl Schurz Park or at Asphalt Green playground when +the weather is nice. I take
classes at Asphalt Green. Sometimes 1 ride my bike on the Greenway. 1 love my
neighborhood. It is clean and the air smells good.

Tt makes me sad and scared that the Sanitation Department wants to Teopen the
Transfer Station. Where will al] the children go to play? Who will want to play in the
parks when the air stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from garbage trucks?

1 don’t like bad smells—they make me feel sick. How will T be able to steep and
do my homework with the noises from the garbage trucks? I"m scared that big rats will
come to live onmy street and in the parks and get into our apartment building. We will
all get sick from the pollution in the air.

‘What makes me most upset is:

BAD SM gLl S
DO NOT REOPEN THE TRANSFER STATION I113

Narme:
Address:
Halle 1<afe Frectm o
ci5 £ Fat ST # 44
Mo Yore, A joiz §



July Oj , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New v ork Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station
On East 91 Street

Dear Mr. Szarpansid:

I am /“7 years old. 1 live in the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. 1

play in Carl Schurz Park or at Asphalt Green playground when the weather is nice. I take

classes at Asphali Green. gometimes I nde my bike on the Greenway. 1lovemy

neighborhood. It is clean and the air smells good.
Tt makes me sad and scared that the Sanitation Department wants to reopen the

Transfer Station. ‘Where will all the children go to play? Who will want to play in the

parks when the air stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from garbage trucks? ——
1 don’t like bad smells—-they make me feel sick. How will I be able to sleep and

.

do my homework with the noises from the garbage trucks? I’m scared that big rats will

come to live on ™Yy street and in the parks and get into our apartment uilding xWe will “ C
all get sick from the pollution in the air. NS ~ \‘\/
What makes me mTSt upset is: % | — S
; nn

_gg;%r REOFPE £, TRANSFER STATION::::
Name: )
Address:




FROM -

ZACK MANNA FAX NOL @ 212 876 B782 Jul. 81 2884 84:27PM Pl

Lich Meapna

1725 York Auence, 32G
New Yook, NY 10128
212 976-2339

July 1, 2004

Mr. Harry Szarpanski

Assistant Commissioner

New York City Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street

12™ Floor

New York, NY 10004

Mr. Szarpanski,

I wish to add my name and voice to those opposing activation of
and expansion of the 91 Street Marine Transfer Station.

My concerns are those of everyone else ~ air quality, odors and
pollution; increased street traffic and noise, and the negative
effect on real-estate values and neighborhood character,
including Asphalt Green, parks, open spaces and natural
resources.

Please do not reopen the 91° Street station!

My sincere thanks,

ﬁg/w/



OFFICE OF THE BROOKLYN BOROUGH PRESIDENT

BOROUGH PRESIDENT MARTY MARKOWITZ’S TESTIMONY
DEPARTMENT OF SANITATION HEARINGS ON THE SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
July 1, 2004

Good evening and thank you for giving me the opportunity to testify on this impostant
matter. My name is Judd Schechtman, Land Use Coordinator and Environmental Specialist for
Borough President Marty Markowitz. Borough President Markowitz could not attend tonight’s
hearing and he asked me to present his testimony.

Although the proposed plan 1s an improvement to the current system, the plan falls
dramatically short of a vision for what sanitation could do to improve the way our waste is managed
and minimize the effects on our communities. The scope also omits a number of significant issues
particular to Brooklyn that must be analyzed and rectified.

Although the plan uightly proposes to study environmental justice issues, there are stll major
inequities encompassed in the plan itself that are not highlighted as justice concerns. According to
the plan, Brooklyn’s three marine transfer stations are expected to collectively take 12,870 tons of
waste per day, while Manhattan will take 10,725 tons. The Bronx’ transfer stations will handle 2,804
tons, and Queens only 2,672 tons. The Greenpoint MTS alone will take 3,387 tons of DSNY
managed waste, more than any other single DSNY MTS in the City. In comparison, two of the three
Manhattan MTSs will handle just over 1,000 tons, and the W. 135" St. MTS will take less than 1,500
tons.

This community is already saddled with far more than its fair share of land-based private

transfer stations. Adding trucks heading to the new MTS will not improve conditions without

Brooklyn Borough Hall = 209 Joralemoen Street -~ Brooklyn, New York 11201 = 718/802-3700 - Fax 718/802-3959



corresponding closures of the existing stations. But the scope does not cover any plans to
incorporate commercial waste into city’s waste management system, leaving the status of existing
private transfer stations open. This will also result in the continuance of the redundancy of carters
operating in neighborhoods, with the attendant excessive truck noise and emissions, and does
nothing to reduce reliance of long-haul truck-based transfer by commercial carters. The potential for
this unacceptable outcome and alternatives should be addressed by the 113

I am pleased to see that a biological assessment of water quality will be conducted for the
scope, but | want to ensure that the study considers the impact of the barge traffic upon not just
existing conditions, but potental future conditions as well. Newtown Creek 1s effectively a dead
waterway, seething with toxic chemicals including an enormous oil spiil. It i1s doubtfui that adding
barges, with potential leaking of fluids, fuel and waste runoff, would have much of an additional
negative effect on that beleaguered waterway. But in twenty years, we have a goal that citizens will be
able to fish and maybe even swim in our urban streams, mcluding Newtown Creek. The scope
should address that potential scenario as well, by including a study with a baseline of clean water.
Along similar lines, the Parks, Open Space and Socioeconomic analysis must look at impacts to
property values and health and welfare impacts to the community. But it is important that the Scope
consider not simply existing residents and open space, but the future of this community, with
analysis looking at impacts to a build-out scenario under the upcoming rezoning plan. Impact
analysis should also not be pigeon-holed to the MTS site itself, but rather look at camulative
economie and environmental impacts of barge traffic in the creek and harbor.

This draft scope is also shortsighted with regard to opportunities to think outside of the box.
It is disappointing to realize that the scope envisions that we will be exporting our garbage
indefinetely, without any consideration for alternative technologies — or even a reduction in waste

generation or expansion in recycling, to say nothing of expanding composting or studying alternative



technologies such as biodigesting and gasification — that improve environmental responsibility,
create jobs, and reduce the price risk left open by contiruing to export to other states.

The study also neglects to look at collection issues, relating to potential automation,
reduction and alteration of routes, targets for reduction of number of vehicles, vehicle emissions
issues, and the provision of vehicles with capability to better sort varying types of wastes for
distribution to processots. The scope simply proposes assessing predicted truck traffic instead of
focusing on reducing traffic over the 20-year planning period. The study should also analyze the
potential for commercial waste vehicles to utilize MTS’ and predict impacts if the commercial waste
transfer stations were subsequently closed. The scope should assess garbage truck emissions and
prospective alternatives, with a plan towards setting targets for continually reducing air-quality
impacts of sanitation vehicles, and should include data on the total effect on air quality, including the
use of Jargely-unregulated diesel-powered barges.

The Draft Scope for the Solid Waste Management Plan is woefully inadequate in its
exploration of alternatives, woefully inadequate in its vision for the future of garbage management in
New York City, and does little to rectify the inequities of the current land-based transfer system,
particularly with tegard to Brooklyn communities that already are suffering under the weight of the
City’s current garbage management system. I sincelrely hope that you will heed my comments and

the comments of this concerned community. Thank you.



June 29, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street- 12% Floor

New York. NY 10004

Dear Commisioner Szarpanski:

Unfortunately, I was unable to attend the Public Scope Meeting
last night.

I would like to voice my MOST STRONG OBJECTION to the
prospect of reintroducing a garbage depot in what is one of the
most historic areas of the City. Gracie Mansion and its immediate
environs would be completely destroyed by stinking garbage
trucks lined up idling waiting to disgorge their contents.

You should also note that already we have to suffer a substantial
increase of air pollution, soot, and oil effluence due to the
enormous traffic that speeds up and down the East Side Drive. To
add to this challenge would be unendurable.

Thank you for registering these comments.
Sincerely,

=SS A

Elizabeth Fox Martin
515 East 89" Street, 2E
New York, NY 10128




July g, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor

New York; New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REQPEN THE 915T STREET MTS
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91% Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concemns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91 St. entrance ramyp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphait Green’s swimming poo! facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety isk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
EDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the si gnificantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

Name: %WM )7 /WC WM’%}
Address: 4 ]\5/ éﬂg’/— ﬁﬁb géﬁﬂb

5“/'71,(/ (01



July §, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street; 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Against Reopening the 91° Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

With regard to the recently released Scoping Document concerning the MTS, 1
am horrified that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate
reopening and expanding the facility. Tt seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a
taxpayer) that the City would spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and
create much-needed recreation areas, and, at the same time, spend millions to destroy the
vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront—and threaten the health and safety of hundreds of
thousands of people.

1, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green
facility, Carl Schurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the
MTS reopen, I can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an area that is
fouled with the stench of garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with
exhaust fumes from hundreds of garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS.
My enjoyment of the river and the waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my
health would be compromised as well. The area now is filled with the sounds of
thousands of children playing in the parks and ballfields—where will these children go
when their environment becomes degraded and poliuted by the MTS?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan” should be
abandoned in its entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate locations for such
a facility) should be pursued vigorously.
i
Sincerely yours, ’
Name: %%ﬁ(j Mé/f/&/f{‘ /)4,
Address: - -
= S(C calc FT/€
Mew yi’ﬂbzi //(7 /pl 26}7



STEPHEN P. McCANDLESS
130 EAST END AVENUE 5-B

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10028
(212) 737-4002
Fax (212) 717-7465
spmcciiO@aol.com

Tuly 7, 2004
Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street 12" Floor
New York, New York 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

Re: Our Opposition to a_91* Street Marine Transfer Station

We were married in 1972. That is the same year that our friend Dr. George Murphy was
able to realize the start of his vision to develop land, previously planned for residential
development, into Asphalt Green. For the past 32 years, we have benefitted in differing
ways from his effort and determination.

The proposal to establish a Marine Transfer Station on 01 Street really scares us because
of what we believe will the terrible adverse impact on the quality of life for blocks
around.

This is certainly a controversial plan, and we are greatly disappointed that the venue
chosen for the June 28 public hearing was so small that we were unable to gain entrance.
Many of us who tried unsuccessfully to attend could not hear either a description of the
proposal or our neighbors’ comments. It seemed almost like a slap in the face to the
community.

Qur neighborhood, of course, is very densely populated. The presence of the Asphalt
Green is an asset in so many ways. Swarms of children of all sizes can run and play
outside. Adults including the elderly and infirm receive the benefits of exercise there.
Asphalt Green employs a great number and diversity of people.

And now it is being proposed that a continuous convoy of trucks arrive almost at all
hours of the week into a newly-constructed industrial plant in the middle of a residential
neighborhood. I can’t really evaluate the claims that the proposed facility will be odor-
and rodent-free and that trucks won’t queue for blocks on York Avenue. I seriously
doubt, however, that those claims could be true.



What seems incontrovertible to me is that there will be many trucks in a continuing
stream on the neighborhood streets surrounding the Asphalt Green. They will impede
safe access to the Asphalt Green, whether or not they queue on the street. These trucks
will be competing for space on streets already congested with the recently-arrived
disaster of articulated city buses.

Life ini a dense urban area in the 21% centiry necessatily is stressful. A vital antidote to
such stress is living in a pleasant neighborhood with a park, schools and the Asphalt
Green.

We strongly urge, for the sake of our own personal family lifestyle as well as that of our
neighbors and the multitude of children that benefit from access to Asphalt Green, that
the plans to construct a Marine Transfer Station on 91 Street be withdrawn.

Sincerely yours,
% QM«,@Z{/\O
Stephen P McCandless
Carolyn K McCandless
ce:
New SWMP Comments

c/o Ecology and Environment, Inc.
90 Broad Street Suite 1906
New York, New York 10004



525 East 89" Street, Apt. 6-F
New York, New York 10128
June 28, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
Department of Sanitation

City of New York

44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

The reopening and enlargement of the garbage transfer station on East 91st Sticet is not a good
idea. Over the last two decades, with the City's approval, the neighborhood has developed into a
densely populated residential area that is also home to variety of educational, medical and
industrial facilities and a superb new recreational facility, the Asphalt Green. In the last 10 vears
many high rise apartment buildings have been built (York & 91%, York & 93" _ First & 89" _ First
& 90", First & 91*, First & 92™). Another is under construction at York and $3" Street. and
there are indications Beth Isracl North Hospital may be razed to make room for yet another high-
rise. Numerous low-rise apartment buildings have been constructed as well. The resuit is
extremely congested neighborhood. The Green is used by school children and adults from all
over the city, many bussed in from other boroughs. In fact, buses bring hundreds of students to
and from the local public and private schools and to the Green almost every day almost year
round. In addition, the neighborhood is a terminal for 3 city bus lines (M 31, M86, and M90)
which add significantly to the traffic on York and First Avenues. And additional transportation
has been developed by Glenwood, which provides its own bus service. and by the city. which
built a ferry terminal at 90th Street. Al contribute to traffic on the neighborhood’s streets.
Moreover, some remnants of the old industrial facilities, such as Verizon’s garage, remain and
others have been put to new uses, such as Eli's Vinegar Factory. All contribute 1o the traffic
problem.

As it stands now, traffic on York Avenue can be brought to a virtual standstill by a bus making a
left-hand turn if another is unloading passengers at 91" Street. And the avenue is a major route
for ambulances to the many hospitals further down on York as well as to and from the FDR
Drive. The addition of numerous garbage trucks transporting residential and commercial garbage
to an enlarged industrial garbage processing facility would produce intolerable traffic and
frequent gridlock. It would have a catastrophic impact on the environment from the truck fumes
and the leakage. Many of us remember the mess caused by garbage trucks dripping leakage as
they lined up on York whenever something went wrong at the existing garbage transfer station.
An enlarged garbage processing plant would itself wreck havoc on the environment and make the
Asphalt Green and Carl Shurtz Park difficult if not impossible to enjoy.

Given the congestion caused by the many residences and other facilities in the neighborhood,



why is the reopening and enlargement of the 91st Street garbage transfer station even being
considered? What are the advantages of expanding the old garbage plant? The only clear one is
that the City owns the plant and the site. But if it is to be largely torn down and a new. larger one
built, that advantage is minimal as new money will have to be spent. Obviously, that new money
can be spent anywhere. And if it is spent here the new plant will still have the limited access
tamp of the old, smaller station unless the City plans to close the Asphalt Green, Carl Shurtz
Park, or the FDR Drive. An enlarged plant could be built oul into the East River (with state and
national government approval) but the access problem will remain.

What alternatives are there? Where should an industrial garbage processing plant go? My
suggestion is that it be placed in an existing industrial area or vacant space such as an abandoned
pier or military base. An alternative would be any area far from schools and residential areas.
such as underneath the approaches to the Cross Bronx Expressway. In any of these other
locations, the environmental impact would be minimat and the commercial impact might even be
welcomed.

Sincerely,

Qi

Alan McClare



McLendon
180 East End Avenue
New York, NY, 10128

June 13, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12% Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski,

While | understand that garbage must be processed somewhere,
it just seems inherently wrong to do it next to Asphalt Green where
hundreds of children play outdoors throughout the year. These children
are running and playing strenuous games and would be breathing in
fumes which are surely hazardous to their health.

| have lived in the neighborhood for almost twenty years, and

what | love most about it is the quiet. It is an oasis in the city and the

thought of more and more garbage trucks invading this lovely residential
area is disturbing.

| urge you to reconsider reopening and expanding the Marine
Transfer Station.

Bondora ) SHerclies

Barbara McLendon

Telephone 212 249-9061 Email mclendonb@earthlink.net Fax No. 212 249-9078
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Name (Please Print): __ NApN e MEppap ¢

Agency/Organization/Resident: d&luuu(, /- a—:,,JaL M

Address: [ Yo A, 21—
N et (97 v

i

Email: __ CErWTARCHED. (D YAH+ . 4]
[9/1 would like to be added to your mailing list.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:

New SWMP Comments

¢/o Ecology and Environment, Inc.
90 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July 9th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004,
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COMMENT SHEET

FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 91ST STREET CONVERTED MARINE TRANSFER STATION

Name (Please Print): %CS@’VI DL I'\a’w ren e ,'/[ff-if/?/ S

Agency/Organlzatlo /Resident:

Address:._ 1 73S \I/(‘)raic /;{}UE;UMC-?/ /U‘{ 0128 AT 26-1]

Email:

[:] | would like to be added to your mailing list.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:

New SWMP Comments

o/o Ecology and Environment, Inc.
80 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July Sth, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.
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Marz R. Miller
530 Kast 90 Street #2D
New York, NY 10128

July 6, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: DO NOT RE-OPEN THE 9157 STREET MARINE TRANSFER STATION
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one block from the 91 Street MTS, and
it is inconceivable that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department are planning not only to re-open the MTS, but also
to double its size and accept commercial as well as residential garbage. This residential neighborhood is truly the
worst possible location for this type of facility.

If opened according to the Mayor and the Sanitation Depariment’s plan, operating six days a week, twenty-four
hours 2 day, the neighborhood of Gracie Point, would bare the burden of a constant borage of garbage trucks:
emitted noise, noxious exhaust fumes, and the stench of trash. While I can too gasily envision the physical
discomforts and environmental degradation caused by the garbage trucks, I can only image how horribly an endless
queue of these trucks, lining York Avenue, will affect traffic. York Avenue is already heavily trafficked and
virtually un-navigable because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic generated from the FDR Drive on-
ramp and those exiting the FDR at 06® Street. The increased traffic, and inescapable congestion, will only worsen
the environmental and safety conditions.

- In addition, al! this garbage will be trucked directly through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of
children from all areas of the city each year providing athletic felds for outdoor activities. It is rare to see the
“green” unoccupied by ball games and runners, and the basketball courts empty —but I cannot image the fields will
get much use if they require withstanding the noise, stench, and the inevitable return of vermin that the MTS
supplied when it was last open. The same would be true for the Greenway bicycle path, and even Carl Schultz Park
— the few public areas of recreation in the Upper East Side. Italso faces more city parks at Randall and Roosevelt
Islands, which would also endure the noise and stench.

It is also a concern that the pollution and vermin will also negatively affect the new residential and commercial
growth the area is currently enjoying as seen in the many new hi-rise residential buildings, hotel, and continued
construction projects. The parks, waterfront access and even the convenience of the water taxi station at 91st Street
helped to spur this development - why should this neighborhood’s self-propelled growth suffer, while the Mayor
and City continue to spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these important and real jssaes. This plan should be stopped

immediately, and a more productive use of our tax money — and this taxpayers time! The Sanitation Department
needs to do more thorongh and thoughtful research to find a better solution.

Sincerely,

Mara Miller



= COMMENT SHEET

V4l FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 915T STREET CONVERTED MARINE TRANSFER STATION -:

Name (Please Print): _ MW ML 180

Agency/Organizat@

Address: %Sd E. 9t S/f #Z‘D j N\'f@ 1@12—3

Email__ MAEAZMILLER & M AN, COM
| would like to be added to your mailing fist.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:

New SWMP Comments

c/o Ecology and Environment, Inc.
90 Broad Street, Suite 1806

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July ath, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.

COMMENTS: .

Before I purchased my current apartment at 530 East 90 Street, I was telling an
—— acguaintance about the move, knowing they had lived at York and 90" Street a few years  ——
ago, and still kept a business at 315 East 91 Street. It was then that I was told of how
much the neighborhood had improved since the Marine Transfer Station was closed. In R
____ fact, the air and noise pollution, as well as the traffic the Garbage trucks created, were the
reason this person had decided to move out of the area, rather than purchase an
—— apartment. Most recently, they told me they had contacted their old landlord, looking for ~ ——
a new lease, and I had to inform them of the unfortunate news that the situation that drove
them from the area, may soon be returning. Asa homeowner, I have even greater
. concermns - that property values will inevitably decline along with the quality of life in the
neighborhood, I will suffer financially as well, in a time that the New York City ;eaI'
estate is otherwise flourishing. ——

—




July  , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station
On East 91° Street

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

Iam M&gold" I live in the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. I
play in Carl Schurz Park or at Asphalt Green playground when the weather is nice. I take
classes at Asphalt Green. Sometimes I ride my bike on the Greenway. Ilove my
neighborhood. It is clean and the air smells good.

It makes me sad and scared that the Sanitation Department wants to reopen the
Transfer Station. Where will all the children go to play? Who will want to play in the
parks when the air stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from garbage trucks?

I don’t like bad smells—they make me feel sick. How will I be able to sleep and
do my homework with the noises from the garbage trucks? I’m scared that big rats will
come to live on my street and in the parks and get into our apartment building. We will
all get sick from the pollution in the air.

What makes me most upset is:

DO NOT REOPEN THE TRANSFER STATION !

Name: Vodve q\)\LSQL\_OQ
Address: )5 G BN A6
NeMorte | D\ (D1 &



Tuly [, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12 Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Against Reopening the 917 Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

v 1t regard to the recently released Scoping Document concerning the MTS, I
am horrified that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate
reopening and expanding the facility. It seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a
taxpayer) that the City would spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and
create much-needed recreation areas, and, at the same time, spend millions to destroy the
vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront—and threaten the health and safety of hundreds of

thousands of people.

I, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green
facility, Carl Schurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the
MTS reopen, I can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an area that is
fouled with the stench of garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with
exhaust fumes from hundreds of garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS.
My enjoyment of the river and the waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my
health would be compromised as well. The area now is filled with the sounds of
{housands of children playing in the parks and ballfields—where will these children go
when their environment becomes degraded and polluted by the MTS?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan” should be
abandoned in its entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate locations for such

a facility) should be pursued vigorously.

Sincerely yours,

Name: \\owio, One sbeeld

Address: $HC FEay 8‘2\%%\- 7‘%‘;6
Mg, Y 1O\



Tuly] ,2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor |
New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 9137 STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91%' Street transfer station will be
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concemns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public.safety is very much at stake. The 91% St, entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

Name: N@va\J\/\LSdAeQ

Address: g)g@g‘r%w
A IOV |2



July 3, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street

12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

The testimonials at Monday’s Draft Scope Document Hearing were compelling, well
researched, emotional yet logical. The opposition to the re-opening of 91% Street MTS is
widespread, from the low-income minority housing residents at Stanley Isaacs to virtually
all of our residents and local and State politicians, who unanimously and vigorously went
on record against the DOS plan with respect to 91 Street.

I think you must have found the large crowd of citizens from the Upper East Side to be
well informed on the subject both from a practical and scientific standpoint. They were
also respectful of the DOS panel, yet emotionally driven to convince you of the
extraordinary special circumstances that make this particular MTS site completely
inappropriate for re-opening now or ever again.

The population density is exceptionally high here, and there is no buffer zone
surrounding the industrial facility. In addition to the density of residential property that
surrounds the MTS without protection from the facility itself or from the long lines of
trucks that will form along the neighborhood's main artery, York Avenue, the facility is
literally “joined at the hip and sharing vital organs” with NYC’s premier recreational
facility, Asphalt Green. This is not only a citywide treasure; it is officially a City Park
and a City Landmark. There is literally no protection for the citizéns or for the 12,000
children per year that play at Asphalt Green from vermin, intolerable noxious odors, flies,
and diesel exhaust particulate likely to increase asthma and other lung disorders amongst
all of us.

The neighborhood has grown immensely since the old MTS was closed, and would
represent a cancer inserted directly into the veins of a vibrant residential community. I
strongly suggest that an industrial facility such as that planned for 91* Street be built only
on an industrial site, and NEVER in a neighborhood that is so purely and densely
residential and that contains such an active and full-scale professional park for children as
Asphalt Green.

e A, Modleski
423 East 90th Street, #4C
New York, NY 10128



Tuly>,, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor
New York, NY 10004 o _
RE: Letter in Opposition to Re-opening the
East 91° Street Marine Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

T am a longtime resident of Gracie Point, and I live in a cooperative apartment
complex located one block from the MTS. I have a distinet recollection of the awful
conditions we were burdened with while the MTS was in operation, and I shudder to
think of the effects the re-opening of the MTS will have on the neighborhood.

While the MTS was operating, we lived with a putrid stench on a daily basis. We
had a significant infestation of rodents and vermin. As a result of the garbage, rats the
size of small dogs lived in the shrubbery, in our garden and in Carl Shuz Park. Flocks of
seagulls left their droppings all over the neighborhood. It was impossible to sleep because
of the noise of the garbage trucks lined up on York Avenue, and the air was filled with
noxious exhaust fumnes. Traffic was a nightmare, and it was impossible to proceed on
York Avenue because of the garbage trucks.

Since the MTS closed, the neighborhood has vastly changed for the better.
Asphalt Green has become a vital outdoor facility where children from all over the city
come to play. We now have a Greenway bicycle path and a busy ferry stop in the East
90" Street area. Thriving businesses are located here, such as The Vinegar Factory. We
also have become much more densely populated, with many new high rise apartment
buildings that attract young families, and a hotel under construction. With the greater
population, we now also have more traffic, large, articulated buses serving over four
major bus routes, and many, many more children and elderly whose lives, health and
safety will be severely compromised should the MTS re-open.

It is inconceivable that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department are planning not
only to reopen the MTS, but to double its size and accept commercial as well as
residential garbage. This is truly the worst possible location for this type of facility. This
plan should be stopped immediately, and a more productive use of our tax money should
be found.

Sincerely_yours, R
Name: 2 p o =X MUK b
Address: S 20 < Go <

MV Y ove




Philip Opher
Ph. D. Economics
1725 York Avenue Apartment 15 C
New York NY 10128
Phone 212-410-5283 Facsimile 212-410-7901 Pandeopher(@aol com

Fuly 7, 2004
REGISTERED MAIL

To Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Deg]artment of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 127 floor

New York NY 10004

Re Written Comments — East 91st Street Putrescible and Non-Putrescible Waste Station
Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

We met at the Scoping Meeting on June 28, 2004 and you were present at my brief
remarks on that occasion. Please receive hereby my Written Comments with Exhibits,
and kindly incorporate them into the public record.

Yours truly,
Philip Opher

Enclosed: 2-page Written Comments

8-page Exhibits as follows:

#1  Photos of 4 co-located facilities, i. e. station and Asphalt
Green units York Building, Murphy Building, sporis field;

#1 A TFact Sheet No. 3 of Sanitation Dept., with Asphalt Green brushed
away;

#2  Map of City of NY Parks and Recreation, depicting Asphalt Green
in its entirety as Park;

#2 A Photos of day-care facility Park at Asphalt Green, and of the
Parks Department official logo on its fence;

#3  Zoning Map 9 a of the NYC Planning Commission, depicting
as Residential a section of Asphalt Green, and all adjacent areas;

#4  Photos of the fithess room at Asphalt Green, on Residential land,
facing the station tens of feet away across FDR Drive;

#5  Photo of station’s gate, sign, and driveway, at York Avenue, on
Park-mapped land and across Residential buildings;

46  Report on 1976 decision by NYC Landmark Preservation
Commission to declare Murphy Building of Asphalt Green a
Landmark, and photo of the structure.



Talking Points ~ 91% Street Putrescible and Non-Putrescible Waste Station ~ 6/28/04

Philip Opher 1725 York Avenue NY NY 10128 212-410-5283
PANDEOPHER@AOL.COM

I am Philip Opher, a coop shareholder at 1725 York Avenue in front of the proposed
station. I am a retired group vice president of the engineering concern Parsons, active in
infrastructure projects, internationally as well as for the City of New York; and Ph. D. in
Economics. Here are my remarks:

a2

I commend the City Sanitation Department and its Commissioner bringing us
here. Thank you. Moreover, I translate for you the cryptic title of ‘“Positive
Declaration” of one document. It means that the Department itself is concerned
that the project will damage the community.

But I also protest the inaccuracies and omissions present in the documents.

I shall use for the station the name coined in documents of today, that is
Putrescible and Non-Putrescible Waste Station.

Our neighborhood area around the proposed station is clearly ineligible for the
location of such a station, by the very rules of the Sanitation documents of today.
They kind of protect areas in the proximity, in case these are defined as Park or
Residential or Landmarks.

The documents lay a succession of distances around a proposed station, within
which eligible facilities and areas are protected. First - 400 feet, then the
difference to ¥ mile, then to Y2 mile.

“Fact Sheet” or Fiction Sheet, for you to decide. The centerpiece of our
neighborhood, and one of the most valued in New York City, is Asphalt Green, a
publicly owned and operated sports and cultural center. Asphalt Green services us
adults, as well as schoolchildren from over 50 schools, and the handicapped. This
center is almost co-located with the proposed station. The components of Asphait
Green, 1 e. the York Avenue building, the Murphy building, and a sports field, are
all distanced from the station by several feet or tens of feet. See in Exhibit #1
photos of all this, taken from my own balcony. But now look at Exhibit #1 A, for
the illustration of the same area as per Sanitation Department’s “Fact Sheet No. 3
— ... East 91* Street Converted ... Station”. The Sanitation magicians have
literally brushed away in their illustration the in-between, in-convenient, Asphalt
Green buildings, leaving a void between the station at FDR Drive and the
residential towers behind York Avenue.

I found out that Asphalt Green in its entirety, alike to Carl Schurz Park, is
declared a Park by the City Department of Parks and Recreation, on their web
page map in Exhibit #2. This was confirmed by Asphalt Green management.
Accordingly, look at Exhibit # 2 A, which includes the following photos: one of a



children playground in front of the York Avenue building of Asphalt Green, part
of the day care function that the Sanitation documents speak about, the other
photo - of the fence of same children’s playground, with the Department of Parks
logo in front and the station in the immediate background.

However, Sanitation documents before us write that the Department will only
abide by zoning determination. I got on the web page the official zoning map of
the neighborhood, numbered 9 a, ofthe New York City Planning Commission,
as shown in Exhibit #3. Lo and behold, the very same area of Asphalt Green that a
minute before was all park is now something else. The Southem section is zoned
Manufacturing namely M 1-4. The Northern section of Asphalt Green, actually
that almost joining the station, is zoned Residential and as I understand it reads
either R 7-2 or R 8 B, please find out which. Exhibit #4 shows photos of people
exercising in the fitness room of the York building of Asphalt Green, almost
touching the station across the FDR drive. The fitness room and pool next to it are
built on the Northern section, Residentially zoned, of Asphalt Green.

The gate and identification sign of the station are on York Avenue, across
Residentially zoned high-rise buildings. See photo in Exhibit #5. The driveway
behind that entrance is slated for garbage trucks queuing, squeezed feet apart
between the Asphalt Green building and its sports field. Site is depicted Park on
the Parks Department map described and shown hereby.

Sanitation documents declare that no Historical Structures are within protected
distance from the proposed station, verbatim “not City Landmarks”. Actually, the
most original building of the area practically stares down at the station from
across the FDR Drive: Murphy Brilding of Asphalt Green. A report by Asphalt
Green in Exhibit # 6 shows that New York City Landmarks Preservation
Commission has declared the building an architectural New York City Landmark
in 1976. It was designed by a pupil of Le Corbusier, the first building of its kind
in Western Hemisphere.

Sanitation officials have even omitted their own City Hall historical resource, the
adjacent Gracie Mansion, past and future Mayor’s official residence and the
premier protocol location of the City. I thought that every soul in the city knows
that Gracie Mansion is also a New York City Landmark. It is located downwind
of the station if you know what T mean, well within the protected radius, on the
Northern edge of Carl Schurz Park. Wait until an official event is spoiled.

Last but not least, it is not logical to set up several stations in the crowded
Manhattan, to heap up the garbage of an entire borough on victimized
neighborhoods. With all due respect, it evokes biological warfare. Instead
concentrating vermin, let’s keep it dispersed under control, which can be
perfected within the existing system of individual track transportation.

e
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Purpose and Need

The City of New York Department of Sanitation (DSNY) is preparing a new Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan
(New SWMP) and supporting Environmental Impact Statement {New SWMP EIS). Required by State luw, the New SWMP will
plan for the management of all of the solid waste generated in the City over the next twenty years in an efficient and
environmentally responsible manner.

Key goals of the New SWMP are to define the City's solid waste management needs and objectives, describe its continued
commitment to the City's current successful programs to prevent, reuse, compost and recycle City waste and propose new
programs including the conversion of the City's eight Marine Transfer Stations into facilities that containerize the remaining

waste for barge export.

| :Description of Proposed Action

Among other things, the proposed action to be evaluated in
the New SWMP EIS Includes:

* Conversion of the City's eight Marine Transfer Stations
(MTS) into facilities capable of containerizing waste for
export by barge and/or rail ond resume barge staging
at the 52nd Street pier in Brooklyn.

The East 91st Street MTS site is located in the Upper East Side
of Marhattan. It is bounded by the East River to the north and
east, Cart Schurz Park to the south and FDR Drive to the west.
it will handle waste collected from Manhattan Community
Districts 5, 8, 8, and 11. All processed waste will be placed in
sealed, leak-proof contalners for barge transport.

Description of Alternatives

The following alternatives to the proposed action will also be
evaluated in the EIS:

1) Railfbarge export of waste from private transfer stations
in the Bronx, Brooklyn and Queens.

Site Location - East 915t Street MTS
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2) Rehabilitate existing MTSs to barge waste
of-city unloading facility.

3) Deliver waste in collection vehicles or barg
out-of-city waste disposal facility.

Land Side View

Converted MTS Facility
The proposed East 91st Street Converted MTS facility will
be equipped with state-of-the-art odor and environmental
control systems. On-site ramps and roadways will provide
sufficient space for queuing of DSNY collection vehicles.
Notable Features:

* Enclosed Processing Building

* Odor and Environmental Control Systems

+ No Off-Site Truck Queuing

* Waste Containerization

Vv 1 # JoydQ dymd



mts
pale b

D0

Wit

Interactive Park Mabs

Trees and Greensfreets

Greenways
Historical Signs

Flagship Parks and
Virtual Parks Tours

Public Art

About Parks | Things to Do | Your Parl | Permits & Applications | Farks Newsroom
Opportuniies at Parks | Park FAQs | Contact Us | Awards { Home | Privacy Policy

Dial 311 for alf Parks & Recreation information. osutside of NYC calt 212-NEW.YORK
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Interactive Park Maps - Find a Park Near You.
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Below is a seclion of the area you chose along with a list of parks in that

area.

e | Parks in the area:
lU 1. Carl Schurz Park

SR % 2. Mill Rock Park
E‘{HW 3. John Jay Park &
= Peol
| 4. Esplanade
] . 5. Aspbalt Green
sy ) ] 175N 6. East River
m§§cj 3, Esplanade
it | 7. Manhattan Vocltech
i | — Hs Flad
=S 8, Stanley M Isaacs
ﬁr 46TH STREET Park
A m 9. Ruppert Park
R | R - B | 10. Judge Seabury
:3&:_’;%@%? Playground

e
SR PR L

{]
:

Park Features
[Neighborhood | Aquarium/Zao
e Baseball
IZ'P Code Basketball
IPark Name § Bathrooms
. Bike Paths
|Choose Borough :

The Assenal
Central Park
830 5th Avenue
New York, NY 10021

Copyright @2000-03. Ali rights reserved. No part of this webslte may be reproduced in any form
vithout the express wiitten consent of the City of New York/Parks & Recreation.

¢ # 19ydQ diiyqg

hitp://www.nycgovparks.org/sub_vyour park/finteractive_maps/park_map.php?action=displa.. 6/26/2004



Philip Opher #2 A
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Philip Opher # 4




Philip Opher # 5
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The Building and Recycling Of A Landmark

Innovative Design, Construction and Interaction

of Private and Public Sectors

George E. Murphy
CHairman, The Neighborhood Commitiee for the Asphalt Green

Widely known for its soaring parabolic
arches, Manhattan's abandoned asphait plant
was declared an architectural landmark early in
1976 by New York City's Landmarks Preserva-
tion Commission. In making the announce-
ment, the Commission Chairman, Beverly
Moss Spatt, aware of the work of community
residents in redeveloping the surrounding site
and their plans to recycle the new landmark
into a sports and arts center, stated: "The
municipal asphalt plan{ was designed as a
functional structure, embodying innovative
deslgn and structural concepts. its recent
history illustrates the importance a landmark
can have {o the people of its community, and
the resourcefulness and great energy that
these people will expend to improve the quality
of life through their physical surroundings. The
people of this community are to be commen-
ded for their involvement and great
achievements."”

Builtin 1942-44 to produce paving asphalt,
the plant was designed by Ely Jacques Kahn
and Robert Allan Jacobs for the Office of the
Manhattan Borough President (then Stanley M.
isaacs). it consisted in the main of the mixing
plant, a storage building for raw materials, and
a third building that housed the storage tank for
fuel oil to fire the sand and stone dryers in the
mixing plant as well as to supply heat and hot
water to all buildings. ,

The plant replaced an obsolete asphait plant
that had opened in 1914 on the same site. The
location, close to mid-Manhattan's East River
waterfront, provided very conveniant proximity
to raw materials transported by river barges to
an adjacent bulkhead, and thenbycranetoa
conveyer belt that ran in a tunnel under the
East River Drive, then above ground to a
network of bins in a rectangular storage
huilding close to the mixing building.

The internal design and arrangement of
machinery for the mixing building was planned
by the Department of Borough Works, Walter
D. Binger, Commissioner. and presented to
Kahn and Jacobs. At first, the architects expec-
ted to plan a conventional rectangular building.

But the shape finally chosen was a semi-glipse.
The arched form chasen was determined by
the parabolic flow of the complex equipment
layout. A rectangular structure would have
resulted in a large volume of unused space and
required interior support columns at the upper
level that would have interfered with plant
operation. Novelly was not the purpose of the
design. The architects chose a parabolically
arched structure as the frankest approach and
most economic:‘ai“form to use: "The form
literaliy follows the function.” Reinfarced con-
crete, at that time still little used in the U.S A,

was the logical cholce in making the parabolic
shell, which would be ;he firstofitskindinthe - . -

western world.




Talking Points — 91* Street Putrescible and Non-Putrescible Waste Station  6/28/04

Philip Opher 1725 York Avenue NY NY 10128 212-410-5283
PANDEOPHER@AOQOL.COM

I am Philip Opher, a coop shareholder at 1725 York Avenue in front of the proposed
station. I am a retired group vice president of the engineering concern Parsouns, active in
infrastructare projects, interationally as well as for the City of New York; and Ph. D. in
Fconomics, Here are my remarks:

e 1 commend the City Sanitation Department and its Commissioner bringing us
here. Thank you. Moreover, I translate for you the cryptic title of “Positive
Declaration” of one document. It means that the Department itself is concerned
that the project will damage the community.

o But I also protest the inaccuracies and omissions present in the documents before
us.

o T shalluse for the station the name coined in docwments of today, that is
Putrescible and Non-Putrescible Waste Station.

o Our neighborhood area around the proposed station is clearly ineligible for the
location of such a station, by the very rules of the Sanitation documents of today.
They kind of protect areas in the proximity, in case these are defined as Park or
Residential or Landmarks.

o The documents lay a succession of distances around a proposed station, within
which eligible facilities and areas are protected. First - 400 feet, then the
difference to ¥4 mile, then to ¥z mile.

o A centerpiece of our neighborhood, and of New York City, is Asphalt Green, a
publicly owned and operated sports and cultural center. Asphalt Green services us
adults, as well as schoolchildren from over 40 schools, and the handicapped. This
center is almost co-located with the proposed station, distanced at all points by
several feet or tens of feet. See Exhibit #1.

e 1found out that Asphalt Green in its entirety, alike to Carl Schuf% Park, is
declared a park by the City Department of Parks and Recreation, on their web
page map in Exhibit #2. This was confirmed by Asphalt Green management.
Exhibit # 2 A represents photos: one of a children playground in front of the York
building of Asphalt Green, part of the day care function that the Sanitation
documents speak about, the other photo - of the outside fence of the children’s
playground, with the Department of Parks logo in front and the station in the
jmmediate background.

o However, Sanitation documents before us write that it will only abide by zoning
determination, I got on the web page the official zoning map of the Planning



Commission, Exhibit #3. Lo and behold, the very same area of Asphalt Green that
a minute before was all park is now something else. The Southem section is
zoned Manufacturing namely M 1-4, The Northern section of Asphalt Green,
actually that almost joining the station, is zoned Residential and as I understand it
reads either R 7-2 or R 8 B, please find out which. Exhibit #4 shows people
exercizing along the fitness room, almost touching the station across the FDR
‘Drive.

The gate of the station is on York Avenue, facing residentially zoned buildings.
See Exhibit #5. The entrance behind it is slated to become a moving depot of
garbage trucks, several feet between the Asphalt Green building on one side and
its sports field on the other side.

Sanitation documents declare that no historical structures are within protected
distance from the proposed station, verbatim not City Landmarks. However, the
most original building of the area practically stares down at the station from
across the FDR Drive: Murphy Building of Asphait Green. Asphalt Green report
in Exhibit # 6 shows that New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission
has declared the building an architectural landmark in 1976. Xt was designed by a
pupil of Le Corbusier, the first building of its kind in Western Hemisphere.

Sanitation officials have even omitted their own City Hall historical resource, the
adjacent Gracie Mansion, past and future Mayor’s official residence and premier
protocol location of the City. It is located downwind if you know what I mean of
the intended station on the Northem edge of Carl Schuly Park, well within the
protected radius. 1 thought that every soul in the city knows that Gracie Mansion
is also a New York City Landmark. Wait until an official event is spoiled.

Last but not least, it is not logical to set up several stations in the crowded
Manhattan, to pile up the garbage of an entire borough on victimized
neighborhoods. With all due respect, it evokes biological warfare. Instead
concentrating vermin, let’s keep it dispersed under control, which can be
perfected within the existing system of individual truck transportation.
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July %, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 9157 STREET MTS

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91 Street transfer station wiil be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91° St, entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the rhidst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely youss, (/7]\ —

Name: ANAFC rzr\’%éﬁ

Address: SSO qu J/{f\. ST u[ K
NY NN o2




July 3, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Against Reopening the 91% Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

‘With regard to the recently released Scoping Document concerning the MTS, 1
am horrified that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate
reopening and expanding the facility. It seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a
taxpayer) that the City would spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and
create much-needed recreation areas, and, at the same time, spend millions to destroy the
vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront—and threaten the health and safety of hundreds of

thousands of people.

1, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green
facility, Carl Schurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the
MTS reopen, I can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an area that is
fouled with the stench of garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with
exhaust fumes from hundreds of garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS.
My enjoyment of the river and the waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my
health would be compromised as well. The area now is filled with the sounds of
thousands of children playing in the parks and ballfields—where will these children go
when their environment becomes degraded and polluted by the MTS?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan” should be
abandoned in its entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate locations for such
a facility) should be pursued vigorously.

Sincerely yours,
Lo b
Name: Sop\r\[a_ G. Pana.ﬂQS

Address: 530 E qu5+ 4K

Newo York , NY 1012%



David Passick 530 E 90™ St. #3F, NY NY 1012

June 28, 2004

My name is David Passick. | too recognize that NYC has to solve the
garbage issue, yet | oppose the re-opening of any type of Marine

Transfer Station at 91% Street for all the reasons already mentioned.

I'd like to address the traffic issue. The traffic in the city is at a state of
serious concern. The car, commercial, school bus, MTA bus and taxi
traffic is already at a serious point of concern for the safety of the

drivers and their passengers and the City's pedestrians.

I would like to highlight the immediate area in front of the 91* Street
Marine Transfer Station. It is already a deathtrap today even without

the Station being in use.

York Avenue is a 2-way avenue. At 92™ St. & York we have north
bound traffic going on to the FDR southbound entrance and there are
cars coming off the FDR south and north bound 96" exit which feeds
onto York Ave. This traffic alone gets tied up on York Avenue
especially as the traffic builds on the FDR. It is usually heavy on
Friday afternoons tying up York Ave. with a seriously dangerous
bottleneck at 91° St and York.

In addition to the feeding on & off of the FDR, York Ave at 91 Street
has some other issues too. At 91% Street and York Ave there is a

traffic light. Yet there is no left-hand turn signal for northbound cars to



make a left onto the ever-busy 91 Street. This includes many bus
and articulated buses trying to make a left. This causes even more
backup onto York Ave.

Let me highlight a typical Saturday morning at the west side of York
Ave, and 91° Street. It's a deathtrap now. In the morning garbage is
picked up on the street. This includes garbage being picked up near
the M31 & M86 articulated 91st St. bus stop. When garbage is being
picked up the buses get tied up along with the Saturday Vinegar
Factory commercial and residential traffic. In addition Saturday is the
busiest day for Asphalt Green’s pedestrian traffic into the facility.
People trying to cross the street, many with young children including

countless strollers are at risk even now.

We already feel the corner is life threatening. In fact about 2 years
there was a fatality, a bicycle rider and a bus. It was a horror. Imagine
what it will be like with more traffic. Is our bus service at risk too? We

don't want o loose our bus lines.
The residents of the neighborhood are angry now about the
dangerous 91 Street corner and the heavy York Avenue traffic. We

will be even angrier if it gets worse.

Please look at alternatives to the 91 Street Marine Transfer Station.



o QSO

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: Do Not Reopen the Transfer Station
On East 91* Street

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:
l‘/

Tam () _ yearsold. Ilivein the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. [
play in Carl Schurz Park or at Asphalt Green playground when the weather is nice. I take
classes at Asphalt Green. Sometimes I ride my bike on the Greenway. I love my
neighborhood. It is ¢lean and the air smells good.

1t makes me sad and scared that the Sanitation Department wants to reopen the
Transfer Station. Where will all the children go to play? Who will want to play in the
parks when the air stinks of garbage smells and exhaust from garbage trucks?

I don’t like bad smells—they make me feel sick. How will I be able to sleep and
do my homework with the noises from the garbage trucks? I'm scared that big rats will
come to live on my street and in the parks and get into our apartment building. We will
all get sick from the pollution in the air.

What makes me most upset is:

| heeoe adiheea ?('6’@,@@ A ot o te Mg
DO NOT REOPEN THE TRANSFER STATION 11! 8\(’:—‘\(‘,—’ .

Name: oY PC&D SN \QK
Address: | .
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Terri Passick 530 E 90" St. #3F, NY NY 10128

June 28, 2004

My name is Terri Passick. | live with my husband and children on oo™
St. between York and East End Avenues. | recognize that NYC has to
solve the garbage issue, yet | oppose the re-opening of any type of
Garbage Marine Transfer Station at 91 Street for all the reasons
already mentioned.

| love my neighborhood and believe it is a great place to raise
children. It is difficult to raise young families in NYC, due to the
expense of the City and the many urban issues one must deal with.
Yet our NYC neighbor is a great residential area for many reasons
including the following:

» We are a diverse neighborhood of incomes and ethnic
backgrounds. We have private co-ops, condos, fownhouses, hi &
low rise rentals and city public housing including the Holmes
Towers and the Stanley Isaac Houses. We have a mix of low,
middle and high income earning families.

« We have the great privilege of having NYC’s Park facilityAsphait
Green at our front door, a place that promotes health and fitness
for a lifetime. All year long we get to hear the wonderful sounds of

children at play outdoors. Our diverse community uses all the



fabulous public spaces Asphalt Green provides for the community.
The public spaces includes the 91% Street, playground with it's
sprinkler, the astro turf field, the plaza in front of the Murphy
Center with it's many benches and picnic tables, and the very
much community used basketball courts on oo Street. The
always accessible outdoor spaces of Asphalt Green, Carl Schutz
Park and it's Promenade and NYG Park's walks along the FDR,

make our neighbor unique in the hardscape living of NYC.

The reopening of the 91% Street Garbage Marine Transfer Station
poses a serious life threat to our family and for many other
neighborhood residents and for the over 12,000 public school

children and the many other children who use Asphalt Green.

| have a 5-year-old child who suffers from asthma. In case you've
never seen a person struggling for breadth let me assure you it's a
scary thing. The quality of the City’s air is already compromised, just
take a look at your home windows and sills. We believe the odors and
airborne particles from the garbage and the pollution from idling
trucks from the re-opening the 91 Street Garbage Marine Transfer
Station are a threat to all the community but are an even great threat
to those who's health is already compromised. Please look at

alternatives to the 91¢ Street Garbage Marine Transfer Station.

Please don't drive families, who greatly desire to live and raise their

children in NYC, out of the homes we love and out of the Gity we so



desire to be a part of. We want o continue to rejoice as NYC

residents.
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Eileen M. Partrick
438 East 87" Street
New York, NY 10128

Assistant Cornmissioner Harry Szarpanski
City Of New York Dept of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12th Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr, Szarpanski:

[ am writing this letter to let you know that 1 am opposed to the reopening and the
cxpansion of The East 91st Strect Marine Transfer Stution. A plant that will be able to
process 4,300 tons of garbage every 24 hours makes no sense in a densely populated
residential arca. The thought of u parade of garbage trucks up and down York Avenuc
would be devastating to businesses and the community.

The arca has undergone an enormous rcbirth with Asphalt Green, lovely nei ghborheod
stotes, schools and restaurants and increased residential buildings. Why would anyone
put a garbage facility in the middle of this?

T strongly urge you to reconsider! Surely there must be less densely populaled areas for
this facility.

Very Sincerely, M

Eileen M. Patrick

TOTAL. P.B2
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Tuly.3 , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12 Floor '

New York, NY 10004

RE: Against Reopening the 91°* Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

With regard to the recently released Scoping Document concerning the MTS, I
am horrified that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate
reopening and expanding the facility. It seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a
taxpayer) that the City would spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and
create rnuch-needed recreation areas, and, at the same time, spend millions to destroy the
vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront—and threaten the health and safety of hundreds of

thousands of people.

1, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green
facility, Carl Schurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the
MTS reopen, I can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an area that is
fouled with the stench of garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with
exhaust fumes from hundreds of garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS.
My enjoyment of the river and the waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my
health would be compromised as well. The area now is filled with the sounds of
thousands of children playing in the parks and ballfields—where will these children go

when their environment becomes degraded and polluted by the MTS?
The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan™ should be
abandoned in its entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate locations for such

a facility) should be pursued vigorously.

Sincerely yours,

Name: Janice  Periz
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July3 , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12* Floor

New York, NY 10004
RE: Letter in Opposition to Re-opening the
East 91 Street Marine Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a longtime resident of Gracie Point, and I live in a cooperative apartment
complex located one block from the MTS. Thave a distinct recollection of the awful
conditions we were burdened with while the MTS was in operation, and I shudder to
think of the effects the re-opening of the MTS will have on the neighborhood.

While the MTS was operating, we lived with a putrid stench on a daily basis. We
had a significant infestation of rodents and vermin. As a result of the garbage, rats the
size of small dogs lived in the shrubbery, in our garden and in Carl Shurz Park. Flocks of
seagulls left their droppings all over the neighborhood. It was impossible to sleep because
of the noise of the garbage trucks lined up on York Avenue, and the air was filled with
noxious exhaust fumes. Traffic was a nightmare, and it was impossible to proceed on
York Avenue because of the garbage trucks.

Since the MTS closed, the neighborhood has vastly changed for the better.
Asphalt Green has become a vital outdoor facility where children from all over the city
come to play. We now have a Greenway bicycle path and a busy ferry stop in the East
90™ Street area. Thriving businesses are located here, such as The Vinegar Factory. We
also have become much more densely populated, with many new high rise apartment
buildings that attract young families, and a hotel under construction. With the greater
population, we now also have more traffic, large, articulated buses serving over four
major bus routes, and many, many more children and elderly whose lives, health and
safety will be severely compromised should the MT§ re-opetl.

Tt is inconceivable that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department are planning not
only to reopen the MTS; but to double its size and accept commercial as well as
residential garbage. This is truly the worst possible Jocation for this type of facility. This
plan should be stopped immediately, and a more productive use of our tax money should

be found.

Sincerely yours,

Name: gﬂ&?\% GT //%VJ@'
Address: 11 g & 77(7«4[7!; A ()f’ 42(/
“Rowyan N Jo2d



July 4 , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 913" STREET MTS

Dear Mr, Szarpanski:

1 am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91 Street MTS. Reopening the 91° Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety
concerms of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 01* St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,

Name: QZVDOL/'PH' J ?QIEH/?:
Address: ] 5/6577ﬁﬁ'} ﬂyf’ 47
New) o€ )N 10X



Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Draft Scoping Document, East 91% Street MTS
June 28, 2004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

The Draft Scoping Document for the proposed demolition, rebuilding and expansion of the 91%
Street Marine Transfer Station contains three qualitatively different categories of flaws:

(1) omissions so fundamental as to render the Document too incomplete for proper community
comment, thus requiring a wholly new and expanded Draft Scope;

(2} many other omitted and inadequate statements and materials necessitating further
development, revision or clarification; and

(3) an overall plan {(no matter how thoroughly developed and studied) that is so utterly
misguided, ill-conceived and inappropriate for any residential neighborhood as to require its
complete abandonment.

(1) OMISSIONS SO FUNDAMENTAL AS TO REQUIRE A WHOLLY NEW AND
EXPANDED DRAFT SCOPING DOCUMENT

The community has been asked to comment on the validity and adequacy of a Draft Scope that
does not provide the technical and operational design specifications for the facility it is
promoting. As such, we have only been given a description of a concept, a set of characteristics
pertaining to an anticipated, imaginary MTS. Without knowledge of the actual physical design
and operations of the proposed plant, we can not be expected to realistically comment on the
sufficiency of the methods needed to evaluate its potential impacts. Yet that is exactly what the
community has been told it must do, and the requirement is patently unreasonable.

Given such an inherent flaw, the Draft Scope should be withdrawn and resubmitted only when
detailed specifications and operational methods have been included. Under the present
circumstances all public comments are, at best, inherently and severely limited and incomplete,
and subject to modification when the detailed designs are presented for public study.

(2) OTHER OMISSIONS AND FLAWS

A. VOLUME: The Draft Scope assumes the processing of some 1093 tpd while the MTS
capacity is stated to be 4290 tpd. If the intent is to possibly, even at some future time, use up 10
full design capacity, the Draft Scope must now be based on the highest, not the lowest, potential
volume. If there is no such intent, NYDS must explain and justify why it would undertake the
cost and maintenance of a facility much larger than needed.



B. COMMERCIAL WASTE: The Draft Scope indicates that NYDS will be considering
the processing and transfer not only of residential waste but also of commercial waste (does this
explain the 4290 tpd?). The potential addition of such a major, significantly different
wastestream underscores the need for all impact studies to be premised on the potential, maximal
volume and content of combined residential and commercial waste. The Draft Scope must deal
not only with this much larger potential volume, but also with every category of possible

hazardous risks related to commercial waste (e.g., asbestos, organic toxins, etc.)

C. NOISE: It is ironic that a plan to introduce a major source of noise into one of the
most densely populated, residential neighborhoods in Manhattan is moving ahead at the same
time the city is preparing to strengthen its noise code. I strongly support the stated purpose of the
new anti-noise initiative, which is to reduce noise in the city to "...to preserve, protect and
promote the public health, safety and welfare, and the peace and quiet of the inhabitants of the
city...and facilitate the enjoyment of the natural attractions of the city...", such as Asphalt
Green, Carl Schurz Park and Gracie Mansion. 1 agree that every person is entitled to noise levels
that are "...not detrimental to life, health and enjoyment of his or her property. RS

Given these goals, it is difficult to reconcile the new code's prohibitions against barking dogs and
noisy air conditioners with an MTS plan that would let many hundreds of garbage trucks line our
avenues and streets, day and night six days per week, giving off loud noises from the idling and
repeated start/stops of diesel engines as trucks inch along block by block, screeching brakes, and
tail-pipe exhaust (all in addition to the noise intrinsic to the operation of the MTS itself).

In general, noise control measures for the operation of an MTS in a densely residential
neighborhood like E. 91% St. should strive for optimal on-site and off-site noise reduction. In
order to ensure that real impacts are genuinely studied, the broadest possible "definitions of study
areas" must be adopted along with testing criteria and variables tailored to our uniquely
vulnerable, residential neighborhood adjacent to parks and recreational space. In addition, a total
redesign of the garbage trucks should be studied and reviewed, perhaps to consider electrical
motors or other noise-reducing technology, such as the active noise control systems developed in
recent years by Siemens and Honda.

The method described in the Draft Scope for determining off-site traffic noise is flawed. The
proposed methodology is to: (a) measure present traffic noise (No-Build levels) projected to the
year 2006; and (b) add to that value the sum of noise levels specific to all new vehicles related to
the MTS. A "detailed noise analysis" would only be required (as per CEQR) if the value of {b) is
double that of (a). This method does not take into account the fact that the impact of (a) + (b) is
likely to be much more than additive. Even a small increase in vehicles (and their attendant
noise) of some 10-30% (far less than a doubling) could have an enormous impact on an already
heavily trafficked, major artery to the FDR Drive, causing serious slowing or total stopping of
the traffic flow with the ensuing mounting of noise. This issue is clearly qualitative, not merely
quantitative, and the standards and criteria proposed in the Draft Scope must be restudied and
revised accordingly.



In addition, the method used in the Commercial Waste Study for measuring noise impacts from
the operation of the MTS and from the truck traffic—that is, averaging them out over large
areas-——is potentially inadequate. The Draft Scope must utilize a method that measures noise in
terms of sensitive receptors and also with respect to the impact of specific short-term sounds,
such as the inévitable cacophony of automobile horn blowing.

The disturbing use of automobile horns in congested traffic areas in the city is a well known and
widespread scourge that seriously affects local residents near approaches to bridges, tunnels and
highways, such as the FDR Drive. While " impatient" automobile horn blowing is illegal,
enforcement is difficult and generally ignored. The issue would be particularly problematic at the
E. 91% St./York Ave. and 92" St./York Ave. intersections due to persistent gridlock (see
comments below in Traffic and Transportation).

In the end, even the best noise control regulations usually fall short when it comes to
enforcement. Given that truck traffic and plant operations would be 24 hours per day/6 days per
week across many of our streets and avenues, adequate and consistent police surveillance to
detect and administer noise violations seems unlikely. The Draft Scope needs to address the
reality of this daily enforcement problem.

D. TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION: All discussions regarding traffic and transportation
must start with two critical facts regarding the physical setup and structure of York Ave., the
significance of which can not be overemphasized in that they evidence the underlying
irrationality of the proposed use of York Ave. in the MTS plan. York Ave. is: (1) an unusually
narrow north-south avenue compared to First, Second and Third Avenues; and (2) the only
eastside avenue (other than East End) with two-way traffic. These physical realities are at the
core of all local traffic operations, and the Draft Scope needs to address them first and foremost.

Existing public transportation in the neighborhood has been a major concern for years. The
massive articulated buses that run east-west on 86" St. and north-south on York Ave. have been
the subject of ongoing community opposition ever since they were introduced. Existing safety
hazards caused by these unwieldly vehicles winding their way through the community 's narrow
streets and avenues would be dangerously exacerbated by the additional movement and queing
of many hundreds of trucks.

The current (No-Build) traffic patterns on York Ave. above 84" Street, particularly near and
around the E. 91% St./York Ave. and 92™ St./York Ave. intersections, are barely sustainable. Its
bus line {M31) is joined above 86™ Street by the frequently running 86™ St. crosstown bus
(M86). These articulated monsters turn left at E. 91% St./York Ave., into the very narrow,
commercially busy 91% Street, and finally back onto York Ave. via First Ave. and 92™ St. The
same blocks comprise the main arteries to multiple entry and exit ramps for the FDR Drive,
sustaining active traffic most of the day and heavy congestion in the morning and evening hours.
The 91% St./York Ave. intersection is additionally a busy pedestrian crossing for young children
and adults using Asphalt Green (675,000 visitors annually).

The addition of any traffic to York Ave. from 85".92™ St and, most particularly, to the 91%
St./York Ave. and 92™ St./York Ave. intersections is a scenario for disaster. At a minimum, it



would result in the severe slowing or cessation of traffic flow, the blocking of entry/exit points of
the FDR Drive, the limiting of access to area stores and other business establishments, and
increases in major safety hazards for pedestrians, many of whom are children.

I find it disingenuous to conclude, as does the Commercial Waste Study, that only one of the
four major intersections analyzed would experience significant impacts during just one of the
peak times studied, and that a mere tweaking of traffic signal green time would mitigate the
harm. One need only go back a few years to conditions before the MTS was closed to recall the
real and severe havoc caused by then less extensive MTS truck traffic. In the interim, the
neighborhood has consistently grown in population density, activity and traffic volume. It would
be grossly inaccurate at best, and negligently endangering at worst, to underestimate the
devastating, long-term impact of round-the-clock traffic of many hundreds of garbage trucks.

The Draft Scope does not identify the truck routes to be used to and from the proposed MTS. If
they are to be the same as those analyzed in the Commercial Waste Study, the Draft Scope must
additionally and specifically clarify and identify:

(a) whether any other avenues or side streets (including, but not limited to, East End Ave.; 79"
St.: and 87", 88" 89" or 92™ St. between Second and York Ave.) would ever, under any
circumstances, be utlilized as part of the truck routes;

{(b) how far south below 86™ St. on York Ave. trucks would line up during peak hours; and

(c) if, under any circumstances, those truck routes eventually studied could ever be added to or
deviated from and, if so, in what respects.

Analysis of existing traffic patterns must be studied during the summer months, since these are
often the busiest for vehicular and pedestrian (especially children) to and from Asphalt Green
(day camp) and Carl Schurz Park (summer recreational activities).

Existing traffic operations in all seasons on Saturdays, a day of si gnificantly increased pedestrian
activity, must also be included.

Finally, in regard to the overall design of appropriate traffic studies, the Draft Scope must go
beyond traditional traffic analyses, methodologies and statistics, such as those used in the
Commerical Waste Study. It must call for the development and utilization of unique testing
criteria and variables that are not only specific to our neighborhood but that also incorporate in
an integral way the troublesome realities of our past history with prior MTS operations.

E. OTHER COMMENTS: I agree with all the public comments made at the 6/28/04
Scoping Meeting in opposition to the MTS plan and regarding omissions and flaws in the Draft
Scope, including, but not limited to: (a) public health concerns {e.g., increased risk for asthma
and other upper respiratory illnesses due to airborne microbes, dusts, pesticides, allergens,
deteriorated air quality, and diesel particulates generated by truck traffic and the MTS itself; (b)
odors: {c) litter and vermin; (d) insufficient attention to local minority housing; and (e) failure to
provide a cost/benefit analysis.



(3) MISGUIDED, ILL-CONCEIVED PLAN SHOULD BE ABANDONED

Given all the above considerations, it is clear that the proposed reopening, rebuilding and
expansion of the 91* Street MTS is an utterly misguided idea. No residential community should
be made to suffer the predictable, serious adverse impacts of such an ill-conceived plan, let alone
the potential of its unknown risks. Other alternatives must be explored and developed that will
not jeopardize our health, safety and well-being, especially that of our children. This failed
concept should be abandoned in its entirety.

Sincerely,
tcn ([T,
Debbie Peters

85 East End Avenue
New York, NY 10028
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July 11, 2004

Harry Szarpanski, P.E.
Assistant Commissioner
Department of Sanitation
Rureau of Long Term Export
44 Beaver Street, 12” Floor
New York, New York 10004

Facsimile: 212-269-0788

Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

We are residents of the peighborbood immediately surrounding the proposed site
of the new marine transfer station that your department proposes to build at East 91st
Street and the East River in Manhattan. We write in response to your invitation to
residents of the affected area to comment on the Draft Scoping Document for the City of
New Y ork, Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan, Draft Environmental Impact
Statement, CEQR No. 03 DOS-004Y, May 2004.

Although we write as private citizens we would like you to know in the interest of
full disclosure that one of us (Madelaine Piel) is a memaber of Community Board 8
Manhattan and the other (Jonathan Piel) is President of the Henderson Place Historic
District Association as well as President of the Beth Israel Singer Division Community
Advisory Council. We are both members of the Executive Committee of the Gracie Point
Community Council.

We wish to bring to your attention the fact that the area within a haif-mile of the
proposed marine transfer garbage facility contains parks, hospitals, schools, densely-
populated residential communities, churches, gardens, esplanades, playing fields, historic
landmarks, community facilities, transportation infrastructure as well as medically
vulperable, low income and indigent populations of old and young people.

We will begin with Roosevelt Island. Its north end is well within the half-mile
area that the scope document addresses. It is part of Community Board 8 Manhattan, and
it is represented by the some the same officials who represent the Upper East Side of
Manhattan including member and Speaker of the City Council Gifford Miller and State
Assembly member Pete Grannis.

The Registered New York City Landmarks on Roosevelt Island from north to
south are: The Lighthouse (1872) with park and esplanade, Octagon Tower-lunatic
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agyl 1841), Chapel of the Good She nerd (1889) designed by James Renwick,
ci};rﬂxg useg asa c%lurch and a commu;t,xity center/town hall; the Blackwell Farm House,
one of the oldest surviving wood structures in New York City (1796); below 60th Street
‘< the Strecker Laboratory (1892), and the Smallpox Hospital (1856).

The largest Nursing Home in New York State is on .Roosevclt Island. Tt s:erves
2,000 patients on two Campuses and is run by New York CLt?"s Haa%th §nd Hospital
Corporation. The northern campus s the Bird S. Coler Hospital. It lies just south of the
jand-marked Lighthouse, park and esplanade. The hospital campus sout‘h of the 59th
Street Bridge is Goldwater Memorial Hospital. They are known collectively as The
Coler-Goldwater Rehabilitation and Nursing Facility. Mayor Bloomberg has ‘
memorialized with plaques the WPA murals that adorn the walls of many of the hospital
solariums. The Public Art Fund has paid for the restoration of these treasures. Mar_ly of
the 2,000 patients are on respirators and therefore highly sensitive to poor aix quallty.‘
They are from many age groups, many cultures and ethnic backgrounds and many of
them are indigent and bed-ridden. .

Across Hell Gate, in Queens live other low-income people in the Astoria Housing
Projects. Socrates Park and Astoria Park, which serve the surrounding communpity lie
within the scoping area. Further up the East River is Ward’s Island, which is home 10 &

large park as well as to Manhattan State Hospital, a major psychiatric facility for the
City's poor.

Manhattan itself offers many sites that are relevant to the concerns of the scoping
document. They include the Jefferson Houses, below East 110® Street, and the Stanley
M. Isaacs and John Hays Holmes Houses just north of the proposed site. All of these
projects house large numbers of Jow-income individuals, many of whom are children,
senjor citizens, as well as physically disabled individuals--three groups particularly
vulnerable to asthma. Meeting the social and nutritional needs of the 2,200 residents of
the Jsaacs and Holmes houses is the Stanley M. Isaacs Neighborhood Center.

To the south of the proposed facility--well within the scoping area--are several
land-marked structures. They are: Henderson Place Historic District, which consists of 24
Queen Anne-style brick townhouses built around 1880. The Henderson Place Historic
District starts on East 87 Street, west of East End Avenue and runs down East End, west
along 86" Street and then north into the cul-de-sac, Hepderson Place; Gracie Mansion
(1799) a National Landmark and part of the Historic House Trust is, one of the oldest
surviving wood structures on Manhattan Jsland; The Church of the Holy Trinity (1 899),
located at 316 Fast 88™ Street, between First and Second Avenues, and the Rhinelander
Childrens Center, bujlt in the lare 19" Century as the Childrens Aid Society, by Serena
Rhinelander on Rhinelander family farm land; The New York City Municipal Asphalt
Plant, built in 1942 to facilitate the building of the East River Drive. The plant became a
New York City landmark ip 1976, before its subsequent renovation in 1983 as a
community recreation center. It is now used as a childrens’ puppet theater and summer
camp facility and was always part of a public park on the site.

In 1993, the plant was made a part of The Asphalt Green. The Asphalt Green,
built on City Jands, is a major athletic and recreational facility that serves children of all

ages including 12,000 East Harlem public elementary school children free of charge, as
well as 42,000 adults from all over the city. Asphalt Green has an Olympic size
swimming pool and a major gymnasium and gymnastics center. In return for rental
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exemption from the City, Asphalt Green must provide one third of its services free to the
community. Its athletic field and running track are the only ones open 1o the public above
Midtown on the far East Side. At the north end of the Asphalt Green complex lies
Dekovats Park, a playground, open to the public.

Just south of the proposed garbage processing facility, stretching from East 90"
Street to East 84™ Street is Carl Schurz Park. Carl Schurz Park offers shaded lawns, open
spaces, stands of trees, playgrounds, a hockey rink and basket ball courts, chess and
checker tables, flower gardens, dog runs and a magnificent river walk and bicycle path
(the John Finley and Polly Gordon Walk) as well as a cherry tree grove at the eastern
terminus of East 86 Street.

One last note. T (Jonathan Piel) have personally have witnessed two maritime
accidents, in which oil barge tows struck or fetched up against the East River Drive at
Carl Schurz Park. The 24-hour a day garbage barge traffic is bound 10 increase
navigational hazards in this already dangerous and heavily used waterway. In addition to
commercial traffic (including the daily passages of the Newtown Creek, North River and
Owls Head), Hell Gate is traversed by New York Water Taxi vessels, Circle Line
excursion boats and many private vessels as well as jet skis and day fishermen.

We are deeply concerned that this facility will seriously affect both the water
quality and the fish population of this stretch of the East River. The return of pame fish
and the improved water quality are two of the triumphs of years of environmental
protection by the City and State.

We also believe that the State will be seriously concemed with the implications
for public health and safety provoked by the fact your department intends to build this
facility on a Zone A Flood Plain, which would be an evacuation area in the event of a
major storm or hurricane, '

We hope this has been helpful.

e

Madelaine Piel Jonathan Piel

558 East 87" Street
New York, New York 10128-7602

Telephone: 212 535 007]
Fax: 212 327 0907

COPY: Jobn 1. Doherty, Commissioner of Sanitation



COMMENT SHEET

FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 91ST STREET CONVERTED MARINE TRANSFER STATION

Name (Please Print): 1 Pitmaw

Agency/Organization/Resident:

, #
Address: 32 E. Y0 ° (¢ - (D

Email:

[ 4 1would like to be added to your mailing list.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:
New SWMP Comments
c/o Ecology and Environment, inc.
80 Broad Street, Suite 1906
New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July 9th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.
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Barbara Plasse
1725 York Avenue Apt. 6B
New York, NY 10128
(212) 860-8368
Fax (212) 348-5938

July 12, 2004

Assistant Cornmissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12% Floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

By Fax
Dear Commissioner Szarpanksi:

[ am writing to express my serious concemn about and opposition to the
proposed reopening and expansion of the Bast 91 Street Marine Transfer
Station.

I have been a resident of the Gracie Point — Yorkville neighborhood for 26
years and remember my tremendous relief when the Marine Transfer Station
closed in 1996. I vividly recall the long lines of garbage trucks, the terrible
congestion on York Avenue and the horrible stench that bombarded us when
we walked out of our building.

Since 1996 this neighborhood has blossomed into a wonderful residential
oasis in our beloved metropolis. It is no longer the borderline neighborhood
of gas stations and garages it was when my husband and I moved here with 3
young children in 1978 and when the Marine Transfer Station was originally
located here.

This neighborhood has filled with young families and retirees alike in both
the private and public housing. The Asphalt Green now provides a
magnificient open athletic field for youth of the neighborhood as well as
schools throughout the city. Carl Schurz Park and playground are bustling as
is another playground directly in front of the Asphalt Green Aquatic Center
on York Avenue at 91" Street. On the East River Promenade near Gracie
Mansion, one can actually smell ocean breezes while enjoying the beauty
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and tranquility of the park and the river. York Avenue between 90™ and 91
Streets now has an ice cream parlor and 2 Vinegar Factory locations. This
has become a destination for New Yorkers from other neighborhoods as well
and for tourists coming to visit Gracie Mansion. :

Reopening of the Marine Transfer Station will destroy the quality of our
neighborhood’s environment. The ramp runs between the Asphalt Green
playing field and the Aquatic Center. Airborne matter, odors and exhaust
(from idling trucks) will not only permeate the area and pollute the air but
will directly affect children using the playing field and the playground. The
risk of asthma will increase as will insects and vermin.

The congestion that will occur as a result of the long line of trucks together
with the traffic entering and exiting the East River Drive will make crossing
the streets more dangerous and add to the pollution.

This is a neighborhood of which Mayor Bloomberg and New York City
should be very proud. It is demographically and socioecomically diverse and
unique in its facilities and the quality of life it provides. To destroy this
neighborhood by reopening the Marine Transfer Station would be a tragedy
for the taxpayers of this city, their children, and New York itself. Indeed,
many of those who pay high taxes may chose neighborhoods in the suburbs
instead.

T urge you to decide against a garbage facility in this neighborhood.

Yours truly,

@'MW Plpsq i

Barbara F. Plasse
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July 8, 2004

Mr. Harry Szarpanski

Assistant Commissioner

City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Strect, 120 FL

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

T um writing to inform you how upsct L am about the proposed conversion of the E. 91% 5t
Marine Transfer Station. The smell and traffic problems that cxisted years ago when the MTS
was in use will be worsencd by your proposed increase of from 1,190 tons per day Lo 4,290 tons
per day. ‘T'he air quality will be degraded for the ncighborhood but more importantly, what etfect
will this increased air pollution (from queuing trucks and garbage) have on all those children that
play outdoors at Asphalt Green? What cffect will it have on Carl Schurz Park? Thisjs a
wonderful outdoor space that will be compromised by the prevailing winds.

Lhe opening of this sitc will also negali vely impact an already overcrowded area of the city. The
increased amount of garbage trucks will compete for space with bus lanes, school buses, heavy
Jocal traffic and cars cxiting and entering the FDR. Lhis will also contribute to more noise ¢.8..
HORNS. Tt was also lound that during the last time the MTS was in operation that rat and
vermin populations increased.

Tt is my understanding that your study does niot consider altcrnative sites, nor allernative
solutions. Why not? The FIS docs not include a cost-benefit analysis ol the proposed
conversion. Why not? Fastly, how can you slecp at night knowing thc negulive impuot this will
have on all these children that play at Asphalt Green? We can put 2 man on the moon but the
DOS can’t come up with a reasonable solution to this problemm...come on, you have got to find 4
belter, safer and more economical solution.

Please understind that if the DOS proceeds, the Gracic Pomnt Community, every Neighborhood
Association, Compmunity Board 8, every public and private school and Asphalt Green will fight
this every step of the way.

Si?ccfrciy,- Y.
. '_,/,:,\ B\,.Jg_,\
Brian A Poling

Director, 523-533 Tenants Corp,
Dircctor, 84" St. Neighborhood Assoc.

p 01



THE CHAPIN SCHOOL
100 EAST END AVENUE
NEW YORK. NY 10028-7498
TEL 212-744-2335 FAX 212-535-8138

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski June 11, 2004
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12" floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

I am writing as a teacher who has taught at the Asphalt Green for over fifteen years.
Our school uses the 91 Street park as an educational and athletic facility. When I
taught classes and coached at the Asphalt Green when the Marine Transfer Station was
open, I have a clear recollection of the noxious fumes, the rumble of the trucks as they
queued at the entrance, and the rats that ran from the access ramp and across the
playing fields.

The fumes were so powerful they made me weak in the knees. I cannot imagine what it
will be like to teach in the adjacent park facility with the increased tonnage expected in
the proposed Marine Transfer Project. '

Approximately five feet separates the field where we teach class from the wheels of the
trucks. The entrance to the ramp that the trucks will use cuts across the walkway where
we drop off our youngest girls. Is this safe? What is the research that supports that this
densely populated neighborhood and heavily used park are where the City should build a
massive garbage transfer station? From a health and safety point of view, this seems like
a risky choice.

Should you need additional information, I would be happy to be of service.

Sincerely,

7]

M.J. Quigley
Assistant Head of School



Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski: i

Y am opposed to the expansion and reopening of the E. 91% St. Marine Transfer )
Station, and agree with the oral and written testimony submitted by others on this
subject.

Gracie Point is a densely populaied residential neighborhood with puh.aiic parks, 7
historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a f:lty.park lfsed
by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city, ;ncludnpg .
. East Harlem. The entrance road to the proposed MTS direbtiy bisects Asphalt (:;pgen,
: r-lixfnir‘ig-‘ne‘xt' to open playing fields.” Hundreds of garbage trucks and an MTS would

have serious negative impacts on this already overérowded community.
Any residential neighborhood is the wrong place for an MTS, but particularly this
neighborhood, %/‘d W M
Signature / Z
! Punlie [V A
Print Name _ [~H 1Y, @ GFNL) =
Address [77§%€.K‘ /4}’/{_{ f7 4 4 /M\%{,WZ/ /0 /2{Q)

Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

I'am opposed to the expansion and reopening of the E. 91* St. Marine Transfer

Station, and agree with the oral and written testimony submitted by others on this
subject.

Gracie Point is a densely populated residential neighborhood with public parks,
historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a city park used .
by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city, including --
East Harlem. The entrance road to the proposed MTS directly bisects Asphalt Green,
running next to open playing fields. Hundreds of garbage trucks and an MTS would
have serious negative impacts on this already overcrowded community.

Any residential neighborhood is the wrong place for an MTS, but particularly this
neighborhood.

Signature :i\/\ﬁm—' ‘ V /Q_":ﬁ:{j‘é&
. PrintName AO/&G‘}”?“‘A Vr" %/VT_/Q_E L0
Address 53| & U §7-‘, /\/'7 _'/\/‘)(,{ﬂdz/




DAN QUART, ESQ.
1619 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10128
(212) 828-7502
July 11, 2004
BY FACBCIMILIE (212) 269-0788
Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York chartment of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor
New Yorl;, NY 10004

Re: Written testimony on Marine Transfer Station
Dear Mr. Szarpaniski:

Arnexed please find my testimony that I would like submitted ss part of the
official record in this matter.

Thank you for your attention 1o this matter.

Very truly yours,
Dan Quari

Enc.
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As a resident of Ruppert-Yorkville Towers on East 90% Street and Cu-ohair of
Community Board 8’s Transportation Committee, I am concerned with the proposed
implementation of a fully operational Marine Transfer Station. So many of the concems
voiced by this community, have not been satisfactorily addressed. Tli2 Environmental
Impact Study (EIS) fails to address basic fundamental issues proposet: by the re-opening
of the Marine Transfer Station. Specifically, the BIS fails to take intq consideration
placement of a fully operational waste transfer station in a highly dense residentia)
neighborhiood, the impact on Asphalt Green, and completely failing t addiess any
proposed alternatives to this location.

Moreove:, the EIS fails to address the serious transportation concerns © the comminity
caused by a fully operational waste transfer station The EIS is devois} of any serious
analysis of how the heavy volume of trucks moving through residentil sireets on an
almost-constant basis will affect residents’ quality of life, noise level, bus service on
York Avenue and 86™ street cross-town bus service, as well as pedesttian tavel to and
from Asphalt Green.

Upper East Side residents do recognize that the City of New York facis serious waste
disposel problems and that compromises are required. However, this fict does not justify
Te-0pening a waste transfer station in a densely populated neighborhoqd.

B/s28  3ovd E89S3NdVLS LBEEA9EPREIET BG 1T tUBC/IT/LB
ZB/L £ g



June 28, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: Letter in Opposition to the Reopening and Expansion of the East 91* Street
Marine Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

My name is Carol Quinn. My husband, our son Alex, who’s nearly 2 years old,
and 1 live on 89" Street between York and East End Avenues. My comments this
evening will address some of the areas in which we think the SCOPING document is
deficient and also the City’s overall plan to reopen and expand the MTS at East 91*
Street.

Let me begin with the SCOPING document itself. We have several concerns, all
of which stem from the potential health impacts that reopening the MT3 will have on all
of the people who use the parks and facilities in our neighborhood, our family and our
neighbors.

First, air quality. The air quality study must consider the MTS as used to full
capacity. Let’s do the math. We are talking about up to 250,000 garbage truck trips a
year on York Avenue, assuming the MTS is used to its full capacity of 4290 tons of
garbage a day, each garbage truck holds 10 tons of garbage, and the MTS is operated 6
days a week. Our neighborhood is among the worst in Manhattan for particulates from
diesel fumes already. Under the City’s plans, another 400 garbage trucks a day, 800
round trips, could be traveling on York Avenue, all day long, 6 days a week. That is
250,000 truck trips a year. We need to know what impact that will have on our air
quality, from all potential environmental sources, including (1) diesel emissions, (2) tire
burn off and (3) particulates, taking into account the idling and turning on/otf of the
trucks. The City needs to figure this out now.



Also included in the air quality study must be the impacts from the barge and tug
boat traffic on the East River that will go up commensurate with the 250,000 truck trips
each year. I believe the controls on emissions from barges and tugs are even looser than
trucks. These impacts must be included in the air quality study, again assuming the MTS
is used to full capacity.

[ can’t begin to ask questions or identify the potential issues or impact that the
MTS itself will have on our air because there are not concrete design plans available. 1
ask you the same question — without design plans how can you study the impacts of the
expanded MTS? As stated in other nei ghborhood meetings, promises of “state of the art”
do not provide solid information and therefore are meaningless. Additionally, without a
design, the City can’t analyze how long the unloading will take and therefore can’t
accurately estimate queuing times on the ramp or on York Avenue. Neither can we.

Second, safety of our children. We need to know what impact an additional
250,000 truck trips a year will have on the streets. York Avenue, especially between g6t
Street and 92° Street, already is clogged with tandem buses and cars entering and exiting
the FDR drive. The M86 bus runs every 2 or 3 minutes during rush hours and frequently
at all other times; similarly the M31. Asphalt Green generates a lot of school bus traffic.
Gracie Mansion, which more and more is host to private events, brings lots of tour buses
and other traffic through York Avenue. We have a lot of elderly people in our
neighborhood who require ambulette assistance and children who are picked up by school
buses. How will a quarter of a million more truck trips a year fit on our streets? How
long will the trucks idle? Where will they park? Where will they go? Let me tell you.
They will sit on York Avenue starting at Asphalt Green and line up south for many
blocks.

Carol Tweedy has already spoken about the thousands of children a year who use
the playing fields and other facilities at Asphalt Green. My son Alex learned to walk on
the field at Asphalt Green and we play there every night that the weather’s good. We
also regularly go to the playground adjacent to Asphalt Green and to the one in Carl
Shurz Park, as do thousands of other children. We were astonished that the Murphy
Center at Asphalt Green — that holds puppet shows for the little kids and hosts lots of
other activities for the bigger kids too, Gracie Mansion in Carl Shurz park, and the
Henderson Place Houses were not identified as landmarks in the SCOPING document. I
wonder if the authors of the document even visited our neighborhood.

If they had, they would see that the driveway to the MTS cuts straight through
Asphalt Green, dividing the playing field from the playground. That brings me to another
point. The Department of Sanitation’s own regulations state that MTSs should not be
focated or expanded within 400 feet of a park. Therefore, how does the City reconcile
reopening and expanding the 91% street MTS which cuts through a park, abuts a park, and
is adjacent to a park?

| understand that some environmental groups generally support the concept of
using marine transfer stations to move garbage. But from conversations I've had, they



are unwilling to get involved as to where the MTSs should be located, apparently because
the issue is “too political”. We, the residents of Gracie Point, now find ourselves smack
in the middle of these politics.

The overall plan -- the plan to reopen all existing MTS’s is not a well considered
plan. You'd agree, 1 think, that if we were starting from scratch, Fast 91% Street would
be at the bottom of anyone’s list as 4 location to site a MTS. It’s in the middle of 2
residential neighborhood, on top of a park, at a place that’s as hard to navigate as any
other in the river, at an entrance to a major highway and in an area that is impossible to
find a parking place for a regular car to begin with much less room for 400 garbage
trucks a day. I ask that you look for other more appropriate sites, ones that are not in
residential neighborhoods.

Finally, consider alternative plans. The last question [ have tonight is this: Why
should the planning of MTS sites be Sophie’s Choice? Why does it have to be my child’s
health or someone else’s child’s health that suffers? With all of the money that will be
spent on the MTS’s, isn’t there a better way? Why can’t the City figure out a plan that’s
environmentally responsible and won’t make any child sick? Anyone with an ounce of
common sense will tell you that 400 or 800 trucks trips a day will make the local air
harder to breathe. It will be laughable, but it will make me want to cry, if an expert
comes back and tells us that the environmental impact is insignificant.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

.~

C prr2 A~

Carol A. Quinn
506 East 89™ Street
New York, NY 10128



Thomas L. and Sandra M. Reece
1725 York Ave., Apt. 29-F
New York, NY 10128
212-996-6423

June 16, 2004

Mr. Harry Szarpanski,

Assistant Commissioner

City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski;

We are writing to strongly object to the re-opening and
expansion of the garbage processing facility on East 91 St Street.

Our objection is, of course, partially due to the fact that our
apartment currently has a beautiful view across the East River
toward the Tri-Borough Bridge and certainly any expansion of
the processing center will only detract from that view.

We realize that that objection falls in the category of “not in my
backyard” but there are many other reasons to object to this
proposed project. Asphalt Green is a heavily used multi-
purpose sports facility, which would almost certainly be
threatened. That would remove a vital outdoor area from our
city.

That part of the Upper East Side has a very heavy concentration
of young families who would surely be impacted by this project.
We can only imagine a significant exodus and significant
damage to property values.

The site is adjacent to the FDR drive, which is the most heavily
used conduit for visitors arriving to our city via the LaGuardia
and JFK airports. Expanding this eyesore surely will not be



conducive to making a good first impression on visitors to our
city from around the world.

We are strong supporters of the movement to bring the Olympic
Games to New York City in 2012 and feel that re-opening and
expanding the facility would have a significant negative impact
on the members of the 10C who will be visiting the city as part of
their selection process. This particularly since the East River is
intended to be heavily used during the games to move
participants and visitors around the city.

We urge you to find another, less residential, area for this facility
and not run the risk of significantly damaging or possibly
destroying what today is a truly unique urban residential area
that should be preserved in its present state.

We appreciate your thoughtful consideration of our objections
to this project on 91°' Street and the East River.

Thomas L. Reece

)J@Wiﬁ’ oo IT77 2oz

Sandra M. Reece



530 East 84" St. Apt. 5A
New York, NY 10028
18 June 2004

Assistant Commissioner Hatry Szarpanski,
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Sir:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the plan to re-open and expand the East
91" Street garbage station. This is the wrong place for this kind of facility, and will
greatly harm our neighborhood. The station will ruin Asphalt Green, a magnificent
facility that is used not just by our community but by people and especially children
throughout the city. This is a one of a kind facility that cannot be replaced. There are
several parks for children within a stones throw of the planned site. No one will want to
use these parks with Jong lines of garbage trucks idling right outside the gate. Traffic on
York Avenue will be permanently brought to a standstill, snarling what is already an
overtaxed bus route (M86 and M31). Local businesses will go bankrupt and families will
move away. In fact, several buildings have already had many apartments sold fearing the
impact of this decision on the quality of life in the neighborhood.

Re-opening this station will greatly harm our neighbothood. T ask you to do what you

can to stop this decision.
mcerely,
T /%AJU\\ —

Anthony Renshaw
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Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpansid
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12* floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

Re: DO NOT OPEN THE 91°7 Street MTS
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

T am a resident of Gracie Gardens , an apartment complex located fess than one block from the 91* Street
MTS. Reopening the 91 Street transfer station will be a disaster for our neighborhood apd will
significantly threaten the health and safety of all who live here. The scoping document stales that residential
and commercial garbage will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all bours, and
directly through Aspbalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children frotm all areas of the city through
the year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety concerns of thousands of
neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 917 Street entrance ramp to the MTS cuts directly in the middle of
Asphalt Green’s swinming pooi facility and public, and its Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center.
Besides exposing thousands of children and otbers who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhbaust
from the garbage trucks lined up directly in front of the playground and bal] field, the garbage trucks and
resulting traffic poses a serious safety isk to ail pedestrians.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and almost impossible to travel through due to the
huge articujated buses and commuter traffic en route to, or coming off, the FDR Drive. Already, traffic
accidents and pedestrian fatalities are fairly cormmon in this arca. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to
the MTS will only make an already untenable situation a nightmare - most especially for those who Hve and
work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential population of the
neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen and important safety concerns. The
proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the many thousands of people who live bere and destroy one
of the city’s most vital residential neighborkoods.

Sincerely,

Mark Revello
530 East 90" Street
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Tuly 9, 2004

Assistant Commissioper Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12 floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

Re: Do Not Re-open the Marine Transfer Station (MT$) on East 9157 Street
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

] arn under one year old. I live in the neighborhood near the Transfer Station. I play in Carl Schurz Park or
at Asphalt Green playground when the weather is nice. 1 take classes at Asphalt Green. My penoy takes me
to the Greepway. | love my neighborhood. Tt is cleap, there a lots of dogs and other children and the air
smells good. '

14 makes me sad and scared that the Sanitation Department wants to re-open the Transfer Station. Where
will all the children go to play? Who will want to play in the parks when the air stinks of garbage smells and
exhaust from garbage trucks?

I don't like bad smells — they make e feel sick How will 1 be able to sleep with the poise from the garbage
trucks? I'm scared that big rats will come to live on may street and in the parks and get into our apartment
building. We will all get sick from the pollution in the air.

What makes me most update is that there are 50 many people who like this place and I really like it too!
Sincerely,

Conor Revello
Child living in the Grucie Area
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D I would like to be added to your mailing list.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:

New SWMP Comments

c/o Ecology and Environment, Inc.
80 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July 8th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
onJuly 11th, 2004.
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Michael A. Ross

1775 York Avenue #26g

New York, N.Y. 10128
July 3, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street

12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

The testimonials at Monday’s Draft Scope Document Hearing were compelling, well
researched, emotional yet logical. The opposition to the re-opening of 91% Street MTS is
widespread, from the low-income minority housing residents at Stanley Isaacs to virtually
all of our residents and local and State politicians, who unanimously and vigorously went
on record against the DOS plan with respect to 91 Street.

I think you must have found the large crowd of citizens from the Upper East Side to be
well informed on the subject both from a practical and scientific standpoint. They were
also respectful of the DOS panel, yet emotionally driven to convince you of the
extraordinary special circumstances that make this particular MTS site completely
inappropriate for re-opening now or ever again.

The population density is exceptionally high here, and there is no buffer zone
surrounding the industrial facility. In addition to the density of residential property that
surrounds the MTS without protection from the facility itself or from the long lines of
trucks that will form along the neighborhood’s main artery, York Avenue, the facility is
literally “joined at the hip and sharing vital organs™ with NYC’s premier recreational
facility, Asphalt Green. This is not only a citywide treasure; it is officially a City Park
and a City Landmark. There is literally nio protection for the citizens or for the 12,000
children per year that play at Asphalt Green from vermin, intolerable noxious odors, flies,
and diesel exhaust particulate likely to increase asthma and other lung disorders amongst
all of'us.

The neighborhood has grown immensely since the old MTS was closed, and would
represent a cancer inserted directly into the veins of a vibrant residential community. I
strongly suggest that an industrial facility such as that planned for 91% Street be built only
ont an industrial site, and NEVER in a neighbothood that is so purely and densely
residential and that contains such an active and full-scale professional park for children as
Asphalt Green.

Respectfully,
e C

Michael A. Ross



Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York
Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12th Floor
New York NY 10004
Subject: Scoping of the Environmental Impact Study
For the Reconstruction of the East 91% Street Marine Transfer Station
Monday June28, 2004
Comments by Seymour M. Roth

I am a retired civil engineer with a lifetime of experience with local consulting engineering firms.
In preparation for my remarks to you tonight, I have studied the revised preliminary design
documents prepared for the Reconstruction of the East 91* Street Marine Transfer Station.

1 believe the revised plans and configuration of this facility will drastically increase the adverse
environmental impacts on our community.

Siting: The proposed transfer station has a greatly enlarged footprint compared to the existing
facility. The structure rests on a pile supported concrete pier slab approximately 200 feet wide
along the shoreline and extending some 280 feet into the East River. Looking down from above,
the proposed transfer facility extends far beyond the so-called Pierhead Line within which the
present station was confined.

The proposed layout has extended the footprint of he transfer station into areas not currently
owned by the City, specifically between the Pierhead Line and the so-called Watergrant
Line. You seem to be occcupying areas you have no title to.

To make matters worse, the proposed transfer station ‘s pier level fendering system appears to
extend even further beyond the water grant line into the navigable channel of the East River. The
easterly edge of the loading level platform will be almost continuously occupied by a moored
barge during loading and unloading of the solid waste containers. Altogether these encroachments
into the navigable channel of the East River constitute a significant hazard to navigation by barge
tows and for water taxis at the adjacent ferry landing.

The document’s text also mentions an employee parking lot with 2 capacity of 40 cars adjacent to
the rebuilt fransfer station, also allegedly on City- owned land. This feature, estimated to require
an additional area of approximately 10,000 square feet, is not shown on the proposed site plan for
projected reconstruction.

Operational Hours and Projected Truck Counts: The proposed Transfer Station could operate on a
74 hour basis, transferring both domestic solid waste (SW) as well as commercially collected SW.
The plan is to process 1430 tons of putrescible domestic SW on the day shift, and about 780 tons
per day of commercially carted putrescible SW on the night shift. Under normal conditions we
can expect 130 Dept of Sanitation (DOS) trucks unloading at the rebuilt East 91* Street transfer
station during the day hours, and another 71 commercial carters’ trucks during the night hours
between12 midnight and 8 AM. Here are staggering numbers: The proposed day shift doubles the
number of collection trucks entering the newtransfer station compared to the day time truck count
of the old station. The 12 midnight to 8AM nighttime truck count proposed is roughly equal to
the daytime count of the old station!
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The statistics presented are unacceptable envirronmental impacts in the categories of traffic
congestion , collection truck diesel fumes, and truck noise.

Access Road Grades to the Tipping Floor The rebuilt roadway to he tipping floor will require
steeper grades than the roadway leading to the existing station . Engine noise decibel levels and
duration will increase. The frequency of high decibel levels will increase due to the higher
daytime truck counts. Nighttime truck noise will be more noticeable because it is not partiaily
masked by ambient background noise levels, as daytime noise is.

Operational Bottienecks In the past, York Avenue curbs near 91% Street were occupied by a
large number of Sanitation trucks waiting their turn to unload their SW loads at the transfer
station. The proposed station layout attempts to mitigate this nuisance by providing a more
efficient access to the tipping line, hoping by this means to reduce truck queuing with its
attendant idling engine noise and diesel fumes. This change however only shifts the throughput
bottleneck to the interior of the transfer station. There are limitations to the amount of SW that
can be containerized once it has been unloaded by tipping onto the loading floor. The solution
proposed for the proposed transfer station is to store some of the incoming SW on the loading
floor itself until such time the as the incoming waste volume tapers off after reaching its peak
during the shift period. The design report mentions a figure of about 670 tons of SW that can be
stored by heaping it against the walls of the loading floor. In my opinion this huge volume of
stored SW, which occupies roughly 40 percent of loading floor area, makes the loading operation
extremely hazardous. The 100 by 200-foot loading floor is occupied by three very large diesel
powered front-end loaders used for filling containers with SW and also maintain the SW surge
piles dictated by capacity limitations of the following container filling operation. The loading
floor is also home to two very large tracked excavating bucket cranes operating along the line of
filling slots. These are used for tamping down the Joose garbage in the containers to achieve
greater loaded density. In addition to these five very large pieces of loading equipment here are
fwo smaller motorized sweepers darting around on the loading floor trying to keep some kind of
order in the messy container filling and surge pile maintenance operations. Considering that all of
the proposed facility’s machinery is assumed to work reliably at all times, the only comment I can
make is that the planners have created a significant environmental and health hazard on the
joading floor without necessarily solving the queuing problem along York Avenue.

Weak parts of the loading operation are: a) the loading slot cover s which appear to be prone to
clogging and jamming, and b) the container tamping operation which may not effectively achieve
the desired level of compaction.

Container Lidding and Removal This operation is perceived by me to be dangerous to
personnel, especially with incoming containers that are be affected by winter icing conditions.

Transfer Shuttle Platform Operations  This piece of battery powered equipment must be made
highly reliable in order to assure the proposed throughput rate. It also must be operable during
winter ice and snow.

Baree Loading/Unloading Operations on Pier Apron Deck The loading, unloading and
temporary storage of containers on the apron must be able to meet he required processing rate of
1430 tons over an 8 hour shift. It is not clear whether this target is to be accomplished with one
of the the three gantry cranes held in reserve and with one barge shift. The desired daytime shift
through put of 1430 tons is greater than the net 1096 ton SW content of one fully loaded barge.
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Therefore one barge shift per eight hour operating period should be included in assessing
thethroughput capacity of the proposed plant. Whether the barges are to be shifted by tug or by
motorized capstans is another variable whose effect on rated output must verified.

Towine to Brooklyns Barge Maintenance Unit (BMU)

The fully loaded barges are to be towed, two at a time, by tugs to Brooklyn’s 52™ Street Barge
Maintenance Facility where they will assembled into 4-barge towing units and transferred to their
final disposal destination, which has not been determined at this time. This facility which
presumably will handle the SW originating from most or all reconstructed transfer stations will be
a huge enterprise, with an appropriately huge price tag.

Anticipated Adverse Environmental Effects
Noise
#The proposed facility will undoubtedly be extremely noisy at all times. Loaded trucks

ascending on the access ramp to the tipping floor will have to use low gears entering and leaving
the transfer building, with ensuing engine clatter and whines.

*The tipping operation is also a significant noise generator during the raising and lowering of
the SW storage compartment from the chassis of the collection trucks.

* Nighttime operation will intensify the noise effect because the daytime background noise will
not be there to mask decibel peaks.

*The barge loading and unloading operation is also expected to create decibel peaks. Empty
containers are especially loud resonators on contact with obstructions.
% The large open entrance and exit doors leading to the tipping andlloading floors will allow the
high decibel operational noises to be directed southward toward apartment buildings facing East
90th Street and beyond. '

*Personnel working on the tipping and loading lloors will be exposed to high noise levels
leading to disability claims in future years.

Odor and Noxious Fumes

#(dors emanating from open putrefying SW waiting to be containerized on the loading floor will
be a major bane to the adjoining community, especially at times when the incoming stream of SW
exceeds the available capacity to containerize the required throughput
#Odor contro! has not been effective on other City waste handling facilities. Odor masking
substances are themselves allergens. The Health Department of NYC, in testimony to the City
Council, has acknowledged the correlation of asthma incidence in children and juveniles in
districts adjacent to transfer stations and wastewater treatment plants.

¥The ventilation of the loading floor is also critical in respect to heath issues affecting the DOS
personnel working there.

Rat and Vermin Infestation

The open garbage surge piles on the loading floor of the proposed transfer station is an invitation
for the return of a substantial community of rodents and other vermtn to our neighborhood. The
open garbage is an irresistible source of food and sustenance. As far as I know nobody has
successfully triumphed over rat infestation in the presence of an easily accessible food source.
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Costs  Capital and operating costs for the planned reconstruction of the 91" Street Transfer
Station will be multiple of previously estimated costs. A sober analysis is needed of all costs
associated with the master plan for the proposed SW disposal system from transfer stations to the
ultimate receiving site. ‘

Security The text of the permit application mentions that trucks arriving with ‘illegal” wastes
will be pulled aside inside the transfer station building for more detailed inspection. How this
will be done is not clear to me, and given the post- 9/11 world we live in, the methods should be
none of my business. I do know from personal experience that when the Fresh Kills landfill was
active, one could not rule out the appearancethe most bizarre or potentially dangerous items in the
arriving solid waste, I hope the DOS is giving this potential problem the attention it requires.



To The Honorable Mayor Michael Bloomberg:

Sheldon Rothenberg, MDY
Maria da Costa, MD

535 East 86" Street ( 8B )

New York, NY 10028

June 28, 2004

. My wife and I are quite concerned about your plan to use the East 9] Street
Marine Transfer Station (MTS) as a site for removal of both commercial and residential
waste. Though a study has concluded that neither residential nor commercial waste
transfer would not have an adverse affect on the commumty around the MTS, many
people in this area believe otherwise for the following rg:asons_

1.

2.

There was no recognition of the Asphalt Green as a park.
There was also no recognition of the Isaacs Houses.
Also lacking was a detailed analyses of air poi]ution odor, traffic and noise.

Imagine the traffic jams. on York Avenue with ga:bage trucks lined up for the
transfer of their loads

The transfer of garbage from so many trucks every day will dispense into the
community environment bacteria that could be pathogemc to humans and
pets. .

We are only addressing a small number of thé potential pioblems that face this
community by this plan and we will continue to oppose this plan and identify the
additional risks that await us if this plan is initiated.

o Smcerely,
}S\MJ\&« ngf Lf\'\\\“*\,)“—fl,
o Gl N

She]don Rothenberg, e
Marla da Costa, MD.




S. John Ryan
525 k. 89 Street
New York, New York 10128

Assistant Commissioner

Harry Szarpanski

City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

July 2, 2004

Dear Sir:

| live on 89" Street with my two young children. One factor in my decision to
raise my family in the City was the open space and facilities available at the Asphalt
Green. The Asphalt Green provides a place where | can play ball with my son on spring
afternoons, a small park where | taught my daughter to ride her bike and a day camp
providing my and other City children a place to spend their summer days outside in the
fresh air. In addition, the Asphalt Green provides a field and pool for organized sporting
events; it is where | coach my son’s little league team and where my daughter's school
teams play.

| strongly object to the re-opening of the garbage depot on 91 Street and York
Avenue. In fact, re-opening the garbage depot would cause me to re-evaluate my
decision to raise my family in the City. Not only would the parade of garbage trucks on
York Avenue destroy the utility of the Asphalt Green's athletic field and summer camp,
the fact that the entry to the Marine Terminal cuts between the Asphalt Green'’s field and
gym facilities and its pool and park facilities raises serious safety concerns.

It would be reckless and negligent for the City to place a flow of large trucks with
limited visibility on the street adjacent to and directly between components of an athietic
facility that attracts large numbers of children and teenagers. | understand that the City
needs to remove vast quantities of garbage efficiently from the City, but there are
certainly alternatives that do not pose the clearly foreseeable tragedy of a child killed by
a garbage truck.

| ask that the City place the quality and the very lives of our children above their
present budgetary concerns and not re-open the garbage depot on 91% Street and York
Avenue.

Sincerely,




6/28/04

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York De Et of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street— 12" F

NY,NY 10004

I have lived at 1725 York Ave since 1990 and when I first moved there,
garbage was being collected at the Marine Transfer Station on 91% street.

It was a terrible condition in which to live for a variety of reasons.

The smell that lingered in the air from the garbage for days afterwards
made me ill and there was no escaping it. By the time the air started to
clear, there be a new batch of garbage to smell. The noise in the middle of
the night was extremely disturbing and would wake me up at 3 or 4 AM.
I called all kinds of city agencies trying to stop the noise in the middle of
the night but was told, ‘tough’. (I think among others I called Herman

-Badillo or someone like that who was the head of sanitation pick-up.)

The traffic along York Ave created havoc for cars, buses, people on foot.

Mind you, this all was taking place at a time before many of the
apartment buildings, Fitness Center at Asphalt Green, Vinegar Factory,
Etc. had even been in operation. Now, in 2004, the area is MUCH more
densely populated. The Asphalt Green has become a recreational sports
center for thousands of children from all over the city; bus traffic has
increased immensely with the double sized vehicles plus much more
volume of cab and regular car traffic due to the huge increase of people
who reside or work in the neighborhood. To even consider expanding
and opening the Marine Transfer Station at 91% Street is utterly
unrealistic. The countless serious and adverse impacts it would have in
every conceivable area of living — from the health issues posed by
environmental conditions to the traffic congestion to the noise
disturbances, sleep interruption, etc. etc. make it unbelievable to me that a
plan has even gotten this far. WHAT CAN YOQU POSSIBLY BE

THINKING??
Poawne Sa =k

Joanne Saltzman
1725 York Ave
New York, NY 10128
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FoISTRT S2ARPANSK S
Good evenmgf(“ommlssmner GZE® My name is Judith Schneider and I am here to
testify about concerns raised by the shortcomings of the scoping document.

Community District 8 has less usable park space then any other Community District in
Manhattan. With that being my main focus, I question the following in the scoping
document. The document speaks of removing about 1,190 tons of garbage a day—yet the
document says the MTS will have the capacity to handle 4,290 tons a day. 1f you are
building a plant large enough for that capacity why did the scoping document not study
/consider that amount of garbage removal? The Scoping Document only refers to
residential waste removal—you have to go to an ancillary document to find out that you
are considering commercial waste also, which would account for the larger capacity of
the MTS. If this were the case there would be more trucks than what is stated in the
Scoping Document.

There is a strong probability of trucking being 24/7, going through our Asphalt Green
Park I do not believe the Scoping Document took into account how busy a park Asphalt
Green has become, with 12,000 children using the facility, many of whom are from
Harlem and suffer from asthma. Having garbage trucks driving through Asphalt Green
Park to get to the MTS is certainly not good for the children. They will breath in fumes
the entire time they are on the play field

Residents who lived thru the prior MTS remember well the terrible rodent problem, also
not a plus for Asphalt Green Park or for Carl Schurz Park just a few blocks away.

I do not believe the Scoping Document considered the traffic from the additional trucks,
which would handle the 4,290-ton capacity of garbage and how that would hinder access
to the Asphalt Green Park

I trust that when you are preparing the final Scoping Document you will consider these
concerns and the fact that you are building a new Garbage Plant that dissects a Park with
garbage trucks all day long-—and what that will do to the children and the residents of the
community.

6/28/04

Judith E. Schneider
340 E 64™ St NYC 10021



Ju]y/, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Against Reopening the 91* Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

With regard to the recently released Scoping Document concerning the MTS, 1 o
am horrified that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate
reopening and expanding the facility. It seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a
taxpayer) that the City would spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and S
create much-needed recreation areas, and, at the same time, spend millions to destroy the '
vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront—and threaten the health and safety of hundreds of

thousands of people.

1, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green
facility, Carl Schurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the
MTS reopen, I can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an arca that is
fouled with the stench of garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with
exhaust fumes from hundreds of garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS.
My enjoyment of the river and the waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my
health would be compromised as well. The area now is filled with the sounds of
thousands of children playing in the parks and ballfields—where will these children go
when their environment becomes degraded and poliuted by the MTS?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan” should be
abandoned in its entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate locations for such
a facility) should be pursued vigorously.

Sincerely yours, ,

Name: /Fﬁ&’/p”“ﬂ—% %Ww
Address: j///_ﬁ/ M g/? j ,,,,,
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D I would like to be added to your mailing list.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail fo*:

New SWMP Comments

c/o Ecology and Environment, Inc.
90 Broad Sireet, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July 9th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.
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New York Jdy 5th,2004
Asslstant Commissioner Harry Szarpandd
Oty of New Yotk Depurtment of Sanitation
44 Beyver Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Fax : 212/2690788

Re: Plan for expining and recpening of 91st Street Marine Transfer Station

Den Sir,

we &re b retired couple, residing at 1725 York Avenue (Apt17F), New York, NY 10128, The
tndersigned, Andre Scotto Is BO years oid and had bypass sirgery. My wite, Sivia Scotto, Is 62
years old, has COPD and sffers with saute ytisma. Sometime a0 we moved to this nefghborhood
becatise it 1s 2 nice residential aerea andd has desner air then Ih other part of the city.

it also has the faciities of Asphalt Green where kics and growrepDs can spevd some cusiity time. it 1s
dose to Carl Shurtz Perk tnd thewslic slong the East River which we both use dafly for a breath of
fresh snd clesner sir shd much heeded wilc.

The proposed recpering and expansian of the 915t Street Mirine Transfer Statich wil tem York
Averue Into noisy caos, with garbage trudks stanciing with engine runing which wil severely poikte
the &, rborne matter and odor would permeate the residentisl neighborhicod slong York Avetue.
As a resuit the incldence of asthma weouid incresse for children and old people and my wife, and
many others | am sure, will see her quality of Me deplited.

I can envision rsts having # b and crossing York Avenue even on a red Egit, sid why not,maybe
some terrorist snesidng beiind ohe of the trucks and load a dirty bonb on it

Respectfuity youss

Ancre Scotto

Please don't turh this neighborfood into »
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COMMENT SHEET

_FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 91ST STREET CONVERTED MARINE TRANSFER STATION .

MAR 0D SELTITZ_

Name (Please Print):

Agency/Organization/Resident: . (e SiHEWT

Address: 725 Vﬁfi(ﬁ /’}”/é"«r

Email;,  SAHMY SACOS @) AOL. CofT

I would like to be added to your mailing list.

Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail ta*:

New SWMP Comments

¢/o Ecology and Environment, Inc.
80 Broad Street, Suite 19806

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July 9th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.
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June 28, 2004

To: The City of New York

From: Susan Senk

re: Marine Transfer Station-91%. Street

To whom it may concern:

Have you ever been to Carl Schutz Park from early morning to late at
night?

Or the Asphalt Green Park...?

Or the playgrounds at the Stanley Isaac Housing projects at 92" and
First Ave?

Or the basketball court at 96" Street and the FDR...?

PEOPLE- all types of New Yorkers- rich, moderate, poor, black, white,
Hispanic, Asian- ALL use these neighborhood outdoor spaces in the
last bit of a “suburban Manhattan neighborhood”.

The transfer station will turn this thriving area into smelly, dank
unhealthy area of NYC which is just what is was when the transfer
station was first built...not neighborhood- just gas stations and the like,

This is a very big mistake. You are affecting millions of people- I for
one will move.

Th you for li
a4
SuU ENK

1755 York Avenue~33F
NY NY 10128



Write an e-mail message - Thursday, June 24, 2004 9:41:5Z AM + Page 1of2
WebTV Netwarks

Write an e-mail message

From: judithshapiro@webtv.net.
{Judith Shapiro)

lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Pollutants : noise, garbage odors, dangerous chemical
emanations, etc.

Children exposed:

Schools: Brearley, Chapin, St. Joseph, Public School at 78th
and York, Ronald Macdonald Center, Asphalt Green and other
children's facilities.

Babies and children who live in the endangered area.

Senior citizens who live in the area.

All residents of the area.

Carl Shurz Park, drawing children and young adults , and many

people from other places.

FDR Drive already brings carbon monoxide and other
contamingnts o the area,

A non-residenta! location would be far less hazardous to NYC
health.

Judith and Raymond Shapiro
525 East 86th Street 16F
NY NY 10028



Harvey and Rita Sharinn
1725 York Ave Apt 26C
New York, New York 10128

Tuly 12, 2004

Assistant Commissjoner Harry Szarpanski
City of New Yook Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12% Flog,

New York, Ned York 10004

Commissioner Harry Szarpanski

As residents oflthe Gracie Point area we vehemently oppose the proposal for the new Marine
Transfer Station| ar 91+ Street The following are our objections;

1t is hard to belidye that with the capacity of accepting 4,290 tons of garbage daily that the city wil]
ltmit waste collect; ntoamere 11901tonsa day. What would be the purpose of building such a large
facility if it isn’f 10 increase collection for both residential and/or commercial waste, Jt is Quite
obvious this facility is being planned to include large amounts of disposal of waste in the future.

People (of all ages) use Asphalt Green, as a city park. Everyone who use Asphalt Green will be
affected in sever 1 ways, but predominately by the trucks lined up to dispose of their waste Trucks
lining up and on the move for a great many hours a day is 2 hazard to pedestrians, In addition, while
waiting their tum|to enter the facility the trucks will be emitting fumes . In addition if the waste
changes from residential to commercial the contents could be toxic and therefore hazardous to

young children playing out doors, Many of the schools, camps and organizations use the outdoor

York Avenue is & very busy street with cars coming on and off from the FDR Drive, Itisa major
access in and out of the city. In the Irightening world we Iive in, constantly under threat of another
attack, we on the upper eastside would like 1o know an exit is available,

York Avenue is currently very noisy due to the traffic from FDR, but with the addition of the trucks
and the facility it will make things even worse. Many of the residents like to leave their windows
open and this will become virtually impossible.

Sroell from the facility and the quality of our air wil] be effected no matter what any one says.

The vista on the East Riverdrive is currently lovely, and the paricalong the drive is enjoyed by many




residents of the Surrounding area, Why are we COmpromising this park area? People use the drjye
for walking, Jjopging and biking . Currently the city is building an Esplanade op the westside for the
residents to uﬁe and enjoy the beautiful vista > Why must the eastside who also has a beautifiy vista
be ruined for 4 Barbage facility. There are several other tommercial areas that could be taken intg
Consideration,

Our feeling is tha
location brevious]

Please accept my letter as a vote against the transfer station. We have invested much to live here
please don’t ryjy our neighborhoad,

Sincerely yours,

3 .
&; ‘@‘H‘V“*"MI 8@,&}44,,%/ |
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Myra Shendell
10 East End Avenue, #11-H
New York, N.Y. 10021

June 24, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,
| am a resident in the small community of East End Avenue.

| am very upset at the prospect of reopening the East 91°! Street Garbage Marine
Transfer Station. [t is my understanding that this facility will containerize and
barge residential garbage on a daily basis.

Our community is not the place for such a facility. | am concerned for the sericus
and adverse impact this venture would have on the health and environment of
our community. Re-opening the site is a terrible plan for the Gracie Point
community.

| hope that many of our residents implore you not to go ahead with this plan, and
that you will listen to the concerns of us all.

. Sincerely,

r

K

Myfa/Shendell



COMMENT SHEET

'FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 91ST STHEET CONVERTED MARINE TRANSEER STATION '/
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Please provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:
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¢fo Ecology and Environment, Inc.
90 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

*All mailed comments must be postmarked by July Sth, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.
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Jim Siegel

1725 York Avenue #48
New York, NY 10128
Home: 212 876 3875
Cell: 6177238537
email: manjds@rcn.com

June 26, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12% Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

Subject: East 91% Street Garbage Marine Transfer Station

I've lived at 1725 York Avenue at 90% Street for more than twenty years. | clearly remember the

noise, the traffic, the odor and the dirt that the East 91 Street transfer station generated when it
Operated.

I clearly remember the relief when the transfer station shut down.

Reopenin.g. and running the station on a 24/7 basis will cripple the quality of life in our neighborhood
~ for families, for the elderly, for kids on their way 1o and from school at bus stops or on foot, for the
hundreds of children who every day use the Asphalt Green facilities.

With the noise from the parade of garbage trucks on York Avenue, we can forget ever getting a good
night’s sleep in our own homes. ] can hear the sounds now — a never ending line-up of trucks starting,
stopping, idling with their loud motors running, and their brakes squealing. I'm not imagining these
sounds -- coincidentally as I write this at 8:45 on a Saturday moming, a Sanitation Department crew
15 loading a city garbage truck right below my window.

The traffic, noise and health impact will hugely degrade the property \{alue of our homes. For most of
us, our apartments are a primary investment we rely on to fund our retirerment.

i i i ' ants to have a plant in their
I recognize that the city needs to process its garbage. [ know no ope wants _ '
backyid However, ] pledge - together with hundreds of others who are involved with the Gracie

Point Community Couneil -~ to work diligently, to make the case to elected and appointe(; officials
that you find another option, one that does not ruin the beautiful neighborhood where we live.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

i g.- c.(jf\-

élj Siegel



WEINBERGER, BERMAN & SINGER, P.C.

230 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORXK, NEW YORK 10169
TELEPHONE: (212) 949-7600 FAX: (212) 949-6162
Barry Singer

June 9, 2004

Harry Szarpansky, Assistant Commissioner
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street

New York, New York 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpansky:

| reside at 1725 York Avenue, New York, New York, and | am very much
opposed to your department's plan to reopen and expand the East 91 Street Garbage
Marine Transfer Station.

The noises from the sanitation trucks’ idling engines, the rise in engine noises as
the trucks move forward, the squealing of their brakes when they stop after moving a
few feet, the gas fumes and other odors emitting from the sanitation trucks and the
additional traffic created by the doubled parked sanitation trucks will destroy a
residential neighborhood and will adversely affect the health of its residents and their
environment.

While your department and our mayor promote the reopening and expansion of
the transfer station, the lead article in the New York Times of June 8, 2002 was
"“BLOOMBERG SEEKS TO TOUGHEN CODE FOR NOISE IN CITY,” avowedly to
provide quality of life for New York City residents.

What are your guys doing?




Marcello and Marina Siniscalco
455 East 86" Street, # 16 b
New York, NY 10028 June 7, 2004

Mr. Harry Szarpanski
Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12 Floor
New York, NY 10004

Re: Garbage disposal Upper East Side
Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

We really wish Mayor Bloomberg would LIVE at Gracie Mansion and not just use it for
representational purposes. Then he would understand what all of us here in the
neighborhood fear: Moving back the garbage disposal to near the Asphalt Green Center
would be a disaster to our beautiful and quiet residential area. It would jeopardize
everything that makes our small enclave here around the Center so special: its tranquility,
its cleanliness and charm. There would be a lot of traffic and, we fear, foul odor in this
family-oriented environment.

We moved into the area four years ago in the hope to enjoy our retirement here in peace
and quiet. We go for long walks in the neighborhood every day. A friend had warned us
against coming here. She had moved out because she could not stand the noise of the
garbage trucks in the middle of the night on York Avenue (our building is located on 86th
Street and York). We did not listen to her and are truly happy in our new home. We
really do not want to move again!

Please do everything you can to convince the Mayor to change his plan.

Sincerely,

Marina and Marcello Siniscalco

{u f//(,\ e

/
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John S. Sise
520 E. 90% Street
New York, NY 10128

7/8/04

Harry Szarpanski

Assistant Commissioner

City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12 floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 91% STREET MTS
Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

My wife and | have lived at Gracie Gardens for over 30 years. When we
first moved in, the 91st Street transfer station was aperating — afthough
at levels far less than the current proposal — and at times the stench
was overpowering. The trucks used to leak noxious fluids onto the street,
which would remain smelling up the place even after they had left. In
addition, the trucks, along with the three bus lines that converge there —
and this was before the monster articulated busses— made the traffic on
York Avenue a nightmare whenever the station was open. It also
attracted hoards of vermin, which kept our super busy emptying the
many rattraps he had to set up around our complex.

The neighborhood remained kind of shabby and stagnant until the
transfer station was shut down, at which time it really took off. Now, with
its row of new apartment buildings along York Avenue, the Vinegar
Factory, a citywide shopping destination, and the Asphalt Green, a
magnet for kids and sports teams from all over the city as well as local
schools and residents of Gracie Point, the area is abuzz with activity. New
families with young children abound, attracted by the many playgrounds
and parks and Asphalt Green's swimming pools, Astroturf ball field and
Murphy Center.

This is why re-opening the transfer station — especially with a
volume vastly greater than the earlier operation — would be such disaster
for the neighborhood. What was a bad idea then is even a worse idea

B2
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now. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial
garbage will be trucked through our neighborhood six days a week, at all
hours, and directly through Asphalt Green. The document does not
address the significant health and safety concerns of thousands of
neighborhood residents and those from all around the city who use
Asphalt Green.

The public’s safety is very much at stake. The 91 St. entrance
ramp to the MTS cuts between the Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facility
and its Astroturf ball field and Murphy Center. Besides exposing
thousands of children and others who use Asphalt Green to the stench
and exhaust from the garbage trucks lined up directly in front of the
playground and ball field (along with all the schoo! busses that bring
them), the trucks and the traffic congestion they’ll cause poses a serious
safety risk to all pedestrians — young and old alike.

Any day of the week — and | invite you to come and see for
yourself — traffic on York Avenue is already extremely heavy. This is due
o the three bus lines — one with huge articulated busses — that
terminate at 91= St, the private busses that service the high rises along
York Avenue and the aforementioned school busses, and of course all the
commuter traffic heading to or coming off the FDR Drive. As It is, traffic
accidents and pedestrian fatalities are not uncommon in the area. The
hordes of garbage trucks will only make an already untenable situation
worse — much worse than it was when we moved into the neighborhood.
Which, as | said, was a nightmare.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense
residential population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased
traffic and other safety and health concerns should the MTS reopen. The
proposal to reopen the MTS will severely harm the many thousands of
people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital residential
neighborhoods.

Sincerel

e

John Sise
520 E. 90™ Street Apt 1H
New York, NY 10128
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Mark Sivak, MD
1725 York Avenue #7B, New York, NY, 10128
tel 212 876 5848

New York, July 9%; 2004

Assistant Copumissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street " 12th Floor

New York. NY 10004

Fax (212) 269-0788

1 am writing to express my strongest oppositien to the proposed E. 91st St. Marine
Transfer Station. A facility such as this would create too many health hazards for any
resjdential neighborheod.

Specifically, rebuilding and expanding the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer Statior; will
degrade air quality in the neighborhood, not for just the residents, but also for tr‘e
thousands of children who come to Asphalt Green from other neighborhoods, ifcluding
minority neighborhoods.

Waste will be delivered at least six days per week throughout the day by trucks
traveling on local streets and directly through Asphalt Green, a city park.

The scope does not include a detailed design of the proposed facility. This makgs it
difficult, if not impossible, to determine how long it will take for trucks to unlo dand
exit and how long they will have to wait in line on the ramp that runs through Asphalt
Green and along York Avenue, Few years ago, we experienced the noise, the trpffic, the
confusion and the pollution of such situation, which made life very difficult an
dangerous in this neighborhood.

As we previously experienced, the odors from the proposed Maxine Transfer Station and
the garbage trucks cannot reasonably be controlled. This will degrade the enjoyfnent of
the parks, open spaces and other cujtural resources, including Gracie Mansion, ot to
mention all the homes of the many residents in the neighborhood.

Background noise in the neighborhood is already high. In addition to backgrouhd noise,
everyday we experience long periods of Joud chaos (including continuous honiting and
loud cursing) because either of garbage collection or cars stuck on 91" street between
First and York. The operation of the plant equipment and the trucks will make
significantly worse this already chaotic situation. i

I
Indeed, the increase in trash truck trips will worsen an already complicated tra fic
situation, as the trucks compete for space with two bus lines, school buses, deliyery
trucks, local auto traffic, traffic exiting and entering the FDR drive, and pedestrjans,
especially parents with children, senior citizens, and people with disabilities, Ogher
major health hazard for the local population includes the accumulation of diesd)
emissions from idling trucks, together with the effects of increased rat and verrhin
populations.
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The Department of Sanitation’s plan for conversion of the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer
Station proposes delivering 1,190 tons per day of residential waste. However, thg
Department of Sanitation proposes construction of a facility with a capacity of 4,290 tons
per day. Why building a facility with a capacity that so far exceeds the proposed
tonnage? _ .
Furthermore, the Department of Sanitation is conducting a separate study for using the
E. 9] St. MTS for commercial waste disposal, in addition to residential waste. What is

the Department of Sanitation planning?

Why the Department of Sanitation does not propose to study alternative methods ot
alternative Marine Transfer Station sites in the E15?
It also inconceivable that the scope does not include a cost-benefit analysis of the
proposed Marine Transfer Station conversion plan.
In addition, the scope does not include an analysis of the impact of the proposed
operations of the Marine Transfer Station on navigation and other traffic in the Hast
River.

Indeed, the rebuilding and expanding the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer Station will
have a really negative environmental impact and degrade the quality of living i} this
densely populated residential neighborhood. The population at stake includes children,
senior citizens, people with disabilities, significant minority community at Stanlpy lsaacs
and John Holmes Houses, and everybody coming to Asphalt Green, and the pa

For these reasons, we ask this administration to reconsider entirely the plan to r(febuild

and expand the E. 91st Street Marine Transfer Station. ;

Sincerely
i

ark givak, MD

a6
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June 28, 2001

Harry Szarpanski

Assigtant Commisstoner

City of New York Departmenl of Sanitation
A4 Beaver Streat, 12" Floor

Now York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

The Real Estate Board of New York, a broadly-based trade association of over 6,000
owners, developers, brokers and real estate professionals active in New York City would like to
present the following cormiments concerning the Draft. Scope of Work for Lhe Environmental
Impact Statement for the new Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan.  We are
concerned about the analysis proposed for the: East 91 Street Marina Transfer Station.

The use proposed for this site Is inappropriate and will have negative impacts on
neighborhood character. While currently zoned for manufacluring, the site is in the most
densely populated communily district in Manhattan. It is also one of few neighborhoods in the
city that aflows the highest density buildings to be constructed, those with an allowable Floor
Area Ratic of 10 (bonusable to 12). Since this is one of the arcas where the city wants to
encourage large-scale housing development, siting a facility such as a garbage Lransfer station
nearby is incompatible with this fond use plan.

We recognize the need for avery community to accommodate its fair share of facilities
that serve our City. However, these facllities should be sited in a mannor that balances other
vital city needs, the best use for the property overall and the impact on & neighbarhood’s
character.

As our City changes and develops, sites once suitable for a specific type of community
facility should not retain this hislorical use simply because it is conventent and that is what it
was used for. Site sclection should balance all the City's needs. This proposal thal siles a
transfor station in ona of our most dense nelghborhoods does not.

Cordiaily,

<~ /
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_ZZ / O Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

— 1 am opposed to the expansion and reopening of the E. 91* St. Marine Transfer

A/"({‘ / /(4;) Qp [ ¢ Station, and agree with the oral and written testimony submitted by others on this

subject.
S0 & i
‘ o Gracie Point is a densely populated residential neighborhood with public parks,

Km Lt AL historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a city park used
by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city, including
East Harlem. The entrance road to the proposed MTS directly bisects Asphalt Green,

i W/é M/ (_running next to open playing fields. Hundreds of garbage trucks and an MTS would

have serious negative impacts on this already overcrowded community.

Q M /M Any residential neighborhood is the wrong place for an MTS, but particularly this
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Phyilis G. Stein
1725 York Ave. Apt. 34H
New York, NY 10128
Email: pstein3@nyc.rr.com
Tel.: 212 996-3530; Cell: (917) 991-3524

July 8, 2004

Mr. Harry Szarpanski, Assistant Commissioner
City of New York Department of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street

12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Re: 91% Street Marine Transfer Station

Dear Mr. Szarpanski”
| am writing this letter to express my concerns about and strong objection to the proposed
re-opening the 91% Street Transfer Station. '

I have lived at 1725 York for over 15 years, and remember the days when dozens of
sanitation trucks lined York Avenue, waiting in liné to enter the Transfer Station. The increase in
construction of apartment buildings in the neighborhood has unavoidably increased traffic
congestion, made It impossible to find a parking space on the street and has considerably
increased the noise, litter and pedestrian trafiic. When the Transfer Station was operating, it was,
at best noisy and unpleasant. If it were to be re-opened now, I'm afraid that the impact on the
neighborhood — from noise, odars, traffic congestions, etc. - would simply be intolerable. York
Avenue should not become a garbage dump for the City.

] live in the Grace Square area because, notwithstanding its Manhattan location, itis a
relatively quiet and clean neighborhood, away from the hustle and bustle. Residents of this area
pay a premium for that oasis of quiet. | work for a living and frankly have chosen to stay in this
neighborhood because it is quiet and clean and, frankly, given the steep increase in housing
costs, cannot afford to move to an equivalent neighborhood within the borough of Manhattan. it
is very disturbing to me that the City is planning to re-open the Transfer Station; certainly there
are other options that will not impact the quality of life and socioeconomic values of a residential

neighborhood.
4
{(,kl; 7 . g// -

e #/F/y:ais G. Stein



Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

I am opposed to the expansion and reopening of the E. 91*' St. Marine Transfer
Station, and agree with the oral and written testimony submitted by others on this
subject.

Gracie Point is a densely populafed residential neighborhood with public parks,
historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a city park used
by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city, mcludmg _
East Harlem 'I‘he entrance road to the proposed MTS du"ectly bisects Asphalt Green,
running next to open playing fields. Hundreds of garbage frucks and an MTS would

have serious negative impacts on this already overcrowded community.

Any residential neighborhood is the wrong place for an MTS, but particularly this
neighborhood.

Signature ,-7?% Z:&M ﬁw’Z«d—q
Print Name }L// NS ‘9 fﬂ A//‘gf"
Address 1.5:387 £ ?ﬁ J’C[ -—#QL; N}/I /\/Y /0/2?

Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

I am opposed to the expansion and reopemng of the E. 91°' St. Marine Transfer
Station, and agree with the oral and written testlmony submitted by others on this
subject.

Gracie Point is a densely populated residential neighborhood with public parks,
historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a city park used - -
by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city, including
Xast Harlem. The entrance road to the proposed MTS directly bisects Asphalt Green,
running next to open playing fields. Hundreds of garbage trucks and an MTS would
have serious negative impacts on this already overcrowded community.

Any residential neighborhood is the wrong place for an MTS, but particularly this
neighborhood. '

Signature . .. : . : -
Print Name // ¢w7‘§vn 6 e S /(;i’ et
Address 535’ I%f’f/{ .f?l oy . /L’//j' h;ffa/‘l_f.“"
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Hans Stohrer

530 East 90" Streat, Apt 2L
New York, NY 10128

July 9 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Strest — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Fax: 212-269 0788

Tel; 917-237-5501

Dear Mr, Harry Szarpanski,

[ am opposing to the reopening and expansion of the E. 91% Strest Garbage
Station,

Gracie Point and Yorkville is a densely populated residential neighborhood with
public parks, historic landmarks, public housing and of course Asphalt Green, a:
city park used by children, the disabled and other who come from all parts of city
including east Harlem.

The entrance road to the proposed Garbagse Station directly bisects Asphalt
Green, running next io open playing fields.

Hundreds of garbage trucks and the Marine Garbage transportation station would

have negative impacits on this already overcrowded community.

U il o EERTS
Any residential neighborhood is wrong place for a Marine Garbage transporiation
station and particularly this nelghborhoaod.

Sincersly Yours,

s o,

Hans Stohrer
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Haifan Stohrer

530 East 90" Street, Apt 21
New York, NY 10128

July 9, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street — 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

| Fax: 212-268-0788
Tel: 917-237-5501

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

| am against the reopening and expansion of the E. 91% Street Garbage Station.

F'would like to be provided a complete study of the environmental impact on
peaple. Please note: children are using Asphalt Green facilities 7 days a week.
When the garbage transfer facility is open, are there/would there be any
projected increase in Asthma patients or increase in cancer patients or increase
in lung diseases? | would like to review the report by an independent agency, for
example EPA and endorsed by medical professionals.

Mayor Bloomberg is cracking down on noise in the city. The environmental
impact study should address how this practice is consistent to the Mayor's policy.

7

Regards,

Haifan S’c{)hrer
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MARIANNE SZANTO
530 EAST §0™ STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10128-7861
PHONE: (212) 369-7856 FAX: (212) 369-7856

July 7, 2004

 Mpr. Harry Szarpanski, Assistant Commissioner
Department of Sanitation, City of New York

44 Beaver Street, 12" floor

New York, NY 10004

Re.: Marine Transfer Station, East 9]* Street
Dear Commissioner:
This letter is in opposition to the re-opening and/or expansion of the East 91 81. (Manhatian} MTS.

1 have attended the June 28" Public Scoping Meeting and am in full agreement with all what has been
cited in opposition o the plan as being yalid and solid reasons, supported by facts and solidly based
assumptions. It is not my intention 1o waste your time by repeating these arguments, so I won't. However,
I must point oul sOme reasons why this plan should not go Sforward, that were nol sufficiently, or at all,
brought up at the scoaping meeting.

I with my family, have lived on East 91° Street, between York and East End Avenues, since 1962, that is
for 42 years now. For many years during this time-period the operation of the 91° Street MTS has made
life miserable and sometimes inbearable. Besides the noise, traffic, eic. troubles, there were two major
problems:

1. The stench from the MTS was so strong that even during the hottest summer days one couldn’t
keep the windows open and even behind closed windows many times we couldn’t eat because of
it. Whenever a breeze from the Norih or East started up one had to hold a wet handkerchief in
front of our daughter's (and our own) nose when walking - no, rushing — from our house 1o the
bus or out of the neighborhood

2 The stench from the garbage trucks lined up on York Avenue, from early morning into the
afternoon, as far back as 86" Street was even worth, than that of the MT, S itself. Solid garbage
was constantly falling off and liquid garbage was incessantly trickling from the trucks and, as
they were double parked, street cleaning was very seldom achievable

3. The vermin infestation got worth from year 1o year. Rats, larger than squirrels, were scurrying in
the block even at broad daylight and at high tide in the dark one could hear and see their
reflecting eyes as they moved in groups. Roaches were all over and exterminators, to whose
weekly services one was subscribed, said that their fight is hopeless as long as all that garbage is
in the neighborhood.

Enough said A garbage MTS in this area, that since the 1999 closure of the MTS has, thankfully, vastly
improved and has become even more densely populated, is unthinkable and would be environmentally,
socially, and even criminally, wrong.

Sincerely,

7 7’“%@%@95&40&0

Mavrianne. Szanio



IVAN Z. SZANTO
530 East 90" Street
- New York, NY 10128-7861
Phone: (212) 358-7856 Fax: (212) 369-7856
E-mail: iz.szanto@att.net

July 7, 2004

Mr. Harry Szarpanski, Assistant Cominissioner
Department of Qanitation, City of New York
44 Beaver Street, 12 floor

New York, NY 10004

Re - Marine Transfer Station, East 917 Street
Dear Commissioner:
This letter is in opposition to the re-opening and/or expansion of the East 91% §t. (Manhattan) MTS.

1 have attended the June 28™ Public Scoping Meeting and am in full agreement with all what has been
cited in opposition to the plan as being valid and solid reasons, supported by facts and solidly based
assumptions. It is not my intention to waste your time by repeating these arguments, so I won’t. However,
1 must point out some reasons why this plan should not go forward, that were not sufficiently, or at all,
brought up at the scooping meeting.

1, with my family, have lived on East 917 Street, between York and East End Avenues, since 1962, that is
for 42 years now. For many years during this time-period the operation of the 91% Sireet MTS has made
life miserable and sometimes unbearable. Besides the noise, traffic, efc. troubles, there were two major
problems:

1. The stench from the MTS was so strong that even during the hottest summer days one couldn’t
keep the windows open and even behind closed windows many times we couldn’t eat because of
it. Whenever a breeze from the North ot Fast started up one had to hold a wet handkerchief in
front of our daughter’s (and our own) nose when walking - no, rushing -~ from our house to the
bus or out of the neighborhood.

9 The stench from the garbage trucks lined up on York Avenue, from early morning into the
afternoon, as far back as 261 Street was even worth, than that of the MTS itself. Solid garbage
was constantly falling off and liquid garbage was incessantly trickling from the trucks and, as
they were double parked, street cleaning was very seldom achievable

3 The vermin infestation got worth from year to year. Rats, larger than squirtels, were scurrying in
the block even at broad daylight and at high tide in the dark one could hear and see their
reflecting eyes as they moved in groups. Roaches were all over and exterminators, {0 whose
weekly services one was subscribed, said that their fight is hopeless as long as all that garbage is
in the neighborhood.

Enough said. A garbage MTS in this area, that since the 1999 closure of the MTS has, thankfully, vastly
improved and has become even more densely populated, is unthinkable and would be environmentally,
socially, and even criminally, wrong.

Sincerely,

1

Tvan Z. Szanto



515 East 89" Street
Apartment 5D

New York, New York 10128
June 28, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Hatry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski,

My name is Susan Szelige. I am a resident of 515 East 89" Street and am writing to voice my
concerns at the plammed opening and expansion of the E. 91 St, Marine Transfer Station.

1 have lived in this neighborhood for twenty four years—first in a tenement on 91* Street between
1* and Second, and now on 89" between East End and York. In these years I have seen many
positive changes in my neighborhood. I°d like to say first of all, that without the closing of the
original transfer station I don’t think we would have undergone such a dramatic transformation.
One of the greatest things was transforming a broken glass and garbage strewn vacant lot, into the
playing field at Asphalt Green which now is home to numercus children’s sports teams, as well as
a day camp, and a track used by the elderly as well g5 the young. The swimming center next door
has a cross section of users as well~from school students who use the pool for lessons, to the
elderly and handicapped who use it for therapy and those who use it simply for exercise along
with the bealth club. Having a garbage transfer station would greatly affect thiese vital facilities:

I recall quite well when the transfer station was open in the past. I recall the lines of garbage
trucks, the pollution from the idling, the noise, the population of rats at night, and the smell. The
smell was overwhelming. No one would want to walk around that, If the mayor lived at the
traditional residence at Gracie Mansion, he certainly wonldn’t be inclined to open the windows.

These are the reasons I think this is unworkable location:

1. This is a family-oriented, residential, light commercial, and recreational area and it is
unsuitable for garbage trucks and traffic. They would not only impact the quality of life,
they would be dangerous for the health and safety of the many children who are
always in the area.

2. Bus traffic along the highly used M86 and M31 lines will be impacted negatively by
the presence of garbage trucks lining up for the transfer station.

3. Noise pollation will increase dramatically,

4. The most Air pollution in our area comes from automobile exhaust from both city traffic
and the close proximity of the FDR Drive. With the garbage trucks idling in line down
the street this would also increase dramatically and it is already very bad.

5. There are historical landmarks such as Gracie Mansion and the Gracie Mews will be
pegatively affected.

6. Vermin will increase. Rats, which are very hard to control in an area such as ours, near
water, with the shore and park vegetation, will increase, bringing all the obvious health
hazards.

7. Car traffic: The entrance to the FDR drive is only about 75 yards from the entrance to
where the transfer station will be. Cars trying to enter there will cause further traffic



COMMENT SHEET

48 FOR THE PROPOSED EAST 97ST.STREET CONVERTED MARINE TRANSFER STATION. -
Name (Piéase Print): M’Eﬂ L/ "ES(U\ WC‘@@W - /L’( ?‘E-io O
Agency/O}ganEzatiom FE=0oRcl

\4‘___‘”‘::/

Address: _ q Zl ETGFST ?)‘P\W &T m
MY [0V 2P

Email: m+%n %’a‘x’m 0902(,_{‘% Ind },M.g--

[ ] 1would like to be added to your mailing list.

Piease provide written comments on this sheet and drop into the comment box or mail to*:

S Now SWMP COMMENts = - o oo o o e oo o
oo Edology and Environment, Inc.

90 Broad Street, Suite 1906

New York, NY 10004

*All rrfaiied comments must be postmarked by July 9th, 2004 or delivered by 5:00pm
on July 11th, 2004.
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TEMIN AND COMPANY

DAVIAB. TEMIN ‘
PRESIDENT ‘]ul'y 8, 2004

Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Commissioner John J. Doherty

Assistant Commussioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New Yotk Dept. of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12th Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, Commissioner Doherty and Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

I would like to add my voice to the mounting public outcry against your unconscionable
plan to build the city’s largest raw garbage dump/transfer station in the heart of an Upper East
Side residential neighbothood.

This smacks of reverse discrimination, wanton destruction of one of the city’s most densely
populated ne1ghborhoods and a deliberate blindness to the havoc this will wreak in the
neighborhood. And it is not an ultra-rich one—up at 9274 Street, your proposed raw gatbage
transfer station would aggregate a huge percentage of the city’s raw garbage smack in the middle
of Asphalt Green — a children’s playground, mid-level high-rise apartment buildings, and middle-
income, long-standing residential apartment buildings.

Why are you pursuing this destructive plan? Are you so blind to the consequences of your
actions that you are willing to risk the health, safety and well-being of some of your city’s
quietest residents — who simply want to live their lives in NYC away from stench and 24-hour
poise and commotion?

We live in the 6-story apartment building immediately facing your proposed site. A few
years ago, when there was a much smaller raw garbage transfer station there — which was closed
by public outcry and petition ~ the stench was so awful that we could never open our windows
all summer long. And even with windows closed, the stench permeated our bedroom, our living
room, our nostrils and lungs — our entire lives.

Let me describe the stench further: It was not a benign odor, The smell generated
by a proportion of the City’s raw, stinking garbage, dumped by hundreds of garbage
trucks a day onto a pile, left smoldering, and then transferred days later onto batges on
the East River created a stink that was beyond description. It smelled of deal bodies —
one week rotted. The rotten stench was ferile, cloying, putrid, nauseating, It stuck to

TeMiN AND COMPANY INCORPORATED
136 East 57TH STREET » Surte 1700 » NEw York, NY 10022
TEL: {212) 588 8788 « Fax (212) 588 8988 » EmaL: DTemin@Teminandco.com



TEMIN AND COMPANY

your clothes and hair and body. It lodged itself into your nose and sinuses and langs,
and it made you want to wretch — 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, all summer long, and
much of the rest of the year, as well.

Home became hell. Life became toxic. It was like living in a crematorium,

This is no overstatement — it is the God’s honest truth. And the garbage dump/transfer
station that you propose would be more than four times the size of the station that wrecked our
lives years ago. I have asthma and terrible allergies. I could hardly breathe then: it would kill
me now.

4,300 tons of stinking garbage a day. Hundreds of garbage tucks dumping their refuse
24 by 7, every single day. Stinking, rotting detritus from almost all of Manhattan’s commercial
and residential neighborhoods all dumped, left rotting interminably and then transferred to
barges that sit for days before being moved. Rats, vermin, stench, noise, exhaust, traffic at a
standstill from all the garbage trucks lining up, the river fouled beyond belief. WHY would you
locate this abomination in a tesidential neighborhood, any residential neighborhood? Why not
put this in a cominercial area, away from human habitation?

Mayor Bloombetrg — you are not a dumb man, and your administration seeks to do good.
Please be strong enough — and courageous enough — to admit that this plan is the wrong plan,
before it does real damage. Do not stick to it through stubbornness, or a macho vnwillingness
to back down. You will be mortally wounding an entire, peace-abiding neighborhood — tens of
thousands of citizens —~ for no reason.

We will fight it, of course, through every legal, civil and political method available to us. But
that is not the point. You are doing something truly evil to the community and I implote you to

reconsider it now.

Thank you for your attention, and positive action.

Davia B. Temin

CC: Borough President Virginia Fields
Assemblyman Pete Grannis
Senator Liz Krueger
Assemblyman Jonathan Bing
Council Speaker Gifford Miller



July c? , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street—12" Floor

New York, New York 10004

RE: DO NOT REOPEN THE 915" STREET MTS
Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

I am a resident of Gracie Gardens, an apartment complex located less than one
block from the 91% Street MTS. Reopening the 91 Street transfer station will be a
disaster for our neighborhood and will significantly threaten the health and safety of all
who live here. The Scoping Document states that residential and commercial garbage
will be trucked through our nejghborhood six days a week, at all hours, and directly
through Asphalt Green, a city park used by thousands of children from all areas of the el
city each year. The document does NOT address the significant health and safety '
concerns of thousands of neighborhood residents and those who use Asphalt Green.

Public safety is very much at stake. The 91% St. entrance ramp to the MTS cuts
directly in the midst of Asphalt Green’s swimming pool facxilty and public, and its
Astroturf ball field and the Murphy Center. Besides exposing thousands of children and
others who use Asphalt Green to the stench and the exhaust from the garbage trucks lined
up directly in front of the playground and ball field, the garbage trucks and resulting
traffic poses a serious safety risk to all pedestrians—young and old alike.

Traffic on York Avenue is currently extremely heavy and virtually unnavigable
because of the huge articulated buses and commuter traffic en route to or coming off the
FDR Drive. Already, traffic accidents and pedesirian fatalities are fairly common in this
area. The hordes of garbage trucks en route to the MTS will only make an already
untenable situation a nightmare—most especially for those who live and work here.

The Scoping Document does not account for the extremely dense residential
population of the neighborhood, the significantly increased traffic should the MTS reopen
and important safety concerns. The proposal to reopén the MTS will severely harm the
many thousands of people who live here and destroy one of the city’s most vital
residential neighborhoods.

Sincerely yours,
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July9 , 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

RE: Against Reopening the 91% Street Marine
Transfer Station (MTS)

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

With regard to the recently released Scoping Document concerning the MTS, 1
am horrified that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department would even contemplate
reopening and expanding the facility. It seems incongruous and illogical to me (as a
taxpayer) that the City would spend millions to revitalize the West Side waterfront and
create much-needed recreation areas, and, at the same time, spend millions to destroy the
vitality of the Gracie Point waterfront—and threaten the health and safety of hundreds of
thousands of people.

1, along with many thousands of others, am an avid user of the Asphalt Green
facility, Carl Schurz Park, the neighborhood playgrounds and the Greenway. Should the
MTS reopen, I can’t imagine what it would be like to live and play in an area that is
fouled with the stench of garbage, infested with vermin and rodents, and polluted with
exhaust fumes from hundreds of garbage trucks lined up to dump their refuse at the MTS.
My enjoyment of the river and the waterfront would most certainly be ruined, and my
health would be compromised as well. The area now is filled with the sounds of
thousands of children playing in the parks and ballfields—where will these children go
when their environment becomes degraded and polluted by the MTS?

The Scoping Document makes no mention of these issues. This “plan” should be
abandoned in its entirety, and viable alternatives (including appropriate locations for such

a facility) should be pursued vigorously.

Sincerely yours,
Nme;&tﬁ&b@QEMeA
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%SE\. Do ot DWBRECHD THE &\mur-z oF
LAFE ToR S takiy TAMUWLIES fud CMACDREN. | TS

Piknd & At wsox To ook COMMSNATY, P LEASE

L\%WJ\\ ™ TVE \[O\LES Bt T(‘\'E Ceo P . TL”FJ:‘NKZQU l



A

555 Fast 90th Street
New York, NY 10148
212 869 8890

919 792 1701 Fax

Comments on Draft Scope of the City of New York Comprehensive Solid Waste
Management Plan Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Hearing on the 91% MTS
June 28, 2004

Carol Tweedy
Executive Director, Asphalt Green

Good evening, officials of the Department of Sanitation, ladies and gentlemen. I am Carol
Tweedy, Executive Director of Asphalt Green. Iam commenting on the drafi-scoping document
mostly from the perspective of its effect on the operations of Asphalt Green and with huge
concern about the impact on our neighbors.

We understand the City’s need to develop a solution to the issue of garbage. We applaud the

City for trying to do something about it. But this facility in this location will have tremendous
negative effects on an important city owned property that serves 42,000 New Yorkers and we
feel that it is important that those effects be recognized and heard.

Let me start by describing Asphalt Green. For 30 years, our mission has been to bring health
through sports and fitness to a wide range of New Yorkers. We are located at on 5.5 acres
between 90™ and 92™ street, between York Avenue and the FDR drive. The ramp to the Marine
Transfer station runs right through the campus between the AstroTurf field and the AquaCenter.
We know what the garbage was like before 1999 when the marine transfer station was
operational and we speak from that experience.

We are a not-for-profit agency and part of a significant public —private partnership. The land
that we are on, and the buildings are owned by the New York City Department of Parks. Since
its first renovation in 1983, the City has invested $10 million in capital funds. The private
community has invested over $30 million plus millions more in operational support.

We serve over 42,000 people a year with 675,000 visits. Most of our users are young children,
who come from a very wide geographic area. We offer classes in aquatics — which start at age 4
months, gymnastics, soccer, softball, and basketball. We provide health and fitness membership
to over 3,000 people. We have special classes for the elderly and people with disabilities.



At the core of our mission is free services. Free services happen through partnerships with
public schools, intentionally low price programs for the elderly and scholarships. Every year,
12,000 people get these free services.

There was a time when the City wanted to pull down the abandoned Asphalt Plant. The
surrounding neighborhood said there was a greater public good that could be served by
converting the Asphalt plant to 2 community center and saving the surrounding open space. The
Asphalt Plant was Jandmarked, a fact that s not correctly recognized in the draft scope. In fact
Paul Goldberger, former architecture critic for the New York Times called it “inadvertent but
great monumental architecture”.

Today, our campus includes a 2-floor fitness center, 50-meter Olympic pool, a regulation size
AstroTurf field, a gymnasium, lecture hall, gymnastics studio and two parks — DeKovats and
Sundial Plaza and Outdoor Basketball court. These facilities are used by a myriad of individuals,
corporations, public and private schools. 1 hope that the greater public good can again be taken
into consideration.

The draft scope ignores Asphalt Green in its consideration of immediate impacts. It views the
operation solely from the perspective of the garbage dock. Yet, access and quening surrounds
the entire west and north side of the AstroTurf field also affecting the entrance to the AquaCenter
and the children’s playground — DeKovats Park. It cuts right through the center of the campus.
This isn’t within 400 ft of a “sensitive receptor” this is in the sensitive receptor.

The geographic area of the study needs to be broadened. Traditionally, data is collected within a
primary — ¥4 mile and secondary — ¥ mile, area. But, the users of Asphalt Green come from all
over the city. The children who receive fiee services come primarily from our neighbors in East
Harlem. This community already has a high asthma rate, a problem which will be compounded
by the diesel fumes and the garbage.

Asphalt Green meets the technical definition of open space. It is required that the direct impact
on open space utilization or aesthetic value be studied. To do this in relation to aesthetics should
be easy. Ask anyone, “Do you want to use a recreation area that smells of garbage?” We know
from our past experience with this facility that the answer is, “No”.

Direct effects will be felt on operations, finances and ultimately, free services.

Operations;
Traffic: The intersection of 91% and York is already confusing and dangerous. The M86 and

M31 buses turn west here. Traffic is speeding as it leaves and enters the FDR. On Friday nights
the traffic heading into the FDR backs up south beyond 90™ Street, creating a specific condition
which needs to be studied.

School buses load and unload at the AquaCenter. People with disabilities use Access-a-ride and
ambulettes. Entering and leaving on foot are elderly and young children in carriages. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic is a unique problem at 91 Street, the truck access to the garbage dock.



Height: The 30 feet additional height will create shadow on the playing field, making it hard to
see a ball in the air. It will affect the light on the pool, creating potential HVAC problems.

Finances:

Tomorrow, there will be 1,000 people on the field, as parents bring their children to the first day
of day camp. But we know from experience that people withdrew their children from day camp
when the marine fransfer station was open. In the future we can expect that even the perception
of pollution will lead parents to take their children elsewhere. They will be making rational
assumptions about the effects of garbage and diesel trucks.

We know from the past that summer smells are the worst. They were nauseating. So, the
seasonality of impact needs to be taken into account.

There are 250 people who work at Asphalt Green. The financial impacts on operations will affect
them. This is not recognized in the scope document. “Will the action directly displace specific
business ...?" The answer checked is “No”. But we know that the answer is, “Yes”. The same
is true for the ice cream stand, the market, the deli, the nail salon - all depend on us for foot
traffic.

Free Service:

The financial effects will ultimately affect the free services for 12,000 people. In answer to the
question, “Will the action directly eliminate, displace or alter public or publicly funded
community facilities?” the answer checked is, “No”. But we know the answer is,”Yes™.

What we can predict is the failure of a public-private partnership unless the scoping document
takes into account these repercussions on Asphalt Green.

This garbage dock is not in our backyard. It is in our park, which is filled with thousands of
children.



Ira A. Wasserberg, MD
Louise Y Wasserberg
510E 86" St.

NY, NY 10028

June 8, 2004

To: Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of NY, Dept of Sanitation

Anyone who has seen Asphalt Green, the community playground on its left and the
outdoor playing fields on its right, knows what a treasure these spaces are. Any day,
weekday or weekend, the playground is filled with local toddlers and preschoolers,
school age kids alone or with their class, and adults looking for a quiet place to read or
rest. The playing fields, during the week, are filled mostly with school groups. On the
weekends, depending on the season, there are usually several games going on at the same
time — soccer, baseball. The outdoor track is used by neighborhood people and school
groups. This space represents what Mayor Dinkens referred to as New York’s “beautiful
mosaic”; there are people of many races and colors enjoying this wonderful oasis.

Mr. Szarpanski, imagine garbage trucks, with all the noise, odors and potential vermin
that garbage attracts, lining up to dispose of its trash 24/7. For many New Yorkers, this
would destroy their chance for outdoor games and activities within walking distance of
their home or school. It would change & clean environment into a toxic waste area

Surely, New York City can come up with a better plan to dispose of waste.

I trust that you will!!



Board of Directors
East River Tenants Corp.
200 East End Avenue
New York N.Y., 10128

June 28, 2003

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
N.Y.C. Department of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12th Floor

New York N"‘ifﬂ 1004

Re: Draft Scofuing‘ Document for the New Comprehensive Solid Waste
B

Management Plan and The Reactivation of the 91st Street MTS

i
!
)
Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

1 am the President of East River Tenants Corp. a 177 family Co-Operative apartment building located un
East End Avehue, one block from the East 91st Street Marine Transfer Station (MTS); as welll ama
longtime resident of the neighborhood, in fact dating to when the Murphy Center at Asphalt Green oper-ted
as the City Municipal Asphalt Plant. Therefore my comments will have a deep historical perspective of your
Department’s proposed Sokid Waste Management Plan (SWMP) and it’s affect on our neighborhood and the
City. 1 will confine my comments to the following three points:

1) Critique of the DOS Solid Waste Management Plan.

2) Critique of the Drafi Scoping Document regarding the East 91st St. MTS.

3) Opposition to the reactivation of the 91st Street MTS.

DOS Solid Waste Management Plan:

This plan is essentially using a 1950’s concept of waste removal, spending 2004 dollars and obligating the
city economically and socially for the next 20 years. There is little or no mention of alternative methods and
technologies, public/private sectors initiatives or cost benefit analyses to ascertain a solution to the City’s
current and future waste removal needs. Without this innovative, competitive plan approach we are essentially
going ‘back 1o the future’ looking for ideas, while not insuring a viable, cost effective, present and future
solution.

Draft Scoping Document regarding the East 91st St. MTS:

The description of the 91st Street MTS and surrounding neighborhood (pp.37-38) has maximized the
rationale for it’s reactivation and completely minimized the true nature and character of Gracie Point and the
MTS’s impact on tens of thousands of New Yorkers that live, work, recreate or travel through this location.
- “The MTS site is located within an M-2 zoning district, which allows for moderate industrial uses”. The
DOS reactivation plan can hardly be considered ‘moderate industrial’.

- “Immediately west of the site is a small M1-4 zoned area...and encompasses most of the Asphalt Green

Recreational area”. Asphalt Green can hardly be considered a ‘small area’ and it’s size and impact on all Mow
Yorker's is immeasurable !
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- In fact there 'eire three designated landmarks within 1/2 mile radius. As well, many parks, schools,

NYCHA residénce's, houses of worship and 2 hospitals- not to mention the north and southbound access and
exit to the most important highway in NYC, the FDR Drive. This is a truly high density, vibrant neighborhood
that will be devastated by this DOS plan.

Private indufstry does not construct a factory for only 25% utilization. Private citizens do not build homes
with 300% too§ much space. Therefore the Final Scoping Plan should include, and in detail evaluate, the
following topics in relation to the full design capacity of 4,290 tpd and not the proposed average 1,093 tpd
based on Fiscal Year 1998 averages (p.8). Consistent with this approach Peak Hour Trips should reflect, and
be examined, based on 112 trucks from 9:00 a.m.-10 a.m. not 28 to be increased by only 20%, again based on
1998 data (p.71). Clearly there is over design capacity for a reason and a complete explanation, and it’s
impact on the s;urrounding area is required. A full disclosure of the mix between residential and commercial
waste should be completely disclosed. Anything less is dishonest and lacking full disclosure of the true
potential impaét of this industrial plant.

The true evaluétioﬁ of the neighborbood transformation since the Iast operations of the 91st MTS.
!

The true impact of reintroducing 4 major industrial plant in a high density residential neighborhood.

The true impact of this major industrial plant on the hundreds of thousands of New Yorkers that use the
Asphalt Green facilities; CEQR is quite specific on this.

During the past operations of the 91st St. MTS Sanitation trucks consistently leaked solid and liquid waste,
fouling the streilets for blocks, along their route of approach and departure. There is no mention of containing
this pollution and hazard to public health,

The reconstrucftion and enlargement of the 90th Street Ferry Landing and the hazard to navigation inherent in

barge traffic conflicting with the increased ferry passenger traffic in one of the world's most treacherous
inland waterways,

A 24/7 anaiysig of all proposed routes to and fiom the facility including the NYMTA scheduled service of the
M86 & M31 flex-buses operating from their start and end route points on East 91st & 92nd Street and York
Avenue and continuing along the Avenue; the impact of sanitation truck queuing on York Avenue,
Measurernent of traffic on the East 96th Street entrance and exit of the Northbound FDR Drive and the
Southbound 96th Street exit and 92nd Street entrance.

The danger cadised by the proposed entrance bisecting the entrance to Asphalt Green.

Thb impact to neighborhood health by the introduction of plant emissions, truck emissions and river tug-boat
enissions, where none are currently present.



Noise:
Specifically quantify the operation of the MTS plant noises 24/7, truck traffic noise 24/7 and river tug-boat
traffic noise 24/7.

Opposition ’I‘q3 The Reactivation of the 91st Street MTS:

The placemerit of 2 major industrial plant in any high density residential neighbothood should not be
considered under any circumstances. I well remember the past operations of this facility- from the continuous
stench, the rat and vermin infestation; the swarming seagulls and their defecation coating in all directions; the
queuing sanitation trucks spewing their idling and accelerating exhaust emissions above, while leaking noxious
solids and liquids below, trailing to and from the area for blocks.There is no technolo gy available that will
mitigate it’s renewed operations or protect the tens of thousands of New Yorkers that live or use the
neighborhood.'Gracie Point offers all New Yorker’s a small oasis of quiet and calm in an otherwise Senetic
urban environment, and the reactivation of the 91st Street Marine Transfer Station will cause infinitely more
harm than bengfit. The Department of Sanitation should consider, as of now unmentioned alternatives, to this
plan and this site.

Sincerely Your;s,

K4 R
Kent R. Vogel:
President, Board of Directors
East River Tenfants Corp.
200 East End Avenue
New York N.Y., 10128

'
|



From: Phil Wander To; Commissioner Harry Szarpanski Date: 7/6/2004 Time: 4:21:34 PM Page 1of 1

Phil & Sheila Wander Apt. 17G
1775 York Avenue " New York, New York 10128 Tel: 212-987-0334
Fax: 212-987-0335
Email: pwanderi@nyc.rr.com
Date: July 8, 2004
To: Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski

City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street-12" floor
New York, NY 10004

Subject: 91" Street Marine Transfer Station

1 am certain that by now you are well aware of the complaints pertaining 1o the effect of
the plan on the living conditions in the area including the impact on Asphalt Green and
Gracie Mansion and the entire neighborhood.

There is one point that may not have been emphasized:

» The pathway along the FDR Drive attracts many runners, walkers
and people with baby carriages and many others sitting, reading and
relaxing on the benches,

It seems that the proposal would expose the City to numerous Iawsuits from people
whose health would be adversely affected by the fumes, cinders, smells and noise.

1 hope that the convenience of the location of the old station built many years ago in

an entirely different environment does not create a strategic error of the first
magnitude.

Sincerely yours,

35- il & Skeila Wander
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June 27, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissioner,

1 am writing this letter to protest the reopening of the East 91* Street Marine Transfer
Station. I currently reside at 1725 York Avenue, and I have lived in this neighborhood
with my family for almost eight years. Currently, this is a lovely, quiet, and safe place to
live. My son often plays at the Asphalt Green Park, and participates in classes at the
Asphalt Green facility on E. 91* Street.

I strongly object to the disgusting odors, loud noise and increased traffic that the
proposed Marine Transfer Station would cause. Iremember when the Marine Transfer
Station was operating when I first moved into this neighborhood. The loud noise kept our
family awake at night, and the stench from the parked trucks on York
Ave.was.unbearable. I was hesitant to spend time at all near the Asphalt Green Park. 1
am appalled that such a waste facility could be opened in a residential area, where
children play and participate in sporting events.

I sincerely hope that you will reconsider this decision. Please DO NOT open a waste
management facility in this currently wonderful residential neighborhood.

Sincerely, 4

i
Steven B. infeld, M.D).
1725 York Avenue

NY, NY 10128



Dear Assistant Commissioner Szarpanski:

1 am opposed to the expansion and reopening of the E. 91°* St. Marine Transfer

Station, and agree with the oral and written testimony submitted by others on this
subject.

Gracie Point is a densely populated residential neighborhood with public parks,
historic landmarks, public housing, and, of course, Asphalt Green, a city park used
by children, the disabled and others who come from all parts of the city, including
East Harlem. The entrance road to the proposed MTS directly bisects Asphalt Green,
running next to open playing fields. Hundreds of garbage trucks and an MTS would
have serious negative impacts on this already oyercrowded community.

Any residential neighborhood iythe w
neighborhood. /i

ce for an MTS, but particularly this

Signature /
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June 27, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street - 12" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Commissioner,

I am writing this letter to protest the reopening of the East 91* Street Marine Transfer
Station. I currently reside at 1725 York Avenue, and I have lived in this neighborhood
with my family for almost eight years. Currently, this is a lovely, quiet, and safe place to
live. My son often plays at the Asphalt Green Park, and participates in classes at the
Asphalt Green facility on E. 91" Street.

I strongly object to the disgusting odors, loud noise and inereased traffic that the
proposed Marine Transfer Station would cause. Iremember when the Marine Transfer
Station was operating when I first moved into this neighborhood. The loud noise kept our
family awake at night, and the stench from the parked trucks on York
Ave.was.unbearable. [ was hesitant to spend time at all near the Asphalt Green Park. 1
am appalled that ‘such a waste facility could be opened in a residential area, where
children play and participate in sporting events.

I sincerely hope that you will reconsider this decision. Please DO NOT open a waste
management facility in this currently wonderful residential neighborhood.

Sincerely, -

Sl

oy WMM
Tammy Weinttld

1725 York Avenue
NY,NY 10128



Asst. Comm. Harry Szarpanski l&\3 2\64
City of NY Dept. Sanitation

44 Beaver Street-12" floor
New York, NY 10004 - - - : -

Y et oot e St W AR E5 (3 J\uwmm?uﬂﬂ%*m%

It would seem that if any one of you had walked the area that surrounds this proposed new transfer station ,no
one in all conscience could recommend it be opened.

Just at the site is a children’s park, a major world Olympic swimming facility, a large athletic field, the Murphy

Cultural Center and sandwiched in between, a roadway for garbage trucks to dump their loads.

The impact on thousands of apartments and the thousands of adults and children, plus the hospitals, the ASPCA,
Carl Schurz Park, and ali the businesses surrounding the area of all these garbage trucks 24 hours a day,6to 7
days a week, delivering their garbage, arriving and leaving all day and night? The unbearable noise, plus the
carbon monoxide fumes from idling trucks parked along York Avenue, and the stench created from the garbage,
and the rats that always appear.

This happened before in the old facility. The noise was unbearable; the smells were unbearable; the population
much smaller. .

The Department of Sanitation study is a fabrication - from out of space. It is dishonest in its conclusions and
characterizations of this neighborhood. It blatantly says there will be no adverse environmental impacts in

processing either or both residential waste and commercial waste. What an insult to this communities’
collective intelligence.

Further, it astonishingly neglects to identify Asphalt Green as a park. Did it disappear?
It neglects to mention the Isaacs Houses. Did they have a memory lapse?

They make no mention of the constant traffic and noise. Are they all deaf? Also, no mention of the full impact
of garbage trucks moving through our neighborhood and community every day and night, and how this will
impact every person, child, institution, hospitals, businesses, parks, homes, health, traffic, noise, pollution,
odors. 1 guess they do not think this is of any consequence.

The DOS says, they will truck in only 1190 tons per day of residential waste. What happened to the
commercial waste? Did it fall off the page?

If they will only truck in 1190 tons daily, why is it building a 4290 ton a day facility? You build a facility 4
times what is needed and it wont be used. What nonsense. Our community will be in dire trouble at 1190, what
will happen at 42907

The DOS fails to examine the current road congestion and traffic problems. 1t fails to mention the taxi’s,
busses, very long busses, cars, and the East River Drive entrance traffic all at one time or another converging to
make York Ave and First Avenue a nightmare. Then add 2477 of additional garbage trucking and the DOS has
no intelligent comments or awareness that this will create big problems and make our quality of life an
additional nightmare. This is a disgrace.

Also no mention of all the deliveries by UPS, FED-X, Gristedes, Food Emporium, Food-Direct, and many other
vendors, department stores and others cvery day and how the garbage trucks will interfere with this and the flow
of traffic and the chaos that will ensue. I guess it is not important.

Oh come on, who designed this disaster?

The Mayor should be aware of this garbage facility disaster and how it will affect thousand of voting citizens.
Jerome Weinstein

1755 York Avenue Apt29G
NY.NY 10128-6873



R. Natalie Wexler - 10 East End Avenue - Apt. 12D - New York, N.Y. 10021

June 16, 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street----12% Floor

New York, N.Y. 10004

Dear Commissioner Szarpanski:

I have recently learned of the Sanitation Dept.’s plans to reopen and
expand the E. 915t St. Garbage and Marine Transfer Station (MTS), converting it
into an industrial facility that will containerize and barge residential garbage on
a 24 hour/7 day per week basis. Re-opening this site is a terrible plan for the
Gracie Point community. This would create an environmental hazard for our
neighborhood, sending fumes all over a neighborhood that people have moved
to for its cleanliness, peace and quiet, and overall quality environment in which
to bring up children, and many people have moved their families here for that
reason alone. They did not move here to play in a park and along an urban
walkway filled with plants and flowers that also has an industrial facility for '
sanitation. The Sanitation Dept.’s plan, in this case, is totally misconceived. An
industrial waste site like this belongs in a more industrial neighborhood, or at
least at a site that is further away from a residential neighborhood. And to
consider using the the MTS to containerize and barge commercial waste would
be an even further ill-conceived plan.  Please-----stop this misdirected industrial
facility from being reopened before if even occurs.

Sincerely yours,

Netalie Weyler

R. Natalie Wexler
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Comments on Draft Scope of the City of New York Comprehensive Solid
‘Waste Management Plan Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Hearing on the 91 MTS
June 28, 2004

Wanda Wooten
Executive Director, Stanley M. Isaacs Neighborhood Center

Good evening, officials of the Department of Sanitation, ladies and gentlemen. I
am Wanda Wooten, Executive Director of Stanley M. Isaacs Neighborhood
Center. | comment on the draft scoping document on behalf of the 6,000 people
each year who use the programs and facilities of the Isaacs Center.

Located within the Iszacs/Holmes NYCHA development, between E. 92™ and
o6™ street, from First Avenue to York Avenue, the Isaacs Center has served low-
income people in Upper Yorkville and East Harlem for 40 years. Our participants
include senjors, families, children and teens. With State and City funding and
help from foundations and private donors, we operate a Senior Center, deliver
meals on wheels, and provide afterschool, summet daycamp, youth employment,
family education and teen leadership programs to the community. Each day,
more than 250 seniors attend programs and have hot meals at our Senior Center,
and another 200 children and teens participate in a wide variety of programs and
services. Our community center facilities are shared with the Eisman Day
Nursery, serving 60 children as young as three years old.

The consultant team says there are no Environmental Justice communities within
the study area. Iinvite them to come to the Center and meet our neighbors.

Our Neighborhood Center is located within the Isaacs Houses/Holmes Towers, a
New York City Housing Authority development. In 2003, within Isaacs/Holmes
there were 1,154 families, a total 0f 2,213 people, 570 children below the age of
18; and 138 children younger than six years old. At the other end of the spectrum,
40% of the families are headed by someone age 62 or older; there are more than
500 people over the age of 62 in the Isaacs/Holmes development. Overall, the
average family income is just $17,681 per year.

Ours is a community of many colors; NYCHA jdentifies 43% of the population as
“Hispanic,” 27% as “Black,” 7% “Asian or Other,” and 22% as “White” The
population we serve at the Isaacs Center, located just two blocks from the
proposed MTS site, is markedly different from the affluence that characterizes the

. &
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surrounding neighborhood. So much so that the Department of Youth and
Community Development designated our census tract (tract 152) part of the
Neighborhood Development Area for East Harlem, Community Board 11, last
December,

And we should not focus only on the 2,200 people who live in the five high-rise
buildings of the NYCHA development, but also the thousands of others who
come to the Center, seeking education, a safe place for their children,
companionship, a hot meal...

Many of our participants come from East Harlem — identified by the NYC
Department of Health and Mental Hygiene as having “one of the highest child
asthrma hospitalization rates in New York City,” over two and a half times higher
than the Citywide average!

Our children and seniors use the facilities at the nearby Asphalt Green facility ~
they benefit directly from the free services program. Our children and seniors go
swimming, use the fields, and our new Senior Walking club has been invited onto
the track in inclement weather. Program participants can easily walk to nearby
neighborhood destinations; not only Asphalt Green, but also Carl Schurz Park and
the pedestrian promenade around Gracie Mansion. These health promotion
activities will be diminished, not only by pollution, but also by traffic congestion,
as participants will have to navigate the clogged avenues and congested streets
along First Avenue, York Avenue, and E. 92™ Street.

Families bring their children to the afterschool and day camp, teen and young
adults come for our leadership training and employment programs, seniors come
to our Center, to enrich their lives, and receive quality services in a healthy
environment. Many participants must navigate significant personal, economic
and social barriers to access our services. I do not believe it is in the interest of
the City or our community to add the additional obstacles of diesel fumes,
particulate-based air pollution from idling trucks, hazardous and congested
streets, garbage odors or vermin.

The scoping document must acknowledge that the plan will negatively affect the
already disadvantaged low-income community living in the Isaacs/Holmes
development, diminish the positive impact of the Isaacs Center’s government-
funded programs and services, and alter “public or publicly-funded commnity
facilities,” in the immediate area of the proposed Marine Transfer station.
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ELT ZABAR

6 July 2004

Asgistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation
44 Beaver Street, 18t Floor

New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Szarpanski,

I am writing to you to express my opposition to the proposed Bast 91t
Street Marine Transfer Station.

I recognize the need for every community to accommodate its fair share of
facilities that serve our city, but as a businessman with both retail and
manufacturing facilities on East 918 Street, I feel strongly that the
proposed MTS and its garbage trucks will worsen an already complicated
traffic situation. '

At this time, existing traffic competes for space with two bus lines, school
buses, delivery trucks, local auto traffic, traffic exiting and entering the
FDR drive, and pedestrians, especially parents with children, senior
citizens, and people with disabilities.

Additional traffic will commpromise and degrade the use of NYC’s premier
recreational facility, Asphalt Green which is a City Park and a City
Landmark. There is no adeguate protection for the residents or for the
thousands of people who come to Asphalt Green from other neighborhoods,
including minority neighborhoods from the noise, smells and vermin that
the MTS will generate.

As our City changes and develops, sites once suitable for a specific type of
community facility should not retain their historical use simply because it
is convenient. This neighborhood has grown in size and changed in
character since the 0ld MTS was closed. Site selection should balance ail
the City’s needs. This proposal, sighting a transfer station in one of our
most dense neighborhoods does not do that.

T’%Vl;ely yours,

Eli Zabar



July 2004

Assistant Commissioner Harry Szarpanski
City of New York Department of Sanitation

44 Beaver Street, 12 Floor

New York, NY 10004
RE: Letter in Opposition to Re-opening t . \
East 91 Street Marine Transfer Station ( q&

Dear Mr. Szarpanski:

1 am a longtime resident of Gracie Point, and 1 live in a cooperative apartment
complex located one block from the MTS. 1 have a distinct recollection of the awful
conditions we were burdened with while the MTS was in operation, and I shudder to
think of the effects the re-opening of the MTS will have on the neighborhood.

While the MTS was operating, we lived with a putrid stench on a daily basis. We
had a significant infestation of rodents and vermin. As a result of the garbage, rats the
size of small dogs lived in the shrubbery, in our garden and in Carl Shurz Park. Flocks of
seagulls left their droppings all over the neighborhood. It was impossible to sleep because
of the noise of the garbage trucks lined up on York Avenue, and the air was filled with
noxious exhaust fumes. Traffic was a nightmare, and it was impossible to proceed on
York Avenue because of the garbage trucks.

Since the MTS closed, the neighborhood has vastly changed for the better.
Asphalt Green has become a vital outdoor facility where children from all over the city
come to play. We now have a Greenway bicycle path and a busy ferry stop in the East
90" Street area. Thriving businesses are located here, such as The Vinegar Factory. We
also have become much more densely populated, with many new high rise apartment
buildings that attract young families, and a hotel under construction. With the greater
population, we now also have more traffic, large, articulated buses serving over four
major bus routes, and many, many more children and elderly whose lives, health and
safety will be severely compromised should the MTS re-open.

1t is inconceivable that the Mayor and the Sanitation Department are planning not
only to reopen the MTS, but to double its size and accept commercial as well as
residential garbage. This is truly the worst possible location for this type of facility. This
plan should be stopped immediately, and a more productive use of our tax money should

be found.

Sincerely yours,

i 70/ J .z /LJ
Name:’ﬁw’ rﬂ%/{/&//} /}’?‘y
Address: 571 0 /g' é?ﬂt/ é/[ﬁ{ 1 ¢
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