CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM SUMMARY

CiP-1
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{1) Department Public Works (2) Division Solid Waste-Collection & Disposal
{3) TOTAL TO BE FUNDED {iN THOUSANDS) {5) {B) {7} 8) {9) {10 (11}
PROJECT PROJECT & REVENUE )
TITLE(S) CoST @ | sonns | BONDS. |reoeRaL| staTe |oTHER * 1927 | 1928 | 1979 | 1980 | 1881 | 1882
3" |RC-1 Refuse Truck
Warm Storage Building 294.0 294.0 294.,0
e RC«Z‘Collection
Equipment Replacement |2,071.0 2,071.0 387.0| 315.51 302.0 356.5| 358.0{ 352.0
|rD-1 Disposal
Equipment Replacement 745.0 745.0 170.0] 142.5} 115.01] 135.0| 15.0 | 167.5
JBRD~2 New Disposal
{Site-Anchorage Solid
Waste Disposal Area 4,250.5 [, 250.5 4,000.0 % 250.5
-ARD~4 Turnagain Arm
“JRural Debris Box Systed 65.5 " 65.5 65.5
FOTAL {12} 7,426.0 (+,610.0 2,816.0 622.51 752,01 417.0 4;491.5 623.5 1519.5
v —
* OTHER SOURCE OF FUNDS  (13) FUNDING (14} d
General Obligaticn Bonds 65.51 294.0 4,000.0] 250.5
Revenue Bonds
Federal
State
Other
Retained Earnings 557.0 { 458.0 | 417.0 } 491.5 | 373.0 {519.5
TOTAL 622.5]1752.0 1417.0 k,491.51623.5 1519.5




{11 Crzrimentend Divison:  Public Works-Solid Waste-Collection

CAPITAL PROJECT ESTIMATE
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(2} Project Ttie:Refuse Truck Warm Storage Building {RC-1) -

I Nzw Estimated Beguirementss in Thousends
Estimeted Apprep. Apprgoriation
: Totzl Cost riot Yours | 18.07 1878 1579 | 19,80 _ 1981 | 1982
= 31 (@) {5} (5} (7) {8} Y {10)
[11) Ezcizmant (Moveabie)
{13 294.0 -0- 294.0
AEY .
o3
Eo-is 294.0 294.0
s 5:._'2".,:”-
i FoTAL ]
{17} Gross Ficor Area 10,500 $q. Ft. {20} Architectura! and Enginsering. Fees: 37,500

{12) Bultding Cont Fer 8o Fu & 25.00

{13} Preiezt Sates . in planning

{21) Percent of Building Cost__]2 %

(22} Estimated Start Data_ »

Aprils

1578

{23} Estimated Complation Dotdct.

1978

ottt e et

shredding plant.

Tines freeze up creating excessive downtime and overtime.

{24} Frojaot Gescription and Justification {Continue on Additional Shests. Same Size)

70'x150' metal, warm storage building with cement floor with floor drains and electric doors. Used to house refuse
trucks as hydraulic systems in trucks necessitate warm storage in winter months.

Without warm storage, hydraulic

Building is to.be constructed on site occupied by refuse




EFFECTS ON MAINTENANCE, OPERATION, & PERSONNEL COSTS
{1} Dipstventand Diision: PUblic Works-Solid

e
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naste {2} Project Titie: Refuse Truck Warm Storage Building
Estimated Aozrop fNew -~ ~ cstimeted Reguirements in Thousands
Tetzi Cost Prinr Years Appropriation 78 ¢ 70 a0 21 a2
SIS, - 152, 1812 19.54 8.2 12,24
srmesd b i “ iwll B e @ (97 o)
8.0 -0- -0- -0- 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Frozrem Bevznues
Tzx Rzvemuss
ToTAL
{151 Prosmemis) Affesied
Building Maintenance Section 8.0 -0- -0- -0~ 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
TOTAL
(17} Exrizmztisn and Asumptions

{18) Comments

Maintenance on warm storage shed

would cover door({s), heaters, lights and clean out of drains.




CAPITAL PROJECT ESTIMATE
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{1} Department and Division: Public Works-Solid Waste-Collection (2) Project Title: Collection Equipment Replacement (RC-2)
’ New Estimated Requirements in Thousands
Estimated Approp. Appropriation
. Totat Cost Prior Years | 19 1978 1979 1980 181 1982

Estimated Cost | (3) (4) (5) i) i 18) (9) (10}
{11) Equipment {Moveable} 1,616.0 282.0 245.5 232.0 286.5 288.0 282.0
{12} Land
{13) Buildings
{14} Other Improvements 455.0 105.0 70.0 70.0 70.0 70.0 10.0
{158} Cverhead

TOTAL 2,071.0 387.0 315.5 302.0 356.5 358.0 352.0
(16) Source of Funds
Bonds -
Grants —
= Dperational
Retained Farnings 2,071.0 387.0 315.5 302.0 356.5 358.0 352.0

TOTAL 2,071.0 387.0 315.5 302.0 356.5 358.0 352.0
{17} Gross Floor Area __ N/A $q. Ft.- (20} Architectural and Enginaering Fees: _ N/A
{18) Building Cost Per Sq. Ft. §___N/A (21) Percent of Building Cost N/A %
(18) Project Status N/A {22) Estimated Start Date___Jan. 1977

(23} Estimated Completion Date_ Dec. 1982

{24} Pwkchaxﬁpﬁm;mM.hﬁﬁkamn(CmumuanﬁAd&ﬁmml&wmsSameShﬂ {See attached for description)

Ylustification: 1In the past, large numbers of refuse collection vehicles were replaced in one single year. For examp Le |
in 1971 10 new vehicles were purchased. This procedure results in extremely high maintenance and repair costs in the
latter depreciation vears, as well as decressed collection efficiencies due to excessive downtime. In an attempt to
correct this, an equalized replacement schedule for the refuse collection equipment has been prepared that should normal
costs and efficiencies. FProm the existing inventory, one additional residential voute and one additional commercial rou
i1l be required in 1977 due to the increased population. This will result in 6 commercial routes collected 6 days a we
krith 2 spare trucks; 8 residential routes collected 5 days a week with 2 spare trucks and assisted by 6 satellite vehic)

lze
te
ek
es.



1977

1978

1979

REFUSE COLLECTION CIP DESCRIPTION

Moveable Equipment

2 31 yd. Front-loading refuse trucks to replace # 801 & 802
3 25 yd. Rear-loading refuse trucks to replace # 818, 826 & 827
2 1/2 7. Pickups with dumps to replace #2115 & 2116

Other Improvements

300 Refuse Containers

Moveabie Equipment

2 31 yd Front-loading refuse trucks to replace #804 & 805
2 25 yd Rear-loading refuse trucks to replace # 821 & 822
3 1/2 7. Pickups with dumps to replace satellite vehicles # 2110,2111, & 2112

1 1/2 7. Pickup with radio and plow to replace vehicle # 2602

Other Improvements

200 Refuse Containers

Moveable Equipment

2 31 yd. Front-loading refuse trucks to replace # 806 & 807
2 25 yd. Rear-loading refuse trucks to replace # 823 & 828
2 1/2 T. Pickups with dumps to replace satellite vehicles # 2113 & 2114

Other Improvements

200 Refuse Containers
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$ 120,000
150,000
12,000

$ 282,000

W
[

105,000

$ 387,000

$ 120,000
100,000
18,000 -

§ 205,500

70,000

$7315,500

$ 120,000

100,000
__ 12,000
§ 232,000
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1980 Moveable Equipment

2 31 yd. Front-lcoading refuse trucks to replace # 800 & 803 | $ 120,000

3 25 yd. Rear-loading refuse trucks to replace # 817, 819, & 825 150,000

2 1/2 T. Pickups with dumps to rep!ace # 2115 & 2116 replacements Lo . 12,000

1 Sedan to replace # 1766 - 4,500
§ 286,500

Other Improvements

200 Refuse Containers : - ___ZQiQQQ_
$ 356,000

1981 Moveable Equipment

2 31 yd. Front-loading refuse trucks to replace # 801 & 802 replacements ~ . $ 120,000

3 25 yd. Rear-loading refuse trucks to replace # 826 & 827 replacements C 150,000

3 1/2 1. Pickups with dumps to replace # 2110, 2111, & 2112 replacements _ 18,000 _
: ' : : $ 288,000

Other Improvements

200 Refuse Containers : ” $ 70,000
S §388.000

1982 Moveable Equipment

2 31 yd. Front-loading refuse trucks to replace # B804 & 805 replacements ' $ 120,000

3 25 yd. Rear-loading refuse trucks to replace # 821 & 822 replacements : ' 153,000
2 1/2 7. Pickups with dumps to replace # 2113 & 2114 replacements - - g;__]2,0()__(}%
L c : . 5 282,000

{Other Improvements

200 Refuse Containers | | $ 70,000




VEHICLE 4
FRONT-LOAD

£890 1964
6801 1971
08g2 1971
€803 1971
0804 1972
0805 1875
0806 1975
Geo7 1575
REAR-LOAD

0816 1967
0817 1971
0818 1871
gelg 1371
0820 1973
0321 1575
0gz2 1973
0823 1975
0825 1971
0826 1971
0827 1971
0828 1875

SATELLITE VERICLES

2109 1972
2110 1972
2117 1972
2112 1973
2713 1973
2114 1973
2115 1973

2116 1973

OTHER VEHICLES

1766 1975
2602 1972

DESCRIPTION

Ford Cempster 24 yd.
Int'] Dempster 2 yd, o
Int'] Dempsier 37 yd.
int'l Dempster 31 yd.
Int']l Dempster 31 vd.
Kenworth Colhy 31 yd.
Kenworth Colby 31 yd.
kerworth Celby 31 yd.
TOTAL

Ferd Garwood 20 yd.
Int'l Garwcod 25 yd.
Int'l Garwood 25 vd.
Int*1 Garwood 25 yd.
Ford Garwocd 25 yd.
Int'l Heil 25 yd.
Int'l Heil 25 yd.
Int'1 Heil 25 yd4.
Ford Garwood 25 yd.
Ford Garwood 25 yd.
Ford Garwood 25 yd.
Ford Leach 20 yd.
TOTAL

Toyota 1/2 T. Pickup

Toyota 1/2 7. Pickup

Toyota 1/2 T. Pickup w/Dump
Toyota 1/2 T. Pickup w/Dump
Toyota 1/2 T. Pigkup w/Dump
Toyota 1/2 T. Pickup w/Bump
Toyota 1/2 T. Pickup w/Dump

Toyota 1/2 T. Pickup w/Dump
TOTAL

Toyota Sedan
Ford 1/2 T. 4x4 Pickup

w/snowplow

-

EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT FORECAST
REFUSE COLLECTION/ROLLING STOCK

YEAR TO BE REPLACED

1674 1977 1378 1479 1980 1881 1982 1983 1984
NEH * * * NEW * * * NEW
* NEW % * %* Ngw k4 * *

* NEY * * * NEW * * *

NEW * * % NEW * * * HEW

* F NEN * *, * NEW * *

3 * NEH * ”® * NEW * *

* & * NE“ * * * NEM *

"* * £ NEN E3 * * Ngw *
B g BT g 3 g 8 I 3
DROP X % X X X X X X

NEW * * * NEW * * * NEW

* NEW *® o, * NEN *® * *

NEW * * * NEW * * * NEW

* DS0P X X X X X % X

e w NEN x * * NEN = *"

* * NEW * ¥ * NEW * *

* ® * ﬁgw * * * NEW *

NEW * * * NEW * * * NEW

* NEW * * * NEW *x & *

* Ngw * * * NEW * * +*

* * * NEH * * &« NEN =

T 10 70 10 10 10 10 10 0
DROP X b X X X X X b

NEW * NEW * * NEW - * * NEW

NEW * NEW * * NEW * * NEW

NEW * NEW * * NEW * * NEW

NEW * * NEW * * NE * *

NEW * * NEW * * HEW * *

NEW NEW * * NEW * * REW *

* NEW * * NEW * * KEW *

7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

* * * * NEN * * * *

* * NEW * * * * NEW *

Page 12
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EFFECTS ON MAINTENANCE-, OPERATION, & PERSONNEL COSTS

{18)

Comments

1980 -~ Same as 1977 above due to increased population.
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{1} Department and Division: Public Works—Solid Waste {2) Project Title: Collection Equipment Replacement
Estimated ‘Appmp. ’ New - Estimated Requirements in Thousands
Tatal Cost Prinr Years Appropriation
. 7 1978 1979 _ 19.80_ 19_81_ 1982
Estimated Cost . ‘3) “w '8 (5) : (8} -7} {8} {9) {10)
(11) Man Months 48 ‘ 48
{12} Personal Services 987.3 -0- 109.7 1098.7 109.7 215.4 - 210.4 219.4
{13) Maintenance 270.0 -0 15.0 15.0 15.0 30.0 30.0 ~30.0
{18) Operations 50.0 O 10.0 - 10.0 10.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
TOTAL 1,347.3 -0~ 134.7 134.7 134.7 269.4 269.4 269.4
{15) Source of Funds
Program Revenuss — Refuse Fees 1,347.3 134.7 134.7 134:7 269.4 269.4 269.4
Tax Revenues '
TOTAL
{18) Program{s) Affected _
Refuse Collection Section 1,077.3 -0- 119.7 115.7 118.7 239.4 239.4 239.4
Equipment & Supply 270.0 -0~ 15.0 15.0 15.0 30.0 30.0 30.0
TOTAL 1,347.3 ~Q= 134.7 134.7 134.7 269.4 269.4 269.4
{17} Explanation and Assumptions: .
1977 - Expansion of one additional commercial route= 1 Heavy Equipment Operator @ 11.35 hr. plus 30% fringe §$ 30,700
1 Truck Maintenance & Operation 7,500
1 Truck Depreciation 10,G00
Expansion of one additional residential route 1 Loadpacker Operator @ 10.66 hr. plus 30% fringe 28,800
2 Swampers @ 9.28 hr. plus 30% fringe S 50,200
1 Truck Maintenance & Operation 7,500
1 Truck Depreciation © 10,000




{1) Department and Division:

Public Works ~ Solid Waste

CAPITAL PROJECT ESTIMATE

CiP-2
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{2) Project Title: Refuse Disposal Equipment Replacement (RD-1)

New Estimated Requirements in Thousands
Estimated Approp. Appropriation
. Total Cost Prior Years | 19.07.° 19__78 18.79 1980 19_81 1982
Estimated Cost (3) (4) {5) {6) {1 {8) {8} {10}
{11) Equipment {Maveable) 745.0 =0~ 170.0 142.5 115.90 135.0 15.0 167.5
{12) Land '
(13) Buildings
{14} Othar Imprevements
{15} Overhead ‘ ‘ i
TOTAL 745.0 i 170.0 142.5 115.0 135.0 15.0 167.5
{16} Source of Funds
Bonds —
Grants —
* Gperational
Retained Earnings 745.0 170.0 142.5 115.0 135.0 15.0 167.5
TOTAL 745.0 170.0 142.5 115.0 135.0 15.0 167.5
{17) Gross Floor Area N/A Sq. Ft. {20} Architectural and Engineering Fees:  N/A
{18} Building Cost Per Sq. Ft. $§  N/A {21} Percent of Building Cost __ N/A %
{18) Project Status N/A {22} Estimated Start Date N/A
{23) Estimated Completion Date N/A
{24} Project Description and Justification (Continve on Additionat Sheets. Same Size)
‘|Replacement of existing equipment assigned to the Refuse Disposal section:
1977 Replace existing 1971 D-7 Dozer, #0804, with a D-8 Dozer eqaipped with ROPS cab, ripper hlade $160,000
Acquire additional light plant 10,000
1978 Replace existing 1970 Compactor, #0843 135,000
Replace existing 1974 4x4 3/4 T. Pickup with plow, #2711 7,500
1879 Replace existing 1975 D-7 Dozer, #0105 115,000
1980 Replace existing 1975 Compactor, #0842 135,000
1981 Replace 1974 Light Plant, #4004 10,000
Replace 1976 1/2 T. Pickup
1982 Replace 1977 D-8 Dozer 160,000
Replace 1978 3/4 T. Pickup with plow 7,500




!

-VEHICLE #

0105
0804

0841

0842 . -

0843

§ 4004
P
. 2056

DESCRIPTION

" DOZERS

1975 Fiat Allis Dozer (F. Borough)
197% Cat. D-7 Bulldozer

COMPACTORS

1966 FWD Wagner SF-17
1875 Buffzlo K-301.
1970 Caterpillar (F. Borough)

MISCELLANECUS

1974 Onan Light Plant

1977 Light Plant

1974 GMC 3/4 T. 4x4 Pickup w/plow
{F. Borough)

1971 Ford Maverick Sedan (F. Borough)

EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT

‘REF

1976

»

£

NEW

USE DISPOSAL
ANCHORAGE

1977 1978

* *
NEW *
DROP

* *
* NEW
* *
NEW *
* 0 NEW
* *

$170,000° '$142,500  $115,000 ©

1979

NEW
*

*

*
*

1980

$135,000

1981

NEW
*

*

KEW

$ 15,000
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1582 . NOTES

x $115,060,
NEM Replace with D-8 Dezer,
push blade & rippar

$160,000,
« $135,000
* .
. I AL
* $ 10,000
NEW $ 7,500
* Replace with 1/2 7.
Pickup $- 5,080

$167,300
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EFFECTS ON MAINTENANCE, OPERATION, & PERSONNEL COSTS
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i Cezamimentend Diision: Public Works-Solid Waste . (2} Project Title: Rafyse Disposal Equipment Replacement
Estimaied .}"«'—:;J.'sp. ' New - - _ Estimztad Raquirements in Thousends
o Tstsi‘Cast Fricr Years Ap‘preer_}zﬁon 1978 18 7 19 80 e8] 1982 -
LTULITETES LSt {..,) {4) 19..__.__(5: (6} _(.” ! (S) . {5} {Es}
(1%) V27 Mants
S:ripes
P - - -y
vz, oLtTurza ol Fonds
Frozrem Reovanuss
Tax Prveniz:z

{17 Explanstion and Asumptions

As the equipment replacement project reflects no increase in additional equipmént to operate the metropolitan landfill
and because milled refuse will be easier to handle, there should be no impact upon the operational budget.

{18} Commens ] :




(1) Department and Division:

Public Works - Solid Waste

CAPITAL PROJECT ESTIMATE

cip-2
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{2) Project Tit: New Disposal Site- Anchorage Disposal Area (RD-2)

' New Estimated Requirements in Thousands
Estimated Apgprop. Appropriation
. Total Cost Prior Years | 19..77 19_18 1979 19_80 1981 1982
Estimated Cost (3} (4) {5} (6) m (8) T {10}
{11} Eguipment (Moveable)
{12) Land 4,000.0 4,000.0
{13} Buildings 80.5 80.5
{18) Othey Improvements 170.0C 170.0
{15) Overhead
TOTAL 4,250.0 | 4,000.0 250.0
{16} Source of Funds
Bonds — General Obligation 4,250.0 4,000.0 250.0
Grants —
-~ (perational
TOTAL 4,250.0 4,000.0 250.0
{17) Gross Floor Area 2800 Sq. Ft. {20} Architectural and Engineering Fees:_ 10, 500

{18} Building Cost Per Sq. F1. $_25.00

{21) Percent of Building Cost 15 %

{22} Estimated Start Date Ian.. 1980
{22) Estimated Completion Date Sept. 1981

{19) Project Status__ Ipitisl Plannipng

{24} Project Description and Justification (Continue on Additional Sheets. Same Size)

JUSTIFICATION: In 1976 with the cleosing of the International landfill and the direction of all solid wastes generatgd
within the bowl area tc the 15th Avenue landfill, the latter site will be completed by the fall of 1981l. A: that tinge
a new disposal site will be required to accept the area's solid wastes. For planning purposes, 7,850 acre-feet of
land will be required to dispose of the milled wastes generated within the Anchorage Solid Waste Disposal Service Arda
between the years 1980 and 2000 based on a prOJected population of 316,000 in the year 2000 and a per capita daily
waste gneeration rate of 6,96 pounds.

(See attached for description)
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NEW DISPOSAL SITE
ANCHORAGE SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL

LAND

7,850 acre-feet of suitable land to &ccept the solid wastes generated between the $ 4,000,000
years 188G and 2000.

BUILDINGS

35'x80" equipment warm storage building to house four (4) pieces of landfill 30,500
eguipment. Constructed @ $25 per sq. ft. plus 12% design cost.

OTHER IMPROVEMENTS

Access Road: (Construct approximately 1/4 mile of access road. Assuming three (3) 100,000

foot of i1l and a seal coat surface is applied, the construction cost is estimated
to $75 per linear foot.

Fencing: Control fencing to be placed around a portion of the site. 2,000 feet @ 20,000
$10 per linear foot.

Miscellaneous Contingencies: Including initial soils investigation, surveys, site 50,000
design and utility installation. $ 4,250,000




. B . cIP-3
EFFECTS ON MAINTENANCE, OPERATION, & PERSONNEL COSTS
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(1} Depertrsntand Oivisien: Public Works-Solid Waste : {2) Project Titie: New Disposal Site-Anchorage Disposal Area
Estimated ~Ap$!‘c-_u. ‘ New - - Esﬂm_a:ed Reguiraments in Thousands
g fom Tot{aé)Ccst Prmi;’eers Apf: apriaticn 19 18 19 19 19
o " G (€} ~{7) 8) @ {10)

Frogrem Revanues

Tax Aezvancs

iy
w1
0
'
Ty
]
o
1
el

TOTAL

{17} Explenztion end Assumptions:

Because the new disposal site will not result in any charge over the existing d1sposa1 operation, other than the
change in location, there will be no impact upon the operational budget.

{i%) Comments : o .




CAPITAL PROJECT ESTIMATE’

_ _ Page 137
{1} Dzpanimzntend Diiiom: Public Works-Solid Waste {2) Froject Tiie:Tyrnagain Arm Rural Debris Box System (RD-4)
i New Estimated Regquirements in Thousands
Estimated - Approp. Appropristion
L o Totai Cost Prior veurs | 36 11 1978 1979 11980 1881 | 1982
! SMLSED VO (3) (4 (s} {8 {7 {8} )] {10}
{31} Ezuipmant (Moveshls) 60.0 45.5
{12} tand
{13} Euiidizas
{12) Trhzr Improvemsnts 20.0 20.0:
{13} Svertzzd
- TOTAL - 80.0 £5.5
{179 Zaursz of Funds
2:-2;~ _General Obligation 65.5 65.5
'5;:;::j::_
TOTAL 65.5 65.5
i {17} Zrom Ficor Ama Sg. Fu. (23} Architectural and Enginaering. Fees:
: {2%) Percent of Buliding Cost %
{22} Estimsted Stert Datz
{23} Estirmated Completion Dete

b

aay m_s
128} Pt O

izct Deseripticn end Justification {Continue on Additional Shests. Same Size) {See attached for descri ption)

JUSTIFICATION: With the closures of the former Bird Creek and the City of Girdwood solid waste dumping sites, and the
projected increase in quantities being generated, major improvements in the solid waste services will be required, as

the container type of service now offered is not adequate to meet the area's needs. ' The analysis of various alterna-

tives in the Solid Waste Management Plan indicated that a rural drop box system utilizing 40-cubic yard containers

located in the Girdwood and Bird Creek areaswas the most economical and would provide the best type of service.

it is

now possible that this type of project could be funded thru a Community Block Development Grant.' This alternative will

certainly be pursued.




TURNAGAIN ARM RURAL DEBRIS BOX
COLLECTION SYSTEM

EQUIPMENT required for the solid waste service consists of a hydraulic operated

tilt-frame mounted on a t

ruck chasis ($35,000) and initially three (3) 40-cubic

yard containers @ $3,500 each.

LAND requirements for the system would be two (2) one-acre sites located in the

Bird Creek and Girdwood/A

lyeska areas. It is thought that public land< could be

used for the sites, therefore no expenditures are now projected.

OTHER IMPROVEMENTS contai
lTocations and includes ex
wall, fencing and paving.

ns expenditures for the preparation of the container
penditures for a ramped approach with a retaining
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$ 45,500

20,000
$ 65,500



EFFECTS ON MAINTENANCE, OPERATION, & PERSONNEL COSTS

CIP-3
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{1} Department and Bivisian: Pyblic Works-Solid Waste {2) Project Title: Turnagain Arm Rural Debris Box System
Estimated ‘Approp. ' New Estimated Reguirements in Thuusénds
Yotal Cost Prior Years Appropriation
. 1978 1379 19.80. 19_81 1R
{11} Man Months 4.5 4,5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5
{12} Personal Services i1.5 11.5 11.5 11.5 11.5 11.5
{13} Maintenance 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
{14} Qperations 13.6 13.6 13.6 13.6 13.6 13.6
TOTAL 20.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1
{15) Source of Funds
Program Revenues
Tax Revenues
Ad Valorum 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1
TOTAL 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1
{16) Programlis} Affected
Turnagain Arm Service Area 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1
TOTAL 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1 30.1

(18) Comments

hours to Bird Creek or about 15 hours per week.

Salary Costs

Maintenance & coperational costs on the equipment is assummed-to be $5,000/yr.
disposal fees (54,500/yr.) and equipment depreciation ($9,100/yr.).
ject future costs without known refuse quantities.

{17} Explanation and Assumptions: For this type of service it is assummed three (3} 40-cubic yard containers would be reguired
to service the Turnagain Arm community twice weekly each with a travel time of 2.5 hours each to Girdwood and 1.75

1% hrs./wk x 11.35 + 30% fringe/hr. = $11,500/yr.

Operational cost should include only
At the present time it is impractical to pro-




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM SUMMARY

CiP—t
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{1) Department  Public Works (2} Division Solid Waste— Eagle River Facility
PR T (3 TOTAL TO BE FUNDED {IN THOUSANDS) (5) () n 2 {9} (10) (11}
QJEC PROJECT G/G REVENUE
TITLE(S) COST (8 | ouds | boNDS |FEDERAL| STATE OTHER * 19271 1928 | 1819 | 1980 | 19 81 | 1982
RPD-3 New Disposal
Eagle River Facility 287.0 287.0 287.0
TOTAL (12} 287.0 287.0
* OTHER SOURCE OF FUNDS {13} FUNDING {14)
Genera! Obligation Bonds 287.0
Revenue Bonds
Federat
State
Other
TOTAL 287.0
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CAPITAL PROJECT ESTIMATE

141
_ Page
{3} Cezartment 2nd Division: Public Works-Solid Waste (2) Project Title: New Disposal Facility-Eagle River  (RD-3)
MNaw Estimated Reguirements in Thousands
Estimated Aporop. Apzropristion
o Totz! Cost Prior Years | 19,47 1578 1978 | 1980 19.81 13.82
extmaied Cost (3) (4} {3) {8} {7} (8) : {3 {10)
1% E3vpment {Maveable) 125.0 125.0
0% 2uilZdinm - 34.5 ' 34.5
14} C+herimarovements 127.5 - 127.5
{13} Duzrhazdg
TOTAL 287.0 ' 287 .0 i
130 Znitizof Furds
z:-::— General Obligation 287.0 287,0
! TETAL 287.0 , 287.0
17y s ]EOOr Se. Ft. {201 Architectura! end Enginzering. Foes: 4500
{12} Eulrdicp Comti Fer 87 F 8 ¢5.00 {21} Percent of Building Cost 15 %
{15 ProjemrSizws__In planning {22} Estimated Start Date
{23} Estimated Compistiszn Date
i
{24} Frzlect Deeriplon 2nd Jurtification (Continue on Additional Sheets. Same Size) (See attached for description)
JUSTIFICATION: By June 1977 it will be physically impossible to continue operating the existing solid waste disposal
site now located off Highland Drive as the final grades have already exceeded the desired height and cover material will
no longer be available. The Solid Waste Managenent Plan adopted in November, 1975 recommends the new facility be
tocated in the vicinity of the sewage treatment plant. It is assummed that nc land costs will be incurred in this
project as the recommended site is in Federal ownership and could be transferred to the Municipality.
1
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NEW DISPOSAL FACILITY-EAGLE RIVER

EQUIPMENT

Costs are for a 55,000 pound track loader equipped with a ROPS cab and ripper $ 125,000
BUILDINGS

Included in this cost is a 30'x40' warm storage repair building to house the 34,500

track loader to protect if from the weather and vandalism.

OTHER IMPROVEMENTS

Access Road & Utilities: It is estimated that at least a 1/4 mile access road 100,000
will be needed for any new location chosen 1in the Eagle River area. Cost is
estimated to be about $75 per linear feet of road constructed.

Fencing Although a specific site still has not been chosen, for planning purposes 12,500
it is estimated that about 1,250 feet of litter and access control fencing will be

required.

Miscellaneous Contingencies: Includes cost for soils investigations, utility 15,000
installation, surveys, engineering design of final grading and operat10ﬂal plan, S 287,000

and Tand closing costs.



EFFECTS ON MAINTENANCE, OPERATION, & PERSONNEL COSTS
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(1) Derermentznd Division: Pyblic Works-Solid Waste B A2) Project Title: New Disposal Facility-Eagle River
! . Estimated Anprop, New~ - Estimated Recuirements in Thousands
! i Cec Tc!szl‘)f:ast Fr:or{é‘)fears A;;tgrc rynzt:on 1378 5. 79 19,80 81 19.82.
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i {17} Zrzlerztion end Aswmmntions

% There will be no impact upon the operational budget because this project merely represents a change in the

facility location.

{18} Comment




