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INTRODUCTION 

Torrance County (the “County”) is located in central New Mexico (NM) approximately 50 miles 

east of Albuquerque, NM (Figure 1); and consists of an area of 3,345.5 square miles (Figure 2). 

Within the County, there are 10 primary population centers (i.e., cities and towns): Moriarty, 

Mcintosh, Estancia, Willard, Mountainair, Manzano, Torreon, Tajque, Encino and Duran. The 

County consists of three political districts (Figure 3) and the three Commissioners that represent 

the districts form the Torrance County Board.  

 
Solid waste management within the County is dictated by Torrance County Ordinance No. 94-

12: “An Ordinance providing for the efficient and sanitary disposal and collection of solid waste 

in Torrance County: Regulating solid waste, litter and C&D debris; establishing a solid waste 

disposal fee and providing a penalty, severability and effect date: (Amended November 20, 

2002)”  [Attachment A]. The Estancia Valley Solid Waste Authority (EWSWA) was formed in 

1995 and provides County solid waste management services via a Joint Powers Agreement (JPA): 

“Agreement for Solid Waste Services between The County of Torrance and The Estancia Valley 

Solid Waste Authority” (June 6, 2014); Attachment B). The JPA requires that the EWSWA 

provide “a collection, transportation and recycling or disposal system for solid waste generated 

in the unincorporated areas of the County.” The EVSWA provides disposal services at the 

regional landfill (Estancia Valley Regional Landfill; EVRLF) located near Interstate 40 at Exit 

203 (Figure 4). 

 
The EVSWA Board consists of representatives from its member entities:  

• County of Torrance 
• City of Moriarty 
• Town of Estancia 
• Town of Mountainair 
• Town of Vaughn 
• Village of Willard 
• Village of Encino. 
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Preliminary Engineering Report 

Gordon Environmental, Inc. (GEI) has prepared this Preliminary Engineering Report (the “Report” 

or “PER”) for the County on behalf of the EVSWA.  This Torrance County Solid Waste 

Management Study was initiated to: 

• Evaluate the EVSWA waste management program through a review of their financial and 
logistical records 

• Establish a baseline cost to determine the feasibility of rural collection efforts and 
franchising of solid waste services. 

• Benchmark cost of services for comparison to other similar rural collection and disposal 
operations within the State of New Mexico.  

• Document the current EVSWA operations; and identify potential alternatives that EVSWA 
and County could implement to augment or replace current collection activities. 

• Compare the County’s systems to other rural NM collection operations; and provide 
observations and recommendations regarding the findings. 

• Evaluate County resident’s level of satisfaction with the current Torrance County Solid 
Waste Management System; and quantify the adequacy of the current system to meet 
current and future waste disposal and recycling needs. 

 
This PER is formatted to follow the outline provided by USDA BULLETIN 1780-4 for 

Preliminary Engineering Report – Solid Waste Management Facilities (October 2003), with 

response provided in italics.  This Report includes additional documentation to provide a thorough 

and detailed analysis for Torrance County’s and EVSWA’s assessment of the current Torrance 

County Solid Waste Management System in order to make informed decisions regarding the future 

of the system.  

 
Torrance County Community Engagement 

In order to engage the Torrance County community (i.e., the customers), GEI performed several 

initiatives: 

1. Preparation and issuance of a “Solid Waste Disposal Services Survey” 
2. Attendance at EVSWA Community Collection Centers (CCCs) to engage with the 

community residents using these facilities, and hand-out hard copies of the Survey 
3. Interviews with members of the community who expressed an interest in commenting 

based on the Solid Waste Disposal Services Survey 
4. Interviews with several community representatives including Torrance County 

Commissioners, Torrance County Manager, Estancia Valley Solid Waste Authority Board 
Members, private haulers, etc 
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Solid Waste Disposal Services Survey 

The Solid Waste Disposal Services Survey was issued via surveymonkey.com®, a web-based 

survey site, and hard copies of the questionnaire were also made available at the CCCs for citizens 

to take home and mail back to GEI.  The purpose of the survey was to gather concerns and 

recommendations from the Torrance County community with regard to the following: 

• Customer level of satisfaction with the current solid waste disposal services 
• Adequacy of the current solid waste disposal infrastructure and services to meet residential 

waste disposal and recycling needs 
• Customer suggestions for improvement and alternatives regarding the current County solid 

waste disposal system  
 
The survey was advertised by EVSWA, including the web link, in The Independent and Mountain 

View Telegraph for a period of two weeks beginning March 9, 2015 (Attachment C).  Hard copies 

were provided to the EVSWA CCCs to be handed out by CCC attendants; and hard copies of the 

survey were also handed out during GEI visits to the CCCs.  

 
The survey was composed of twenty questions, and a copy of the survey questions and results are 

provided in Attachment D.  A total of 146 interested residents took part in the survey; 115 people 

via surveymonkey.com® and 31 people via hand-written/mail-in surveys.  Surveys that were 

mailed-in to GEI were manually input into the surveymonkey.com® database.  Forty-five 

respondents requested that they be contacted to provide additional comments; and GEI was able 

to interview thirty-one. The detailed (anonymous) responses are provided in Attachment E. A 

brief summary of highest-rated answers to the key survey questions are summarized below and 

tabulated on Table 1. 

 
Summary of Solid Waste Disposal Services Survey Responses 

Torrance County Residents 

• 99.3% of respondents are residents of Torrance County, and 83.2% of those live in an 
unincorporated area.  

• 98.5% of respondents live in single-family homes. 
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Curbside Pickup Options 

• 69.4% of respondents do not have the option of curbside pickup. 
• For those respondents who participate in curbside pickup, most (36.8%) pay $15-

$20/month for these services. 
• 61.5% of those who participate in curbside pickup rate their satisfaction as excellent.  
• 52.3% of respondents who do not have curbside pickup would participate if these services 

were available. 
• 42.3% of respondents would be willing to pay under $15 a month for curbside pickup, if it 

were made available. 
 
EVSWA Collection Centers 

• 93% of respondents utilize the EVSWA collection centers, with the Southern 
(Mountainair) Collection Center being the facility most utilized by respondents (26.8%). 

• Household waste (95.6%) is the main type of waste respondents dispose of at the Collection 
Centers.  

• 50.4% of respondents utilize a Collection Center once per week. 
• 52.9% of respondents rate the level of service at their Collection Center as excellent. 

 
Recycling and Alternative Disposal 

• 77.8% of respondents recycle. 
• 64.8% bring their recyclables to an EVSWA Collection Center. 
• 34.6% of those who do not recycle are not sure what is recyclable; and 34.6% think it is 

too complicated to recycle. 
• 73.6% of respondents conduct composting; 34.72% burn yard waste on their property; and 

34.72 burn paper and cardboard in their woodstove/fireplace. 
 
Most Convenient Waste Disposal Option 

• 49% of respondents would like a small solid waste drop-off location within 15 minutes of 
their home, which is open every day during daylight hours, and billed quarterly.  

• 34% of respondents would like their trash can picked up at their home, with quarterly 
payments bill. 
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1.0 GENERAL 

A Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) should clearly describe the owner's present 
situation, analyze alternatives, and propose a specific course of action, from an engineering 
perspective. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
 
The EVSWA provides solid waste collection and transport services (Figure 4, EVSWA Service 

Area Map by Census Tracts) for rural County residents and “Pay As You Throw” (PAYT) bulky 

item disposal for residents with municipal collection services (16,383 estimated County population 

in 2010, Table 2). The County and EVSWA are evaluating the current solid waste management 

system; the system’s efficiency; and other alternatives of various levels of service that will continue 

to minimize illegal dumping, and provide affordable, cost-effective levels of collection services to 

households (Figure 5) (“occupied housing units” estimated to be 6,264 in 2010; Table 2 and 

Table 4) in the unincorporated rural areas of the County.  Table 2 provides the applicable 

population and household data from the US Census Bureau in the County cities, towns and rural 

areas. 

 
With a population density within the unincorporated Census Tracts 9636 and 9637 portions of the 

County calculated at an average of 3.7 persons per square mile (Table 4; Figure 4), the likelihood 

of providing cost-effective “door to door“ curbside collection service in these sparsely populated 

areas is challenging.  The population density in census tracts 9632.02 and 9632.01 average 60.0 

per square mile and “door to door” collection may be viable and cost-effective. 

 
Based on the variability of population density within the County, this provides EVSWA and the 

County with the following solid waste collection options:  

(1)  Maintain the current EVSWA CCC operations in-place or franchise for service. 
(2) County franchise for “door-door” collection services with County CCC Operation    
(3) County franchise for “door-door” collection services with franchise CCC  
(4) County franchise for “door-door” collection services with unmanned CCC Operation  
(5) County franchise for “door-door” collection services, eliminating the CCC Operation  

 
a) Design Criteria. State the design parameters used for evaluation purposes. These 

parameters must comply with RUS design policies (7 CFR 1780.57) as well as other 
federal and state regulatory requirements. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
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The option of providing no level of solid waste services was not evaluated, and is not considered 

viable; considering the County’s history with providing some level of solid waste services, and the 

commitments required by the NM Solid Waste Act. 

 
At present, EVSWA is engaged in the operation of ten CCCs (Table 5 and Figure 4), and direct 

residential “door-to-door” collection services are provided by private haulers at the discretion of 

individual customers (i.e., New Mexico Waste, East Mountain Disposal). Currently, 436 customers 

have “door-to-door” collection (Figures 6 through 11). Providing “door-to-door” collections 

throughout the County represents a challenge with the limited customer density (i.e., 3.5 per 

square mile) for 72.5 percent of the County.  The alternatives considered revolve around the level 

of services that can be provided for a reasonable (i.e., affordable) cost, and recovering the 

expenses to provide these services.  In addition, the services provided must address development 

of a sustainable balance between the desire to provide customers direct service to their location; 

versus requiring all (or some) customers to haul their waste to a CCC. 

 
The level of effort required to prepare the report and the depth of analysis within the report 
are proportional to the size and complexity of the proposed project. Rural Utilities Service 
(RUS) projects must be modest in design, size and cost, and be constructed and operated in 
an environmentally responsible manner. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
 
The EVSWA is working with the selected engineering consultant (GEI) to evaluate and optimize 

the solid waste collection services within the County. GEI was selected based on a “Qualification-

based Selection” (QBS) process, which is designed to ensure that the consultant is the most 

appropriate and familiar with the project area. This effort was undertaken to identify the cost of 

service for collection, transportation and disposal of waste collected within the County.  Various 

levels of service were evaluated relative to the population (customer) density within target areas 

of the County.  This effort resulted in estimated costs for services that would be incurred as 

customer density decreases, and provides the County and EVSWA with definable options as they 

optimize their rural collection system operation.  

 
Pursuant to 7 CFR Part 1794,“Guide for Preparing the Environmental Report for Water 
and Waste Projects”, guidance in RUS Bulletin 1794A-602, and the Agency’s environmental 
State Supplement, the applicant shall perform the environmental review concurrently with 
the project engineering planning. This document must indicate that environmental issues 
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were considered as part of the engineering planning. Information provided in the PER will 
be used to process the funding request, therefore completeness and accuracy are essential 
for timely processing of the application. Other outlines may be utilized, but the essential 
information must be readily identifiable. Contact the Rural Development office for further 
guidance. The following should be used as a guide for the preparation of PERs for RUS 
financed solid waste disposal facilities. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
 
The New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) Solid Waste Registration Application process 

was followed for the registration of the ten CCCs. Registration of the ten CCCs has been 

maintained over the past 12 years. Specific requirements for the siting of “Transfer Stations” and 

“Collection Centers” are enumerated in the SWR (20.9.4.12 and 20.9.3.27 NMAC, respectively; 

and all of the CCCs meet the specified criteria. No additional CCCs are envisioned as a result of 

this solid waste study; therefore no additional registrations should be required. 

 
 
2.0 PROJECT PLANNING AREA 

Describe the area under consideration. The project planning area may be larger than the 
service area determined to be economically feasible. Service may be provided by a 
combination of central, cluster, or individual facilities. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
 
The project planning area is identified on Figure 4 which identifies the opportunities for rural 

residents and businesses to manage their waste and recyclables.  The collected waste is 

transported by the EVSWA to the EVRLF (Figure 4). 

 
The description should include information on the following: 

a) Location. Maps, photographs, and sketches. These materials should indicate legal and 
natural boundaries, major obstacles, elevations, etc. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
Figure 4 is a map of the area currently serviced by the EVSWA, and the location of the EVRLF 

centralized waste diversion and disposal facility.  

 
b) Environmental Resources Present. Maps, photographs, studies and narrative. This 

section should provide information on the location and significance of important land 
resources (farmland, rangeland, forestland, wetlands and 100/500 year floodplains), 
historic sites, endangered species/critical habitats, etc., that were identified in the 
applicant’s environmental information (normally an Environmental Report) and that 
must be considered in project planning. A narrative summary with reference to the 
applicant’s environmental submittal is adequate. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
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The County is comprised of rich and diverse environmental resources that were considered with 

the development of the existing CCC facilities. One primary goal in providing economical, 

convenient access to waste collection services is to prevent “illegal dumping” that was a 

significant problem in the past; and is protective of the environmental resources in the County. 

The same protection of environmental resources will be considered if any additional solid waste 

facility development (e.g., future collection centers) is undertaken.  No additional CCCs are being 

proposed; and no additional environmental considerations were required to complete this Report.   

 
c) Growth Areas and Population Trends. Specific areas of concentrated growth should 

be identified. Population projections for the project planning area and concentrated 
growth areas should be provided for the project design period (typically 20-years). 
These projections should be based on historical records with justification from 
recognized sources. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
Based on the 2000 and 2010 US Census Reports, and the 2013 American Community Survey (ACS) 

estimates (Table 2), the population of Torrance County as a whole is on the decline.  The County 

saw a 3.12% decrease between Census 2000 and Census 2010; and a 1.21% decrease between 

Census 2010 and ACS 2013.  While the populations of some municipal areas of the County such 

as Moriarty and Mountainair have seen some growth (Table 2), the Rural Areas of the County 

generally continue to decrease.  Rural Area populations decreased by 4.66% between Census 2000 

and Census 2010; and decreased by 1.09% between Census 2010 and ACS 2013 (Table 2). 

 
For this study, the most recent US Census Report is utilized (i.e., Census 2010).  As described in 

Table 3, the population of the Rural Areas of Torrance County is 11,637, or 71% of the County 

population.  Rural Areas comprise 3,333 square miles (sq mi), or approximately 99% of the 

County. The overall population density of Rural Areas is 3.5 persons per sq mi.  Rural Areas 

include 5,716 housing units, of which 4,589 are reported to be occupied (2010).  The estimated 

waste generation per day (Table 3) for Rural Areas is 28.7 tons per day (tpd); and Municipalities 

are estimated to generate 11.7 tpd.  These data are based on a waste generation rate of 4.924 

pounds per person per day.  Based on an average household of 2.65 persons, household waste 

generation is estimated at 0.2 tons per month. 
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Population and housing unit data are also summarized by Census Tract, as described in Table 4.  

Based on data from Census 2010, Torrance County is comprised of four Census Tracts:  9632.01, 

9632.02, 9636, and 9637.  These tracts correspond to the Population Density Map provided as 

Figure 4.   

 
Census Tract 9637 

The largest tract in the County, Census Tract 9637 (2,127.4 sq mi), has a population density of 1.1 

persons per sq mi and a waste generation rate of approximately 5.6 tpd.  This area is currently 

served by the Duran Collection Station, the Southern Collection Station, the Punta de Agua 

Collection Station, and the Cedarvale Collection Station.   

 
Census Tract 9636 

Census Tract 9636 is the second-largest tract (1,096.3 sq mi) and has a population density of 6.3 

persons per sq mi, and a waste generation rate of approximately 16.9 tpd.  This area is currently 

served by the Tajique Collection Station, Central Collection Station, Wagon Wheel Collection 

Station, and Northern Collection Station.   

 
Census Tract 9632.02 

Census Tract 9632.02, comprised of 64.3 sq mi, has a density of 49.1 persons per sq mi and a 

waste generation of approximately 7.8 tpd.  This area is also currently served by Wagon Wheel 

Collection Station and Northern Collection Station.   

 
Census Tract 9632.01 

Census Tract 9632.01 is comprised of 57.5 sq mi, and has a density of 70.9 persons per sq mi and 

a waste generation rate of approximately 10.0 tpd.  This area is currently served by the Hills and 

Valley Collection Station and the Indian Hills Collection Station.  
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3.0 EXISTING FACILITIES 

Describe the existing facilities including at least the following information: 
a) Location Map. Provide a schematic layout and general service area map (may be 

identified on project planning area maps). (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
 
The EVSWA Service Area Map and Available Disposal Facilities is provided as Figure 4. 

 
b) History. Provide a brief description of when major system components were 

constructed or renovated. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
 
The ten CCCs shown on Figure 4 have been registered with NMED and constructed over the past 

12 years. 

 
c) Condition of Facilities. Describe present condition; suitability for continued use; 

adequacy of current facilities; and the collection, storage, processing, and disposal 
capabilities of any existing facilities. Also, describe compliance with Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act and other applicable Federal and State 
requirements. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
This analysis evaluated the ten CCCs function to confirm that they are properly located to provide 

the appropriate level of service to the Torrance County customers.  These facilities are regulated 

under the NMED SWR.  There are no applicable Federal requirements for collection centers (i.e., 

transfer stations) under the Federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). 

 
Attachment F provides operating hours, location and wastes accepted at each CCC shown on 

Figure 4, with the exception of Cedarvale and Wagon Wheel Collection Centers which consist of 

30-yard roll offs and are unmanned. Table 5 provides the average number of County residents 

that use the Collection Centers on the days that they are open. Equipment at the CCCs is in usable 

condition for their intended purpose, and no capital outlay for new equipment is anticipated in the 

near future. 

 
Data collected for this analysis will be available to determine the future status of the services 

provided by the CCCs versus the objectives identified in this Report.  Attachment G presents a 

summary of the waste types and tonnage collected from January to December 2014 at the 10 CCCs 

and reported on the Annual Reports submitted to the NMED Solid Waste Bureau (SWB). 
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Attachment H provides CCC information including travel distance to the EVRLF and 

representative photographs.  
 
EVSWA recently implemented “Single Stream Recycling” at the CCCs. Acceptable and prohibited 

items in the “Single Stream Recycling” waste stream are listed in Attachment I. Currently the 

“Single Stream Waste” is transported to a facility located in Albuquerque, NM on a monthly basis 

and revenues range from $400 to $500 per truckload. EVSWA expects the volumes of divertables, 

and frequency of transportation to increase to twice per month in the future.  
 

d) Financial Status of any Existing Facilities. (Note: Owner will be submitting most 
recent audit or financial statement as part of the application package.) Provide 
information regarding current rate schedules, annual operations and maintenance 
(O&M) cost, other capital improvement programs, and tabulation of users by 
monthly usage categories for the most recent typical fiscal year. Give status of existing 
debts and required reserve accounts. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
This Section is being used to identify the approximate cost of services currently experienced, and 

categorized as follows: 
 

Current EVSWA Billing System 

EVSWA provides a billing system as required by Torrance County Ordinance No. 94-12. The solid 

waste fees are invoiced on a quarterly basis and are established through resolution by the County 

Commission.  Fees are charged to the responsible party for each residence located in the real 

areas of the County.  The solid waste management fees are implemented as follows: 

• Active Residences:  $240 per year 
• Low Income Residences: $120 per year 
• Residences with private hauler service: $80 per year 
• Unoccupied Properties: $40 per year 
 

The EVSWA is entitled to place a lien upon any residence for failure to pay the solid waste fees. 

In 2014, liens totaling $52,778.95 were placed by the EVSWA.  Typically, $50,000 to $70,000 per 

year is collected from liens that are paid off and released. 

 
Landfill Disposal Cost – The EVSWA currently uses the single regional landfill (EVRLF) whose 

location is shown on Figure 4.  Disposal rates at the landfill are $31 per ton for Authority members 

and $47 per ton for private haulers and Non-authority entities. 
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5.0 NEED FOR PROJECT 

Describe the needs in the following order of priority: 
a) Health, Sanitation, and Security. Describe concerns and include relevant regulations 

and correspondence from/to Federal, and State regulatory agencies. (USDA Bulletin 
1780-4) 

 
Torrance County represents a vast primarily rural county in central NM. With limited population 

density outside of four small communities (Moriarty, Estancia, Mountainair and Willard), the 

challenge to provide an efficient and effective solid waste collection service increases as the 

population density decreases.  

 
The NMED SWR specify that: 

“The state, and each municipality, county, or cooperative association shall provide a means 
to dispose of solid waste generated within its respective jurisdiction that has been approved 
by the secretary and complies with 20.9.2 – 20.9.10 NMAC.” [20.9.2.9.B NMAC] 

 
Furthermore, the NMED Solid Waste Plan recognizes the challenges facing rural communities in 

transitioning to solid waste transfer (i.e., community collection centers) where local “dump sites” 

were required to close by both Federal and State regulations (RCRA Sub-Title “D” and NMED 

SWR).  Market conditions have resulted in regionalization, with fewer and larger disposal sites. 

Smaller and rural governmental subdivisions like Torrance County are challenged to support, as 

well as to afford a modern landfill, and they have taken on a much larger financial burden when 

they accepted the responsibility of developing a regional landfill rather than the alternative of 

transporting their waste significant distances to the large urban landfills in Bernalillo and 

Sandoval Counties.  The SWR encourage the siting of CCCs as a logical alternative for smaller 

communities to support the economics of a modern regional landfills. 

 
Torrance County accepted this responsibility, developing one of the few new “low-volume” rural 

regional landfills in NM. They acknowledged the challenges of supporting this facility, 

establishing the EVSWA to promote regional participation in order to ensure the viability of this 

regional landfill endeavor. The Authority realize the continued challenges to the viability of this 

facility, and recognize that there is a direct correlation between waste volumes managed and the 

financial viability of this landfill as they struggle to maintain a cost-effective operation. 
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b) System O&M. Describe the concerns and indicate those with the greatest impact. 

Investigate management adequacy, inefficient designs, and problem elimination prior 
to adding additional capacity. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
Torrance County, through the EVSWA development of a collection system consisting of the 

operation of ten CCCs, provides the basic infrastructure to meet effectively the regulatory mandate 

to “…provide a means to dispose of solid waste generated within its respective jurisdiction…” 

(20.9.2.9.B NMAC).  The fact that the County reports infrequent occurrences of illegal dumping 

within its jurisdiction is evidence of the success of this collection system approach.  

 
The greatest impact, and most significant concerns associated with the County’s approach to solid 

waste collection, appears to be the cost of the operation of the system to the rural property owners.  

This concern has manifested itself when compared to the cost of collection within the incorporated 

municipalities. Given the municipal population density, resulting in a residential collection density 

that significantly reduces the cost of collection services, rural residents are frustrated that their 

cost for “self-haul” solid waste services are greater than their municipal counterparts that receive 

“door-to-door” collection services.  In addition, there is a significant level of frustration within 

the rural community that the cost of the services provided significantly exceeds the value provided. 

This is especially a challenge where a rural premises may have no occupants, but is still required 

to pay a basic solid waste fee for access to the solid waste management system.   

 
EVSWA has developed a system of CCCs (both manned and un-manned) that does a good job in 

providing adequate management of solid waste collection within the rural regions of the County. 

The availability (operating hours) of the CCCs are balanced with the volume of waste receipts to 

ensure sufficient access to the services provided.  While an evaluation of the particular collection 

center locations was not a significant component of this study, the centers represent established 

locations within the solid waste system that do not require relocation without significant input 

from the community served by the facility. All areas of the County appear to have manageable 

access to the current collection system. 

 
c) Growth. Describe the reasonable growth capacity that is necessary to meet needs 

during the planning period. Facilities proposed to be constructed to meet future 
growth needs should generally be supported by additional revenues. Consideration 
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should be given to designing for phased capacity increases. Provide number of new 
customers committed to this project. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
Growth capacity during the planning period does not appear to represent a challenge in Torrance 

County. Current capacity within the existing collection center system is sufficient to increase (i.e., 

double or triple) to the current utilization without a significant increase in operational costs. There 

does not appear to be a need or justification for additional collection facilities. There is no level 

of anticipated (forecast) growth within the rural areas of Torrance County that would require an 

expansion of the current “self-haul” Collection Center based system. If the County elects to pursue 

a more robust “door-to-door” collection system for the rural residents, further consideration 

should be given to the number of Collection Centers and the operational hours required to support 

adequately an enhanced collection operation. 

 
 
5.0 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

This section should contain a description of the reasonable alternatives that were considered 
in planning a solution to meet the identified need. Documentation of alternatives considered 
is often a PER weakness. The following alternatives should be considered, if practicable: 
building new centralized facilities, optimizing the current facilities (no construction), 
contracting with other existing facilities, and developing centrally managed small cluster or 
individual facilities. These alternatives should be consistent with those considered in the 
environmental review. Mitigation measures necessary to avoid or minimize any adverse 
environmental effects must be integrated into project design. The description should include 
the following information on each alternative: 

b) Description. Describe the facilities associated with the alternative. Describe all 
feasible solid waste treatment technologies and provide comparison of such. Also, 
describe collection, storage, processing space, and disposal facilities. A feasible system 
may include a combination of centralized and decentralized (onsite or cluster) 
facilities. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
Torrance County was instrumental in the formation of the EVSWA.  This effort was initially 

focused on the development of a RCRA Subtitle “D” compliant landfill to replace the community 

unregulated “dumpsites” that were prevalent within the County during the 1990’s.   

 
Existing Collection System: The County expanded the role of the EVSWA, contracting with them 

in 2002 to provide convenient access to solid waste management for County residents.  As this 

service evolved, the EVSWA undertook several approaches to providing these services, including 
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a container service where small (3-cubic yard; cy) trash containers were distributed throughout 

the rural areas of the county.  Unfortunately, these containers were not capable of handling large 

or bulky items and routinely experienced unmanageable quantities of waste and litter deposited 

around them resulting in difficult and expensive collection and clean-ups. 

 
As this rural collection system evolved, the EVSWA undertook the development CCCs to facilitate 

the receipt, transportation, and disposal of solid waste and divertables.  These CCCs were located 

to provide convenient (i.e., in close proximity to rural population centers) locations where County 

residents could “self-haul” their waste.  The CCCs were designed to manage routine household 

waste, as well as bulky items (i.e., furniture, white good and brush) that might also be generated 

by the customers.  The basic CCC design typically consists of a fenced area containing one or 

more 40-cy roll-off box for waste storage. (Attachment H provides details on the current collection 

centers).  The larger CCCs have an Attendant that manages the operation several days per week, 

dependent on the number of customers visiting the facility and the volume of waste received. All 

delivered wastes are consolidated into the roll-off boxes.  When a roll-off box reaches capacity, 

the EVSWA transports them to the EVRLF for disposal. The Authority currently operates ten 

CCCs, and eight of these facilities have an attendant at least one day per week. Figure 4 depicts 

the CCC locations within Torrance County. This approach to solid waste management in the rural 

areas of the County represents an accepted and approved method of compliance with the SWR 

(20.9.2.9.B NMAC), and represents a model for other similar solid waste plans. 

 
The CCC cost of operation includes the salaries and benefits of the attendant, the transportation 

of the waste to the landfill and the disposal fees at the landfill.  Additional costs incurred include 

the CCC utilities, routine facility maintenance, and equipment replacement. Table 6 provides a 

summary of CCC operational costs. Table 7 provides the cost of transportation on an hourly basis, 

while Table 8 combines these two calculations to develop an “apparent” cost per ton for the 

individual CCC operations.  Based on the number of customers (3,881 as of 1/1/2015) the cost per 

customer for the entire CCC operation is $285 annually when compared to the FY 2015 budget 

included as Attachment J. This annual cost accounts for discounts that are available to customers 

that qualify as “low income”, un-occupied premises, or those that have contracted with a private 

hauler for the “door-to-door” collection service.  Accounting for these discounts, the Authority 
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incurs a loss of approximately $45 per customer annually to maintain the current CCC system 

operation. 

 
In addition to the CCCs, several private haulers provide “door-to-door” waste collection services 

to approximately 10% of the County’s rural customers.  This a fee based service similar to the 

collection systems provided to the municipal customers in Moriarty, Mountainair, Willard, and 

Estancia, for which customers are still required to “self-haul” bulky items to a CCC or landfill. 

 
Alternative Collection System Approaches: The primary concerns, voiced by rural customers, 

regarding the existing collection system were, not surprisingly, cost and convenience. Considering 

that the current fee charged ($240 annually) for the rural “self-haul” system was found to be 

comparable to the municipally contracted “door-to-door” collection system, a significant 

proportion of the rural customers expressed a concern that they were paying as much or more 

than their city neighbors.  They believed that they were receiving less service for their collection 

fee, and acknowledged a desire to have the convenience of “door-to-door” collection services if 

the cost was comparable to their city neighbors. Based on these observations, a franchised “door-

to-door” collection system with variations in the level of CCC services were proposed in the 

following alternatives.  

Alternative 1- County franchise for “door-door” collection services with County CCC 

Operation.  A significant proportion of the rural customers expressed a desire to have the 

convenience of “door-to-door” collection services if the cost was comparable to their city 

neighbors. This alternative would have the County franchise “door-to-door” solid waste 

collection services to one contractor for the rural areas of the County.  This contractor would 

be responsible for providing “door-to-door” collection services to every County resident.  

 
This alternative addresses the need for continued bulky waste disposal. Recognizing that the 

most expensive component of the CCC operation is the personnel manning these facilities, the 

County would assume the operation of these facilities, with the opportunity to control costs by 

providing a level of services that reflects the demand for the “self-haul” material disposal 

once the “door-to-door” residential collection service was established. 
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This alternative assumes that the contractor would be responsible for billing and collections, 

and would be required to maintain the pre-established level of service throughout the contract 

period. The County would also contract with the private hauler to provide waste transportation 

services for the CCC.    

  
Alternative 2- County Franchise for “door-door” collection services with franchise CCC 

Operation.  This alternative would have the County franchise “door-to-door” solid waste 

collection services to one contractor for the rural areas of the County.  This contractor would 

be responsible for providing “door-to-door” collection services to every County resident.  

 
This alternative addresses the need for continued bulky waste disposal. Recognizing that the 

most expensive component of the CCC operation is the cost of personnel manning these 

facilities, the County would franchise the operation of these facilities; with the opportunity to 

control costs by providing a level of services that reflects the demand for the “self-haul” 

material disposal. 

 
This alternative assumes that the contractor would be responsible for all billing and 

collections, and would be required to maintain the contracted level of service throughout the 

contract period. The franchised private hauler would provide waste transportation services 

for the CCC. 

  
Alternative 3- County Franchise for “door-to-door” collection services with unmanned CCC 

Operation.  This alternative would have the County franchise “door-to-door” solid waste 

collection services to one contractor for the rural areas of the County.  This contractor would 

be responsible for providing “door-to-door” collection services to every County resident.  

 
This alternative addresses the need for continued bulky waste disposal, but recognizes that the 

most expensive component of the CCC operation is the cost of personnel manning these 

facilities. In this alternative, the County would operate these facilities “unmanned” to control 

costs, providing a significantly reduced level of services for “self-haul” material disposal. 
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This alternative assumes that the contractor would be responsible for all billing and 

collections, and would be required to maintain the contracted level of service throughout the 

contract period. The franchised private hauler would provide waste transportation services 

for the CCC. 

 
Alternative 4- County Franchise for “door-to-door” collection services, eliminating the CCC 

Operation.  This alternative would have the County franchise “door-to-door” solid waste 

collection services to one contractor for the rural areas of the County.  This contractor would 

be responsible for providing “door-to-door” collection services to every County resident.  

 
This alternative addresses the need for continued bulky waste disposal, but recognizes that the 

cost of providing this service was greater than County residents were willing to pay. In this 

alternative, the County would close the CCCs, thus requiring the County customers to “self-

haul” bulky materials to the landfill for disposal. It is acknowledged that this alternative has 

some significant drawbacks.  The most significant one is that the landfill is currently closed on 

weekends. This would require County customers to “self-haul” bulky items Monday through 

Friday during regular landfill hours.  This limitation is expected to result in increased illegal 

dumping.  

 

c) Design Criteria. State the design parameters used for evaluation purposes. These 
parameters must comply with RUS design policies (7 CFR 1780.57) as well as other 
federal and state regulatory requirements. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
All alternatives strive to provide convenient and cost-effective access to solid waste collection (as 

required by 7 CFR 1780.57(n)), and the existing CCCs are in compliance with NMED SWR. The 

design parameters for this analysis rely on two primary components; cost and efficacy in the 

collection of solid waste. The existing collection system which relies on the customers to “self-

haul” their waste to one of ten CCCs (or the landfill), has a defined operational charge of $240 

per customer annually. This approach represents the minimum level of service that has vastly 

reduced illegal dumping within the County.  To be considered equivalent, an alternative must cost 

no more than the current County disposal fee, and provide at least the same level of solid waste 

management and control. 
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d) Map. Schematic layout. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
Figure 4 depicts the EVSWA service area and CCC locations.  Figure 6 through Figure 11 depict 

the customer locations currently serviced by private haulers.  Attachment H provides details about 

the ten CCCs. 

 
e) Environmental Impacts. Do not duplicate the information in the applicant's submittal 

of environmental information. Describe only those unique direct and indirect impacts 
on floodplains, wetlands, other important land resources, endangered species, 
historical and archaeological properties, etc., as they relate to a specific alternative. 
RUS must conduct an environmental assessment prior to project approval. (USDA 
Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
No unique direct or indirect impacts on floodplains, wetlands, other important land resources, 

endangered species, historical and archaeological properties, etc., were identified with the 

collection and transportation alternatives identified.  The NMED registration of the ten CCCs 

demonstrates compliance with these environmental criteria, as applicable. 

 
f) Land Requirements. Identify sites and easements required. Further specify whether 

these properties are currently owned, to be acquired, or leased. (USDA Bulletin 1780-
4) 

 
There are no sites or easements identified or required to be acquired as a result of this evaluation 

of solid waste collection and transportation alternatives. 

 
g) Construction Problems. Discuss concerns such as subsurface rock, high water table, 

limited access, or other conditions which may affect cost of construction or operation 
of facility. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
There are no construction concerns that have been identified with this evaluation of solid waste 

collection and transportation alternatives. 

 
h) Cost Estimates. Provide cost estimates for each alternative, including a breakdown of 

the following costs: (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 
i) Construction. 

 
No new construction is proposed by the findings of this PER. 
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ii) Non-Construction. 

 
Table 8 provides an operational cost summary for each CCC evaluated. This Table provides an 

operational cost compilation for collection that can be compared to Figure 5 to equate the cost to 

population density within the various regions of the County. 

 
Issues related to equipment reliability; lack of system redundancy for downtime; additional 

supplies; and double-handling of the waste (i.e., transportation from CCCs to the Landfill) are 

non-construction issues that are reflected in the alternatives evaluated, as well as the current CCC 

operations. 

 
iii) Annual Operations and Maintenance. 

 
Table 8 details the estimated CCC operating costs for staffing and equipment operation. Table 9 

provides estimates for the “door-to-door” collection and transportation costs, while Table 10 

develops an estimate of the “door-to-door” residential route collection costs for this service 

relative to customer density that might be experienced in various areas of the County.  Table 10 

calculates the route collection costs for the various customer densities, and assumes a “bell-

curve” distribution to develop an estimate of the entire “door-to-door” rate that would be required 

to support this proposed alternative collection system. 

 
i) Advantages/Disadvantages. Describe how the specific alternative meets the owner's 

needs with respect to financial, managerial, and operational resources. Explain how 
the proposal complies with regulatory requirements and existing comprehensive 
area-wide development plans. Explain how the proposal satisfies public and 
environmental concerns. (USDA Bulletin 1780-4) 

 
Torrance County rural residents have three options for solid waste collection services:  

• “direct-haul” by customers to the landfill 
• “direct-haul” by customers to a CCC with consolidated waste transportation to the landfill 
• “door-to-door” collection for rural customers with waste transportation directly to the 

EVRLF 
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The first option: “direct-haul” by customers to the landfill, was not seriously evaluated given the 

historical experience with the evolution of this rural collection system and the compliance that has 

been achieved with the NMED SWR.  

 
The current rural solid waste collection services: “direct-haul” by customers to a CCC with 

consolidated waste transportation to the EVRLF, has the advantage of a proven track record of 

providing a functional system that has resulted in the significant reduction in illegal dumping 

within the County by providing convenient access to CCC. The disadvantage experienced relates 

to the perceived value (i.e., level of cost) for the services provided.  Rural customers observe their 

neighbors within the municipalities, serviced by a private hauler “door-to-door” collection 

system, receiving this service for a rate below what they are paying for a “self-haul” collection 

system. This cost differential has raised questions regarding the cost effectiveness of the current 

rural “self-haul” collection system. 

 
In an effort to address the cost effectiveness of a rural, “door-to-door” collection system, four 

alternatives were proposed, with a “door-to-door” cart collection system representing the primary 

waste collection practice. Various levels of availability for bulky item “self-haul” were identified 

to assess the impact on cost and the efficiency of collection (i.e., potential increases in illegal 

dumping). Considering the reported absence of routine illegal dumping within rural areas, this 

evaluation assumed that the current collection system operation was acceptable; and that any 

reduction in the level of services provided by the CCC would result in a comparable increase in 

illegal dumping.    

 
While a “door-to-door” route collection service will typically have the advantage of providing a 

higher waste collection rate and likely lower illegal dumping propensity, the costs associated with 

providing this service to every rural customer are a significant disadvantage, and are not likely to 

be acceptable (affordable) to all customers.  Collection centers have the advantage of a lower cost 

per ton of waste managed (assuming there is sufficient volume to support the operation), but 

typically lack the convenience of proximity to all customers; and may not accomplish a satisfactory 

waste collection rate if services are reduced from current levels. This will typically become evident 

in the level of illegal dumping observed in areas where facilities are not readily available.  
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Identifying an acceptable balance of route collection services and utilization of CCCs are outlined 

within the next Section. 

 
 
6.0 SELECTION OF AN ALTERNATIVE 

a) Present Worth (life cycle) cost analysis (an engineering economics technique to 
evaluate present and future costs for comparison of alternatives) should be completed 
to compare the feasible alternatives. All of the items from the cost estimate should be 
included in the analysis. The “real” federal discount rate from Appendix C of OMB 
Circular A-94 should be used for determining the present worth of the uniform series 
of O & M values (in today’s dollars) and the salvage value. This rate may be found 
at:  
www.whitehouse.gov/omb/circulars/a094/a94_appx-c.html 

 
Instead of providing a Present Worth (life cycle) cost analysis for this evaluation, a cost of service 

analysis was performed to compare the two identified alternatives (CCCs or a combination of 

“door-to-door” residential collections with various levels of CCC availability).  This approach 

provides a straight-forward comparison of the current cost of service for the existing “self-haul” 

collection system versus the calculated cost of the “door-to-door” collection system-given the 

customer density in the various regions of the county and the proportionate reduction in the level 

of service provided through the CCC collection system for “direct-haul” bulky items. 

 
Table 11 provides benchmarking with similar collection systems in other jurisdictions for 

comparison with the EVSWA solid waste management system in Torrance County. 

 
b) A matrix rating system could be useful in displaying the information on each 

alternative. 
 
Table 12 provides a comparison of the operational costs for the two primary alternatives evaluated 

(i.e., “direct haul” and “door-to-door”) compared to two other similar Solid Waste Authorities 

within the state. 

 
c) Note that if the range of present worth values is small, then non-monetary factors 

should be considered in determining which alternative should be selected. 
 
A present worth analysis is “Not Applicable” to the evaluation undertaken. 

 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/circulars/a094/a94_appx-c.html
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7.0 PROPOSED PROJECT (RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE) 

This section should contain a fully developed description of the proposed project based on 
the preliminary description under the evaluation of alternatives. At least the following 
information should be included: 

a) Project Design. 
i) Collection. Describe process in detail and identify quantities of material (in both 

volume and weight), length of transport, location and type of transfer facilities, 
and any special handling requirements. 

 
Torrance County is evaluating whether it should continue to contract with the EVSWA to provide 

“self-haul” collection services through CCCs to premises within the rural areas of the County. An 

alternative collection system, the franchising of a private hauler to provide “door-to-door” 

collection services to occupied residences, augmented with various levels of service at the CCC to 

support “self-haul” of bulky materials was evaluated. 

 
EVSWA manages approximately 3,400 tons annually (~10 tpd) through the CCC system from the 

“self-haul” customers within the rural areas of the County.  The residential and commercial 

collection services in the municipalities of Moriarty, Mountainair, Willard, and Estancia will also 

continue.  Providing enhanced rural residential collection services remains a question of cost 

effectiveness and affordability that must be reconciled. 

 
ii) Storage. If any, describe capacity, type, and site location. 

 
Waste material storage will be limited to the containers utilized at the CCC and the route collection 

vehicles utilized in the alternative “door-to-door” collection system used for waste transportation 

to the EVRLF. 

 
iii) Processing. If any, describe capacity, type, and site location. 

 
No general waste processing is proposed in conjunction with the operation of the existing facilities, 

other than segregation of materials for recycling, green waste diversion, tires, construction and 

demolition debris, etc.  The CCCs are designed to accommodate source-separated waste diversion 

and recycling. The “door-to-door” collection system was not evaluated for recycling due to the 

challenges of divertable material collection. 
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iv) Disposal. Describe process in detail and identify permit requirements, quantities 
of material, recycling processes, location of plant, and site of any process 
discharges. 

 
Current disposal activities require the transport of waste collected to the EVRLF operated by the 

EVSWA within Torrance County and regulated by NMED. 

 
b) Total Project Cost Estimate. Provide an itemized estimate of the project cost based 

on the stated period of construction. Include development and construction, land and 
rights, legal, engineering, interest, equipment, contingencies, refinancing, and other 
costs associated with the proposed project. The engineer may rely on the owner for 
estimates of cost for items other than construction, equipment, and engineering. (For 
projects containing both water and waste disposal systems, provide a separate cost 
estimate for each system). 

 
No Total Project Cost Estimate is provided because NO CONSTRUCTION IS PROPOSED.  This 

was a Cost of Service evaluation for solid waste services provided in an effort to identify relative 

efficiencies between the alternatives identified that would provide greater access to waste 

collection services at a cost effective rate. 

 
c) Annual Operating Budget. Provide itemized annual operating budget information. 

The owner has primary responsibility for the annual operating budget, however, 
there are other parties that provide assistance. This information will be used to 
evaluate the financial capacity of the facility. The engineer will incorporate 
information from the owner’s accountant and other known technical service 
providers. 
i) Income. Provide a proposed rate schedule. Project income realistically for existing 

and proposed new users separately, based on existing user billings, disposal 
contracts, and other sources of income. When large scale users are projected, the 
report should identify those users and include facts to substantiate such 
projections and evaluate the impact of such users on the economic viability of the 
project. 

 
An EVSWA Fiscal Year (FY) 2015 Operating Budget that reflects the current rates for services 

designed to recover sufficient revenues to support the current “self-haul” collection system 

operation is provided as Attachment J. 

 
ii) Operations and Maintenance (O&M) Costs. Project costs realistically. Provide 

actual costs for existing facilities and projected costs for operating the facilities as 
improved. In the absence of other reliable data, base on actual costs of other 
existing facilities of similar size and complexity. Include facts in the report to 
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substantiate operation and maintenance cost estimates. Include salaries, benefits, 
taxes, accounting and auditing fees, legal fees, interest, utilities, oil and fuel, 
insurance, annual repairs and maintenance, supplies, chemicals, office supplies 
and printing, and miscellaneous. 

 
An EVSWA FY2015 Operating Budget that reflects the current rates for services designed to 

recover sufficient revenues to support the current “self-haul” collection system operation is 

provided as Attachment J. 

 
iii) Debt repayments. Describe existing and proposed financing from all sources. All 

estimates of RUS funding should be based on loans, not grants. RUS will evaluate 
the proposed project for the possible inclusion of RUS grant funds. 

 
EVSWA relies on revenues from the collection service operations to offset debts incurred.  Present 

CCC operations have minimal ($60,000) outstanding debt subject to a repayment requirement. 

 
iv) Reserves. Describe the existing and proposed loan obligation reserve 

requirements for the following: 
(1) Debt Service Reserve - Unless otherwise required by State statute the debt 

service reserve should be established at one-tenth (1/10) of annual debt 
repayment requirement (amount of debt that must be repaid to government 
in a given fiscal year). 

 

EVSWA relies on revenues from the collection service operations to generate reserves required.  

Present operations have minimal outstanding debt repayment requirement for reserves. 

 
(2) Short-Lived Asset Reserve - Additional reserve amounts may be needed to 

provide for timely replacement of short-lived assets. Prepare a schedule of 
short-lived assets and a recommended annual reserve deposit recommended 
to fund replacement of short-lived assets. 

 
Not Applicable to this Report. 

 
 
8.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Provide any additional findings and recommendations that should be considered in 
development of the project. This may include recommendations for special studies, 
highlighting of the need for special coordination, a recommended plan of action to expedite 
project development, etc. 
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Based on the detailed analyses conducted in support of this evaluation, the County is faced with 

challenging decisions regarding the level of access to waste management services that they and 

their customers are willing to support (i.e., pay) for rural waste collections.  The municipalities of 

Moriarty, Mountainair, Willard, and Estancia appear to have a customer density that can support 

the level of services (i.e., “door-to-door”) currently provided to them, at a reasonable cost.  This 

customer density is limited in the rest of the County, where it is projected that waste management 

fees would need to be significantly increased to support enhanced services to those who do not 

currently have door-to-door collection (Table 10). 

 
In summary, the fee for rural solid waste services provided by the Authority is $240 annually per 

premises.  The customer is required to “self-haul” their waste to CCCs, where their fee provides 

for billing, CCC facility operation, waste transportation and disposal at the landfill (Table 8). The 

Cost of Services is comparable to similar benchmarked operations within NM (Table 11), 

recognizing that these facilities may not necessarily be reporting the full cost of their operation.  

In conclusion, the County must take a serious look at the level of service that is affordable to the 

rural customers, relative to what they are currently paying for the services provided, and whether 

any reduction in services at the CCCs will result in in increased illegal dumping. No additional 

“special studies” are necessary to justify the data provided herein; as applicable siting, public 

involvement, and state regulatory requirements have been satisfied. 

 
Given the high level of concern regarding the CCC cost of operations and the significant interest 

in “door-to-door” collection services, it is our recommendation that the County develop a 

solicitation for both of these services by a qualified third party.  This solicitation should address 

the various alternative operational scenarios that were evaluated by this report to establish the 

actual “free market” cost to provide the specified level of solid waste services within the County. 

We recommend that the solicitation include all aspects of the existing CCC operations and the 

proposed “door-to-door” solid waste collection system (i.e., billing and collections, providing 

carts, weekly collection from every occupied residence, CCC operational alternatives, etc.). 

Following this recommendation will provide the County with a clear understanding of the actual 

cost of providing these services within the County.  
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32% Good job with current facilities
29% Current costs are too high
3% Prefer to have other options for trash (dumpster, etc.)

19% Want to be able to recycle glass
13% Yes to a door-to-door option
19% No to a door-to-door option
13% Referenced blowing litter or wildlife issues
16% More education needed rearding recyclables, etc.
23% Do not like the threat of lien
6% Reference illegal dumping issues

13% Management issues
13% Service issue - do not want to pay for services they do not use
0% Closer facility would be preferred
3% Request better hours at collection centers
0% Apprecipates the reduced fee option for low income

16% Want more recycling options
0% County needs to keep the jobs
6% EVSWA communications need to improve
0% Use of the fee by EVSWA needs to improve
3% Feel there is a legal issue at hand with charging residents with a service they don't use

Notes: 1. Phone interviews were conducted with 31 community members as follow-up to the survey.
2. Detailed phone interview notes are provided in Attachment E .

TABLE 1
Summary of Phone Interviews 

Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study
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Total 
Population Percent Change  Total Units                 Occupied Units                          Vacant Units           

ACS 2013 16,185 -1.21% 7,737 5,638 2,099
Census 2010 16,383 -3.12% 7,798 6,264 1,534
Census 2000 16,911 - 7,257 6,024 1,233

Total 
Population Percent Change  Total Units                 Occupied Units                          Vacant Units           

ACS 2013 1,489 -10.03% 523 370 153
Census 2010 1,655 4.48% 492 410 82
Census 2000 1,584 - 487 393 94

Total 
Population Percent Change  Total Units                 Occupied Units                          Vacant Units           

ACS 2013 1,981 3.72% 1,016 782 234
Census 2010 1,910 8.22% 892 750 142
Census 2000 1,765 - 775 668 107

Total 
Population Percent Change  Total Units                 Occupied Units                          Vacant Units           

ACS 2013 1,025 10.45% 626 404 222
Census 2010 928 -16.85% 574 418 156
Census 2000 1,116 - 545 452 93

Total 
Population Percent Change  Total Units                 Occupied Units                          Vacant Units           

ACS 2013 180 -28.85% 112 61 51
Census 2010 253 5.42% 124 97 27
Census 2000 240 - 115 96 19

Total 
Population Percent Change  Total Units                 Occupied Units                          Vacant Units           

ACS 2013 11,510 -1.09% 5,460 4,021 1,439
Census 2010 11,637 -4.66% 5,716 4,589 1,127
Census 2000 12,206 - 5,335 4,415 920
Notes:  
1. Data obtained from the U.S. Census Bureau: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml
2. ACS = American Community Survey 5-year estimates (2009-2013)

Data Set

Torrance County

TABLE 2
Population and Housing Trends Summary

Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Population Housing Units

Data Set

Estancia
Population Housing Units

Data Set

Moriarty
Population Housing Units

Data Set

Mountainair
Population Housing Units

Data Set

Willard
Population Housing Units

Data Set

Rural Areas
Population Housing Units
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Description Torrance County Municipalities1 Rural Areas2

Total Population3 16,383 4,746 11,637

Total Housing Units3 7,798 2,082 5,716

Occupied Housing Units/ Total 
Households3,4 6,264 1,675 4,589

Area (square mile)5 3,345.5 12 3,333

Density (persons/square mile) 4.9 385.9 3.5

Waste Generation (tons per day)6,7,8 40.3 11.7 28.7

Notes:
1. Municipalities is the sum of the data for Estancia, Mountainair, Moriarty, and Willard.
2. Rural Areas is the difference between the data for Torrance County and Municipalities.

4.  Households are based on occupied housing units identified by the U.S. Census Bureau for Census 2010.
5. Area data obtained from www.city-data.com
6.  Waste Generation Rate assumes 4.924 pounds per person per day calculated from total waste reported to NMED in 2012.
7.  TPD=[(Population)(4.924 lbs/person/day)]/2,000 lbs./ton.
8. Average Household Waste Generation = [(2.65 persons)(4.924 lbs/person/day)(365 days)/2000 lbs/ton/12 months]=0.2 tons/month.

3.  Population, housing units, and households are based Census 2010 data available from      

TABLE 3
Population and Housing Unit Summary by Entity (Census 2010)

Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study
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Census Tract 9632.01 Census Tract 9632.02 Census Tract 9636 Census Tract 9637

Total Population1 4,078 3,157 6,854 2,294

Total Housing Units1 1,889 1,448 3,063 1,398

Occupied Housing Units/ Total 
Households1,2 1,579 1,222 2,450 1,013

Area (square miles) 57.5 64.3 1,096.3 2,127.4

Density (persons/square mile) 70.9 49.1 6.3 1.1

Waste Generation (tons per day)3,4,5 10.0 7.8 16.9 5.6

Notes:

TABLE 4
Population and Housing Unit Summary by Census Tract (Census 2010)

Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

5. Average Household Waste Generation = [(2.65 persons)(4.924 lbs/person/day)(365 days)/2000 lbs/ton/12 months]=0.2 tons/month.
4.  TPD=[(Population)(4.924 lbs/person/day)]/2,000 lbs./ton.
3.  Waste Generation Rate assumes 4.924 pounds per person per day calculated from total waste reported to NMED in 2012.
2.  Households are based on occupied housing units identified by the U.S. Census Bureau for Census 2010.

1.  Population, housing units, and households are based Census 2010 data available from the U.S. Census Bureau's website:                                                            
http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml

Description Torrance County
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TABLE 5 
Community Collection Centers Utilization 

Collection Center Number of Days Open Average Number of Residents 
per Week 

Northern 7 days/week 627 

Indian Hills 3 days/week 156 

Hills & Valley 3 days/week 151 

Tajque 3 days/week 130 

Central 3 days/week 93 

Punta de Agua 2 days/week 68 

Southern (Mountainair) 2 days/week 77 

Cedarvalle (Note 1)  

Duran 2 half days/month 10 

Wagon Wheel (Note 1)  

Total  1,312 
Note 1: The Cedarvalle and Wagon Wheel collection centers are unmanned and open for disposal every day of the 

week. No accurate utilization rate is available. 
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TABLE 6 
 Community Collection Center Operational Costs 

Collection 
Center Attendant1 Operations2 Overhead3 Annual 

Total 
Annual 

Tons 

Cost 
per 
Ton 

              
Northern $59,996  $177,987  $112,735  $350,718  1,763  $199  
Indian 
Hills $25,713  $42,984  $27,226  $95,922  426  $225  

Hills & 
Valley $25,713  $35,088  $22,224  $83,024  347  $239  

Tajque $25,713  $28,601  $18,116  $72,429  283  $256  
Central $25,713  $23,880  $15,125  $64,718  236  $274  
Punta de 
Agua $17,142  $16,288  $10,316  $43,746  161  $271  

Southern $17,142  $14,441  $9,147  $40,729  143  $285  
Cedarvalle $0  $2,330  $1,476  $3,805  23  $165  
Duran $8,571  $1,289  $817  $10,677  13  $836  
Wagon 
Wheel $0  $512  $324  $836  5  $165  

  Notes: 
  1. Staffing includes benefits. 
  2. Operations includes repairs and improvements to facility. 
  3. Overhead includes management and billing. 
  4. Tons Disposed was based on the NMED Annual Report (Attachment G). 
  5. Cost per Ton=Annual Total/Annual Tons. 

 
 



 
 

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING REPORT 

TORRANCE COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM STUDY 

 
ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY 

 

P:\FILES\271.01.17\PrelimEngRpt\TorranceCo-SWMgtSysStudy_May 2015-R.docx 

TABLE 7 
Community Collection Center Transportation Cost 

Description $/hr 

Labor1 $    19.84 
Operation & Maintenance2 $    27.09 
Fuel3 $    42.07 

Total ($/hr): $    89.00 
Payload (Tons)        7 

Haul Cost ($/ton/hr): $    12.71  
Notes: 1. Labor @$12.82 plus benefits. 

   2. Insurance, Repairs, Tires 
   3. Actual fuel cost comparable to ~$4.00 per gallon. 
   4. Payload tonnage conservatively light 
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TABLE 8 
Community Collection Center 

Operations, Transportation, and Disposal Summary 

Collection Center Annual 
Tons1 

O&M2 
($/ton) Miles3 Hours4 Transport 

Cost5($/ton) 
Disposal6 
($/Ton) 

Cost per 
Ton7 

Annual  
Disposal 
Cost 

Northern 1762.64 $199 13.4 1.9 $24 $34.67 $258 $454,401  
Indian Hills 425.68 $225 20.7 2.2 $28 $34.67 $288 $122,405  
Hills & Valley 347.48 $239 24.2 2.3 $30 $34.67 $303 $105,378  
Tajque 283.24 $256 42.1 3.0 $38 $34.67 $328 $92,931  
Central 236.49 $274 29.0 2.5 $32 $34.67 $340 $80,433  
Punta de Agua 161.30 $271 52.5 3.4 $44 $34.67 $350 $56,378  
Southern 143.01 $285 54.4 3.4 $43 $34.67 $362 $51,808  
Cedarvale 23.07 $165 67.0 3.7 $47 $34.67 $247 $5,700  
Duran 12.77 $836 59.3 3.1 $39 $34.67 $910 $11,618  
Wagon Wheel 5.07 $165 10.0 1.7 $22 $34.67 $222 $1,124  

    Notes: 1. Annual Tons reported on NMED Annual Reports (Attachment F) 
    2. Operational costs from Table 6. 
    3. Mileage one-way calculated by Google Maps (See Attachment G). 

   4. Roundtrip time calculated by Google Maps (See Attachment G) Includes 0.25 hour for turnaround at CCC and Landfill. 
   5. Transportation cost from Table 7. 
   6. Disposal Cost calculated from FY15 Budget for Tipping Fees (Attachment ) divided by the Annual Tons. 
   7. Cost per Ton = (O&M + Transport Cost + Disposal Cost) x Annual Tons 
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TABLE 9 
“Door-to-Door” Residential Collection and Transportation Cost  

Description Automated ($/hr) 

Labor1 $20 

Operation & Maintenance2 $25 

Fuel3 $45 

Total ($/hr): $90 
 Notes: 1. Labor includes benefits for a driver @$10/hour. 

 2. O&M based on Industry experience 
   3. Assumes $4/gal diesel consumed at a rate of 0.4 gal/ mi (2.5 MPG) 

.  
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TABLE 10 
“Door-to-Door” Residential Route Collection Transportation and Disposal Summary  

Customers/Route1 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 
Tons Collected2 2 3 4 4 5 6 7 
Customers/Hour3 8 13 17 21 25 29 33 
Annual Collection 
Cost4 $749 $499 $374 $300 $250 $214 $187 
Annual Disposal5 $84 $84 $84 $84 $84 $84 $84 
Annual Billing6 $36 $36 $36 $36 $36 $36 $36 
Equipment 
Replacement7 $16 $16 $16 $16 $16 $16 $16 
Annual Customer 
Cost8 $885 $635 $510 $435 $386 $350 $323 
Monthly 
Collection Cost9 $74  $53  $43  $36  $32  $29  $27  
Customer 
Density10 5% 10% 20% 30% 20% 10% 5% 
Rate 
Contribution11 $4  $5  $9  $11  $6  $3  $1  

 Notes: 1. Customers collected per 8-hour route. 
   2. Assumes 0.2 Tons per household per month (See Table 3). 
   3. Assumes 8-hour route with 2-hour travel time and 6-hour collection time.   

  4. Assumes 8-hour route at $90/hour (See Table 9) divided by customers on route. 
   5. Assumes an annual 6 Tons per household times $35/ton (Discounted Rate). 
   6. Assumes $3/month for billing and collections. 
   7. Assumes Sinking Fund for 8-year equipment/Cart replacement cost of $500,000. 

  8. Sum of Collection Cost+Disposal+Billing+Equipment Replacement. 
   9. Monthly Customer Cost =Annual Customer Cost/12 Months 

   10. Assumes a “Bell Curve” for Customer Density by routes 
 11. The summation of the Rate Contribution calculation results in an average Monthly Collection 

Rate of $39 per Customer 
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TABLE 11 
Operations Benchmarking 

Description Landfill 
($/Ton) 

Collection 
Centers 

Route 
Collection 

Landfills    
Estancia Valley1 $31-$47   
Tucumcari2 $45   
Silver City2 $43   
Butterfield Trail2 $25   
Collection Centers    
Estancia Valley 
SWA  $240  

North Central SWA3  $171  
Greentree SWA4  $240  
Santa Fe County5  $75  
Taos County6  $100  
San Miguel County6  $130  
Rural Collection    
North Central SWA6   $192 
Greentree SWA7   $300 
Valencia County8   $192 
Taos County8   $240-$444 
Santa Fe County8   $384 

Notes: 1. Posted Gate Rate-Authority Discount Rate is $31/Ton 
 2. 100-TPD landfills (Disposal fees may be subsidized).  
 3. NCSWA Rate does not cover full cost of operation. 
 4. Greentree rate currently in dispute, but appears to cover costs. 
 5. Fee for 24-punch card only recovers 15% of CC operation cost.  
     (Actual cost of service $20/punch.)  
 6. No evidence this rate covers total costs. 
 7. NCSWA rural collection fee does not cover full cost of operation. 
 7. Service provides limited cart service or shared dumpster at main roads. 
 8. Private rural cart service with landfill in the County (variability based on density).
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TABLE 12 

New Mexico Authority System Comparisons 

Description EVSWA North Central SWA Greentree SWA 
County Population 16,185 40,072 20,023 
Customers Managed1 3,881 5,519 3,800 
Cost of Disposal 
($/ton)1 $47 $53 $152 

Collection Center 
(Annual Fee)  $240 $1713 $2404 

Rural Collection 
(Annual Fee) $323-$885 ($503)5 $1926-$3707 $269-$3008 

Manager’s Salary $77,800 $85,000 $116,700 
Manager’s Years of 
Solid Waste Experience 15 4 10 

Notes: 1. Reflects Customers billed monthly by respective Authority. 
 2. Landfill fee does not reflect development of Sub-Title D lined cells. 
 3. NCSWA annual Self Haul Rate. 
 4. GSWA annual Self-Haul Rate. 
 5. Estimated Rate (See Table 9). 
 6. NCSWA annual pre-paid cart rate (1-month discount for Annual Payment in January). 
 7. Estimated annual cost of service (Services limited). 
 8. Service limited to two densely populated subdivisions (Estimated cost vs. current charges). 
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ATTACHMENT A 

TORRANCE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 94-12 (AMENDED NOVEMBER 20, 2002) 
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ATTACHMENT B 

AGREEMENT FOR SOLID WASTE COLLECTION SERVICES BETWEEN THE 

COUNTY OF TORRANCE AND THE ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE 

AUTHORITY 
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ATTACHMENT C  

EVSWA ADVERTISEMENT IN “THE INDEPENDENT” AND “MOUNTAIN VIEW 

TELEGRAPH” 
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ATTACHMENT D 

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SERVICES STUDY AND RESULTS 

  



Torrance County Solid Waste Study 
Solid Waste Disposal Services Survey 

 
Gordon Environmental, Inc. has been retained by the Estancia Valley Solid Waste Authority (EVSWA) to evaluate the 
current Solid Waste Management System in Torrance County, New Mexico. Your input is very valuable to us and your 
responses are confidential. Please take a few minutes to provide your input regarding the current Solid Waste Disposal 
Services provided by the EVSWA; and other Disposal Alternatives under consideration. Thank you. 
 
1. Are you a resident of Torrance County? 

□ Yes 
□ No  

 
2. As a resident of Torrance County, please identify the area where you live: 

□ Unincorporated area 
□ City 
□ Town, or village 
□ Other (please specify):  ______________________________________________________________ 

 
3. What best describes your location? 

□ Single-family home 
□ Apartment complex 
□ Business 
□ Other (please specify):  ______________________________________________________________ 

 
4. Does your residence receive curbside or neighborhood collection services? 

□ Yes, I receive curbside collection services at my residence 
□ Yes, I utilize a commercial container in my residential neighborhood 
□ No, I have the option to participate in these services, but I choose not participate. 
□ No, I do not have the option to participate in these services 

 
5. If you participate in curbside collection services at your residence, how much do you pay on a monthly basis for 

this service? 
□ Under $15/month 
□ $15.01-$20/month 
□ $20.01-$25/month 
□ $25.01-$30/month 
□ Over $30/month 

 
6. If you participate in a curbside collection service, how do you rate your satisfaction with this service?  

□ Excellent 
□ Very good 
□ Good 
□ Poor 
□ Very poor 

 
7. If you currently do not have the option to utilize a curbside collection service, would you participate in these 

services if they were made available? 
□ Yes 
□ No 

 
8. How much would you be willing to pay, on a monthly basis, for curbside collection services at your home (i.e., a 

standard 95-gallon rolling trash cart)? 
□ Under $15/month 
□ $15.01-$20/month 
□ $20.01-$25/month 
□ $25.01-$30/month 
□ Over $30/month 

 
9. Do you utilize EVSWA collection centers? 

□ Yes 
□ No   

https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/TorranceCountySolidWaste               Page 1 of 3 



10. Which EVSWA Collection Center do you most frequently use? 
□ Central Collection Center 
□ Hills & Valleys Collection Center 
□ Indian Hills Collection Center 
□ Southern (Mountainair) Collection Center 
□ Tajique Collection Center 
□ Punta de Agua Collection Center 
□ Northern (Moriarty) Collection Center 
□ Duran Collection Center 
□ None. 

 
11. If you utilize EVSWA collection centers, what types of items (you may check more than one) do you bring to 

EVSWA collection centers: 
□ Household waste 
□ Yard waste 
□ Bulky items 
□ Recyclables 

 
12. If you use EVSWA collection centers, how often do you bring materials to the collection center? 

□ Daily 
□ 2-5 times per week 
□ Once a week 
□ Every other week 
□ Once a month 
□ Less frequently than once per month 

 
13. If you use EVSWA collection centers, how would you rate your satisfaction with the service and facility? 

□ Excellent 
□ Very good 
□ Good 
□ Poor 
□ Very poor 

 
14. Do you recycle? 

□ Yes 
□ No 

 
15. If you recycle, what do you do with your recyclables? (check all that apply) 

□ Bring recyclables to  EVSWA Collection Center 
□ Use the recycling service at work/friend’s house 
□ Drop off at another public collection point (not run by EVSWA) 
□ A private person/company picks it up from my home 
□ I do not recycle 

 
16. If you responded that you do not recycle, why not? 

□ Recycling isn’t picked up at my house, but the trash is, so it all goes in that can. 
□ Not sure what’s recyclable and what isn’t 
□ Too complicated 
□ Just don’t want to 
□ Other reason that I want to share: ______________________________________________________ 

 
17. Do you do any of the following? (check all that apply) 

□ Compost 
□ Burn yard waste on my own property 
□ Burn paper and cardboard in my woodstove/fireplace 
□ Use a burn barrel for most trash*  
□ Dump in a remote area that others in my community are using* 
□ Bury trash on my own property 
□ Collect clean fill or used building materials from neighbors 

(*illegal in NM, but this survey is anonymous)  

https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/TorranceCountySolidWaste               Page 2 of 3 



18. Which one of the following scenarios best describes the most convenient option for your circumstances?  
□ Trash can picked up at the end of my driveway/outside my establishment, quarterly payments billed to me at 

my home/establishment. 
□ I buy specially marked trash bags, as many as I need, and can fill up and throw those bags away at any collection 

center or the landfill east of Moriarty for free. 
□ A small trash drop-off location within 15 minute drive of my home, open every day during daylight hours, 

quarterly payment billed at my home/establishment. 
□ Free trash, recycling, and bulky item drop-off at the landfill east of Moriarty during business hours M-F, paid 

by weight any other time 
□ I have another idea (please describe):  ___________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
19. What other comments or concerns would you like to share regarding waste management in Torrance County?   

□ Please describe:  ___________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________ 

 
20. Would you be willing to complete a more detailed survey regarding waste management in Torrance County? If 

yes, please provide your name, phone number, and the best time to contact you.  
□ Name ___________________________________________________________________________ 
□ Phone number ____________________________________________________________________ 
□ Time to contact ____________________________________________________________________ 

 
 

Thank you for the time you’ve spent with this survey. 
We appreciate your interest and participation!  

Once you have completed your survey, you may hand it to the Collection Center Attendant, 
or mail it to the following address: 

Gordon Environmental, Inc. 
213 S. Camino del Pueblo 

Bernalillo, NM 87004 
 

This survey is also available to complete online: 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/TorranceCountySolidWaste 

https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/TorranceCountySolidWaste               Page 3 of 3 
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Q2 As a resident of Torrance County,
please identify the area where you live.
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Q3 What best describes your location?
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6.25% 9
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Q4 Does your residence receive curbside or
neighborhood collection services?
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No, I have the
option to...

No, I do not
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Yes, I receive curbside collection services at my residence

Yes, I utilize a commercial container in my residential neighborhood
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No, I do not have the option to participate in these services
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Q5 If you participate in curbside collection
services at your residence, how much do

you pay on a monthly basis for this
service?
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Q6 If you participate in a curbside
collection service, how do you rate your

satisfaction with this service? 
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Q7 If you currently do not have the option
to utilize a curbside collection service,

would you participate in these services if
they were made available?
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Q8 How much would you be willing to pay,
on a monthly basis, for curbside collection
services at your home (i.e., a standard 95-

gallon rolling trash cart)?
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Q9 Do you utilize EVSWA collection
centers?
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Q10 Which EVSWA Collection Center do
you most frequently use?
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Q11 If you utilize EVSWA collection centers,
what types of items (you may check more

than one) do you bring to EVSWA collection
centers?

Answered: 136 Skipped: 10
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Q12 If you use EVSWA collection centers,
how often do you bring materials to the

collection center?
Answered: 135 Skipped: 11

Total 135

Daily

2-5 times per
week

Once a week

Every other
week

Once a month

Less
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Q13 If you use EVSWA collection centers,
how would you rate your satisfaction with

the service and facility?
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Q14 Do you recycle?
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Q15 If you recycle, what do you do with
your recyclables? (check all that apply)

Answered: 128 Skipped: 18

Total Respondents: 128  
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A private
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I do not
recycle
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Bring recyclables to  EVSWA Collection Center

Use the recycling service at work/friend’s house

Drop off at another public collection point (not run by EVSWA)

A private person/company picks it up from my home

I do not recycle
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Q16 If you responded that you do not
recycle, why not?
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Total 26
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73.61% 53
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Q17 Do you do any of the following? (check
all that apply)(*illegal in NM, but this survey

is anonymous)
Answered: 72 Skipped: 74

Total Respondents: 72  
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Compost

Burn yard waste on my own property

Burn paper and cardboard in my woodstove/fireplace

Use a burn barrel for most trash*

Dump in a remote area that others in my community are using*

Bury trash on my own property

Collect clean fill or used building materials from neighbors
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34.00% 34

12.00% 12

49.00% 49

5.00% 5

Q18 Which one of the following scenarios
best describes the most convenient option

for your circumstances?
Answered: 100 Skipped: 46

Total 100

Trash can
picked up at...

I buy
specially...

A small trash
drop-off...

Free trash,
recycling, a...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Trash can picked up at the end of my driveway/outside my establishment, quarterly payments billed to me at my home/establishment.

I buy specially marked trash bags, as many as I need, and can fill up and throw those bags away at any collection center or the landfill east of
Moriarty for free.

A small trash drop-off location within 15 minute drive of my home, open every day during daylight hours, quarterly payment billed at my
home/establishment.

Free trash, recycling, and bulky item drop-off at the landfill east of Moriarty during business hours M-F, paid by weight any other time.
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Q19 What other comments or concerns
would you like to share regarding waste

management in Torrance County?
Answered: 102 Skipped: 44

# Responses Date

1 You cannot efficiently have uncompressed cardboard. We have a good system. Don't screw it up. 4/15/2015 9:10 AM

2 Service, sites & operators are great; pricing, for us, is steep; we generate 2/3 a bag per week 4/14/2015 8:35 AM

3 I hate that we pay so much and yet have to take off our own trash. When I take a full load, I get reprimanded and
threatened with additional charges. Other places have dumpsters that are placed on your place and the truck
comes and empties them once a week. That seems like a better solution than paying and still having to take your
trash to the trash station.

4/13/2015 1:36 PM

4 I do not understand why you do NOT collect glass and household batteries. It makes little sense not to collect
those items in a "Re-cycling Program" ESPECIALLY in a pristine state like New Mexico. This is very troubling to
me and others who support & cooperated with recycling efforts to improve the quality of life of our environment.

4/13/2015 10:35 AM

5 Employees are very nice and courteous! 4/13/2015 9:58 AM

6 I'd also like curbside pickup. The people who work at the Tajique station are very helpful. I would like to recycle
glass.

4/13/2015 9:54 AM

7 It's fine 4/13/2015 9:51 AM

8 Don't change a thing. 4/13/2015 9:48 AM

9 I have no problem the way it is run. 4/13/2015 9:45 AM

10 Do not change current system in rural areas! 4/13/2015 9:44 AM

11 We do not want trash cans in Punta de Agua as this would create hazards of blowing trash and loose trash! 4/13/2015 9:33 AM

12 Current operations are working GREAT for us, Thank you 4/13/2015 9:30 AM

13 I would like to see a state audit done: Per load - site payment should be optioned. Other facilities do this, e.g. San
Juan County. Is fairer to clients who have less burden on facility and reflective on those whose waste is greater.
In other words proportionate or perhaps payment free to county residents outside of towns where other service
requires by town or billed by town. Don't see justification from raising rates from $40 to $60. This is excessive,
plus we hear EVSWA will lien property if fees not paid even if collection centers not used. Looks like a class
action lawsuit in the making and overdue? Personnel generally helpful and genial. People don't like it when
personnel are unhelpful and not genial. One occasional attendant at Mountainair center acts like soured and fired
ex-cop. The regular attendant is excellent, helpful, pleasant.

4/13/2015 9:25 AM

14 Why not send out a newsletter to let people know of the tire (recycling) and any other items. Why so many rate
hikes?

4/13/2015 9:11 AM

15 Every time we need to throw bulk items (not often) the attendant complains or tells us that we will have to pay
extra next time we bring the trash. We go once a week, and we don't throw large items every time.

4/13/2015 9:06 AM

16 We need to be able to recycle GLASS. In relation to #7: If it is less or the same price Appx $20 a month In
relation to #8: Not more than $20 a month. You already jumped us up 43%

4/13/2015 9:02 AM

17 I wish everyone would PAY their bill so our rates wouldn't be so high!!! I think the names of the people that don't
pay for their trash should be published in a newsletter! No liens of the land they own. We pay our bills and so
should they!!! Starting with the county commissioner's on down! And if they aren't spaying for the trash they
should step down!!!! That's why the trash is going up! I don't mind paying our fair share, and so should everyone
else!!!!!

4/13/2015 8:49 AM

18 Search through un-lawful waste. Find evidence of people doing this (letters/bills etc.) take them to court and fine
them 5 days community service.

4/8/2015 2:57 PM
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19 People are throwing trash in the recycle bin. Would be willing to utilize a curbside only if it was the same cost (or
less), and still have access to a transfer station. 3 days a week are enough at the transfer station.

4/8/2015 2:53 PM

20 Tajique location would be nice if it were open more days of the week. 4/8/2015 2:50 PM

21 At this time I believe we are being charged too much. I live alone and discard 2 bags per week. 4/8/2015 2:48 PM

22 It has helped for people not dumping in rural areas. 4/8/2015 2:39 PM

23 Poor management tying to grab all they to boast on how big they can become at the expense of over half the
residents of the county. Also a board that poorly represents the citizens of the county and is allowing, it seems,
the authority to become bankrupt.

4/6/2015 8:29 PM

24 I have a vacant property for over 10 years now. we are being charged by EVSWA for having a vacant home to
keep an account set for us. I do not any legal grounds for this action agent us. I have contacted them in the past
and they say I do not have a choice , they say PAY THEM or else they will put a lien on the property. ??? Why is
this. I can prove we do not live at the property!!

4/6/2015 8:23 AM

25 Almost all of the residents in Hills and Valleys Subdivision bought their property 30 years ago and are not elderly.
We need curbside pickup at our age.

4/6/2015 1:12 AM

26 I think waste management is doing a excelent job 4/5/2015 9:21 AM

27 Trash which I generate is minimal and I feel that the cost for my solid waste disposal is excessive. 4/4/2015 2:49 PM

28 Fees are currently too high. Monies collected are mismanaged and management salaries are way out of line for
duties expected.

4/4/2015 9:16 AM

29 i recycle! i rarely take 'household waste' to the collection center--yet i pay $$ so that others don't have to recycle.
i want a discount in my fee because i recycle; i only bring trash to the center once every three months! thus your
fee is outrageous for me!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

4/3/2015 10:13 PM

30 I am on a fixed income so am concerned about costs going up. Keep costs down, please! 4/3/2015 8:34 AM

31 Administration appears to be chaotic. Residents just absorbed a 40% increase and the County appears to be
preparing another. Since I contract with a private hauler and utilize the transfer station perhaps twice a year I am
subsidizing the waste management system. Make this process too expensive and our roadsides and arroyos will
once again be filled with trash.

3/31/2015 1:28 PM

32 It is NOT fair for Torrance County ECSW to bill me for services that I DO NOT USE! That are inconvenient for me
to use and I will never use. If one chooses to use them they could close to be billed. Billing for unwanted unused
services is UNFAIR and probably ILLEGAL.

3/31/2015 11:47 AM

33 I appreciate the reduced fee for having a very low income. 3/31/2015 12:04 AM

34 It would be nice to have a trash bin closer to my home. It is 10 miles to the closest trash collection bin. I only use
it when I am going by it.

3/30/2015 9:40 AM

35 I have heard rumors of ANOTHER increase in the price of trash services. We pay property taxes, but still have to
pay more for the privilege of carrying our trash to a central collection point. The last increase was over the top
and a hardship on many of the families in Torrance Co. Another increase would be nothing but oppression on the
part of our county leaders and an indication of their lack of willingness to provide leadership and a sense of "we
care" about their employers (the taxpayers of Torrance Co)

3/30/2015 8:31 AM

36 I do NOT believe that a rate increase, AGAIN, is warranted. Our station is only open 3 days per week, we had a
rate increase and that didn't change anything for us, so I'm seriously doubting that another increase will do
anything either and I'm sure because of our road EVSWA would come up with some BS as to why they couldn't
do curbside pick up at our home.

3/30/2015 7:22 AM

37 EVSWA still charges me $83.00 per year for nothing! I pay for trash pick up and they still charge me. No city or
other town do they charge.

3/29/2015 8:34 PM

38 If people do not use the transfer station in Torrance county they should not have to pay a quarterly fee. Some do
not have the extra money to pay that fee, and can find other cheaper ways to get rid of their trash. Taxes keep
going up so do the transfer station fees. It is just to much money to spend.

3/29/2015 7:21 PM

39 Rate increases all too often. Too expensive for a 2 person household's trash. 3/29/2015 5:43 PM

40 The administration is paid way too much and our rates went up 33% last year. 3/29/2015 3:37 PM
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41 Too expensive for what we are getting. Lousy hours, not all recycle and not all take yard waste. There would be a
lot less dumping illegally if you had better hours and excepted more. And again, recycling is really important to
me.

3/29/2015 3:31 PM

42 The price has doubled since 2002 but service has not. 3/29/2015 12:10 PM

43 apparently, Torrance County does not recycle glass, I wish it did. 3/29/2015 12:08 PM

44 Recycling is very important and would like recycling program to include glass, all plastic and paper products. 3/28/2015 7:38 PM

45 Trash along the entire roadside of HWY55 is visible. There is a sign for a $1000 fine if you get caught throwing
trash but who's around to fine the people that throw alcohol cans/bottles out the window. I also see many
residents that throw the trash in the back of their trucks and it flies all over the road when they drive. It's probably
THE most reason I will be moving from this community. They pile up junk in their yards and have old appliances
and motor vehicles, and no one does anything about these eye-sores. It's just sad that this county is so beautiful
yet full of trash strewn everywhere.

3/28/2015 9:49 AM

46 Having to take my trash to the station and being billed more than it would cost me to take it to the Bern. County
transfer station and pay per bag. that does not make sense, and the fact that Moriarty customers get pick up and
pay less for services is wrong. People are very angry about the current situation, the fees are high and have
gone up but I still drag my stinky trash in the back seat of my car to the transfer station. I feel that there is an
excess in the number and pay of management. The system is very top heavy and I am not the only one tired of
paying a few top people and not receiving services and paying to much. It is no wonder that people refuse to pay.
The fact is that Torrance County has a great many people who just cannot pay the high cost of EVSWA it is just
not there. If the cost should go up again more people will refuse to pay and I may be one of them.

3/27/2015 10:23 PM

47 Allow us to recycle glass 3/27/2015 10:17 AM

48 We need to be able to recycle at all hours of the day/night and all days of the week. 3/26/2015 9:55 PM

49 The payment is more then what I think for the amount of waste I dispose. 3/26/2015 7:51 PM

50 Unfair billing practices for services rendered or not rendered. Still have to pay even if a private hauler is
contracted. They get tipping fees from the private hauler and the residents still get billed quarterly regardless.
They get paid twice for the same load of garbage. Unfair billing and illegal liens put on properties without any
court documents or notifications from evswa. no commumication from the at all....

3/26/2015 3:27 PM

51 Personell at Moriarty location is always friendly and helpful. 3/26/2015 2:53 PM

52 I usually take my trash to Cedarvale, which doesn't seem to be listed on your survey, unless it is by a name I
don't recognize. It is 11 miles one way from my house on a minimally maintained dirt road, so curbside will never
be an option out here. The collection center is in an open area, and the container itself is open and the area is
unfenced, so the trash blows all over the pastures nearby, which is a threat to the cattle. I do appreciate the fact
that there is now a larger container, since the previous ones were almost always full. At any rate, I feel I pay too
much for this minimal amount of service, for the amount of trash I have, and the price recently went up even
more! In addition, I do not like the threat of a lien placed on my property when we were never given the option to
vote on this--it was just imposed on us by the county.

3/26/2015 2:37 PM

53 allow us a choice. If evswa does work for us give us the chance to find someone who does and NOT make sure
pay for service we DO NOT use

3/26/2015 1:57 PM

54 This needs a representative board - a board that is seated with elected members instead of appointed members.
Other counties should not be sitting on this board they have no vested interest other than they are filling up the
landfill that our counties tax dollars supplement and will leave us having to spend more money for another
location when the other counties will walk away leaving our county citizens with a huge debt and everyone elses
trash contaminating our lands. You people don't listen to the public so filling this thing out was a compete waste
of time.

3/26/2015 1:37 PM

55 It would be nice to be able to recycle glass at the EVSWA collection sites. 3/26/2015 12:53 PM

56 evswa provides some very needed employment, please do not lay off your very good personnel verses to drive
around in one or two expensive fuel gulping trucks.

3/25/2015 9:54 AM

57 Accepting glass for recycling would save me the trouble of taking it to ABQ. 3/25/2015 9:31 AM
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58 Given the difficulty of navigation for heavy (trash collection) trucks during inclement weather on rural dirt roads, it
is not practical to have "curbside" pickup in rural areas. The best options are collection stations as they currently
exist. That said, $60 per quarter for the privilege of driving 25 mi roundtrip to drop garbage is excessive. If
everyone paid, the burden would be less for all, however the billing process has no penalty for non-payment of
quarterly fees. The best option to fund EVSWA would be to include the cost of running the authority in everyone's
property tax. If costs were included in property taxes we could eliminate the cost of billing and have a much
higher payment participation rate.

3/24/2015 2:10 PM

59 Would like to be able to recycle glass and household batteries in Torrance County. Offer hazardous materials
collection 1-2 times per year.

3/23/2015 8:35 PM

60 EVSWA is terrible at communicating. Every year they seem to have a "Tire amnesty," but you never know when
it will be, or how long it will go on. They SAY they publish it in the local paper(s) but not everyone gets the
paper(s). Yet everyone it affects usually goes to the transfer station but EVSWA never posts anything there! Last
year I didn't learn that it was happening for the whole month of May until the 3rd drop-off day into the month. This
year it seems to be this month, maybe, but we first got word March 18!!! EVSWA's communication skills STINK!

3/23/2015 1:53 PM

61 upper management is over paid while actual workers are under paid. the threat style of the manager is an insult
to the citizens of Torrance County

3/23/2015 12:30 PM

62 Please add more recycling options, like glass. 3/23/2015 10:17 AM

63 The workers at the Moriarty transfer station are very helpful to me. I am a 72 year old woman and appreciate their
help. I lived in Torrance County over 25 years and know how deplorable the trash situation was when I first
moved here. The Solid Waste Authority needs to get more information out to people by sending representatives
out to speak to groups. Its the face to face contact that helps people understand their work and goals. Newspaper
ads don't work.

3/23/2015 7:52 AM

64 I like the current system with drop-off locations open on different days. 3/22/2015 5:36 PM

65 Dave at the Punta site is very helpful. 3/22/2015 4:21 PM

66 Will there ever be a separate option for recycling glass bottles? Currently, per advice of EVWSA employees,
glass should simply go into household trash. I know there are 'other ways' to handle glass, but do not know if that
is economically feasible or advisable for EVWSA

3/21/2015 2:56 PM

67 As mentioned above there should be more then one option of trash removal. 3/21/2015 12:35 PM

68 When the fees were raised last year, I found out that none of that extra money went to EVSWA, but was siphoned
off by the county for other uses. Put in more recycle bins in other locations (like Punta) instead of taking that
money away from the reason you're billing us. If you need to raise money for other uses, find another way to do
it.

3/21/2015 11:30 AM

69 I use hills & valleys transfer station. My only comment is how happy I am with your employees and the job that
they do at the station. Mark, James & Allen are great guys and keep the station neat and orderly. Hats off to
them~!

3/20/2015 2:14 PM

70 I hate to pay EVSWA for a service that I do not use! They charge me , plus I have to pay someone to come
pickup my trash. If EVSWA gets into curbside service, I will not use them.

3/20/2015 1:27 PM

71 Prices are exploding! Ouch! We take 2-3 bags every weekend, one of which is always recycling....why do we get
billed for almost $70? Pricing per non-recycling bag seems much fairer. But we do love the convenience of the
Indian Hills dump! And the young gentleman who runs it is always so friendly & a pleasure to be around! Another
side note - thank you for the free blue bags...it encouraged us to recycle!!!! We get one every weekend when we
turn our recycling in.

3/20/2015 8:53 AM

72 IT IS ONLY A COUNTY ISSUE, NOT A PRIVATE BUSINESS GOUGING THE TAX PAYERS. 3/19/2015 6:31 PM

73 IT IS ONLY A COUNTY ISSUE, NOT A PRIVATE BUSINESS GOUGING THE TAX PAYERS. 3/19/2015 6:31 PM

74 Complete and comprehensive audit is needed. Management paid too much $ for services performed. Outside
sources are adding to our land-fill at a reduced rate. Not all property owners are being charged...

3/19/2015 4:24 PM

75 We are currently ruled by a monoply - we do NOT have a choice. We are mandated to pay for the Solid waste
service even if we were to contract with a third party. I find this offensive. The argument is always: "You should
have seen it before". Well the individuals who didn't care before did not have an epiphany and suddenly become
good citizens. I'm not sure that what the politicians are doing is legal.

3/19/2015 2:17 PM
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76 Would be really nice to be provided a Green Recycle Container (95-Gallon) for curbside pickup. Would be able to
collect more recyclables, and with a busy work schedule, would be more convenient.

3/19/2015 1:58 PM

77 THE FELLER WHO RUNS THE PUNTA STATION IS FRIENDLY, HELPFUL AND DOES A GOOD JOB. HE IS A
CREDIT TO THE TCSWA

3/19/2015 12:20 PM

78 Legally go after those who do not pay their Waste Bill. This will reduce the cost for all of us who use it. 3/18/2015 6:12 PM

79 would like to see Torrance County recycle glass products 3/18/2015 3:08 PM

80 Fees are way out of proportion in Torrance county! Let's get real! 3/18/2015 7:00 AM

81 I like the set up as is 3/17/2015 1:38 PM

82 Question 17 appears "nuts" I cannot believe that composting is illegal. AND You need to have a phone line set
up, at least part time for receive this survey. NOT EVERYONE HAS OR LIKES COMPUTERS.

3/16/2015 11:57 PM

83 People at the Moriarty location are very helpful, the trash amount I have is small, sometimes I share trash with
family in Edgewood. No need for curbside, to high a price for my useage. If I have one bag per week, that is a lot.

3/16/2015 4:10 PM

84 EVSWA are doing a great job!!! 3/16/2015 1:10 PM

85 I can and did dispose of my trash before the solid waste authority was formed. Now we are forced to pay way
more (62.00 for 3 months) than any other county in the state for a 20 mile round trip to and from the nearest
station. Others who choose not to pay can still drop off trash. This is a terrible deal for citizens.

3/16/2015 12:34 PM

86 We have lived in the area for over 20 years. Until the these rural sites ( tajique, Punta and others) people were
just throwing their trash on the side of the roads or vacant land. The rural areas need them.

3/16/2015 12:25 PM

87 Would like to see glass recycling as well 3/15/2015 3:51 PM

88 you keep jacking the cost and cutting the times at dump stations. paying to much for the little I take to collection.
should be charged by number in household.not flat rate.....

3/15/2015 2:16 PM

89 They are too expensive and Jim Ellis could care less about anything except his paycheck. He needs to be gone. 3/15/2015 12:23 PM

90 Why do we pay more for this service than the rest of the state? Why is the office mismanaged? The guys at the
stations are very helpful. thanks.

3/14/2015 6:00 PM

91 It is not right for county commission members to be associated with EVSWA . It looks like a conflict of interest or
worse like they are lining their pockets..The cost for dumping has went up almost six times since the program
started. How can you say it is being run correctly. You say EVSWA is separate from the county. HA HA

3/14/2015 12:43 PM

92 I think it is ridiculous that I am paying a single penny to EVSWA. I use a private hauler and my trash is
transported to Sandoval County. I pay over $100 a year for NO service - not BAD service - but NO service at all.
Ridiculous.

3/14/2015 9:38 AM

93 I suggest that the EVSWA comply with 4-56-3 E and F of New Mexico Statutes Annotated. Paragraphs E and F
state that only those who use the facilities can be charged a fee of "tax". Torrance County Ordinance 94-12 does
not comply with the state statutes on waste disposal and as such EVSWA is illegally billing the residents of
Torrance County. I suggest you take a close look at the average daily tonnage from each manned collection
station and divide that by the man hours spent. Take the average wage for that worker and determine whether the
tipping fee covers the wages. The EVSWA is going bankrupt and the management has been unwilling to accept
that fact. The EVSWA has been operating on grants from the government, withdraw those grants and the only
option is for the EVSWA to go to Torrance County with hat in hand and ask for the taxpayers to cover the red ink.

3/13/2015 11:17 AM

94 Add glass recycling! 3/11/2015 9:53 PM

95 Recycle more items please. 3/11/2015 9:45 PM

96 Glass recycle 3/11/2015 3:38 PM

97 Please consider taking glass as a recyclable. We take our glass recyclables to Albuquerque. Co-mingling of
paper and plastics is great!

3/11/2015 1:00 PM

98 Dave is outstanding (Mountainair). When someone fills in for him, they are not as helpful to us seniors. 3/11/2015 12:29 PM

99 I think EVSWA is doing a good job. Trash in NM is a problem and should not be free. 3/11/2015 12:17 PM
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100 it costs too much to dump my own garbage. Plus no carry over of what I do not use- i.e. I go to transfer station
every so often but am charged a flat rate whether I use it in a week or not-but can't bring 2 or 3 loads when I
want.

3/10/2015 10:02 PM

101 leave it the way it is it works and our county is clean. 3/10/2015 9:52 AM

102 We don't use a collection service because they tear up our privately maintained roads. They cause thousands in
damage for a few dollars of profit.

3/7/2015 9:51 AM
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Q20 Would you be willing to complete a
more detailed survey regarding waste

management in Torrance County? If yes,
please provide your name, phone number,

and the best time to contact you.
Answered: 45 Skipped: 101

Answer Choices Responses

Name:

Phone Number:

Best time to contact you:
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/25/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

She lives approximately 10 miles away from a facility, and has to travel to the Punta site
approximately once a week. She would like more recycling options (and information), as
well as more drop off options available. She doesn’t feel having curb side would benefit
the County because not everyone could afford it and it is not practical for all.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/25/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

She currently goes to Hills and Valleys and thinks prices are way too high. East Mountain
transfer station $8 a load is much cheaper. However, she is afraid they will put a lien on
her property if she goes to East Mountain Transfer Station. She is confused about
recycling. Needs to understand how the recycling is done. (for example: can shredded
paper go in the same bag as plastics?). She also wants to know what happens to the items
she recycles. She wants Hills and Valleys to accept recycling. She has to drive to Moriarty
for recycling.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/25/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Roadside collection will not work. Big trucks can’t make it through the roads. Her
property “curb” (as well as most neighbors) is several miles from her house. She said it
would be impossible for elderly people to take a trash can down for road side collection
and back up to their houses. She is happy with the service she has now. She would like
for information like meetings and recycle info to be posted in other places. “Ray’s one-
stop” is a good place where people in her community would see it.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/25/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Is interested in the curb side pick-up. Would like it if they recycle glass at the facility
outside of Mountainair.  The other recycling is good.  All personnel at the center is great.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/25/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Appreciates the better recycling area near Mountainair (single-stream), but would
appreciate it if they accepted glass. Punta is 2-miles away, but drives to Mountainair. She
would like for Punta to have complete, single-stream recycle bins there.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/25/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Her road is rural and curb side is ridiculous. Even if a truck did get through it would not be
able to turn around. In addition, if the road gets wet the large truck would “gunk up” the
road. She would like more information on how to recycle. Signs need to be posted in
more areas regarding things such as recycling. (She seemed a bit confused on what can be
recycled).
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/25/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Joe Ellis is making way too much in comparison to facility workers. She knows of one
person who has worked at the facility for many years and only makes $11.50 an hour,
which is nothing compared to Ellis’ $90k a year salary.  
Very concerned about rate increases and variations. She lives 3.5 miles SW of Edgewood
and goes to Hills and Valleys. 67% of people in her community are below poverty level.
Some in her community go only once a month and are charged the same as those who go
multiple times a week. Tijeras costs $5 a load no matter the size and at Estancia if it is 1”
above trailer is an additional fee.  
She wants to be able to opt out of services to use a private hauler. It isn’t ethical to have to
pay a fee if you aren’t using the facility at all. Many use a private hauler, but still have to
pay the monthly (or quarterly) fee. 
There was a group from UNM that did a survey which showed how to cut costs, but none
of their information/education was utilized.  
Many believe that their recycling goes to a landfill and is not actually recycled. She would
like to know what actually happens to their recycling.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

He lives approximately 10 miles from Tajique and would love to do more recycling, but
Tijique only offers cardboard.  He usually hauls all recycling to Albuquerque.  
His concern with the curbside is that his driveway is ½ mile long, and he lives at the end of
a very long road.  It would not be cost efficient for the County to offer curbside pickup.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Uses Mountainair facility. She is very frustrated with the major lack of communication
and lack of education. She thinks Ellis’ salary is grossly inflated especially in comparison
with what the people at the facilities make. She thinks that spending money on bullet
proofing his office was an enormous waste of money. 
She suggested educating kids at the elementary level. Getting children excited about
recycling is key especially if some older people in the County cannot read or write.  
She really likes the single stream recycling, but is sure most people are not educated on
what that means. There needs to be more communication on when the tire amnesty is.
Fliers at the facility would help (newspaper ads are useless). Plenty of pre-notification of
when it starts and ends. She thinks it is unprofessional that they have told her “It ends
when the money runs out”.
She would like it if there was an allowance for people who bring in little amounts of waste
in comparison to what they recycle. She was told at one point if they brought in metal their
bill would be off set. That has never happened. She does not appreciate that fact that
when she has more waste than her usual 1 bag per week that she is expected to pay on top
of her $60+ quarterly bill. She is unclear on why different facilities charge more than
others. She does not appreciate that liens are used as a way to control. Her bill has gone
up exponentially since moving to NM.  



P:\FILES\271.01.17\Survey Monkey\Interview Form_Community

Name: Anonymous Date: 3/26/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Responded via email (3/26/15):
Thank you for your invitation to comment on the EVSWA.  I have had a long standing and 
rocky relationship with the EVSWA.  The Ordinance, 94-12, under which the EVSWA 
operates is not in compliance with 3-56-3 (E) and (F) of the New Mexico Statutes.  But I 
will leave that for the lawyers to resolve.
The population density for Torrance County and the Estancia Valley as a whole does not 
justify the current business model of the EVSWA.  Only a few populations’ centers, such 
as Moriarty and Estancia can justify the current manned collections centers.  What is 
needed, in my opinion, are a number of small to large dumpsters (unmanned) located at or 
near major traveled roads.  These dumpsters can be serviced on a regular or as needed 
basis.   
One of the main arguments against the unattended drop off stations is that large bulky 
items will show up and it will cost the EVSWA to cleanup those items.  The question in 
my opinion is: Does the cost of picking up those bulky items outweigh the cost of manning 
those station?  I do not believe that to be the case.  A once a week 'roundup' at the various 
collections sites should be more than adequate to control the illegal dumping of large 
items.
Another major problem as I see it is the high price for the tipping fees at the landfill.  
Private haulers make decisions based upon the bottom line.  Currently the EVSWA is 
losing the private haulers because of the high tipping fees.  Recently the City of Santa Rosa 
informed EVSWA that they will be using the Wagon Mound landfill.  The Wagon Mound 
facility has a much lower tipping fee. The EVSWA is also placing far too much emphasis 
on receiving grants from various departments of the state and federal governments.  
Recently the NM State Legislature failed to pass the Capital Development Funding Bill.  
Even with the receipt of various grants the EVSWA has been operating in the 'RED'.
Fi ll  h  EVSWA i  li  h   Ab    f h i  ' ' h  h d li  
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Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

   
                  

             
                  

       
               

               
              

                
                

   
               

                  
                 

                     
              

                   
              

                 
               

                
             

              
              

Finally, the EVSWA is lien happy.  About one quarter of their 'customers' have had liens 
placed against them.  (This includes myself, I have an illegal lien on my property 
amounting to well over $6,000.)  Once a lien has been placed on an individual’s property 
many of the customers decide to protest by refusing to pay any further bills.
The EVSWA has an attitude that the people should be subservient to the Agency instead of 
realizing the Government and its subdivisions are servants of the people.  
Hope this helps to provide you with some in site into my perspective on the EVSWA.
Respectfully submitted
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Her family has worked in real estate in Estancia Valley since 1980. A lot of people buy
their property using a real estate contract (REC). Once the REC is in effect EVSWA stops
sending out quarterly bills to the owners of the properties, a lien gets placed on the
property, and the account gets archived. Therefore, the costs continue to accrue to hundreds
or thousands of dollars. EVSWA has stated they just wait to get their payment for these
delinquent accounts by the sale of the property, then the lien would get paid at closing.
However, when a property is closed on a REC, a warranty deed is already being held in
escrow with the owners name on it. Escrow holds this warranty deed until the property is
paid off, then escrow sends the owner their deed, and it us up to the owner to record their
deed. After this has occurred she is still finding her name on these accounts. She wants
EVSWA to bill the responsible party when the account is set up.
She also is upset at the rising costs of the quarterly bills. She believes it is due in a large
part to those who do not pay their bills. She says the billing system is inefficient and
suggests having EVSWA contact the Torrance Code Enforcer (Dan DeCosta) every billing
cycle with a list of accounts that are behind in their bills. Then the Code Enforcer can
inspect those properties specifically, which would lead to enforcing more violations, and
eventually more bills being paid.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Scared her facility will “go away” (she uses Moriarty). Is very happy with the service she
receives.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

She is not a full-time resident (only there once a month or so). She is not happy with the
limited hours in Mountainair. They often have waste sitting in their garage for a month
before it can be disposed of properly.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Mountainair recycling is good, but would appreciate it if they accepted glass as well.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Has sent in many requests to have the area near Manzano Lake cleaned up. It is being used
as a landfill. Specifically south of the spring - people are dumping their garbage there
rather than using a facility. The amount of trash that is accumulating (years and years’
worth) has become a real hazard.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Uses Tajique or sometimes Mountainair. Would be willing to pay for curb side as long as
the recycling is included in the cost. 
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

President of a Pueblo. Located in Manzano. Wants surveys to be sent with bills. Says it is
unlawful for those who do not have computer access to be expected to complete the
survey. Does not think a private company has the right to be involved in government
issues. Is rather distraught over the fact that he does not get to choose how he disposes of
his waste. Specifically, why he is forced to pay $60 a quarter when he only has 2 bags of
waste a month. He wants another option for people. Currently, if you pay a private hauler
you are expected to pay the County even if you never use the facility, which is illegal. He
would like to discuss tribal laws and regulations and how they pertain to what the County
is forcing upon the residents. He would like more follow-up and is willing to speak on
behalf of his Pueblo to any government officials, etc.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Used Punta. Very satisfied with Punta and Dave. Curb side service is not feasible. His
curb is basically a highway.  He thinks a facility truck would cause an accident. 
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Uses Hills and Valleys.  Overall satisfied with service.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 3/30/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Uses Mountainair and Punta. Really happy with the recycling program, but would
appreciate if they added glass as an option to recycle. Curbside recycling would be nice.
He and his wife work full-time and find it hard to get to the facility during available hours.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 4/1/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Is concerned about an additional increase in fees. He pays a private hauler and does not
appreciate having to pay the quarterly fees in addition to the private hauler. Would like to
discuss why his fees keep increasing. He also feel there is not enough notification for
meetings or events. Public notice in local weekly paper: The Independent and East
Mountain Telegraph would be great.
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Name: Anonymous Date: 4/1/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Is disgusted that she has to pay the EVSWA yet has never used the service. She uses a
private hauler and does not utilize the facility herself. If they provided curb side she would
pay. It is unlawful that they will put a lien on her property if she doesn’t pay her bill. Why
should she pay for something she has no intention of using?  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 4/1/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

He and his wife have 328 acres in Mountainair and want to retire there, but the house has
been vacant since 1998. He does not use the facility at all, and would like to opt out of the
service for now. He doesn’t know how he can be charged for a service he has not used for
17 years, and is threatened with a lien if he doesn’t pay. He asked about recycling and was
pleased to know Mountainair has set that up.  



P:\FILES\271.01.17\Survey Monkey\Interview Form_Community

Name: Anonymous Date: 4/1/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Thinks the employees need to get paid more. David (employee) is very nice to help him
(he is handicapped).  He uses Moriarty, sometimes Hills and Valleys.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 4/1/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Responded via email (4/6/15) summarized by DP:
They have been in Tajique since 1981 and have seen all of the changes it has gone through.
For years they used a private hauler, which worked out very well, until the company
owners’ retired. A lot of the current complaints are from people who don’t seem to
understand realities of rural living. They appreciate the manned transfer stations. They are
aware of the residents whom are not paying their bill, and while it disgusts them, they don’t
have any solutions. 
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Name: Anonymous Date: 4/13/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Uses Central every other week. The price is too high. Rumor has it there will be another
rate hike, which is ridiculous.  Glass recycling would be nice, single stream would be great.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 4/13/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

From his environmental prospective – his compost goes in the garden, and he uses paper
for fire, and he ends up with 6 bags a month which breaks down to $3.50 a bag. Why can’t
he use a private hauler for a lot cheaper?  
Recycling – encourage people to recycling by paying less.  
The people need to be represented by the board. Joe Ellis is misrepresenting the rules and
not sustainable. The way he is using the counties money he will bankrupt the county
before too long he is not sustainable. Legal action will be the only way to change. County
Manager get $55k Ellis gets $90k, the C.M. has the bulk of the responsibility it is very top
heavy.  Ellis’ secretaries get paid close to what the county manger gets.  
Dan Decosta needs another inspector to maintain unauthorized waste. Businesses have
been caught throwing illegally due to not wanting to pay. Split Ellis’ salary to hire a new
inspector so you can keep track of who goes in when, and how much they are disposing.
When you notice a heavy user has suddenly become a light user you know where to look
for illegal dumping.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 4/13/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

I
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

He would like to recycle glass. He is from Portland and is very surprised at the lack of
recycling NM has, especially glass since it is so easy to recycle. Is slightly interested in
curbside pickup, but in Tajique there are a lot of wildlife that would get into the waste. He
is concerned that waste would attract the wildlife.  
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Name: Anonymous Date: 4/13/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Lives next door to Punta transfer station and has a ton of trash that blows into her yard.
Her horses and other animals have eaten the trash and gotten sick. She worked for solid
waste for 4 years and was responsible for picking up trash. She does not see anyone
patrolling the perimeter, and wants to know if some regulations have change, if they have
not, why they are not picking up the perimeter trash? She ends up having to bag up 1-2
bags of trash extra (from the solid waste that blows into her yard) and gets hassled when
she has to dispose it because it is “more” than what she is allotted, which is absolutely
ridiculous.  



P:\FILES\271.01.17\Survey Monkey\Interview Form_Community

Name: Anonymous Date: 4/13/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Uses Punta, and feels having curb-side pick-up is a waste. The winds are too high and they
will be knocked over, which will result in waste being spread everywhere. In addition to
that, the wildlife will get into all the receptacles.   



P:\FILES\271.01.17\Survey Monkey\Interview Form_Community

Name: Anonymous Date: 4/14/2015
Affiliation:
Position:

Comments:

Interviewer: Drichelle Pierce, GEI

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study

Uses Moriarty facility, but sometimes goes to Bernalillo. She expressed concern that the
survey would not reach all citizens of Torrance County since it is a very poor county and
most do not have computer access. She said the ad was very tough to find, and sending the
survey out in the mail was a much better option.
$60 per quarter is outrageous, it is almost non-payable, and especially for a lot of people
she knows. She knows many people don’t pay it, have a lien put on their property, and
dump their waste illegally or take it to Bernalillo, which is very inexpensive. 
She thinks Ellis’ salary is way too high especially in comparison to the workers at the
facilities.  EVSWA is too top heavy.
The employees at the facilities have always been very nice with the exception on one
admin person who was very rude to her.



P:\FILES\271.01.17\PrelimEngRpt\CWF Interview Summaries.xlsx

Name: Leroy Candelaria Date: 3/12/2015
Affiliation: Torrance County
Position: Commission Chairman

Comments: Met with County Chairman to document perspective regarding Solid Waste
We discussed the history of the system and how it has evolved over the years.
The Chairman expressed the desire to minimize haul distances - 10 miles max
Jobs represented a significant concern for him.  To loose jobs was unacceptable.
He was keenly interested in maintaining the "Clean Community" he percieved existed
"Quality of Life" was also a critical concern, especially how it related to solid waste
His perception was that illegal dumping was not a significant issue
Hels a significant concern for the cost of services, especially relative to "Low Income" folks

Interviewer: Charles Fiedler

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study



Name: Joy Ansley Date: 3/12/2015
Affiliation: Torrance County
Position: County Manager

Comments: Eight yrears on the Authority Board
Concerned regarding mis-conceptions that citizens have regarding cost
Curbside collection seemed to be a hot topic
Cost to operate system represented a challenge
Citizen education was a challenge regardin cost of operations
Whatever the Commission decided, they needed to have a Plan in place first
Serious citizen concern related to "Taxation without representation" regarding the Authority
Overall citizen concern related to fair and equatable rates

Interviewer: Charles Fiedler

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study



Name: Scott Guffey Date: 3/12/2015
Affiliation: EVSWA
Position: Operations Supervisor

Comments: Met with Scott and toured the Northern Collection Center
Identified the significant number of waste streams managed (household, brush, single stream
white goods, electronics, batteries, used oil, C&D0
Confirmed that many of these items were collected at the remote Centers and consolidated
Clean operation observed at this manned facility
Challenges included old equipment (newest roll-off truck 8 yrs old)
Accepted waste from anyone that showed up (even if they could not document payment)

Interviewer: Charles Fiedler

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study



Name: Art DuCharme Date: 4/14/2015
Affiliation: EVSWA
Position: Boaard Member

Comments: Met with Art and Julia DuCharme.  The following documents Mr. DuCharme
Retired from Sandia Labs.  Extensive solid waste experience (hazardous/radiioactive)
Concerned regarding collection system viability.  Customer service also.
Cost of Service relative to Local hauler servicing municipalities for $13/household
Proposed better system consisting of carts and CCC
Dissatisfaction related to cost differential $13 in City vs $20 in County
Authority office staff identified as "Rude" and overstaffed
Concerned that the Authority was operating two enterprise funds
Gave example that Guadalupe County was operating similar unmanned system for $15/mo
Expressed significant interest in franchising County operations
Perception was that "High Overhead" was resulting I the losses incurred
Concerned about the low equity buy-in offered to Santa Rosa and Guadalupe County
Perceived customer loss to private collector
Perceived EVSWA Manager salary too high
LF/CCC staff competent, but unionized
Conflict of interest-Board members dioing business with Authority
Suggested County run billing system, franchice collection to a private hauler
County Ordinance used as an excuse to have County CCC system
Need to reduce service with more unmannaed facilities
Problems with public relations - Authority unresponsive
Personal Priorities Roads 1st, solid waste next
Limited public participation encouraged at Authority meetings (board room too small)

Interviewer: Charles Fiedler

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study



Name: Julia DuCharme Date: 4/14/2015
Affiliation: Torrance County
Position: County Commissioner

Comments: The following are comments that were received from the Commissioner
Rural customers forced to pay for service
Annual Fee forces everyone to participate with the Authority
Given the choice between the private hauler and the Authority mots would choose the hauler
Cost differential is unfair with Authority still charging customers using private hauler
Preferred a system where you only pay when you use the system
Found CCCs well organized and clean whe they were visited
Prefereed a system that did not force payment, i.e. an ability to "Opt Out"
Leins on properties engaged early and often, perceived unfair
Lost customers to "Low Income" hurt system
Perception that Authority Board Members do not live in the areas they represent
Public perception with Authority: too much secrecy/Required IPRA requests to get information
Allusion of insider deals/questions of whats being hidden from the public
Open meeting issues i.e. DFA Loan Special Meeting
Perception that there is a $1.6 million mortgage for buildings
Perceived threats from public, neeto treat people comfortably

Interviewer: Charles Fiedler

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study



Name: Joe Barnes Date: 4/21/2015
Affiliation: Original EVSWA Board Member
Position: None at Present

Comments: Relatively upset with current operations
Working Right-CCCs clean and well kept
Problems:
Board representation skewed toward the municipalities,, not the rural residents
Current Authority not fiscally sound ? Flawed business model
Board refuses to make changes
Structure of the Authority based on 90's vintage JPA that is no longer applicable
Torrance County Was fasted growing in state 10 years ago, growth flat now
Authority Union woekforce with full insurance benefits
No competation for Authority
Authority will not acknowledge that the landfill is insolvent
Proposed Solutions:
Crash out of the current solid waste system (i.e., shut it down)
Sell all assets to private sector
Settle lawsuits
Have County take over billing
At a minimin the Ordinance needs to be modified to allow customers to "Opt Out" of system

Interviewer: Charles Fiedler

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study



Name: Rodney Freyburger Date: 4/21/2015
Affiliation: Torrance County
Position: Former Commissioner

Comments:
What Works:
County needs trash service available to all
County needs landfill
Problems:
Authority management ineffictive, needs to be change way Authority is run
Significant Customer "hostility" to the rural rate increase to $240 annually
Solutions:
Charge $10/ticket to dump at CCCs
RFP for Private collection contractor
Contractor take over the billing system
Slash overhead within the Authority
Illegal dumping is not a problem; Code Enforcement takes care of it
County should be responsible for non-payment and collections
Other Thoughts:
Authority needs better "Checks and Balances"
JPA needs to be revisited
Too many different rates for services…Confusing
Equity for support

Interviewer: Charles Fiedler

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study



Name: Marlene Feuer Date: 5/14/2015
Affiliation: Formerly Waste Management
Position: Market Area Manager

Comments: Discussed the potential of privatation of collection within Torrance County
Acknowledged the difficulty of providing "door-to-Door" collection in Rural setting
Acknowledged challenges of limited customer density
Acknowledged the increased cost (price) as customer density decreased
Acknowledged Waste management's willingness to propose rural collection in Valencia Co
was based primarily on maintaining existing customer base.
Challenged to see how a private collector could establish a viable collection system in Co.

Interviewer: Charles Fiedler

Interview Form
Torrance County Solid Waste Management System Study
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 I.  2014 General Information Form

0130456CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name HILLS & VALLEYS COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

90 CNTY RD, A-102

505.384-4270

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 347.48 347.48
2

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14
15 X 1.02 1.02
16

17

18

19

20 348.50 348.50

Facility Name: HILLS & VALLEYS COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270

0130456CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

THERMO-FLUIDS

Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used 

Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

0130456CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1
2
3
4
5
6

7
8
9

10

11

12
X 10.24 10.24

13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21 10.24 10.24

 Mark 
One

Paper:

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270Facility Name: HILLS & VALLEYS COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

Sent Off-Site to be:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

General Comments:

$5.00/YARD

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

Name of Facility: HILLS & VALLEYS COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY
MARC DOTY-JENKINS

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY,
MARC DOTY-JENKINS

Name of Facility: INDIAN HILLS COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:

$5.00/YARD

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

General Comments:



 I.  2014 General Information Form

0130462CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

393 LEXCO RD, MORIARTY, NM

505-384-4270

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name INDIAN HILLS COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 425.68 425.68
2

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14 X 1.89 1.89
15 X 2.56 2.56
16

17 X 0.23 0.23

18

19

20 430.36 430.36

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 
Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used 

THERMO-FLUIDS

Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

PUEBLO METALS RECYCLING

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riiggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270

0130462CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

Facility Name: INDIAN HILLS COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

0130462CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1 X 1.59 1.59
2 X 5.26 5.26
3
4
5
6

7 X 0.96 0.96
8 X 0.09 0.09
9 X 0.15 0.15

10

11

12
X 8.18 8.18

13
14
15 X 7.57 7.57
16
17
18
19

20

21 23.80 23.80

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Sent Off-Site to be:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

NM RECYCLING, ALBUQUERQUE RECYCLING

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL
ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270Facility Name: INDIAN HILLS COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

 Mark 
One

Paper:

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



 I.  2014 General Information Form

0130461CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name CENTRAL COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

903 D. N. 5TH STREET, ESTANCIA, NM

505-384-4270

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 236.49 236.49
2

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14 X 13.87 13.87
15 X 1.02 1.02
16

17 X 0.10 0.10

18

19

20 251.48 251.48

Facility Name: CENTRAL COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270

0130461CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

PUEBLO METALS RECYCLING

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

THERMO-FLUIDS

Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used 

Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

0130461CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1 X 2.75 2.75
2 X 11.51 11.51
3
4
5
6

7 X 2.34 2.34
8 X 0.60 0.60
9 X 0.60 0.60

10

11

12
X 7.34 7.34

13
14
15 X 3.71 3.71
16
17
18
19

20
x 5.17 5.17

21 34.02 34.02

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

 Mark 
One

Paper:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270Facility Name: CENTRAL COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

NM RECYCLING, ALBUQUERQUE RECYCLING

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL
ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL
ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Sent Off-Site to be:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

General Comments: LINE 33, ON RECYCLING PAGE IS SINGLE STREAM RECYCLING

$5.00/YARD

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

Name of Facility: CENTRAL COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY, 
DAVE SCRIVNER

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 



 I.  2014 General Information Form

0130192CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

EAST AVENUE & SECOND STREET, DURAN, NM

505-384-4270

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name DURAN COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 12.77 12.77
2

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14
15
16

17

18

19

20 12.77 12.77

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 
Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270

0130192CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

Facility Name: DURAN COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

0130192CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1
2
3
4
5
6

7
8
9

10

11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Sent Off-Site to be:

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270Facility Name: DURAN COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

 Mark 
One

Paper:

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY

Name of Facility: DURAN COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

General Comments:



 I.  2014 General Information Form

0130463CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

8636-A HWY-55, TAJIQUE NM

505-384-4270

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name TAJIQUE COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 281.28 281.28
2 X 1.96 1.96

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14 X 0.55 0.55
15 X 1.02 1.02
16

17 X 0.10 0.10

18

19

20 284.91 284.91

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 
Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used 

THERMO-FLUIDS

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

PUEBLO METALS RECYCLING

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270

0130463CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

Facility Name: TAJIQUE COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1
2 X 6.94 6.94
3
4
5
6

7
8
9

10

11

12
X 4.34 4.34

13
14
15 X 2.71 2.71
16
17
18
19

20
X 0.87 0.87

21 14.86 14.86

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Sent Off-Site to be:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270Facility Name: TAJIQUE COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

 Mark 
One

Paper:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY,
DAVE SCRIVNER

Name of Facility: TAJIQUE COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:

$5:00/YARD

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

General Comments: LINE 33, RECYCLING IS SINGLE STREAM RECYCLING



 I.  2014 General Information Form

013061CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name SOUTHERN COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

20330 HWY 60, MOUNTAINAIR, NM

505-384-4270

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 143.01 143.01
2

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14 X 11.31 11.31
15 X 0.51 0.51
16

17 X 0.10 0.10

18

19

20 154.93 154.93

Facility Name: SOUTHERN COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270

013061CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

PUEBLO METALS RECYCLING

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

THERMO-FLUIDS

Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used 

Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

013061CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1 X 2.17 2.17
2 X 12.86 12.86
3
4
5
6

7 X 1.59 1.59
8 X 0.56 0.56
9 X 0.56 0.56

10

11

12
X 5.05 5.05

13
14
15 X 1.35 1.35
16
17
18
19

20
X 2.10 2.10

21 26.24 26.24

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

 Mark 
One

Paper:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270Facility Name: SOUTHERN COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

NM RECYCLING, ALBUQUERQUE RECYCLING

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL
ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL
ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Sent Off-Site to be:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

General Comments: LINE 33, RECYCLING PAGE IS SINGLE STREAM RECYCLING

$5.00/YARD

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

Name of Facility: SOUTHERN COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY,
DAVE SCRIVNER

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 



 I.  2014 General Information Form

013063CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

351 MAILMAN RUN@HWY 55, MOUNTAINAIR, NM

505-384-4270

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name PUNTA DE AGUA COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 161.30 161.30
2

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14 X 0.43 0.43
15 X 0.51 0.51
16

17 X 0.10 0.10

18

19

20 162.34 162.34

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 
Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used 

THERMO-FLUIDS

Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

PUEBLO METALS RECYCLING

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin.Asst. 505-384-4270

013063CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

Facility Name: PUNTA DE AGUA COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

013063CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1
2
3
4
5
6

7
8
9

10

11

12
X 3.70 3.70

13
14
15 X 1.35 1.35
16
17
18
19

20

21 5.05 5.05

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Sent Off-Site to be:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

NM RECYCLING, ALBUQUERQUE RECYCLING

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270Facility Name: PUNTA DE AGUA COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

 Mark 
One

Paper:

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY,
DAVE SCRIVNER

Name of Facility: PUNTA DE AGUA COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:

$5.00/YARD

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

General Comments:



 I.  2014 General Information Form

0130460CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name NORTHERN COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

1588 SALT MISSION TRAIL, MORIARTY, NM

505-384-4270

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 1,749.68 1,749.68
2 X 12.96 12.96

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13 X 144.57 144.57

14 X 33.17 33.17
15 X 3.59 3.59
16 X 0.14 0.14

17 X 0.33 0.33

18

19

20 1,944.44 1,944.44

Facility Name: NORTHERN COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270

0130460CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

PUEBLO METALS RECYCLING

THERMO-FLUIDS

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

THERMO-FLUIDS

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used 

Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

0130460CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1 X 6.61 6.61
2 X 30.97 30.97
3
4
5
6

7 X 6.01 6.01
8 X 2.44 2.44
9 X 2.76 2.76

10

11

12
X 66.44 66.44

13
14
15 X 10.48 10.48
16
17
18
19

20
X 9.46 9.46

21 135.17 135.17

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

 Mark 
One

Paper:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst. 505-384-4270Facility Name: NORTHERN COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

NM RECYCLING, ALBUQUERQUE RECYCLING

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL
ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL
ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Sent Off-Site to be:

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

General Comments: RECYCLING PAGE, LINE 33 IS SINGLE STREAM RECYCLING

$5.00/YARD

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

Name of Facility: NORTHERN COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY
DONALD KELLY

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 



 I.  2014 General Information Form

0130467CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

STATE RD 42 & CNTY RD B110, CEDARVALE NM

505-384-4270

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name CEDARVALE COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 X 23.07 23.07
2

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14
15
16

17

18

19

20 23.07 23.07

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 
Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used Provide Facility Name, City and State

Estancia Valley Regional Landfill

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270

0130467CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

Facility Name: CEDARVALE COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

0130467CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1
2
3
4
5
6

7
8
9

10

11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Sent Off-Site to be:

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270Facility Name: CEDARVALE COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

 Mark 
One

Paper:

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: Transfer Station/Collection

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: Joseph Ellis, Adrianne Luetjens, Scott Guffey

Name of Facility: CEDARVALE COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: Anna Riggs-Eader

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

General Comments:



 I.  2014 General Information Form

0130468CC
County:

Phone 505-384-4270

City:          State: NM 87016

Phone

City State: NM 87016

Phone

City State:

Phone
Contact Person

City State:

Financial Assurance 


Landfills Only

(Years)

Were there any changes in operations that reduced the active life of the landfill by 25% or more?

Summary of Landfill Gas Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

(Acres)
(Acres) (Acres)

(Acres)

Closure and Post-Closure Activity

Provide Landfill Capacity Used during 2014

           Check One:

Check One Box

Provide Remaining Landfill Life    

Date of Closure

(Cubic Yards)
(Cubic Yards)

Summary of Landfill Ground Water Monitoring Results Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet)

Number of acres at current site, not permitted, that could be used for diposal in the future

Summary of Leachate Generated & Treated or Disposed Enclosed (if not explain on Comment Sheet )

Monitoring Results for Open Landfills (and Closed Landfill in Post-Closure Care) 

Capacity Information for Open Landfills  (If not provided- explain on Comment Sheet )

Provide Remaining Landfill Capacity          
(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

(See V. Capacity Worksheet .)

JOSEPH ELLIS

Facility Mailing Address PO BOX 736
ESTANCIA

E-mail Address

Physical Location of Facility (City/County Road)

Contact Person

COUNTY ROAD CO-59

505-384-4270

         Check One:TORRANCE

E-Mail Address

          Zip Code:

Contact Person
Facility Name WAGON WHEEL COLLECTION STATION

joseph@evswa.comJOSEPH ELLIS

Total Acreage with Final Cover Installed (per Closure Plan)

Total Acreage Used for Disposal (as of 12/31/14)
Intermediate Cover Area Seeded

Zip Code:

Land Owner

Mailing Address

ESTANCIA

PO BOX 736

Mailing Address
Contact Person E-mail Address

Mailing Address
Zip Code:

Facility Operator

Facility Owner SAME AS ABOVE

ESTANCIA VALLEY SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY

12/2/2014

Facility Information     January 1-December 31, 2014

joseph@evswa.com

Zip Code:

SAME AS ABOVE
E-mail Address

Permit/Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

  Updated Financial Assurance Attached

  Financial Assurance required but not Attached (Explain on Comment Sheet)

  Financial Assurance not required (Explain on Comment Sheet)

 No 

No Yes

No Yes

No Yes

 Yes (Attach Notification)

 Open Landfill Closed Landfill

 Open Facility  Closed Facility 



II.  2014 Material and Solid Waste Management Form

(c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

(a) (b)

1 x 5.07 5.07
2

3

4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

12

13

14
15
16

17

18

19

20 5.07 5.07

Lead Acid 
Batteries  

Treated, 
Disposed, 
Incinerated

TOTAL TONS

HHW

Regulated 
Asbestos

Brush/Green 
Waste

Other Special 
Waste

Scrap Tires 

Other Sludges

Antifreeze 
Motor Oil 

Other Materials:

MSW

Infectious Waste

Amount of   
In-State 
Material 

Received in 
Tons     

Offal

Bio-Solids 
(Treated Sewage 

Sludge)

Ash

Material Type  
(See Instructions)

Method Waste Origin
Managed On-Site:

Amount       
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons     

Sent to: 

(i)
E

st
im

at
ed

Landfilled 
or Treated

Composted 
or Mulched

Beneficially 
Used Provide Facility Name, City and State

ESTANCIA VALLEY REGIONAL LANDFILL

Other Wastes 

C & D

Industrial Waste

Special Wastes:
Clean Fill

PCS

Sent Off-Site to be:

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270

0130468CC

 
Mark 
One

Recycled, 
Mulched, 

CompostedW
ei

gh
ed Beneficially 

Used 

Facility Name: WAGON WHEEL COLLECTION STATION PRINT Name, Title and Telephone # of 
the Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:  County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

Questions?  
Call 505-771-5982

Landfill Recycling Composting Transfer/Convenience Center



III.  2014 Recyclable Materials Form

0130468CC

(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)

1
2
3
4
5
6

7
8
9

10

11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21

Type of Recyclable

Method Material Origin
Managed On-Site:

Provide Facility Name and City/State

Amount of 
Out-of-State 

Materials 
Received in 

Tons

Amount of 
In-State 
Materials 

Received in 
Tons     

Sent Off-Site to be:

 Beneficially Used 
or Re-used                      

Steel Cans
Glass

(f)

Facility sent to:

 Beneficially Used 

Mixed Paper

W
ei

gh
ed

E
st

im
at

ed
 

Recycled or  
Processed

Plastics

Containers:

Office Paper
Phone Books

Newspaper (ONP)

Chip Board

Mixed Containers

TOTAL

Carpet Padding
Pallets 

Household Items
Textiles/Clothing

Other Plastics
Plastic Films

Other or 
Commingled  

Materials

Electronic Scrap

Aluminum

Anna Riggs-Eader, Admin. Asst.  505-384-4270Facility Name: WAGON WHEEL COLLECTION STATION

County: TORRANCE Permit or Registration #

PRINT Name, Title & Telephone # of                                                                                                                               
Person Completing Form:

Facility Type:

Cardboard (OCC)

 Mark 
One

Paper:

Scrap Metals/     
White Goods

Other Materials:

Questions?
Call  505-771-5982

Landfill Composting Transfer/Convenience CenterRecycling



IV. 2014 Additional Comments Form

MSW: MSW:
Tires: Tires:

Capacity Information not provided because:

Gas Monitoring Results not enclosed because:

Ground Water Monitoring Results not enclosed because: 

Bales:

12/2/2014

Leachate Generation Report not enclosed because:

To Be Completed by Facilities Accepting and Storing Tires:

Financial Assurance not enclosed because: COLLECTION STATION

Number of tires stored onsite at the beginning of 
calendar year (January 1, 2014) :

Passenger Tires:
Truck Tires:

Average Transfer Station  Tipping Fees:

Names of Certified Operators at Facility: JOSEPH ELLIS, ADRIANNE LUETJENS, SCOTT GUFFEY

Name of Facility: WAGON WHEEL COLLECTION STATION
Name of Person completing form: ANNA RIGGS-EADER

Landfill Information Only:

Truck Tires:
Tire Bales:

Passenger Tires:

Average Landfill  Tipping Fees:

Special Waste:

Number of tires stored onsite at the end  of calendar year 
(December 31, 2014) :

General Comments:
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Northern Collection Center 

 
E-Waste and White Goods Storage Bins 
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Two 40 yard Bulk Waste Disposal Bins 

 

 
30 Yard Waste Compactor 
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Scrap Metal and Tire Storage Bins 

 
Oil Storage Facility 
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Central Collection Station 
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30 Yard Roll Off Containers at the top of ramp for bulky items 

 

  
Tire Storage Container; tires from other collection centers except Northern are stored here till 
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30 Yard Compactor for Municipal Solid Waste 

 

 
Oil Storage Shed 
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Cedervale Collection Center – Unmanned and open 7 days per week
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Hills & Valleys Collection Center 
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40 Yard Bulk Waste Disposal Bin 

 
White Goods and Tire Storage Area 
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Ash Storage Bin and Attendant Shed 
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Tajique Collection Center 

 

 
  

Tajque Collection Center Entrance with attendant shed 
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30 Yard Compactor for Municipal Solid Waste 

  

 
40 Yard Roll Off Container for Bulking Items 
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Ash and tire storage containers 

  
Single Source Recyling Container 
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Battery and Oil Storage Shed 
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Punta De Agua Collection Station Entrance with Attendant Shed and  

Oil/Battery Storage Shed 
 

   
Elevated ramp between two roll off containers for waste disposal 
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E-Waste Storage Bin 

  
Tire storage bin and white goods storage area 
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Ash storage bins 
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Southern (Mountainair) Collection Center

 
Covered 40 Yard Roll Off for bulky items 
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30 Yard Compactor for Municipa 

 
“Single Recycling Waste” Storage Container 
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Single Stream Recycling Sign and Amount of Recycling Waste Collected 

  
E-Waste Storage Roll off Container 
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Battery and Oil Storage Shed 

 

   
Collection Center Attendant Shed  
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