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Transfer Station Tip Floor

* Area: 71,230 sf
* North Area: 46,200sf
* South Area: 25,030 sf
* Builtin 1983

* Depth of reinforcing steel (concrete
cover) is 1.5 inches

* Modern designs typically provide 4
inches of cover

|
Figure 2-1. Floor Plan.
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Surveyed over four

Surveying consecutive weekends
in October 2025.




Heat Map

e Green, blue, and purple areas:

* Elevationsthat are lower than

design elevation
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Figure 4-1. Heat Map of Cut and Fill Areas of Transfer Station facility.
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Condition
 North Area: Poor and Very Poor condition (CR of 4 to 5)

Ratlng  South Area: Fair condition (CR of 3)

Table 3-1. Condition Rating System.

I T T A S

Very Good 100% of EUL New or Very Good Condition
2 Good 75% of EUL Minor Defects Only
3 Fair 50% of EUL Moderate Deterioration (does not require immediate action)
4 Poor 25% of EUL Significant Deterioration (requires immediate action)
5 Very Poor 5% of EUL Virtually Unserviceable
0 Nonexistent - Asset Abandoned or No Longer Exists

CR = Condition Rating, EUL = Estimated Useful Life, RUL = Remaining Useful Life
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Repair Approaches

Potential to receive elevated
pricing based on size(s) of repair
projects

e Phased approach could result in

PIEEEE EppTeaE (PRTEiiing Be higher costs over the long term

needed)

e Phased approach could result in
uneven surfaces at repair edges,
resulting in operational
challenges

e Significant operational impact

e Largest capital cost to

Entire floor resurfacing approach TpSmERE,

e Changes to programs and related
equipment may require further .

repairs at a later time ink
waste
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Final Recommendation

Prioritize North Area
e Phases1-3
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Phases 1-3 noted above 2026 - 2027 $2.5M
O2E floor design for tipping 2027 - 2028 $0.5M
areas drainage around new

operations

MRF tipping floor high wear 2027 $1.5M

areas (not a part of the
Transfer Station floor but
included for financial planning

purposes)
Full North area resurfacing 2029 - 2032 (2) $5.6M
South area resurfacing 2031 - 2034 (3) $2.8M

Additional repairs as needed 2036 - 2042 for the north area  $2 to 3M every two to four
to both north and south areas 2038 - 2044 for the south area  years

MNotes:

(4)

Please note that the estimate of costs are based on 2026 dollars and current market
conditions and are not adjusted for inflation or other cost increases in the future. These costs
are likely to change aver time.

Within 3 to 5 years following initial Phased repairs, the O2E program has been resolved and
as conditions in the north area are shown to require repairs.

Within approximately 5 to 8 years or when conditions indicate the need for repairs in the
south area.

After resurfacing of the respective areas, and when conditions begin to reveal repairs are

necessary. @t
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Thank You! A

Name
Joanne Nghiem

TOWILL

SURVEYING | MAPPING | GIS

Email
jnghiem@rethinkwaste.org

@ Website
RethinkWaste.org
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