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aste Generation

Generated
Tonnage (TPY)

2008
Commercial MSW [ 71.852

s

Non-Haz‘é‘t‘rdous
Industrial
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Vaste Generation

Assumes no increa generation rates
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Summary 2007
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Legend
Waste Management Facilities
C & D Landfill Facilities

EXi Stl n g FaCI I iti eS C & D Processing Facilities

MSW Landfill

In Planning Unit

Yard Waste Compost Facilities

l:] Planning Unit Communities

Guilderland Transfer Station
@ .
5]

Knox Transfer Station
Albany DGS Yard YdAlbany DPW
C&D Landfill

Waste Compost Facility &

Waste Management EW/
Waste Management POA

BBC Aggregate Recycling A

2 WM Biers Inc I @ E£ast Greenbush

Berne Transfer Station Transfer Station

Bethlehem' Compost Facility

Bethlehem Rupert Road
Ao

Westerlo Transfer Station

Rensselaerville




Other Existing Facilities
used by the Planning Unit

County Waste & Recycling

MSW Landfill
Transfer Stations

A

A

|

®

* Yard Waste Compost Facilities
]

Waste Management Facilities
C & D Landfil Facilities

C & D Processing Facilities

Planning Linit Communitics

Services Recycling Facility

Oe

Jackson Demolition Service

(A}

Schenectady Transfer Station
Santoro C&D * H%

A (A

Accurate Disposal BFI Runway Ave
Waste T.S

‘\0 o

Watervliet HMA (Callahan Industries)

Troy Transfer LLC

Callahan - Ravena Facility

(A

EACO-B3 @




Waste Received NYSDEC 20
From Albany County
2006 '
I- ﬁ

0 osal Summary




Proven Alternative

Dual Str
Single Strearr
Mixed MSW!
SSOW COmfj

Capital Region Solid Waste Management Plan Steering Committee




Dual Stream Recyclables

parate all recyclable paper
iInto one container and all recyclable
metal, glass, and plastic (MGP) bottles
) another container.

r collection have
S to prevent the mixing
VIGP recyclables.

ach stream of
 iIndependently.
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Advantages

In Albany area

s are accustomed to
N separation
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Disadvantages

g required

» Collectio
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Local Dual Stream
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Single Stream Recyclables

_le container, usually a
r wheeled container
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Advantages

quires less sorting by

partici
encou
articl

pants, thereby
raging higher

pation and

ersion rates

llection efﬁmency

|t|onal NECHES
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- Disadvantages

« |nitial ca arts for residents,
cles, u ated recycling
rograms

. Possible increase
processing
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Case Study:
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94,000 squ Ingle-stream facility

Re-opened
the existing \

Cost $11 million t

Capital Region Solid Waste Management Plan Steering Committee




Mixed Municipal Solid Waste
W) Composting

Biodegradabl
processed |

Compost products can be &
used as agricultural fertilizer. ﬂa@t“
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Advantages

cial use of compost

2duced g ouse gas
“ISSIOnS and visual
impacts (no stacks)
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Disadvantages

ocessing

. Residual p s can diminish

guality of co

» Marketability of ¢
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= Case Study:
are County, NY
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= One of 13 MSW composting facilities in
U.S. and the

o Inltlate

‘construction work,
| installed all processing

County highway V
including roads, septl rm water systems,
and building pad

Capital Region Solid Waste Management Plan Steering Committee




lid Waste funds

illion ($32 per ton);
includes staff lintenance & repair,
compost testing ) and professional servic
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Source Separated Organic
OW) Composting

Is such as food
ced in a separate
ially a “green bin”) for

ated with yard waste
programs.

mpost products that can
agricultural fertilizer.

Capital Region Solid Waste Management Plan Steering Committee




Advantages

 Produce mpost products

. Participatid rators, or by only

major genera S restaurants,
supermarkets itutions, etc.

Capital Region Solid Waste Management Plan Steering Committee




Disadvantages

separation effort

. Storage a
odorous a

* May require ad
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SSOW Composting
New York State

ty that collects
5 Including Ithaca
College dining fa ] the Ithaca
Farmer’s Market .

Compost products are bag
or can be purchased in bulk
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Case Study:
Former

pital Compost _
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Constructed |

Facility p el separate organic material
such as fo m MSW on site for
compostin |

for landfill dis =

Facility was unable
and was forced to
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Waste to Energy (WTE) Facility

processed at high

ures in an oxygen-rich
nt, essentially incinerating
»wwste*, ,

IS produced and used to
;urblnes which in turn can
t r;el‘ectrluty

gas generation.

Jyproducts are non-hazardous,
and can be used as an alternative
daily cover at landfills.
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Advantages

» Electri
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Disadvantages

emissions,

emissions are

extremely

. Stacks can hav
Impacts

Capital Region Solid Waste Management Plan Steering Committee




WTE Facilities in New York State

« 10 active { as of July 2008

- 3.8 million tons of MSW processed to
generate

— Dutchess County R
Poughkeepsie, NY
— Onondaga County Resour

Capital Region Solid Waste Management Plan Steering Committee




 )Case Study:
1daga County

rce Recovery
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Processed 350,000 tons of MSW in 2007 and generated
enough electricity to supply 2! OOO homes.

Facility operation

revenue). This v

maintenance and o

byproducts and byp als as weII as debt se
on the facility. i

Average cost of $76.68/ton to ¢ ating expenses.
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Recent Feasibility Study by Oneida
olid Waste Authority

stream 233,599 TPY.

to $61 per ton due to flxed osts for landfill
operations and debt service.
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