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Last year was a year of positive change, 
of stepping into new territory and 
moving toward our vision of being a 

world leader in local waste disposal and re-
cycling solutions.

To get closer to that vision, OCRRA want-
ed to better understand the community and 
their recycling behaviors and viewpoints. 
Opinion Works of Annapolis, MD was con-
tracted to perform a telephone survey ask-
ing the community to provide us with their 
feedback. The survey unearthed some use-
ful information including:
■ there is an almost universal awareness 

of what items should be recycled in On-
ondaga County

■ people who read OCRRA’s quarterly 
newsletter or visit www.OCRRA.org are 
more aware of and recycle more than 
people who do not

■ of the people who work in Onondaga 
County, only 7% report they do NOT  
recycle at work

Much of the data obtained by the survey 
is helping OCRRA get the recycling message 
to the masses. To see more of the research, 
visit www.OCRRA.org/about_surveys.asp 

Throughout most of 2008, OCRRA reaped 
a minor windfall due to the increased sale 
prices of recycled metal and electricity gen-
erated at the Waste-to-Energy Facility. To 
pass this good fortune on to the commu-
nity, OCRRA’s Board of Directors reduced 
many drop-off fees by 50% or more at the 
Rock Cut Road and Ley Creek Transfer Sta-
tions, as well as the Jamesville and Amboy 
Compost Sites. 

Fees impacted included construction 
and demolition material, flat rate, and envi-
ronmental surcharges for items like refrig-
erants, microwaves, and tires. Various com-
mercial and municipal compost drop-off 
fees were also affected.

These fee cuts amounted to some 
$500,000 being pumped back into the local 
economy.

Part of the aforementioned windfall, also 
allowed OCRRA to award the City of Syra-
cuse a grant of $220,000 for the purchase of 
a compressed natural gas recycling truck. 
This truck will make recycling collection less 
labor intensive for City workers and reduce 
carbon emissions. The City agreed to collect 
data on how the truck and fuel performs in 
the upstate New York climate. Hopes run 
high that the data will provide useful info 
for OCRRA, local haulers, or other cities with 
cold climates looking for a diesel alterna-
tive truck fleet.

OCRRA’s Greenhouse Gas Committee is 
most interested in this data as it dovetails 
with the research they are currently con-
ducting on OCRRA’s operations and carbon 
emissions. OCRRA recognizes the environ-
mental responsibility to analyze, and con-
tinue to reduce our greenhouse gas out-
put. The Committee is vigorously working 
on identifying sources, benchmarking, and 
setting goals at this time. 

The OCRRA Board underwent structural 
changes in 2008; two vacancies were filled. 
Donald Lawless and Dr. Rachel May were 
welcomed to the Board of Directors, both 
will serve a three-year, volunteer term and 
bring years of environmental experience to 
our group. We look forward to their contri-
butions.

OCRRA as a whole is aware of the envi-
ronmental issues ahead of us. We accept the 
accountability of preparing for change and 
look forward to improvements along the 
way, which will take us even closer to our 
vision of being a world leader in our field, 
and making our community one of the best 
places to live and work.     

Mark Donnelly
OCRRA Chairperson 
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Tom Rhoads
Executive Director

Frequently, OCRRA presents on its inte-
grated solid waste management pro-
gram. In 2008 it was offered as an ex-

ample of the ideal program for others in New 
York State. A bit tongue in cheek, it was sug-
gested our motivator is FEAR:

F– Fundamentals (flow control & safety)
E– Education
A– Accountability 
R– Reduction, Recycling &  
 Recovery of Energy
While national recognition is embraced in 

OCRRA’s vision, that recognition demands op-
erational concentration from the entire team. 
Thankfully, the Board and staff at OCRRA rose 
to the challenges of 2008.

During 2008, OCRRA continued its funda-
mental mission, via flow control, to return 
benefits to member municipalities. To this 
point, the Board Chairman describes our tip-
ping fee sale and its positive impact on local 
economic and municipal programs. Last year’s 
safety fundamentals were also excellent and 
are conveyed later in this report.

The Board wisely repeated its strong invest-
ment in public education in 2008; not only in 
ad placements and digital content, but also 
in public opinion research relating to these 
educational efforts. This endeavor was lead 
by Kristen Lawton who quickly assumed the 
responsibilities handed off when OCRRA’s 
long-time Public Information Officer, Andy 
Brigham, retired. Education is also inherent 
in one of OCRRA’s strategic goals. The  re-
doubling of recycling efforts in all Onondaga 
County schools is discussed later in this an-
nual report as well.

Nothing amplifies the need for accountabil-
ity more than dynamic market forces. 2008 
was exceptional in that regard. In the first 
eight months of the year new heights were es-
tablished in prices for recovered paper, metal, 
and energy.  In the last four months of 2008, 

markets dropped dramatically. For some recy-
clables the markets in late 2008 reached their 
lowest point in decades. The market condi-
tions were a painful twist for the program; 
yet even through the difficult months, OCRRA 
performed well.

In its eighteenth year of operation, OCRRA’s 
recycling results were again excellent. One 
noteworthy program related to recycling ser-
vice was OCRRA’s participation in the Youth 
Day Barbecue. The barbecue was much more 
than food. It was a nationally recognized event 
that empowed youth to stay in school by pro-
viding school supplies necessary for success. 
OCRRA distributed thousands of blue bins at 
the event. The recycling instructions that were 
tucked in the bins functioned as an educa-
tional tool and as a reminder to help improve 
the environment for future generations.

2008 brought to completion the Waste-to-
Energy Facility’s fourteenth year of safe, reli-
able operation. By recovering energy from the 
non-recyclable trash, global climate change 
impacts of methane generation in landfills 
are reduced. OCRRA’s newest manager, Agen-
cy Engineer, Amy Lawrence, very capably de-
scribes plant operations, including the new 
non-ferrous recovery and recycling system 
implemented last year, later in this report.

2008 will be notable for its historic circum-
stances, including the election of the first 
black U.S. President which inspired hope and 
enthusiasm in so very many Americans. And 
although the challenges of a global financial 
crisis have forced all of us to step up to ad-
ditional responsibilities, at OCRRA we remain 
faithful to FEAR–Fundamentals like great 
safety and flow control of the materials we 
manage; Education in recycling and reduc-
tion; individual and program Accountability 
to achieve in these dynamic times; and Re-
cycling and Recovery of resources from the 
trash.

Report From the Executive Director
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Volunteer  
Board of Directors

Jake Barrett
OCRRA Vice Chairperson

Governance Committee Chairperson
Asset Manager

Catholic Charities of Onondaga County

Albert J. Antelmi
Insurance Broker 

Antelmi, Fusco, & Cazzola 

Dereth B. Glance 
Recycling Committee Chairperson

Executive Program Director
Citizen’s Campaign for  

the Environment

Jonathan Y. Kelley 
Operations Committee Chairperson  

President 
Velasko Concepts, Inc.

Mark Donnelly 
OCRRA Chairperson

Facilities and Contract Manager
Carrier Corporation

Ravi Raman, P.E. 
OCRRA Treasurer 

President 
RAM-TECH Engineers, P.C.

Donald J. Hughes, P.E., Ph.D.
Senior Scientist 

Onondaga Environmental Institute
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Robert Ripberger
Carrier Corporation
(retired)

Gwendolyn Raeford 
Science Teacher  
G.W. Fowler High School 

Mark Wilder, CPG
Hydrogeologist/Geoscience Manager 
Environmental Products & Services 
of Vermont, Inc.  

Rachel May, Ph.D.
Greenhouse Gas Committee  
Chairperson
Director of the Office of Environment
and Society
ESF and Syracuse University

Anthony Mangano 
Administration Committee 
Chairperson 
Vice President  
Syramada Hotel Corporation 

Volunteer  
Board of Directors

Donald J. Lawless
Onondaga County 
(retired)

Gary Lavine, Esq.
Audit Committee Chairperson 
Attorney at Law
Green & Seifter Attorneys, PLLC



In 2008, OCRRA’s recycling program continued to 
implement innovative environmental programs 
aimed at achieving OCRRA’s vision, which is to 

earn recognition as a world leader in local waste dis-
posal and recycling solutions by 2010. These efforts 
included:
• Launching a food waste composting pilot project 

that could serve as a model for communities across 
New York State.

• Recycling over 480,000 pounds of old computers, 
televisions, and other electronic waste materials. 

• Implementing the School Recycling Pledge; a com-
munity-wide program to inspire students, teachers, 
custodians, and administrators in over 150 local 
schools to work together as a team and reach out-
standing levels of recycling and waste reduction.

OCRRA Launches Food Waste Pilot Project 
OCRRA began exploring the feasibility of compost-

ing institutional and commercial food waste through 
a pilot project at its Amboy Compost Site in 2008. 

GOAL: Compost thousands of yards of food waste 
from groceries, hotels, restaurants, hospitals, and 
schools by 2015. Achieving this goal would yield sig-
nificant environmental benefits: 

• Eliminate the need to dispose of thousands of tons 
of organic waste

• Reduce greenhouse gases
• Create a value-added product that, as a soil amend-

ment, reduces the need for water, fertilizers, and 
pesticides.
OCRRA’s pilot project utilizes an aerated static com-

post pile method. The system’s blowers and perforat-
ed pipes inject air into a mix of food waste and yard 
waste. The added oxygen turbo charges the decom-
position process, greatly reducing the time required 
to break down the organic material into a dark, rich 
soil amendment.

One of the main sources of food waste for the pi-
lot project is Wegmans supermarket in Dewitt, New 
York. Jason Wadsworth, Sustainability Specialist for 
Wegmans explains “Wegmans has been recycling 
organic waste such as produce for several years at 
select stores in the Syracuse area. Our limiting fac-
tor has always been availability of those facilities 
and their proximity to our stores. Participation in 
projects like these is a great way to raise awareness 
for composting, so that we can further reduce the 
amount of organics entering the waste stream.”  
Recycling Operations Manager Greg Gelewski  

Rachel Netzband of Syracuse visits OCRRA’s Community Collection 
Center to drop off her old computer monitor for recycling. Electronics 
collected here are dismantled and recycled by Maven Technologies. 

Students at Van Buren Elementary School 
proclaim their commitment to recycling by 
signing OCRRA’s School Pledge poster.
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oversees OCRRA’s Food Waste Pilot Project. He stated 
that “This project stretches the boundaries of how 
a community meets the need to manage its waste 
materials in a cost-effective, environmentally sound 
manner.” He added that “The pilot compost system 
relies upon proven technology, protects the environ-
ment, and is very efficient; it could serve as an ideal 
waste reduction model for other communities across 
New York State.”

To learn more, please visit www.OCRRA.org/ 
yardwaste_food.asp

Over 480,000 Pounds of Electronics Recycled
Throughout 2008, OCRRA collected obsolete com-

puters, old TVs, and other household electronics from 
thousands of residents at OCRRA’s Community Collec-
tion Center. Electronic waste is sent to Maven Tech-
nologies in Rochester, New York, where components 
are deconstructed, containerized, and shipped to pro-
cessors for recycling plastics, metals, and glass.

Over 481,900 pounds of electronics were collected 
and recycled in 2008. Since starting the collection ef-
fort in 2002, OCRRA has kept over two million pounds 
of e-waste out of the waste stream. These materials 
can be laden with heavy metals, including lead, cad-

mium, and mercury; recycling these consumer prod-
ucts helps keep our environment clean and safe for 
future generations.

 
OCRRA’s School Recycling Pledge: inspiring stu-
dents, teachers, custodians and administrators to 
reach outstanding levels of recycling

“We have signed the pledge … I think this has been 
one of the best ideas in a while!”

“We are making a concerted effort to recycle as part 
of Character Education and showing respect for our 
environment.”

“I see kids passing trash cans and waiting till they 
get near a recycling station to recycle instead of 
throwing away something.”

These are just some of the comments from school 
personnel in the wake of signing on to OCRRA’s 
School Recycling Pledge program. Schools are one of 
the largest generators of paper. Through the Pledge, 
OCRRA is helping schools reduce their waste and aim 
for recycling excellence. To learn more, please visit 
www.OCRRA.org/recycling_school_pledge.asp

Compost consultant Peter Moon, and OCRRA employees Tom Ferguson and Greg Gelewski stand in front of the newly 
renovated Amboy building. They are in the midst of installing a motor and piping system, which make up the initial stages 
of OCRRA’s food waste composting pilot project at the Amboy Compost Site.
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In 2008, Transfer Operations continued to achieve 
its goals of safe and efficient operations at our Ley 
Creek and Rock Cut Road Transfer Stations while 

maintaining excellent customer service, in accordance 
with our Mission Statement. 

Our drivers traveled nearly 604,000 miles trans-
porting ash residue and by-pass material to an out of 
county landfill, processible material to the Waste-to-
Energy Facility (WTE) and recovered metal and cor-
rugated cardboard to appropriate recycling facilities. 
Customer comments continue to be favorable and in-
creased utilization of the Rock Cut Road Transfer Sta-
tion, by homeowners and small users, as well as the 
continuation of the popular flat rate system at both 
transfer stations has contributed to less waiting time 
and better overall service to all of our customers. 

OCRRA’s Safety Officer, the Safety Committee, and 
all our employees worked hard to make 2008 another 

extremely safe year for operations. There were a total 
of 22 accidents recorded in 2008. Only four accidents 
resulted in lost time, for a total of nine days. This is ex-
ceptional considering the nature of the solid waste 
industry and the dangers inherent in performing this 
necessary public service. Continuous safety training, 
both in-house and contracted training funded by a 
Hazard Abatement Board Grant has led to an increase 
in safety awareness throughout all of OCRRA. This has 
undoubtedly contributed to the safety of our work-
force and customers. The goal is zero accidents and 
zero lost time.

In recognition of our outstanding program, OCRRA’s 
Safety Officer was appointed to the PERMA (Workers 
Compensation Insurance Carrier) statewide Safety 
Advisory Committee. OCRRA was also the recipient of 
a Statewide Safety Award from PERMA in recognition 
of our efforts to improve safety in our organization.

Transfer Operations 
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Ley Creek Transfer Station:
Construction and Demolition Debris (C&D) and out-

sized Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) was received and 
processed at the Ley Creek Transfer Station in 2008. 
The total intake was 107,638 tons. This material was 
processed and separated by the transfer station work-
ers for delivery to several facilities. The WTE Facility 
received 92,274 tons of material from Ley Creek. In 
addition, 2,738 tons of scrap metal and corrugated 
cardboard were recovered and recycled. 2,396 items 
containing CFC refrigerant were removed from the 
waste stream. A contractor extracted the CFC refriger-
ant in accordance with EPA and DEC regulations for 
recycling, and the metal shells were sent to a scrap 
metal recycler. In addition, 3,378 microwave ovens 
were recovered from the waste stream and recycled 
by an approved vendor. By-pass waste was transport-
ed to an out of county landfill. 

The number of customer vehicles served at Ley 
Creek was 71,971 including 31,424 flat rate customers; 
this equates to 44% of all traffic at the Ley Creek Trans-
fer Station. The huge success of the flat rate system 
allows all customers to move in and out of the trans-
fer stations in a minimum amount of time while main-
taining a high level of customer service and safety.

Rock Cut Road Transfer Station:
The increased utilization of the Rock Cut Road Trans-

fer Station by homeowners and other small users has 
diverted traffic from the Ley Creek Transfer Station. 
This has resulted in improved turn around times and 
customer service for all of our customers. The materi-
als recovered from the Rock Cut Road Transfer Station 
in 2008 included 598 items containing CFC refriger-
ant, 251 tons of scrap metal, 845 microwave ovens, 
and 194 tons of corrugated cardboard, in addition to 

Nick Andriatch, one of OCRRA’s Heavy Equipment Mechanics conducts a scheduled service on an OCRRA vehicle at the 
Rock Cut Road Transfer Station in Jamesville.
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all of the recyclable materials that are collected in the roll-
off recycling containers.

Following testing and customer surveys in 2006, the 
flat rate payment system was phased into operations at 
the Rock Cut Road Transfer Station during 2007. Customer 
comments have been overwhelmingly favorable. The insti-
tution of this system in combination with some improve-
ments to the physical plant and roadway structure have 
served to speed the tempo of operations while maintain-
ing safety at this transfer station, all while serving 12,514 
flat rate customer vehicles, an increase of 1,225 vehicles 
over 2008. This is in addition to approximately 25,000 bag 
sticker and recycling only customer vehicles that were 
safely and efficiently served during the year.

OCRRA’s maintenance shop is housed at Rock Cut Road 
Transfer Station and is the base for our fleet of ash trans-
port dump trucks. During 2008, OCRRA drivers transport-
ed 88,417 tons of ash residue from the WTE Facility to an 
out of county landfill. 

 

At OCRRA’s Ley Creek Transfer station a trash  
compactor is used to process C&D material. By 
compacting the material OCRRA minimizes the 
number of loads it hauls for final disposal which saves 
fuel and minimizes greenhouse gas emissions.

OCRRA employee Wayne Goodell pauses before entering a skid 
steer loader which is used to move metal, corrugated cardboard, 
and other large materials at the Ley Creek Transfer Station.

Luis Maldonado operates a Komatsu 450 loader at the 
Ley Creek Transfer Station in Liverpool. This loader is 
used to move sorted materials to the proper areas for 
compaction and loading into transfer trailers.



Energy from Waste

OCRRA is faced with choices about how to handle 
the solid waste generated within our county. For 
recyclable materials the optimal choice is clear–

those materials go to local materials recovery facilities 
(MRFs) where the recyclables are sorted and prepared 
for manufacturing markets. For hazardous materials, the 
optimal choice is also clear; hazardous materials should 
be removed from the waste stream and properly man-
aged. But the decision about what to do with the re-
sidual trash, that is, the non-hazardous, non-recyclable 
trash that still remains after strong recycling rates, is less 
straightforward. 

In the late 1980s and early 1990s, OCRRA carefully 
evaluated the alternatives for managing the residual, 
non-hazardous, non-recyclable trash. The alternatives 
considered back then are the same alternatives that ex-
ist today, landfilling and waste-to-energy (WTE). Neither  
is without environmental impacts. In abiding by OCRRA’s 
Mission to provide the community with environmental-
ly sound, highly efficient, safe, and innovative solutions, 
OCRRA embarked on the construction of a $148 million 
Waste-to-Energy Facility; in 1995 it became operational.

The Onondaga County Waste-to-Energy Facility, uses 
a mass burn combustion system that safely and effi-
ciently converts non-hazardous, non-recyclable solid 

waste into electricity that is sold to National Grid. The 
facility also recovers ferrous metals, and beginning in 
2008, non-ferrous metals, for recycling. The by-prod-
uct of the combustion process is a non-hazardous ash 
residue, which is about 10% of the original volume, and 
25% of the original weight, of the trash processed at the 
facility. The ash residue, greatly reduced in size in com-
parison to the original trash, is then sent to a landfill for 
final disposal. 

Incorporated into the design of the facility is an air 
pollution control system, which helps the facility comply 
with one of the strictest air permits in the nation, meet-
ing federal and state emissions requirements. Emissions 
from the facility are carefully monitored through con-
tinuous emissions monitors (CEMs) and annual stack 
testing.

2008: Waste-to-Energy by the Numbers
2008 marked the WTE Facility’s fourteenth year of op-

eration. In 2008, it processed 348,263 tons of non-haz-
ardous, non-recyclable trash (enough to overfill the Syr-
acuse Carrier Dome) and, in doing so, generated 252,149 
MWh, enough electricity to power 36,580 homes, as well 
as the facility itself. The facility’s metal recovery systems 
recovered 12,000 tons of metal for recycling, an increase 
of 10-20% over the previous year. The facility generated 
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The Waste-to-Energy Facility located off Route 481 in Jamesville, is where Onondaga County’s non-recyclable trash is 
converted into energy; proceeds from the energy sale help fund OCRRA’s recycling programs.
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about 88,706 tons of non-hazardous ash; exactly 25% of 
the initial weight of the trash processed. Lastly, by send-
ing the non-recyclable trash to the WTE Facility, rather 
than directly to a landfill, greenhouse gas emissions 
were avoided. As a general rule of thumb, approximately 
1 ton of trash processed prevents 1 ton of carbon diox-
ide emissions. This is due to the prevention of methane 
emissions from landfills, as well as the displacement of 
electricity that would have otherwise been generated 
using fossil fuels and the recovery of metals for recy-
cling. So, in 2008, the WTE Facility avoided 348,263 tons 
of carbon dioxide emissions, which is the equivalent of 
taking almost 58,000 passenger vehicles off the road.

The 2008 annual stack testing indicated that the facil-
ity is still performing strongly. With the exception of zinc, 
all parameters met the corresponding air permit limits. 
The zinc result was well below the acceptable level con-
tained in the Health Risk Assessment (HRA) for the facil-
ity (approximately 10% of the acceptable HRA level). 

In 2008, Onondaga County’s WTE Facility was named 
as one of the top five renewable energy plants in the 
world by Power magazine. It was also named Large Solid 
Waste Combustion Facility of the Year by the American 
Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME).
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Constituent Pass or Fail

Cadmium 0.35 mg/L Pass

Lead 1.175 mg/L Pass

Constituent Pass or Fail

Cadmium 0.32 mg/L Pass

Lead 0.5 mg/L Pass

Ash residue does NOT exhibit a hazardous characteristic. As such,
it should continue to be managed as a non-hazardous solid waste.

1 mg/L

5 mg/L

Semi-Annual Test Results - December 2008

Test Result

Semi-Annual Test Results - May 2008

Test Result Permit Limit

Permit Limit

Conclusions

1 mg/L

5 mg/L

2008 ASH RESIDUE 
CHARACTERIZATION TEST RESULTS

This photo shows the Waste-to-Energy 
facility’s air pollution control devices 
(including scrubbers, which neutralize acid 
gases and control mercury), and baghouses, 
(which remove particulate matter) as well 
as the continuous emission monitoring 
system (CEMS).



CONSTITUENT Permit Limit
2

Pass/Fail?

Unit 1 Unit 2 Unit 3

Cadmium (mg/dscm @ 7% O2) 1.09E-03 1.05E-03 < 8.68E-04 4.00E-02 P

Cadmium (lb/hr) 1.70E-04 1.88E-04 < 1.34E-04 1.90E-03 P
Carbon Monoxide (lb/hr) 1.30E+00 7.30E-01 7.10E-01 8.04E+00 P
Dioxins/Furans (ng/dscm @ 7% O2) 1.41E+00 9.83E-01 9.07E-01 3.00E+01 P

Hydrogen Chloride (ppmdv @ 7% O2) 4.50E+00 8.27E-01 3.55E+00 2.50E+01 P

Hydrogen Chloride (lb/hr) 1.06E+00 2.23E-01 8.58E-01 5.24E+00 P
Hydrogen Chloride Removal Efficiency (%) 99.4 99.9 99.5 >=95 P
Lead (mg/dscm @ 7% O2) 5.19E-02 2.97E-02 5.10E-03 4.40E-01 P

Lead (lb/hr) 8.08E-03 5.31E-03 7.82E-04 3.81E-02 P
Mercury (lb/hr) 2.10E-04 2.27E-04 2.04E-04 1.20E-02 P
Nitrogen Oxides (lb/hr) 5.31E+01 5.34E+01 5.18E+01 5.80E+01 P
Particulates (gr/dscf @ 7% O2) 1.57E-03 1.60E-03 1.55E-03 1.00E-02 P

PM10
3 (gr/dscf @ 7% O2) 1.57E-03 1.60E-03 1.55E-03 1.00E-02 P

PM10
3 (lb/hr) 5.62E-01 6.06E-01 5.43E-01 3.16E+00 P

Sulfur Dioxide (lb/hr) 3.30E-01 2.50E-01 4.12E+00 1.62E+01 P

Ammonia (ppmdv @ 7% O2) 2.12E+00 < 7.38E-01 < 8.48E-01 5.00E+01 P

Ammonia (lb/hr) 2.33E-01 < 9.30E-02 < 9.60E-02 4.88E+00 P
Dioxins/Furans-2,3,7,8 TCDD TEQ (ng/dscm @ 7% O2) 2.09E-02 1.66E-02 1.46E-02 4.00E-01 P

Dioxins/Furans-2,3,7,8 TCDD TEQ (lb/hr) 3.20E-09 2.55E-09 2.22E-09 1.29E-07 P
Mercury (µg/dscm @ 7% O2) 1.34E+00 1.27E+00 1.32E+00 2.80E+01 P

Mercury Removal Efficiency (%) 98.8 99.4 98.3 >=85 P

Arsenic (lb/hr) 1.76E-04 8.88E-05 2.27E-04 7.80E-04 P
Beryllium (lb/hr) < 4.99E-06 < 7.26E-06 < 6.70E-06 1.15E-05 P

Hydrogen Fluoride4 (lb/hr) < 1.98E-02 < 2.50E-02 < 1.94E-02 1.65E-01 P
VOCs - Total Hydrocarbons (ppmdv @ 7% O2) 1.8E+00 2.8E+00 2.1E+00 3.00E+01 P

VOCs - Total Hydrocarbons (lb/hr) 1.9E-01 2.9E-01 2.2E-01 2.76E+00 P

Chromium (lb/hr) 1.02E-03 1.13E-03 3.32E-04 1.93E-03 P
Copper (lb/hr) 1.10E-03 9.52E-04 3.79E-04 4.00E-03 P
Formaldahyde (µg/dscm @ 7% O2) < 1.46E+01 < 1.60E+01 < 1.45E+01 5.00E+01 P

Hexavalent Chromium - Cr+6 5(lb/hr) 1.51E-04 1.34E-04 1.24E-04 3.00E-04 P
Manganese (lb/hr) 1.55E-03 2.21E-03 1.80E-03 2.30E-02 P
Nickel (lb/hr) 1.06E-03 7.84E-04 4.18E-04 4.00E-03 P

PAHs6 (µg/dscm @ 7% O2) < 2.89E-01 < 3.57E-01 < 1.98E-01 1.00E+00 P

PAHs6 (lb/hr) < 4.51E-05 < 5.48E-05 < 3.04E-05 1.40E-04 P
PCBs (µg/dscm @ 7% O2) < 7.06E-03 < 5.96E-03 < 1.28E-02 5.30E-02 P

Vanadium (lb/hr) < 9.98E-05 < 3.13E-05 < 1.34E-04 6.00E-04 P

Zinc 7 (lb/hr) 1.55E-02 2.22E-02 3.73E-03 1.88E-02 F

NOTES: UNITS:

1 Based on three test runs gr/dscf = grains per dry standard cubic foot

2 NYSDEC Title V Permit Number 7-3142-00028/00009 ppmdv = parts per million dry volume

3 Based on total particulate analysis lb/hr = pounds per hour

4 Based on total fluorides analysis ng/dscm = nanograms per dry standard cubic meter

5 Results are based on 12/2008 retesting (BIF Method 0013) µg/dscm = microgramsper dry standard cubic meter

6 Results do not include naphthalene/naphthalene derivatives mg/dscm = milligrams per dry standard cubic meter

7 Unit 2 results are based on December 2008 retesting event @ 7% O2 = concentration corrected to 7% oxygen

Average Measured Emissions1
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT

Members of the Board
Onondaga County Resource Recovery Agency
North Syracuse, New York

We have audited the accompanying financial statements of the Onondaga County Resource Recovery Agency 
(“OCRRA”) as of and for the years ended December 31, 2008 and 2007 as listed in the table of contents.  These 
financial statements are the responsibility of OCRRA’s management.  Our responsibility is to express an opinion on 
these financial statements based on our audits.

We conducted our audits in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America and 
the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller 
General of the United States.  Those standards require that we plan and perform the audits to obtain reasonable 
assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement.  An audit includes examining, 
on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial statements.  An audit also includes 
assessing the accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the 
overall financial statement presentation.  We believe that our audits provide a reasonable basis for our opinion.

In our opinion, the accompanying statements of net assets and the related statements of revenues, expenses and 
changes in net assets, and cash flows present fairly, in all material respects, the financial position of Onondaga 
County Resource Recovery Agency at December 31, 2008 and 2007, and the results of its operations and its cash 
flows for the years then ended in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of 
America.

In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report dated February 24, 2009, on our 
consideration of OCRRA’s internal control over financial reporting and on our tests of its compliance with certain 
provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements and other matters.  The purpose of that report is 
to describe the scope of our testing of internal control over financial reporting and compliance and the results of 
that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the internal control over financial reporting or on compliance.  That 
report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Government Auditing Standards and important 
for assessing the results of our audit.

The management’s discussion and analysis and the schedule of funding progress are not required parts of the 
financial statements but are supplementary information required by the accounting principles generally accepted in 
the United States of America.  We have applied certain limited procedures, which consisted principally of inquiries 
of management regarding the methods of measurement and presentation of the required supplementary information.  
However, we did not audit the information and express no opinion thereon.

February 24, 2009
Syracuse, New York
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL 
REPORTING AND ON COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MATTERS 

BASED ON AN AUDIT OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS

Members of the Board
Onondaga County Resource Recovery Agency
North Syracuse, New York

We have audited the financial statements of the Onondaga County Resource Recovery Agency (“OCRRA”) 
as of and for the year ended December 31, 2008 and have issued our report thereon dated February 24, 
2009.  We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United 
States of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing 
Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States.

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting 
In planning and performing our audit, we considered OCRRA’s internal control over financial reporting 
as a basis for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the financial 
statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of OCRRA’s internal 
control over financial reporting. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of 
OCRRA’s internal control over financial reporting.

A control deficiency exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow management or 
employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent or detect misstatements 
on a timely basis. A significant deficiency is a control deficiency, or combination of control deficiencies, 
that adversely affects OCRRA’s ability to initiate, authorize, record, process, or report financial data 
reliably in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles such that there is more than a remote 
likelihood that a misstatement of OCRRA’s financial statements that is more than inconsequential will not 
be prevented or detected by OCRRA’s internal control.  

A material weakness is a significant deficiency, or combination of significant deficiencies, that results 
in more than a remote likelihood that a material misstatement of the financial statements will not be 
prevented or detected by OCRRA’s internal control.
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Our consideration of internal control over financial reporting was for the limited purpose described in the 
first paragraph of this section and would not necessarily identify all deficiencies in internal control that 
might be significant deficiencies or material weaknesses. We did not identify any deficiencies in internal 
control over financial reporting that we consider to be material weaknesses, as defined above.

Compliance and Other Matters 
As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether OCRRA’s financial statements are free of 
material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, 
contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and material effect on 
the determination of financial statement amounts. However, providing an opinion on compliance with 
those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and accordingly, we do not express such an opinion.  
The results of our tests disclosed no instances of noncompliance or other matters that are required to be 
reported under Government Auditing Standards. 

We noted certain matters that we reported to management of OCRRA in a separate letter dated February 
24, 2009.

This report is intended solely for the information and use of OCRRA’s board of directors and management 
and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

February 24, 2009
Syracuse, New York



������������������
������������������

���������������������������
�������������

�����������������
�����������������

���������������
����������������������

�������������������
�������������������

�����������������
������������������

���������������
���������������������������

��������������������
�������������������

����������������

������������������

����������������������������������������
���������������������
������������������������
�������������
������������

�������������������������

�




