Alternatives to Disposal Subgroup

Waste Conversion Technology Ranking Criteria

Fiscal Viability

1. Total Net Cost (capital + operating – projected revenues)

The lower the cost, the higher the score.
DEMONSTRATED ABILITY

2. Demonstrated ability of conversion technology to operate in similar conditions (tons and types of feedstock processed) with minimal intervention and down-time
The greater the demonstrated ability, the higher the score.









Market Issues

3. Existence  of markets

Existing stable markets would receive the highest score, existing volatile or highly probable would receive a medium score, and low probability would receive the lowest score. 




4. Product marketing experience

The more experience, the higher the score.

Health, Safety & Environmental Standards and Regulatory Considerations

5. Visual impacts of technology

The smaller the size and potential for impacting view-sheds, the higher the score. 

6. Design and operational capabilities relative to emissions and odor issues and their relationship to applicable laws and regulations

The higher the probability that laws/regulations can be met, the higher the score.

7. Design and operational capabilities relative to noise, litter, dust problems, and other nuisance issues and their relationship to applicable laws and regulations

The higher the probability that laws/regulations can be met, the higher the score.

8. Design and operational capabilities relative to worker health and safety issues and their relationship to applicable laws and regulations

The higher the probability that laws/regulations can be met, the higher the score.



9. Ability to permit based on compatibility of technology components/functions with current or proposed California regulatory/permitting structure

The more compatible a technology is with the current or proposed structures, the higher the score.



Operational Characteristics, Technical and Mechanical Support
10. Ability to produce minimal amounts of residual waste


The less residual waste produced, the higher the score.

11.  Production of residual hazardous wastes
Non-existence or minimization of residual hazardous wastes improve the score

12. Flexibility of system relative to scaling (i.e., increasing/decreasing throughput)

The more flexible the system, the higher the score.

13.  Risk of process upset.

The more stable and risk-resistant the conversion technology, the higher the score.





Intrinsic Elements

14. Electricity requirements

The lower the requirements, the higher the score.



15. Water usage
The lower the usage, the higher the score.

16. Project air emissions profile
The lower the profile, the higher the score.
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