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 Organics Management 
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“A comprehensive strategy for implementing a coordinated, 
cost-effective approach to managing organics in a phasedcost effective approach to managing organics in a phased 
incremental manner consistent with sound public works 

i i i i l ”



and Empire Regional Composting Facility
 50/50 partnership IEUA and LACSD

 JPA in 2001 (consistent w/IEUA 
Organics Business Plan)

 Construction 2004 to 2007

 Started  operations April 2007

 Total cost $85m ($15m for property 
and IKEA warehouse $70m forand IKEA warehouse, $70m for 
improvements)

 $5.8m/year O&M.

21 f ll i ff 21 full‐time staff

 $40/wet ton biosolids. Less than other 
recycling alternatives

 Revenue from compost sales delivery Revenue from compost sales, delivery 
service, amendment tip fees



and Empire Regional Composting Facility
 Receives 205,000 wet tons/year

 150,000 tons biosolids

 All of IEUA’s

17% SDLAC’ 17% SDLAC’s

 55,000 tons greenwaste

 20 different sourcesff

 Net revenue



Out with the Old
xisting IEUA Composting Facility IERCF – Constructed to Meet Rule 1133.2

Decommissioned in 2006 Commissioned in 2007



ility Description
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Construction Started 2004



IKEA Before and After



urce Test Scope & Methods
filter Sampling

urce Test Scope & Methods
te Sa p g

50+ Samples Collected
Testing Over 5‐days
High & Low Flow
ted 2009 – Passed!
ted 2011 – Passed!

il 2011  Required Actualil 2011  Required Actual

OCs 80% 98.3%

monia 80% 98.4%



Source Test Conducted April 2011



Compost Sales and Marketing
40,000 cubic yards per 
ear

Compost Sales and Marketing

ear

0 customers

products:

 Base

 Premium

T d i Topdressing



uality Control
All products meet and exceed compliance 
requirements using the static aerated pile 
method

 EPA §503.32(a)(7) for pathogen 
reductionreduction

 EPA§503.33(b)(5) for vector attraction
 CalRecycle Title 14 (similar to EPA 503 y 4 ( 5 3
but includes a separate oversight)

 US Composting Council Seal of Testing 
Assurance (STA)Assurance (STA)



Energy
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Solar Panels generate 1 megawatt – 50% of 
the power required to operate the IERCF

Solar Panels generate 1 megawatt – 50% of 
the power required to operate the IERCF



wards
AAEE Leadership in Engineering
CRRA Dave Hardy Leadership in Organics
SWANA Excellence in Composting Systems
USCC Excellence in Marketing Program Presentation


