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Single Stream Recycling
Processing Vendors Comparison

2Zero Waste Advisory Commission

• Single Stream Recycling Statistical Report
• Factors Affecting Net Value to the City

– Processing fees and revenue share
– Materials composition

• Alternative Scenarios
– Scenario 1: Swap all tonnage/materials between vendors
– Scenario 2: 100% of materials to Balcones Resources, Inc.
– Scenario 3: 100% of materials to Texas Disposal Systems

• Note: Scenarios do not take into consideration costs associated with 
transportation, employee time, etc.

• Burns & McDonnell Study



Single Stream Recycling
Statistical Report
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Factors Affecting Net Value to the City
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• Processing Fees and Revenue Share
– Balcones Resources, Inc. (BRI)

• Tiered processing fees and revenue share per ton

– Texas Disposal Systems (TDS)
• Flat processing fee and revenue share per ton

– Processing fee: $90.50
– Revenue share: 77%

Tons Processing Fee Revenue Share %
0-2000 79.00$                       51%
2000-3000 59.00$                       45%
3000+ 55.00$                       40%



Factors Affecting Net Value to the City
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• Materials Composition
Material Type BRI TDS
ONP #8 15.26% 16.71%
OCC 10.99% 14.18%
Mixed Paper 14.87% 10.05%
PETE 2.18% 3.06%
HDPE Natural 0.64% 0.88%
HDPE Color 0.62% 1.02%
Mixed Plastics 3-7 1.36% 4.30%
Mixed Rigid Plastic 0.67% 0.00%
UBC 1.44% 1.52%
Tin Cans 1.51% 1.68%
Scrap Metals 1.06% 1.17%
Glass 26.32% 28.50%
Residual 23.08% 16.93%

Total 100% 100%



Current Scenario
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Alternative Scenario #1 – Flip Tonnage
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Alternative Scenario #2 – 100% BRI
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Alternative Scenario #3 – 100% TDS
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Notes/Summary
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• Many factors influence “Net Value to the City”
• Materials composition matters
• BRI tiered structure vs. TDS flat structure
• Carbon footprint



Burns & McDonnell Study
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• ARR commissioned study to comparing ARR recycling 
processing contract to:
– Dallas: public-private partnership (2017)
– Fort Worth: processing services agreement (2018)
– San Antonio: processing services agreement (2014)

• Compared financial terms (both revenue and 
expense)



Comparison of Select Contract Terms 

12



Material Value Comparison
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Analysis
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QUESTIONS & ANSWERS


	Slide Number 1
	Single Stream Recycling�Processing Vendors Comparison
	Single Stream Recycling�Statistical Report
	Factors Affecting Net Value to the City
	Factors Affecting Net Value to the City
	Current Scenario
	Alternative Scenario #1 – Flip Tonnage
	Alternative Scenario #2 – 100% BRI
	Alternative Scenario #3 – 100% TDS
	Notes/Summary
	Burns & McDonnell Study
	Comparison of Select Contract Terms 
	Material Value Comparison
	Analysis
	Slide Number 15

