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Oregon’s Plastic PoIIutio and Recyéling
Modernization Act —
4 Big Ideas

David Allaway, Oregon Department of Environmental Quality |
Northeast Recycling Council — Tuesday October 7 |
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Big Idea Number One: Use EPR to improve (not just fund)
recycling

* Oregon’s Recycling Steering
Committee and DEQ conducted a
thorough assessment of recycling

e The RMA:
» Maintains what works well

» Mandates fixes where fixes are
needed

» Requires the PRO to pay for
those fixes (and then some)
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Big Idea Number Two: Responsible End Markets
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Responsible end markets

« Joint obligation on MRFs
and the PRO

« Standards:
» Compliant
» Transparent
» Environmentally sound
» Adequate yield

« Mechanisms for reporting,
assessments, audits and
corrective actions
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Big ldea Number Three: Real eco-modulation
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The Significance of Environmental Attributes as Indicators of the
Life Cycle Environmental Impacts of Packaging and Food Service
Ware

Jorge Vendries, Beverly Sauer, Troy R. Hawkins, David Allaway, Peter Canepa, Jonathan Rivin,
and Minal Mistry™®

Cite This: Enwiron. Sci. Technol 2020, 54, 53565364 IEI Read Online

ACCESS |l Metrics & More Article Recommendations | © supponing Information

ABSTRACT: The environmental impacts of packaging and food service
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Assessment and disclosure of impacts

« Standards for assessing § .
and disclosing life-cycle <5 y
impacts (OAR 340-090-
0900 through -0940).

« Mandatory disclosure for 25

largest producers (OAR
340-090-0910(2))

 Financial incentives for
assessment and disclosure
(OAR 340-090-0910(3))

o Additional incentives for
impact reduction



Big ldea Number Four: Not just recycling

* Project MIRROR (“Materials Impact ;—1 | !..r.f'{i e

Reduction & Reuse — Oregon”) = —Mﬁeﬂa*jw@m__ j_:_:_
> Waste prevention, reuse - =
» Other impact reduction

« Capped at 10% of three-year
average of PRO budget or $15
million/year (adjusted for inflation)
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See things differently
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Moving Forward —
“Upstream Product Stewardship”

An opportunity to:

* Reset the relationship
between government,
industry

 Realize deeper
environmental, community,
social and economic
benefits

.




Thank you

Join me to learn more

about the RMA at
RecyclingAct.Oregon.gov

David Allaway
david.allaway@deq.oregon.gov




Title VI and alternative formats

DEQ does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, disability, age or sex in
administration of its programs or activities.

Visit DEQ’s Civil Rights and Environmental Justice page.

Espariol | 2t=0] | &85 3 | Pycckuin | Tiéng Viét | 4w )
Contact: 800-452-4011 | TTY: 711 | deginfo@deq.state.or.us

- _____________________________f



https://www.oregon.gov/deq/about-us/Pages/titleVIaccess.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/about-us/Pages/titleVIaccess.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/about-us/Pages/titleVIaccess.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/about-us/Pages/titleVIaccess.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/about-us/Pages/titleVIaccess.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/about-us/Pages/titleVIaccess.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/about-us/Pages/titleVIaccess.aspx
mailto:deqinfo@deq.state.or.us

	Slide 1: Oregon’s Plastic Pollution and Recycling Modernization Act –  4 Big Ideas 
	Slide 2: Big Idea Number One: Use EPR to improve (not just fund) recycling
	Slide 3: Big Idea Number Two: Responsible End Markets
	Slide 4: Responsible end markets
	Slide 5: Big Idea Number Three: Real eco-modulation
	Slide 6: Assessment and disclosure of impacts
	Slide 7: Big Idea Number Four: Not just recycling
	Slide 8: Moving Forward –  “Upstream Product Stewardship”
	Slide 9: Thank you
	Slide 10: Title VI and alternative formats

