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Current Status of National
Program

Demonstration Project was:
= Scheduled for MN In 2008

s \Would then roll out to WA, OR, and Vermont
In 2009


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Legislation in MN was vetoed by the governor.  NPCA is currently trying to get into the governors office to determine the chances of success for the 2009 legislative session.  If it does not look good, NPCA may come to WA, OR, or VT.  Legislation would also be needed in these states.  Both OR and WA are currently working on product stewardship framework legislation.  For WA it is unclear at this point if product stewardship framework legislation would move forward in 2009.  Therefore, if NPCA decides to come to WA state there would be a need for paint specific legislation.  The legislation would seek to accomplish two tasks.  First, provide the ability to assess a fee (whether a per can fee or other mechanism. And Second, provide protection from any possible anti-trust issues.  NPCA has a board meeting at the end of this month, where a decision on where to focus will hopefully be made. 

In the meantime the NW Paint Group has been doing some work that you may find interesting. 


Mapping Collection Point Scenarios
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
When the system comes to WA state in would be administered by the PSO or Paint Stewardship Organization, which would be run by NPCA as a non-profit and be financed by a yet to be determined fee.  Our NW paint group has been working to provide the PSO with information that will hopefully be useful in getting the system set up as quickly as possible.  


Adjusting WA Recovery Rates

s Adjusted Recovery Rates reduce the
Raw Recovery Rate by 10% to 20%o

s Adjusted Recovery Rate Range for WA
State In 2007 = 46% to 52%

= Adjusted Recovery Rates were
determined for each county as well

Why?



Why was WA Raw Recovery Rate
reduced 10% to 20%?

= WA State Annual Reports do not
have a category for paint related
materials

= Some facilities include paint related
materials with their oil base paint
numbers

= Some facilities include paint related
materials in other, non-paint,
reported numbers


Presenter
Presentation Notes
We talked to a handful of facilities and it ranged from 65% oil base/35% PRM to 100% oil base paint reported

 Once PSO is up and they will be able to get actual paint numbers since they probably won’t take PRM


Washington State Leftover Paint
20% Adjusted Recovery Rate by County
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Goal Setting

Question: What do you think the goal
should be for the paint recovery rate

after waste reduction practices are

Implemented — 50%0, 75%0, 909067


Presenter
Presentation Notes
In Chapter 70.95I RCW Used Oil Recycling a stated goal of 80% recycling rate.
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