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	Meeting Notes
Northwest Commingled Workgroup
February 11, 2015

	[bookmark: _MON_1485330056]Please send corrections, edits, or additions to Sheila.Hosner@ecy.wa.gov by February 23rd, 2015



Meeting Objectives
	· Finalize the recycling system issues
	· Completed

	· Discuss Intro approach and begin to review chapters
	· Completed


Action Items
	WHO
	WHAT
	WHEN

	ALL
	· Email Taisa outstanding data/info questions 
	2/20

	Taisa
	· Create  list of data needs and questions from past notes. 
	2/18

	Sheila
	· Email the list of outstanding data/info questions to MRFs and processors
	2/23

	Sheila
	· Remove the “summary findings” text section in report
	2/20

	Sheila
	· Remove the “areas of harmonization” suggestions from report. Consolidate into a separate document for future consideration.  
	2/20

	Chapter Leads/All
	· Refine the following chapters and present at the next meeting: plastics, mixed paper, glass
	3/4

	MRFs & Processors
	· Email responses to the list of outstanding data/info questions to Sheila 
	3/4

	Sheila/ Chapter Leads
	· Incorporate the responses to outstanding data/info questions 
	3/6



Meeting Overview
The group completed review and revision of the last two recycling system issues then entered into a discussion of the report as a whole and what sections and chapters from the SWRO report work for NW Region and what do not, and how to organize the report. After discussion about the structure of the report, preliminary discussion was begun on the MWP chapter. Abby and Sego reworked the mixed paper chapter by including more info about poly-coat from Jeff and by taking out references to Norpac. 

A beginning list of data needs was also started (see list below after “decisions made”)

The following structure for the report was agreed to:  
· Introduction – will introduce the workgroup, goals, and scope of work. (Lisa has begun to draft this)
· Executive Summary – this is usually published on its own as well as part of the report and is written after the report is completed. It will highlight key points, recommendations, etc.
· Background – this can provide the context and history. It will also provide information and perspective on curbside programs in the northwest region; including an overview of both commingled and dual or multi-stream.
The “summary findings” information (currently in the Introduction) focusing on “is it worth it to collect the seven materials” will be removed because it is covered in the commodies chapters and was not a focus of discussion by the NW workgroup. The table and charts will be moved to the Background Chapter. 

The group agreed that all curbside programs should be acknowledged in the report to draw an accurate picture of the northwest programs. However, the focus will remain on analyzing the commingled system since the majority (~98%) of the programs are commingled. Either in the background and/or the appendix it was suggested to add a table or map to highlight the exceptions to the commingled approach (include # of programs, percentages and population for scale).

Discussion also included the possibility of adding a new chapter covering hybrid materials and packaging to capture the new reality. No decision was made. And/or add to the appendix.

Decisions Made
· Teams reviewing chapters will submit work to the group without “track changes” showing, except when clarifying information, placeholders or comments are needed.  
· Add definitions of sink/float method, aseptic and poly-coated to the glossary.
· Section headings are a bit long; perhaps change to statements rather than questions. 
· Remove the “areas for harmonization” paragraphs and save for potential future use.
· Decide whether “Is it worth it to collect” statements should be included in the NW report since this was not a focus of discussion by the group.

Data Needs
· Add pictures of examples for  recycling systems issue #4. Especially aseptic containers. Add pictures of “squeezable pouches.”
· Get the name of the specific ongoing process to remove the chasing arrow symbol and insert it into recycling issues #5 section. 
· Include images of the “How2Recycle Label” Program in the Appendix. (Sego has the file.)
· Gather information from MRFs on what can be done to make recycling more viable. Operational solves or equipment solves? There have been some NW MRF improvements. Gather that info from our MRFs.
· Add reference to propritetary information in the report.
· Create list or matrix of mills (both mixed paper and newspaper) servicing the northwest region. This is a major data need and should match up in the mixed paper, cardboard, and glass chapters. What mills take what? There is confusion about where MWP goes. 
The mill (Norpac) information from the SW report that is in the NW report doesn’t apply to our region. Get closure on the mill questions. What is the percentage of material coming in and the value of that material going out? Mixed paper stream is all going to export market and lots of newspaper is also going to export. China might be requiring a certain percentage of newspaper in mixed bales now. But what factors would make it suitable for the domestic market? Does Nippon take mixed paper or only newspaper? Go over Ed’s presentation. 

Future Action Items
	Lisa/All
	· Draft and finalize the executive summary
	TBD

	All
	· Include endorsement letters into appendix? Decide about endorsement letters
	TBD

	Ecology & Kirkland
	· Format the report and add graphics
	TBD

	All (including MRFs and Processors)
	· Final review of the report
	TBD

	Ecology/All
	· Publish and share the report
	TBD






image1.jpeg
DEPARTMENT OF

ﬁ ECOLOGY

State of Washington




