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Diverting material to the deposit stream reduces municipal exposure to higher tip fees

4.%5"; Low Deposit, Low Return
Recommendations to decrease solid waste by capturing
redeemables that are now lost to the waste stream.
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Preface

Connecticut could be on the threshold of a solid waste crisis, or of an innovative approach to

handling its solid waste, or both. In 2016, approximately 100,000 tons per year of municipal

solid waste (MSW) were sent out of state for disposal. That volume increased to

approximately 400,000 tons in 2018. The waste-to-energy (WTE) facilities that Connecticut

relied on for decades to dispose of eighty-seven percent (87%) of its solid waste might be

less dependable destinations for the State’s refuse in the future. Despite the air pollution,

odor and traffic associated with WTE facilities, they offer a solution that was, historically,

less expensive than shipping waste out of state. Of the seven WTE permitted facilities, one V7. R .
has stopped accepting waste (Sterling tire facility), one has ceased incineration and serves

o e e S e A The presence of deposit beverage containers
(MIRA) facility, located in Hartford, has raised the possibility that it may cease to accept and

process MSW. In 2019, that location processed 482,260 tons of MSW. Consequently, with

o S e S e 18 in the waste stream costs residents money.”

Historically, Connecticut has been in the vanguard of programs to divert material rnom the

waste stream and recover recyclable comp Its ded producer resp y
programs for used mattresses and paint offer a solution for what had been confounding
probl for residents wishing to d of those problematic items. Other steps towards

product stewardship were taken with electronics recyding and mercury thermostat

recycling. Extended producer responsibility may become the centerpiece of the State’s N H H
o B e e Dot o - CT Council on Environmental Quality, 2020.
Environmental Protection (DEEP) has launched the Connecticut Coalition for Sustainable ’

Materials Management (CCSMM) and has created an E ded Producer Resp bility (EPR)

Working Group within it.

Unred: d d bx s accounted for at least 17,000 tons of the MSW
generated in Connecticut in 20!5 The redemption mechanism operates with virtually no
cost to taxpayers. The consuming public are the volunteers that make it work. It is privately
financed, it rewards those who participate, it reduces the cost of waste disposal for
residents and municipalities and it returns revenue to the State. This paper estimates that
the percentage of unredeemed beverage containers that can be removed from the waste
stream can be increased by a minimum of S50 percent with just a five-cent increase in the
redemption fee. Further waste reduction is possible if the categories of beverage containers
that could be subject to redemption are expanded.

Because beverage container redemption is a form of both extended producer responsibility
and recycling, the success of the program is linked to the market for recycled materials.
This has been an international market, but there are some steps that could be done

ically to imp the d d for recycled material. An important step towards
1

Source: “Low Deposit, Low Return,” CT Council on Environmental Quality. 2020. https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/CEQ/Low-Deposit-Low-Return.pdf
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