EPA Disclaimer

Notice: This document has been provided as part of the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency Resource Conservation
Challenge Web Academy Recycling and Solid Waste
Management Educational Series. This document does not
constitute EPA policy or guidance and should not be
Interpreted as providing regulatory interpretations. Inclusion
within this document of trade names, company names,
products, technologies and approaches does not constitute or
Imply endorsement or recommendation by EPA. Information
contained within this document from non-EPA presenters has
not been screened or verified. Therefore, EPA has not
confirmed the accuracy or legal adequacy of any information
provided by thenon-EPA presenters and used by EPA on this
web site. Finally, links to non-EPA websites are provided for
the convenience of the user; reference to these sites does not
Imply any official EPA endorsement of the opinions, ideas,
data or products presented at those locations nor does it
guarantee the accuracy of the information provided.



SMART Waste Management







Environmental and Economic
Value of Waste Reduction
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The Economic Value of Waste Reduction
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Unit-based Pricing Sends a Clear Message
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US Residential per capita Disposal

source Resource Recycling April 2008
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Per capita
Residential PAYT Savings Based on
Waste National per capita
City Population Disposal disposal Average

Portland OR 537,081 448 71 $13,098,600

Portland ME 64,249 357 88 $2,199,372

Binghamton NY 45,217 551 40 $528,135

Worcester MA 175,454 390 68 $4,444,250
*San Francisco CA 744,041 513 117 $27,073,420
Grand Rapids Ml 193,083 529 79 $4,621,828
Bath ME 9,184 325 90 $344,757

Fayetteville AK 67,158 544 25 $496,130

Middletown RI 16,431 359 32 $204,007

United States 293,000,000 1,135 37 $3,076,133,750




Seoul Korea VGCF System - Before / After
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Zurich Switzerland reduced waste 41%




Europe per capita disposal
Polluter Pays Principle




Worcester, MA: Reduce —Reuse — Recycle
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Overall Waste Generation Decrease 20+%
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Waste Commodity Recycling




PAYT —a SMART BET
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MaldenWaste Before Projection After
SMART SMART

Total Waste
Total Waste

Total
Recycling
(plastic glass
metalpaper
yard waste)
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Recycling
(plastic glass
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yard waste)
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Malden MA before and after
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SMART vs. Recycle Bank
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Annual Annual Pounds
Household of Diversion
Cit Savings Per Household

Malden $41.93 1,089

Everett $11.08 287

Revere $13.38 347



The Economic Value of Waste Reduction
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How Can You Get SMART?
O

SMART BET

Coach
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Residents Want — Right to Choose
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‘Kicking the Cans ‘July 29, 2008

Should people who throw out more trash
pay higher disposal bills?

84% - YES 16% - NO




“Changing the Way

Americans Value Trash”

kristen@thewastesolution.com
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