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ASTSWMO

u Represents all States, Territories, and District of Columbia 
on Solid Waste Issues

u Communicates frequently with EPA and others

u ASTSWMO Board unanimously approved position paper in 
July 2020, then sent it to EPA

Link:   

http://astswmo.org/astswmo-recycling-position-paper/

http://astswmo.org/astswmo-recycling-position-paper/


Stresses on Current Recycling System

u Export Markets dramatically changed

u Insufficient domestic markets

u Market fluctuations

u Drop in material value

u Type of materials used in packaging changing 

u Increasein packaging and single use products

u Confusion with what is recyclable

uWishcycling, Contamination
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Status Quo Not Sustainable
Recycling Is at a Crossroads

u High Costs

u Municipalities / consumers

uHave no control over types of materials used 

u Virgin materials, often subsidized, are cheaper than recyclables

u Some question value of recycling



NERC MRF Survey ςCommodity Value

https://nerc.org/documents/NERC-Report-on-Blended-MRF-Values-in-the-Northeast-August-2020.pdf   



NERC MRF Survey ςProcessing Costs
https://nerc.org/documents/NERC-Report-on-Blended-MRF-Values-in-the-Northeast-August-2020.pdf 

Note:   Processing costs are much greater than commodity value.   
Does not include costs to collect and transport recyclables to the MRF.   
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