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fascinating committee the Environment
Committee is because of the scope of the
work we do.

Today you're going to be hearing about bows
and arrows, you're going to hear about
paint, about falcons, about dogs, about
plastic bags, outdoor furnaces.

The scope of our work is so fascinating, and
we really look forward very much to your
input, so enjoy yourselves.

We also would enjoy a comment from people
who are presenting today whether you like
our new system, which is to do this by
subject matter. So we're taking up the
bills in sequential order by subject matter,
and everyone who will be speaking on a
particular bill will be able to speak
together.

That's very good for those seniors here,
like me, who need to understand, so...

Thanks, Dick.
REP. RQY: Thank you.

The first hour will be devoted to public
officials. And if all goes well, we will
complete it within the hour.

If -- once we get to that point, if they're
not finished, we'll start alternating
between the officials and the public.

Having said that, our first speaker today is

Representative Widlitz. She will be
followed by Representative Alberts.

REP. WIDLITZ: Thank you. Good morning, Senator _é;lﬁjé&éi
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Meyer, Representative Roy, Representative
Chapin, members of the Environment
Committee.

It's nice to be back with the Environment
Committee, and I'm here to talk this morning
about one of the subjects Senator Meyer just
mentioned: Paint.

I'm speaking today in support of Senate Bill
828, AN ACT ESTABLISHING A PAINT STEWARDSHIP
PROGRAM.

I am Representative Pat Widlitz of the 98
District representing the towns of Guilford
and Branford, for the record.

This proposed legislation is an important
environmental initiative of the Connecticut
Product Stewardship Council. It will
increase the recovery of post-consumer
paint, while saving our municipalities
significant amounts of money and provide
service to Connecticut's residents,
taxpayers and businesses.

It requires the producers of architectural
paint sold at retail in Connecticut to
jointly establish a statewide paint
stewardship program through a nonprofit
organization created by the producers.

This nonprofit organization will create and
finance a plan that will provide for
convenient and available statewide
collection of post-consumer paint, promote
the reuse and recycling of unused paint, and
ensure that such paint is managed in an
environmentally sound way, all of this with
the support of the American Coatings
Association, which is the paint producer's
national association, and most important, at
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no cost to the state.

Why do we need the program? Just a little
bit of background. First of all, an
estimated 7.4 million gallons of paint, both
latex and oil-based, are sold in Connecticut
every year. Approximately ten percent, or
744,000 gallons, is left over or goes just
unused.

Consumers need a legal, affordable option to
dispose of their unused paint. Oil-based
paint should be disposed of as hazardous
waste. However, latex paint currently has
to be completely dried for disposal as solid
waste and is not accepted at the hazardous
waste collection points.

Most latex paint can be reused or recycled,
but there's no program in Connecticut where
consumers can take unused latex paint for
recycling.

Only about 136,000 gallons, or 18 percent,
of the gallons of paint available for
disposal each year in Connecticut are
actually brought back to hazardous waste
collections. The rest, as we all know, is
likely piling up in our basements and
garages.

The cost for disposing of these gallons of
paint was $620,000 in 2008, or $4.50 a
gallon, which was charged to our
municipalities, because when the paint is
taken to a hazardous waste collection, your
municipality is charged back for the cost of
the collection.

And paint accounts for anywhere from 30 to
50 percent of the total cost of the
household hazardous waste collections. 1It's
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consistent  with the DEP Solid Waste
Management Plan. It builds upon the
electronic recycling program that is just
about'going into operation now, and we

all -- actually, most of us voted for this
last year. It passed unanimously in the
House. It died on the consent calendar in
the Senate at midnight on the last night of
the session.

So I sincerely hope that the committee will
take this as a priority and move it forward

expeditiously.

I'll be happy to take any questions.

REP. ROY: Thank you. Senator Meyer.

SENATOR MEYER: Representative Widlitz, I really

compliment you on your initiative here.
You're sort of the steward -- stewardess on
electronics, now on paint, and the --

I told you about the experience that I had
in our town of Gilford when I went to the
transfer station with some half-filled paint
cans and they rejected them and sent me back
home and said you've got to add kitty litter
on -- to the cans. We won't accept them.

So what you're doing in this bill is
something that's very -- very good, and it
will be no cost to the state and -- you
point out, and I'm hopeful it will have the
same good fate in the House and we'll get it
through the Senate this time.

REP. ROY: Any other questions or comments from

members of the Committee? Seeing none, Pat,
thank you very much.

Representative Alberts, followed by Senator
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This is an important bill. Our watercourses
are important. As Senator Maynard points
out, it's important to do it smart, but it's
important to do it.

REP. ROY: Thank you.

Any other questions or comments from members
of the Committee?

Seeing none, Roger, thank you very much.
ROGER REYNOLDS: Thank you.

REP. ROY: Margaret Miner, and she will be followed
by Dave Darling.

MARGARET MINER: Good afternoon, Senator Meyer,
Representative Roy and members of the

Committee.

I'm Margaret Miner, executive director of _éiﬁﬁiiaa
Rivers Alliance of Connecticut. We work to Sps1
protect water resources around the state. 8& 58

I'm here, first of all, to thank the

Committee for continuing to try to protect 8&828
our water quality in this state by finding 8683£

some means of encouraging and restoring and
maintaining vegetative buffers adjacent to
water bodies.

We need to send cooler, cleaner water
downstream and down into the sound.

In Madison, for instance, people are trying
to revive oyster fisheries. We're trying

to -- CFE is -- is very involved in helping
the sound. And it's not just enough to
regulate sewers and say, well, we've done
that. Isn't that enough? No. All
communities must make some kind of effort to
be sure that the water that leaves that
community is not degraded by what happens in
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We -- what we're asking for here is a level

playing field. I didn't realize that an
applicant couldn't request a public hearing
by getting 25 signatures, but if -- if the
applicant cannot, I would say let the
applicant do 25 signatures. Or if a letter
is sufficient, then for an organization that
would also like to call for a hearing a
letter should be sufficient.

We -- we support keeping the appeals process

open. We just like equal access for both S 5
sides. We support expanding the bottle __gL_J__
bill. We support getting plastic bags out 8658
of water, and we support the paint return

bill. Sbheas

REP. ROY: Thank you very much, Margaret. Any
questions or comments for members of the
Committee?

Did a good job.
Thank you.
MARGARET MINER: Thanks.

REP. ROY: We'll now move on to Dave Darling and
Bill 828, ESTABLISHING A PAINT STEWARDSHIP
PROGRAM, and he will be followed by Cheryl
Reedy.

DAVID DARLING: Good afternoon. Thank you for the
opportunity to speak in support of S.B. 828.
I am David Darling, the senior director of
environmental affairs with American Coatings
Association.

You have my testimony, so I'll try to keep
it short and just mention a few key points.
ACA and the paint industry are committed to
finding a viable solution to the issue of
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post-consumer paint, which is the number one
product by volume and costs coming into
household hazardous waste programs.

This legislation will enable the paint
manufacturing industries to develop and
implement a post-consumer paint management
system for the collection, reuse, recycling
and proper disposal of paint.

This bill is based on a pilot program that
is currently underway in the State of
Oregon. WE were successful IN passing
legislation in Oregon back in 2009. 1In
addition, we passed legislation in
California last year. S.B. 828 is almost
identical to both the Oregon and the
California legislation.

The reason we need this legislation is

that -- most importantly is that we need a
level playing field among all producers and
retailers and the need for a sustainable
financing system with this program.

Unless all manufacturers and retailers
participate in the program and participate
in a uniform manner, this type of program
can lead to competitive advantages and
disadvantages within the industry and among
producers and retailers.

In addition, when it comes to refinancing
systems such as this, competitors cannot
agree on the price of products or services
even for a good cause without running afoul
of antitrust regulations.

Thus, this bill ensures a sustainable
financing system for the program where all
architectural paint manufacturers selling in
Connecticut will fund the program through an
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assessment added to the current price of
paint.

This assessment will be uniform and will be
passed down through the wholesale and retail
sales of paint in the state in order to
ensure that competitive disadvantages do not
occur.

This assessment will be used to fund the
paint collection, reuse, recycling and
disposal activities not only in areas that
are now being serviced but in additional
unserviced areas in the state as well.

Consumers will have more places to take
leftover paint, and contractors will not
have the opportunity to drop off leftover
paint for recycling and proper disposal
without having to pay a fee at the point of
collection.

This is very important in the State of
Connecticut, which had a very few places to
drop off latex paint for recycling/proper
disposal, latex being 80 percent of the
paint sold today; and this nominal fee will
not only cover new paint sold but also take
care of the legacy of paint already in
consumer basements and garages.

The program as proposed in this legislation
has worked well in Canada for over a decade
and is widely accepted by paint
manufacturers, paint retailers, government
agencies, environmental groups and consumers
in this country.

We believe that privatizing collection,
recycling and disposal paint industry has an
incentive to work towards constantly
improving efficiencies, and hopefully we can
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lower the -- the costs of this program over
time.

We believe a paint-industry-led program --
led and funded program will relieve the
considerable financial burden on the state
and local governments who currently fund
these programs.

ACA has worked with the Connecticut DEP as
well as Connecticut's local waste
authorities and the household hazardous
waste programs to gain support for the
program and looks forward to working with
them upon successful passage of S.B. 828.

The same legislation passed out of this
Committee last year and ACA urges you to
again support the legislation. And I thank
you in advance for your-positive
consideration of such.

I would be happy to answer any questions
that you might have.

REP. ROY: Thank you. Any questions?

Representative Chapin.

REP. CHAPIN: Thank.you, Mr. Chairman.

Regarding Oregon's being reversed in 2009,
are you aware of any negative consequences
or unintended consequences from the program
that they've enacted?

DAVID DARLING: So far, so good. It's actually

going well. Of course in the beginning, you
know, we had -- had people coming up, you
know, retailers concerned; but over time,
actually, we're feeling quite good about it.
We're hearing positive things.
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REP. CHAPIN: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
REP. ROY: Thank you.

Any other questions or comments from members
of the Committee? Dave, good job. Thank
you.

Cheryl Reedy, followed by Winston Averill.
Cheryl?

CHERYL REEDY: Thank you, Representative Roy,
Senator Meyer, Representative Chapin. I'm
Cheryl Reedy, the directer of the Housatonic
Resources Recovery Authority.

I want to thank you for raising this bill
again this year and the great work that you
did on it last year.

In addition to the written testimony on
behalf of the 11 towns that I represent --
Bethel, Bridgewater, Brookfield, Kent, New
Fairfield, New Milford, Newtown, Redding,
Ridgefield and Sherman, in the packet you
will find written letters of support from
the Product Stewardship Institute, a
national nonprofit, the Bristol Resource
Recovery Operating Committee, the
Connecticut Recyclers Coalition, the
Connecticut River Estuary Regional Planning
Agency, the Town of Hamden, the Town of
Mansfield, the City of Middletown, the
Borough of Naugatuck.

At the end of the packet, I want to
apologize, we were trying to get too
technologically sophisticated. We wanted to
do a colored map showing all the towns

that -- whose regions have specifically and
affirmatively voted to support this
legislation so far this year. The towns in
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blue have. The towns in green would have,
had their Regional Council of Governments
January meeting not been canceled due to
snow, but they're set to véte on this
sometime next week. And the towns that are
in white does not necessarily mean that they
are opposing this. We've not heard of any
towns that are opposing it. It simply means
that they haven't submitted something that's
affirmatively in support.

When we did the copying, the -- they came
out in black and white, and you can't really
tell what this map is about, so I apologize
for that.

The obvious facts about this bill, that it's
going to save municipalities money, that
it's not going to cost the state money, that
it's going to increase recycling and
decrease solid waste, that it has supported
the paint manufacturers, and that it's going
to provide great convenience for consumers
to properly get rid of their paint.

I do want to speak a little bit, though,
about the consumer and the residents that we
all serve. And in regard to Senator Meyer's
comment about how he went to his local
transfer station with latex paint and was
turned away and told to go home and mix it
with kitty litter. I have told that to
literally dozens and dozens, if not
hundreds, of people in our region.

We have four household hazardous waste
collections a year. We only take oil-based
paint because it's too expensive to take
latex. It's costing us about $4.50 a gallon
to get rid of the oil-based paint through
household hazardous waste days. That's
about 40 percent of the total cost of our
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household hazardous waste days.

When somebody has the latex paint, if they
got one or two cans and most of the paint is
gone, it's fine to mix it with kitty litter,
but lots of times you get people with a lot
more paint than that. So this is going to
be a real service to the public in addition
to the savings to municipalities.

I'd be happy to answer any gquestions.

REP. ROY: Thank you.

Any questions from members of the Committee?
Representative Chapin.

REP. CHAPIN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHERYL

Have you heard from chief elected officials
or town managers in your region as to their
thoughts on saving money?

I mean, are they all aware that that has a
positive impact and --

REEDY: 1In -- in our particular region, the
chief elected officials are the members of
HRRA. They are all aware of this. They all
voted for this -- to support this
unanimously. They know it's going to save
them money.

They're -- they may just keep that money in
this particular year because of how they're
looking for revenue from anyplace.

In future years, though, they've talked
about the possibility of holding more
household hazardous waste collections.

. So either way, it's kind of a win-win.
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REP. CHAPIN: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

REP. ROY: Thank you. Any other questions or
comments from members of the Committee?

Representative Willis.

REP. WILLIS: Just a quick comment or a question,
actually.

Is there any estimates on what the savings
would be for the town?

CHERYL REEDY: We won't know for sure until the
Connecticut -- the bill -- this passes and
the Connecticut nonprofit gets set up, but
we could look to Oregon as an example.

In Oregon, anything under a half-pint
container, no charge. Between a half-pint
and a gallon, 35 cents. Between a gallon to
five gallons, 75 cents, I believe. And then
up to five gallons $1.60 a container.

So if you take a regular gallon -- and
that's going to be 75 cents under this --
this proposal, and we're paying $4.50
through the household hazard waste under
this proposal. Paint users will pay the
cost under our current system. All property
taxpayers pay the cost. So I think that's
the difference. I hope that answers your
question.

REP. WILLIS: Well, I was -- I received an estimate
from one of my towns, and it was pretty
staggering what the cost-savings would be
for them. And my towns, all five of them,
are CRRA, and they heartily endorse this
because they're savings tens of thousands of
dollars.
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CHERYL REEDY: And we appreciate your sponsorship
as well.

REP. WILLIS: Okay.
CHERYL REEDY: Thank you.

REP. ROY: Any other questions or comments? Seeing
none, thank you very much, Cheryl.

CHERYL REEDY: Thank you.

REP. ROY: Winston, followed by Lori Vitagliano.
And -- did I get your name right?

WINSTON AVERILL: Averill.
REP. ROY: Averill.

WINSTON AVERILL: Representative Roy, members of
the Environmental Committee, my name 1is
Winston Averill. I'm the recycling
coordinator for southeast Connecticut, and
I'm here in support of Senate Bill 828.

One of the hats I wear in southeast
Connecticut is the hazardous waste hat, and
we hold eight or nine hazardous waste
collections every year, April through
November, in southeast Connecticut.

We have among those collections total for a

calendar year, we have about 20 -- 2400
households attend those collections, and it
costs us -- last year it cost us $195,000 to

provide that service. This bill, if it's
passed, would institute a significant
savings by redirecting the costs for
disposal of paints back down the line and I
don't (inaudible) municipal and regional
budgets, and that would allow us to increase
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the collections we have or expand the items
we can take in those collections.

We don't take latex paint, as we previously
mentioned. We tell people, like the other
collections do -- and I think that's true
throughout Connecticut -- we tell people to
dry it out, add Speedy Dry or kitty litter.

Most people don't do that, so a significant
portion of latex paint ends up in the trash
in wet form, and it creates a collection
disposal problem. And with this bill, we're
hoping to add latex paint down the line.

This bill, it mirrors the products to which
legislation is passed for electronics, and
so I think that -- and it was passed last
year. It didn't -- unfortunately at the
last minute it did not become law.

828 is a broad-level support among the

municipalities, certainly in our region and
throughout the state as well as industry;
and because of the savings on the
restructuring of disposal for paint, we
would urge that -- we would urge this bill
get passed out of committee. Thank you.

REP. ROY: Thank you. Questions or comments from

members of the Committee?

Representative Megna.

REP. MEGNA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I'm just curious, it might be in the
legislation and I didn't see it, but how
will the -- the reuse work? How will you
collect what's reusable and distribute it
out and so on and so forth?
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WINSTON AVERILL: For -- for paint, in the United

States and Canada, reuse has mainly targeted
latex paint, and there's been some success
in that in Ontario and parts of Canada and
elsewhere.

The -- that's less true with the oil-based
paints. Traditionally, they are disposed of
and destroyed, but there is some success in
reuse.

And if latex paint is affected through this
legislation, we anticipate that there will
be a large reuse component for the latex
paint that's targeted and latex paint that's
captured.

REP. MEGNA: If I could follow up, Mr. Chairman.

But how would that take place? How would
that work or who would reuse that and how
would that get distributed --

WINSTON AVERILL: Yes. You talked about the -- the

specific technical components for the paint
we use, and I'm not that familiar with it.

The -- I think traditionally what happens in
Canada is there's retail acceptance of latex
paint by the large distributors, and then
it's aggregated and sent to a processing
center where I think they segregate it and
mix, blend and add constituents so they can

come back into the -- into the market in
quantity. quantity.
Historically, the reuse was -- it was

retailed in large quantities, five-gallon

pails and larger, for specific uses; but we
anticipate that with this legislation, that
will develop into a reuse captured through
the retail, processed, and then remarketed
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in a reusable paint.

REP. MEGNA: Okay. Thank you. Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.

REP. ROY: Thank you. Any other questions or
comments? Seeing none, thank you very much.

Lori Vitagliano, followed by Bob Crook.

LORI VITAGLIANO: Thank you, Chairman Roy and
distinguished members of the Environmental
Committee.

My name is Lori Vitagliano, and I'm here to
support Senate Bill 828, AN ACT ESTABLISHING
A PAINT STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM. And I, too,
strongly. support this program since I ran
HazWaste Central, which is Connecticut's
first household hazardous waste collection
center, which is located at the South
Central Connecticut Regional Water
Authority, New Haven.

Also, I'm the co-chair of the Connecticut
Product Stewardship Council. And through
the HazWaste Central program, we serve 16
communities in the Greater New Haven area,
as well as the Town of Fairfield. And

through that, we served them through 26

household hazardous waste collection days.

So as the program coordinator on helping
these residents dispose of their paint and
only oil-based paint for over 16 years now,
continuously I have to tell them to take
their latex paint home and throw it in their
reqgular trash.

So I strongly support this bill because of
many reasons. First, it incorporates the
shared responsibility, the product
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stewardship approach.

Also, since these municipalities actually
pay for their residents dispose -- to
dispose of their chemicals that come through
the HazWaste facility, this program would
significantly reduce the waste disposal
expense for the municipalities that I serve.

Just last year in 2010, the oil-based paint
expense for the program that I serve cost
them $107,000, which is 46 percent of the
total waste disposal expense.

So if the law existed, we would be saving at
least $100,000 a year, which would be passed
on to those communities.

Also, the proposed stewardship bill would
provide a convenient means for the residents
of the region to dispose of their paint.

Not only would they be able to come to the
HazWaste facility, as they're doing now, but
retailers on a voluntarily basis would be
able to take the oil-based paint and also
add on latex paint.

So increasing the opportunities for these

consumers is really -- would be very helpful
to them.
As you mentioned -- and we talked about --

the HazWaste infrastructure was not taking
latex at all, so we would be able to do so
with passage of this bill.

And again, there are no opportunities for
these -- for the residents locally for latex
at all, so -- and I can't highlight enough
how this would financially help the
municipalities save money through the
HazWaste programs and also through their
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REP.

LORI

REP.

REP.

LORI

REP.

LORI

REP.

solid waste, because now the latex paint is
going in their regular trash.

And just one added point, that this paint
management legislation is consistent --
proposed legislation is consistent with the
State of Connecticut Solid Waste Management
Plan, calling for a plan and efforts that
would be guided by the principle of shared
responsibilities for product stewardships.
Thank you.

ROY: Lori, thank you. And I appreciate the
job you guys are doing down there. I go
probably at least once a year, and I worked
it a couple of times.

VITAGLIANO: Thank you.

ROY: Representative Megna.

MEGNA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Hi, Lori.

VITAGLIANO: Hello.

MEGNA: Lori, how many -- approximately how
many -- you run the center in New Haven, and
actually I think I brought mercury down

there that I found on one of my properties
and you took it.

How many gallons of latex or what kind of
quantity of latex paint do you take in or

have you taken in lately?

VITAGLIANO: Off the top of my head —- I
wasn't prepared to answer that.

MEGNA: Yes.

LORI VITAGLIANO: -- but what I can tell you is we

collect paint every Saturday in what we call
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a cubic yard box, which is 200 gallons, and
we have generated anywhere from 10 to 15
cubic yard boxes on a given Saturday.
Fairfield collection, we had a roll-off
dumpster for paint, so...

REP. MEGNA: So one of Louie's dumpsters?

LORI VITAGLIANO: A significant amount. A
significant amount.

But to recite the gallons, I wasn't prepared
for that, but I certainly have it.

REP. MEGNA: And are you obligated now to dispose
of that or can people just come and take
that latex paint and use it?

LORI VITAGLIANO: We're talking about -- you
mentioned a couple of things, Bob, as --
Mr. -- Representative Megna.

As far as people coming in to take it,
that's -- we're not set up to do that. We
can't have residents come on in and take the
paint. Once we offload it, it actually goes
into the cubic yard boxes.

And the disposal methods that I understand
are used by our contractor, they do
(inaudible) fuels blending. So they go out
to be properly disposed of in that sense.
But the reuse mechanism where residents
would actually come to take it, to take it
back and reuse it, that's not -- the swap
shop, they're calling it. It's not
something that I foresee happening in this
particular program.

REP. MEGNA: Thank you very much, Lori. Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.
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REP. ROY: Thank you.

Any other questions or comments from members
of the Committee? Seeing none, thank you
very much, Lori.

LORI VITAGLIANO: Thank you.

REP. ROY: Bob Crook, who will be the first speaker
on Bill 5158, Sunday Hunting with Bow and
Arrow, and followed by Ray Hanley.

ROBERT CROOK: Mr. Chairman, members of the
Committee, my name is Bob Crook. I'm the
executive director of the Coalition of
gingecticut Sportsmen, testifying on H.B.

58.

This Sunday hunting bill will help
accomplish DEP wildlife management and is a
revenue-raiser. The bill promotes bow
hunting, written permission of the landowner
and deer only.

There are some indisputable facts. Deer
numbers are increasing while the numbers of
hunters are decreasing. Deer-car
collisions, Lyme disease occurrence and
property damage are all increasing. Hunting
is the only proven method, management
technique available for deer.

DEP wildlife management has resulted in
population balance on both state lands.
However, the overpopulation is on private
lands.

We think that bow hunting will increase
harvest. About 20, 22 percent of the deer

are taken now by bow. If we -- if we allow
Sunday hunting, that will greatly increase.
Seventy-six percent of the -- of the gun
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The Marks & Spencer department store is
charging for the bags. IKEA will not use
plastic bags. Wal-Mart in California will
not use plastic bags. Brownsville, Texas
has banned them and so forth.

My question to you is, this is not a perfect
bill at all. What do you suggest we do,
assuming that plastic is a -- is a problem
for our quality environment?

TIMOTHY G. PHELAN: That's a good question,

Senator. I --
I suggest you not pass Senate Bill 58. I

think that perhaps you should look at -- and
I -- I think look at surrounding states to
see what they're doing specifically. I
think New York state has started a -- a

recycling model that allows for recycling
bins to be placed inside stores based on
square footage and to encourage the use

of -- of those in-store receptacles to -- to
allow for more recycling of plastic bags.

I don't -- I think we should continue to --
you should continue to push for education
about recycling of bags, create environment
for market forces to go to work, like they
have in some of the retailers that you
already suggested that have adjusted their

systems voluntarily to -- to be sensitive 56838
because they're sensitive to the need that SRl
you address, and I think -- I think the --

those types of efforts would probably be
worthy to continue an educational outreach
program and encourage people to recycle

bags.

I don't think -- no -- I don't know a lot,
but I know that the -- the argument of
behavioral changes are made when -- when --

monetary penalties are assessed, and that
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encouraging the use of their own in-store
‘ recyclable bags.

So I think -- that's where I was trying to
go with Senator Meyer. That market forces
are driving them to do that. I think -- I
believe probably gather a list of -- of the
stores and their own sort of cloth bag,
recycle bags, but you'll notice that more
and more -- especially with the multistate
retailers. Maybe not so much with the
smaller, independent merchant who just
doesn't necessarily have the means to do
that, but certainly with the multistate
retailer, you'll see many of their own bags
being used.

But I think that's something that -- Senator
Meyer's point, we need to continue to
encourage and to educate people about ways
to recycle those bags.

A VOICE: (Inaudible.)
‘ TIMOTHY G. PHELAN: Senator Meyer and
Representative Roy, may I -- may I just ask

your permission for one item?

Unfortunately, I was delayed and could not dS&&éiZfi=_
testify earlier on the paint stewardship

bill. I just want the Committee to know
that I have filed testimony on that bill,
and I -- I want to encourage you to, you
know, review that and would be happy to
answer any questions you have on that.

And I will follow up with the Committee on
it, a correction in my testimony. I
mentioned the State of Delaware that had a
pilot program. I was incorrect. It's the
State of Oregon that has a pilot program.
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So I apologize in advance for that. I will
send the Committee a corrected version for
the record. And, like I said, be happy to
answer any questions on the paint
stewardship bill as well.

REP. ROY: Thank you.

TIMOTHY G. PHELAN: Okay.

REP. ROY: No other questions.
TIMOTHY G. PHELAN: Thank you.

REP. ROY: Chris Herb, followed by Patrick Rita.
Chris? I don't see Chris. I don't see
Chris, so we'll go to Patrick Rita.

If Chris returns, we'll call him. If he
doesn't, it will be Stan Sorkin.

PATRICK RITA: Senator Meyer, Representative Roy,
members of the Committee, my name is Patrick
Rita. I'm here representing the National
Organization of Renewable Bag Council. 1It's
the nationwide producers of paper bags,
Kraft brown paper bags used to make the
brown paper that goes into your grocery
store bag and other brown bags offered at
retail.

We respectfully oppose Senate Bill 58. We
think it unnecessarily punishes an industry
that has really walked the talk in terms of
recovering our product from the waste
stream.

In 2009, the U.S. paper industry recovered
over 63 percent of the paper produced in
this country. We're now setting our goals
even higher, because we see wastepaper as
not a waste product but a commodity to -- to
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Environment Commilttee
Public Hearlng
Re: $.8. No. 828

Mr. Chairmen and Members of the Committee,
The Metropolitan District (District) supports S.B. No. 828, an Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program.

The District is a municipal corporation that provides water, sewer and household hazardous waste (HHW) coilection
services to the municipalities of Bloomfleld, East Hartford, Hartford, Newington, Rocky Hill, West Hartford,
Wethersfield and Windsor. The Distrlct’s HHW Program Is extended to towns that are not members of the District. The
following twenty, non-District towns currently participate In the HHW Program: Ansonla, Avon, Canton, Cromwell,
Derby, Durham, East Granby, East Hampton, East Windsor, Enfleld, Ellington, Farmington, Granby, Middlefield,
Middletown, Portiand, Seymour, Simsbury, South Windsor and Windsor Locks. The District’s HHW Program services

approximately 700,000 residents.

The District’s HHW Program has been operating since 1892. The District holds between seventeen and nineteen one-
day HHW collectlons per year, in varlous participating towns. In '2009, approximately 26,000 gallons of oil-based paint
were collected through the District’s HHW Program costing approximately $106,000 for disposal. Oll-based paint
disposal made up approximately 34% of the total HHW disposal costs ($313,000) for the 2009 collection vear.
Approximately 29,250 gallons of oil-based paint were collected through the Dlstrlct’s HHW Program In 2010. Disposal of
the oil-based paint cost $115,000 or approximately 33% of the total HHW disposal costs ($344,000) for the 2010

collection year.

If the Paint Stewardship Program leglslation is passed, manufacturers of architectural paint within the state will be
responsible for financing and operating a program to collect and manage leftover latex and oil-based palnt. This wiil
eliminate the cost to the District's HHW Program for disposing of oll-based palnt. This Is especlally important with
stressed town budgets. Two towns within the Dlstrict’s program had to cancel thelr collections in 2009 due to lack of
funds. In 2010, these two towns co-hosted a collection rather than hosting separate collections as they have In the
past. The District will also be' able to expand the services offered to participating towns because the HHW Program
does not currently accept latex paint. An Increase In participation may be an additlonal benefit of including latex paint
In the Program. Residents who would not have made the effort previously to bring In thelr old pesticides and other
HHW may be more Inclined to dispose of these items if given the opportunity to get rid of thelr latex paint. Retall
collection points for paint will also help residents who are moving In the winter or between HHW collection dates,
because most collections are held in the spring and fall seasons. This bil! Is a blg step In the right directlon for Product
Stewardship In CT and should be passed.

A ;

Sally Nl JKeating, P.
Manager of Environment, Health and Safety

The Metropolitan District
§55 Main Streer Post Office Box 800 Hartford, Connecticut 06142-0800 tefephone: 860-278-7850 fax: 860-724-2679

An Afficmative Action and Bqual Opportunity Employer

Sincerely,
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Uihiedsfert Copneclicil Regional Resources Recovery Authority
Office of the Regional Recycling Coordinator

‘Committee on Environment
Public Hearing, March 1, 2010
Senate Bill 828 -

An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program

Testimony on behalf of the Southeastern Connecticut Regional
Resources Recovery Authority

Winston Averill
Regional Recycling Coordinator

My name is Winston Averill, and I am the Regional Recycling Coordinator for the
Southeastern Ct. Regional Resources Recovery Authority, (SCRRRA), the waste and
recycling Authority for 12 communities in Connecticut’s Southeast corner. I am here to

testify in support of SB 828.

One of my responsibilities at SCRRRA is oversight of the region’s Household Hazardous
‘Waste (HHW). Collection efforts. We hold 8 or 9 collections each calendar year with a
participation of more than 2400 households across 21 Cities and Towns. For calendar
2010, our total costs were almost $195,000. Connecticut’s landscape reflects an array of
.successful HHW events — several permanent facilities and one-day regional programs.
Similar to us, these programs are very popular — and very expensive. Senate Bill 828 has
the capability to effect significant saving to our region and member towns in several

ways:

o The paints addressed by SB_828 comprise 30 — 50 % of our region’s incoming
material in any given year. That does not include latex paint! The potential
saving with SB 828 are $59K — $98K . With municipal budgets facing very
uncertain times the saving conferred by SB 828 may result in the retention of
these HHW collection services.

o These saving can be used to both continue and expand HHW services in our
region.

7 Hurlbutt Road » Gales Ferry, CT 06335 ¢ Tel (860) 464-2509 » Fax (860) 464-2510
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o In general, latex paint, (the most commonly used paint), is not accepted by
Connecticut’s various HHW collection systems. Instead, our residents are told to
“dry latex out and dispose of it with their trash”. Many households do not
properly manage this material. As a result the handling of latex paint is shifted to
the waste stream, with its transportation and disposal expenses. The inclusion of
paint into the trash creates a mess at the point of curbside collection, adds to our
garbage volume, and drives up costs for Connecticut’s cities and towns.

o The Product Stewardship structure of SB_828 mirrors the concept behind
Connecticut’s Electronic Recycling legislation, and is consistent with our Solid
Waste Management Plan.

o SB 828 has a broad level of support, including the paint industry, non-profits,
regional authorities and Connecticut’s cities and towns.

We would urge that SB 828 become a permanent part of Connecticut’s waste
management system. Thank you for the opportunity to testify today in support of SB_
828.

Winston Averill

Regional Recycling Coordinator
7 Hurlbutt Road

Gales Ferry, CT 06335

(860) 464-2509
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Testimony
of the
American Coatings Association
in Support of
Raised Bill #828
Joint Committee on the Environment
February 9, 2011

Chair and members of the Committee — thank you for the opportunity to speak in support
of Bjll #828 — An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program. Iam David Darling, Director
of Environmental Affairs with the American Coatings Association (ACA). ACA is a voluntary,
nonprofit trade association working to advance the needs of the paint and coatings industry and
the professionals who work in it. The organization represents paint and coatings manufacturers,
raw materials suppliers, distributors, and technical professionals. ACA serves as an advocate and
ally for members on legislative, regulatory and judicial issues, and provides forums for the
advancement and promotion of the industry through educational and professional development
services.

ACA and the paint industry are committed to finding a viable solution to the issue of
post-consumer paint, which is often the number one product, by vo};ume and cost, coming into
Hazardous Household Waste (HHW) programs. This legislation will enable the paint
manufacturing industry to develop and implement a post-consumer paint management system for
the collection, reuse, recycling, and proper disposal of this paint. As you may be aware, the
impetus for the pilot program derives from a several year multi-stakeholder dialogue on the

issue, entitled the “Paint Product Stewardship Initiative.” ACA, along with various interested

1500 RHODE ISLAND AVENUE N.W. * WASHINGTON, DC 20005 * T 202.462.6272 * F 202.462.8549 * www.paint.org
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stakeholders, including the Connecticut Environmental Protection Agency, spent over 5 years
discussing the issue and ideas for solutions. In2007, a Memorandum of Understanding was
signed by the PPSI parties for the express purpose of developing a nationally coordinated system
for the management of post-consumer paint using a product stewardship approach. A product
stewardship approach is one where all participants involved in the life cycle of a product take a
shared responsibility for its production, sale, use and end-of-life management. While the
ultimate goal of the dialogue is a nationally coordinated system, the paint industry needed one
state to pilot a program before trying to bring it to all the rest of the Country. This pilot is currently
underway in the State of Oregon, ACA having successfully passed legislation in Oregon in 2009. In

addition, this legislation has passed in California and efforts to meet the July 2012 implementation

date are already well under way. Bill 828 is almost identical to the Oregon and California legislation.

Legislation is necessary for industry to embark on this endeavor and this bill has a
number of key elements that would allow us to commence. The most important of these
elements is the need for a level playing field among all producers and retailers and the need for a
sustainable financing system engaging the consumer. Unless all manufacturers and retailers
participate in the program, and participate in a uniform manner, this type of program could lead
to competitive advantages and disadvantages within the industry and among producers and
retailers. In addition, when it comes to financing a system such as this, competitors can not
agree on the “price of products or services” even for a good cause, without running afoul of anti-
trust regulations. Thus, this bill ensures a sustainable financing system for the program, where

all architectural paint manufacturers selling in CT will fund the program through an assessment

F—1t
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added to their current price of paint. This assessment will be uniform and will then be passed
down through wholesale and retail sales of paint in the state in order to ensure competitive
disadvantages, particularly to state manufacturers and retailers do not occur. This assessment
will be used to fund paint collection, reuse, recycling and disposal activities — not only in the
areas that are now being serviced, but in additional underserviced areas of the state as well.
Thus, consumers who did not have access to these programs, or who had to pay additional fees
for such services will now be entitled to use the program. That means that consumers will now
have more places to take left-over paint and that contractors will now have the opportunity to
drop off left-over paint for recycling and proper disposal without having to pay a fee at the point
of collection. This is very important in a state like CT, which has very few places to drop-off
latex paint for recycling and proper disposal - latex paint being 80% of the paint sold today. And
this nominal fee will not only cover new paint sold, but all the legacy paint already in consumer
basements and garages.

Finally, the assessment will go towards consumer education and outreach for the program
as well as administrative costs. Consumer education is paramount in this type of program, as
paint is a consumable product. Manufacturers do not produce paint to be thrown away — it is not
inherently recyclable —~ they produce it to be used up and in order to work towards a goal of post-
consumer paint waste minimization, the consumer must be engaged. Thus, the bill mandates that
consumers be informed that funding for the operation of the paint stewardship program has been
added to the purchase price of all architectural paint sold in the state. In addition, to further

ensure fairness and consumer protection, the bill specifies that the assessment funding the
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program must be approved by an independent third party audit and must only be sufficient to
covér, and not exceed the costs of the program.

The program as proposed in this legislation has worked well in Canada for over a decade
and is widely accepted by paint manufacturers, paint retailers, government agencies,
environmental groups and consumers in that Country. In fact, ACA has been working closely
with Product Care, the major paint stewardship organization in Canada, in order to bring their
successful program to the United States.

With this legislation and the Oregon pilot, we hope to prove that the Canadian program
can be replicated in the US. We believe that paint companies are in a better position than
government to determine and manage paint for its reuse and recycling. We also believe that
paint companies are in a better position than government to teach consumers the value of
purchasing paint responsibly as well as the value of proper storage, and the reuse and recycling
of unwanted or leftover purchases. We also believe that by “privatiﬁng” collection, recycling
and disposal of paint, industry has an incentive to work toward constantly improving efficiencies
— leading to a lowering of the costs of the program, which often can not be done under
government run programs. In fact, the Canadian program the legislation is modeled after has
been able to reduce the costs of their program over time and thus, has reduced the paint
assessment amount as well. Finally, we believe a paint industry-led and funded program will

relieve a considerable financial burden on state and local governments, who currently fund these

programs.
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ACA has worked with the CT DEP, as well as CT’s local waste authorities and HHW
programs to gain support for the program and looks forward to working with them upon
successful passage of Bill #828. The same legislation passed out of this Committee last year

and ACA urges you to again support the legislation and I thank you in advance for your positive

consideration of such.
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Environment Committee Public Hearing
Wednesday, February 9, 2011

Testimony of behalf of HazZWaste Central
The South Central Connecticut Regional Water Authority
and
The Connecticut Product Stewardship Council Paint Initiative Subcommittee

Submitted by Lori Vitagliano, HazWaste Central Coordinator
& CT Product Stewardship Council Co-Chair

In Support of SB 828 — An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program

Thank you Chairman Roy, Chairman Meyer and members of the Environment Committee for the
opportunity to submit this testimony in favor of SB 828 on behalf of HazWaste Central and the
South Central Connecticut Regional Water Authority, (SCCRWA) and the Connecticut Product
Stewardship Council Paint Initiative Subcommittee.

HazWaste Central is a partnership of the South Central Connecticut Regional Council of
Governments, (SCCROG) and the SCCRWA. This regional permanent household hazardous
waste collection program represents sixteen municipalities: Bethany, Branford, Cheshire, East
Haven, Fairfield, Guilford, Hamden, Madison, Milford, New Haven, North Branford, North
Haven, Orange, Wallingford, West Haven and Woodbridge. HazWaste Central was created in
1989 as the first permanent household hazardous waste facility in the state resulting from the
partnership between the SCCROG and the SCCRWA to protect the region’s environment and
public water supplies.

Disposal costs for the household hazardous wastes brought to HazWaste Central are charged
back to each member municipality. In 2010, the oil based.paint disposal expense accounted for
46%, or $107,000, of the program’s waste disposal expense. Passage of SB 828 would
significantly reduce the waste disposal expenses for these municipalities. If the law existed, the
member communities would have saved at least $100,000 each year.

The paint disposal expense would be reduced because the proposed bill calls for the creation of a
representative organization, created by the paint producers to implement and provide a funding
mechanism for the paint stewardship program. HazWaste Central and similar regional programs
would work with the representative organization to implement the proposed Paint Stewardship
Program.

Lori Vitagliano Page 1 of 2 February 9, 2011
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In addition, the proposed Paint Stewardship Program could provide convenient means for
consumers to properly dispose of oil based paint because retailers would be allowed to offer
additional collection locations on a voluntary basis. The program would also allow for the
recycling of latex paint.

This paint management legislation is consistent with the State of Connecticut's Solid Waste
Management Plan of 2006. According to the plan, "Solid waste management efforts in
Connecticut will be guided by the principle of shared responsibility or product stewardship."

The Connecticut Product Stewardship Council Paint Initiative Subcommittee has distributed a
fact sheet to you describing the initiative in more detail. This initiative is supported by the
American Coatings Association, representing paint manufacturers. -

HazWaste Central, the South Central Connecticut Regional Water Authority and the Connecticut
Product Stewardship Council Paint Initiative Subcommittee encourage members of the
Committee to pass SB 828 to help Connecticut’s residents make the right disposal choices for
their waste and help the participating municipalities to reduce expenses.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this committee.
Respectfully Submitted,

Lori Vitagliano, HazWaste Coordinator
Regional Water Authority

90 Sargent Drive

New Haven, CT 06511

203-401-2720

203-889-1981 (cell)

203-603-4849 (fax)
www.rwater.com/hazwaste/

Lori Vitagliano Page 2 of 2 February 9, 2011
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Testimony of

Bart Russell, Executive Director
Connecticut Council of Small Towns
Presented to the Environment Committee
of the Connecticut General Assembly |

February 9, 2011

RE: SB-828 AN ACT ESTABLISHING A PAINT STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM.

The Connecticut Council of Small Towns (COST) strongly supports SB-828 AN ACT
ESTABLISHING A PAINT STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM,

Many town residents have difficulty disposing of partially used cans of paint, stains, varishes
and thinners, which wind up collecting in basements, garages and attics. Oil-based paints, stains,
varnishes and thinners generally have flammable, reactive or toxic ingredients and need to be
handled carefully.

A number of towns offer Household Hazardous Waste collection days to give residents the
opportunity to dispose of these products safely. However, the town generally picks up the cost
of coordinating, notifying residents, and staffing the collection days as well as processing the
collected paint. As a result, not all towns have been able to fund such collection days or have not
beld them on a regular basis. This creates concerns because residents who are moving or tired of
the clutter inay inadvertently dispose of hazardous paint products in an unsafe manner.

SB-828 creates a mechanism for reducing the municipal cost of operating these collections by
requiring manufacturers to include a small fee on the sale of each can of paint. This will reduce
municipal costs while expanding opportunities to help make it as convenient as possible for
residents to recycle paints, stains and thinners that they no longer need. ;

1245 Farmington Ave., Suite 101 + West Hartford, CT 06107 * Tel. 860-676-0770 ¢ www.ctcost.org
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Environment Committee Public Hearing
Wednesday, February 9, 2011
Testimony on behalf of the Housatonic Resources Recovery Authority
Submitted by Cheryl D. Reedy, Director
In Support of SB 828 — An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program

For the record my name is Cheryl Reedy. I am the Director of the Housatonic Resources Recovery
Authority (HRRA). Thank you Chairman Meyer, Chairman Roy, Ranking Member McKinney,
Ranking Member Chapin and members of the Environment Committee for the opportunity to submit
this testimony in strong support of SB 828, An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program on
behalf of HRRA and its eleven member municipalities, i.e. the City of Danbury and the Towns of
Bethel, Bridgewater, Brookfield, Kent, New Fairfield, New Milford, Newtown, Redding, Ridgefield and
Sherman.

Win-Win Legislation
The paint product stewardship legislation is one of those rare bills that is a win-win. It has the support

of the paint industry, recycling and environmental organizations as well as municipal and regional
organizations representing more than 80% of Connecticut’s municipalities and CCM. (See the attached
list of supporters and map.) The paint product stewardship program will save municipalities and
property taxpayers money and increase paint recycling and reuse. It will make it easier and more
convenient for consumers to properly dispose of leftover paint. And it will have no cost to the State.
Legislation that saves money for towns, has no cost to the State, improves recycling, and provides
greater convenience for consumers is the definition of win-win legislation.

Problem to be Addressed

Managing unused and unwanted leftover paint in an environmentally responsible manner is a problem in
Connecticut. An estimated 880,000 gallons of paint go unused in the State each year. Only 18% of that
volume, mostly oil-based paint, finds its way each year to one of the household hazardous waste (HHW)
collections sponsored by and paid for by municipalities (and their taxpayers) throughout the State.

Despite the fact that latex paint can be recycled, there is currently no site in the State where consumers
can drop off leftover latex paint for recycling. We advise our residents to take the lid off latex paint
cans, mix the leftover paint with kitty litter or speedi-dry, and then put the dried paint into the regular
garbage. It is a messy and bothersome process that only the committed complete. And it unnecessarily
adds to the volume of solid waste disposed of in the State.

Paint disposal accounts for about 40% of the $150,000 cost for the four HHW collections offered to
residents in the HRRA region each year. It costs local taxpayers about $4.50 per gallon to dispose of
paint brought to our HHW collections. If relieved of the cost of paint disposal at HHW collections
through the program this legislation would establish, our member municipalities would save $150,000
each year or could choose to hold additional HHW collections, increasing convenience and accessibility
for residents.
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Product Stewardship Concept

Product stewardship, such as that found in the State’s electronics recycling law, is a policy that ensures
that all those involved in the lifecycle of a product share responsibility for reducing its health and
environmental impacts, including its end of life management. Encouraging a waste management system
that relies on product stewardship can reduce public costs, increase recycling rates, and drive
improvements in product design that promote environmental sustainability. The paint product
stewardship initiative is consistent with the CT Solid Waste Management Plan which says, in part,
“Solid waste management efforts in Connecticut will be guided by the principle of shared responsibility
or "product stewardship".

Benefits of Paint Product Stewardship Legislation

The paint product stewardship law proposed would require paint manufacturers to create, finance and
manage an environmentally sound, non-profit paint stewardship program, including strategies to reduce
the generation and promote the reuse of post-consumer paint, and to collect, transport and process post-
consumer paint for end-of-life management through reuse, recycling, energy recovery or disposal. The
program would be paid for through a small stewardship fee added to the price of each container of paint
sold in the State. The cost of proper end-of-life management of paint through the paint stewardship
program will be less than 25% of the current cost for disposal of paint through property taxpayer
financed HHW collections.

Addressing Questions About the Bill

Last year some legislators suggested the bill could wait because its implementation date is in 2013.
Please note that Sec. 2 (a)(1) says that the paint producers’ representative organization must have its
plan ready no later than March 1, 2013. The American Coatings Association has committed to
implement the CT legislation as soon as possible after passage. But, experience in Oregon has shown
that it can take as long as two years to create the organization, develop the plan and set up the processes
for the program to work cooperatively with volunteer retailers and municipalities. Failure to pass the
bill this year simply pushes the possible implementation date out to 2014 or beyond.

Other legislators have asked about the cost to consumers. While the exact cost in CT can’t be known
until the program is developed here, the fees in Oregon turned out to be minimal. Containers of %2 pint
or less have no fee. For more than a %2 pint up to one gallon the fee is $.35 per container. For one
gallon the fee is $.75 per container. And for over one gallon and up to five gallons, the fee is $1.60 per
container. There will always be a cost for the proper end of life management for paint. The real
question is who should pay that cost — paint users or all property taxpayers?

Importance to HRRA and Other CT Municipalities/Regions

Eight regional hazwaste/solid waste agencies representing a majority of the State’s municipalities jointly
contributed $10,000 to the Product Stewardship Institute to support the national dialogue among state
and local governments and the American Coatings Association, a dialogue that eventually resulted in a
consensus program that all could support. Connecticut has earned the opportunity to be one of the early
roll out states for what will eventually be a national program. Oregon was first, passing legislation two
years ago, and California followed suit last fall. Connecticut and Vermont are next in line for early roll
out, and there are a number of other states clamoring to take Connecticut’s place if we do not pass
paint stewardship legislation this year.

In addition to this testimony from HRRA, I am pleased to present for the record testimony and letters of
support from the Product Stewardship Institute, the CT Recyclers Coalition, the Bristol Resources
Recovery Operating -Committee, the CT River Estuary Regional Planning Agency, the Town of
Hamden, Town of Mansfield, City of Middletown, and the Borough of Naugatuck. We all ask for the
Committee’s support of SB 828. Thank you!
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Representative Richard Roy
Legislative Office Building
Hartford, CT 06106-1591

RE: Support for SB 828 An Act Establishing A Paint Stewardship Program

Dear Chairman Roy:

The Product Stewardship Institute, Inc. (PSI) is a national non-profit
environmental institute with membership from 46 state governments, 200 local
governments, and over 70 corporate, organizational, academic, and non-U.S.
government partners. The Housatonic Resources Recovery Authority and Bristol
Resource Recovery Facility Operating Committee have been full members since 2007,
and the state was a founding member since 2000. Over the past eight years, PSI has
led a national dialogue to develop a collaborative solution to the paint management
dilemma, working closely with paint manufacturers, retailers, painting contractors,
recyclers, and government officials, including those in Connecticut. SB 828 is
consistent with the model developed by this group, and which became faw in Oregon
in July 2009 and in California in September 2010.

About 10 percent of paint purchased becomes leftover, resulting in an estimated
880,000 gallons of leftover paint per year in Connecticut. Currently, local
governments are spending up to $700,000 each year to manage a portion of this paint.
However, if all leftover latex and oil-based paint were to be managed properly through
household hazardous waste collections, it would cost local governments in
Connecticut up to $7 million per year. SB 828 has the potential to save local
governments millions of dollars each year. Unfortunately, most leftover paint is
currently disposed of in the garbage despite the efforts of local governments. In
addition, household hazardous waste collections are only offered seasonally and not in
all parts of the state. SB 828 would establish a statewide, convenient, paint collection
program for all Connecticut residents and businesses.

Oregon, which has the country’s first paint stewardship bill, is already
experiencing savings for state and local governments. Connecticut municipalities can
realize similar savings while greatly expanding opportunities for the safe management
of leftover paint.

PSI strongly urges you to support SB 828, the Act Establishing A Paint
Stewardship Program.

Sincerely,

Aot Cuout

Scott Cassel
Executive Director/Founder

Product Stewardship Institute, Inc. ¢ 29 Stanhope Street o 3rd Floor  Boston, MA 02116
Telephone: (617) 236-4855 ¢ Fax:(617) 236-4766 ¢ www.productstewardship.us
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February 9, 2011

Testimony regarding HB 828 , An Act
Establishing a Paint Stewardship Pilot Program

Dear Esteemed Legislators,

The Connecticut Recyclers asks you to support SB 828, An Act Establishing a
Paint Stewardship Pilot Program. This bill creates a product stewardship
framework for the recovery of unused paint. This legislation is a win-win in
that it shifts the financial burden away from taxpayers while improving the
opportunities for protecting our environment. Please pass SB 828.

This bill will save money. The paint industry is stepping up to the plate and
offering to cover the cost for disposal of post-consumer paint. This cost is
normally born by the municipalities, more than $600,000 in 2008 alone.
Through this producer responsibility framework citizens will have one less bill
to pay.

This bill will protect the environment. By establishing a producer responsibility
framework it will allow more communities to collect paint at no taxpayer
expense. This will increase the ease with which do-it-yourselfers and
businesses recycle their paint, keeping it out of the trash and our environment.

Please pass SB 828. It is the ideal piece of legislation in a year when we all
need to cut expenses while advancing our environmental goals.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

€ May
CJ May
President
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(860) 585-0419
(860) 225-9811
Fax (860) 585-9875

43 Enterprise Drive
Bristol, Connecticut 06010

www.brrfoc.org
January 28, 2011

-

Connecticut Product Stewardship Council

Berlin
c/o Cheryl D. Reedy
Branford HRRA
162 Whisconier Rd..
Bristol Brookfield, CT 06804
Burlington Dear CPSC:
Hartland The purpose of this letter is to express our support for legislation creating a paint
product stewardship program in Connecticut. Paint disposal is a significant
Meriden hazardous waste expense for our region, and the paint initiative, SB 828, will
Morr significantly reduce these costs.
Iris

New Brit Product stewardship holds producers responsible for the end of life costs of
ran managing their products. Encouraging a waste management system that relies on
producer responsibility can reduce public costs, increase recycling rates, and drive

Plainvill . . . . . e
° improvements in product design that promote environmental sustainability.
Plymouth . . . ..
We understand that the proposed paint product stewardship legislation is supported
Prospect by municipalities, solid waste rf:gions, hc_>usehold hazardous waste programs, DEP,
CCM, the CT Recyclers Coalition, the Sierra Club, as well as paint producers and
Seymour small retailers. It is an effective way to mitigate the financial and environmental
impacts of paint disposal. Please add our name to the growing list of those who
Southington suppuli passage of paint stewardship lcgislation in 201 1.
Warren Sincerely,
f
Washington , /

///»,
Wolcott Jonathan S. Bilmes, P.E., Q.E.P.

xecutive Director

JSB:kz

Printed on tree-free paper
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BONNEGIIEU
RIV[ERI R

455 BOSTON POST ROAD P.O.BOX 778 OLD SAYBROOK, CT 06475
i ARENDY B601383.3457 Fax. 560/395-1404
crefpa@snet.net www.crerpa org

February 8, 2011

Connecticut Product Stewardship Council
c/o Cheryl D. Reedy

HRRA

162 Whisconier Rd

Brookfield, CT 06804

Dear CPSC:

The purpose of this letter is to express our support for SB 828, legislation establishing a
paint stewardship program in Connecticut. Paint disposal is the largest household
hazardous waste expense for our regions towns, and the paint initiative will significantly
reduce these costs. .

Product stewardship holds producers responsible for the end of life costs of managing
their products. Encouraging a waste management system that relies on producer
responsibility can reduce public costs, increase recycling rates, and drive improvements
in product design that promote environmental sustainability.

We understand that the proposed paint product stewardship legislation is supported by
municipalities, solid waste regions, household hazardous waste programs, DEP, CCM,
the CT Recyclers Coalition, the Sierra Club, as well as paint producers and small
retailers. It is an effective way to mitigate the financial and environmental impacts of
paint disposal. Please add our name to the growing list of those who support passage of
paint stewardship legislation in 2011.

Executlve Director
Ct Rivey Estuary Regional Planning Agency

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
Pricred on Aecyctsd Paper
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TOWN OF MANSFIELD
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Lon R. Hultgren, P.E., Director AUDREY P BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD
MANSFIELD, CONNECTICUT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3331 TELEPHONE
(860) 429-6863 FACSIMILE

February 1, 2011

Connecticut Product Stewardship Council
¢/o Cheryl D. Reedy

HRRA

162 Whisconier Rd

Brookfield, CT 06804

Dear CPSC:

The purpose of this letter is to express the Town of Mansfield’s support for SB 828, legislation
establishing a paint stewardship program in Connecticut. The bulk of the material brought to the
regional Mid-NEROC hazardous waste facility is unused paint. Paint disposal is the largest
household hazardous waste expense for our town, and the paint initiative will significantly
reduce these costs.

Product stewardship holds producers responsible for the end of life costs of managing their
products. Encouraging a waste management system that relies on producer responsibility can
reduce public costs, increase recycling rates, and drive improvements in product design that
promote environmental sustainability.

We understand that the proposed paint product stewardship legislation is supported by other
municipalities, solid waste regions, household hazardous waste programs, DEP, CCM, the CT
Recyclers Coalition, the Sierra Club, as well as paint producers and small retailers. It is an
effective way to mitigate the financial and environmental impacts of paint disposal. Please add
our name to the growing list of those who support passage of paint stewardship legislation in
2011.

Sincerely,

Virginia Walton
Mansfield Recycling Coordinator

Cc: Matt Hart, Town Manager
Lon Hultgren, Director of Public Works y
Virginia Walton, Recycling Coordinator
Solid Waste Advisory Committee
File
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TOWN OF HAMDEN
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR Hamden Government Center

2750 Dixwell Avenue
) Hamden, CT 06518
Scott D. Jackson Tel: (203) 287-7100
Mayor Fax: (203) 287-7101
Environment Committee Hearing
Monday, February 9, 2011
Testimony in support of SB 828

An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program

Testimony on behalf of the Town of Hamden
Submitted by Pamela Roach, Solid Waste and Recycling Coordinator,
member of the CT Product Stewardship Council and
Board member of the CT Recyclers Coalition.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony in favor of SB 828, An Act Establishing a Paint
Stewardship Program.

The proposed Paint Stewardship Program provides for a more convenient and accessible means for collection
and recycling of both oil based and latex paints. There are more than 740,000 gallons of paint that go unused in
CT each year. It is estimated that the industry, for less than 25% of the current cost per can, can handle both
current and additional materials through this program. Given these facts, this bill will save taxpayers money
and increase paint recycling.

The Town of Hamden is a member of the Regional Water Authority’s HazWaste Central Household Hazardous
Waste Collection Program (HWC). Oil based paint disposal accounts for ~50% of HWC's waste disposal
expenses. Currently, The Town of Hamden spends ~$43,000 per year as a member of HWC. This bill would
reduce Hamden's HWC expenses by ~$10,000 per year.

There are currently no sites in Connecticut that collect latex paint for recycling. Residents are forced to dry out
their latex paint and dispose of it in their regular garbage. It is estimated that there is twice the amount of
unused latex paint that is being disposed of in the regular garbage versus the amount of oil-based paint needing
proper disposal. Given the fact that at this time all of the unused latex paint is being put into the regular
garbage and only about 18% of the unused oil based paint is being properly disposed of at this time, we would
expect Hamden's Municipal Solid Waste Disposal costs to noticeably decrease.

Thank you for the opportunity to address the Committee. We hope to have your support for this proposal.

Respectfully Submitted,

Pamela Roach

Hamden Solid Waste and Recycling Coordinator
Hamden Government Center

2750 Dixwell Avenue

Hamden, CT 06518
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City of Middletown
Public Works Department Recycling Division
245 Dekoven Drive
Middletown, CT 06457
860-344-3526

Environment Committee Public Hearing
Wednesday February 9, 2011

Testimony in support of SB 828 An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Pilot Program
Kim O’Rourke, Recycling Coordinator, City of Middletown

Thank you for the opportunity to support of SB 828 An Act Establishing a Paint
Stewardship Pilot Program. As a member of the CT Product Stewardship Council, the
City of Middletown is pleased to support this legislation.

This Paint Stewardship bill will move the State forward in developing more producer
responsibility programs which offer stable financing and sound environmental
management of waste products. Similar to the State’s recent e-waste law, this bill will
allow manufacturers to play a role in developing and financing a sound waste disposal

program.

This bill is estimated to save CT municipalities over $600,000 AND offer more
opportunities for residents to dispose and recycle these products. Currently,

o only 18% of unused paint is brought to HHW collections each year;

o only oil based paint is accepted at HHW collections; latex paint must be
dried out with kitty litter or sand, and put into the regular garbage;

o there are no sites that collect latex paint for recycling in CT;

o paint accounts for 30-50% of all municipal HHW collection costs.

4
v

The Paint Stewardship Program will:

o Save towns and taxpayers money; the city of Middletown spends $15,000
a year on HHW collections. With this proposal, we expect costs to drop
and we expect MSW costs to drop due to less paint being dumped in the
garbage;
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o Increase recycling and collection of paint; currently the City only offers
one collection in Middletown,; residents can attend other collections in the
spring and fall sponsored by MDC,; this proposal will increase
opportunities to dispose paint products and encourage people not to dump
it in the garbage;

o Increase the types of products that can be collected and recycled;

Promote producer responsibility of waste paint products;

o Make the collection and disposal of this paint more economical than it
currently is. The industry estimates that it can handle current and
additional materials for less than 25% of the current cost per can.

(o]

Currently only a small percentage of oil based paints are brought back to HHW
collections and latex paint does not get recycled. Our advice to folks here in Middletown
is to dry latex paint out and dispose of it with the regular garbage.

This proposal will move the State forward in achieving creative, innovation solutions to
waste management. All stakeholders will play a role to reduce waste, control costs and
increase recycling. The absolutely wonderful part of this bill, is that it has the support of
the paint industry, recycling and environmental groups, as well as numerous regional
organizations and municipal governments. The Paint Stewardship Program will save
taxpayers money, increase paint recycling and do it more effectively and economically
than it is now being done.

Thank you for the opportunity to address the Committee. We hope to have your support
for this proposal.

Kim O’Rourke

Middletown Recycling Coordinator
245 deKoven Dr

Middletown, CT 06457
860-344-3526
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NAUGATUCK PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

February 7, 2011

Connecticut Product Stewardship Council
c/o Cheryl D. Reedy

HRRA

162 Whisconier Rd

Brookfield, CT 06804

Dear CPSC:

The purpose of this letter is to express my support for legislation creating a paint product stewardship
program in Connecticut. As the coordinator of Naugatuck’s household hazardous waste program [ find
that paint disposal is one of the largest expenses for our town, and the paint initiative will significantly
reduce these costs. Latex paint isn’t considered hazardous waste but residents of Naugatuck find the
disposal directives of drying out to be onerous and the subsequent disposal costs add to our solid waste
expenses.

Product stewardship holds producers responsible for the end of life costs of managing their products
rather than the local taxpayers. Encouraging a waste management system that relies on producer
responsibility can reduce public costs, increase recycling rates, and drive improvements in product
design that promote environmental sustainability.

I believe that the proposed paint product stewardship legislation supported by municipalities, solid waste
regions, household hazardous waste programs, DEP, CCM, the CT Recyclers Coalition, the Sierra Club,
as well as paint producers and small retailers is a perfect example of cooperation. It is an effective way
to mitigate the financial and environmental impacts of paint disposal. Please add my name supporting
passage of SB828 in 2011.

Sincerely, '

Sheila Baummer

Naugatuck Recycling & Solid Waste Coordinator
246 Rubber Ave.

Naugatuck, CT 06770

203-720-7071

sbaummer@ naugatuck-ct.gov

cc:
Sen. J. Crisco, Rep. D. Labriola



TR T

S

Who Supports the CT Product Stewardship Paint Initiative?

American Coatings Association (ACA) — national non-profit trade association representing the paint and coatings
industry, including architectural paint manufacturers

Product Stewardship Institute (PSI) - national non-profit membership-based organization that works with state and
local government agencies to partner with manufacturers, retailers, environmental groups, federal agencies, and other key
stakeholders to reduce the health and environmental impacts of consumer products.

CT Product Stewardship Council (CPSC) — state, regional and local government representatives and other interested
stakeholders organized to explore and raise awareness of product stewardship as an important tool to reduce solid waste
and increase recycling.

Connecticut Conference of Municipalities (CCM)

Sierra Club of Connecticut

Connecticut Recyclers Coalition (CRC)

Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection (DEP)

Regional governmental organizations representing more than 80% of CT municipalities:

o HazWaste Central- representing the municipalities of Bethany, Branford, Cheshire, East Haven, Fairfield,
Guilford, Hamden, Madison, Milford, New Haven, North Branford, North Haven, Orange, West Haven,
Wallingford and Woodbridge

o South Central CT Regional Water Authority- representing the municipalities of Ansonia, Beacon Falls,
Bethany, Branford, Cheshire, Derby, East Haven, Guilford, Hamden, Killingworth, Madison, Milford, New
Haven, North Branford, North Haven, Orange, Prospect, Seymour, West Haven and Woodbridge.

o Sharon/Salisbury Resources Recovery Anthority

o CT River Estuary Regional Planning Agency (CRERPA) — representing the municipalities of Chester,
Clinton, Deep River, Essex, Killingworth, Lyme, Old Lyme, Old Saybrook and Westbrook

o Southeast CT Regional Resources Recovery Authority (SCRRRA)- representing the municipalities of
Colchester, East Haddam, East Lyme, Franklin, Griswold, Groton, Lebanon, Ledyard, Montville, New London,
North Stonington, Norwich, Preston, Salem, Sprague, Stonington and Waterford

o Tunxis Recycling Operating Committee— representing the municipalities of Berlin, Bristol, Burlington,
Meriden, New Britain, Plainville, Plymouth, Prospect, Southington and Wolcott

o Bristol Resource Recovery Facility Operating Committee - representing the Tunxis municipalities above as
well as Branford, Hartland, Morris, Seymour, Warren and Washington

o Metropolitan District Commission (MDC) — representing the municipalities of Ansonia, Avon, Bloomfield,
Canton, Cromwell, Derby, Durham, East Granby, East Hampton, East Hartford, Ellington, Enfield, Farmington,
Granby, Hartford, Middlefield, Middletown, Newington, Portland, Rocky Hill, Seymour, Simsbury, South
Windsor, West Hartford, Wethersfield, Windsor and Windsor Locks

o Housatonic Resources Recovery Authority (HRRA) — representing the municipalities of Bethel, Bridgewater,
Brookfield, Danbury, Kent, New Fairfield, New Milford, Newtown, Redding, Ridgefield, Sherman

o Capitol Region East Operating Committee (CREOC) — representing the municipalities of Glastonbury,
Hebron, Manchester, Marlborough, Somers, Stafford and Vernon

o Mid Northeast Recycling Operating Committee (MidNEROC) - representing the municipalities of Andover,
Ashford, Bolton, Chaplin, Columbia, Coventry, Eastford, Mansfield, Tolland, Union, Willington and Windham

o CT Resources Recovery Authority (CRRA) — managing solid waste and/or recyclables for 110 CT
municipalities

o Towns/Cities: Bethel, Brookfield, Hamden, Kent, Middletown, Mansfield, Naugtuck, New Canaan, New
Fairfield, Newtown, Redding, Sherman, and more every day.

The two COGS below supported the legislation last year; but, due to bad weather, have not been able to meet
and formally vote on thelr support again this year.

®  Litchfield Hills Council of Elected Officials and Northwest CT Council of Governments — representing the
municipalities of Colebrook, Cornwall, Goshen, Canaan, Hartland, Harwinton, Kent, Litchfield, Morris,
Norfolk, North Canaan, Roxbury, Warren, Washington and Torrington

@ Central Naugatuck Valley Council of Governments (CNVCOG) — representing the municipalities of Beacon
Falls, Bethlehem, Middlebury, Naugatuck, Oxford, Southbury, Thomaston, Waterbury, Watertown and
Woodbury
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Connecticut Product Stewardship Paint Initiative
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«The Problem -~ . .= 4

o 10% of all paint purchased is leftover.

» More than 880,000 gallons of paint go unused in CT each year.

¢ Oil-based paint should be disposed of as household hazardous waste (HHW).

» Only 18% of unused paint is brought to HHW collections in CT each year.

¢ Municipalities annually pay $700,000 to collect and dispose of this 18% as HHW.

» Paint accounts for 30-50% of all municipal HHW collection costs.

» Disposal of paint as HHW costs about $4.50/gallon in CT.

¢ Cost of paint disposal at HHW events is borne by municipal taxpayers.

» Latex paint can be recycled, and has great potential for viable markets.
 There are no sites in CT for consumers to drop off latex paint for recycling.

The Soluﬁon

A paint product stewardship law for CT requiring paint manufac-
turers to create, finance and manage an environmentally sound,
cost-effective paint stewardship program, including strategies and
plans to:

¢ reduce the generation of postconsumer paint,

¢ promote the reuse of postconsumer paint,

¢ collect, transport and process postconsumer paint
for end-of-life management through reuse, recycling,
energy recovery or disposal.

a

. Who Pays and Who Doesn't? =~

 Paint manufacturers finance program with a stewardship fee
added to the price for each container of paint sold in the State.

¢ Fee will be less than 25% of current $4.50/gallon HHW disposal cost.
¢ Annual municipal budget savings throughout the state estimated at $700,000.

 No fiscal impact to the State. Net positive fiscal impact for municipalities.
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The Benefits

» Covers all postconsumer paint and stain sold in containers of five gal-
lons or less. (Postconsumer paint is unused paint no longer wanted by
the purchaser.)

o Provides consumers with an easy way to properly manage leftover paint.

o Free collections for residential and small commercial consumers and
paint contractors. (Current HHW events are for households only.)

o Uses existing HHW collection infrastructure as possible and may ex-
pand collection opportunities for consurmners.

o Retailers not required to offer in-store take back programs. F

o CT DEP to approve program plan, get annual report, inde-
pendent audit.

e Consistent with the 2006 CT Solid Waste Management Plan.
o Saves municipalities and property taxpayers, money!
e Increases paint recycling!

e Program covers both latex and oil-based paint

l "Who Suﬁporis the Paint Initiative?

¢ American Coatings Association—representing paint manufacturers
¢ Product Stewardship Institute

¢ CT Product Stewardship Council

¢ CT Sierra Club

¢ CT Recyclers Coalition (CRC)

¢ CT Conference of Municipalities (CCM)

¢ CT Department of Environmental Protection (DEP)

¢ Hardware Store Retailers such as TrueValue and Ace

¢ Municipalities and regional solid waste/hazardous waste
government agencies representing more than 135 CT municipalities.

Prepared by the CPSC Paint Initiative Subcommuttee. Lon Vitagh-
ano, HazWaste Central * Kim O’Rourke, City of Middletown *
Cheryl Reedy, Housatonic Resources Recovery Authonty. For more
tnformation e-mail cheryreedy @hrraorg
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CONNECTICUT
CONFERENCE OF
MUNICIPALITIES

TESTIMONY
of the
CONNECTICUT CONFERENCE OF MUNICIPALITIES
to the

ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE
February 9, 2011

CCM is Connecticut’s statewide association of towns and cities and the voice of local government - your
partners in governing Connecticut. Our members represent over 93% of Connecticut’s population. We
appreciate this opportunity to provide testimony to you on issues of concern to towns and cities.

CCM supports Raised Senate Bill 828 ""An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program.”

This bill would create a system in which paint manufacturers are responsible for creating, financing,
and managing an environmentally sound program to (1) reduce the generation and promote the reuse of
post-consumer paint; and (2) be responsible to collect, transport, and process post consumer paint for end-
of-life management through reuse, recycling, energy recovery, or disposal.

Properly designed, a Paint Stewardship Program would take the financial and administrative burden of
end-of-life disposal for paint products off the back of local governments. This is a no-cost proposal for °
the state and could result in significant statewide savings for municipalities.

CCM urges the committee to favorably report this bill.

#a HE #H

If you have any questions, please contact Kachina Walsh-Weaver, Senior Legislative Associate of
via email kweaver(@ccm-ct.org or via phone (203) 498-3026.

Connecticut Conference of Municipalities  #900 Chapel Street, 9™ Floor +New Haven, CT 06510
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® ﬁ&%}% STATE OF CONNECTICUT A
: w -DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION [ o

Public Hearing — February 9, 2011
Environment Committee

-

3

Testimony Submitted by Commissioner Amey W. Marrella
Department of Environmental Protection

Raised Senate Bill No. 828 - AN ACT ESTABLISHING A PAINT STEWARDSHIP
PILOT PROGRAM

Connecticut municipalities spent aver $600,000 in 2008 managing leftover oil-based paint,
primarily through household hazardous waste collections. Paint represents typically thirty to fifty

‘ ( Printed on Recycled Paper )

79 Elm Street * Hartford, CT 06106 - 5127 Page 1 of 2
http://dep.state.ct.us
An Equal Opportunisy Employer
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in discussions with legislative sponsors and other stakeholders including the American Coatings
Association and we believe the current language describes the agreed upon roles and
respon51b111t1es of the depa.rtment and others under this proposed bill.

In summary, the Department supports Raised Senate Bill No. 828 as an effective way to increase
the recovery of unwanted paint while lowering municipal expenses. The department will
continue to work with municipalities and industry to plan the implementation of this program to
ensure that it is run efficiently and with a streamlined government role.

Thank you for the opportunity to present the DEP’s views on this proposal. If you should require
any additional information, please contact the Department’s legislative liaison, Robert LaFrance,
at (860) 424-3401 or Robert.LaFrance@CT.gov.

Page 2 of 2
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Connecticut Retall Merchants Association
60 Forest Street

Hartford, Connecticut 06105

Phone (860) 527-1044

Fax (860) 493-7476

The Voice Of Retailing Website www.crmaonfine.com

Timothy G. Phelan
February 9, 2011 President

Senator Edward Meyer, Chairman
Representative Richard Roy, Chairman
Environment Committee

Room 3200, Legislative Office Building
Hartford, CT 06106

Dear Chairmen Meyer and Roy:

My name is Tim Phelan and I am the President of the Connecticut Retail Merchants Association (CRMA). CRMA is
a statewide trade association representing over 500 retail companies with over 2000 stores. Our members include
some of the world’s largest retailers and the states main street merchants.

I am here today to testify on Senate Bill 828, An Act Establishing a Paint Stewardship Program.

CRMA has worked with the proponents of this legislation during the last session to amend the bill to address most of
our concerns. However, there is still one central issue that is potentially troublesome for some of our members. The
bill remains silent in the requirement that any additional fee resulting from the passage of the bill be included on the
customer receipt. While our association supports the intent of the bill, to create a mechanism to allow for the proper
and cost effect manner in recycling of consumer paint, we are concerned that the lack of disclosure may cause some
customers to question why the cost of paint may have increased.

The legislation that this committee has raised is very similar to legislation passed by the state of Delaware where a so
called pilot program is currently underway. The Delaware legislation is also silent in the disclosure provision.
Ideally, we would like the committee to hold off passing any legislation in Connecticut until the Delaware pilot
program can be reviewed, but realistically we understand that may not be possible. Therefore we would ask the
committee to carefully consider the disclosure part of this bill so that all parties involved, the consumers first and
foremost, understand the implications of this bill.

The committee should be aware that the bill will place additional hardship on retailers in the area of the fund
assessments. Many retailers work with paint manufactures in determining how much paint is delivered into the state
and where it will go, i.e. what store locations. However, there are also many instances where paint is shipped directly
to a distribution center, including one located within Connecticut, where it is then shipped to stores based on need.
This process of shipping paint from the distribution center may cause problems with the fund payment, especially in
the beginning stages of fund development due to the fact that retailers cannot always predict the amount of paint
shipped to the State from distribution centers.

In closing we want to thank the proponents of this bill, especially, Representative Pat Widlitz, who have worked very
closely with us in taking our concerns into consideration. We look forward to a continued dialogue on the bill.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak with you today. I would be happy to answer any questions you may have.

Sificerely,<
I& Phelan, President CRMA
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Testimony In Support of

SB 828,

AA Establishing A Paint Stewardship Program

Representative Roy, Senator Meyer, Representative Chapin , Senator McKinney and members of
the Environment Committee:

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today in support of SB 828, AA Establishing A Paint
Stewardship Program. My name is Rep. Pat Widlitz and I represent the 98" District including the
towns of Guilford and Branford.

The proposed legislation is an important environmental initiative of the CT Product Stewardship
Council which will increase the recovery of post consumer paint while saving our municipalities
significant amounts of money, and provide better service to Connecticut’s residents/taxpayers
and businesses. It requires the producers of architectural paint sold at retail in CT to jointly
establish a statewide paint stewardship program through a non-profit organization created by the
producers. The non-profit organization will create and finance a plan that will provide for
convenient and available state-wide collection of post-consumer paint, promote the reuse and
recycling of “unused” paint, and ensure that such paint is managed in an environmentally sound
way. All of this with the support of the American Coatings Association, the paint producers’
_national association, and most important-at no cost to the state!

Why do we need this program? A little background:

SERVING BRANFORD AND GUILFORD
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1. An estimated 7.44 million gallons of paint, both latex and oil-based are sold in CT each
year

Approximately 10% (744,000 gallons ) is left over or goes unused.

Consumers need legal, affordable options to dispose of their unused paint.

Oil-based paint should be disposed of as hazardous waste.

Latex paint currently has to be completely dried for disposal as solid waste and is not
accepted at HHW collections.

6. Most latex paint can be reused or recycled, but there is no program in CT where
consumers can take unused latex paint for recycling.

7. Only about 136,000 gallons or 18% of the 744,000 gallons of paint available for disposal
each year in CT are actually brought to household hazardous waste collections. The rest
is most likely piling up in our basements and garages!

8. The cost for disposing of these 136,000 gallons of paint was $620,000 in 2008 or
$4.50/gal which was charged to the 150 municipalities that offer HHW collections. THIS
WILL SAVE MUNICIPALITIES $620,000 PER YEAR.

. 9. Paint disposal accounts for 30-50% of the total cost of a Household Hazardous Waste

(HHW) collection.

The Paint Stewardship initiative is consistent with the 2006 CT SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT PLAN which states that, “Solid waste management efforts in CT will be
guided by the principal of shared responsibility or “product stewardship.”

AW

This legislation also builds upon the approach we took with the electronics recycling product
stewardship legislation passed in 2007 and recently implemented.

During last year’s legislative session this legislation, HB 5122, passed unanimously in the
House but died on the Senate consent calendar in the final hours of the session. I urge the
Committee to make it a priority for this legislative session.
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Martin Mador, Legislative Chair

Environment Committee
February 9, 2011
Testimony In Favor of
SB 832 AAC The Protection Of Inland Wetlands And Watercourses
SB 828 AA Establishing A Paint Stewardship Program
SB 58 AA Establishing A Fee For The Use Of Plastic And Paper Bags At
Grocery And Retail Establishments

SB 57 AA Expanding The Beverage Container Redemption System

SB 830 AA Prohibiting The Use Of Certain Outdoor Wood-bumning Furnaces

I am Martin Mador, 130 Highland Ave., Hamden, CT 06518. I am the volunteer
Legislative Chair for the Sierra Club-Connecticut Chapter. I am also a director of Rivers
Alliance and of the Quinnipiac River Watershed Association. I hold a Masters of Environmental
Management degree from the Yale School of Forestry and Environmental Studies.

_SB 832

Protection of a vegetated buffer along streams is an important element in preserving
water quality. Science teaches us that the land immediately bordering a stream provides
significant filtration of contaminants nrigrating along with the surface flow of water towards the
stream. This concept is an important priority for the environmental community in preserving our
natural resources. SB 832 contains language which is somewhat protective. The language should
be strengthened.

Passage of this bill will provide a legislative vehicle to enact this important protection.

SB 828

This bill establishes a manufacturer take back program for unused paint. It is the identical
bill which passed the House last year, but was not called for a vote in the Senate. Details of the
bill have already been negotiated with representatives of the manufacturers.

This bill is an excellent example of extended producer responsibility(EPR), also known
as product stewardship. We have become a throw-away consumer society, generating huge
amounts of waste, some of it toxic. Slowly, we are beginning to take responsibility for this
waste, at both the manufacturing and post-consumer stages. Perhaps the most effective strategy
for reducing waste requires making the producers of the waste responsible for its disposal This
is the foundation of EPR, as it provides the most effective incentive for minimal waste
production.

There is an additional benefit of EPR. Traditionally, society as a whole has been
responsible for paying the costs of disposal. With EPR, the manufacturer must incorporate the
disposal costs in the retail cost of the product. This makes the cost to the consumer reflect the
true cost of the product. Those products with lower disposal costs will then be more attractive to
the consumer. In economic terms, the disposal cost has been “internalized” to the product, rather
than ¥é&ernalized” to everyone.
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Have all the members voted? Have all the members
voted? Please check the roll call board to make sure
your vote has been properly cast. If all members have
voted the machine will be locked. The Clerk will
please take a tally. Clerk, please announce the
tally.

THE CLERK:

House Bill 6413.

Total Number voting 142
Necessary for adoption 72
Those voting Yea 142
Those voting Nay 0
Those absent and not voting 9

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

The bill is passed.

Will the Clerk please call Calendar 326.
THE CLERK:

On page 44, Calendar 326, Senate Bill Number 828,

AN ACT ESTABLISHING A PAINT STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM,
favorable report of the Committee on Judiciary.
SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Pat Widlitz, you have the floor,
madam.

REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

003705
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Good afternoon Mr.

Speaker.
SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Good aftefnoon.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

I move acceptance of the joint committee's
favorable report and passage of the bill in
concurrence with the Senate.

SPEAKER DONOVAN: {

The question is acceptance of the joint
committee's favorable report and passage of the bill
in concurrence with the S?nate.

Will you remark?

REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, this bill brings forward an
important environmental initiative which will increase
the recovery post consumer paint while saving our
municipalities significant amounts of money and
providing better service to Connecticut's residents,
taxpayers and businesses.

I move adoption, sir.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

The question is, will you remark further?
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REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Yes. Thank you.

Many of you may remember this bill. We did pass
it, I believe, unanimously during the previous
legislative session. It unfortunately landed on the
other side of midnight during the last session on the
Senate consent calendar. So with your indulgence I'm
going to go through the bill for the benefit of our
newer members to this Chamber.

The bill requires the producers of architectural
paint sold at retail in Connecticut to jointly
establish a statewide paint stewardship program. The
program must be established through a nonprofit
organization created by the producers of architectural
paint.

And the plan, it must minimize public sector
involvement in the management of consumer paint by
reducing the generation of that paint, post consumer
paint and promoting the reuse and recycling of post
consumer paint. Also to negotiate and execute
agreements to collect, transport and process such
paint for environmentally sound end-of-1life
management .

The plan will provide more convenient and
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available statewide collection of post consumer paint,
will propose a paint stewardship assessment for each
container of paint that is sold in the state of
Connecticut, will include a funding mechanism for that
payment, and will identify each producer participating
in the program and the brands sold in the state
covered by the program.

The plan will also coordinate with existing
hazardous-waste election infrastructure and allow for
retailers to voluntarily be collection sites for post
consumer paint. That plan will then be presented to
the DEP commissioner on or before March 1, 2013. And
within 2 months of that date the commissioner will
determine whether or not to approve the plan. If
approved, that will go into effect and be implemented
within two months of the approval. .

On or before March 1, 2013, and every two years
thereafter the representative organization shall
propose a uniform paint stewardship assessment for all
architectural paint sold in the state. The proposed
assessment shall be reviewed by an independent auditor
to assure that the assessment does not exceed the cost
of the paint stewardship program. And that auditor

will recommend an amount of the department.
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The DEP shall be responsible for approval of that
assessment. And for accountability the department
will actually select the independent auditor and not
less than every five years select a different
independent auditor and the cost of that auditor will
be funded by the paint stewardship assessment.

The DEP will list the names of participating
producers and the brands of architectural paint
covered by the program on its website. And after the
implementation date no producer, distributor or
retailer shall sell architectural paint in this state
if they are not a member of that representative
organization.

There are follow-up reports to the DEP on the
details of the program, how it's working. And every
two years the DEP will submit a report to the
Environment Committee that describes the results, and
if necessary, make modifications.

That's an outline of the program, but why do we
need it? Just for a little background, an estimated
7.4 million gallons of paint, both latex and oil-
based, are sold in Connecticut each year.
Approximately 10 percent is sold -- sold each year is

left over or goes unused, probably piling up in your
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garage as it is mine.

Consumers need legal, affordable options to
dispose of that unused paint. Oil-based paint should
be disposed of as hazardous waste. Latex paint
currently has to be completely dried for disposal as
solid waste. Most of the latex paint could be reused
or recycled, but there's no program in Connecticut
where consumers can take that used paint.

The cost of disposing of these approximately 136
gallons of post consumer paint was $620,000 in 2008,
or $4.50 a gallon which was borne by all of our
municipalities, the ones that offer hazardous waste
collections. This program will save municipal
taxpayers collectively at least $620,000 a year. And
the paint disposal actually accounts for -- to -- from
anywhere from 30 to 50 percent of the total cost of
hazardous-waste collection.

The initiative is consistent with the Connecticut
solid waste management plan, which states that solid
waste management efforts in Connecticut will be guided
by the principle of shared reéponsibility, or product
stewardship. This legislation also builds upon the
approach we took with the electronics recycling, which

we passed in 2007.
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Interestingly enough about this program, it is an
initiative of the industry. The establishment of the
Connecticut Paint Stewardship Program is an initiative
of the Connecticut Product Stewardship Council which
has been working with DEP, the American Coatings
Association in Washington DC, and many of our
municipalities who are very, very eager for thig to
pass and for the burden to be lifted from them.

I urge adoption, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Remark further?

Representative Chapin.
REP. CHAPIN (67th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Through you, some questions to the proponent.
SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Please proceed, sir.

REP. CHAPIN (67th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I heard mention of the term "architectural
paint." Would that include commonly used o0il as well
as latex based paints?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:
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Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Through you, Mr. Speaker, actually Representative
Sawyer had asked me a question last year and I was
expecting to answer that question. I happened to have
a whole list of products that are covered. It would
be both o0il paint, latex paint, deck coatings, floor
paints, waterproofing, wood sealers, masonry sealers,
primers, stains and shellacs, varnishes, lacquers,
wood coatings, just as an example.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Chapin.
REP. CHAPIN (67th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

And again, through you, so it sounds like it
would be virtually any paint that any person may walk
into the local paint store or hardware store to
purchase to paint the inside or outside of their
house. And I believe I heard the proponent talk about
the ways and the costs associated with getting rid of
those paints through hazardous household waste day.

Can she tell me if hazardous household waste day
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collection also includes latex? And 1f it doesn't,
how do people dispose of that presently?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Actually the household hazardous waste
collections do not collect latex paint and the only
way to currently dispose of it in Connecticut is to,
first of all, dry it out either with kitty litter or
sawdust which makes it very heavy and then it has to
be disposed of us solid waste which makes are tipping
fees go up.

This would eliminate that process totally and
they would -- the latex paint would be accepted at
these centers that accept the used paint.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Chapin.
REP. CHAPIN (67th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

And again through you, I believe I heard a figure

that exceeded $4 per gallon presently to dispose of
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oil-based paints at household hazardous waste days.
And I understand that there -- that the fee hasn't
been set under this, what would be this new program,
if it passes and gets signed in to law.

Are there any estimates available that tell us
how much that price goes down from over $4 a gallon
through this disposal mechanism or more appropriately,
this recycling mechanism?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Yes. We have information from the State of
Oregon which is currently doing this program. Their
fees based on their costs would be 35 cents for a pint
or a quart of paint, 75 cents per gallon, and for a 5-
gallon, which would be the maximum amount that you
could turn in, it would be a dollar 60. That's based
on their experience. We would probably have a similar
experience.

And again, it would -- the cost of these fees
only covers the cost of implementing the program.

There's no profit in this whatsoever.

003714
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Through you, Mr. Speaker.
SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Chapin.
REP. CHAPIN (67th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to thank the gentlelady for
her answers.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support of the bill
before us today. As the proponent did indicate, it's
virtually the same bill that passed this Chamber last
year unanimously. This year the Senate has seen fit
to pass it unanimously as well.

It does -- I believe it will fix an ongoing
problem that we have both in the excessive costs
associated with disposal or recycling of oil-based
paints through our household hazardous waste days.

And even though latex paint isn't considered household
hazardous waste -- I don't know if you're like me, Mr.
Speaker, but I probably have 20 partially used cans,
at least, at my home. So I look forward to having a
more convenient and viable way to dispose of them.

And I encourage my colleagues to support the
legislation before us.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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SPEAKER DONOVAN:
Thank you, Representative.
Representative Sawyer.
REP. SAWYER (55th):
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
And a question through you to the proponent of
the amendment.
SPEAKER DONOVAN:
Please proceed, madam.
REP. SAWYER (55th):
Madam Chairwoman, in the history of this

particular, bill you have heard, not once, but more

than once through public hearing from different people

on this particular bill. Can you tell us in those
hearings was the discussion of aerosol spray paints
brought up as well? 1Is that something that will also
receiving a fee?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.
SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

It would not include aerosol paints nor would it

include industrial paint such as automobile paint.

003716
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This would be architectural paint.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.
SPEAKER DONOVAN:
Representative Sawyer.

REP. SAWYER (55th):

And through you, Mr. Speaker,

26
May 19, 2011

would the small

sample paints that some of the paint distributors are

now giving -- selling at a very low price, the very

small samples you can take home; put a little tiny

swatch on the wall before you decide which color. You

may buy two or three in making your decision which

color would be just perfect for that room. Are those

-- would those also be -- fall under the fee as well?

SPEAKER DONOVAN:
Representative Widlitz.

REP. WIDLITZ (98th):
Through you, Mr. Speaker.
Yes.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:
Representative Sawyer.

REP. SAWYER (55th):

And through you, Mr. Speaker.

Who would set these fees?

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

003717
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Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

That is part of the charge to the organization
that will be formed by the participating producers and
that fee will be thoroughly vented by an auditor. And
the DEP will approve or, disapprove of the entire plan
which will include the fee.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Sawyer.
REP. SAWYER (55th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

And through you, was there one or more than one
nonprofit that had an interest in this? And the
reason for my question 1s, is this something that's
going to be competitive? Would there be multiple
nonprofits that might be able to apply to the DEP to
run this program?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.
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This 1s a program that is being organized by the
American Coatings Association. It is the national
association of the paint producers. And it's a very
complicated thing to set up and for that reason they
are rolling it out state by state to do a very good
job.

Now certainly as far as the collection points,
the retailers have the option of being a collection
point. I would think there would be an opportunity
for a private entity or a nonprofit to be a collection
point as well if they were so inclined.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative Sawyer.
REP. SAWYER (55th):

So in the case where -- let me step back, one,
from what the chairwoman said, through you, Mr.
Speaker, that this is being done in other places.
Could you tell us what other states this is being done
in?

SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Representative widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

This is currently operating in Oregon. They were
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the first state to actually do the pilot program to
see how we could set this up -- not we, but how the
association could set this up.

The bill has passed in California. They're in
the process in setting it up. And we will be third in
line. There are several other states that have
legislating pending and are very excited about doing
this, but again, because we want to make sure this is
done properly, it will be rolled out one state at a
time and the paint industry is doing it in that
fashion.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

(Deputy Speaker Aresimowicz in the Chair.)

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:
Representative Sawyer.
REP. SAWYER (55th):
Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:
Good afternoon, madam.
REP. SAWYER (55th):
Through you, what is -- what will be -- where

will the power lie, say, in five years? This program,
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say, has been ruled out and there are perhaps some
unsuccessful parts to 1t. What power does the State
have then to be able to go back and make some changes,
make some corrections in the particular program?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

A report will be given by the DEP to the
Environment Committee for an update on the progress
and for any possible recommendations for change. The
DEP has full authority through -- by virtue that they
select the independent auditor to make sure everything
is satisfactory to the department and then they will
report to the Environment Committee.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Sawyer.
REP. SAWYER (55th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

And through you, if in the case where they, the
DEP might truly disagree with the price that's being

set, whether it's too low, whether it's too high, what
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ability does the DEP have to be able to adjust that
fee?

And the reason I ask that question is, this fee
to me is very similar to a tax, a recycling tax.
Because you cannot -- after this is passed you cannot
buy paint without paying this money. The money is not
going to the State. The money is going to a nonprofit
and not multiple nonprofits, just one. And there's no
competition for who's going to apply to actually run
this. 1It's one that ié bringing this forward.

So I'm very cautious about totally handing over the
reins.

It's a very laudable program. I totally
understand why we would want to do this, but I'm
concerned about the structure underneath. That
nongovernmental agency or group or association will be
setting a tax, a recycling tax or fee on cans. And
down to the smallest of the sample cans, that will be
used, we think, we hope, in a very successful way, but
we won't know until its audited.

And then we don't really have the authority, we
don't have a government agency that has the authority
to pull back the reins unless we totally have a

legislative change. 1Is that correct?
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Through you, Mr. Speaker.
SPEAKER DONOVAN:

Reéresentative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

The DEP has full authority to reject the plan if
they are not convinced that this is a suitable fee as
analyzed by their independent auditor or there's any
other component of the plan; they have full power not
to accept the plan.

This only goes into effect if the DEP accepts the
plan. That plan will be reviewed yearly by their
independent auditor and reports will be made back to
the Environment Committee and there will be ample
opportunity for ehanges, or outright rejection if
necessary. Through you, Mr. --

One other point Mr. Speaker in reference to a
recycling tax. Right now you are paying taxes to your
municipality which are much more -- they are four
times the cost, at least of disposing of this unused
paint and not even doing it in an environmentally safe
manner, necessarily. By filling a can of unused latex
paint with kitty litter and throwing it into the

trash, to pay tipping fees it is the worst way you
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could probably dispose of this and the most expensive
way.

So you are, in fact, already paying taxes to
dispose of any of this paint that is brought to a
hazardous waste collection. Your municipality is
billed for that at a much higher rate than this
program would incur.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:
Representative Sawyer.
REP. SAWYER (55th):

She brings up two very interesting points. The
first -- I'll address the second one first and that
would be I suspect our taxes aren't going to go down
once this is passed for recycling, but I'll leave that
one there.

And if I might just go back one. Will the DEP,
just for clarification from what you said, Madam
Chairwoman, that will the DEP be able to make changes
in the plan on a yearly basis or is it just the one-
time authority when they approved the plan initially,
Mr. Speaker?

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.
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REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

The DEP will accept or reject the plan initially.
Certainly if they reject the plan, I assume that they
would offer suggestions if they were interested in
actually doing the program as to how it could be
improved. Through you, Mr. Speaker, but that would
have to come back to DEP for approval before it
becomes enacted.

Through you.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Sawyer.

REP. SAWYER (55th):

And then I presume from your answer that once the

program is up and running the DEP does not have the
authority to make any changes in the plan unless it
comes to this body.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Again, through you, Mr. Speaker.

\

I think once the DEP accepts the plan it will be

evaluated on a yearly basis and they certainly could
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reject the plan or recommend changes.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Sawyer.

REP. SAWYER (55th}):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Through you, so the -- your expectation is that
the DEP will approve a plan that has authority, future
authority for them in the plan.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Yes. Mr. Speaker, that is correct. There will
be review. There will be annual review of this plan
by DEP, but you need to give it a chance to start up
and work.

Through you.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:
Representative Sawyer.
REP. SAWYER (55th):
That part I understand.
I would like to thank the chairwoman for all of

her work on this. This has been a long process and it
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has -- is one that I, think still for me, has some

unanswered questions, but because of the newness of
it, that we only have one and a half states that are
there and we are looking at completing -- as the
third.

We have the option of looking at the flaws that
are perhaps happening in the others and perhaps we'll
be able to be very cautious on which of the plans'
parts that we like the best.

I do have an unease about having a
nongovernmental agency setting a tax or a fee onto a
disposable product, because we have not done that in
other recycling efforts, but I'm willing to be open
minded on this, particularly knowing that the DEP will
have the ability to review it on a yearly basis and
maintain some control or authority.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

I thank the gentlelady for her comments.

Representative Roy of the 119th, you have the
floor, sir.

REP. ROY (119th):
. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this bill.
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This is one more step in the Environment Committee's
efforts over the past several years of ridding toxic
products from our environment. And I thank
Representative Widlitz for the hard work she put into
this bill. And I urge all my colleagues to vote in
favor of the bill.

Thank you.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Thank you very much, sir.

Representative Hetherington of the 125th you have
the floor, sir.

REP. HETHERINGTON (125th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

If T may, to the proponent, a question or two?
DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Please proceed, sir.

REP. HETHERINGTON (125th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

Is there a timetable for a creation of a plan in
Connecticut for approval of the plan and
implementation?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.
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REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Yes. Through you, Mr. Speaker.

This, the plan is to be presented to the DEP by
March 1st of 2013. The DEP will have two months to
‘review it and either approve or reject. If they
approve it will go into effect two months after that.
So it will be, I think July 1, 2013.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Hetherington.
REP. HETHERINGTON (125th):

Thank you.

Through you, Mr. Speaker, in the interim the
paints are disposed of in the way they are currently.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER DONOVAN:
Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

Unfortunately yes.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Hetherington.
REP. HETHERINGTON (125th):

Thank you.
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What if a plan is not approved, if not approved
by the DEP in the two months, either because they
don't get to it or because they don't find it
sufficient?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

The DEP is very anxious to get to work on this
initiative. I expect that they will lely be able to
comply with the timetable and I don't expect that to
be a problem.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Hetherington.
REP. HETHERINGTON (125th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

But just in case they don't, would that be a reason
to, in effect, give a continuance to the processing of
paint the way it currently is processed?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.



003731

cd/rgd 40
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES May 19, 2011

REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Well, certainly, Mr. Speaker.

Through you, it's in the best interests of the
residents of Connecticut to implement this as quickly
as possible. And I think the DEP has every intention
of keeping up with that timetable.

Until we have the recycling infrastructure in
place and the collection sites in place, I would
assume that we would just continue the current
practice.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Hetherington.
REP. HETHERINGTON (125th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

Was the;e any consideration given to simply
requiring the, for example, the paint manufacturer to
charge, in effect, a deposit and then take the
material back and remove it in an acceptable way?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.
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This proposal is an initiative of the industry,
of the American Coatings Association. It is the paint
-- it is the industry-paint-representing organization,
if that makes any sense.

And this is the pllot‘program that they used in
Oregon. This is the program that is currently
operating in Oregon. And because there is interest on
the part of so many states in doing this they would
like to have a uniform program.

So I guess the short answer is, no. There was
not a different proposal. This came to us from the
industry as the most effective way and the most cost
efficient way for them to be able to agree to
participate in this.

Through you.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Hetherington.
REP. HETHERINGTON (125th):

Thank you.

Through you, Mr. Speaker, always interested in
learning. And in my limited experience, if you leave
a can of latex paint open, it -- the large water
component will evaporate and you are simply left with

the pigment substance.
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I've never actually mixed paint and kitty litter.
And am I wrong in that the water simply evaporates and
you're left with the pigment residue?

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Widlitz.
REP. WIDLITZ (98th):

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

No. The gentleman is not incorrect, but you
would have to, I guess, leave that can of paint
without the lid on it in a place that you wouldn't
mind having that can of paint storing -- storage
around your House, or in your garage, or wherever, but
certainly you could try it out.

Most people when they decide to get rid of
something just make the decision to do that. I don't
know personally if I would want to le%&e a can of open
pain hanging around my garage because I would probably
have a problem with it at some point.

Through you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Representative Hetherington.
REP. HETHERINGTON (125th):

I thank the good lady for her answers and for her
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work on thais.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Thank you very much, sir.

Will you remark further? Will you remark
further? 1If not, will staff and guests please come to
the well of the House. The members please take their
seat. The machine will be open.

THE CLERK:

The House of Representatives is voting by roll

Lgcall. Members to the Chamber. The House is voting by
roll call. Members to the Chamber.
DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Have all the members voted? Have all the members
voted? If all the members have voted please
check/determine if your vote has been properly cast.
And if all members have voted the machine will be
locked and the Clerk will take a tally. The Clerk
will please announce the tally.

THE CLERK:

Senate Bill 828.

Total Number voting 143
Necessary for adoption 72
Those voting Yea 143



cd/rgd 44
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES May 19, 2011
Those voting Nay 0
Those absent and not voting 8

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

The bill is passed.

Are there any announcements or introductions?
Any announcements or introductions?

Representative Alberts of the 50th, sir, you have
before.

REP. ALBERTS (50th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

For a point of personal privilege, if I may?
DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Please proceed, sir.

REP. ALBERTS (50th):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

With us in the gallery today are several students
from one of my schools in Brooklyn, the Learning
Clinic and their instructional staff. And I would ask
that members join me in welcoming them for the day.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

DEPUTY SPEAKER ARESIMOWICZ:

Welcome to your capitol.

Thank you very much, sir.

Are there any other announcements or

003735
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And so I am so pleased that she has agreed to take
this position. I think it's great for the whole state.
Thank you, Madam President.
THE CHAIR:
Thank you, Senator.
Will you remark? Will you remark?
Senator Looney.
SENATOR LOONEY:
Thank you, Madam President.

Madam President, if there is no additional comment

and no objection, would move to place this item on the

]

consent calendar.

THE CHAIR:

Seeing no objection, sg ordered.

Senator Looney.
SENATOR LOONEY%

Thank you, Madam President.

Madam President, we have some additional items to
mark from today's calendar. First calendar page 12,
Calendar 146, Senate Bill 859, Madam President, would

mark that item go.

128
011

Also calendar page 12, Calendar 148, Senate Bill

869. That item is marked go.

Also calendar page 12, Calendar 151, Senate

000716
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Bill 828, Mr. President, would move to place that item

on the consent calendar.

THE CHAIR:

Seeing no objection, so_ordered.

SENATOR LOONEY:
Thank you, Mr. President. Moving to Calendar
page --
THE CHAIR:
Mr. President?
SENATOR LOONEY:
Thank you, Madam President. Moving to Calendar

page 18, Calendar 204, Senate Bill 980, Mr. President,

would move to place -- Madam President, would move to

place that item on the consent calendar.

THE CHAIR:

Seeing no objection, so _ordered.

SENATOR LOONEY:

Thank you, Madam President.

Madam President, moving to calendar page 19,
Calendar 206, Senate Bill 35. Madam President, would
mark that item go.

THE CHAIR:
Seeing no objection --

SENATOR LOONEY:
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for a vote on that consent calendar.
THE CHAIR:

Please proceed, Mr. Clerk.
THE CLERK:

Immediate roll call has been ordered in the Senate
on the second consent calendar. Will all Senators
please return to the chamber. Roll call vote has been
called on the second consent calendar. Will all
Senators please return to the Chamber.

Madam President, those items placed on Consent

Calendar Number 2 begin on Senate Agenda Number 5,

House Joint Resolution Number 102; House Joint

Resolution Number 103; House Joint Resolution 104;

And Senate agenda -- page 2, House joint

resolution Number 106. From Senate Agenda Number 7,

substitute for House Bill 6292.

Going to the calendar, beginning of calendar page

12, Calendar Number 146, Senate Bill Number 859;

Calendar 140, Senate Bill Number 869; Calendar 151,

Senate Bill 828; calendar page 18, Calendar Number 204,
Senate Bill 980; calendar page 24, Calendar Number 237,
Senate Bi N ; and calendar page 32, Calendar

Number -- correction, that's it.



000747

rgd/md/gbr 159
SENATE April 13, 2011

No. Sorry. Calendar page 34, Calendar

Number 119, Senate Bill 837.

Madam President, that completes those items
placed on the second consent Calendar.
THE CHAIR:

Thank you, sir.

Would you once again announce the roll call vote.
And the machine will be open.
THE CLERK:

~

The Senate is now voting by roll call on the second

consent calendar. Will all Senators please return to

the Chamber. The Senate is now voting by roll call on
the second consent calendar. Will all Senators please
return to the Chamber.

THE CHAIR:

Have all members voted? Have all members -- no.
They have not.

Okay. Now have all members voted? Have all
members voted? If so, the machine will be locked. And
will the Clerk please announce the tally.

THE CLERK:

Motion is on adoption of Consent Calendar

Number 2.

Total Number voting 35
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Necessary for adoption 18
Those voting Yea 35
Those voting Nay 0
Those absent and not voting 1
THE CHAIR:

The consent calendar is adogted.

Senator Looney, do you have any good news for us,
sir.

SENATOR LOONEY:

Yes, Madam President.

First of all, would move for suspension for
immediate transmittal to the Governor of Substitute
House Bill 6292.

THE CHAIR:

Seeing no objection, so ordered, sir.
SENATOR LOONEY:

Thank you, Madam President.

Madam President, that concludes our business for
today. I want to thank all of the members for their
cooperation in moving through the items on the agenda.

First of all, Madam President for a journal
notation.

THE CHAIR:

Please proceed sir.

160
011
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