Comments on Draft Rulemaking  for WAC 173-950-010 et seq.
Submitted by Methow Recycles and Wastewise Methow
	

	Methow Recycles and Wastewise Methow submit the following comments regarding the draft rule prepared by the Washington State Department of Ecology under the Recycling Reform Act (RRA), pertaining specifically to proposed WAC 173-95-010 to 950-2XX, as promulgated on May 14, 2026. 
Comment 1: The definitions in section 030 are incomplete. For example, “covered materials” is addressed, but not “producer,” which is used throughout the rule. The selection of terms to define outside of the statute seems haphazard and may lead to confusion.
Comment 2:  The Individual Program Plan set out in section 110 is confusing. Who would be covered by this section? Please provides examples of businesses that would be in this program? We presume that it would apply to relatively few producers. In that event, how would it be implemented in rural areas where very low volumes of recyclables are the norm, collection is more problematic and and where distances to market long? How would the service providers deal with these issues in a cost-effective way?
There appears to be two exceptions to participation in the PRO established under the RRA: (1) de minimum producers and (2) individual producer plan participants.  
Under the draft rule section 100(1)(a), each producer must be a member of a PRO registered in the state. But under section 110, some producers can participate under an individual producer plan. There needs to be an exception to the 100(a)(1) requirement for individual producers. If not, it should be made clear that individual producers must also be members of the PRO.
Can an individual producer plan formed under section 110 reimburse service providers? It is not clear from the proposed reg text.
The references to as-yet non-denominated sections (marked as XX) in this section are confusing and need to be clarified in order to allow meaningful review.
Comment 3:  
The proposed language in section 173-950-2XX (Alternative Collection Program Requirements) appears to the same as the related statutory provision, RCW 70A.2088.100. It is not clear how much will be collected under the provision and how the service providers will deal with it. If an alternative collection program is set up, will it be duplicating work by the PRO?
Subsection 1(a) is confusing. It is not clear what the verb is.
Under subsection (2)(a), “which” should be changed to “that.”


These commenters appreciate the opportunity to comment on these draft rules and to further participate in the formulation of practical final rules implementing the RRA.
