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Via Email - mayor@houstontx.gov 
 
Mayor Annise Parker 
City of Houston 
900 Bagby St.     
Houston, TX 77002  
 
Dear Mayor Parker: 
  
I am writing you on behalf of my company, Pratt Industries, as well as, all the members of the Paper 
Recycling Coalition (PRC), to respectfully request that you delay any consideration of the “one-bin-for-
all collection system” recycling proposal. 
 
The members of the PRC are leaders in recycling. We are true recyclers - the companies that take old 
materials and use them to make new products. Through residential, commercial and industrial paper 
collection programs at paper mills and manufacturing facilities in Texas and throughout the United 
States, we manufacture 100% recycled paper that is turned into a wide array of products. From cereal 
boxes and mailing tubes to book covers, game boards, puzzles and corrugated containers, these 100% 
recycled paper products are a part of our everyday lives.  
 
The PRC has approximately 400 facilities in 42 states, representing over 50,000 jobs with benefits, that 
we are intent on keeping in this country. In Texas we have 15 facilities, including 2 in Houston, 
employing 1,400 workers in well-paid jobs. 
 
One of the most critical issues facing the 100% recycled paper industry is the availability of clean, 
economically viable fiber for domestic producers.  
 
According to EPA: “Recycling is the process of collecting and processing materials that would otherwise 
be thrown away as trash and turning them into new products.” However, recycling as we know it is 
under assault. We are hearing more and more about what is being touted as “a new trash collection 
process” at material recovery facilities (MRFs) called mixed waste processing (MWP), one bin systems 
or in our terminology, ‘Dirty MRFs’. This is being promoted as the answer to the problem of low 
recycling rates and the increasingly high costs of source separation disposal.  
 
MWP is a one-bin system where all trash and recyclables are placed together with no prior separation. 
This material is then sent to a MRF to generate recyclable materials through a combination of labor-
intensive manual and mechanical sorting. 
 
We understand that the percentage of residuals from a properly operated clean MRF, supported by an 
effective public outreach and education program, should not exceed 10% by weight of the total delivered 
stream. That is a recovery rate of 90-95%. On the other hand, a Dirty MRF only recovers between 5% and 
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45% of the incoming material as recyclables, with the remaining 55%-95% going to a landfill or other 
disposal, such as a mass burn facility. 
 
A recent report by the Houston Zero Waste Coalition identified a number of Dirty MRFs around the 
country with recycling rates from 6%-15%, although diversion rates are claimed that are significantly 
higher. In most cases, these so-called diversion rates include materials that are processed in anaerobic 
digestion, used as daily landfill cover or incinerated. Obviously, paper is a large portion of materials 
deemed “unrecoverable” in Dirty MRFs. 
 
The PRC strongly opposes Dirty MRFs and urges your consideration of our concerns. The following 
statement was recently issued by PRC member David W. Scheible, the Chairman and CEO of Graphic 
Packaging Holding Company: 
 
 “The recycled paper industry, and tens of thousands of good paying jobs, is wholly dependent on a clean 
supply of recovered fiber. This approach will do nothing to help get us more paper into the system. 
Without that, the products we produce will go away and either be made overseas or from non-recycled 
materials. The ‘Dirty MRF’ system yields only minimal amounts of recyclable material, and much of what 
it does yield is often too contaminated to use. I am strongly opposed to this new modern approach to go 
back 20 years. Making boxes out of recycled paper that has been exposed to all types of consumer waste 
is simply not a good idea for a number of reasons. In addition, no one should think that they are recycling, 
if the material is burned. Burning our materials is not recycling. Recycling is the process of collecting and 
processing materials that would otherwise be land filled and turning them into new products, over and 
over again. Recycling is an essential part of the American economy and there is no reason to return to the 
‘Mad Men’ era of throwing everything away.”   
 
Thank you for your consideration of our concerns. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Brian McPheely 
 
 
And, on behalf of members of the Paper Recycling Coalition: 
 

David Scheible, President & CEO, Graphic Packaging International 
Mike Kiepura, President of Consumer Packaging, RockTenn 
Bud Newman, CEO, Newman Paperboard 
Pete Trager, CEO, White Pigeon Paper Company 
Marc-Andre Depin, President & CEO, Norampac, a division of Cascades Canada Inc.  
Joel Laroche, COO, Fusion Paperboard 
Kevin Kwilinski, President & CEO, PaperWorks 
Matt Kaplan, President, COO & Director, KapStone 
Kevin Hayward, President, OX Paperboard 

 
 
BM/lab 
 
cc:   Governor Rick Perry 





 

Recyclers Announce Policy Opposing 
One-Bin Collection 
Commingling collection decreases quantity and quality of recyclables 

(Washington) – At its Summer Board of Directors Meeting, the Institute of Scrap Recycling Industries 
(ISRI), the Voice of the Recycling Industry™, adopted a policy in favor of separating recyclables from 
waste prior to collection as opposed to commingling or one-bin collection. Sorting before collection 
ensures that recyclable materials, particularly paper, are not unnecessarily contaminated and degraded. 

“One-bin collection jeopardizes the quality of recyclables by mixing them with liquids, food, chemicals and 
other waste thereby lowering, and in many cases all-together destroying their value,” said Robin Wiener, 
president of ISRI. “Materials that are all together destroyed will be diverted to landfills or incinerators 
lowering recycling rates and damaging the environment. Simply put, one-bin collection is not good for 
recycling.” 

The policy states, “ISRI supports the collection and sortation of recyclable materials in a manner that 
optimizes the value and utilization of the material as specification grade commodities to be used as 
feedstock to manufacture new products. 

“Since the quality of the recyclables as specification grade commodities is essential, ISRI opposes the 
commingling of recyclables with solid waste or mixed waste processing in one-bin system where all solid 
waste and recyclables are placed together with no separation prior to recycling.” 

### 

The Institute of Scrap Recycling Industries, Inc. (ISRI) 
ISRI is the Voice of the Recycling Industry™. ISRI represents more than 1,600 companies in 21 chapters 
nationwide that process, broker and industrially consume scrap commodities, including metals, paper, 
plastics, glass, rubber, electronics and textiles. With headquarters in Washington, DC, ISRI provides 
safety, education, advocacy, and compliance training, and promotes public awareness of the vital role 
recycling plays in the U.S. economy, global trade, the environment and sustainable development. For 
more information about ISRI, visit www.ISRI.org. 
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April 4, 2014 
 
Mayor Annise Parker 
Council member Dwight Boykins 
Council member Ellen Cohen 
Council member Brenda Stardig 
Council member Stephen Costello 
Council member David Robinson 
Council member Michael Kubosh 
Council member C.O. Bradford 
Council member Jack Christie 
900 Bagby St.     
Houston, TX 77002  
 
Dear Mayor and Council members: 
 
Strategic Materials, Inc. (SMI) is a leading North American recycling company, with facilities located 
across the United States, Canada, and Mexico. Headquartered in Houston (Park Ten), we are the 
largest recycled glass processor on the continent and the recipient of glass currently coming from 
the City of Houston recycling programs.  We have glass processing plants in Houston (825 S Loop 
West) and Midlothian, Texas.  I am writing today to voice SMI’s opposition to the “One Bin for All” 
proposal. Houstonians have shown that given the chance they are willing and able to separate 
recyclable material from trash.   Below is our reasoning for this position: 
 

 We believe this facility will be classified as a municipal solid waste facility under TCEQ rules 
and therefore commodities separated at this facility could also be considered 
MSW.  Recyclers and secondary processors that handle this material may need to modify or 
reclassify permits, operations, etc. as a result of receiving material from this facility. 

 Materials coming from single-stream are already under intense scrutiny by commodity 
buyers from a quality standpoint.  Materials coming from this facility are likely to have even 
higher amounts of contaminants, especially putrescibles that will make it even more difficult 
to market and sell these materials.   It is likely that glass won’t be recovered at all. 

 The number one goal of any recycling program should be to provide quality products at 
predictable quantities to industries that use them as feedstock in making new products.  
Based on what we see and have read, the goal of this program is to divert 75% of the waste 
stream from the landfill.  How will the City measure success – in terms of diversion rates 
(the number of tons diverted from the landfill) or true recycling rates (the number of tons 
that are actually recycled into new products)?  Diversion is not recycling.   

 This project does nothing to encourage residents to think differently about their trash and 
how they might reduce the amount of waste they generate.  It will only make worse the 
“out of sight” mindset and encourage consumption.  The City will have no incentive reduce 
the amount of material it collects. 

 
 



 
 
 
As an alternative, the City’s current recycling services should be extended to every household in the 
City.  In addition, programs for apartments, businesses and public spaces should be developed.  A 
number of NGOs have benchmarked other cities around the country and have identified best 
practices that Houston could implement to increase the recycling rate.  These include mandatory 
recycling, disposal bans, and Pay as You Throw (unit-based pricing).  These have proven to be 
effective and efficient techniques to recover a significant amount of material for reuse and 
recycling.  Go to http://www.ameripen.org/wp-content/uploads/100_Cities_Summary-09.30.13.pdf  
for more information. 
 
Other Cities in Texas and around the world have passed “Zero Waste Plans” with the goal of 
reducing waste and incentivizing recycling and sustainable product design.  The City of Houston 
should consider such an option as a way to increase waste reduction and recycling. 
 
After all these efforts then and only then should a mixed waste processing facility of this type be 
implemented - to recover the last bit of recyclables that may have made their way into the waste 
stream. 
 
As a Houston resident (District C) I am personally opposed to this plan as well.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the One Bin for All Project. Please feel free to contact 

me if you have any questions. I can be reached at rabramowitz@strategicmaterials.com or at 
281-647-2774. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Richard M Abramowitz 
Vice President of Government Affairs 
 

http://www.ameripen.org/wp-content/uploads/100_Cities_Summary-09.30.13.pdf
mailto:rabramowitz@strategicmaterials.com
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