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California Oil' Recyeling
Enhancement Act of 1992

" “to reduce the il
and recycle anc
greatest extent
valuable natura

egal disposal of used ol
reclaim used oll to the
nossible In order to recover

resources and to avoeid

damage to the envirenment and threats te

public health.”
Section 48600
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2001 Statewide Survey

= 761 DlYers, including
= 114 Shade-tree mechanics (STMs)

= 418 non-DiYers (semeone else changes
oll In heusehold vehicles)

= pterviewing inrJune-July: 2001

= Reference period re oll consumption and
changing: “over the last year” (2000-2001)
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“Better” means “more effective”.

“Effective” means “reduces
Improper disposall more”.
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Predicted Probability of Improper Disposal
by Convenience of Taking QOil to Centers

U.S.-born DIYers without curbside pickup
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Somewhat

Centers Convenient?
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More convenient centers reduce
Improper disposal a lot.

Estimated Probability of Improper Disposal

by Convenience of Taking Oil to Centers
U.S.-born DIYers without curbside pickup
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Somewhat

Centers Convenient?
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More available cureside collection
reduces Improper disposal a lot.

Predicted Probability of Improper Disposal
by Avalilability of Curbside Collection

U.S.-born DIYers who do not take oil to centers
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Somewhat

Curbside Collection Available
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Available curaside collection
reduces Improper disposal more

than convenient centers.
Predicted Probability of Improper Disposal

U.S.-born DIYers
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Somewhat Very

Curbside Available /| Centers Convenient
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BUT—curpside pickup: Is available only for single-
family: dwellings, and living In: single-family
dwellings is much more likely for elder DlYers:

e Family Dwelling by Age in California
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Source: 2000 Census 5-percentP UMS file .
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Use off curiaside collection by DIYers follews the
same shape by age and Is available mainly to
older DIYers—an important shortcoming.

Predicted Probability of Curbside
Collection by Age, U.S.-Born DlYers
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Older DIYers are much more likely
to use curbside collection

= Q: “How many: times in the past year did
you put oll out for curbside pickup?”
1 or more times:

= YOUNGER DIYERS (18-39)  6.7%
= OLDER DIYERS (40+) 15.1%
= 0= .0036

" S0 curlside favors older DIYers, but
Vounger DIYers dispoese ofi much more oil.
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What can we conclude?

1)Both methods of collection reduce
Improper disposal a lot—for these DlYers
for whom they are convenient and
available.

2)Curbside collection reduces improper
dispesal te: ZERO—Dbut only fier DIYers In
single-family: dwellings, mostly’ elder,
a big limitatien. It 1SiSUperbly: cenvenient
Ut usually net availakle.
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3) Convenient centers are superior in
availability' because they are more
available to younger DiYers than
curbside collection Is.

4)

April 2005
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even where centers collection Is
Implemented and the centers are

convenient, it leaves a large amount of
oIl Uncollected because so many: DIYers
do net participate.
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5) SO BOTH PROGRAMS MISS MUCH OF
THE DIY/STM POPULATION AND
THEIR USED OIL.

6) Curbside collection:is wonderfully
convenient but not available tormany.

DlYers.

1) Centers collection is available to all, but it
IS NEL convenient enough te achieve high
[ates of participation—even when DIYers
Say CENLers are “Veny convenient”.
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THE CHALLENGE

= FOR CURBSIDE:
Extend It to single-family: dwellings in: many: more
localities.
Make It available to residents of multi-family
dwellings.

= FOR CENTERS:
Make them much mere convenient and greatly,
Increase DiYer commitment te recycling.
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SO WHICH IS BETTER?

= Curbside pickup Is demonstrably better at
reducing Improper dispesal “to the greatest
extent possible.”

= RECOMMENDATIONS

= Extend curbside pickup to multi-family’ dwellings
statewide hut woeuld reduce Impreper dispoesal
even more.

= QK the remaining heuseholds, Impreving the
CONVERIENCE Off CENLErs
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RECOMMENDATIONS

= Extend curbside pickup guickly te single-
family dwellings statewide wherever
feasible.

= Extend curbside pickup tormulti-family:
dwellings statewide as feasible.

= Eor the remaining households;, Improve
the convenience of centers.

= Consider enforcement measures to further
ieduce Improper disposal.
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