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Senator Leone, Representative Baram, Committee Members and staff, my name is Joel Gordes. I am an
independent energy consultant representing myself. From 1976 onward I became active in politics due to
my involvement with groups actively supporting a bottle bill. (See attached.) It’s passage proved to me
that citizen participation and perseverance can make a difference in bettering the environment even if
groups, with more significant monetary resources, opposed such actions. This eventully led to my serving
on this esteemed committee in the late 1980’s.

The Statement of Purpose says: “To require the Commissioner of Energy and Environmental Protection
to study the repeal of the refundable bottle bill deposit and the implementation of a nonrefundable four-
cent recycling fee, to be used to promote recycling and anti-littering programs in the state.”

Please excuse me for maybe being a bit paranoid but the very title of this bill and its statement of purpose
seems to imply that some people want to roll back the intent of the current legislative intent and return us
to the days when parts of the state looked like a dump.  Without the monetary incentive to pick up your
own or some other persons’ cans and bottles, it is my opinion we will see unfettered litter once again. And
think about it, what we originally did by putting a price on such discarded junk was employed the much
revered mechanism of the free market at its best to provide a monetary reward for doing the right thing.

As to this proposed nonrefundable recycling fee, this provides nothing but a disincentive to pick up the
most visible detritus of modern society. It even deprives those among us who may be the most needy
from a realizing a meager income gained by doing what too many in our society are too lazy or dense to
do by themselves. Even though the body of the bill where it says “to be used to promote recycling and
anti-littering programs in the state” leaves it open to suspicion. Depending upon the thoughts behind the
language used, such a fund might be easily diverted to other uses; deficit reduction for instance. Believe
me,from one who has dealt with that problem too, there are far better ways to accomplish that.

Reducing the amount to four cents is also a travesty. Actually, we need to take into consideration that the
mere nickel we have paid since 1978 has had its value eroded over time. We need to calculate the
escalation due to inflation using the consumer price index from that date till now to INCREASE the rate.
This would amount to $0.151 in today’s world for what we should be charging or use for deficit reduction.

That being said, I suggest this bill be killed immediately and without remorse. Thank you for your time
and attention.

1 Bureau of Labor Statistics CPI Calculator

http://www.bls.gov/data/inflation_calculator.htm



