Assembly
ENVIRONMENT & PUBLIC RESOURCES~Room 131

February 16, 1973
All members present.

The meeting was called to order at 8:03 a.m. in continuation of Wednes-
¥

day's hearing on/A.B. 131 (the Bottle Bill).

FOR:

T standing in for Mr. Darrel Walton who is Chairman of Environmental
Education of Nevada P.T.A., Connie Larsen from the State P.T.A. spoke
on record as supporting this bill, except for the section providing
redemption centers. (This testimony is attached as Exhibit 6).

AGAINST: i

Mr. Jack Foster, President of EFmerald Canning Company and President
of the Coca-Cola Company in Eugene, Oregon, testified strongly in opposi-
tion to A.B. 131, Mr, Foster brought with him Mr. Harry Phomin as his
comptroller in case any financial questions were asked. (Mr. Foster's
testimony is attached as Exhibit 7).

Questions:

Mr. Smalley asked what the alternative , and suggested maybe to go
through the governor about taxing the containers and use the money to
clean up. Mr. Foster did not think this would be a good idea, and

said that the enforcement of litter laws should be more powerful,

and provide more stricter penalties for littering. Tourists are the
ones who contribute to a lot of the litter problem.

FOR:

Mr. Homer Anrick, Maintenance Engineer for the Highway Department,
spoke in favor of the bill. He focussed his testimony in giving fiqures
on litter costs. In a program of clean-up, litter found was 33% return-
able, and 38% unreturnable containers. Normal costs for litter pick-

up is $158,000.

Questions:

Mr. Lowman asked if the passing of this bill would lessen' the work of
the Highway Department maintenance, and Mr. Anrick answered that it pos-
sibly could, but no figures to actually prove it.

Mr. Jacobsen asked if they get federal allogations, and the answer was
no, that it is all state monev.
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AGATINST:

The Chairman then asked Mr. Louis Peraldo, representing the L.W.
Peraldo Company and the Winneva Distributing Company of Winnemucca, Nev-
ada, to speak. As owner of the company, Mr. Peraldo spoke in opposi-
tion the this bill. (His testimony is attached as Exhibit 8).

FOR: o o en

T Mrs. Barbara Silberling, an interested consumer, testified for

the bill. She began her testimony by quoting President Nixon: "We
can no longer afford the indescriminate waste of our natural resources,
neither should we acceipt the inevitable amount of cost of waste re-
moval. We must move increasingly toward post systems that recycle
what is now considered waste back into useful and productive purposes.”
She brought up an ecology program in Palo Alto, CA, that seemed to be
very successful in solving litter and recycling materials. She hoped
to see something like this done here, and thdg bill might help the sit-~
unation. ~

AGATINST: ‘

Mr. Pete Barengo from the Pepsi Cola Company spoke out against
this bill for "about the same reasons as the other bottling companies
did. He did say that about 100,000 people served by this company in
Reno demanded that they put out "One Way" bottles. And with a 6¢ de-
posit that they have, people still do not return the containers. Mr.
Barengo said that the company produces 40% cans, 30% one way glass,
and 30% returnable bottles. His suggested answeriis-a recyclable
program.

FOR:

T A student from the University of Nevada, David Burough, testifying
in favor of the bill, because of the interest in the disposal of solid
waste and the cleaning of this state. Shows that there is an idealogical
failure built into the concept of having people bring their bottles and
cans to have them be made into more bottles and cans when the real pro-
blem is that we are using too much in the first place. Biggest problem
is reuse. '

AGAINST: g

Mr. Les Kofoed from the Gaming Industry Association of Nevada, said
that they are not against anything bettering the environment, but they
are against to anthing that increases costs, which A.B. 131 would do
if passes. He thinks the better answer is a bhetter litter law or hetter
enforcement of present litter laws and expansion of recylcing programs,
and educational programs. Finally, another solution is a little policing
job in everyone's own back yards, but this bill will not solve the pro-
blem.

Chairman Bremner then requested that someone from the Health Depart-
ment to testify.

FOR:

Mr. Lew Dodgion from the State Health Department testified in
favor of the bill. The reason for backing up this bill is the reduc-
tion of litter problems, which this bill would do.
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AGAINST:

Joe Morrey, from the Morrey Distribution Company in Reno, also
previous resident in Portland, Oregon for nine years, spoke against
this bill, because he has heard that this bill has created chaos.
People are beginning to think that they pay the extra 5¢ for the right
to throw away the container. Even a law has been discussed about al-
lowing 18 year-olds to drink because of the strict requlation against
beer cans in cars of young adults, which causes them to throw them out
in the streets. His solution is to educate children in grade schools
with visual aids,and lectures. Education instead of Legislation.

FOR:

" Tina Nappe, who was present at the Wednesday*s hearing and unable
to testify then, could not make it Priday, so she submitted her testi-
mony for all the members to read. (Her testimony is attached as
Exhibit 9).

More information that had been given to Chairman Bremner about
A.B. 131 is also attached as Exhibit 10.

Chairman Bremner called the hearing adjourned until the next
meeting to be held next Wednesday, at 8:00 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Geanie Armstrong
Assembly Attache
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Exﬁé?l"%

STATEMENT OF THE NEVADA P. T. A. REGARDING ASSEMBLY BILL 131

' The Nevada PTA goes on record supporting Assembly Bill 131 with the
' exception of those sections providing redemption centers. It is
the position of the PTA that Agsembly Bill 131 will provide the:
Tincentive to move a step closer to better use of our limited
resources, ‘

The exception noted, however, is made with due respect to the
sponsors of the Bill. It seems that the outlet that sells the
beverage should have an obligation to its customers and dealer
to provide adequate opportunity for redemption of the same
containers.

Other salient points as noted in attached materials are:

Comments by the Chairman of the Board, Coca Cola, Atlanta, Ga.,
indicatethe present use of non-returnables in other countries, and
the rate of return for returnable bottles with his company.

Federal Register, Vol. 37, No. 133, indicating that bottling
industry indicated five years use out of the average bottle when
the Food and Drug Administration tried to phase out bottles
indicating contents of cyclamates.

. The education received by a group that tried to start re-cycling
project in Oregon for retarded children as they were not paid the
amount for glass as advertised by a large manufacturer of glass.

Chicago Daily News--Quoting economist Hugh Folk indicating an
increase in employment and more spendable income.

Letter from the president of the Royal Crown-Dr. Pepper Bottling
Company, noting that seventy-five per cent (75%) of the returnables
that company =sees are cleaned by consumers prior to return.

Notes in three different sources that the industry recycling metals
does not receive most of their recyclables from the beverage
industry but from other sources because of the poor grades of
metal in containers

These points were touched on by representatives of the bottling
industry from another viewpoint, but for some reason the whole
story was not indicated in the hearing. It is the opinion of the
Nevada PTA that the Assembly Standing Committee on the Envirconment
and Public Resources should be all armed with all the facts to

. be adequately equipped to reach an equitable decisiocn for the

. largest segment of the citizens of the State of Nevada,

Submitted by,
Darrel Walton
Chairman, Environmental Education, Nevada PTA
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WILL EVENTUALLY OXIDIZE, BUT EVEN THEN THE MATERIALS OF WHICH
THEY ARE MADE DO NOT RETURN TO NAT“RF AS REALISTICALLY
RE-USABLE RESOURCES".
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DEPARTMENT OF NEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Foed and Drug Administration
£21 CFR Part 3]

RETURNABLE SOFT DRINK BOTTLRS

Use of Lithographed Bofties Beering
':abdbodauﬂuhfwdm

: ad of 1 year. In
Ehis poaition It wag claimed
--:-mmrﬁzz_-u-*
518 15T WIS §lhds Industry to provide all
bottlers with complets replacement
withtn 1 year, and (3) some small bot-
tiers would be bankrupted if foroed to
absord such » loss in a single year.
After consideration of all comments,
the Commissioner promulgated an
amendment to 31 CFR 8.72 in ©
ERAL REGIRTER Of Me=-"
'4702). thet

~eoul10g
-« w rdealth, Education,
..~ weilzre, Room 6-88, 5800 Fishers
Lane, Rockville, Md. 20852, written com-
ments (preferably in quintuplicate) re-
garding this proposal. Comments may
be accompenied by a memorandum or
brief in support thereof. Received com-
ments may be seen in the above office
during working hours, Monday through
Priday.
Duted: July 3, 1973,
Cnarres C. Epwaans,
Commissioner of Food and Drugs.
[PR Dos.79-10588 Piled 7-10-72;8:40 am]

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

IN URGING DEpg,
MEASURES DEg)

T OF ANY
RETURNABLES,

AND

IS VERy yyo

Hon T
FOOT, THe £ o oTHER

IGURE Grvey g |,
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* 2380 Chureh Street S.E.
ffl,ABalum, ‘Uregon 97302 s

e300,

th tr ﬁqmu aakad about thn recye 1‘nq;-;j ropram thc Ozregan -
v ) ¢il and high school asnv tel club stuteni
;benn;runnlng~har; in Sslem, Ue are especislly concexnad, sfil
< we heve leafned from this project, that we not leave the- lpgl
“the public with the 1mprcuaiun that current recycling prngranh ara the
answer to th& "non-returnable® problem, When we bégen ten wesks ago it
was to demonstrate the feasibility ang profitsbility aof recycling under
current industry programs to service -brpanizations or businesses who
might have taken over the project and provided continuinhg recycling
‘gervice for Salem, As 1t turns out, we can prove neither, ‘

In recent weeks we have seen commercials on television that claim

industry recycling programs will make " todays' bottle tomorrows! bottle™,
what they fall to mention is what goes on between the time the consumer
discards the bottle in one of our collection bins and we sell it back to ¥
the glass company. #Almost a hundred students and adults who have worked

on this project will tell you that the work of collecting, sorting and
breaking of the glass and smashing of cans so thet they are acceptable to
industry, invelves long hours of dirty, smelly, dangerous, heavy labor,.

It is highly unrealistic to assume any group of volunteers could maintain

8 recycling program that would make a significant impact on the thousands
of containers thrown sway in Salem wcach day., Not only is the work demean-
ing, but there jg g minimal return when one considers the expense of_stgrpge

rangportation and numercus other costs, FOr oOur well over a thousand
volunteer man hours we expect a return of sbout $200.
But the mgst cisheartening revzlation came Lais week when the relabilitation
agency that had aoreed to teke over our project in the hope of turninmg it

into a_pusinggs learperd thaf fngre was no hope of proflt., (son investigation
dnto the nglicies.af Quena=-Tlljnnis, it turns out Thatl they discourage pgr-

%Egg_ggg_égﬁgnatﬁ”iecvclinq 55 @ buginess by Qaving them $15 ner ton rather
an the advertised [20. 1t becans clear to us then that the compary was

more interestsd in giving tne a>pearence of encouranino recyecling by catering

to grouns such as ourselves who make littie impact cr the total problem, but

oet lots of favorable publicity, than thev were in seeing companies who .
could pravicde efficient, continuing recycling. o L%*

e do not wish to be @ party to a propaganda effort anainst H,B, 1036 and kool
wAnt 1t known that we stronnly uroe passace of this more looical approach =
g veling,

Sinferelv, 5
' - /'"’,,/)

(Mrs.f‘irené-Mylan 4 .
Recycling Chairman, Salem Chapter
Oreqon Environmental Council

la - 4nm
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drink and beer containers.

This is the main thrust of a study just completed by economist Hugh Folk

.

- for the Illinois Institute for Environmental Quality.

According to Folk, a 5-cent deposit on all beverage cans and bottles in

" Illinois would bring about a substantial shift toward returnable botfles. - i DR

Some layoffs would occur in the metal can, steel, glass container and other :

lpdustries. But these job losses would be more than offset by higher employmeﬁt

in retall trade and elsewhere, Folk concluded.

ne displacement of workers and redistribution of jobs would occur gradually

and are a normal part of eccnomic development.

If tne switch to returnable bottles were complete, there would be a net gain

of 6500 jobs in the State of 1llinois alone, according to the report.

Folk estimated that a total shift wcould eliminate 5903 jobs, mostly among can <)
makers and their suppliers. But he sald ewmployment by retailers, soft-drink bottlers,

brewers and beer distributors would go up by 7937 jobs.

Tnis would produce a net increase of 1494 jobs. Another’ 5000 jobs would pe i

added because $71 million now spent on beverage containers would be diverted to

other consumer spending.

Source: Cnicage Daily News--February 2, 1972

{€RUSADE ror a (LEANER ¢NVIRONMENT
1900 L Streer N W . Buwie 301 . Wasnington D € 20038 . Tetaphene 296- 2608
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Royal Crown - Dr Pepper Bottling Co.

722 SO. PADRE 1SLAND DR. a %
8542341 CORPUS CHRISTL. TEXAS 78416 7 Dr Pepper 512 -°854.1242

Mr. Rich Chambers July 20, 1972
Lombardi Lane
Salem, Oregon 97302

Dear Mr. Chambers:

I thought a recent survey conducted by me people would be of
interest to you in reference to your upcoming trial on the deposit
bill for the state of Oregon.

We have heard from the supermarket industry for some time that one
of the considerations that makes them opposed to returnables is
the sanitation problem of the used returnable bottles being returned
to their grocery stores. Just as a matter of personal curiosity, we
visually inspected 24,000 bottles as they were being fed to our bottle
washer to see approximately how many of these returnable bottles in
six-pack cartons had been rinsed out or were empty of any visable
signs of product residue. In our little test, we f£ind that approx-
imately 75% of the bottles coming in from the territory in six-pack
carton carriers were evidently rinsed to some extent by the parties
congsuming the merchandige. The other 25% obviously had not been
rinsed. Since the six-pack carton carriers are primarily a take-home
package in supermarkets, independents, convenience stores, etc., I
must assume that a majority of the housewives are concerned enough
about the possibility of bugs or insects in their own homes to take
the time to rinse these bottles out before they are returned. As I
said before, this is an assumption on mypart. I can see no other
possibility for the bottles to be returned in that condition. I
don't think that the sanitation arguement is really a just argument.
Althaugh I feel sure that the majority of supermarkets do have an
active pest extarmination program just as we do at our bottling
plant.

To sum it up, I don't feel that this is a real argument against
the returnable bottle. We've been using returnable bottles for
approximatly 75 years in this industry, and I don't think that this
has been a problem in the past.

Let me wish you luck in your action, because you do share my
interest in returning to the true recyclable package, the returnable
bottle.

Sincerely,

ROYAL CROWN-DR PEPPER BOTTLING CO.

N. E. Norton
President

NEN/k s

Roval Crown . et Rate . De Penper . Froste . St Crest . Big Red
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- Despite Industry Campalgns
Recycling O"'Y Scrotchmg Surface:;

LOS ANGELES — The _ -

recycling zeal has yet to : - e By locaru wmcm
+make much headway in re- €Y New York Times News Sevvice ©
ducing waste and the pros- o ' -;.
. pects for improvement are } S
Mokt sl publi MUDDY THE WATERS TO DEFEAT ANY EFFECTIVE

relations and advertising

campaigns by industry hail .

progress in reducing litter BEVERAGE CONTAINER CONTROL LEGISLATION
through collections and con-

servation of resources

through the recycling of

glass, steel, aluminum, plas-

tic and paper waste. But

they omit some pertinent
farrg,
A press release by the ., . .

Glass Container Manufactur-
ers Institute Inc., announces
that used bottles and jars
redeemed from the public
are being recycled at the
rate of 912 million a year. ; . '
While it motes that the pro- CLASS BOTYLES : 2.6 PERCENT
gram is “‘only a first step
toward our long-range goal,”
it fails to state that the 5
American industry produces
about 36 hilhon glass con-
5 ettt
tainers a vear. Thus, recy-
cled botties and jars account
tor_only 2.6 per cent of the
tgtal number of glass con-
tainers produced in the Untt-
ed States annually.

Simularly, the Aluminum
Asseociation reported a four
fold increase in the cellece-
tton of alurtminum cans for
recycling last year. The in-
crease — to 770 muthon cuans
— amounis {o about 35 mil-

A ne } A A Na 1Y . @

ALLEAPNLIM AN llon_pounds of metal and
contrasts with  aluminum

2,7 PERUENT shipments for container pro-

duction last vear of 929 mil-
el L
ligp pounds, or” 3.7 prr_cent
of the total used by Ameri-
can container manufactur-
ers. . )
IT'he Amcrican Iron and
Steel Institute annocunced
that it retrieved about 1.5
1al i
billion cans for [ycyveling
last year through riagnefic
CTEEL CANS - separation from n.oooapal
dumps, but the [nsutute
i \ . >
5 0 PEECENT .L_nled to note that some 83
e RS T W hilhon cane are manufac-
tured each yesr., Thus, (he
1.5 bithont cans recyveled n
b 1571 amounts to 2.3 per cent
of the total manufactur

g = 120
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sec%g:dary nlnmmm"'is recovered 1s dcsxgnaccd

B a3 either “new scrap” er “old scra Qmﬂg s
3T 8 mﬁ MP(*) abri P op §

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ~ al“m‘““m that has b
and is collected for metal recovery a er ,

-y ' products are worn out or dxscaxd&hlew

Gl consumption and metal recov are
on quantities treated outside oi the generatisy
plant and do not include “runsround™ scrs
consumed by the generatmg compaiyy,

w_scrap js the source of nearly 8] perrest ¢

he secondary aluminum _recovered :
(vely small recovery trom old sIap
fact that the aluminum indusyy is 8 gro

ustrz‘.
THE RECYCLING BY REMELTING

OF ALUMINUM BEVERAGE CONTAINERS 1S CERTAINLY GETTING A
GREAT DEAL OF "COVERAGE" AT THE HANDS OF THE ALUMINUM
PEOPLE AND THE BREWERS THEY HAVE.CONVERTED TO ALUMINUM,

AS CAN BE SEEN FROM THE ABOVE, HOWEVER, "OLD" ALUMINUM
' SCRAP, IN 1970, COMPRISED LESS THAN 2.1%, ( TWO AND ONE -

TENTH PERCENT ), OF THE ALUMINUM SUPPLY IN THE UNITED
 STATES., ( 19% OF 11% ).

ALUMINUM CAN RECYCLING, LIKE GLASS BOTTLE RECYCLING, IS
A GIMMICK AFTER ALL. THERE ARE ABOUT 47,000 FAIRLY DRY

EMPTY TWELVE OUNCE ALUMINUM CANS TO ONE OF THOSE FAMOUS
$200 TONS.

RICH CHAMBERS
LOMBARDY LANE
SALEM, OR 97302
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MR, RicH CHAMBERS June 21, 1972
LomBARDY LANE
SaLem, Orecon 97302

Dear MR, CHAMBERS:
| RECEIVED YOUR INFORMATION ON ALuminum CaN SCRAP WITH

INTEREST, AND | CAN SEE THAT YOU ARE WELL INFORMED ON THE
SUBJECT, IN ANSWER TO YOUR QUESTION AS TO THE REASON THAT

ALu RABLE GENERAL PURPOSE ALLOY
GONSTITUENTS

(1) THE MATERIAL 1S VERY THIN AND PAINTED.<QB_—_—_‘-__-T

COATED WiTH SOME LITHOGRAPHIC ADVERTISING WHICH CAUSES
GAPID BURNING OF THE PAINT WHEN MELTED, AND IN TURN IS
RESPONSIBLE FOR A LARGE METAL 1LOSS DUE TO OXI!DATION,

(2) T 18 A HIGH MAGNESIUM ALLOY ALUMINUM MATERIAL,

WHICH WHEN USED IN MAKING GENERAL-PURFPOSE ALLOYS, REQUIRES

THE REMOVAL OF THE MAGNESIUM CONTENT, THis Is AN

EXPENS!VE PROCESS, AND WORST OF ALL IT IS THE CAUSE OF THE

GREATEST SQURCE OF POLLUTION IN THE SMELTING INDUSTRY,
THE ONLY REASONABLE REUSE OF ALUMINUM CANS 13 IN THE PRO-
DUCTION OF ALUMINUM STRIP FOR MAKING THE IDENTICAL ALLOY,
WHEN USED IN THIS RECYGCLING PROCESS THE MIGHMEST METAL

VALUE 1S RETAINED AT THE LOWEST COST, THE ONLY PEOPLE THAT

CAN ECONOMICALLY USE THIS TYPE OF MATERIAL THEN, ARE THE
ROLLING MILLS WHD PRODUCE THE CAMN SCRAP FOR THE CANNING
AND BREWINRSG INDUSTRY, IN THE SMIOUTING INIUSTRY TH!L!S

MATER) AL WOULD BE WORTH ABOUT ,050C peR POUND DRY WEIGHT
FRANKLY, ! FEEL THE WHOLE CONCEPI OF USING A VALUABLE
MATERTAL LIKE ALUMINUM IN THE CANNING INDUSTRY, WHEN OTHER

CHEAPER MATERIALY ARE ABUNDANY.Y AVAILABLE, !S A GIGANTIC WASTE

OF OUR LIMJTED METAL RESOURCES,

CERTAINLY THE GLASS AND STEEL INMDUSTRY WOULD SUPPLY THE

usaLco |||l u.s. ALUMINUM cORP.

i1y

P.O. BOX 8 .

»
€2 e e e | . 17847
R » T m— T MARIETTA, PA

Code 717 426-1981

CANNING AND BREWING INDUSTRY W!TH UNLIMITED, INEXPENSIVE CONTAINERS

THAT WQULD HAVE A ZEPOS817 REQUIREMENT ELIMINATING THE
REFUSE 30 CHARACTERiS3T|C NOW, OF OUR SOCIEYY,

| HOPE THAT THI8 MIGHT GE OF SOME HELP, BEST WisHES,
SINCERELY,

U. S. ALUMINUM CCRPORATION

g
’ 7

LE 5 Lo S
Pll i 4
L{%Q4/f‘_ o A )
MGA:cwm M{Lron G. *upur
VIHGE PRUIZITENT
. PRODUCERS OF QUALITY ALUMINUM  ALLOY INGOTS

e =177



117

JOHN HALE FOSTER'S TESTIMONYY PAGE 1

}Ex/n.éx‘/'7

President of: Coca Cola Bottling Co. in EFugene, Oregon

10.

11.

Emerald Canning Company in Oregon

In 1971, I testified that Oregon Bottle Bill would put me out of
business.

Environmentalists convinced Legislature that the bill would not
effect the sale of cans at all.

Sept. 1, 1972, Judge Sloper rendered his verdict and within 24
hours, orders for 240,000 cases of beverages were cancelled.

Oct. 1, 1972, I stated that I had no orders for cans within state
except from Coca Cola Bottling Co. of Eugene of which I am presi-
dent.

Oct. 5, environmentalists it was a gimmick to discredit bottle
bill.

Oct. 10, I couldn't pay our bills and creditors began to come down
on us. First National Bank of Oregon cancelled our receivable
financing line and called for immediate payment of term’loan
which had about five years to run. At no fime had we been delin=
guent or late making note payment.

Dec. 31, we determined that we could not recapture any business
and losses were very heavy and so Jan. 1, 1973, we shut down
operation.

If law is repealed in Oregon, it is too late for Emerald Canning
Company and myself,

Results: a half a million dollar investment is finished. 110
hard working citizens are out of work. Our other business, which
has been operated by the same family for two generations is in
very serious trouble.

I fell that if the bill had completely solved the litter probhlem,

it might have been reasonable. As it is, the Highway Commission
Survey shows that beer and bheverage litter is up. Cans are not
selling and broken glass is beginning to proliferate our road-
sides, campsights, and recreation areas. In just a few years, our
children will not be able to play in our lakes, wade in our streams,
or run barefoot in our parks because of all the broken glass, that
those people who persist in littering, throw away, because they
could no longer use cans which at least won't break.

Retailers don't want to handle returnable bottles, and so they are
stocking some non-carbonated beveraces in 12 oz ring pull:cans,

a lot of non-carbonated drinks which come in plastic bhottles,
packed in six pack’carriers, and produced by dairies, both of these
packages are legal in Oregnn.

Because we cannot compete in the market place with convenient pack-
ages, we have been forced to raise the prices of returnable hottles.
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Because the returnable bottles do not come back like they used to, we

had to increase the deposit of the bottle. This did not raise the
trips, but now we break even it they don't come back.

I can only suggest that any decision should be postponed for two more
years. By that time all of the facts will be known about the Oregon
situation. Two vears is a very short period in the span of time

and caution now ecould prevent irreparable damage later.

If bill is passed, all bottlers will be required to make large invest-
ments in trucks, machinery and glass to meet new demand. Then, if bill
proves to create more serious problems., then it solves, I am certain

it will; bill will be repealed and hottlers will not be able to re-
cover their investment.

END.
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405 WEST THIRD STREET » WINNEMUCCA, NEVADA 85445

Yr. Cnairman, Members of the Environwental lCommittee, Ladles and
Gentlemen:

¥y name 1s Loulis Peraldov and I am here todey to represeant the
L. ¥. Peralds Company and the ‘Viinneva Distriobuting Clompany of
Wiinnemucca, Nevaaa, of which 1 am owner and manager.  The remote
areas that we cover are Winnemucca, Lovelock, Battie Xountsain,
Yelermitt, Austin, Paradise Valley, Mill City , Denio and Gerlach.

To substantiate M¥r. Di Grazia's remsrks on Wednesday, these
areas and routes are remote and are from 1350 m11°3 to a maximum
of 400 miiles round trip; therefore, the cost of pick*=g up butties
is tremendous and it wouid aliow us very little time for anything
else. We are already paying a great acai of overtime in the sum-
mer because of these long routes and this situation would certainly
increase the cost. Bottiss, as you realize, are of considerabie
more weignt than cans - 21 pouuxds versus 32 pounds or more,
Jonsequeatly, from an economic stamdpoint, it wouid put a tre-~
mendous financial burden om all small, independent wholesalers,
Further, wost of us have had to FERUlt to cur cown long haul
trucks to be competitive because we have no commodity retes.
Iastezd, when hauling from the brewery or other pulnts we wouid

' only be able to haul roughly half the number of botties as we

would cans.

- To summarize’ the above this edditional weight plus the pick-
ing up of cans and bottles wouid iiterally add & grext deal of
burdens and costs tuv all of the smail and independent wholesalers
and retalliers in our northeastern part of the state.

In the nast tea days we have in our market made a complete.
and thorough survey of our outlyilng retail areas and found that
"% out of 5 retailers would find 1t necessary to eliminate the
selling of beverages. Briefly, it wouidn't be woerth their time
" to handle this. %e fully reailze, too, thet if they didn't seil,
somevunie else wouid; but we question whether anyone would stay in
the OUSiHDSo for lonv uader these uirpumstances.

~In contacting these various businesses, most of them felt
this was destroying the fresdom of the retailer in the market,
~which they so rightfui.y and proudiy have at the presaent time.
In other words it would be another reguiation imposed on the
wholesaler, retailier anc, most lmncrtant, tine > onsumer who
purc hases our product.

*  "If ip's Liguor of Merit, we bave it”. %
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toid [roam various sources tnet wLans in “regen
simost extinet. There are oo sziect bottles such
b or imoorted peers coming into th2 marget, wnich
-t loss in revenue tu our state if this regudiasticn
us. I woudd liike at this time t> read you a
erge wholesaler in Oregon. ' ’

In summerizing the szbove for our area, 1 beiieve thet moust
of us fezel that the committee is taking the wrong apwroach. We
already have regulations thet are not being enfdrced such as the
litter law. Perhans the enforcement of thess existiag laws
would help solve the problem. There wouid cefiniteiy be & heaith
oroolem which would have to be investigatec.

Ne also feel that we, at oresent, are the zcst legitimate,
regulated and respected business in ths state and couantry today.
If more regulations continue to be imposed upon us, such as tnis
one, I am sure & great deal of state revenue wili te ilteraiiy
and virtually 10st to other surrcuncin states, whe don't have
such laws. Furtner education of the public is, 1 feel, the
\ . imoediaste answer —- nut reguiation!

*  “If i's Liquor of Merit, we have it”.  *



EXA/A/% 71:21
STATEMENT ON AB131

February 14, 1973
Tina Nappe

Recycling of Beverage Containers

My name 1is Tina Nappe. Although a member of several organizations
concerned about the lack of recycling and the national energy shortage,
I speak today as a Nevadan. And as a Nevadan, I wouldlike to thank the
sponsors of this bill for having the courage to introduce it.

I am in favor of this bill for several reasons:

1. It is the clearest statement Nevadans can make about their concern
over litter, waste, and the energy crisis. In fact it is the only kind
of statement that the beverage industry will listen to. I am amused by
the beverage industry's bandaid treatment of our waste problem when it
urges us not to litter. Something that is unused is litter whether it
goes to the barbage dump or lies along the highway.

2. The burden of recycling should be placed upon industry. The beverage
industry is anationwide even international. Worked into industry's cost
analysis should be the cost of resources including materials and enerjy
consumption(high in the case of aluminum) to the end of the product...its
recycling or dissolution. At the present industry is only concerned with
a products manufacture and sale.

3. The problem of community recycling. In the past year there was a
private effort to set up a recycling center in Reno. This efforts seems
to have fallen flat. This last recyciing center is not the first nor the
last to have been attempted. As a housewife I can testify to the burden
this indecisiveness places upon us wasteful consumers. One becomes
afraid to save bottles and cans for fear the center will go out of business
before you are relieved of your trash which then must somehow be fitted into
the usual garbage haul.

I disagree with the editorial this past Monday in the Nevada State Journal
because the authority is talking about some distant day far in the future
insofar as Nevada is concerned. We have the problem now. He is also
assuming the marketibility of these reclaimed products. This is a market that
only industry can provide. Local communities can only protest the disposal
burden placed upon them by passage of this bill. There have been many
articlds on the problem of communities or private business attempting to
recycle and finding insafficient markets.

4. Costs to industry. I don't recall being asked whether I preferred
d isposal contdiners or not or how I felt about fliptops. I am sure millions
were spent researching some of these products, getting the machinery
to mass produce and in promoting their appeal to us. I have a lot of faith
in dustry’s ability to do whaterer is required. Whatever it costs them will
be more coming to Nevada. The disposal costs are already belong to all of us.

5. Beverage containers as litter. As a tourist state Nevada has far moee
than her own citizenry littering. Just last week Theard that 507 of the
off-road vehicle use in Clark County was by out-of-staters. In a hot dry state
Tike Nevada we know they don't go thirsty. 8Why shouldn't the Bureau of
Land Management or the Department of Highways get alittle return on their

litter pick? Or why shouldn't you and I and the Boy Scouts spare them the
effort of pickina un altnaathovr? T wmmnw e R ne.mees



TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR
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OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
STATE CAPRPITOL
SALEM 97310

February 12, 1973

Eschibit 10

The Honorable D. Roger Bremner

Chairman, Environmental &
Public Resources

Nevada State Assembly

State Capitol

Carson City, Nevada 89701

Dear Representative Bremner:

I am enclosing a copy of our "bottle
bill," along with copies of several recent
letters written concerning its enactment and
a news release made by Governor McCall this
morning.

Sales of beverages involved are up,
as verified by the OLCC reports, and as testified
to by industry itself. Prices have not reflected,
at least as yet, the increased burden on the
retailer because of the act.

I hope this information is helpful

to you.
Best wishes.

orgially, 7
# ... (= —
Kessler R. Cannon
Assistant to the Govern
Natural Resources

KRC:sn

Encs.

N~
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(‘ommissxon, at whlch consumers may retum empty beverage conwneu
and receive payment of the refund value of such beverage containers. -

(2)- Appﬂcatlon for approval of a redemption center shall be filed
with the commission. The application shall state the name and address of
, the person responsible for the establishment and operation of the redemp--
e E : S "tion ;eemer, the‘j Idndhsnddbrand names of I.hde tl}:levernge con;nix:lax;s whlc};

ted at the redemption center an e names and addresses o
S nsored by Representatives HANNEMAN, SAM JOHNSON,. - ° t‘;%ldealzcrcsel:o be served by the redemption center. T!?: application shall

MACPHERSON MEEKER, Senator MCKAY Representnnve ‘... .include such additional information as the commission may require.

INGALLS, Senator GROENER (3) The commission shall approve a redemption center if it finds .
BEVERAG‘E CONTAINER MINIMUM DEPOSIT LEGISLATION he redemption center will provide a convenient service to consumers '

; . for the return of empty beverage containers. The order of the commission .-
pproving a redemption center shall state the dealers to be served by the
teSempuon center and the kind and brand names of empty beverage:
containers which the redemption center must accept.” The order may.
contain such other provisions to insure the redemption center will rovide
a convenient service to the public as the commission may determ:

(4¢) The commission may review at any time approval of a red
tion center. After written notice to the person responsible for the establ
ment and operation of the redemption center, and to the dealers served by
the redemption center, the commission may, after hearing, withdraw ap-
- proval of a redemption center if the-commission finds there has not been -
compliance with its order approving the redemption center, or if the re-
demptlon center no longer provides a convenient service to the public.

SECTION 9. The procedures for certification or withdrawal pro- .

" .vided for in sections 6 to 8 of this Act ahan be in accordance with RS-
:chapter 183

SECTION 10. (1) Any person who violates section 2, 3 or 5 ot thi:

" AN ACT
Relnting to beverage contalneu, and providing pennlues.

. Be It Enacted by the People o( the State of Oregon:' BT % :
SEC"I‘ION 1. A used in this Act, unless the ‘context requn'ea other-;

(1) “Beverage” means beer or other malt beverages ‘and " mineral
waters, soda water and similar carbonated soft drinks in Bquld form and
. intended for human consum;mon b
- (2) “Beverage container” means the individual, separate, sealed glaxa.
= metal or lastic bottle, can, jar or carton containing a beverage.

(3) “Commission” means the Oregon Liquor Control Commission. -

(4) “Consumer” means every person who purchases a beverage in'a - Act shall be punished, upon conviction, as for a misdemeanor. v
- beverage container for use or consumption. (i (2) In addition to the penalty I;Jrescnbed by subsection (1) of this™
(5) “Dealer” means every person in this state who engages in the sale section, the commission or the State Department of Agriculiure may revoke

- of beverages in beverage containers to a consumer, or ‘Mmeans a redempuon
. center certified under section 8 of this Act.
.~ (8) “Distributor” means every person who’ engages in the sale of -
beverages in beverage containers to a dealet in this state. mcluding anyA
. manufacturer who engages in such sales.
" (7) “In this state” means within the exterior limits of the State ofj
Oregon and includes all territory within these limits owned by or, ceded
to the United States of America.
(8) “Manufacturer” means every £ermn bottlmg canning or otherwise
filling beverage containers for sale to distributors or dealers. -

or suspend the license of any person who wilfully violates section 2, 3 or 5
ofnthm Act, who is requited by ORS chapter 471 or 635 re:pecuvely, to have
a license.
SECTION 11. (1) During the period Lommencing October 1, 1972 and
ending when it submits the report provided for in subsection (2) of this ;
section, the Legislative Fiscal Commitiee shall cause to be conducted a
‘¢ study of the operation of sections 1 to 10 of this Act that shall include,
_but not be limited to, an analysis of:
(a) Its economic impact gnl per:gns licensed u?der ORSbchapter 835

(9) “Place of business of a dealer” means the location at which a’ "% who engage in_the nonalcoholic beverage manufacturing business, on
dealer sells or offers for sale beverages in beverage containers to con- . Tsong: enga ged in the business of manufacturing beer and other malt
sumers. 3 verages and on persons engaged in the business of manufacturing bever- -
(10) “Use or consumption” includes the exercise of any right or power age containers m complying with the provisions of sections 1 to 1 of !.hh ‘
--~gver a beverage incident to the ownership thereof, other than the sale or Act, T 7
the keeping or retention of a beverage for the purposes of sale. (b) The problems, if any, incurred in the distribution, sale and Te-

SECTION 2. (1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of this sect!on, turn of beverage containers subject to the provisions of sectiom 1 to 1
every beverage container sold or offered for sale in this state shall have of this Act.

" a refund value of not less than five cents. " (c) The effectivencss of the provisions of sections 1'to 10 ‘of this

(2) Every beverage container certified as provided in section 6 o Act in the reduction of the incidence of the littering by beverage con-
this Act, sold or offered for sale in this state, shall have a refund value of tainers in this state.

: not less than two cents. = (d) The costs mcurred m the enforcement of the provisiom of. sece
SECTION 3. Except as provided in section 4 of this Act: ; tlons 1 to 10 of this Act.
(1) A dealer shall not refuse to acceiY from a consumer any empty,; (2) Prior to January 1, 1875, the Legxslanve Fxsca] Commlttee shall 7
beverage containers of the kind, size and brand sold by the desler, or re-’ pre are and submit to the Flfty-elghth Legislative Assembly of the State ~
fuse to pay to the consumer the refund value of a beverage container as
established by section 2 of this Act. 2
- (2) A distributor shall not refuse to accept from a dealer any empt

. beverage containers of the kind, size and brand sold by the distributor,
or refuse to pay the dealer the 'refund value of a beverage contalner as -
established by section 2 of this Act.

SECTION 4. (1) A dealer may refuse to accept from a consumer, and
a distributor may refuse (o accept from a dealer any empty beverage
container which does not state thereon a refund value as established by
section 2 of this Act.

(2) A dealer may refuse to accept and to pay the refund value of
empty beverage containers if the place of business of the dealer and the - °
_ kind and brand of empty beverage containers are included in an order °
?\tc the commissxon approving a redemption center under section 8 of this

SECTION §. (1) Every beverage container sold or offered for sale

in this state by a dealer shall clearly indicate by embossing or by a stamp, ..

or by a label or other method securely affixed to the beverage container, ..
the refund value of the container. =z

. (2) Subsection (1) of this section shall not apply to glass beverage -

.- containers designed for beverages having a brand name permanently
.. marked thereon which, on the operative date of this Act ‘had a refund.

= value of not less than five cents. i
.~ (3) No person shall sell or offer for sale at retail in this state any'

.. metal bevera dge container so designed and constructed that a part of the
centamer is detachable in opening the container without the aid of a can

o]

£

regon a report of its findings made pursuant to subsection (1) of this:: /f
section and its recommendations with respect to any legislative proposals

‘ i SECTION 12. This Act shall not become operative until October 1, 1972,

.; = and shall apply to all beverage containers sold or offered for sale after Octo-

.- ber 1, 1972, except that applications under sections 6 and 8 of this Act may

- be made prior to October 1, 1972, the certification referred to in section 8

* of this Act and the approval referred to under section 8 of this Act may be

delivered prior to October 1, 1872, and the commission shall adopt rules and ,
'regulations under sections 6 and B of this Act prior to October 1, 1072, - -

©VOTE 54 YES, 6 NO' ¢
| BY OREGON STATE SENATE 2
VVOTE 22 YES, 8 NO -

SEC’l‘lON 6. (1) To promote the use in this state of reusable bever- .
age containers of uniform design, and to facilitate the return of containers
to manufacturers for reuse as a beverage container, the commission shall
certify beverage containers which satisfy the requirements of this section,

(2) A beverage container ghall be certified if: :

(a) It is reusable as a beverage container by more than one manu- A
facturer in the ordinary course of business; and

(b) More than one manufacturer will in the ordinary course of busi
ness accept the beverage container for reuse as a beverage container .
and pay the refund value of the container. ”

(3) A beverage container shall not be certified under this section
if by reason of its shape or design, or by reason of words or symbols perm-
anently inscribed thereon, whether by engraving, embossing, painting*®
. or other permanent method, it is reusable as a beverage container in the
-~ ordinary course of business only by a manufacturer of a beverage sold
- 2. under a specitic brand name. e

5 SECTION 7. (1) Unless an application for cerﬁhcsﬁon under sec
tion 6 of this Act is denied by the commission within 60 days after the .
ﬂ.li.ng of the application, the beverage container shall be deemed certified.
3 ) The commission may review at any time certification of a bever-

age container. If after such review, with written notice and hearing af-
forded to the person who filed the application for certification under
section 6 of this Act, the commission determines the container is no -
longer qualified for certification, it shall withdraw certification.

(3) Withdrawal of certification shall be effective not less than 30
days after wrilten notice to the person who filed the application for
,vertlficahon under section 6 of this Act and to the manufacturers reterred
to in subsection (2) of section 6 of this Act.

" SECTION 8. (1) To facilitate the return of empty beverage con=/.,
..tainers and to serve dealers of beverages, any person may establish a
redemption center, subject to the approval of the Oregon Liquot Control

SIG-NED BY GOVERNOR TOM. MC CALL"

FOR BACKGROUND INFORWATION ABOUT‘THE LOBBYING
EFFORT. REOU!RED AND USED . . :

" MR, DON WAGGONER
15 SY GLEN EAGLES ROAD
KE OSWEGD, OREGON 97034

o
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January 24, 1973

The Honorable Dale Bumpers
Governor of Arkansas

State Capitol

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Dear Governor Bumpers:

Governor McCall has asked that I write to you
concerning Oregon's "bottle bill," and I am pleased to
do so. A copy of the bill is attached.

Covernor McCall has supported legislation of
this type for many years. None was introduced in the 1967
Session, but in 1969 the first proposal emerged, had his \
full and energetic support, but failed in the House. Much
of the discussion hinged on industry's insistence that the
problem of litter could be solved in other manners, principally
by educational programs. Such was not the case, and the
industry moved as rapidly as possible to complete throw-away
containers. The extent of the problem is reflected in the
memo from our Attorney General's office, which is part of
the stipulations in the Oregon court case. BA legislative
interim committee took up the issue, travelled the state,
analyzed the problem, and proposed the legislation. Industry
again said they would solve the problem, hut the Legislature
was not impressed. 1In the face of an unusual joining of
labor and business in vigorous opposition, the House approved
the measure 54 to 6, and the Senate by 22 to 8. I'm sending
a copy of Governor McCall's letter to Covernor Rampton,
identical to one sent Governor Anderson, which reflects on
implementation of the act.

I hope the other material is of value. It is
significant that sales have not suffered, and inffact, are
up. Prices have not been influenced, and in fact, are
better in Oregon with the law than in neighboring Capital
cities of Olympia and Sacramento. A burden has been placed
on the retailer, but it is my opinion that the normal function
of the market place will compensate for this. If there is a
cost that cannot be absorbed, it will move on to the consumer,
just as does the cost of doing business. Some consideration
is being asked for the state to set up redemption centers,
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which are authorized by the law. I missed on that aspect,

and fully expected merchants to join in establishing the

centers to relieve having to take back, handle and refund,

but not one has been set up thus far. We've had only one
conviction of violation, and this was a surplus store which
sold pull-top cans. Only two actions have been of concern

and have been stopped. Some merchants attempted to take the
containers back only at certain times, which is not permissible.
Others wanted to make refunds only in merchandise. This also
is not permitted.

You will note on the sales report the impact on
cans. Cans are not reusable, per se, and the economics so
far has forced the products into glass, which we find has a
life use of at least twelve round trips, and may go up.

The highway litter survey of November, 1971, was
duplicated, but with complete control, in September of 1972,
the full month prior to implementation. Crews picked up all
litter on 25 random mile stretches of western Oregon highway.
Every conceivable combination was tallied, both by piece and
by volume in order that we might have a reliable base from
which to evaluate the effect of the new law. The most
significant part of that survey to me wasg the finding that
deposit bottles represented 1% of the 100% by piece. To
quote from the report: "If this trend is continued with
the initiation of the "bottle bill®* on October 1, there should
be a marked decrease in the percentage of litter in the form
of cans and bottles deposited on the State Highway System."

Citizens have been ready to write in with their
comments on the bill and litter. A copy of a recent letter
is attached.

If I can be of further help, please let me know.
I'd be glad to discuss this in detail, and to respond to
guestions you may have.

Best wishes.

Cordially,

Kessler R. Cannon
Assistant to the Governor
Natural Resources

KRC:sn



OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
STATE CAPITOL
SALEM 387310

February 8, 1973

TOM McCALL

GOVERNOR

Mr. Charles W. Allen, Chairman
Hillsboro Conservation Commission
RFD #2, East Washington Road
Hillsboro, New Hampshire 03244

Dear Mr. Allen:

I am sending a copy of my letter to Governor
Anderson of Minnesota, and a copy of a letter from a
staff member to Governor Bumpers of Arkansas.

Since writing that correspondence, reports have -
been made available on the impact of the bottle bill on
litter. Four reports are now in, dated October and
November of 1972, and January and February of 1973. No
report was made in December because of heavy snows which
swept the state generally.

The report of litter shows a significant down-
turn in the 25 mile~long segments of highway chosen at
random in western Oregon. All litter is down. The
composition of litter has changed significantly, of course,
since cans are rapidly phasing out in the turn to reusable

~glass containers. With cans gone, the percentage of litter
left for glass obviously is up. All percentages are up,
since we're dividing 100 percent by fewer categories. I

feel it is almost malicious misrepresentation for the
beverage and container companies to show our percentages

up, but failing to show all litter significantly reduced. &7

There is an additional burden on our retailers,
but thus far as a group no attempt has been made to pass
such additional costs on to the consumer, and it seems to
me these costs are simply costs of doing business. They -
must be considered with the light bill, rent, fuel, and
many additional costs the state has imposed in all areas
of sanitation, which stores at one time did not face, but
do now.

o
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There has been no affect on sales and, in fact,
sales are up both in beer and soft drinks. We see no
change in consumption patterns. Prices, by the way, for
beer are down compared to Sacramento, California and
Olympia, Washington, the other two west coast state
capitals. I am not aware that any bottler has gone out
of business because of the law. One bottler who also ran
an extensive can business for soft drinks has shut down
the can side of his operation, but he's still very much
in business on the bottle side. Oregon has but one
brewery, Blitz-Weinhard of Portland, and that business
is expanding with remarkable speed.

I'm confident the people of the state are
wholeheartedly behind the law. There is not a day that
passes but what my office receives a letter commending
the bill, and noticing its salutary effects.

. Best wishes.

Sincerely, .

Governor

T™:cs
Encs.
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OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
STATE CAPITOL
SALEM 97310

December 20, 1972

TOM McCALL

GOVERNOR

The Honorable Wendell R. Anderson
Governor, State of Minnesota
State Capitol

St. Paul, Minnesota 55101

Dear Wendell:

One of the most significant pieces of environ-
mental legislation to be enacted in Oregon during my
administration is our "bottle bill,"” which prohibits the
flip-top can, and requires a refund value on all beer and
soft drink dontainers. It's landmark action that has
attracted attention nct only from every state in our
nation, but a score of foreign countries. The federal
Environmental Protection Agency is proposing a sizable
grant to Oregon for a full evaluation of the impact of
the law with an eye to recommending it nationwide.

The legislation was designed to tackle the
problem of mounting litter alongside our roadways, in
our parks and on our beaches, stimulated by the throw-away
container, as well as embarking us on a path away from
use and discard to reuse, recycle and reclaim.

The law provides for a study of the economic
impact upon industry and business and the effectiveness
in reducing litter. While no data is available yet upon
which to base definitive conclusions, observation by news
people, state highway crews, and many citizens confirms
that the law is working, and that it is reducing litter.
There is some concern by retailers that the refund provisic:,
which in reality means return, is placing an unfair burden
upon them. The law permits establishment of redemption
centers, but not one has been set up. There was concern
prior to the effective date of the law that it would have
an effect upon purchases of beer and soft drinks, but this
has not been the case, and in fact, sales are up. The
administering agencies report that the law was implemented
with remarkable smoothness, and there is widespread public
support behind this initial approach to a critical environ-
mental problem. The vote by which the act passed indicates the

BOPY



The Honorable Wehdell R. Anderson
December 20, 1972
Page 2

strong public sentiment that exists, particularly in the
face of opposition from both labor and industry to the
legislation. The House vote was 54 to 6, and the Senate
vote was 22 to 8. It was one of the most heavily lobbiled
pieces of legislation that I've seen in my many years of
close association with Oregon politics.

I've been advised that citizens in your state
are mounting a strong attempt to get this type of
container control in Minnesota. If I can be of help,
please let me know.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

Governor

TM:cSs

7z
~.

9
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Tuesday, Feb. 6, 1973

Debate Resumes

Over Bottle Bill

PORTLAND (UPI) — An an-
nouncement Monday by the
Carbonated Beverage Can Man-
ufacturers Association that sur-

i veys conducted since Oregon's

“Bottle Bill” wvent into effect
show no decre¢ se in bottle and

! can litter cau d a bit of a stir.

The annow: ement said the .
surveyvs show 4 no decline in

Ocean
Erosion
Stu lied

SALEM «l ’D — Gov. Tom
McCall Monc 1y directed a fed-
eral-state sci ntific team to try
to find ways o deal with ocean
erosion that hreatens to break
through Sali: 1an spit and wash
tons of sand 1to the Siletz estu-
ary.

Col. Paul ‘riem. district en-
gineer for : :e Army Corps of

corps experts from the east.
coast to work with ocean scien-
tists from Oregon State Univer-
sity.

Erosion caused one house to
fall into the surf last month
and high tides combined with
additional winter storms are
threatening to break through the :
narrow spit.

Wilbur Ernyik, chairman of’

i

fetlasleep I the Oregon Coastal Conservation |

he  said.
omenterily. She

and Development Comnlission
told MeCall tides of around 9.4 |

»in.” A search * feet are predicted for the mid-

was {ruitless.

ve Leen impossi
survive an the

Lwith a windstorm.
“could reach 10 to 12 feet, hel

coid  sithout

sard  Carnue

if the expedition, f the surf.

“dle of this month. Combined
the tides !

sard ;
Tne tides were 8.4 feet when |
the first house was undercut by

littering with beverage contain-
ers.

That prompted Kessler Can-
non, Gov. Tom McCall's assist-
ant for natural resources, to say
he couldn’t figure out how any-
one could come to such a con-
ciusion. He questioned sources
for the report.

A spokesman for the public
relations agency handling the
release said the announcement
did ot claim litter was up in
Oregon. The spokesman. using
State Highway Division main-
tenance section summary re-
ports on litter composition dur-
ing October and November, 1972,

rand January this year. said

“that even though litter was

| down the ratio of that litter for

beveragerelated bottles  and
cans was up.”

On that basis. the association
said, A swudy by the state of
Oregon of last September's high-
way litter showed heverage con-
tainers accounted for. 144 per
cent of all litter by piece count
and 2.3 per cent by volume.

During the threc months that
the bottle bill has been in ef-
fect the beverage container
share of all litter has increased
to 18.2 per cent by piece count
and 24.5 per cent by volume, the
Oregon study shows."
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