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Name:  

Representing:  

Email:  

Phone:  

 

Please provide your comments in the boxes below. 

 

 
1. Ensure Integrity of Program Payments Made 
 

1a. Daily Load Limits 
 

How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1b. Mark Failure to Remit CRV Collected a Crime 
 

How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

ASeyfrie
Text Box
Public comments on this initial set of suggestions and ideas are due to CalRecycle by July 30, 2012.
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1c. Post a Security Bond 
 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1d.Require an Application Fee 
 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1e. Require Use of DORIIS 
 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
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2. Modernize Program Operations 
 

2a. Modernize Redemption Fee Structure 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2b. Modernize Process Fee Structure 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2c. Modernize CZ/Handling Fee Structure 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
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2d. Modernize Calculation/Application of Commingled Rates 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2e. Shift Payment of CRV to Dealers 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2f. Shift Payment of Processing Fee to Dealers 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
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2g. Criteria for distribution of unspent Fund balance 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3. Improve Cash Flow/Increase Receivables 
 

3a. Increase Interest Assessment Percentage for Underpayment/Late 
Payment 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3b. Include all ‘Ready-to-Drink’ Beverages to the Program 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
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3c. Assess Fee to Process Applications and Hardcopy Reporting Forms 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3d. Reduce the following PRC 14581 (approx. $73.5M): 
 Curbside Supplemental - $15M 

 City & County Payments -$10.5M 

 Plastic Market Development Payment - $10M 

 Quality Incentive Payment - $10M 

 Public Outreach & Education - $5M 

 Competitive & LCC Grants – approx. $23M 
 

How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3e. Find Alternative Funding Source for Local Community Conservation Corps 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
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3f. Reduce Amount of Processing Fee Offset 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3g. Re-Evaluate Need for Administrative Fee Offset/Payments 

 
How useful would this concept be in reforming the recycling program? 

Critical   Somewhat Useful  Irrelevant 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Additional Comments: 
 


	1aText: If someone has the intention to defraud the program, he/she will do whatever it takes to continue to defraud the CRV fund.  They just have to work harder to do it.
	1cRating: Critical
	1dRating: Critical
	1bRating: Critical
	1aRating: Somewhat
	1eRating: Critical
	2aRating: Somewhat
	2bRating: Somewhat
	2cRating: Critical
	2dRating: Critical
	2eRating: Somewhat
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	3aRating: Critical
	3bRating: Critical
	3cRating: Critical
	3dRating: Somewhat
	3eRating: Irrelevant
	3fRating: Somewhat
	3gRating: Somewhat
	1bText: 
	1cText: It has become far to easy for someone to start a recycling center.  Local ordinances have very few restrictions so requiring to post a security bond is critical.  Every site should be required to post a bond prior to issuing a new certificate or renewing one.  No one should be grand fathered in.  I propose a $10,000 bond per site.
	1dText: Similar to my response in item 1C, this is critical as well.  Further, an application fee will help the department on admin costs of processing applications.
	1eText: With the technology we have today, everyone should be able to report to DORIIS.   Exceptions can be made for rural recyclers that may not have internet access or when DORIIS is down for maintenance or unexpected system failure.
	2aText: 
	2bText: 
	2cText: Handling fees, as I know it, have been abused since its inception.  Operators are closing and reducing their hours once they reach the max. allowable containers redeemed and at the same time, diverting customers to sites that are in deficit so they can capture and maximize their handling fees.  I propose to end handling fee altogether since there's already an over proliferation of convenience recycling centers in the state.
	2dText: It has always been very difficult to determine what % of CRV vs. scrap is considered comingled.  I am sure this has led to overpayment of CRV.   I propose to have a comingled rate for CS, CP, and SP programs only.  All RC's can only pay for fully segregated loads unless the department can determine what % of CRV in a load can be considered a comingled rate payment.
	2eText: 
	2fText: 
	2gText: 
	3aText: 
	3bText: This will make all buyback center's lives a lot easier when it comes to inspecting.  This will also increase the recycling rate further. The department must take a stance that mfg that do not participate in the program will not be allowed to sell their products in CA.
	3cText: 
	3dText: Some programs have reamed more benefits than others.  I have seen the Plastic Market Development Payment and Competitive grants having more success than others by keeping and processing beverage containers in the state and creating more jobs.  I would like to see an incentive payment paid to participants that sell their beverage containers to domestic reclaimers in CA vs. exporting out of the country.
	3eText: 
	3fText: 
	3gText: 
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	1Email: ken@mingsrecycling.com
	1Phone: 916-421-5054 ext. 208


