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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: 
	1cRating: Somewhat
	1dRating: Critical
	1bRating: Critical
	1aRating: Critical
	1eRating: Critical
	2aRating: Off
	2bRating: Somewhat
	2cRating: Critical
	2dRating: Critical
	2eRating: Irrelevant
	2fRating: Somewhat
	2gRating: Critical
	3aRating: Off
	3bRating: Critical
	3cRating: Off
	3dRating: Off
	3eRating: Off
	3fRating: Off
	3gRating: Off
	1bText: 
	1cText: 
	1dText: ...for the reason anyone considering applying with false intentions may think twice if a substantial application fee was in place while those willing to pay the fee would likely be unfeigned candidates. 
	1eText: While many years and dollars was spent on developing DORiis, it has proven itself worthy for our program participants for whom the program was developed for in the first place.  For the sake of consistency, yes, all applicants should be required to use DORiis. 
	2aText: 1. No expiration date on the CRV vouchers issued by recycling centers or at least a 60 versus 30 day expiration date.
2. The '50 or less rule' should be advertised and posted at all recycling centers.  In the 20 plus years since the program’s inception, consumers were never made aware of the ruling, §2535(b) of the Codes.  
3. There needs to be clarification regarding the commingled loads.  Currently, what is considered a mixed load of CRV and non-CRV material is at the discretion of the recycling center as there’s nothing in the Codes that speaks specifically to this issue.
4. The method used in determining the actual weight of consumer’s loads is unfair to consumers.  As it stands, recycling centers identify the basket weights on each basket which is deducted from the total weight of the consumers load.  Instead, the baskets should be placed on the scale and the scale balanced back to zero.  When material is poured into the basket the scale panel will reveal the true and actual weight of the load, less the weight of the basket.  
5. Consumers should be permitted to view the scale panel thus to ascertain the weight of their loads.  Many recycling centers either have their scales facing away from the consumer or the scale itself is completely out of the consumer’s vantage point.
6. Thorough training on CRV redemption. Recycling centers are basically making up their own rules on how customers are paid esp. when based on count. One example... a customer delivers 50 large containers for CRV redemption based on count. The customer is told that one large container counts as two small containers (<24oz) thus only 25 large units can be redeemed based on count. Not only is this method unfair to the consumer, it's not regulated! Recycling centers should be MUCH better trained.
	2bText: 
	2cText: Why is it that the large recycling companies (Nexcycle, Tomra/rePlanet) occupy the majority (if not, all) of the CZs while new applicants are virtually unaware of the potential for qualifying for handling fees? RCs are green businesses and applicants should be encouraged and informed of the possibility of increasing their profit margin. 
	2dText: Comment:  There needs to be clarification regarding the commingled loads.  Currently, what is considered a mixed load of CRV and non-CRV material is at the discretion of the recycling center. Nothing in the Codes that speaks specifically to this issue. 
	2eText: Dealers need to demonstrate strict adherence to the rules and regs already in place as the program's aim is to make it convenient for ALL consumers to get back the CRV they're entitled to. 
	2fText: 
	2gText: 
	3aText: 
	3bText: This would be great esp. for increasing recycling of glass (i.e. wine and liquor glass bottles).  This material takes literally thousands of years to decompose in the landfill while it's end-use is vast. 
	3cText: 
	3dText: 
	3eText: 
	3fText: 
	3gText: 
	OtherComments: PLEASE NOTE THAT MUCH OF THE AFOREMENTIONED AND FOLLOWING COMMENTS DERIVED FROM THE PUBLIC.
New applicant’s be required to provide a public facility contact number... landline or cell phone number.  Earth911 lists certified recycling centers on their website where they will substitute the CalRecycle toll-free number for those recycling centers lacking a facility contact number. 

Newly certified recycling centers be required to accept all common household items including: batteries, non-CRV glass, aluminum and plastics.  (This was a suggestion shared by a consumer claiming that New Zealand had also adopted this practice.) 

The term ‘CRV’ should be integrated into the posted, business names of state certified recycling businesses. 

There needs to be much stricter enforcement!  Too many recycling businesses are operating in none compliance while making up and falsifying rules to their advantage.
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