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carry on .. discussion to....
The Dept, of Envir. Cons,
to deterime the impact as well I don"t mean to speak Tfor them

?Q&? indicated to g%k that that they have concerns about the landguage
which may preempt all EEQ?*statutes dealing with litter and perhaps
i?l-~"tiat6éwe don<tGwant to see removed» ah, changed. They, 1 Would
like a further clarification of the definition of administrative
costs because if our personal services are considered administrative
costs, you are not going to get this type of program, for 35 percent
of the total.

your
Sen Kelly: Mr. Lee, why was the,xxxxDept. selected to administer

the program Gather than the Dept, of N. Res., for example.

Lee: Senator, I, 1, could not answer ,“"l"sufjfegt that the original
sponsor and the .... The language rRFfRrxEd to three months

) to determine _the i ) )
after fiscal year .. report is a bit too restrictive, because

the books don"t actually close for a couple of months after that
the end of the fiscal year and we would like to see an extension

of 6 months, rather than 3 months.

Stur. : On that point, though, that would mean, the possibility
ther, of that program not possibly getting, would that bring it

back before the Legislature for that immediate year, then?

Lee: It had, what, what occurs now, we have a similar type of
situation with the day care assistance program, which we adminstor
Legislature, and we have that report prepared
and ready for yHM the Legislature before it convened 1in Jan. Im And
three months after the frist of the year would be Oct. and, it would
be, fiscal would be very difficult because the time frame and close
down of all the books. We are somewhat concerned about the Dept."s
ability and tnechnism kbk for receiving and expending contributions
of either cash or in kind in terms of the day-to-day operations.
We have not had experience in this area and would like the language
establishing so it is clear*$££8pP$$!'U that the intent that we
can take In gifts, domations, and turn around and spend those on
behalf of the program. Tehre has been some concern Indicated to
us from other states that, if you absolutely mandate a specific

size, color, shape of a receptle, that they have a lot of difficulty



in toe public relations aspect getting some of the businesses to

support that because they may have spent a large amount of money

on the decor of their building, and you want to put a purple trash

barrel alongside of their/bui”iing, they would abject, wo we would

like to see a little more flexibilty, perhaps in, in tnat language,
are

Also, we; somewhat concerned woule liek some further investigatior

on the impact of the dollar amountslevied on the . This

would like at least some indications as to what is expected and
the intent of the establishment of the fine Esinx, it appears in
some cases, ... fines have been reduced and we are not sure if
that,is the 1intent. Another item we would like to see added to
the available use for the, the general use of the grant money

to municipalities, and would like to see that, ah, allow them to
also purchase .. purchase the recquired receptles, & so forth,

that that 1is their primary need; and the current language

Sturg: Eric, in that case are you thinking of smaller communties

where that would be the difference of the beginning of the program?

Lee: Yes, right. Tf that, thats the primary need, and primary
situation they have no other basic resource, we will, at least,

have thatb%hg possibility. I don ™ think we want to see that

because the sole use of the grants at all, certainly not support that
idea.

Sturg: Other questions of, you might have of Eric Lee? Were you
going to be giving some testimony today or are you here as the

back up man? ........

Kanouse:

Bug Sturg: Fine. We*ll obviously be having work sessions on this,
and we appreciate your testimony. Senator Kelly? Fine, thank you
very much. The next person to gi sign in was Chris Foster. T

don"t in all cases have the organization that 1is being represented.



Stug: Oh, And Virginia del Piaz, if you"ll introduce yourself

for the record, please?

My name is Christine Foster. I am appearing today as a member of
the sponsoring committee for ballot proposition No. 5 in the 1978

Gen. -lection.

Any | am Virginia del Piaz, | was chairman of the Ballot Proposition

Chris was speaking of, properly known as the Alaska bottle Bill

iNiative. We"d both alsj like to state that it is general knowledge
) ) ) ) N received
we are legislative staff this session. We NiitR have permission to

testify on this bill, qgj”~ |ast year, or se",oral years ago, we undertook

an iniative drive to place a proposal for container Legislation
before the public, because we were concerned about two problems. That was recycling
and litter. The initiative was defeated in the Nov. Gen. election, but our interest
in addressing these two important problems has not diminished. It is our hiope that
the Legislature will give serious consideration to making any new program the very
best possible for the State of Alaska. We are concerned that any legislation deal
meaningfu "ly and not just cosmetic in this problem. IN that spirit we would like
to make a few suggestions on this bill. We ~idnot have the Committee Substitute

to look at when we read the measure before us, so some of this might be a little

out of line in sequence. Problably the most important thing we"d like to suggest

to the Committee, and this is already somewhat been brought up by C/RA, is that
this program would most appropriately be administered under the Department of
Envir. Cons., rather than the Com. Reg. Aff. Dept. DEC has the existing litter
control measures , it has solid waste management, in general, as a Div., as a Dept.
DEC is the lead state agency for solid waste management planning, the regulation

for enforcementt<£fechnical assistance, under the State law and the Federal

1976 resource recovery and Conservation Act. DEC already distributes litter bags
they"ve already done litter surveys, they provide local assistance to governments,
they~1~0 Pr0l,,0te the Alaska Clean-Uo Month, which 1 believe is the month of May,
and has done so for a number of years, and have also been involved in policing
television spots and other public literature. So, it's pretty evident/tti”
particular agency has been involved in this type of thing for some time and it is
our feeling that they would be more of an appropriate agency to deal with this
program. The lead, as it shoulti be, and should continue to be with the Agency

most logical, which would be DEC. It could be put,a”.Vaiugglsted by R/CA in



in an existing Division, 1in DEC, which would probably be their celestrial-programs
Division. That already handles most of what the proposed division, of what
this legislation needs, would handle. Secondly, the section on the Advisory
Council; whereas you have two different ways of working with this. No. 1, if

you are going to move the program to DEC, DEC alreadv has an existing advisory
Committee that could charge to the concerns
expressed in this bill. This would, to our way of thinking, be a logical extension
of the need to DEC, of course, and also there is existing funding, & so forth,

for this particular committee. They are very well constituted, they are a working
committee, there"re, they are used to dealing with these things and they"re very
familiar with these types of problems, so tnat this would be the more logical

way to go; but, if the Committee decides to keep tlit.t program in the Commuity &

Reg. Aff_~wg feel the Advisory Council should very def; .*tely not represent

just the main interest group, as 1is currently there, which would on page 4, ix»Bxi0Oxx
lines 7 through 10, Section B, on the old bill. Some of the, we feel, that it
should be expanded to and for a different interest group, rather than just the
businesses; and some suggestions might include a public member, members of the
education community that deal 1in KBgHKdxiseducation in the State , local government
officials, perhaps a rural representative, somebody from the recycling grup, youth
gruos are involved in this, obviously, of course, some type of business repre-
senative; possibly one from a consumer”~r?uinOironmental group, or for service
organizations which have epxressed quite a lot of interest in this bill. We"d

also suggest that they don"t need to meet as many times a year", possibly twice or
three times, rather than 4 or more times, would be adequate and would also help

on the fiscal implications of per diem and travel. On the proposed litter patrol
this,in following mflg over the years, has changed qquite a bit. And in the
current bill, the duties and purposes of this lifter patrol are very vague and

not very well specified, and so we suggest that tnis be a lot more xx”~tied down
to what their purposet;eand also, just make the observation that if this is to be an
effective part of this program, it would probably have to go pretty large in order
to cover IhR State the size of Ataska, so there might be some pxib problems with
with the ways its constituted. We would like to make a comment on the grant
section of the bill. If this is to remain, in fact a grant section, we suggest
there be some definite limitation on the grants indicated ~n the bill. As far

as we could see there was no limitation or lower limitation on the grants to

be made. But, actually, when you look at the things as they are listed and there

are 10 things listed, they break down in a different way than just getting grants.



Nu.s 1 through 4 are pretty much already existing; and 5 and 6 could, |1 think,
very effectively be made into a loan program, eithery$r*ifhexisting, or create

a new one ; and Nos 7 through 10 could be done by the Dept, orthe division,

or could be subcontracted, or could bax ©prssibly be grants, ifthis was6?!” one?~
I would like to go over them briefly to explain how we came tothat conclusion.
The first one goes with the instruction at the distribution of irformative
material to *34 elementary cr secondary schools, and so forth. This is already,
there are a lot of sources for this already, mainly for Keep America Beautivful
program and some SSraé&eral programs, we feel this, in a large partaiready does
exist . The second one, purchase and erection of road side signs. This one

is pretty varue , and to give grants for this is real™™ ..... There are already
is an existing statute for the address of road side signs for littering and

that aatBxi88i- Sec. 19-8ix8x 17-010, which states, very briefly, a Commissioner
of DOT and Pub. Serv. shall place a sign near state boundaries~f~imary and

secondary highway”™ whi:n informs the public of the prohibition® against......

and highway littering and kxishall place some more signs in other locations

within the State when considered necessary. It was our taught, xt that this

kind of, it"s already covering Jfttiif contingency. Third, the organization,

operation of the clean-up drive conducted by local agencies, private organizations

or service groups, volunteer help. Now this 1is something that already

does exist in the private sector of the volunteer effort and we just wonder at

the wisdom of using State monies to fund something that is already essentially
taken care of in the private sector. And fourth, any other public informat

that is selected by the division including the use of media; as j mentioned earlie

there is already a, DEC is already doing some media spots against the litter
and 1 think everybody familiar with, the National Ed Council, TSA Time, which

feel this
you see on television and hear on the radio quite frequently; so,x**xin a large

part is already being done. The fifth and sixth one, speak to number 5, the
expansion hnslx of existing and creation 8?w .?<yJ5ce seParc™tion programs, and

six expansion of existing and creation of new community recycling centers. This,
as | said onc”ami$tiismore appropriately be under a loan program, because it is
speaking of capital expenditures for structures, and so forth, equipment, and
that this might be more appropriate for that particular type of program. And

the last one, 7 though If, felt that these might more appropriately be under
und~tfi“tjiQes thecharae to the division, whehther xx it"s in DEC, or C/RA;

but this is essentially telling them the things they should be working on and

they are, in fact, pretty similar to what is ch rged to the divisionj @Q.vecl™
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the litter control assessment, which was in the original bill that we

dealing with Na and now you have separated thQm outp but our po int still
remains pretty consistent. No matter how this assessment, or tax, or whatever
is to be celled when it"s done, it should be tied to the amount of litter generated

by a business. There sould be some relatiStleG8tween non litter generated to the

tax put upon/particular business or operation. NOw, we"d like comments and suggestions

we offered haven"t been real specific and we don"t ~ave the language drafted, but
we"d be more than happy at any time to work with the Committee on specifics. We do
have specific language worked for the loan program, if you"d be interested 1in

that, that"s why we"ve done possible language.

Sturg. We definitely would want that information. Any questions of Virginia?
Sen Kelly Virginia,

- Just one. Are you satisfied with the recycling provisions in this
bill?
Virginia: Quite frankly, there aren"t 1.00 many . I would certainly like t%hsee

in e

th\ strengthened. There 1is quite a lot of interest going on with that Wtgf*
state currently. I know Anchorage is getting started with the program and |1
think this would have to be strengthened. I don"t have any specific suggestions

for you right now, but we coud lcertainly work on it.

Sturg: Other questions? Chris, didyou care to give testimony also?
Chris: NO, Virginia covered all ourmajor points for both of us.
major
Sturg: Fine, thank you verymuch. I think a very/basic issue has been raided,
and 1 am sure there will be other testimony. I wonder if Sen. Colletta might

wish to speak and 1, to the reason for the designation of c/RA and also possibly
to the Youth Patrol. I think those will be of interest to other groups and 1

wxii know the Committee will be interetted.

Col: Madam Chairman, Yes, 1 see that Sen. Rodey raised those and if you will

recall in my introductory remarks, bh« | stated the bill hadn"t, a great evolution
because of that hitting us occurred over 8 years of implementation. C/RA was

picked for ... reason. This is not a State bureaucracy. this is, for all practical

purposes, a people®s activity; and who thus can do that, but the agency that's



their
dealing with people on a daily basis; as is there prime charge of community and

regional affairs . DEC is limited in their scope, although they have acitivites
statewide, it"s not a normal recurring daily function. They go and ... on
specific 1issue. Dept, of Nat. Res. the same way. They have statewide responsiblties

but they don"t work on a daily basis statewide. The Litter 58KiKBi patrol, the
fiscal note that Sen. Rodey alluded to has been a source of controversy frum the

Jay that it was requested, and ironically and for your information, it was never

requested by myself. It was requested by those who were in opposition to the
litter acc; and 1 don"t wish to open up that controversy. But that"s where this
2.8 million dollars ~came from . At one time, in the course of introduction,

Commissioner Max Brewer, from DEC, had suggested to me that he had aome approximately
40 people, that he would delegate an additional reponsiblity to, Somehow, or
another, 40 people got into the act that we were going to start funding and paying.
Put 40 people on the payroll. This wikiidxbii the intent. The Youth Patrol is

very much alive and .. In Anchorage I would suspect they have no less than 2,000
youngsters in a Youth Patrol. They are being run through nonprofit and civic
organizations. They are not State employees. You can interpret any kind of wording
whichever manner you wish to fit the need that you ~ftsh. I would like to take the
latitude of thanking Virginia ard Chris. I offered indleal:lon,1wfien it became

on election night that this was not a victory for those people who, phi lsophically
were 1 w i t h irw, | offered an invitation to them fax to this

a workxRf? bill. And, 1°m now happy that they have come forward to do that.

Sturg: We"ll appreciate it as Committee and certainly use their services. Sen. Rodey?

Sen. Rodey: Sen. Colletta, my concerns, of course, the cost of the bill; 1 know

you share Lhat concern with me and the reason | referred to the previous memo, is
because it is one piece of evidence that relates to the cost of the bill. And, 1I™'m
particularly concerned because the cost of the bill would be born e by Alaskan
ousinesses, small and large alike, and quite frankly, 1"m somewhat reluctant, perhaps
reluctant in the extreme, to put any additional burdens on Alaskan businesses
this year. I would rather stand neck deep In the Gastlneau Channel

than ask another burden on business this year. Certainly Ifpassed
on to the consumer too and it affects all Alaskans in that regard.
That"s why 1"m concerned about the funding because it will reach the
point of making a decision; and if we do have a bill, of course, 1

would like to see the lowest possible fiscal note and I know you share



that concern with me and that®"s why 1 "m looking at some of the
alternatives and also the funding of the litter feiii patrol, which
appears to be an unknown quantity at this point, particularly 1in, in

future years.

Sen. Colletta: Sen. Rodey 1it"s apparent one of two things 1is occurring.
Either you"re not hearing me, or I"m not making myself understood; but

I thought | had addressed that. The litter patrol 1is alive, 1it"s not
State funded. The litter patrol is comprised of youngsters who are
assisting their parent organization in the earning of some dollars.

It"s a volunteer effort. Tne only paid individuals are those that the
State will furnish to assist communities in accomplishing a Litter Act

activity.

Sen. Rodey: Madam Chairman, let me point out, though, that in no where
ir the bill does it say that - it merely says that the division shall
adopt mandatory requirement for adoption of regulations which escablished
the letter patrol; and 1 think it is something we ought to consider

in our draft.And certainly in our work on bills, | find your assurances
to be absolutely gold plated. And, 1 thnnk this 1is one of the things
which we need to deal with in the draft of the bill. And, let me bring
one other concern up. There 1is on page 6, Section C, places the
responsibility on people owning or operating in a public place and that
does Include a very category; and includes a great many businesses;

if perhaps not most businesses in the State of Alaska, certainly all
retail businesses. And, it deals with a quesj”®gn”~that Eric mentioned
earlier; and that rg”“ygs””h”businesses to secure place and maintain
those receptles.at their own expense, after their/£$Ronses here. What
reaction have we had from thf community in regard to this? Th”s was

alluded to previously.

Sen. Cilletta: I don"t know if there has been any other specific
language that it"s probAbly 6 months ahead of what this measure hopes

tc accomplish. They have already throug specific organizations such

as the Chamber-~f Commerce 1implemented the litter and recycling activity,
totally private funded. It is my understanding 1in talking with the
Chairman of that activity rT ,"t£8eaonlytTssist that he would

want out of the passage of this bill, would be the educatioi/ aspects



and conceivably on occassion a little ~jl~of receipt money to tide them
over on some of the contractual things fca deal with the nonprofit

organizations 1in the pick-up of litter. But the responsbility you are

referring to in Sec. "C", Pat, I, don"t know how to answer that to

you other than that the normal course of activity, they do have designated
spots, receptles now and the responsiblities for policing their own

yards still remains theirs, All we are doing 1is assiting and hopeing

that the accumulation of that iifcfcsr would be the central place for

them, again benefiting then. They still sweep their own parking lots

and everything else. So, | don"t think its" that controversial of an

issue; it could be, but I doubt 1it, very much.

Sen. Rodey: I*m not sure it is controversial, Madam Chairman, and

perhaps we could hear from members xfxfchK present from these groups,

<¥ the Chamber on that and see if they have any question or
Sen. Coll: Madam Chairman, if I might have a, | really wantto clarify
that litter Patrol, |1 think maybe we"re grasping at words. Originally

there was a litter patrol; thes> were uniformed youghsters working

for a State agency and so forth, but, experience has shown that that"s
not she most practical way; because what"s you"ve done Js .lust expand
a refuge picking up activity, which just doesn"t accomy”™” .ggd they

have had greater success in utilization of the local candidates

Instilling the pride in each community.

Sturg. Sen. Rodey?

Sen. Rodey: Madam Chairman. 1""d be happy to work with you Mijs”yn this
and redo the language, because the language Litter Patrol is”?in there,
and we need toredo the language in that section because it"s a bit
unfair to me . I think you"re absolutely correct, certainlywe can
look at Europe and $~fc$hat -hey have done to be at these means,

that, some of them/are very traditional.

Sturg. Thank you. Are there other questions? Thank you very much
Senator Colletta. The next asked to testify - Mr. Cravo and Ms . I
Municipality wm-nh?

of Anchoragé, or possibly a private citizen today, | don"t know*



GRAVO

GRAVO: Sure. My name 1is Mitch Gravo. I am testifying as a resident
of the Municipality of Anchorage. Litter is a mjor problem for the
municipality and any legislation which helps us deal with that probelip,
we support. My comments will be very brief and they just deal with

a few housewkeeping matters. The first one, on legislative intent,
suggest the Committee discuss the possibility of including/the public
sector also In that Section. where you

recycling efforts. For example, the Municipality works with, very
closely with the Chamber of commerce on the program that Sen. Colletta
was jJjust speaking about. Last year it was a tremendous success and
this year becausf£/tfi”Hi;$inges, new approach, 1| think it will be even
more of a success. The Advisory Council possibility that not only

the people that are mentioned in the.”e, be part of that CouncJ” but
also solid waste professionals, also beingxinc”g”d., people of considerable
expertise. The survey section, you indicate/6 months after the bill

goes into effect there should be a survey to determine If its working.

You might take a that, in that if it goes into effect in
July, the survey/be conducted 1in Jan., and in Anchorage, all litter
is covered up in Jan., and we see it in May. So, you might take a

look at chat.

Sturg: Fine, 1| think that"s more of a technical thing we do need to
look at, because it ™ more of a question

look at, because it was a question of when that program begins, and

it going to take a little time to get it underway. Good point.

When you speak of, when the bill speaks of garbage or refuse,that"s

somewhat vague and our solid waste people suggested, quite publicaily,

that perhaps you use the word solid waste, instead of garbage or refuse,
specific

because it"s ..... and has a partieular definition. Finally, when

the legislation speaks to the receptle, the costs to those individuals

may be significant depending on the design, and the bill speaks of the

design will be the responsiblty of the director, and we suggest that

perhaps you look at some btM r responsibility being placed with

professional with a design in the least costly manner possiblew



Sturg: Fine. Are there questions of Mitch?

Rodey: Madam Chairman, Just one comment beeifly with regard to

the 10th ,

intent section of the bill since Sen.. Ziergler? the Senate gramarium
is not with us, let me, let me offer some comments. The English
language is a beautiful thing and I think perhaps we could include

its useage in the intent clause by perhaps by cutting down some of
the existing verbage. | think it would be interesting for the press
to take a look at it and see how it, we might say what is intended

to be said and in fewer words and discretion?....dry set aside.

Sturg: Thank you Pat. Thank jou Mitch. Apprecate that.

Ron Murphy?

Murphy: Madam Chairman, and members of the Committee. My name is
Ron Murphy, 1"m a lawyer from Seattle, and the reason | amhere
is because it is my understanding that the Committee would like

to hear from me about the experience wwe have had in that State and

other states that 1 am fiamiliary with. I represent the industry group

that has been involved in this kind of a program in other states,
especially in Washington State; and | have had a great deal of
experience, good and bad, and made some mistakes, and hopefully have
learned from them and my purpose here, | believe, 1is to hopefully
answer questions that you might have that might help you 1in making
determination of how to-make your determination. I should also say
that | have worked with, closely with, the Alaska industries peopée,
and tried to wo/k with Sen. Colletta, and some of the other people

here in Alaska, within the governemnt, to gl "e them the benefit of



our experience.

Sturg: Mr. Murphy, 1| think it would be very helpful to us. I am

sure you have had a chance to look at Senate Bill 2 and "-he Committee
Substitute fcrhat we have on the table in basic form,very similar to
that. I wonder if you might be able to say what wehave presented

here, how that compares z0 Washingfcingxx what % happening in Washington

and what you feel, or percieve has happened in Washington as a reult

of their bill. Or, have we strengthened areas wherethey have had

weakenesses. What about this program? What can itdo for Alaska, if
that

there is a commitment of those that have said/we will make this bill

work. What might happen in Alaska as a reuuit of a bill like that?

Murphy: I A1 do my best.

Sturg: Yes, just a little, kind of an overview, and comparison and

what will this do for us.

Murphy: All right. And then if 1 don @™ answer something, or raise
other questions, | hope you"ll shoot straight; at me and 111 try to

do my best. If I don"t know the answer, 1"11 Tell you.

Sturg: I may not, but I bet Sen. Rodey will.

Murphy: AIl right. First of all, I think ~u asked me what, how does

this bill compare with what my experier las been in other states

and observations. This bill was put together as | understand it, as



an attempt, to take the best of those bills and weed out the noor
portions of those bills and then it was tried to be tailored to

the situation here that exists as best to be determined

for Alaska. A lot of thought went into that and a lot of work

went into it and it was an attempt to put it together in a fashion
that would work here. For instance. The Washington aporoach, in

the beginning, v/as entirely a litter bill approach. Back in 1970-71
when the Washington approach was put together, it pertained entirely
of litter. Now we find that there are these recycling solid waste
problems that have developed and so the bill that you ha,le before

you 1is an attempt to incorporate and address itself to those problems
and solving them. I should start right out though and try to be
specific and say, it is not the intention as | understand this bill,
and Sen. Colletta certainly has more anu better knowledge of what

this is about and what he wants to accomplish, and you might want

to accomplish than 1 do. But industry, and speaking for industry

I can say, | can say honestly and candidly industry 1is behind this
bill, and as | understand in Alaska, and 1 can tell you its behind

the bill in Washington. And 1 understand from talking to the 1industry
people here that they don®"t intend to have a cosmetic bill hEEE, as
stated here earlier, they want a bill to work. And they®"ll stand
behind it and attempt to make it work. NOw this bill 1is addressed
somwwhat to recycling, where the Washington bill was not. Now we are
amending the Washington bill now to incooperate and strengthen recycling
sections; but fortunately, when we drafted the Washington bill, we
made it flexible enough, by luck, that it could address itself somewhat
to recycling and we were able to incorporate recycling in it and in

the State of Washington we have got a tremendous itcrease in recyclers



and recycling, which 1 thin)" in large measure is due to this situation

we have down there. We have some 500 recyclers in the St. of Wn. now,
arnsx almost more than any otner st. and part of that 1is due to the
bill. Not all of it, | assure you. Going back, the, what we did 1in

Wn. is, we were told in the St. cf Wn. as industry that if we didn™
come up with sometir.g to solve the problem of litter back in those
days that we}d, the State would solve it for us. And vie had some
good Senators and Representative s that we knww, and we sat down with
them, ana we said, hey, we don ™ know how to solve the litter problem.
We don=®. We know it a big one now because of what ™ happening in
this country. But we said we*ilgo out and see what we can come up with.
So we got together, a group of industry people like the ones you h?-ve
here, and we"ll try to get together here now, and come up with a progranm
that we can present the Legislature and they take a look at it in that
stage and say o.k. - it makes sense, or it doesn"t make sense. And that*
what we did. And we studied, spent about$15,000, doesn"t seem like
much money now, but then it was quite a bit, to study the litter
situation 1in the various states by the municipalities, by the states,
by the individuals, businesses, and so forth, and come up with what

what
we thought was the way to solve Iit. And we came up with basically/is
known as the Wn. model litter law now. That"s how we ... The
idea behind this is, as | stated earlier, it"s not to have the State
solve all the problems that we had in the recyling and litter, and
it"s not to have the State tax everybody, 1industry, or anybody else,
to solve all the solid waste and recycling problems, we haven®"t got

that much money. But the purpose 1is to put the problem of litter

control and now recycling into one central agency 1in a given state



and get some control over It, get some guidance over it, get some
standards set, and get a program going, so people will know how to
deal with the problem. So we, 1in Wash, and other states now, and
we hope in Alaska will put this under a governemnt agency that
will take control of setting these standards and start working on
the problem instead of a mishmash like we had with one industry
doing one thing and onecity doing another thing and we don"t know
where we are going. People need quidance and we need study and we
need work, so this 1is what the idea was. But we also put 1in here
after our studies were made some specific things which we thought
should be done, so we didn"t say the state solved the problenm. We
found out that there weren®"t enough receptcles out in given com—
munities, given areas where peopel were apt to litter like beaches,
parks, playgrounds, you know, marinas; and the receptles weren"t
placed the right places at the right time; and the receptles
weren"t the kind of receptles that people coule sec* and recognize.
So, one of the things khak we require in this Act and in the other
ACTs, is that the State sets standards, just like we have with

stop lights today, just like we have, all restaurants have to have

toilet facilities The state sets standards on these receptles
here
and they should be. Somebody said/earlier, and 1 know it was a good

thought and we wrestled with this, we think standarize, and color
it and design. It doesn"t mean they have to be expens®ve; but they
shold have some way people could recognize wherever they go that
khak a litter receptle and that®"s what it"s for and there should

be enough of them out so that they can use them. HOw many times
have we gone down a city street, and I"ve done it in Seattle, and

I"ve done it in Yakima where I grew up, and I think I did it in Anchorage



and you are a person who wants to see lifter picked up, you pick up
the litter and don"t know what to do with it. So we"ve got to have
the things out there for people to put them in and they should be
standarized, we think, 1in color and design. So we found that people
were being fined for litter, littering and charged $100, $150, $500*
This wasn®"t helping. One question answered earlier today was why
was the fine low. Frankly we set the fines low down there and suggest
it to you here, because the idea js to keep the fine low for the
litterer because you don"t want/:;mgo and clog up the courts. We
want it to be like a parking ticket, and so then, when a person
litters and he is fined, he just takes bail and it"s sort of an
educational process,.that®"s a little thing, but it"s one of the

more important things. The other thing that we found out is that

motorists, driv~K”~, people going places have a lot to do with litter.

They get in a car, out it goes, when thefo get hi their cars and go

picnicing, and so forth. So, it"s mandatory in this Act to ahve

litter receptles in automobiles. WE also found out, and this can
You

be a litter bag. Wr also find in here that litter receptles are

required to be placed in all the, to be handed out by the St. agencies.
They are inexpensive, the St. can give them out and the Si . will send
them out with motor vehicle registrations, this 1is all an educational
process. So, wc have followed this pattern in the St. of Wn, basically,
and it"s taken a long time to go through all of it; but basically,
identification of litter receptles, plenty of them out, litter bags,
plenty of them out, and a good strong educational program for the
public. And I might stop here and i«tx ask you ~o0 ask me some

questions, it"s not a boondoggle, but, but edcational program for

the public 1is not just going out and buying some television spots
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and don"t litter, 1it"s to get each community involved. Have this

field
Dept, with one other Xrxx man go to the communities like in the St of Wn
we have an anuall program in EiiiKghu EIllingsburg, Wn., where it"s clean
up the Yakima River. The field person from our Dept, goes out, starts
the program there” for instance” to get those young people to school
there to go out and clean up that River once a year and if, starts
them out, gets them going and gives them receptles, gets their local
community to get the trucks going; and these are the kind of programs
that are coordinated under this Act. I can stop and talk about the

Litter Patrol in a minute, but right now you may have some questions.

Sturg: Yes. Sen. Kelly?

Kelly: Mr. Murphy, 1in the St. of Wn, which Dept, administrates this
program?

Murphy: In the St. of Wn. we use the Dept, of Eucology. The reason
we use that 1is that it had just been formed at that time and it seemed
like the natural place for it to go; because they were going to be

a Statewide agency talking about eucological matters. I, when, 1if

you would ask me specifically why this Dept, was picked here, 1
wouldn®"t have known the answer and 1 was very pleased to hear what
Sen. Colletta said that if you need an agency that works 1in the various
communities at a local level ,3%0& "Blin get that 1local touch and get
self help prog -urns going. And the Dept, of Eucology was the only

Dept, we had that did that.

Sen. Kelly: And then you said someth®ng about 500 recycling plants
in the St. of Wn? Is that 500 rebottling plants, or; what exactly

are your recycling centers?



Murphy:

Recycling centers in the St. of Wn. everything from a fairly I~ rge
with

area, plant where you have maybe a scrap dealer JthHrs youcbavs several

employees handling hundreds of thousands of ton s of stuff down to

that

a one > two man shop, where you ¥e got a fellow wh® believes in

recycling and goes out and does it on a very insignificant small time

basis, say one man.

day-be-day-T-ene-man Am | answering your question? That ™ what

I mean we
we don"t mean a bottle shop,/we don"t isena mean a manufacturer -

Kelly: You"re not actually recycling the material, your not recycling
alumin cans, or recycling bottles, your®re just simply, kind of a

scrap center?

Murphy: It would include both, collecting it, putting it in boxes,
separating it, and selling it to somebody who does it. We would

ed
count the on/es who collect it, just the little guy with the shop

where he collects bottles and cans and gives somebody money for it,

or paper, all those things. But it isn"t always the fellow who
processes 1it, no. It"s the collection agency included. So when 1
say 500, really, 1it"s the li-tle guy too. It"s the little guy who

picks It up, and has it there, and pays people to bring it in; and
then he sells it to somebody else. Of course it might sell it to
Northwestern Glass, the glass, and they turn it into glass bottles.

Does that answer your question?

Kelly: Yes. That answers that particular question and the last
guestion I have, | suppose, | have some doubt whether standarized

receptles are really necessary because 1 am assuming, they are going
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the
to be a great deal more expeasive. IfT a person has an option ofxjtnsfe
between just
buying a loboand putting it on an existing receptle, or buying a

has
standarized receptle that obviously has been manufactured outside the
pretty
STate and brought in, I1"m, 1"m trniy concenred that the size, the
it's

weight, and eve thing, isxgoing to turn out to be quite an expensive
item. It's like looking for a bathroom, you know, it doesn"t make
any difference if it"s boys, or men, or gentlemen, or has a siloute,
youknow, when you need a bathroom, you know where to find one and you

can find it relatively -

Murphy: Well, | didn"t do a good job on that. YOuf Tfe exactly right

on itaat we had 1in mind. We don"t have in mind to standarize as to

shape and buy outside the State of Alaska. What we have in mind/?gly

that it be standarized in one color and have a :ggg on it . That's

all. Now our St. Dept went ahead and passed some other regulations

ah co where they should be placed, like snopping centers. They told,
we

this 1is what your Dept, would do I hope, in a shopping center in the
St. of Wn., /ou"re supposed to have, if you run a shopping center, so
of these

many/receptles because of the amount of traffic that"s in that cetner.
Instead of on e receptle for 500,000, well that"s over exaggerated,
one receptle for ]0,000 people who go through a shopping center in

a weekend, there"s got to be a 100 receptles in that shopping center.
And they are not necessarily, although a rich shopping center does put
out expensive ones, but If you are running a Mom undPop Shoe Store,
and you had a lot of traffic there and 1 don"t know if a shoe store
would be a good example. But a marina, it might be that you would put

out a litter parrel painted green but you would have a logo on it

shea which the State supplies free. OQur St. supplies all tne logo stickers
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so that if you are a little guy, you have to have this green receptle
and you can paint a barrel if you want, then the St. will supply you
with a sticker so everybody can recognize 1it, and they sit stick it
on the receptle. So you are right. There is no requirement that you
have this expensive piece of hardware. No. But they should be
standarized in the sense that you recognize them.

Sturg. Sen. Kelly what -

Murphy: The logo 1is the important thing and i would like to think

the color 1is too, but I, 1 heard a man, this Mr. Lee say that he

went around and found out this is a problem because some businesees
do not want to go with the green color that we use because it destroys
their decor. And we e had a terrible fight on this sometimes, and
our position is, in industry is that, if you're, I shouldn"t, let"s
say MacDonalds, let"s say if yourqgoe Hugh & Drive In organization
and you"ve got all green, no all brown, and your architect says you
should have kartrtxbBrt brown receptles, because it"s pretty, airtight
our answer 1is fchafcxifcix t o bad. We want to see those receptles and
we want them to be green and there has been some scraps on that.
Correct.

Further questions, Senator?

Sturg: Sen. Rodey?

Rodey: Just one question and what is your per capita costs in the
Wn?
Anybody got
Murphy: Oh, for our program? Kbkxxxhxhnk hax« a calculator? I deri't
have one. I could, I could divide, right now our program is going to

be about, and we"re very high now, our program started out $x 600,000.

Wefre spending about a million fo in the next bi-annum, so divide

that 3 million 500,000 people and chat will about do it.
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Rodey: Obviously, fairly, fairly low cost on that
Murphy: yes, what do you get, I"m interested to knowmyself.

Rody: That bi-annum,is that a two-year budget?

Murphy: No, that"s aone year, a bi-annum would be doublethat,
is from ,
which would be about 3. What we did was we went in 1971 a

600,000 like you"ve daKK done, up to this figure; but we haee

a different tax setup than you do. I think your tax proposal

here is betier because ours puts a heavier load on some industries.
And,iHd 1incenfientally, | want to be very level withyou, we looked
at this very carefully how to make suggestions to this Legislature
here, to cary this tax and 1 think that the tax bprogranm shows

here, this assessment program makes a lot more sense than the one

safe/
we have 1in the St. of Wn, for your xxkR. But you don"t have enough
base hereto isolate one or smaller fcroup ... you get prohibited
the
this way everybody shares 1in cost and it makes good sense.

Sturg: Alright, Mr. Murphy, you"re talking about amount tied in

the amount of litter so called, that"s what your

Murphy: Yes, we break 1it, you know
Kelly: Madam Chair, how do you torccxk pay for the program in Wn.
Murphy: Well, in Wn. we have a to* very broad base tax like you do,

but we were able there to tax broad, broad spectuin of Industries
that were related to the litter problem only. For instance, you
wouldn"t tax the Boeing Airplane co., but you would tax the Dept.

that are

store because the Dept, store puts out materials/in bags , sacks,

toothbrushes, and sc forth that end Hf up 1in
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Kelly: So, you"re, you e much more restrictive.

Murphy: But we couldn"t do that in your St. Yes, but we tried that
kind of a tact

in your St, we really tried hard to come up with that pcssifcix® approach

tuc because of the number of people in your ST, we had to do this 1in

other states, we couxdn"t, we just couldn®"t, it was impossible. But

the one you"re got now, | chink is really very good.

Stur: Sen. Rodey, I think we cut you off before you were finished
there.
Rodey: No,
Stu: Did that answer your question.

very,
Rodey: I think it did. Evidently you have a/lower percapita cost
than we do, which 1 think would be, be natural considering the
situation of Alaska and the situation of. Really the two questions
that 1"m concerned about. 1. How effecient and effective can that

litter program be and then secondly, how much will it cost us and I,

I think that"s all legislators. . and those two points aside.

Stu: Mr. Murphy, do you have any further response to that?
Mur: Yes. He says, o.k. Murphy, you®ve got “@iafe program down there
and you naven"t told me what it"s worth. Isn"t that what you are

saying? | think that"s what you are asking.

Rodey: that"s what you are saying.

Stu: woudl you, would you like an answer to that question?
cost worth
Rodey: I think so, because, that"s why 1 asked the
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0.K., 1is it worfeh it?

Mur: Right. /We started out 1in the St. of Wn. with not, you see

when you start out 3n the State, how do you Tfind out how much litter
da you have in the State bo begin with? I don @ know how to find
out, so we had Booth, alien and Hamilton make a study for us, it

cost us some $70,000 baok in those days to tell us what to do about
this program, what the ..., ho.v to get it started and what have we
got here in the way of litter-, sc we can see if we"re making progress
later on. They came up with a figure that we worked from, and
according to the figures that have been done by outside measuring
outfits, we have had upwards of a 60 percent reduction of litter, from
what we would have had. NOw if you go to the St. of Wash, on a given
day, Senator, |1 want you to notice, when you go down a certain highway
on a given day after the”e has been a summer tourist season on the
4th of July, and that road hasn®"t been picked up, you're going to see
litter. But if you do it on a ... basis throughout the State

ktox as a study not attempting to be done, and honestly as we know

how to have them done, the State knows how to have them done, we have
had a tremendous reducoion of litter. We haven™t solved it, 1 don"t
think we will ever all of the litter problem, but we have made a
tremendous reduction, and we are very proud of what we"ve done. So

I think it"s worfeh the effort and the money.

Stu: Further geustions?

Rodey: Just one comment, it would be interesting if we knew the
perimenters of our litter problem, 1in the St. of Ak.-

Murphy: It would R%Overy difficult to start out with because you're

starting out with/ weil 50 or 100 years of accumulation andyou know
(ft
you have to get a handle on 1t.(3)Were there any other
-ivd's
Stu: Mry Mur. 1 do have one specific question. The way the Advisory

Council 1is set up, it"s completely composed of business people and T
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foave had a number of questions raised and we"ve had that today about
the fact that we should really be bringing in, on the one hadn hand
we have the technicians, the other the broader public interest; and,
there"s, true, the commitment of industry to make it work, but what's
you comment as to wh how you bring in the various grps that have an
interest in this?
Mur: I don"t want to speak for Sen. Colletta, so I'm speaking
whether
perosnally; and I don"t even know if he"d agree with me or not,
haven"t the slightest 1idea, and 1 also want to Ieve! with pou. |
think part of that was put 1in there, | can"t say :E;i for sure, but

puo in there for all business becasue business was very concerned

that this might get out of control if you got the wrong people on

the Adivosry Committee and tried to use this against them. I think
that
fchie was a frightening thing that they put in here . 1 myself would

say personally, 1"m not really speaking for the rest of the business
in Ak. now, I, myself, would say, you ought to go ahead and put some
other legitimate interests in here that want to solve the litter problem
and not attack something else. You understand what | mean, 1"m sure.
Yes, that kind of an approach and some safeguards for the voter, you"ve
got to pay a tax and

in tnis :*ase it"s all business in Ak., so if they don"t get over—
whelmed, 1 say to try and strike a good balance. The other reason
we"d like to see business on there with a good say is because we think

business should be committed to making- this program work and if they

are on there, in 3trong force, then they have a chance to really make

it work.
Sut: 3>hank you for your comments. Any other questions from Mr. Murphy?
Thank you tfery much. We have a dual, 1 believe they wish to appear

together, for the St. Cham, of Commerce, Lou Harris and Don dickey,

is that correct?



and following that, the jbast person | havemn my list here would be

dommissioner Mueller from the Dept, of En.Cons.

Dickey: Madam Chairman, Member of the Committee, 1 am Don Dickey
spekaing on behalf of the Ak. St. Ch., of Com. The 1idea of %%mprehensive
recycling or litter reduction programYYI think is not only commendable
but not new becasue for a number of years, doezen or so, Chambers of
Commerce throughout this State, and some of your home committees have
been carrying on, as you know, very aggressive and progressive programs
as has been testified to before. However, the problem with that, our
own community here has on one or two occassions national ..._and yet it
a hundred legsand
seems to have no, it"s like a senate beed with/no head to it, there
doesn"t seem to be any coordination statewide, there is some areas left
out completely or not motivated enough to get started, and so | think
the idea of looking at a comprehensive program with this magatitude has
merit. I share, | was pleased to hear the Senator mention that,Rodey,
his concern on the cost because certainly as business people we share
that at a time when the economy 1is not particularly booming. At the
outset
offset, 1inthe original bill, as you know it was tied to a gross busines
gross receipt tax, having, or from 18 to 20 found that the greatest
thorn inthe side of the business peopel, the inequities of that tax
mover,.ent tnat would
which are now repetled. I was not anxious to lead any ... stakxif possible
get that back on their backs; and so | feDt that method of financing
was objectionable, and | so stated to the Chairman, Senator Colletta,
and otheres who were involved in this; and 1 am very pleased to see

the substitute, which is being proposed and the method of funding, |

think it has two virtues as | look at it quickly. One 1is simplicity,



and there are only ~ steps, and second, which 1is important equity.
As for the funding method, asked about raising money, as | see the
new proposal, you are asking only the $25 business license now
required. Those in the lower income brackets, more volumes of business
would be asked only to add $5, second step takes i1 t up to 10j and
I understand from State figures of about 33,000 business licenses

that 73 percent of all thoses linenses would fall within $5 or $10

brackets, as far as the increase would go, were they are paying 25, now

30, 35, ah, 35, so 2 out of three businessmen in Alaska would only
htave to contribute no more than$l10 a year; and | don ™ think that"s
unrealistic at all. At the very top of that spectrum, the fourth
step proposal in your bill, businesses having over a $1,000,000 giﬁss
wit

volume, 1°d say, and there®s only 7 percent in the State, but Bnix

this small amount would only have to nay $75 more than they are now

4P
paying, or a total of $100. So at that top from going up $5 step to
a hundred, I don"t think its excessive. I would like to f.tart with

the philsophy; and we have discussed, you and | senator, and others,
tfyat chicken and

the idea/its a Khip-in-the egg thing do, should we tie tre tax and

the ."unding, to those people who contribute to the problem*." And my
responses, while that sounds logical and commendable, I don"t
think there are enough soldiers here or In China to police everybody
;géfcontributes to the problem; and | am going to propose, and we are
taking it from our viewpoint that all of us contribute to the problem,
all of us that should contribute to the solution. So 1 think in this
manner, instead oftrying to pick who threw the most out at the waste—
basket, or if It"sa professional man, or chamber type, all of us are

either someplace either in the picnic or in the cars are potential

contributors to the trash problem. So, 1 think it"s logical that all

businesses be asked to contribute to the solution. | also say and commend



the Committee for a better for this step which in no case wwould

anyone have to pay more than $100, which 1is only a $75 increase;

in over a million do."lars; and 1 think the small merchant who has

thfat tough problem is protected with the $5 step. Commenting on

tome of the other factors, | naturally, again getting back to the

funding factor, 1 am not only pleased to see; but we"d be considered

a watch dog to make sure that this action not include the for admin—

istrative expenses that exceed 35 percent. I think that"s most

important. I don"t feel we have enough money in this state, or

Washington State combined, to pay for all of these functions; nor

is that suggested as | read this. What 1 think we need is to

encourage, stimulate and not duplicate, but stimulate voluntary

services that ore already existing; whatever you want to call the

Youth corp, boy schuts, girl scouts, civic groups, organizations of

long and hard

that nature who xxxxx have toiled at the collection and reduction

of litter. So | hope that that would be considered and that that

factor would be watched and the goal met. As far as grants to the

existing Advisory Committee, it has been suggested that that 7 member

proposed committee be expanded; and 1| would, I believe that®"s realistic.

I would concur with previous witnesses, Virginia and Murphy, that that

has merit,certainly we whouldn®"t draw a circle that excludes anybody;

we should make it big enough that it includes everybody, provided they

share the same goal and that®"s to clean up litter. As far as numbers,
have no magic

I oiHn*fcxkH»w proposals, 1 do think it should be so”small enough that"s

it's practical if they meet somewhere; and not be a complete troop of

them, if they have to go. Having servé&d on, .. number of occassions

oerr +he past 2 dozen years on St. boards xh or commissionss, | feel

that the proposal of the council meet not less than once every 3

months 1is perhaps unrealistic and may be unnecessary. I have, again,
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no magic Ffigure to substitute, but twice a year probably, and maybe
3; but T think merely the cost of that and the getting together,of
with the size of our state, any of us who have served BKxxariHMSx as
most of you haveon various boards and commissions, | don"t think it
needs that much policing. As far as the receptles, | knowAt?a:Hink
what 1is being proposed, and I have, well being Irish, I T not going
to propose green berets, or red or purple, or even brown for the
Hictel establishments, 1"m merely suggesting that we would probably
save some dollars, to get what they are using fch in Ildaho, or in
Wahsington, if we could order them in volume; and if all we doAtﬁin
we merely use our own oil barrels, but as has been suggested, use
some decals from Alaska, so that the symbol 1is used on them, | think
that would be a saving and it would also be an educational step

for children or old folks to know that that®"s where they are to throw
their refuse, trash. The, on, | note that there are, there 1is proposed
also grants for public agencies, private, and also civic groups,
municipal or gym types, and | think, whereas Anchorage particularly,
Juenau to a letter degree, Fairbanks, 3ome others, have had very fine
clean-up programs. Tfo 1 think nothing should be done to discourage
tho se, or minimize the voluhtary help, it should merely supplement,
and as | read the bill that®"s what they prop-.se to do," and 1 think
that"s good. As far as the youth corp, and I know that"s, gets to be
a touch word on what wo mean, I have no clarifying definition, but

I think the key to this thing is getting young people involved® “hat’'s
where it"s at, and that"s where wevre really going to get to them to
work on whatever banner, and 1 think these folks are more dedicated
thcj#" the parents, 1in many cases, and that we should certainly utilize
them, and the need for some job training and distraction from other

activities that 1is perhaps not as desirable would come from having



an opportunity for young people who find it tough to find jobs to be
involved in some of these positive steps. So, | do hope it is encouraged
in some other manner. Certainly the 1idea of i-.suing bags and things,
some has been done already, | feel that there  **e-.ofchKKk spfcpr motor
registration or regi&tersothers,/%%%g,lgggtgngs—we»4t—fC I think has
merit and the receptles. I had noted also on the,as far as there as

been some contention on which Dept, it should be Dlaced, 1 am not

quite as concerned with that, 1 think the most impor&ant”1”~"SB determine
the

the function. And the achievement of the goal is desire and not who"s

favored agency gets to run it. I think the real accomplishment, and

the thing I"m al”o pleased to see, that it has, and Sen. Colletta at
the offset testified, has a self destruct clause that in 3 years he
has enough confidence, and that"s how we would lik looke at it, let's
take, we"ve never been down this road before together, let"s take a
start, let"s do the best we can, let"s make corrections where needed,
and if at the end of three years it produced nothing, or little, too
little, then I think it should self-destruct as 1is proposed. i&iwl
think that"s a/¥§$¥rable factor and 1 also would like, getting back
to the finan ing end, the fact that apparently theproposed budget,
and I bnly had a second to look, but the, starting at about 600,000;
and if it could be done for less | would encourage that too, but T
see for the three year perioc, but It"s proposed chat they Indicate
to us that the;dexpect to raise under this ~l-atep funding method

on the license, about $668,000, and that appears to be an adeuate
money to carry it for three years. I think we would make a major
mistake, in our public relations for the business people, if In

about a year and 1/2 we have to go back and .... anc put another

tap on it. So 1 think that 3 year funding and 1| hope, | have no idea



that 1is correct, but 1 hope that, all the costs the Senator brought

bp are considered in there and that we don"t rind an overrun which

finds us having to come back because that would be twice as tough

as .. in the past. I certainly, for one, and it has been testified
wouldn®"t take my time, nor yours, to try and come up to suggest something
cosmetic approach. If this is a comprehensive, everybody feet to it
approach statewide, including the bush, and everywhere else, | say

fine. If we all get our shoulder to it, | think we can make some
accomplishment, so, even though the cost is involved, | think this

this substitute is a reasonable approach to it and appreciate the

chance to talk.

Stur: Don"t go away, ,lust a minutes. Questions of either of you?
Sen. Kelly?

such
Kelly: Yes, 1Jin somewhat chagrined on that you"ve taken/easy approach

onto the reestablishment of the gross business license tax

the State. You know,/Yestl$poie a philosophical .. on how do you
fund a bill of this nature assuming that, you know, yxﬁ feel that
it's comprehensive enough to dgmh* mean anything. Washington, obviously,
as Mr. Murphy testified, goes a different route and what they"re saying
I assume like sometBing those businessses who contribute the most to

we "re
the problem are picking up the tab. Hn Alaska what-we-ape saying
in essence, that everybody contributes to the problem, and that, but
the businessman, be it the small businessman that might not in the
least bit contirbute to the problem, will pick up the tab. We're
opening up the gross business tax again, and aren"t you all woriled

that once we open it up and begin taxing on licenses again, that It

will /Just be asimple step each year, .just to Increase it each year?
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Dickey: No, I think that"s a real possibility and | testified at
offset

the onset that we were not favorable when it was tied previously,

IfT you recall Senator, when you look at the proposal. There®s a

little difference. | guess it"s kind of half horse, half raBBit,

you"re asking me whion 1 like of the taw 2, and what I m saying

I prefer this to the previous one which would have pu; at the top

a fine or a fee of $25,000, so I"m saying 1 like $75 better than

$23,000; so, in proportion | think it"s a much more realistic bill.

I share your concern, and the possibility that this could be a

vehicle to get back in the gross business license tax, which I would

spend my full time agruing against it again, as | have for 18 years.

further
Stur: Sen. Kelly, any cbbk« questions? Sen. Rodey?
Rodey: Just one, where would you draw the line, Don, in terms of

Chamber support for this legislation in tprms of coat? WE. unfortat-ely
all of

have seen costs rise and in some cases/out of proportion frisixi what

we had anticipated. Certainly you"ve been a spectater well as

a particlpatant in these actiflties, and where would the chamber draw

six hundred, seven
the line in that regard? WE Hare talking abotit a $600-$700,000 cost.

Dickey: Yes. I have no tfiagic figure. I did talk to Sen. Colletta

and the others, 1 expressed and repeat publlcallv my concern that we

are starting a little high. Now obviously the peopel 1in Administration

are saying that they aan hardly do it this cost, and I can understand

it what are you paying for and what do you get? I was basing mine,

you have to have some bench mark, and 1 asked Washington State, prior

to Mr. Murphy®s testimony, wnat do xsuhave, 5 years of experience in
Washington, or six?

Murphy: Actually we really got rolling in 197"-, but we had started in 1971.

i ~ nfit ' v INLi
Dickey: Seven years. But my thought when he responded i i VIND £



with about $600,000, and they are still holding, which appears pretty

good based on their population; so, by comparison 1| was hoping we could

get more for less, | guess, Now fch how that would be done 1 realize you
for it to be done,
have to line for line go down. But I am stressing that 1 think one of

the ways to do it, 1is that people whoj£ come in, as | understand it, into
these communities to sh help stimulate the cleanup of the river, or the
communities y, .... the problem, that there only be one or two
stimulators”aimthe State and that the rest of the volunteers, | don"t
think that everybody should have to be, or expect to be paid, or that
the voluntters who were doing a good job in some communtties, be
discouraged and say wh$ should 1 go out and do this for tfreo when
across ,ne street somebody 1is getting paid for this and let them do it.
So | think that 1is a very real concern. I don"t have a magic figure.

I would hope that iv would be less than this and somewhere, 1°d say,
under, we could do it for $x 500 thousand, somewhere to start, and

thejji work wup. But I did stress to the sponsors and others this idea
that the three of whatever they fund, | hope for those three years

just from a sales point would be, would permit us to whatever growth

is going to occur, and still not have to go back for seconds

Sturg: I wonder, have you gotten
Kelly: Let me ask, having spent 18 yearsin business Qon and being
Redey-"-

as clese to the Ak. polical situation and the St. government budgetary
process as you are, do you reasonably expect that budget xk to stay

at $600,700 for 3 years?

Dickey:No. Nor ao they propose that inhere. They say $6x six hundred,

six hundred seventy three, and 1 think in the 3rd year six hundred sixty
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seven. And as 1 point out the total,

but they say it will raise six hundred

year, xfchs We hope that there will be
to share this pleasantiy with us,
What Senator

so,/l guess my response/would be that

even with the three steps and |

that 1 am pleased to see and would be here to see how

there"s a 3 year self-destruct because

little concert if that starts getting

have

of program, then 1 think we might/very

or other methods of skinning that same

SmXk

Stur: Any futher questions? Pine.
litte

We have a/bit of a problem. Both Sen.

joining poor lonely Sen. Bradley,

a quarum. I wonder if 1 could get an

Muel&er,vho would like to speak ..,

whs that whiKh wish to speak on the subject.

Commissioner,
continue

of more.
allow Sen.

we could take a very brief recess, and

and get established at an official

your testimony. What"s your schedule?

Mueller: I don"t have a schedule,

Sturg: Could we, ah, we"ll hake about

come back to hear the additional

Dickey: Senator, could 1 just

Sturg: Just a moment, Mr.

so that we can all

are there others

would we do you;

Rodey to xupKimx the meeting and we would then miss

Senator

Dickey go ahead.

I"m only using their figures,

sixty eight thousand the first
more business licenses attracted
contribute. But,

it appears that figure is adequate

also want to reemphasize and say again

it turns out, but

if that starts, as we are all a
into millions of dollars worth

quickly have second thoughts

rabbit.

point out for the Committee,

Kelly and I should be over

who"s trying to run a meeting without

indication, we"ve had Commissioner

in the audience
Alright, we have a couple

2 optlonshere. One, we could

it, or

help Sen. Bradley get a quarum

meeting and then slip back to hear

a 10 minute”™ recess and then we"ll

testimony.
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Dickey: Just a last burst of wisdom.
Sturg: Oh, my, 1 can hardly wait. (Laughter)
Dickey: I would hope that the self-destruct on the bill would also

with
tie iHXHH the self-destruct on the tax. (Laughter)

be
Sturg: Very good. We"ll1/back in ten minutes. Thank you.



