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Good afternoon Chair Reynoso, Councilmember Lander, Councilmember Chin,
and members of the Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste Management. |am
Kathryn Garcia, Commissioner for the Department of Sanitation. Thank you for this
opportunity to comment on the proposed reduction of single-use carryout bag use in
New York City as contemplated by Intro No. 209. | would like to provide some opening
remarks, after which | will be happy to answer your questions.

New Yorkers use and discard a staggering 10 billion single use carryout bags
annually. For this reason, the Department has historically been a proponent of
meaningful single-use carryout bag reform and, more particularly, recycling and waste
prevention measures designed to divert materials from New York City’s waste stream. As
for single use plastic carry-out bags, there is a very limited market for plastic bag
recycling in the United States. On average, the Department collects more than 1,700
tons of single use carry-out bags per week — which equates to 91,000 tons of plastic and
paper carry-out bags each year, and presently costs the City $12.5 million annually to
dispose of this material outside the City.



Plastic single-use bags are particularly problematic. They often end up blowing

. into the streets and onto the branches of trees, creating unsightly street litter. When
rain carries them into catch basins, they pollute the City’s surrounding waterways, posing
a threat to marine animals that often mistake these bags as a food source. Additionally,
plastic bags contained in metal, glass and plastic loads delivered to the City’s recycling
contractor, Sims Municipal Recycling, often jam the sorting machines at their facility,
causing processing delays during the cleaning and repair of sorting equipment. Given
the complexity of the many approaches to addressing the use of carryout plastic bags, |
am pleased that the Sanitation Chair and this Committee have scheduled today’s hearing
to open up public and meaningful debate con the various courses of action that could help
minimize the negative environmental impacts associated with plastic carryout bags.

As proposed, Intro No. 209 would authorize City retailers to charge and retain a
10-cent fee per single-use carryout bag to most consumers at the point of sale. Intro No.
209 aims to reduce single use carryout bag consumption in the City, while encouraging
consumers to use more sustainable reusable bags when they shop if they so choose. The
strategy for reducing single use carryout bags contemplated by this legislation focuses
not only on bag reduction but also promotes responsible reuse that could help decrease
the City’s costs to dispose of carryout bags, and minimize street litter and water
pollution. For these reasons, Intro No. 209 offers one of many strategies we would like
to explore collaboratively with the Council more fully in order to examine the
environmental and economic benefits of this bill's approach. | also believe that we must
undertake such examination in a way that balances environmental benefits with the
interests of the business community, consumers, and residents, while achieving the goal
of diverting hard-to-recycle materials from the City’s waste stream.

In addition to the imposition of bag fees collected and retained by retailers at
check-out as proposed under Intro No. 209, a number of different strategies have also
been implemented both here and abroad to minimize the use of single use carryout
shopping bags. These include:

¢ The voluntary adoption of reusable bags by consumers;

» Voluntary and/or mandatory retailer take-back programs similar to the
statewide program we currently have here in New York State;



e Bag fees and taxes legislated by governments;
® Outright bans on the distribution of some or all carryout bags; and

¢ Voluntary product stewardship initiatives, such as those undertaken in
recent years by large nationally-recognized retailers, including Home
Depot, Whole Foods, and [KEA stores here in New York City.

Intro No. 209 is grounded in the experience of other city and state governments
throughout the country in their efforts to curb carryout bag usage. In 2010, the
nation’s capital, Washington D.C., implemented a five-cent per bag tax that helped
reduce bag consumption by more than 50%. In 2012, the City of San Francisco passed
sweeping reform by banning stores and restaurants from distributing carryout bags to
their customers. Last year, Los Angeles County implemented a ban o single-use plastic
carryout bags accompanied by a ten-cent fee for recyclable paper single-use bags, and
earlier this summer the State of California became the first state in the nation to enact
legislation broadening this initiative statewide by applying the ten-cent fee to paper,
compostable, and reusable bags. Several other cities across the country, including but
not limited to Seattle and Dallas, have also passed reform legislation to curtail the
distribution of carryout bags. The City of New York, an international leader in urban
sustainability, must join these other cities by exploring, developing and implementing
an appropriate strategy to reduce the number of single use carryout bags entering our
waste stream.

In crafting an appropriate strategy to reduce carryout bag usage, we must be
mindful that all of the reduction strategies currently being implemented and tested in
other locations have their strengths and limitations. Therefore, before | can comment
specifically on the merits of Intro No. 209, | would like to learn more from the City’s
stakeholders, and officials from other jurisdictions that have adopted laws on this topic
to understand what has worked well and what has been challenging for them. That is
why | believe it is important for the Council and the Administration to explore,
together, the pros and cons of the various potential measures aimed at reducing the
number of carryout bags in the waste stream, so that we may gain a better

‘understanding of what would work best in our dynamic and diverse City.

We are eager to hear the opinions of the numerous stakeholders testifying here
today, and | look forward to further engaging with the Council and other interested



parties in productive and valuable dialogue to develop an appropriate, integrated and
common sense solution to reduce single-use carryout bag consumption in New York
City. Once again, thank you for inviting the Department to share our thoughts with you
this afternoon on this important subject, and I'll gladly answer any questions you may

have now.
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Good afternoon. My name is Gale A. Brewer and I am the Manhattan Borough President.
Thank you to Chair Reynoso and to Councilmembers on the Committee on Sanitation and Solid
Waste Management for the opportunity to testify.

. I’m speaking today as someone who cares deeply about how New York City manages its
garbage. The City spends more than $2 billion annually to manage its solid waste. Of this
amount, we spend $300 million each year to haul our trash to landfills in other states. It also
costs the environment 40 million miles of diesel trucks traveling between New York City and
states as far away as South Carolina, and the stuff that we send to landfills generate over 675,000
metric tons of greenhouse gas.

If you know me, you would knoéw that I am a big proponent of waste reduction. We don’t
have to throw away what doesn’t need 1o be sent to landfills. For years starting since [ was a
Councilmember, I have worked with the Department of Sanitation, and later on with the
Department of Education, to divert organic wastes out of our schools and residential buildings’
garbage streams. The rationale behind organic waste diversion is simple: Food scraps should be
treated as a resource for composting into fertilizer or generating renewable energy. Removing
this very useful portion of waste from the overall tonnage trucked to landfills is an
environmentally responsible policy.

But what about garbage that has no reusable value, like carryout bags that are used once
to transport groceries between the store and home and then get discarded? Disposable bags
cannot get taken out of the garbage stream like organic wastes—they are the garbage—nor are
they biodegradable. So the stemming of disposable bags must start from the consumer level,
which is why I support Intro 209 to impose a 10-cent fee on carryout bags as a way to dis-
incentivize the use of single-use bags.

After implementing its single-use plastic bag ban on July 1, 2011, the County of Los
Angeles saw a 95% reduction in single-use bags at stores covered by the bag ordinance.
Similarly, the City of San Jose reports that, one year after implementing its “Bring Your Own
Bag” Ordinance, the city saw approximately 89% reduction in bag litter in storm drain systems,
60% reduction in creeks and rivers, and 59% in city streets and neighborhoods. Observations of
instances of reusable bag usage in San Jose increased from 4% before implementation to 62%
after one year of implementation. In fact, local ordinances like these in LA and San Jose are so
successful in achieving its goal of plastic bag usage reduction that in September 2014, Governor
Brown of California signed a plastic bag ban into law for the entire state.



It is time for New York City to follow the proven results in LA, San Jose, and other cities
to discourage single-use carryout bags. With over 8 million New Yorkers averaging 12 new
disposable bags used every week, each bag that is cut out from the waste stream will go towards
reducing the 1.7 million tons of discarded carryout bags that make up the City’s residential
garbage per year. It currently costs $10 million each year to send the City’s disposable bags to
landfills. Even if we only reach a fraction of Los Angeles” 95% single-use bag reduction, that
can still potentially translate into millions of dollars of savings for New York City every year.

Now, 1 know this bill raises concerns from the plastic bag industry, claiming that the 10-
cent fee is a “regressive tax,” that implementation will threaten 2,000 manufacturing and
recycling jobs in New York State, and that instead of reducing overall carryout bag usage, the
City should focus instead on recycling. Here are my answers to the industry’s concerns:

The 10-cent fee is NOT a “regressive tax.” First, the 10-cent charge is a fee and not a
tax, meaning the entire amount that consumers pay for a bag will go to the businesses and not to
the City. Second, it is an avoidable charge. Consumers are encouraged to bring their own
reusable bag—this is the intent of the proposed bill—and organizations such as Citizens
Committee will work with the Department of Sanitation to ensure people who need reusable bags
receive them through targeted outreach efforts. Third, the current language of the bill exempts
SNAP and WIC recipients from the fee, so the 10-cent charge, in addition to being option, will
not affect those who are most economically vulnerable among the City’s population.

New York State can gain 2,000 workers in environmentally sustainable
manufacturing, Rather than seeing a threat of 2,000 jobs lost as the plastic bag industry claims,
I believe the bill will be a catalyst that sparks innovation and encourage New York State
manufacturers to transition into making reusable bags and other environmentally sustainable
products. Transitioning into greener manufacturing is often encouraged by state and local
governments. In California, the state will provide $2 million in competitive loans to help plastic
bag businesses transition into making reusable bags. In New York State, the NYS Energy
Research and Development Authority NYSERDA) offers numerous grant opportunities for
manufacturing Green, sustainable, and energy efficient products. If a grant program or loan
product is not already available for manufacturing reusable bags, then I encourage my colleagues.
at New York State legislature to work with NYSERDA to offer programs that will encourage
manufacturers to transition into making sustainable products.

Let’s reduce plastic bag usage in addition to encouraging recycling and reuse. There
is almost no market demand for recycling plastic bags—Iless than 5% of all plastic bags are
recycled, and this is already a generous estimate because plastic bags are usually counted among
other more recyclable plastic films for this statistic. According to a recently published article in
the Tulane Environmental Law Journal analyzing Intro 209, plastic carryout bags often hinder
municipal recycling by becoming caught in recycling processing equipment, causing recycling
sort lines to go offline while waiting for plastic bags to be removed. Plastic bags also require
extra energy and costs in the recycling process, which is why Sims Municipal Recycling in NYC
supports the proposed bill. According to Sims, residents would try to recycle plastic bags on the
curbside, however these bags cannot be recycled because there is currently no market for dirty
plastic bags. :



The American Progressive Bag Alliance is proposing to set up plastic bag recycling
programs in NYCHA buildings in lieu of supporting Intro 209 to reduce overall carryout bag use.
Now, I fully support introducing recycling into NYCHA—for years, I worked with Joan Levine
of Morningside Gardens, a member of the Manhattan Solid Waste Advisory Board, to introduce
plastic, metal, and paper recycling in the Grant Houses. When recycling first started in that
NYCHA development, it was the first in all of NYC to have recycling.

If the plastics industry wants to promote recycling in NYCHA, that is wonderful. But it
should not be pitted against Intro 209, and in order to go about it most sensibly and effectively,
the focus should be on recycling items that have a viable recycling market such as plastics,
metal, and paper recycling. Or we can collaborate on how to introduce organic waste diversion
among NYCHA developments, since organic waste also has a valuable market through
composting and renewable energy generation. I absolutely want to see recycling happen in
NYCHA, but not of plastic bags that can be prevented from entering NYCHA developments
from grocery and retail stores to begin with. Let’s promote reduced usage of carryout bags and
recycling of marketable wastes.

I want to conclude by mentioning that my hope is to see Intro 209 becoming a law that
can serve as a stepping stone to further environmentally responsible waste management
practices. The current bill does not apply to restaurants, but perhaps one day it will. LA’s
example is encouraging: in July 2014, the City of LA bag ordinance expanded to include all food
retailers. Imagine the amount of single-use bags we can save from takeout and delivery services.

Thank you again for the opportunity to voice my support for Intro 209 today. 1 look
forward to continue working with the committee and with the Department of Sanitation to ensure
New York City becomes sustainable in all areas of its waste management.



Testimony before the New York City Council Sanitation Committee

In opposition to Intro. 209

My name is Bertha Lewis and | am the President and Founder of the Black
Institute. Thank You Mr. Chairman and members of the committee for allowing
me to testify today. | am opposed to this legislation at this time because of the
overwhelming opposition to it from the communities | work in.

Communities of color in low and moderate income neighborhoods. When the
Black Institute and the Black Leadership Action Coalition heard about this
regressive tax on these communities the concern was, WHAT DO THE PEOPLE
WHO LIVE AND WORK IN THESE COMMUNITIES THINK ABOUT THIS LEGISLATION?

For 30 years in my work as an organizer | always start finding out about an issue
first on the ground and then working my way up to elected representatives of
these communities. The lens through which | view all issues, is how it affects the
constituents | serve and represent and what will be the impact on their lives. My
lens has been and will always be a lens OF COLOR, period. The shocking surprise
to me was that everyone that | or my organizers spoke with had no knowledge of
this legisiation, no one held any town hall meetings on this in NYCHA
developments or in any other neighborhoods throughout the 5 boroughs. | have
over 9,000 signatures from average New Yorkers of Color citywide that oppose
this regressive tax that will disproportionately affect people of color in this city.
Residents and shoppers in this community asked us who proposed this? Will the
money go to the city to help clean up our neighborhoods? Will the money go to
education and recycling in our neighborhoods? The answer to these questions
was NO! Something is wrong here. The proponents of this legislation say that
either you care about the environment by supporting this bill or you just don’t
care by opposing it. This is an insult and the worst sort of patronizing attitude.
Proponents say that plastic and paper bags are so bad for New York city that
people must be charged in order to change their behavior. | say, have the
courage of your convictions. BAN THE BAGS!! if all that you say is true then why
take a half measure and punish hard working families with a regressive tax, just
go straight to elimination. If we are trying to solve a problem of waste then at
least let those affected participate in finding a solution instead of just going



straight to punishment. There needs to be a real commitment to education and
recycling in the very neighborhoods that the proponents claim are hardest hit.
Talk to us. Talk to NYCHA residents about what they do with their garbage when
they have no bags that fit the chutes in their building. Talk to seniors when they
say they are on a fixed income and use these bags for all sorts of household uses.
Talk to the shoppers on food stamps about what they will do when they are not
purchasing food and have to pay the tax for anything they purchase with cash or
that is not food. There is a better way. Don’t just treat us like ignorant children
that don’t know what is good for them. Don’t treat us like we don’t care about
the environment and how that affects us and our children. All the other cities
that proponents cite must have done a much betterjbb educating and engaging
the comrﬁunity than what the proponents are doing now. A real education and
recycling plan and a commitment to neighborhoods of color is what is needed. A
step is missing here by going straight to punishment with no dialogue or other
ideas. Vote no on this legislation, back up and start over again. Let’s all craft
something that can solve the problem and not just punish it away on the backs of
poor and working class people of color. '
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Good morning, Chairman Reynoso, and members of the Committee on Sanitation
and Solid Waste Management. I am Keith A. Anderson, Director of the District of
Columbia Department of the Environment (“DDOE”). Thank you for the opportunity to
present testimony regarding the District’s experiences in implementing the Anacostia
River Cleanup and Protection Act of 2009, more commonly known as the “Bag Law.” 1
am thrilled that the New York City is considering joining the District and other

jurisdictions in implementing a fee on disposable bags.

Background

The District’s Bag Law was the first of its kind in the US and requires businesses
that sell food or alcohol to charge customers five cents for each paper or plastic bag
distributed with any purchase. Approximately 4,200 businesses are regulated by the
District’s Bag Law. Regulated businesses retain one cent of each five-cent fee collected,
or two cents if they offer customers a rebate for bringing their own reusable bag. The Bag
Law came about as a result of a trash study of the Anacostia River watershed completed in
2008. The study found that disposable plastic bags were a major source of pollution in
District waterways. Plastic bags comprised 22% of the trash found in the Anacostia River,
and 47% of the trash found in the river’s tributaries. The District’s Bag Law aims to
reduce the number of disposable bags that end up in the District’s water bodies and the
Chesapeake Bay. By charging a nominal five-cent fee for each paper and plastic bag,
customers are incentivized to either forgo a bag or bring a reusable bag instead of paying

the five-cent fee.



Implementation of the District’s Bag Law

In order to ease implementation of the Bag Law, DDOE staff spent the first year
after the law took effect conducting outreach to District businesses, residents, and bag
manufacturers and distributors. DDOE designed and distributed cash register decals and
window flyers with a “Skip the Bag Save the River” logo for businesses to display. DDOE
outreach staff also created television and radio advertisements to raise public awareness.
In addition, DDOE partnered with businesses, including CVS/Pharmacy and major
supermarket chains, to distribute reusable bags to customers. DDOE also created a Skip

the Bag Save the River website, ddoe.dc.gov/bags, that includes a copy of the law and

regulations, a tip line for reporting noncompliance, and outreach materials catered to

businesses.

Impact of the District’s Bag Law

Almost immediately after the law took effect, businesses began seeing a drastic
reduction in bag usage, and environmental clean-up groups witnessed fewer bags polluting
District waterways. In 2013, DDOE completed a Census-balanced survey of 600 residents
across the entire city that found an overwhelming reduction in bag use and strong public
acceptance of the law by both residents and businesses.

An overwhelming 80 percent of District residents reported that they have reduced
disposable bag use since the fee went into effect, and 79 percent of businesses reported
providing fewer disposable bags to customers. On average, residents estimate their
housechold has moved from using ten disposable bags per week before the law took effect

to four bags per week today — a 60 percent decrease. 50 percent of businesses report



saving money as a result of the law. In addition, 83 percent of residents and 90 percent of
businesses either support or have not been bothered by the law.

Although revenue is not the objective of the law, the law has collected over 9.4
million dollars to date. This figure includes revenue from bag fees, tax contributions,
enforcement fees and the sale of commemorative envirommental license plates. These
funds are deposited into the Anacostia River Clean Up and Protection Fund, a special-
purpose fund managed by the District Department of the Environment. The revenues
deposited into the fund are used to implement watershed education programs, stream
restoration, trash retention projects, purchase and distribute reusable bags for residents and
administer the program.

While I understand that this proposed bill will not generate revenue for New York

City, I expect that you will see similar positive outcomes from changes in behavior.

Enforcement of the District’s Bag Law

DDOE has two full-time inspectors responsible for enforcing the Bag Law, who
inspect over 500 businesses per year. Inspections are performed through undercover secret
shopping. During these inspections, an inspector determines if the business is in
compliance with the law by making a purchase and requesting a disposable bag during the
transaction. If the business fails to charge the fee or meet the other requirements of the
Bag Law, the inspector issues a warning letter that states the violations found during the
inspection. The warning letter specifies the required action to correct the violation and the
deadline for compliance. If a businéss is still out of compliance during a follow-up

inspection, the inspector issues a Notice of Infraction (NOI), which incurs a civil penalty



of $100, $200, or $400 depending on the number of previous violations. In addition to
random inspections, DDOE Bag Law inspectors respond to tips submitted through the

Skip the Bag Save the River website.

Lessons Learned

Since the Bag Law took effect almost five years ago, we have been able to assess
to the effectiveness of the program. We have found the District’s five-cent fee to be low
enough that it is not burdensome to the public, yet high enough to encourage people to
bring their own bag and effect behavior change. The law has also improved the health of
District communities and water bodies. 67 percent of residents and 68 percent of
businesses report seeing fewer plastic bags as litter, compared to before the fee took effect,
and stream clean up groups report seeing 60 percent fewer plastic bags polluting District
waterways.

I would be remiss if I did not mention a few challenges related to implementing the
Bag Law. There is confusion by some residents about what types of businesses are subject
to the law. Some individuals think that the Bag Law only applies to grocery stores and
liquor stores; however, the law applies to any business selling food or alcohol, including
businesses such as hardware stores that only sell food products at the checkout counter.
Another key challenge is exemptions that affect when businesses are required to charge
the fee, including an exemption for charging for paper bags distributed at restaurants with
seating. DDOE addresses these issues through regular outreach to businesses and

compliance assistance during our enforcement process.



Overall, the District’s implementation of the Bag Law has been a practical,
administratively feasible, and cost-effective way to reduce the use of disposable bags and
thus reduce litter in our communities and waterways. I anticipate that implementation of a
similar Bag Law in New York City would be as feasible and cost effective as it has been
in the District.

I thank you for the opportunity to give an account of the District’s implementation

of the Bag Law. I welcome any questions you or the committee may have.
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NYCHA-BASED VOLUNTEER GROUP AND CITIZENS COMMITTEE
LEADERS TESTIFY AT COUNCIL HEARING ON THE ‘BAG BILL’

Students from Harlem’s own Frederick Douglas Academy and Harlem Success
Academy appear face-to-face with City Council’s Sanitation Committee

Reusable bag giveaways in over a dozen Council districts; 3,000 mark reached!

NEW YORK, NY (NOVEMBER 19, 2014) - Whether or not for New Yorkers dramatically reduce the number of single-use plastic
and paper bags they use was debated to today at a City Council Sanitation Committee hearing this afternoon.

For the important hearing, Citizens Committee for New York City (“Citizens Commiitee™), a non-profit that supports volunteer groups
working on neighborhood improvement projects with micro-grants and capacity-building workshops, joined forces with the resident
association Frederick E. Samuels Houses (NYCHA) and co-testified in favor of the Bill Intro. 0209,

The Citizens Committee panel that testified comprised of the following New Yorkers:

Mr. Peter H. Kostmayer — CEQ, Citizens Committee for New York City
Ms. Diana Blackwell — President, Frederick Samuels Houses (NYCHA)
Ms. Naomi Moreira — Student, Frederick Douglas Academy II

Ms. Evelyn Knapp — Student, Harlem Success Academy

Peter H. Kostmayer said, "What are we waiting for? Are we waiting for a time when it costs the City more than $10 million to haul
Plastic bag waste to landfills? Are we waiting for more sea life to be disrupted and destroyed? Are we waiting for other cities and
other states and more developing countries to lead the way for New York City?” He continued, "Through the dozens of reusable bag
giveaways we 've planned and implemented across the city, we continue to educate New Yorkers that that the addiction fo plastic bags
can be ended and by doing so, we can help this great City economically and environmentally.”

The full written testimony for Diana Blackwell appears below:
IN FAVOR OF BILL INT. 0209

OFFICIAL TESTIMONY OF MS. DIANA BLACKWELL
PRESIDENT - FREDERICK E. SAMUEL HOUSES RESIDENT ASSOCIATION (NYCHA)

WHY WE SHOULD REDUCE PLASTIC BAG WASTE

Good afternoon Chairman Reynoso and other distinguished members of the City Council Sanitation Committee,



My name is Diana Blackwell and I am President of the Fred Samuel Resident Association, which is part of NYCHA. We are
located above 96th Street in Central Harlem between 139th and 147th Streets and Lenox and 7th Avenues. We total 40 non-
traditional public housing buildings with a mixed population of nearly 1,600. We are in a mixed housing neighborhood, which
not only includes public housing, but HPD and private apartments.

I want to personally thank you for addressing this issue since it is very dear to me, that is, “Reducing Plastic Bag Waste.” At
Fred Samuel, we garden and now compost and we truly appreciate the work that Sanitation Department is doing in this area
and are happy that this committee is backing such endeavors to recycle garbage. As you know, plastic bags do not degrade in
the normal composting time; therefore it cannot be used, which brings us to this issue. Although 1 don’t call myself an
environmentalist, [ believe that as a citizen, senior, parent and community leader that [ should be concerned about the serious
local issues that are causing a deteriation in our health and quality of life especially in my low-income community.

When first hearing about a potential fee on plastic bags, 1 frowned and thought that I couldn’t live without my perfect
bathroom trash liners or the best grease storage container and cheapest rain hat, but [ began to look at the streets where
lived and saw plastic bags on the ground, circling in the wind, hanging in the trees, stuck on street grates, even between a
bird’s beak. Then I imagined what would happen next in each situation; none were very encouraging for the future of our
environment, wildlife and the chance to beautify my community. This reaction motivated me to learn more about plastic bags
from the beginning to its present stage. What I found is that it has many positive factors, but the negative out weighs the good.
One of the most interesting facts is that the city’s official curbside recycler, SIMS Municipal Recycling, has listed “plastic bags”
as one the materials not accepted. If this is true, why are plastic bags being issued in the present volume? This brings me to
the next question, ‘where does the plastic bag go if not to the recycling plant?’ As an official member of Harlem’s own WE ACT
for Environmental Justice advocacy organization, we’'ve worked hard to close the 135th Street Marine Transfer to help clean
the air in our community. Bags in the open are a great pollutant and a big contribution to the poor air quality that is leading to
the high rate of asthma in our community and we must find a way to eliminate the problem.

This bill that is before the City Council is not to ban plastic bags like to the state of California, but simply reduce the carryout
bags being generated by the large population of consumers. For those who are concerned for their income and are serviced by
food stamps, WIC and other subsidies, please know that the fee will NOT apply to your constituents who use these services.

But more important than the reduction of the bags is the educational component that needs to be promoted along with bag
giveaways in our community. We are currently doing this through giveaways for reusable cotton canvas (and washable!) bag
sand it is working, slowly, but working. Citizens Committee for New York City alone is responsible for reusable bag giveaways
in 14 Council districts (and counting!), of course, with the support of the honorable Council Members themselves.

In conclusion [ would like to remind you that this move towards reducing the plastic bags would preserve a healthy future for
our children.

Thank you,

MS. DIANA BLACKWELL
PRESIDENT - FREDERICK E. SAMUEL HOUSES RESIDENT ASSOCIATION, HARLEM, NEW YORK
NOVEMBER 19, 2014

#i#

About Citizens Committee for New York City (Est. 1975)

What would it take to improve your neighborhood? Whether it's painting a mural, organizing a farmer's market, installing a compost
bin, or launching a dance carnp, we can help make your idea a reality. As one of the nation's cldest micro-funding organizations, we
at Citizens Commitfee for New York City raise money from foundations, corperations, and individual donors—then award it to
projects we believe in. But we don't stop there. We're also here to inspire new ideas, and to offer active, hands-on help. That means
we're in your neighborhoods presenting workshops, meeting community leaders, even weeding the occasional garden. We're here for
you, helping make your neighborhoods greener, friendlier, and more resilient. For more information, visit our website
www.citizensnyc.org.
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New York City Environmental Justice Alliance (NYC-EJA) testimony to the New
York City Council on Int. No. 0209 — “A Local Law to amend the administrative
code of the city of New York, in relation to reducing the use of carryout bags.”

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today. My name is Natasha Dwyer and I am here
to testify on behalf of the New York City Environmental Justice Alliance (NYC-EJA) in
strong support of Intro 0209 — the Plastic Bag Reduction Bill,

Founded in 1991, NYC-EJA is a nonprofit citywide membership network linking
grassroots organizations from low-income neighborhoods and communities of color in
their struggle for environmental justice. Through our efforts, member organizations
coalesce around specific commeon issues that threaten the ability of low-income and
communities of color to thrive, and coordinate campaigns designed to affect City and
State policies.

For over twenty years, NYC-EJA has been at the forefront of City and State campaigns to
advance environmental justice. NYC-EJA’s solid waste research and advocacy addresses
the disproportionate impacts of our waste infrastructure on New York City’s low-income
neighborhoods and communities of color.

New York City creates almost 40,000 tons of garbage every day. The vast majority of
this garbage is trucked to transfer stations in a small handful of N'YC neighborhoods and
then trucked back out of the City. Nearly 75% of NYC’s waste is handled in 3
communities in the South Bronx, North Brooklyn, and Southeast Queens. This truck-
intensive system causes unnecessary air and noise pollution and harms public health and
quality of life.

The City took a significant step toward addressing this gross inequity with its 2006 Solid
Waste Management Plan (SWMP) — NYC-EJA and our member organizations were
instrumental in the design and advocacy around the SWMP. When fully implemented, it
will more equitably distribute waste transfer stations and replace long-haul truck
transport of solid waste with rail and barge transport to reduce diesel emissions. Waste
reduction and increasing recycling are key elements of the long-term goals for the
SWMP.



Roughly 100,000 tons of plastic bags are handled by NYC's waste system every year --
this represents a tremendous burden on both the environment and on the environmental
justice communities where waste transfer stations are disproportionately located. The
Plastic Bag Reduction Bill represents an important opportunity to make good on the long-
term goals of the SWMP by reducing the amount of material entering our waste stream.

The new 10¢ charge associated with plastic bag use is a luxury that not all New Yorkers
will be able to afford. We are pleased to note that Council Members Lander, Chin, and
Richards and Public Advocate James have addressed potential impacts on low-income
New Yorkers by exempting SNAP/WIC transactions from the fee and committing to
distribution of free, reusable bags in low-income neighborhoods.

Additionally, because the business owners who currently provide these bags for “free”
have to pay for them, the cost of the bags is often factored into the cost consumers pay
for their goods. The Plastic Bag Reduction Bill would aliow business owners to keep the
money generated from the bag charge and could potentially resulting in a lower cost of
these consumer goods.

The NYC Environmental Justice Alliance is proud to support New York City Council's
Plastic Bag Reduction bill. This bill will contribute to our long-term goals to both reduce
waste and reduce impacts on the low-income communities of color that handle the vast
majority of NYC's waste. Co

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today.
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“poltution, and for introducing legislation to help address the role that single-use bags

The Center for Oceanic Awareness, Research, & Education

19 November 2014

via hand delivery

Council Member Antonio Reynoso

. Chair — Committee on Sanitation & Solid Waste Management . -

New York City Council
250 Broadway, Suite 1740

e e e e —New York NY 10007 . _.. .. .l

) “Re: Intro #0209-2014 regarding Single-Use Cényout Bags — SUPPORT

COARE is extremely concerned with the health of our oceans, and we are writing to

. expréss our support for Introduction 0209-2014, which will reduce single-use bag
waste in New York City.

We commend Councilmembers Lander and Chin for their efforts to reduce plastic
play in our waste stream

Single-use plastic bags are a costly, environmentally damaging, and easily
preventable source of litter and pollution. Light and easily airborne, plastic bags are
uniquely litter-prone even when properly disposed of, and pose a serious threat to
our environment and wildlife. When they are no longer visible to the naked eye,
plastic bags are not gone but have degraded into particles that can adsorb toxins to
contaminate our food chain and environment.

In addition to the environmental benefits of reducing single-use bag waste under this
ordinance, there are considerable direct economic benefits for the City. These
benefits include lowered litter and clean up costs, reduced maintenance and sorting
costs for the curbside recycling program, decreased clogging and cleanup of
stormwater systems, and of course diminished grocery costs. New York City
residents are estimated to use nearly 3 billion single-use plastic bags annuaily.
Single-use "free" bags cost retailers more than $91.9 million each year — which is a
cost that is then passed on to their customers in higher product prices.

Simply put, this Introduction would require that a fee be charged for single-use
carryout bags and reusable bags sold at supermarkets, convenience stores, and
certain retail establishments throughout the City.
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Single use disposable products, like disposable bags and take-out food packaging, are prime examples
of the wasteful consumption of natural resources that our country has embraced the last several

_ decades. This measure presents an opportunity for New York City to set an example for the rest of the
country: an example that embraces and encourages a less wasteful approach to the use of natural
resources.

To date, more than 185 communities across the nation, including San Francisco,, Los Angeles, CA,
Chicago, IL, Seattle, WA, Rye, NY, and Washington, DC have an adopted policy to reduce plastic
grocery bag htter. In fact, California recently endcted a statewide measure to ban single-use plastic
bags and impose a fee on other bag types (SB 270).

Recycling is not the answer. Despite efforts to expand recycling programs, the recycling rate of single-
use plastic bags remains around 5%. The remainder of these bags end up in our landfills or as litter,
clogging storm drain systems, and making their way to our waterways and ocean. It is estimated that
60--80% of all marine debris, and 90% of floating debris is plastic. Plastic lasts for hundreds of years
in our environment and may never biodegrade in the ocean. As a result, it poses a persistent threat to
wildlife. At least 267 species worldwide have been impacted by plastic in our oceans, including plastic
bags.

Introduction 0209-2014 provides an elegant, simple, and PROVEN effective solution to'the problems
that single-use bags impose.,

For these reasons COARE is pleased to support this landmark leglslatlon and we hope you w111 as

well.

Sincerely,

=SV

Christopher Chin
Executive Director
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Testimony by Jordan Christensen, Program Coordinator
Citizens Campaign for the Environment

Thank you for the opportunity to speak (o you today.

My name is Jordan Christensen and I am a Program Coordinator for Citizens Campaign for the
Environment (CCE). CCE is an 80,000 member, non-profit, non-partisan organization that
empowers communities and advocates solutions to protect public health and the natural
environment in New York and Connecticut. It is CCE’s strong position that single-use,
disposable plastic and paper bags are environmentally harmful, and completely unnecessary.

CCE strongly supports New York City’s proposed legislation. As we have seen from Ireland to
Washington DC, placing a fee on single-use bags saves natural resources, reduces litter, and
prevents plastic pollution in our waterways. The average plastic bag is used for 12 minutes, but
the damage it does lasts decades. Plastic bags remain in our environment, littering open spaces,
clogging storm drains and causing localized flooding, polluting waterways and killing wildlife.
Marine and avian life become ensnared in and strangled by discarded bags, and die from
consuming the plastic, which mimics aquatic food and attracts toxins as bags begin to break
down. There is now more plastic than plankton in the oceans, with 46,000 pieces of plastic in
every square mile of our oceans.

Single-use plastic and paper bags also waste money and natural resources. Manufacturing paper
bags uses approximately 14 million trees every year. In the US, most plastic bags are
manufactured from natural gas, and to produce the 100 billion plastic bags that are thrown away
in U.S. every year requires 2.2 billion pounds of fossil fuel and 3.9 billion gallons of fresh water,
while producing a billion pounds of solid waste and 2.7 million tons of CO, Due to high
shipping and manufacturing costs, U.S. retailers spend approximately $4 billion annually to
purchase disposable bags, which is being passed on to the consumer in the form of higher prices.

Plastic bags are not free; they cost the city and tax payers millions of dollars every year. The
City spends $10 million a year to ship plastic bags to landfills, and this number does not even
take account the costs of cleaning up plastic bags from storm drains and sewage infrastructure
where they cause flooding, or unclogging machines at recycling centers where plastic bags create
an addition burden on the sanitation department. While NYC residents and elected officials
work to waste less and create a more sustainable city, single-use bags are remnant of outdated,
throw-away society practices.



The solution is simple; switch to reusable bags. Hundreds of municipalities have already done
so0, with overwhelming success. In LA County, where there is a ban on single-use plastic and
paper bags and a charge on recycled paper bags, a 2010 study showed little to no economic
impact on consumers or retailers due to the ban, and found that as reusable bag use increased,
some retailers were able to stop offering recycled paper bags. In Washington DC, where a 5-cent
fee on single-use paper and plastic bags was enacted in 2009, the city reduced bag use by as
much as 60%. In Ireland, a 2002 fee on plastic bags has reduced usage by over 90%. It is clear
that reusable incentives coupled with good public education are extremely effective at reducing
plastic waste and changing consumer behavior.

Over the last 20 years, the public has become more aware of the environmental damage that
single-use bags cause, and have begun to reduce their consumption of these products and bring
reusable alternatives. However, public education in this case is not enough.

Despite numerous public education campaigns and mandatory plastic bag recycling options at
retail stores throughout New York, less than 10% of plastic bags in this State and less than 5%
nationally are recycled. Although there are more people using reusable bags, the average -
American still uses over 300 plastic bags per year. Legislation is the only proven way to truly
switch consumer behavior. ’ '

New York City has become a national leader in sustainability through programs like PlaNYC
and Wasteless, and residents have proven time and again that they are invested in protecting the
local environment and willing to adapt their behavior when it benefits the health of the city.
Over 1200 NYC residents have already signed CCE petitions in favor of this legislation, with
thousands more across the state supporting similar state-wide legislation. Villages, Towns, and
Counties throughout not only New York, but throughout the nation and the world are looking to
NYC to be leader in the fight against disposable bag pollution. CCE urges the Committee and
the City Council to adopt Int. 0209 to reduce the use of carry-out bags and promote
reusable bags in NYC.
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Intro. 209-2014
November 19, 2014

Good afternoon. My name is Ya-Ting Liu, and I am Director of the New York City
Sustainability Program at the New York League of Conservation Voters (NYLCV). NYLCV
represents over 28,000 members in New York City and we are committed to advancing a
sustainability agenda that will make our people, our neighborhoods, and our economy healthier
and more resilient.

NYLCV enthusiastically supports Intro. 209, which aims to reduce the number of single-use bag
waste in New York City. Carry out bags are not free — in fact, nothing could be further from the
truth. Every New Yorker pays when we see our trees, streets, playgrounds, beaches, and
waterways littered with plastic bags. Taxpayers shell out $10 million a year just to truck
disposable bags to landfills, at a time when we need those dollars for so many other things. And
single-use plastic bags literally kill wildlife like turtles and birds that mistake them for food.
Plastic bags also get stuck in storm drains, exacerbating flooding and sewage discharges into
waterways.

The average use of a disposable bag is just minutes — while the toll on the environment lasts for
decades. It’s time for New York to stand up and say enough is enough; we can do better.

Intro. 209-2014 would place a ten-cent fee on each paper or plastic bag provided to a customer at
all retail and grocery stores. Customers who bring their own bags — plastic or otherwise — will
not be charged. Customers who do not take a carryout bag will not be charged. The ten-cent
charge would be retained by the store to cover the cost of providing bags.

Not only have other cities like Washington D.C., Los Angeles, San Jose and San Francisco
successfully reduced disposable bags through per bag charges, this policy has been adopted
around the world from Ireland and Scotland to South Africa because getting cashiers and
customers to pause for a second at the register and think about whether or not the customer wants
or needs a disposable bag makes a big difference.

HEADQUARTERS 30 Broad Street, 30th Floor | New York, NY 10004
T 212.361.6350 F 212.361.6363 | WWW.NYLCV.ORG info@nylcv.org



Unfortunately, what does not work and does not make an impact is the current voluntary bag
recycling system. New York State has a voluntary plastic bag take-back recycling program that
exists, but you’ve probably never heard of it because it lacks enforcement and has failed to
produce a demonstrable impact in reducing plastic bag waste.

A fee, a pause, a decision at the register will go a long Way to make a dent in the 5.2 billion
carryout bags New Yorkers use a year.

Almost two months ago, over 400,000 people marched in the streets of New York City to say
something wrong is going on with our planet, our climate, our environment and enough is
enough, Mayor de Blasio and members of this City Council came out to say that New York is
going to lead the fight on climate change. While we make commitments to long-term goal of
reducing our carbon footprint 80% by 2050, we also need to take decisive action on the local
issues that impact our environment. New Yorkers are ready to make this choice and take this
step.

We look forward to working with City Council and the Administration to make New York City a
leader on the environment.



New York City Council
Committee on Sanitation & Solid Waste Management
Oversight Hearing — Local Law to reduce carryout bag usage
November 19, 2014

New York Restoration Project Testimony
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Executive Director

Good afternoon, Chairman Reynoso, Committee members and distinguished colleagues. 1am Deborah
Marton, Executive Director of New York Restoration Project (NYRP). | am honored to be here today to
testify in support of the local law to dramatically reduce plastic poilution and waste in New York City

(Int. No. 209-2014).

1 would first like to thank Council Members Brad Lander and Margaret Chin for co-sponsoring this local
law, which will require stores in New York City to charge a minimum of ten cents (retained by the
retailer) on all paper of plastic carryout bags provided at the register. An issue that faces every New
Yorker, plastic bags are not only an eyesore as litter on the street and in our trees,‘they threaten our
waterways and contaminate our food chain, air and water quality. From a societal perspective, trash-
filled trees perpetuate a sense of neighborhood disorder, which has been shown to negatively impact on

the cognitive development of children.

This legislation is near and dear to NYRP’s heart. Qur founder Bette Midler has long advocated for
reduction of plastic bag use. Around the time of our founding in 1995, NYRP began the Bag Snagging
program, removing plastic bags from high tree branches using a custom-made, telescoping grabber.
NYRP has continued the program for the past 19 years, devoting roughly a quarter of our staff time in
winter months to snagging thousands of plastic bags from precarious tree branches across the city,
mostly in low-income communities. Finally, as an organization that focuses on equity, | was pleased to

learn that the 10-cent fee won’t be applied to purchases made on food stamps and that the bill will save



an estimated $10 million annually in taxpayer money put towards carting roughly 1,700 tons of plastic

bag waste to landfills each week.

While NYRP’s Bag Snagging program is a positive force in our city, it is a shame that the program even
needs to exist. Plastic bag litter is absolutely a preventable problem, and this local law is a huge step in
the right direction. NYRP urges your support to ensure a more environmentally and economically sound

future for New York City.

Thank you.
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Good afternoon Chairperson Reynoso and Members of the Council. Thank you for the oi)portunity to
provide testimony in support of the proposed fee on carry-out bags. My name is Erin George and [ am an
advocate for the Environmental Justice Program of New York Lawyers for the Public Interest (NYLPI).
NYLPI has worked for over a decade with community and environmental justice organizations to advance
fair and sustainable waste management practices in New York City. With our partners in the Organization
of Waterfront Neighborhoods and the Transform don’t Trash NYC coalition, we have advocated to
minimize waste-related impacts to the greatest extent possible and ensure that those that are unavoidable
are fairly distributed throughout the City.

New Yorkers use 5.2 billion carryout bags each year, the vast majority of which are not recycled. The
great majority of these bags are trucked to transfer stations and then to landfills, and those that aren’t
often end up littering our streets, green-spaces and sewers, exacerbating flooding and sewage discharges
in our neighborhoods and waterways. Passage of Intro. 209 will help move NYC toward zero waste while
also addressing the negative impacts of our plastic bag overuse. Based on the experience of cities across
the nation that have implemented similar carry-out bag ordinances, Intro. 209 stands to reduce plastic bag
waste in New York City by 60 to 90%.!

Low-income and minority communities are unfairly burdened with handling the vast majority of trash
generated by all New Yorkers. The resulting abundance of diesel emissions, dangerous hauling vehicles
and waste in their neighborhoods are seriously detrimental to health and wellbeing. Plastic film comprises
7.5% of NYC’s entire residential waste stream. Plastic shopping bags alone contribute nearly 3% and are
the largest source of plastic in NYC's waste.? Passage of Intro. 209 would reduce plastic bag waste and
have a meaningful impact on NYC’s overall waste stream, translating to real benefits for all New Yorkers
and in particular for environmental justice communities.

Opponents of Intro. 209 express concern that a carry-out bag fee will function as a regressive tax with
detrimental outcomes for low-income individuals. Consideration of the potential impacts of legislation
upon various communities is essential. Intro. 209 was thoughtfully written to allow individuals to control
price impacts by switching to reusable bags. It also includes funding for outreach and free distribution of
reusable bags, targeted to low-income neighborhoods. Other related measures to reduce impact upon
lower-income shoppers include a fee-exemption for transactions using SNAP or WIC.

The goal of this legislation is to encourage people to change their behavior and reduce their overall
use of carry-out bags, not force them to pay a fee. Jurisdictions that have already implemented carry-out
bag ordinances report a significant increase in consumer use of reusable bags. A 2012 assessment of San
Jose’s carry-out bag ordinance found a 58% increase in use of reusable bags and a more than 50%
increase in the hand-carrying of purchased items. The overall impact of San Jose’s ordinance was to

L Office of the Controller — Office of Economic Analysis, “Checkout Bag Charge: Economic Impact Report,” City and County of San Francisco,

November 30, 2011, http:/plastichaglaws.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2010/05/leg SE_economic-report-PowerPoint.pdf;
2 hitp:#www.nyc.gov/htmVnycwasteless/html/stuff/takeback_plastichaglaw.shtml



decrease the average number of single-use bags per customer from 3 to 0.3 bags per visit.? It is our
expectation that New Yorkers of all income levels will similarly adapt to the new legislation.

A 2013 survey assessing the impacts of a carry-out bag ordinance in Washington D.C. found the
following:

e  67% of residents reported seeing fewer littered plastic bags.

e 80% of residents reported a reduction in their personal usage of disposable bags.

e 80% of residents reported carrying reusable bags when they shopped

¢ 58% reported generally carrying reusable bags “always” or “most of the time.™

Passage of Intro. 209 is an important incremental step toward more sustainable waste management in
NYC. New York City produces approximately 35,000 tons of waste every day. The majority of this waste
is transported by environmentally hazardous diesel trucks and eventually buried in landfills in states like
Pennsylvania, Ohio and Virginia or incinerated in New Jersey. New York City’s waste management
practices contribute to global warming through the production of methane, carbon dioxide and nitrous gas
emissions.’ The critical need for reform is why NYLPI co-founded Transform don’t Trash NYC, which
seeks to reduce waste and poltution, foster cleaner and healthier communities, lift thousands of waste
industry workers and their families out of poverty, and create new, quality jobs in recycling and
recycling-reliant industries through reform of the commercial waste sector. We are pleased to support the
Council’s effort to address plastic bags and look forward to working with you on further waste reform in
the future. Thank you for your time,

* hitp:/iwww cawrecycles.org/files/SanJose_updatememo_Nov2012.pdf
*http://ddoe.de.gov/sites/default/files/dc/sites/ddoe/publication/attachments/DDOE%2020 13%20Bag¥20Law%20Survey%20Final %20Report%2
0(2).pdf

5 http:/fwww.cpa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/global.html
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Re: The proposed p-Iastic bag tax
Good afternoon, Chairman Reynoso, and members of the Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste Management.

Thank you for having me here today. I'm Mark Daniels of NOVOLEX, a plastic bag manufacturer and recycler, and
Chairman of the American Progressive Bag Alliance.

Our belief is that everyone wants to do the right thing for both the environment and working families. Unfortunately,
we've watched as the debate over plastic bags has been hijacked by sensationalism and emotion at the expense of facts
and science.

The reality is that taxes and bans on plastic bags will fail to solve any environmental problem, turn people towards
inferior options, and jeopardize good American jobs — including some right here in New York City.

It's disappointing to see that the Council is considering a plastic bag tax, particularly in a place where their use is so
frequent and necessary, and where education on recycling — versus burdensome taxes — could go a long way.

o American made plastic bags are fully recyclable, made from natural gas, and are reused by 90 percent of
consumers. '

e Ourindustry has developed retail take-back programs so that customers can easily recycle not just plastic bags,
but newspaper, dry cleaning, bread and cereal bags as well as overwraps on cases of bottles, paper towels and
bath tissue. This retailer take-back system is efficient and separate from municipal recycling facilities.

® As part of the program, the indusiry has established more than 30,000 retailer drop-off points to make plastic
bag recycling as easy as possible for consumers. In New York City, this includes stores like Lowes, Target and
Food Emporium, among other.

The premise for this legislation is based an bad science.

* Inreality, American-made plastic bags are actually the most environmentally-friendly choice at the checkout.
They consume fewer natural resources, generate fewer greenhouse gas emissions, and take up less landfill
space than paper or reusable hags.

s  Plastic bags are also less than two percent of the New York City waste stream and typically less than one percent
of litter in places where litter studies have been conducted.
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are the real item clogging our sewer system and that the large garbage bags you see on every curb are what's
filling up the landfills. '
¢ Taxing plastic bags will not have a meaningful impact on reducing the litter or waste New York City produces.
« Environmental policy should be directed towards areas where legislation can actually make an impact, like
recycling.

A bag tax will actually turn shoppers towards alternatives that are worse for the environment.

¢ Many reusable bags are actually a heavy-duty form of plastic and are made from foreign oil. Production and
transportation of these bags requires far more energy and they cannot be recycled.
s The U.S. imports around 500 million reusable bags every year—about enough for every family to have .

Our position is simple: no one should have to go home and tell his or her tamily that they’ve lost their job, salary and
benefits because of misinformed policy-making. ' '

Preserving and protecting the environment needs to be a leading priority. That's why our industry started the retailer
take-back partnerships, and since 2011, have contributed to recycling education programs like A Bag’s Life. New York
was actually one of our first locations. '

So I'm encouraging the City Council to have a discussion about meaningful recycling education in New York. The current
legislation will not help the environment; it will turn shoppers toward inferior options and has the potential to cause
economic harm to thousands of families. | hope you'll join us in opposing it.

Thank you for your time.

Mark Dantiels
Senior Vice President of Sustainability and Environmental Policy, NOVOLEX
Chairman, American Progressive Bag Alliance
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Good morning Chairman Reynoso and the members of the Committee. My name is
Christopher J. Hickey and | am the New York City Regional Director for the New York
State Restaurant Association, a trade group that represents approximately 5,000 food
service establishments in New York City and over 10,000 statewide. Then Association
is the largest hospitality trade association in the State of New York and it has
advocated on behalf of its members for over 75 years. Our members, known as Food
Service Establishments ("FSEs”), represent one of the largest constituencies regulated
by the City, and every restaurant has been impacted by the Earned Sick Time Act or
Paid Sick Leave Act("PSL").

New York City is one of the pillars of the culinary arts world. Our restaurants employ
hundreds of thousands of New Yorkers and are a backbone of the tourism trade here
in New York City. It is also an industry largely made up of small business owners as
seven of ten eating establishments are single-unit operations and nine of ten eating
and drinking establishments have less than fifty employees. Recent economic reports
indicate that restaurant job growth is strong and has remained so since then Great
Recession making the industry one of the top employers in New York City.

Yet, to ensure the continued viability of the restaurant and hospitality industry, we must
have sensible and reasonable regulations. We must have regulations that properly
balance the need to protect the safety of the public with the need for the industry to
grow and thrive.

The Association has worked closely with the Council and the City on cutting edge
environmental bills and has committed to working with the City on its efforts to reduce
the environmental impact of the City’s operations. For example, the Association
supported the City's Organic Separation and Polystyrene Ban bills last term.

On Intro. 209 of 2014, the Association has reviewed the proposed legislation and
believes it properly addresses the needs of the hospitality industry and the consumer
public. In addition, the association believes the outreach and education components
of Intro. 209 are an exemplary model for supporting an “education-first” mentality that
was largely missing from the last administration’'s dealings with the hospitality and
other industries.

1001 Sixth Avenue
3rd Floor

New York, NY 10018
212.398.9160
800.452.5959
212.398.9650 fax
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Accordingly, the Association takes a neutral position on this bill.

A vital part of NYS Restaurant Association’s mission is to seek the development of a
fair and equitable regulatory environment that encourages the success and growth of
New York City's world famous restaurant industry. | thank you for the opportunity to
provide these comments today on behalf of the over 5,000 members of the NYS
Restaurant Association in New York City and the entire food service industry.

Respecifully Submitted,

Christopher Hickey

New York City Regional Director

New York State Restaurant Association
1001 Avenue of the Americas, 3rd Floor
New York, New York 10018
212-398-9160

742770

1001 Sixth Avenue
3rd Floor

New York, NY 10018
212.398.9160
800.452,5959
212.398.9650 fax
WWW,. Nysra.org
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Good afternoon members of the New York City Council. Thank you for allowing me to testify
before the Sanitation Committee today. My name is Mandi Lee and | am opposed to this bill
which would add 10 cents to all plastic or paper bags. This tax will place another burden on
New York which not addressing the environmental issue at hand.

Our small business in Long Island City would also be negatively impacted by this legislation.

I strongly believe that a public/private partnership that educates consumers on the benefits of
reusing and recycling plastic bags is essential and the best way to go. This education will help us
to better utilize the resources we have.

1 also have serious concerns about the cleanliness of the reusable/green bags. Assuming a
family of four who lives in New York City and does grocery shopping once a week; how often
should we wash these green bags? How should we wash them and dry them? We need to
keep those bags clean in order to not infect with E. coli and other food borne illnesses. If we
become sick, who is going to pay for the medical expenses which might be the result of these
unsanitary green bags.

Councilmembers, This is a bad bill and | urge you to vote against it. There much better ways to
address the environmental problems at hand without putting small businesses OUT of business
and without taxing New York City families.
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Good Afternoon, my name is Milcah Zewdie and | am here on behalf of The Human Impacts
Institute and also as a native New Yorker. | was born and raised in The Bronx and spent most of
my life here until | went to High School, Before then, | had been exposed to the impacts of
excess consumption and waste in New York City on a daily basis.

As a child | had been to Coney Island Beach, various New York public parks, and ridden on trains
from one borough to another. No matter where | went there was frash, everywhere. I'm sure we
all know just how smelly and clutiered many spaces in NYC can get, but for children who have
yet to witness much else, do we really want them to think THAT is how we should take care of
our city, or our planet? Because that's what it looked like to me, as a six-year old on her way to
class, and on her way to ballet after schoo), or to the park a few blocks away. No maiter where |
went, there were plastic bags littered on the ground.

It seemed as though people double bagged everything and then threw the bags on the ground
when they didn't need them anymare {which sometimes was right after the walked out of the
store.) For children who have spent the majority of their lives in this city, concrete sidewalks with
trivial amounts of greenery and tons of litter are almaost all we know about “the outdoors.” How is
the wasteful consumption of these bags beneficial to the next generation of children? How is it
benefiting public perception of NYC, both to us New Yorkers and also internationally? | hope
many of you agree with me in that a community's perception of safety is almost as important as
the actual safety. Well, the amount plastic bags littered in my neighborhood made it look even
more run-down, dirty, and unsafe, And more like people cared less about who we were and
where we lived.

My family owns our house in The Bronx and we are constantly on the look-out for trash on the
sidewalk surrounding our home. So guess what | did when | wanted to help out my parents as a
child? | cleaned the sidewalk. If we didn’t clean it we were ticketed. Even if we did clean it and
someone littered afterwards, we could still be ticketed. Now is THIS okay?

Placing a fee on single-use carry-out bags would benefit homeowners and building owners in
general in that it would raise the value of these bags. Pecple would use them more resourcefully.
My dad wouldn't come back from his night shift at 8:30am just to clean the sidewalk before he
sleeps and then clean it again when he wakes up because anyone who has walked by has
probably littered more bags in front of our home,

These bags are one of the most common items we clean off the sidewalk and they have
increased the burden on my family as homeowners.

Life is tough, I getit. People litter, | get it. But it's not right or fair that our government has not
placed more effective laws to reduce this waste. | know littering is illegal, but more often it seems
that the actual people responsible aren't held accountable. We need to encourage a soclal
change in our behaviours, one that includes both retailers and consumers. The best way to
reduce our waste and reliance on these bags is by placing a fee per bag. As one of the most

https:Hfdocs.google.com/document/d1 GpmPeyM 7hF H 8YOHmIj 1mPQQoYilr 0E7pKsbmBpbg plledit 112
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exciting, famous, and visited cities in the world, we as New Yorkers should be leading by
example. Thank you for your time.

https://doss.google.com/document/d 1 GpmP e 7hFHEYOHMI| TmPQQoYIIrDE7pKsbmBpbg plredit
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Testimony to the Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste
New York City Council
Chair: Council Member Antonio Reynoso

November 19, 2014

Memorandum in Support
Intro 0209-2014

Good afternoon Chairperson Reynoso and members of the Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste
Management. My name is Kizzy Charles-Guzman and I am the policy director for the New York City
program of The Nature Conservancy. Since 1951 our more than 600 scientists, located in all 50 U.S.
states and more than 35 countries have been working to conserve the lands and waters on which all life
depends. The Nature Conservancy’s New York City Program promotes nature and environmental
solutions to enhance the quality of life of all New Yorkers. We advance strategies that create a healthy,
resilient, and sustainable urban environment and are committed to improving New York City's air, land
and water. I am here to today to express our support for Intro 209, which will reduce the use of single-
‘use plastic bags in New York City.

New Yorkers use 5.2 billion disposable bags a year - most of which aren't recycled. Instead, they become
litter: we see them floating through our streets, hanging from our trees, polluting our waterways and our
parks, and jamming up our recycling stream. In addition, New York taxpayers spend $10 million a year
to transport 100,000 tons of plastic bags to landfills in other states. This is an unnecessary and harmful
environmental burden that we place on communities across the United States.

Plastic bags harm wildlife, especially marine life, and during rainstorms, they often clog our storm drains
causing flooding, and eventually end up on our waterways where they can cause harm to local animals
and prevent New Yorkers from enjoying safe and clean beaches.

The Nature Conservancy commends the City Council’s leadership on recycling and solid waste
management. By enacting this bill, you are playing an important role in driving legislation at the state
level and becoming a part of a national trend to be a greener, and greater city. Further, given the sheer
magnitude of our disposable bag use, this legislation will have significant positive environmental
impacts, as we have seen with similar efforts in other cities where small fees have reduced overall single-
bag use by 95 percent. For example, Washington D.C.’s bag tax reduced usage by as much as 60%. Los
Angeles County’s ban on plastic bags and ten-cent paper bag charge reduced overall single-use bag usage
by 95%, which includes a 30% reduction in paper bag usage. The City of San Jose reduced plastic bag
litter by 89% in the storm drain system, 60% in the crecks and rivers, and 59% in city streets and
neighborhoods with a ban on plastic bags and a ten-cent paper bag charge. Their average number of
single-use bags decreased from 3 bags to 0.3 bags per visit.
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Also, just earlier this year, Chicago became the latest U.S. city to approve a ban on plastic shopping bags,
addressing the 3.7 million plastic bags that are used citywide on a daily basis and that, in the case of 3 to
5 percent of them, become litter. Finally, in October California became the first state to regulate plastic
bags, following on the steps of some of its localities, including Los Angeles and San Francisco, which
had already banned single use plastic bags. The law will go a long way in addressing the pollution from
the 247 million pounds of bags that Californians throw away every year. The Nature Conservancy
encourages the NYC Council to lead the way in New York State to achieve similar, and even greater
outcomes.

These numbers are staggering and they show us the importance of this bill. There is no reason for New
York City to lag behind. Addressing this source of pollution will help to restore and clean up our parks,
trees and shorelines, in addition to enhancing the quality of life for New York City and its visitors.

Also importantly, this proposal does not place an undue burden on New Yorkers. No one is required to
pay anything, as the proposed fee will only be charged to customers who use a disposable bag. There are
even provisions in the bill to protect low-income residents and small business owners. Emergency food
providers, such as food pantries and soup kitchens, as well as medicine bags at pharmacies, are exempt.
Even street vendors and restaurants are exempt. We believe that this legislation is a common sense
solution that employs a smart, thoughtful approach.

In closing, The Nature Conservancy commends the City Council’s leadership on this issue, as caring for
the planet is beneficial for all New Yorkers, and especially beneficial in neighborhoods in which plastic
litter is a common reality.

We look forward to working with the City Council in the months ahead on the critical issues that affect
the environmental quality of life of all New Yorkers. Thank you for the opportunity to testify.



Suzanne Urich
21 West 86 Street
New York, NY 10024

Memorandum in Support of Intro 209-2014

Good afternoon, my name is Suzanne Urich. | live on the Upper West
Side. And as you can see, I'm right next to Central Park, where | love to
take walks (and where I’'m learning to skateboard!). The parkis a
prime example of how New York City can be good for the environment
and for people. It’s clean and well cared for—but unfortunately that’s
not true for elsewhere in the city.

You all know the facts. The facts are: |
e In New York City, we use 5.2 billion disposable bags (that’s with a
Bl).

-e—lt-costs us $10M each year to dispose of those in landfills; and
consider how much it costs the City’s Sanitation Department to
collect this waste and fix the recycling equipment

e Also consider how we all have to own boots just to cross the
street—plastic bags end up in the sewer system, clogging it and
flooding local communities.

e It's harmful to wildlife; it’s harmful to our quality of life.

Other cities that have implemented this legislation have seen a 95%
usage drop with all the corresponding benefits—for people, for the
environment and for cities’ bottom line. So | urge you to vote yes to
intro 209-2014 and improve New York City.



FORTHEP™"
From: Joel Relis, Relis & Roth, Inc.
1217 Franklin Ave.
Bronx, NY 10456
718-589-4000

1 would like the following Statement to be read into the record for the public hearing on November 19"
for the proposal to charge 10 cents on paper and plastic bags..

My name is Joel Relis. [ own a company in the Bronx that sells paper and plastic bags to retail stores. My
business, Relis and Roth, Inc.

at 1217 Franklin Ave, in the Bronx has been doing business in NY for 82 years, since 1932, [ have 12
employees , each of whom are supporting families with several children.

i am adamantly opposed to this proposal of charging 10 cents or more per bag. This legislation would
definitely harm my husiness, possibly causing closing of it or at the very least reduction in staff. Either
way people would |ose jobs.

This proposed legislation may have good intentions. It is a feel good piece about falsely protecting the
environment. The reality is that it may have harmful ramifications and do very little to help the
environment.

We are not California. We are New York City- a Walking City. People need their bags to carry home their
groceries. Charging 10 cents per bag will only Penalize the Consumer. Food prices keep going up —Please
don’t add another cost by charging for each bag.

In the last election people’s main concerns were the economy. Please don’t put a 10 cent tax on bags
that will put an additional financial burden on many New Yorkers.

Also, putting certain foods in reusable “green” bags like dairy, chicken, fish and meat which can leak has
the potential for being a breeding ground for salmonella, listeria or e-coli. This contamination will cause
horrible health problems.

Constant washing of “insulated” bags can cause deterioration of the silver material (which is made of
what exactly?)
Washing is also a waste of two other precious resources- water and electricity

Right now most people do re-use their plastic bags. They are used as garbage bags, poopie bags to clean
up after their dogs. If these are not available what will people do? Go out and buy plastic garbage bags
and poopie bags!

Recycling plastic bags would make more sense than trying to eliminate them.. New York Cfty should be a
leader in plastic bag recycling. We Recycle paper including paper bags, metal cans and hard plastics. Why
not Plastic bags? Some supermarkets do this already.

Cnce a plan is in place we need an educational campaign to encourage people to recycle their extra
plastic bags they are not using.

Before voting please consider the adverse effects on Consumers and Small Businesses. | urge you to vote
NO on this bill.

Thank You.
Joel Relis
718-589-4000
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PLASTIC BAGS

Plastic bags are made from oil: it takes ahout 430,000 gallons of oil to produce 100 million plastic
hags, and the U.S. goes through 380 billion of them a year.A statistics class at Indiana U did the math:
more than 1.6 billion gallons of oil are used each year for plastic bags alone. The more we use plastic
bags, the more we waste oil.Plastic bag litter has become such an environmental dilemma that [reland,
Taiwan, South Africa, Australia, and Bangladesh have heavily taxed plastic bags or banned their use
outright.

In March 2007, San Francisco became the first city in the US to ban plastic bags in retail
storesSeptember 30, 2014: On Tuesday, Governor Jerry Brown signed SB270 into law, making California
the first state to ban single-use plastic bags. The law is set to begin going into effect in July 2015. Last
month, California became the first state to pass a bill banning the ubiquitous disposable plastic bag. If
signed into law, the measure will pro'hibit grocery and retail stores from providing single-use plastic bags
and require them to charge at least 10 cents for paper hbags, compostable bags, and reusable plastic
bags. The bill, introduced by Sen. Alex Padilla (D-Los Angeles}, will also provide funding for California-
based plastic bag companies to develop sturdier, reusable options.

Worldwide, consumers use an estimated 1 trillion plastic bags each year—nearly 2 million a
minute—with the use time of a typical bag just 12 minutes. Californians alone throw away 14
billion a year, creating 123.000 tons of waste and untold amounts of litter.

There is evidence that bag bans and taxes can cut down on some of this waste: Ireland's 2002 tax
cut bag usage between 75 and 90 percent. An analysis of bag use in Australia found that 72
percent of customers accepted single-use bags that were offered for free. When a nominal fee
was charged, usage dropped to 27 percent (33 percent switched fo reusable bags and 40 percent
made do without).In fact, Californians faced with municipal bag fees often opt to skip the bag
altogether. In an analysis of three major California municipalities with bag bans, 39 percent of
customers left the store without a bag (opposed to 17 percent pre-ban).*In addition, save our city
from ugly plastic bags that are discarded everywhere (they be a treasure if one paid for them)
Plastic bags are in the trees in the gutters and kill our oceans.

Personally in my household I use 3 plastic bags for a week as most dry things are recycled in my

building - shoalld Wt fo \\mr\ghd’

Thank you all for listening

Ettie Rachleff
135 e 71 st

NYC NY 10021



FOR THE RECORE
PLASTIC BAGS

Plastic bags are made from oil: it takes about 430,000 gallons of oil to produce 100 million plastic
bags, and the U.S. goes through 380 billion of them a year.A statistics class at Indiana U did the math:
more than 1.6 billion gallons of oil are used each year for plastic bags alone. The more we use plastic
bags, the more we waste oil.Plastic bag litter has become such an environmental dilemma that Ireland,
Taiwan, South Africa, Australia, and Bangladesh have heavily taxed plastic bags or banned their use
outright.

In March 2007, San Francisco became the first city in the US to ban plastic bags in retail
storesSeptember 30, 2014: On Tuesday, Governor Jerry Brown signed 5B270 into law, making California
the first state to ban single-use plastic bags. The law is set to begin going into effect in July 2015, Last
month, California became the first state to pass a bill banning the ubiquitous disposable plastic bag. If
signed into law, the measure will pro'hibit grocery and retail stores from providing single-use plastic bags
and require them to charge at least 10 cents for paper bags, compostable bags, and reusable plastic
bags. The bill, introduced by Sen. Alex Padilla {D-Los Angeles), will also provide funding for California-
based plastic bag companies to develop sturdier, reusable options.

Worldwide, consumers use an estimated 1 trillion plastic bags each year—mnearly 2 million a
minute—with the use time of a typical bag just 12 minutes. Californians alone throw away 14
billion a year, creating 123,000 tons of waste and untold amounts of litter.

There is evidence that bag bans and taxes can cut down on some of this waste: Ireland's 2002 tax
cut bag usage between 75 and 90 percent. An analysis of bag use in Australia found that 72
percent of customers accepted single-use bags that were offered for free. When a nominal fee
was charged, usage dropped to 27 percent (33 percent switched to reusable bags and 40 percent
made do without).In fact, Californians faced with municipal bag fees often opt to skip the bag
altogether. In an analysis of three major California municipalities with bag bans, 39 percent of
customers left the store without a bag (opposed to 17 percent pre-ban).*In addition, save our city
from ugly plastic bags that are discarded everywhere (they be a treasure if one paid for them)
Plastic bags are in the trees in the gutters and kill our oceans.

Personally in my household I use 3 plastic bags for a week as most dry things are recycled in my

building  — <wdh wd by haddny

Thank you all for listening

Ftiie Rachleff
135e 71 st

NYC NY 10021



Williamsburg-Greenpoint Organizations United for Trash Reduction and
Garbage Equity {(OUTRAGE)

Good afternoon, my name is Rolando Guzman, | am a community organizer and | am here testifying on
hehalf of the Williamsburg-Greenpoint QOrganizations United for Trash Reduction and Garbage Equity
OUTRAGE.

We are a coalition of local community groups and block associations in North Brooklyn that mobilize
community members around reduction of waste transfer stations in our community, equal distribution
of waste transfer stations throughout the City and trash reduction throughout New York City.

Or Community Process almost 40% of New York City waste, our children play right next to waste transfer
stations or truck routes, and our seniors expose their lives every time that they try to go to their senior
centers, doctors appointments or their churches.

Woe desperately need a reduction on the number of waste transfer stations, and a reduction on the
amount of trucks hauling this garbage through our streets.

We believe the Plastic Bag Reduction Bill, along the with full implementation of the Solid Waste
Management Plan and Capacity Reduction Legislation are steps on the right direction for the reduction
of waste generated and reduction of waste ending up in low income communities like curs.

We hope this legislation moves forward in City Council.

Thank you
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OUTSTANDING RENEWAL ENTERPRISES. INC..
P.O. Box 20488 ¢ New York, NY 10009 » 1¢] 212 4774022 « FAX 212 4200621

Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste Management — Reducing the Use of
Carryout Bags
Wednesday, November 19, 2014, 1 pm

My name is Daniel Tainow, and | am testifying on behalf of the Lower East Side Ecology Center, a
non-profit organization that has offered community based recycling programs in New York City since
1987. We strongly support Int. 0209-2014 as a local law to dramatically reduce plastic pollution and
waste by requiring stores to charge a minimum of ten cents on all carryout bags provided at the
register.

The Lower East Side Ecology Center has a unique and comprehensive view of the negative impacts
associated with disposable plastic bags because we are not only a provider of community based
recycling programs, but we are also a stewardship group for neighborhood green space and the
waters surrounding NYC. Therefore, we have directly observed the tremendous amount of plastic
bags that residents throw away, as well as the bags that (even when thrown away in a trash
receptacle) have become litter and wrap around the city’s trees, clog our sewers, and wreak havoc on
aquatic ecosystems. Collecting and transporting the thousands of tons of disposable carryout bags
for disposal in landfills adds millions of taxpayer dollars to our sanitation bill. Likewise, it costs the city
both economically and environmentally when we have to clean the bags out of trees, deal with
exacerbated sewage discharges, and clean up poliuted waterways.

We believe that a carryout bag fee at the register is a fremendous opportunity to allow consumers
and stores to realize some of the true cost of these bags, and then decide if they really need to use a
disposable bag. Data from other cities shows that similar fees have reduced disposable bag usage
by 60 - 95%. We hope that the city council joins with the civic, community and business
organizations that support this environmentally and economically sound legislation, and pas int. 0209-
2014,
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Testimony for Lilly Belanger
Program Director of the No Impact Project
New York City Sanitation Committee Hearing for Int. 0209
November 19, 2014

My name is Lilly Belanger, | am the Program Director of the environmental
nonprofit the No Impact Project and 1 want to thank you for the opportunity to be
here today.

This is an exciting day because we have a chance to do a lot of good.

Plastic bags are a part of our lives that have very little to do with our health, our
happiness or our-well being, but have a tremendous negative effect on our
environment.

The proposed legislation to reduce plastic bag use is simple, straightforward and
will attach a price to something that does indeed have a great cost to our world, our
city, and to us.

New York City spends $10 million dollars of taxpayer money each year cleaning up
plastic bags. Plastic bags litter our streets, clog our storm drains, wash into our
water ways to be swallowed by marine ammals and plastic bags live thousands of
years longer than we do.

Adapting to this legislation is only a matter of habit change, it is a matter of
remembering to bring a reusable bag with you rather than taking a plastic bag at the
register. This is a change that thousands of people in dozens of cities around the
country and more recently almost the entire state of California have adjusted to
without difficulty.

[ ask you to not underestimate New Yorkers. We are smart, capable, and have
certainly conquered greater challenges than an incentive to bring our own bag.

I ask you today to please vote for this legislation, which will be a positive step for us,
for a cleaner New York City and for future generations.



. Testimony of Mark Dunlea of the Green Party
November 19, 2014
Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste Management, NYC City Council

My name is Mark Dunlea and I am a member of the Green Party of Brooklyn. I reside at 315 Greene Ave.,
Brooklyn NY 11238.

I want to thank the committee for holding this hearing on A Local Law (209-2014) to amend the
administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to reducing the use of carryout bags.

I moderated a forum a year and a half ago in Brooklyn on this issue with well over a hundred people in
attendance. The participants were strongly in favor on restricting the use of disposable bags, including an
outright ban.

Plastic bags contain materials that are toxic to the environment and take a long period of time to biodegrade.
Plastic bags can also entangle or choke fish, turtles, birds, and other animals that mistake plastic for food.
Their lack of reusability creates excessive waste of valuable materials such as natural gas and petroleum.

Single-use plastic bags are environmentally harmful. New Yorkers use 5.2 billion carryout bags per year, the
most of which are not recycled and therefore end up in the residential waste stream._Plastic bags accounted
for over 1,700 tons of residential garbage per week in NYC. Due to their aerodynamic qualities, plastic bags
often become trapped in trees and blown out of trashcans and landfills. Plastic bags get stuck in storm
drains, exacerbating flooding and sewage discharges into waterway and are the fourth most commonly found
type of litter on U.S. beaches.

Plastic bags cost the public money. New York City pays an estimated $10 million to transport 100,000 tons
of plastic bags to landfills in other states each year. Shopping bags jam expensive machinery at recycling
plants and contaminate the recycling stream, increasing costs.

There are 46,000 — 1,000,000 pieces of plastic debris floating near the surface of every square mile of ocean
worldwide. Nearly 90% of floating marine litter is plastic. 100 million tons of plastic has entered the world's
oceans. The amount of plastic doubles in the worlds oceans every three years.

- Plastic does not dissolve; it breaks into tiny pieces and stays there for up to 1,000 years, contaminating soil,

~ waterways and oceans and entering the food web when eaten by animals. At this size it is eaten by every
single organism in the world's oceans. Since the 1950ies almost every piece of plastic that we have ever
made, used and thrown away is still here on this planet and will be here for centuries to come.

About four-fifths of all marine litter comes from land, swept by wind or washed by rain off highways and
city streets, down streams and rivers, and out to sea.

I have worked for the last 29 years as a staff person (mostly as Executive Director) for the Hunger Action
Network of NYS, which represents the state's 3,000 emergency food programs which feed three million New
Yorkers a year. Prior to that I served as a state Head Organizer for ACORN. I appreciate that this legislation
provides an exemption for SNAP and WIC participants as a way to reduce the impact on low-income New
Yorkers.

Some retailers in New York are already leading the way on eliminating bag waste, demonstrating
receptiveness among both retailers and consumers. Whole Foods Market eliminated plastic bags in 2008,
offering only 100% recycled paper bags for free or reusable bags for purchase. This bill will build upon the



impact of voluntary retail plastic bag reduction by eliminating even more waste and encouraging positive
retail and consumer behavior throughout New York City.

Other cities have successfully reduced plastic bags through per-bag charges. Washington D.C.’s bag tax not
only reduced usage by as much as 60%. Large stores covered by Los Angeles County’s ban on plastic bags
and ten-cent paper bag charge reduced overall single-use bag usage by 95%, which includes a 30% reduction
in paper bag usage. San Jose reduced plastic bag litter by 89% in the storm drain system, 60% in the creeks
and rivers, and 59% in city streets and neighborhoods with a ban on plastic bags and a ten-cent paper bag
charge.

Under the proposed legislation, stores must charge for plastic or paper bags to make the cost of single-use
bags clear to the consumer. Customers who bring their own bags — plastic or otherwise — will not be charged.

Stores must charge at least ten cents per bag (paper or plastic) provided to a customer. The proposed ten-cent
charge will encourage New Yorkers to consider bringing their own reusable bag and will raise consumer
awareness about individual bag use. The ten-cent minimum charge would be retained by the store to cover
the cost of providing bags, as required by the ordinance. In other cities, a ten-cent minimum charge has
shown to be a sufficient incentive to encourage customers to bring their own bag or avoid taking a bag for
small purchases.

To reduce the environmental impact of paper bag alternatives, paper bags offered at stores must have a
minimum 40% post-consumer recycled content, which can be easily re-recycled at home.

While we would support an outright ban, we support the proposed legislation as a reasonable balancing of
the various legal, environmental and business concerns.



Kellye Rosenheim
505 West End Ave., 4B
New York, NY 10024

Memorandum in Support
Intro 0209-2014

Good afternoon Chair Reynoso and members of the Committee on
Sanitation and Solid Waste Management. Thank you for holding this
hearing on Intrb 209-2014. My name is Kellye Rosenheim and I am a
volunteer for The Nature Conservancy. I lead birdwatching walks for this
organization in Central Park and at other preserves in our city. I urge you to
support Intro 209, which will reduce the number of single-use plastic bags in

New York City.

For 15 years, I have explored parks and preserves in all five boroughs and in
each one that borders the ocean or a saltwater system, there is a line of
garbage that accumulates along the shore. It’s not necessarily from visitors
to the park — but garbage that has gotten into the water and been washed
ashore by the tide. And then there’s the garbage that we don’t see, like

plastic bags, that eventually sinks to the bottom and accumulates there.

Yes, it’s aesthetically displeasing to see birds trying to feed by picking their
way around our trash, but it’s harmful to them as well. Someday I hope to
come before you to talk about plastic tampon inserters and cigarette lighters,
but for now know that these birds and other animals unwittingly eat plastic
bags and other debris whereupon these objects become permanent in their

digestive systems. With these objects in their stomachs, they feel full, so



they don’t feed and can starve to death. Often, birds that provide food for
their young by regurgitation feed this plastic to their chicks.

I have two chicks myself although they’ve now fledged and gone to college.
I’ve brought home a lot of groceries over the years and the plastic bag is a
wonderful invention, but I think often about the city and the world my kids

must live in.

Placing a 10-cent fee on single use bags will make all New Yorkers like me
think twice about whether or not we need to add one more piece of
everlasting hazard into our environment. Other cities with fees like this in
place have seen single-use bag consumption drop by 95 percent—a clear win
for their cities’ budgets, for the environment, and for the quality of life of

their residents.

Please support a healthier, greener, cleaner New York City by voting yes on

Intro 209-2014.

Thank you.
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Statement of John Coghlan
Surfrider Foundation NYC Chapter

My name is John Coghlan and | am here today on behalf of the New York City Chapter of
Surfrider Foundation.

Today, Surfrider Foundation and our hundreds of members in New York City and thousands
of members across the country are asking for your careful consideration of Introduction 209.
Surfrider Foundation has supported successful legislation aimed at reducing carryout bag
consumption in a number of municipalities across the country including Washington DC,
Portland OR and - recently - the State of California. We hope New York City will follow suit.

Our organization’s mission is simple: to protect and enjoy our oceans, waves and beaches.
The waste and litter created from the proliferation of single-use bags poses a major threat fo
that mission.

Plastic is the most common type of marine litter. An estimated 100,000 marine mammals and
up to 1 million sea birds die every year after ingesting or being tangled in plastic marine litter.
While many plastics contribute to these tragedies, plastic bags are a particularly dangerous
threat to our oceans, marine life and beaches. In fact, plastic bags have consistently been
reported in the top five most common forms of ocean litter.

It is easy to forget that this is a coastal city, that we are standing on an island, surrounded by
water. We must recognize that a plastic bag littered here is much more likely to end up in our
oceans, waves and beaches than a bag littered in Montana or Arkansas.

| also want to mention the tremendous public support that we have seen among our
supporters for this bill. In September, Surfrider Foundation and a number of organizations
who testify today launched the first Bring Your Own Bag Week in New York City. We asked
New Yorkers to go bag-free for a week in support of this bill and the response was
tremendous. Hundreds of New Yorkers reduced their consumption of thousands of disposable
bags. Imagine the impact we could have with your support.

By taking action in support of Introduction 209, not only will New York keep pace with other
cities in it's environmental efforts, but we will also be taking a stand against the pollution, litter
and carbon emissions caused by disposable carryout bags that continue to negatively affect
all New Yorkers. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Email: plastics.rep@nyc.surfrider.org
Phone:; 516-445-0568



TESTIMONY OF THE MANHATTAN SOLID WASTE ADVISORY BOARD

NYC City Council Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste Management
Hearing on Intro 209 — Reduction in the use of carryout bags
Wednesday, November 19, 2014 at 1:00pm, Council Chambers — City Hall

Good morning Chair Reynoso and members of the Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste Management. | am
Brendan Sexton, and | serve as Chair of the Manhattan Solid Waste Advisory Board, or Manhattan SWAB as |t is
informally called.

Thank you for this opportunity to speak to the Committee on behalf The Manhattan SWAB — a non-profit, non-
governmental organization — that is a joint creation of the City Council and the Borough President, dedicated to
increasing recycling, reducing solid waste, and advancing solid waste policy in New York City. The Board is
composed of waste and recycling industry experts and concerned citizens, nominated by sitting Board members
or Councilmembers and appointed by the Manhattan Borough President's Office. We are pleased to be here
today to testify in favor of Intro 209, aimed at reducing the usage of single-use plastic bags.

To paraphrase the testimonies of many other supporters, including Manhattan SWAB member and
founder of PlasticBagLaws.org, Jennie Romer:

Plastic bags are a costly, environmentally-harmful, and easily-preventable source of litter and poliution.
Light and aerodynamic, plastic bags are so unlquely litter-prone that even when properly disposed of they
often litter our urban landscape.

Plastic bags pose a serious threat to our harbors and beaches, and when they are no longer visible to the
naked eye, they continue to degrade into tiny particles that absorb toxins and contamlnate our food chain,
our water and soil quality.

Single-use plastic bags are costly to consumers and taxpayers. Today, the costs of “free” plastic bags at
retail outlets are simply passed on to consumers in the form of higher prices for the products they
purchase. Moreover, the NYC Office of Management and Budget estimates that New Yorkers use 5.2
billion carryout bags per year, the vast majority of which are not recycled. .

As of 2008, plastic bags accounted for more than 1,700 tons of garbage hauled by DSNY per week,
costing taxpayers an estimated $10 million annually to dispose of these bags in out-of-state landfills and
waste facilities.

The Manhattan SWAB has been focused intensely on promoting the overall goal rationalizing residential and
commercial waste management and fully endorses this important measure. We encourage the Council to
recognize this legislation as an important mechanism in reducing municipal waste and improving the impact of
waste management on the citizens of New York City.

Thank you for your time and proactivity on this imporiant waste prevention initiative.

Brendan Sexton
Chair, Manhattan Solid Waste Advisory Board

The Manhattan Solid Waste Advisory Board

Chair: Brendan Sexton; Vice-Chair: Sarah Currie-Halpern; Secretary: Robin Barton; Assistant Secretary:
Eadaoin Quinn ,

Members: Margot Becker, Charles Callaway, Maggie Clarke, Debby Lee Cohen, Phillip Corradini, Josh
Clyburn, Christine Datz-Romero, Marisa Dedominicis, Matt De la Houssaye, Helena Durst, Stephanie
Feldman, Leonard Formato, David Golab, Matthew Goodman, Beckett Horowitz, Nicholas Knoll, Joan
Levine, Benjamin Leff, Vince McGowan, Maite Quinn, Ben Prusky, Jennie Romer, Laura Rosenshme
Andrea Schaffer



Good afternoon.

My name is Eli Amsel and I own a plastic bag distribution business in East
New York, Brooklyn.

I currently employ 14 people. I started my business 33 years, working out of
my parent’s basement, dragging the boxes all by myself; rain, snow or shine
for many years. I pay my workers well, give them generous benefits and paid
sick leave; most of my employees have been with me for many, many years. A
few of them even came here to testify today.

This bill would directly impact both my business and my ability to put food on
my family's table. I explained this to Councilmember Lander when T met with
him on November 12™, When I explained that this bill would likely put me out
of business, he responded that I needed to find a new line of work and that
he'd put me in touch with the Department of Small Business Services.

That's the thanks I get for working and contributing to the borough of
Brooklyn for over 30 years?

The sad fact is the Sponsors did not do their homework on this one. They
did not realize that there are over 1800 jobs in the plastic bag industry in
New York State, with some plants even in their own backyard.

This is a bad bill any way you slice it. It hurts the working poor, middle
class, seniors and small business owners all in one shot. At a time when
people are struggling to make ends meet, this is the very last thing we need,
especially when the City has spent virtually no money on recycling education.

Stop legislating the City's mistakes on the backs of the hard working New
Yorkers.



Testimony by Bréd Gerstman on NYC Council Intro 0209
Sanitation and Solid Waste Committee

Reducing the use of carryout bags

On Behalf of the New York Association of Grocery Stores

November 19, 2014



Good marning council members. My name is Brad Gerstman and [ represent the NY Association
of Grocery Stores, a coalition of food retailers that is opposed to Intro 209. We are opposed not
only because the legislation-a slippery slope if there ever was one, is a burden on hard working
food retailers, but also because we believe that the bill is a threat to the health of New Yorkers,
and should it become law will fail on its own environmental assumptions.

My appearance here reminds me of the film Groundhogs Day. Small business owners are
repeatedly forced to come down to City Hall to protest yet another supposedly well meaning
measure that places an unfair burden on their efforts to remain profitable struggling through a
slow economic recovery.

Let me remind you ali that bodegas and other small grocery stores are suffering terribly in NYC,
with store bankruptcies and foreclosures at record high levels. In addition, just a few years ago
the city instituted a “Fresh” program designed to bring more supermarkets into New York
because over the past decade we have been hemorrhaging food markets at a record pace.
Much of these loses can be at least partially attributed to the regulatory climate in NYC.

Yet, these are precisely the stores that the city council wants to regulate further!

We are here today because without question the proposed 10 cent fee on plastic bags will hurt
our stores. But, | can hear your rebuttals already: “The fee will be paid by the customer and
retained by the store, so how are stores hurt by the legislation?”

Every single regulation that you pass means that you have created another pretext for DCA
inspectors to come into our stores. The $250 fine for failing to charge a customer is just another
regulatory nail in the coffin, adding to a long list of infractions that make NYC one of the worst
business climates in the country.

The urge to regulate makes the city council charter members of the Good Intentions Paving
Company: always looking to advance environmental and health issues with little or no regard
for the health of the neighborhood stores that are vital to the city’s local economy. Constantly
proclaiming a laundry list of collaterallbeneﬁts, you too often fail to examine the collateral
damages of the regulations you propose,

Let me remind everyone that he reason the food industry went to plastic bags in the first place
is because of their convenience to our customers. Paper bags ripped open and spilled their
contents to the street with broken glass. The shopping convenience of plastic bags translates
into revenue since easier to haul groceries creates larger orders and more sales as customer
load up their purchases.



This is NYC where a unique shopping environment exists and the legislative effort to force
people to switch to reusable bags is doomed to failure. Customers don’t walk around with
reusable bags when they’re coming from work and going to the store on their way home to
prepare an evening meal. This means that they will be forced to pay the bag tax.

Customers shop in our bodegas three or four times a day and those small plastic bags are a
convenience for these mostly low income workers. Charging them for their bags is a regressive
tax that they can ill afford and may well at the same time cut down on their impulse purchases,
affecting the bottom line,

And then there is the regressive nature of the bag tax. We agree with your colleague Council
member Lancman who pointed out that the fees can amount to over $200 a year. As he
pointed out; “For a family making just over the cusp of exemption, 5200 is a real bite out of
their income; heck, $200 is real money for most Queens families I represent, mine included."
http://www.gqchron.com/editions/queenswide/plastic-bag-tax-would-suffocate-new-

yorkers/article 00f8ea67-214e-522b-9¢79-045ac6add954.html

Let’s take a look at the food stamp exemption in the bill, This was put in to try to insulate the
poorest New Yorkers from the economic impact of the regressive tax. But, Have you considered
the accounting headache that this creates for the corner bodega? Will a SNAP card holder have
to show the card before buying a bag iof chips and a soda with cash? We're quite sure that the
regulators will be able to wade through this complexity when it comes time to inspect the
stores.

Let’s also remember that the plastic bag is not simply a throwaway item. As the NY Times
interviews with shoppers indicated a few years ago, plastic bags are “indispensable” for
cleaning up after pets, camouflaging the smell of a dirty diaper, or simply holding other trash.
As one wise New Yorker pointed out when asked about the suggestion she switch to a reusable
bag; “I'd have to buy garbage bags, which is more plastic again.”
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/11/18/nyregion/18plastic.htmi?pagewanted=all& r=0

What all of this point to is that banning and taxing plastic bags is wildly unpopular all over the
country. Just last year a university poll conducted in New Jersey over a legislative proposal to
place a 5 cent tax on plastic bags found that 56 percent of registered New lersey voters oppose
the measure. Less than four in 10 back the fee.

According to the poll conducted by Opinion Research Corporation three years ago, more than
65% of Americans “oppose proposals that seek to ban or place a tax on plastic bags.”
Specifically, the poll reveals: 93% of Americans report that they already reuse their

regular plastic bags for household tasks such as lining trash cans, cleaning up after pets, and




carrying lunches. (http://www.consumerfreedom.com/2011/03/4406-poll-americans-oppose-big-
government-regulation-of-plastic-bags/)

My suggestion here today is that before you move this legislation forward you commission an
independent poll of New Yorkers-particularly low income residents-to see how they feel about
this proposed tax. What’s wrong with seeing what the folks think about a controversial

regressive tax?

I'll leave out any discussion about the environmental cost benefits of this Intro-the plastic bag
- manufacturers are quite capable of doing that without my help. But I’d like to close about
something that isn’t talked about when discussing a plastic bag tax: the health implications. Put
simply, reusable bags paose a direct threat to our health by acting as Petri Dishes for food borne
illnesses if not properly washed on a regular basis-which they rarely are,

| laid out these concerns in an editorial last July: The dangers that exist in the promotion of the
reusable bag to replace plastic have been verified by the Centers for Disease Control. As its
study pointed out: |

Reusable bags, if not properly washed between uses, create the potential for cross-
contamination of foods. This potential exists when raw meat products and foods traditionally
eaten uncooked (fruits and vegetables) are carried in the same bags, either together or between
uses. This risk can be increased by the growth of bacteria in the bags."
{(http://www.chicagotribune.com/health/sns-green-bacteria-in-shopping-bags,0,4837500.story)

Plastic bag bans or fees designed to restrict their use, are well-intentioned efforts to aid the
environment, but good intentions alone are not enough. Before we look to reflexively restrict
or tax struggling New Yorkers, let’s figure out ways to make plastic bag recycling more efficient-
something that the Department of Sanitation has failed to do.

Let’s shelve the bag fee and search for better ways to aid the environment that don’t impose
burdens on our smalt businesses and pose health threats to our citizens.



Williamsburg-Greenpoint Organizations United for Trash Reduction and
Garbage Equity (OUTRAGE)

Good afternoon, my name is Rolando Guzman, | am a community organizer and | am here testifying on
behalf of the Williamsburg-Greenpoint Organizations United for Trash Reduction and Garbage Equity
OUTRAGE.

We are a coalition of local community groups and block associations in North Brooklyn that mobilize
community members around reduction of waste transfer stations in our community, equal distribution
of waste transfer stations throughout the City and trash reduction throughout New York City.

Or Community Process almost 40% of New York City waste, our children play right next to waste transfer
stations or truck routes, and our senijors expose their lives every time that they try to go to their senior
centers, doctors appointments or their churches.

We desperately need a reduction on the number of waste transfer stations, and a reduction on the
amount of trucks hauling this garbage through our streets.

We believe the Plastic Bag Reduction Bill, along the with full implementation of the Solid Waste
Management Plan and Capacity Reduction Legislation are steps on'the right direction for the reduction
of waste generated and reduction of waste ending up in low income communities like ours.

We hope this legislation moves forward in City Council.

Thank you
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RECYCLING

November 19, 2014
Re: Int. No. 0209-2014 - In relation to reducing the use of carrvout bags.

Chairman Reynoso and Members of the Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste
Management:

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on Intro 209. My name is Maite Quinn and I am the
marketing and business development manager for Sims Municipal Recycling (SMR). As many
of you may know, SMR has a contract with the NYC Department of Sanitation to process and
market 100% of the metal, glass and plastic coliected through the City's curbside recycling
progrant.

I am here today to testify in support of Intro No 209. Supporters of this bill speak to a
variety of problems posed by plastic bags, such as litter, clogged stormwater drains, and an
overall reduction in waste generation. 1 would like to speak to the issue of plastic bags as
the processor of the City’s recyclables, and as someone who is personally responsible for
marketing these recyclables after they have been processed.

While we understand that large plastic bags are an accepted method for placing recyclables
at the curb for collection. we also receive a seemingly endless stream of small (carry=-

out) plastic bags mixed in with the recyclables. These bags present a range of challenges
and costs, including windblown litter at our facilities, clogged recycling machinery, and
contamination of otherwise saleable recycled materials. We have literally miilions of dollars
of equipment instalied for the sole purpose of getting plastic bags away from the recyclables
that we want, and we have many full time employees dedicated to clearing jams, untangling
bags from screening equipment, and handpicking pieces of bags from our finished recycled
commodities.

Afier going to great effort and expense to separate plastic bags from the other recyclables,
we are only able to capture 30%: the rest goes straight to landfill. The plastic bags that we
capture are dirty and usually contaminated with other materials because of their flexible
nature. We call this product MRF film and the only reliable market is the landfill. In the
mote than 10 yvears that we have been processing the City's recyclables, there have been
many plastic processors that have taken frial loads of cur sorted plastic bags for recycling,
and we have in the past and continue to work with several of these companies to make

a MRF film product of a quality they can use, but these efforts have not resulted in a
consistent and reliable market for this material. To my knowledge, this is the case not just
for the MRF film we produce, but for the plastic bags that are produced at commingled metal,
glass and plastic processing plants across the country,

Finally, while we are first and foremost a recycling company, we subscribe to the waste
management hierarchy often referenced in public policy, which is Reduce, Reuse, and
then Recycle. Take-out bags are a prime candidate for waste reduction ~— preventing
unnecessary waste from being produced in the first place.

We thank you for your leadership on this issue, and encourage the Council to pass Intro 209.

Sims Municipal Recycling
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Good afternoon, my nanie is Jennie Romer and I am an attorney and the founder of
plastichaglaws.org.

I am a national expert on carryout bag policy and for the last six years | have worked pro bono for
cities all over the US helping draft the most state-of-the-art bag legislation that builds upon lessons
learned by other cities and helps avoid lawsuits by industry groups.

In every city and town that I've been involved with I hear the same arguments from the plastic bag
industry. These groups usually have nice innocuous names like American Progressive Bag Alliance
or Save the Plastic Bag Coalition. :

Plastic bag recycling is used as a red herring by the plastics industry to stall meaningful regulations
like fees and bans. We've seen this tactic play out all over the country and the only thing that such
attempts ever succeed at is delaying real action. This is a classic example of greenwashing and
preys upon people's natural inclination to see recycling as something positive and “green” but the
truth is that plastic bag recycling rates are incredibly low (under or around 5%) and, more
importantly, there's virtually no market for the used plastic bags collected.

These groups also re-hash the same arguments against reusable bags, claiming that a study shows
that reusable bags contain bacteria. The truth is that the plastics industry - the American Chemistry
Council - funded that study by University of Arizona and even then all that the study said was
basically that people should wash their reusable bags when the bags get dirty.

The City is confronted with an industry willing to spend seemingly unlimited funds in protecting an
unregulated marketplace for its unsustainable product. The main culprit here is Hilex Poly, the
largest plastic bag producer in the US, which has a long history of well-funded lobbying. Hilex's
parent company Novolex funded the website and petition against NYC's bill.

To give you an idea of the scale of this lobbying effort, over the past five years in California, plastic
bag makers have spent $5.3 million in reportable lobbying and campaign payments to stall
California bag bills. Recently, Hilex Poly alone spent $1.1 million directly on a referendum effort.

Don't let corporate lobbyists funded by the plastics industry derail a grassroots movement of
environmental and community groups working on proven policy.

Thank you for your time,

Jennie R. Romer, Esq.

Founder & Director
plasticbaglaws.org



Dear Chair Reynoso and Members of the Sanitation Committee,
FOR THE RECORD

On behalf of the Chinatown Partnership Locat Development Corporation, [ write to urge your
support for Int. 0209 - a bill that makes both environmental and economic sense.

Chinatown Partnership aims to bring residents, business owners and community groups
together in an effort to rebuild Chinatown, following the events of 9/11, to preserve unique
culture, and to ensure the neighborhood's vitality in the future. Through a variety of community
engaging local programs, Chinatown Partnership leads the efforts towards improving physical
environment, attract visitors, encourage public and private investment, advocate for a fair share
of government services, and create a dynamic and diverse 24/7 neighborhood.

According to the EPA, between 500 billion and a trillion plastic bags are consumed worldwide
each year. Not only do disposable bags remain in our landfills, oceans, parks and beaches for
thousands of years, they are also very costly and environmentally damaging. Because plastic
bags never fully break down, they significantly contribute to local flooding problems, by clogging
storm drains and damaging the city's infrastructure. Plastic bags are also a local nuisance as
they frequently fly away, get stuck in trees and bushes, and pollute our streets.

Aside from the numerous positive attributes towards the natural environment and city
infrastructure, Int. 0209 also has the potential to drastically reduce local poliution, clean up our
streets, and significantly improve the quality of our neighborhoods.



Press Statement on the Matter of the City Council Measure to Ban Plastic Bags
By Reginald H. Bowman, President / CEQO City Wide Council of Presidents, Inc.
November 19" 2014

AN APPROACH THE CORPORATIONS MANUFACTURERS OF PLASTICS AND PRODUCT
DISTRIBUTERS AND CREATE A BILL THAT REQUIRES THEM TO RECYCLE ALL OF THE
CONTAINERS AND BAGS THAT THEY PROFIT FROM.

Good Afternoon,

F'am the President / CEO of the City Wide council of Presidents, Inc., that represents the more than
600,000 residents/consumers and over 300,000 voters that reside in the Public Housing communities of
the City of New York.

['am here today to say no to the City Council measure to control the use of Plastic Bags in stores by
charging a $.10 cents fee on the use of disposable plastic bags., and encourage an approach the
corporations manufacturers of piastics and product distributers and create a bill that requires them to
recycle all of the containers and bags that they profit from.

There are many ways to combat the problem of disposing plastic waste, that is an international issue:
rather than taxing the working class and the poor, for funds that will eventually land in the city coffers,
the city council should form a task force to deal with the problem at its source, corporate manufacturing,
and distribution, and come up with a viable alternative to the use of these plastics, that are not limited to
bags but include beverage bottles, cleaning products, hair and beauty products, prescription drug bottles,
etc.; Almost everything that we use as consumers in food and products find their way into a so called
“disposable” plastic container of some kind.

It is time to practically approach the corporations, manufacturers of plastics, and product distributers and
for the government, city council create a bill that requires them to recycle all of the containers and bags
that they profit from or be liable for the damages that is being done to the environment.

It is time to change the “disposable” mentality because we now know that there is no such thing as
disposable, and, we are now paying the cost of limited thinking. Why not consider creating a new
industry, by a strategic plan to recycle, and create a campaign to change the business and the behavior that
has led to this cross roads. The Problems of “Disposable™ is a result of short cut thinking. So is this bill
and ! believe that we can expect better from the City Council Members Chin Landers and Richards to do
something more comprehensive than raise funds. Bring the Corporations and Business leaders to the
table, and invest in a long range plan to end disposable waste, not a short range plan that will not solve the
problem.

Thank you.

The City Wide council of Presidents, Inc., represents the more than 600,000 residents/consumers and
over 300,000 voters that reside in the Public Housing communities of the City of New York.




Testimony of Hip Hop Youth Summit Council

Good afternaon. Thank you to the members of the Sanitation Committee for having me here to
testify today. My name is Charles Fisher and | am the President of the Hip Hop Youth Summit
Council.

I founded this advocacy organization as a means to use the Hip-Hop culture to
improve social, political and economic conditions in the school, home and
community. I felt compelled to testify today because both the community I live in
and the community I work for cannot afford another tax and another bill to pay.

The iegisiation before you will affect the average families pocket; perhaps the members of my
Queens community more so than it might affect some wealthier neighborhoods in Brooklyn or
Manhattan. [ cannot understand how the sponsors of this bill are raticnalizing taxing the public
when the City has barely done any recycling education in all my years living in this great City;
how can you suggest that members of my community pay for their plastic bags when they are
already 100% recyclable and are reused for some many different household purposes?

My organization has been working so hard to try and address so many other, more serious
issues, like gun violence and gangs; kids killing kids in the street. At my organization, we don’t
have time to worry about bringing the right bag back to the store. We're too busy worrying
about the latest shooting on the corner or whether we've got enough money to fill the bag with
food to begin with.

Usually when we're forced to pay taxes, the money goes back to our community. It improves
our schools, improves our roads. Will this? Will my community benefit in any way?

Why isn’t the Council focused on issues that actually matter to New Yorkers? We’ve got a police
department running amok in the streets, schools that our failing our students block by block,
and rent that's just too damn high.

Thank you for your time and | urge you to vote no on this issue.
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November 19, 2014

Honorable Antonio Reynoso FUR THE BECDR
Chair

Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste Management

The New York City Council

City Hall

250 Broadway

Council Chambers

New York, NY 10007

Re: The proposed plastic bag tax

Dear Chairman Reynoso and members of the Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste
Management.

Thank you for allowing me to write in today.

My name is Steven Stein, Principal of Environmental Resources Planning LLC, the nation's
most experienced private firm in the field of litter-related surveys and studies examining
and documenting the impact of litter on our nation's communities. Field crews under my
direction have surveyed more than 21 million square feet ad;acerzt to roadways and
recreatsonai areas throughout the U.S.

My li‘cter—fefatecf work has been featured in National Geographic Magazine, New York
Times and TIME magazine as well as on Good Morning America and NPR. I have authored
numerous litter-related reports including the Litter-Literature Review in 2007 and, more
recently, the 2014 Rhode Island Litter Survey and the 2013 Texas Litter Survey.

My experience includes leading Keep America Beautiful's 2009 National Litter Survey, eight
statewide litter surveys, four citywide litter surveys and litter surveys of 75 beaches. 1
have provided pro bono assistance to groups such as Ocean Conservancy, Potomac
Watershed Initiative and World Ocean Council,

I am writing today to share our findings on plastic bags as a component of litter,
particularly as New York City looks at measures to reduce both litter and waste.

MYC Council Testimony — Novernber 18, 2014 I & Envirommental Resources Planning, LLC




Litter surveys using statistically-based methodologies consistently find that plastic bags -
retail plastic bags in particular - comprise a small portion of litter,

1. Keep America Beautiful's 2009 National Litter Survey found that plastic bags of all
types comprise only 0.6 percent of litter.

2. San Francisco’s 2007 and 2008 litter surveys showed that retail plastic bags
comprised just 0.6 percent of litter and were not reduced after restrictions on their
use.

3. San Jose’s 2008 litter survey found that retail plastic bags comprised just 0.4
percent of litter.

4. Toronto's 2012 litter survey showed that retail plastic bags comprised just 0.8
percent of litter,

5. Texas's 2013 litter survey showed that retail plastic bags comprised less than 2
percent of litter.

6. Rhode Island’s 2014 litter survey, once the data is released in February, will also
show that retail plastic bags are a small component of roadside litter,

The 2013 New York City Residential Waste Characterization Study shows that plastic
shopping bags comprise just 2% of New York City's residential waste!. This would include
the substantial reuse of plastic shopping bags to economically dispose of kitchen and other
household trash? in an environmentally safe manner. There are much iarger categories,
such as curbside recyclables (33% of New York City's res;dentfai waste) and food waste
(18% of New York City's residential waste) that if addressed, would more ;mpactfuiiy
reduce waste in the city.

Additionally, the city is pursuing policy without ever conducting a true litter
characterization study,; something that should be done to truly understand the scope of
the city’s litter issues.

As a science-based professional, I am concerned that narrowly focused policies restricting
the use of minor litter and waste components will not resolve littering and waste issues
and may create a false sense of security that these issues have been addressed while they
continue to fester.

! hitp://www.nyc.gov/htmi/nycwasteless/html/resources/wces.shitml
2 http://www.americanrecycler.com/0610/237plastic.shtm!
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Successful litter abatement can only be achieved by addressing known sources of litter,
including insufficiently secured trash and recycling collection vehicles and improperly
maintained trash receptacles, along with a commitment to continuous education and
enforcement of anti-litter statutes bearing a clear message: Littering is not acceptable
behavior in our communities and the cost to offenders will be substantial.

I urge the council to look closely at the data to ensure that any policy pursued will in fact
result in desired outcomes and not detract from more impactful efforts. Thank you for

providing me this time.

Sincerely,

Steven R. Stein, Principal
Environmental Resources Planning, LLC
624 Main Street, Suite B
Gaithersburg, MD 20878
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¢ vepresents Lotz Pupl & Phebic (e,

“THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Res. No.

in favor [ in opposition

Date: [ l /‘OI/fL‘I
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: _Réocta  Sabnay
Address: 1272 FDZDFIvE PO 4d
I represent: T@mokm ST Sauome NMiddle School

Address: {n th 5‘”@“’* P\\J@ %

PRI e T

“THE COUNCIL
"THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Res. No.
[] infavor [ in opposition
Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: é}\/{z}!’
Address: ‘} _
I represent: KS{? S E
Address: 4;“{}—1 G;’_Q’/‘j{/[,-\ﬁz/g LE {

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int, No. 209 Res. No.
] in favor in opposition
Date:

(PLEASE PRINT)

Neme, __ Brad Gercksman a
Address: :
N\(SAG\ 2( 805!':94 Aﬁﬁ"q%'-ﬂ

1 represent:

“THE COUNCIL

THE ClTY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Inl&No -Z'Oq Res. No.

O in favoer in opposmon /‘ GI /V-,.

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)

ek Donigls

Name:

Address:

1 represent:

A!W";wn Pf’,j”‘?iv‘e Bﬁj A“fanég

. dlj_e;,a : _

=TE CoNCTL

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Inty No. 2'09 Res. No.
[ in favor Ef in opposition 4

op pos isN pase: 11/19/20)

( LEASE PRINT)
1 SL

Name: Clﬁﬁhl? b
Address:
Hﬂ Hop gmnm} Ywn\ Cour\c.ll

I represent;

Address:

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arma . ‘



R R e

“THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. L_Zﬂ Res. No.

D/l/ favor [ in opposition

Date:
LEASE PRINT)

- Name: / Z ’/‘@\ S—bfnw
Address: ? ?’ [/‘Jﬁ_/‘ég/g U 5+ .

Irepresent:éf"é%?s &N’”M! ﬁee ‘%'L Mw 7 o v

— Addren:

-
q

“THE COUNCIL' B

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 209~ 204 Res, No.
[# infaver [J in opposition

Date:; th /Iq/“’l

(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: Kar‘m D) Mafslr\ot L

 Address: ]7—0‘9 Fireb S+ NE s+ se0. Uash nanm DC 2oenH2
1 represem ﬁ Crovernment (orpt o?'”@ fnwt‘anmwi,)
Address: leee F""'l' sS4 Nﬂ S+ soo wbc. ’lOOb'z_
THE COUNC[L
-~ THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. M‘Re& No. '
;Z in favor [ in opposition ‘
paer M 1AIY |

(PLEASE PHINT)

Name: C){\rxsj\'cpb\ Kible
Addron: 1954 N\o«, A e \g\ué NwW | \/\lask D ZOéoy

I represent: DC—- G\O\I&‘&'\W\ﬁn’}" D&H' ot ﬂ\e Ev\\}tf orimgq T
Address: \7—00 1St §+ NE ST"\ FIODF \/\]QSL\ DQ 20002_

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and, speak on Int. No. 20 Res. No.
I"_V{ in favor [ in opposition
Date:
. (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: _Aldy = AN v

Address: \ G‘ih‘he S'!' ;} W F'D'DT

1 represent: GME A‘ Bruaﬂr sMﬂnh&HM EP

Address:

o

A e N R A R A

" THE COUNCIL
" THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _&D_L Res. No.

T in favor [ in opposition

Date: /,Q/“')‘

(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: __Potrie & Garlinger

Addreas: 2‘67 0 Zt\ﬁg < i A—Q/\U . % !DO Zg

1 represent: W\AA S&bp‘

Address:

Tk COONCIL__
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Ol
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. M Res. No.
[-in favor [ in opposition

Date: H!M/M

v Yo A, im0

rdiron 1R00Firl St VE  liladhinghn DC 00027

DLSA«;C\ rCCD umi):é, (\Ol)efmme«(}'

I represent:

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms




Name:

Name:

I intend to appear and speak on Int.\No. _la_si_, Res. No.

“THE COUNGIL

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

O in favor F_“yin opposition

Date:

P\UL)! Bﬂr‘kle’ (PLEASE PRINT)

Address:
I represent: NYC“A '\'cmﬁ'\}f & Cbmﬁ\\in'i“'\j VD;CES Hmrd MBﬁ[)@r

. ddress :

I intend to appear and speak on Int; g o. 20(‘ Res. No.

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

O in faver

in opposxtlon/ / ‘ Ll.

(PLEASE .PRINT)

Rev. Cleve lan Coley

Address:

I represent:

Address:

A‘Y\\q f/ O(V\egf?\ Ckuroh

TR B O

Name:

s

I intend to appear aw onInt. No. ___ Res. No.
in favor [ in oppositien _

“THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Date:
{(PLEASE PRINT)
=hacsn Koo

»

Address:

I represent:

Address:

Y2 Sdeone Awe 0SSy pag
S0~ LAEBS @A uES
83-2¢ vy L OSSveq AM]

Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




T T R R T R T e L LR A T

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card
I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. _______ Res. No.
(¥ infavor [] in opposition
Date: AR A

(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: RS Te ChvelsYooher Wickey

eg Ay Dol b

Address: Voo Aveww

I represent: _ Mew Yoe™ Cvade Beshasrend  Asocliation

\OO\ Axuf_v\.xc O‘L Mg Moaricey

~THE COUNCIL .

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card
I intend to appear and speak on Int& _ﬂ__ Res. No.

0 e et ik

g (PLEASE PRINT)
A lﬁﬂt\l i q

Name:

Address:

1 687 D. Tosk force

1 represent:

= THE _COUNCILM |
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int, No. _gQL Res. No.
O in favor & in oppositio
Date: 7 / 26‘4-

(PLEAS PRINT)
Name: W “Wm\ £ Dhq §
Address: | ‘
I represent: Nﬂ[onq\ ALH o Nﬁ'\‘\l\lﬂfk - QUEEM Omp'rﬁr
Address:

. Please complete this_éaid"‘;ﬁd return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



e e T P A T L T T AT R T

T THE COUNCIL
* THECITY OF NEW.YORK

A ppea{ance Card

3. in favor . [].in opposition

- \
I jnténd to appear h%j speak ox;flnt. No. _&i“_ Res. No.

. Date
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: G ; ' ¢ i
; LS A A e
Addrm S \Uivv\l\wx J\V\-.. '.

1 répresem- f:"f‘@ P

Addren -

— THE COUNCIL T
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Iintend 10 appear and speak on Int. No. _i(ﬁtlfies. No.
B ?{m favor [ in oppositio

Date: i /‘4, /‘L(\'
(PLEASE PRINT) / l

Name:. \Q/I/\\/\ C Q(‘\/Vlo/\ -~
Address: TG4 e, wl A\ S :tf(?/fL %m\ﬁmm N\/I@Z—-

I represent: P ! aStic \ﬂﬂ\\ anws. UW\
Address: ?O Eox ? New \[a/\c N \/ (2 o C{‘

T e T ———

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

? intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 209 Res. No.

in favor [ in opposition

l\/IC?/ZO{%"

‘ {PLEASE PFIINT)
;. Name: %Q\Q ONGL T

Address: Llejﬁ, Glove. S, NY (237

I represent: NQ \MDCKCAV D‘:O\CL‘%
Address: \5 \f\) 3 AR 00\(?} New \IWV\ \\\\(

’ | Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. D0 _ Res. No.

Name:

Address:

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

[N in favor [J in opposition

(PLEASE PRINT)
Ouenknh HerRAET

Date: )6\) NA\J )O!Z’[

My Dltn it

I represent: (\ OTQK&_‘

I intend to appear and spéak on Int. No. M__ Res. No.

“TTHE COUNCIL .
" THE CITY OF NEW YORK,

Appearance Card

in favor [J in opposition

Zoj

. Date: N oV . / ?r
(PLEASE PRINT) ,

WELLIGG Ton 2~ ClEAS

Name: , 7
Address: 6[9 S/r~ j/\’_M @S ,PLA’C/E':‘ r~ <
1 represent: C J‘.( (NA ToW N }\)AR-7P/ €L JH ('/o

(Sam 1)

Address:

- Name:

I intend to appear m;}peak on Int. No. 20 Res. No.

“THE COUNCIL,
" THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

in favor [J in opposition

Date: /11

(PLEASE PRINT)

ﬁ%’f [ roziér

Address:

1 represem /C%f/‘f - ﬁt’

‘ Addresa

»

40 _paksn X /3(/](} /5%?/%11 /V)’/

2yl 7‘5/ /mnfc »rwwnffﬁ yerare f}

s ﬁl‘f[’u’f/)’q

Please complete this card and return to lhe ‘iergeant-al -Arms

S

¢



" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ﬂﬁ_ Res. No.
in favor [J in opposition

Date: ”" lq:;@ ‘L'l
LEASE PRINT)
Nage: \ose@\‘ o ¥ Looe,

Address: 39\0( \(Bvuuok WS Quc? LD 9\ 4 Bm“{;ﬂ DI

Fzﬂu&uﬁa& G
.

THE COUNCIL
-THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Z@\___ Res. No.

] infavor [J in opposition

Date
(PLEASE PRINT)

Neme: _DIANA Bloouse |) a
Addrnu \RY \. \4"""“’\ % rg‘

1 represent: C\"f\ 27, 0 oOwingd -\-%—@ f=> “

Address:

mw-n—-—u . e — p— - - + o« - X

- THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _&_ Res. No.
/E/i‘; favor [J in opposmon
Date: U (54 ert

{PLEASE PRINT)
Name CU"?IS: TOPHER /\H”\/ -

Address: 123 Broadwe, 808 Opmelad CA (/T
Cohg = (
((_"-u‘j""’"sfo Oc’"a ¥4 %{we,- SN g Qﬁ&@,cﬁ “

Iﬂ o v e «( -t )
. Pleuase complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arma ‘

I represent:

Address:




THE CONGIL.__
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear axgyk onInt. No. __ Res. No.

in favor (] in opposition

ELIC (SR

NFTudAL PeSoubted DEre/he
Yo w. 20 ST N/ f\v e

THE ClTY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

. Name:

Address:

I represent:

Address:

I intend to appear arélyeak onlnt. No. ____ Res. No.

nfavor [] in oppositien

b, 11111
(PLEASE PRINT)

Nll;;e: ROMNDD (9 0 e -
306 unio~)  Ave, ' deoontsns A 2N
OITRALE

30(9 UN!ON Aue Baooﬁrwru A1 nul

Address:

I represent:

ﬁ#*‘Addmaa i

T T o T

Ges N THE COUNCIL T
\W m THE CITY OF NEW YORK

&@ \0.\1,0({(“\ Appearance Card

I intend to appear and s /peak onInt.No. __ Res. No.
in favor [ in opposition

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: /ﬁ{’;‘”/w//o /g/ﬁﬂ?/}'{/?’)/

Address: 997/ 6% G q/qi/??l I
I represent: Hi/,fﬁ HIIII/IQ(J/]OOQ %Lﬁw CMJ P‘-’%CSG(U(@

Address: _.: i’[(‘/ /7[//‘/(/’(‘{-3/7 /4}"5) ([7/ ﬁ/‘/}/q/gukp/f[//w/
ooy

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




THE COUNCIL,
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Iintend to appear and speak on Int. No. _____ Res. No.
{1 in favor [J in opposition

" Date:

(PLEASE PRINT) ‘ 3

Name: F\ b,l\f],# 2 (~f’ f -
Address: V- ﬁh%{éﬁf"‘l‘ H‘:‘ (5% H“;h i 4ﬁ é{liﬁ i :

I represent: (\\,\,ZQ . .\,)u‘l'“*& ';a.s’i Wansa, NOE @i

Address: :
T o TR Vo B e L i e

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ;2@_ Res. No.

in favor [J in opposition

Date:
{PLEASE PRINT)

Name: Milcah Zowidje.
Addrem: 2150 WEbe Avenul BrunsdJy lO‘f-[p&

I represent: _U/!Qz Hum o TVY\DQ ctf Themmwte

_ Address: BY’OD\(_‘ \/W\ "N AV

"THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I mtend to appear and speak on Int. No. _______ Res. No.
in faver [ in opposition

Date:

=/ (PLEASE PRINT)
Nlme: ﬁ//f ! . OI\C h

Address: G gab froewr 26y Nye 100 7

i ST Py &Y

I represent:

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




_ A.THE T

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 299 __ Res. No.

\ﬁ in favor [J in epposition / / J
Date: / (? /

(PLEASE PRINT)
Neme: NATASHA DwY R
Address:
I represent: N\/C CNV'Q’NACN VAL Jb«SHCC :

Address: @QCC)KL— VA N l\/ /

A N ¢ e e e kR ko

TTUTHE COUNCIL .
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int, No. Res. No.
[J infavor [J in opposition

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: )‘Cf({V\ (.‘/!/\(\%_\6“52/—!
Address: L{OOS DV\é ¢ @K Wt

1 represent: Cikzess C,Cmpo't@v’\ Q:f hﬂQ F neonpe

Address: i

NI REEY | s e o i e R A AR5 i o

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

S —

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ______ Res. No.
in favor [ in opposition

o LR

(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: }\}(,-{_;:-'ﬁ..:‘s-_l 5\“}111{’: A _ _
nddrons: AN ] T Ofeect Apt#94 Diw T by

flo s

) £ . . .
E‘j —{ i P } - KV AP ."-‘, 4 e (\ 7 = O T
I represent; . AT C AL gl T 0 AU A

Address:

" Please complete this card and return.to: tfg‘éé%?geant-at-drm ‘



I -Addreu

T R R T i T S

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear-and speak on Int, No. _Z-ﬂ_____ Res. No.

O in favor & in opposition
L /M

Date:

| P Nf#‘ {PLEASE PRINT)
Name: ﬂ!’\ﬁ\l .

NY CHA TA PI‘C,).(A‘G-‘!\’ 6rewor¥ ‘ﬁéus(,[;“-f

I represent:

Address:

o
(S R B AL T T = =

“THE COUNCIL -
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. __________ Res. No.
& infavor [ in opposition

Date: //'/?’/?
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: : SiTE (fé GO@M"/
Addsen: /05 TOues  SY fso e 49

I represent: My P Ladey Bind
Address: ééS &, 7){L‘ ST BIC/OIh AM—"

“THE COUNCIL,
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

. Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Qz ﬁ Res. No.
(] infaver [J in opposition

pece: [/} 7/

(PLEASE PHINT)
Name: M Vq’ { Jrﬁ \J\ YaVAN
Address: L??Q Q_(fl (‘J G(ODK\ & 1 fL) N y

I ;epresem g\{/\/\;S MKMLC { lO: l X, c\ s
Address: &2 Du A AT\:( P)(QQK\ 3 ,7 /U\/ )

. Please complete this card and return to the Gergeant-at Arms ‘




I intend to appear algyeak on Int. No. M_ Res. No.

Name:

Address:

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

in favor [] in opposition

Date: Z(// '?//L\L

% /b ? e v\( LEASE Pf'mg«(i \ %}Oﬁ

ém\\ =<3 o o

I represent: MC&W\/LO\’E_‘{'ULW 8 @ﬁﬂ\ —

Address:

DO /(ec/k(ﬂ\fc-’—ﬂ_ _

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No.

Name:

Address:

I represent:

Addren

THE COUNCIL -
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card
_?:‘ia\_ Res. No.

in favor [J in opposition

Date: \\/ \O\/lq
(PLEASE PRINT)

fE?ﬂN KECRGE

NEW Yo LAWY ERS W@L\c

\6\ W ZoM |\t FL INtTeeEes T

I intend to appear ayeak on Int. No.

Address:

" THE COUNCIL,
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Res. No.

in favor (1] in opposition

Date: / \ 4 / (\JF
P Ol

oy
\\’é “0e \ Worm @m\(l}w Kot

1 represent SQ \’Q

"Address:

»

Kok e De\a:) ada

Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




r p Pt g CEAL
oo T e s cn s 2 TR - 2

“THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Mt_ Res. No.
in favor [J in opposition

Date:
{PLEASE PRINT)

Name: @W@ (’\ M& f"{'DY'\
Address: _—

I represent: K\@w Yok E\SR&QCQJM Sy~ .k—@\e_ o

_ Addreal - Zw M} 22\ :::.—\‘ 6 F‘“\QKQWJ l‘ MIT’ __

Y 3 Dt

THE COUNCIL -
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

~ Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. __________ Res. No.
in faver [ in opposition

Date;
{PLEASE PRINT)

Name: / im Woodat(
Address: é()g_ {8“1 S‘-h'eé’ S g»oo t("n\/

‘l represent: A (‘C{(fﬂf\ —)“’Slr‘\m C&\Mpaﬂ
Address: L{g W SMC ‘I f”’b\/ C

RN R R A B e e TR

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

: . Appearance Card I
I intend to appear and speak on Int, No. Res. No.

[0 in favor %ﬂ in opp 1 1

pppeskion \, Dm 1 5\/ 2 014{
. Borh s L&wfra (PLEASE PRINT)

Address:

H\e Blade Tasti leﬂ

I represent:

Address:

’ , Please complete this card aud return to :he Sergeant-at Arm- ‘

TIPS SN —



s AR AR R 3 L i o

“THE COUNCIL.
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. A_O)_EL_ Res. No.

n favor [J in opposition

Date:

-, _ERAC STERRE”

1 represent:

1 Address:

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend fo appear and speak on Int. No. _é‘)g.cj___ Res. No.
[&{f;nvor O in opposition / :)Z

" : i Date: {;I /}q‘ /
Name: NZZ\{ C‘H’:‘TJ&EE;ER%B%W

:‘::mem [ HE NAURE (orsEauan

322 8T Ave 10 F] Uy MY 000/
~ THECOUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. % Res. No.

in favor [ in opposition

. Address:

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)

Neme: Ma=Ting Ly
{ —
Address:

1 represent: fd@‘&) \l/a’d( Cfﬂq\]Q O'O (G}]-@M)Q%d’] UO(?PVLS
Address: 50 %Uﬂa S }L’\! U'*J\'/ [DOOC!_

’ Please complete this card and return to the l‘i;ergeani-at-Arma ‘




“THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

A ppearaﬁce Card

! intend to al;pear and speak on Int. No. &Mﬁies. No.
in faver [ in opposition

Date: MI/, /?120/4
(PLEASE PRINT) !

‘Name: ety e Rosenhe n

Address: 505‘- W/M% W )(:_,J'I/L(/ 48

I represent: m MM @W(’(ﬂ——-‘ L
Address: 341 ﬁ'f“l/g.%{ /\/y c /O C)(j/

TTT""ME coUNCIL ¢
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I'intend to appear and, speak on Int. No. M* “ LV Res. No. -
) [{Eﬁin favor [J in opposition
p Date: f I r) i(‘?/ 2.0) \“)_
{PLEASE PRINT)
Name: \‘\? f\\“‘\m k \-._\ LX\
Adirs 2\ W ST AN C1C )

I represent: m\k:_‘il\g

Address:

o i = e e |

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. m__ Res. No.

O infavor [J in opposition

Date:
(PLEASE PR|N )

o) coetr il

Address:
~

COEEEADEYT Sou NDAT (6

Name:

1 represent:

Addrese:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. M}{ Res. No.

in favor [ in opposition

Date:

nddrews 30 /)/“@/W@/%‘@#Z)% 5 rvo/(&,,,//z 55
I represent: /’E’ efna, DW

Address: /
/
’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘

[P I RUORNPRC Ry WSRO

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

A ppearance Card

I intend to appear ar[g, speak on Int. No. 2 00{ Res. No.
in faver [J in opposition /
141

Date:

@ (PLEASE_ PRINT)

Name: fl\hi Tl\ *{\I\W
Address: . R W‘w\"r\ %T PV/JT GX¥ [\*N\( )

I represent: LQWQF E;\;\ C\ X(’ g(olb(}g(/
naaeom: B Boy 204 8h NI [N Lonod.

. . Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




