Dear ________:

I am writing to express my serious concern about [name of legislation]. This bill proposes to phase out and ultimately ban the sale of products in the state that contain more than 10 milligrams of mercury. This bill ignores the fact that mercury is an essential ingredient in the functioning of energy efficient-entertainment lighting. Most lighting equipment used by the entertainment industry that incorporates discharge lamps would be made obsolete by this provision. 

If this bill passes, there will be serious negative consequences for the entertainment industry. One of the consequences will be that filming movies and television shows on location will need more and larger portable generators, and will be more intrusive on the neighborhood residents; the only alternative to the discharge lighting equipment is incandescent lighting equipment, which uses four to twelve times more electrical power. Night-time sporting events will be similarly affected; stadium lighting equipment will have to be replaced with other equipment using -- at a minimum -- four times the power to maintain light levels for the cameras and attending sports fans. Automated effects lights, commonly used on popular music concerts, television shows, and church pageants, simply are not possible without mercury-containing lamps. 

The exemption provision in the bill is of no value for protecting entertainment lighting. Business needs regulatory certainty to operate efficiently. A limited-time exemption provides no such certainty.

This bill has provisions for recycling of mercury-containing products, but it imposes the burden of providing recycling services on product manufacturers by requiring them to take back spent lamps. This is a needlessly expensive and complicated system. Third-party recycling firms are already in business and are far better equipped to offer recycling services than are lamp manufacturers. 

The legislation would require manufacturers to label lamps regarding their mercury content and disposal requirements specially for our jurisdiction. While I agree that users should be informed that lamps contain mercury, this labeling requirement is better imposed at a national level or for the whole NAFTA trading region. Laws about waste disposal and recycling, and the services that are available for disposal or recycling, vary locally. No blanket statements can be made by a lamp manufacturer about what must or can be done in any locality. Furthermore, any attempt to provide specially marked lamps to one state would significantly increase inventory and transportation costs. All this will simply drive up the cost of the lamps, and make less energy-efficient lamps look more attractive to consumers. This will have a net negative effect on the environment.

The Environmental Commissioners of States (ECOS) has called for mercury reduction efforts that are "fair, scientifically sound, cost-effective and technically and feasibly designed to ensure flexibility in implementation." I believe that [name of legislation] fails this standard and should be rejected. Instead, the state should adopt the EPA's Universal Waste Rule. It eases the regulatory burdens on businesses, promotes proper recycling and disposal of hazardous waste lamps, and provides for a variety of recycling and waste collection options for businesses. 

My company's trade association, the Entertainment Services and Technology Association, is willing to work with the state department of environmental protection to identify environmentally meaningful and cost-effective efforts to address mercury pollution. I suggest you contact ESTA's Executive Director or Technical Standards Manager at 212-244-1505, or I can ask one of them to contact you, if you prefer. 

Sincerely,

