To humanity,

I’'m writing this because something needs to happen. The current state of the world isn’t good
and there needs to be real change. There is good in the world, but there’s also so many
problems that seem to be exponentially increasing with time. Many people are becoming
worse off, and the gap between the haves and the have-nots is ever increasing. Many
problems in the world are fixable, but common sense seems to be lost in society. Humanity is
at a transitional point in time. We either get our shit together and act, or things will become
irreversible and the world we leave our children will be a sad and ruined place.

Over the last twenty years the world has changed so much, and it isn’t for the better. We all
see and feel it and know it’s wrong. The range of problems humanity faces every day are vast.
From the more minor problems such as the current cost-of-living crisis, to the more major
problems such as war and terrorism. The sad truth about the current state of the world is, the
world is run by minorities. These minorities may be a politician or even a dictator, a particular
government, a company, or a high-net-worth individual. These minorities make crucial
decisions every day that affect everybody, and these decisions usually negatively affect the
lower and middle classes of society the most. Meanwhile, these decision-makers from the
upper classes are affected the least. It’s just not right and only getting worse.

Current problems such as the cost-of-living crisis and mortgage stress are greatly affecting the
lower and middle classes of society. There’s nothing natural about these problems and the
associated increased costs. These increased costs are the result of years of poor government
decision making and inaction. Politicians and governments have continually put themselves
and their political agendas ahead of their citizens. Just to make things worse governments
could step in and ease these financial pressures. Governments could cut taxes, cap energy
prices, and hold interest rates, but they do as little as possible. All at the expense of their
citizens and usually to the benefit of themselves and big companies. It has now got to the
point where it’s just a piss-take. Politics itself is broken and has been for a long time. They call
it a democratic process, but at election time you get to choose between the same two political
parties, and you get fined if you don’t vote. This doesn’t sound like democracy to me. History
tells us it’s a highly inefficient way to achieve things, but every few years we rock up on
election day and start this inefficient cycle again. Isn’t it the definition of madness when you
do the same thing and expect a different result? Something needs to change. With the amount
of resources governments are allocated every year many of the problems in society should be
fixed, but they aren’t. Instead, these resources are just wasted on political and procedural
nonsense. This wastage of resources by governments is causing uncontrollable debt levels
which is currently affecting everyone and will also burden all future generations. As for the
politicians themselves, they’re so far removed from reality and the everyday person it’s
ridiculous. Many are lifelong public servants that have never owned a business and therefore



never worked for themselves. Many have never done a hard day’s work in their lives, and
they’ve always been propped up by their government wages. Something needs to change.

Common sense needs to prevail if we’re going to fix many problems in society. Problems such
as youth crime, political correctness/wokeism, segregation of people into different
groups/sexual orientations, etc. needs to be addressed. Common sense solutions need to be
implemented because these ever-increasing divisions in society aren’t helping anybody. Not
only are these problems financially draining on society they’re also physically draining. Mental
health problems of all age groups are ever increasing due to these problems being created in
the first place. We can’t keep segregating society and implementing solutions that don’t make
sense. Common sense needs to prevail, and people must realise we’re basically all the same.
Didn’t we all come from the same place to start with? The problem of youth crime here in
Australia can and should be fixed by commonsense means. The majority of Australians know
discipline is the commonsense answer to this problem. But currently the system supports the
criminal as a victim, this doesn’t help anybody.

With many problems in the world humanity needs to learn from history, we’re currently not.
There’s war in the Middle East, famine in Africa, and racism in America. We can’t keep doing
the same things generation after generation, we must learn from history and our past
mistakes. Many of these problems are influenced and exacerbated by governments and
corporations for short-term gains. This must change. Politics and profits can’t come before
people’s lives. Governments and corporations must realise there’s more benefits financially
and socially in doing the right things. Currently many governments and corporations are only
pursuing short-term gains. For many corporations it all comes down to the next dollar, and
many governments are only focussed on their current political agendas. Also, the wealthy in
society need to contribute more. Currently there’s not one billionaire in the world making the
substantial changes needed to fix the major problems in the world. | hope this is just because
of not knowing how to. We need to identify the true causes of the world’s problems and
allocate the resources where needed. The richest 1% in the world own almost half of the
world's wealth. This isn’t right. This wealth needs to be allocated where needed and not
wasted. Spending vast amounts of money on initiatives such as space exploration, useless
technologies, and vanity projects is not intelligent spending.

We'll only fix the major problems in the world if we come together as a majority. The power
of the silent majority is the most untapped resource in the world. Generally, humanity is like-
minded and willing to do the right thing. So how do we do this? We build a corporation which
is backed by the silent majority. The purpose of this corporation will be to help correct the
problems of the world, and at a very minimum it’ll give the silent majority a voice. This
corporation will be backed by you, one of the silent majority that’ll become an investor or
supporter in the corporation itself and its many business entities. The ideology is simple, the
more people and resources involved the more influence the corporation will have. Currently
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large corporations can influence and make change on a global scale. A corporation isn’t bound
by geographical location and is limitless in what it can achieve. This is exactly what’s needed.
Just imagine such a corporation that has the leadership, resources, and common sense to
steer humanity towards a sustainable future.

The proposed corporation will be named One. To build One we must start from the bottom.
To build a large corporation such as One where you one of the silent majority can become an
investor or shareholder, we must first build a profitable private company. The business plan
for One is very simple. One and its many business entities can easily be built by the silent
majority, because we all share the same general ideology about how things should be. We can
leverage this ideology which is based in doing the right things and common sense to build
anything and create value. I've always said, there’s value in the truth and there’s value in doing
the right thing. This is what many companies and corporations currently don’t understand.
The true long-term value is in the truth and doing the right thing. Therefore, for you as an
investor in One the possibilities are endless. Business entities under the One Corporation
could be schools, universities, manufacturing companies, cryptocurrencies, banks, phone
companies and networks, food companies, agriculture companies, etc. These and many more
are all business entities in society which need improving. Therefore, the possibilities of
creating efficient business entities and creating wealth for you and other investors in One are
near endless. This is what’s needed in the world, a wealth shift from the very few to the many.
If more people in the world are financially better off, that’s when real positive change happens.

One will be built by way of intelligence, hard work, and common sense. Therefore, there
should be no reason for disruption or failure. Any organization wanting to make positive
changes in this world must have enough resources. It doesn’t matter if you're a private, public,
or non-for-profit organization, if you don’t have the required resources to make the needed
changes you’ll never get anywhere. Hence this is the reason for building One into a
corporation.

You may be thinking why I'm writing this statement. I’'m writing this because this needs to be
done and | believe this is what I’'m supposed to do. By way of experience, |'ve seen the world
for what it really is. I've seen how the world operates, and | now understand why we’re in the
position we’re in. My own personal story is, I've spent the last nine years of my life working
on one of the world’s largest problems, plastic pollution. I've dedicated all my time, energy,
and money to finding a solution to this global problem. The global problem of plastic pollution
is complex and it’s currently one of the greatest threats to the global ecosystem. By way of
pure commitment and hard work | concluded on a solution to this global problem. (The
proposed solution is in the white paper attached). The proposed solution is viable from a
technical, practical, and economic perspective. The solution is exactly what the world needs.
It's the catalyst needed to correct this global problem. I've proposed the solution to major
FMCG companies (Coca-Cola, Unilever, Danone, etc.), numerous non-for-profits in the
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environmental and specifically in the plastic pollution space, environmentally focussed capital
funds, certain high-net-worth individuals, and many government agencies. The responses
received from these above-mentioned parties were underwhelming, uneducated, and
narrow-minded to say the least. These above-mentioned parties know the solution is right but
won’t help implement the solution because it’s either going to cost them money or require
extra effort initially. Even knowing it’ll greatly benefit these parties economically and socially
in the long-term. FMCG companies seem to take the easiest and cheapest path forward and
it all just seems too hard for any government agency. This is the experience | talk about, and
this is why the world is in the current state it is. The world is currently being destroyed by
greed and inaction.

We need to come together as a majority and make meaningful changes, if we don’t things are
only going to get worse. Many people especially the younger generations are looking at a
future of working full-time just to get by. This isn’t right. Personally, I'm sick of the bullshit and
I’'m sure I’'m not the only one. We are constantly bound by things that could be changed. The
senseless decisions of a few affect the many, and this just isn’t right. Living a full life is about
living and dying for what is important and taking risks, if not we’re just existing. | think many
of us are just existing, not really living and not reaching our full potentials. What I’'m proposing
needs to be done to give people in this world and future generations value and hope. I'm now
giving you an opportunity to invest in the future and change the world for the better. It starts
by you investing in One or at a minimum supporting One. Then together we build One into
the corporation the world needs. If you want to contribute and create a better future for your
family, friends, and yourself, I'm presenting you with the opportunity. | hope we can build
what the world needs together and create the future we all deserve. The success of One will
be determined by the people. Therefore, please invest or support and pass this on to like-
minded family and friends. To invest or for further information, please contact me by the
details below.

Sincerely,
Adam Gardner
Phone: +61418158844

Email: adam@onevisiondesign.com.au



* Final word: This is for everyone, but most importantly it’s for all the normal people. This is
for the hard workers, the servicemen and women, the frontline workers, the legitimate
immigrants, the traditionalists, the craftsmen, and for all the honest people. They the
minorities underestimate us. Firstly, they underestimate our intelligence. They think we’re
stupid and can’t see what’s really going on. They underestimate our resilience, hard work,
strength, and our goodness. They also underestimate the sheer number of us, they don’t call
it the silent majority for nothing. It’s time for this majority to not be so silent anymore. If we
don’t stand up for what’s right, everything good is going to be ruined. If something is broken
you fix it, this is what normal hard-working people do. This is also to prove that working hard
and doing the right things get you ahead in life. If this value isn’t true anymore, what a sad
world we’ve created and what do we teach our children? Therefore, we must come together
as a majority and build what the world needs. This is the only way real change will happen.

*As mentioned, if you wish to invest, please contact me. At a minimum, please show your
support by purchasing a One hoodie to help build One, because without support nothing ever

changes.

www.onevisiondesign.com.au/one-apparel

*If you purchase a One hoodie and you also get someone else to support One by them
purchasing a One hoodie, get them to enter your name at the point of purchase for you to
receive 25% off all future One goods and services. This means any future business entity under
the One Corporation supplying goods and services you’ll receive a 25% future discount for life.
This is to show appreciation to initial supporters. As mentioned, many future business entities
under the One Corporation are possible, so pass this on to like-minded family and friends.
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Abstract. A method that incorporates an economic catalyst to solve the global problem of
plastic pollution. The economic catalyst is a global deposit refund scheme (GDRS) applied to
all plastic items sold. A GDRS makes all plastic items valuable after the point of purchase, and
therefore is the catalyst for collection, recycling, and investment.

1. Introduction

Plastic as a material is one of humanity’s greatest innovative achievements. It’s the most
commonly used man-made material only behind steel, concrete, and timber. Since its
commercialisation in the 1950s, it’s now used in nearly every aspect of our daily lives. As a
material, it’s strong, lightweight, and inexpensive. Due to these beneficial characteristics, its
applications are near endless. Virgin plastic production since the 1950s has exponentially
increased year-on-year. At just over 1 million tonnes produced globally in 1950, to 400 million
tonnes produced in 2021 [1]. Over 9 billion tonnes of plastic has been produced since the
1950s, and less than 9% of this total has been recycled [2]. The majority landfilled, burnt, or
leaked into the environment. Without a major systematic change, plastic production is
forecast to triple to over 1200 million tonnes per year by 2060 [3]. This linear model of
manufacture, usage, and disposal of plastics is unsustainable and cannot continue. Due to its
synthetic characteristics, plastics will build up, break apart, and infiltrate every part of the
global environment. This includes all food chains, water sources, and the human body.

The problem of plastic pollution is complex and there’s many reasons why it has now become
a global problem. Plastic is a victim of its own success: durable, sophisticated, and cheap.
There are many parts to the plastic supply chain, from the petrochemical companies to
manufacturing companies, consumers, waste management, and recycling companies.
Systematic change is needed to correct the global problem of plastic pollution. Plastic
pollution isn’t just a problem that occurs or originates from developing countries. Plastic
pollution is everywhere and a global problem that affects all countries. Recycling as the
answer to plastic pollution hasn’t been viable in the past, but now is if used intelligently. But
recycling is only one piece of the puzzle. For the global problem of plastic pollution to be
solved, all areas of the plastic supply chain must be economically satisfied.

This is purely an economic problem. The problem with plastic waste is, it has little to no
economic value. Therefore, the economics of the whole system need to be changed to solve
the global problem of plastic pollution.



2. The future of plastic.

The future of plasticis that it’s produced in lower volume but has a higher value. Overall usage
must be reduced by everyone, unnecessary plastic items eliminated, and plastic items must
be designed with efficient recyclability in mind. Also, all plastic items sold must be part of a
global deposit refund scheme (GDRS). This is the economic catalyst.

3. This is purely an economic problem.

The global problem of plastic pollution is purely an economic problem. There’s no technical
or practical reason why the global problem of plastic pollution can’t be solved. The economics
of the whole system need to be changed, and this can only happen with the introduction of a
global deposit refund scheme (GDRS) for all plastic items sold. A GDRS automatically makes
all plastic items sold valuable, and therefore is the catalyst for increased collection, recycling,
and investment.

Currently and in the past, collection and recycling of plastic items has always been too
expensive, therefore new virgin plastic is created to replace these items and the problem of
plastic pollution gets exponentially worse. Plastic must be made into a valuable commodity.
This can only be achieved by a GDRS which automatically makes all plastic items sold valuable
after the point of purchase.

Any solution to the global problem of plastic pollution must economically satisfy all areas of
the plastics supply chain. If it doesn’t make economic sense to all areas of the plastics supply
chain, scalable positive change will never be achieved. As previously mentioned, the future of
plastic is that it's produced in lower volume but has a higher value. Therefore, by increasing
plastic’s economic value, production levels can be reduced while at the same time still being
profitable to petrochemical/plastic manufacturing companies. This scenario is totally viable
for plastics as a commaodity.

4. A global deposit refund scheme (GDRS).

A global deposit refund scheme (GDRS) is the only way the global problem of plastic pollution
can be solved. This is because it’s the only way that works out economically. The needed
funding to correct the problem can only be generated at the consumer level of the supply
chain by way of a GDRS.

A GDRS would be similar to a generic deposit refund scheme, where a small deposit is applied
to the price of a plastic item. This deposit can later be refunded to the consumer when the
plastic item is returned to a collection point. A GDRS incentivises and covers the cost of
collection, generates additional funding through unclaimed deposits, standardises the types
of plastics collected, and builds the supply of recyclable plastics as a commodity. A GDRS
would include all plastic items sold. Not just specific plastic packaging items such as plastic
bottles, but all items sold which contain plastic. For example, all plastic packaging, synthetic




clothing, consumer goods which contain plastic (e.g., electronics, toys, sporting goods), plastic
car parts, fishing equipment, etc. This is the only way the global problem of plastic pollution
can be addressed. You can’t only target specific plastic items for collection and recycling,
because a large majority of plastic items won’t be collected for recycling and the problem of
plastic waste will be continuous.

The deposit value applied to each plastic item which is part of the GDRS has to be a decent
monetary amount to incentivise the collection of the item after use by the consumer. For
example, 10 cents for everyday packaging items and more of a monetary amount for larger
items which contain plastic such as $5.00 for a television. Every plastic component will have
a deposit applied to it as part of the GDRS. For example, a packaging item such as a yoghurt
container which consists of multiple and separable plastic parts (lid and cup), each part will
have a deposit applied (e.g., a 10 cent deposit for the lid, and another 10 cent deposit for the
cup). For manufacturers of plastic products to continuously use the GDRS, the manufacturers
must design their plastic products with efficient recyclability in mind. This is the only way the
supply of recycled plastic as a commodity can be increased and circular plastic usage achieved.
A transition period will be implemented for manufacturers of plastic products to align their
plastic products to a set of standardised global recycling guidelines. If these guidelines aren’t
adhered to by the manufacturers, the manufacturers will not be able to use the GDRS. These
global guidelines will ensure the plastic collected through the GDRS is of a certain quality and
is easily recyclable.

The standardised global recycling guidelines will reduce the sheer variety of plastic currently
in the market, eliminate or replace toxic additives in specific plastics, and eliminate
unnecessary plastic items which aren’t recyclable such as some single-use plastics. The GDRS
can also be applied to some plastic items which are necessary or are always going to be used
in the economy, but aren’t and never will be recyclable. For example, medical items or
cigarette butts. By applying a deposit to these unrecyclable plastic items ensures they’re
collected and properly disposed of.

As more plastic items become part of the GDRS and are designed according to the global
recycling guidelines, the supply of recyclable plastic as a commodity increases and circular
plastic usage can start being achieved.

5. Economics of a global deposit refund scheme (GDRS).

Deposit refund schemes have been implemented and proven financially viable in many
countries for the last 50 years [4]. Not only do they substantially increase the collection rates
of recyclable materials, they also generate additional funding through unclaimed deposits.
Therefore, not only do such schemes make each individual recyclable item valuable, they also
continuously generate funding. This funding is continuously generated with the sale of items
and can be later allocated where needed. In well-designed deposit refund schemes, material
recovery facilities claim 15-25% of total deposits on collected containers [5].



By initially giving a recyclable item value via a deposit scheme, results in the collection and
recycling of that item being economically viable, but more importantly it's continuously
economically viable as the more items are sold.

The global deposit refund scheme (GDRS) gives all plastic items value. This increases the
collection and recycling of the plastic items but also continuously generates funding. This is
the key to making plastics sustainable and circular. Due to the sheer size of the global problem
of plastic pollution and the enormous quantity of plastic items produced each year, any
economic catalyst implemented to correct the problem must be implemented at a per-item
level. This is exactly what the proposed GDRS does. This is the only way the funding needed
to correct the problem can be generated. The funding needed to correct the global problem
of plastic pollution can only be generated at the consumer level of the supply chain by way of
the proposed GDRS. All other methods don’t generate enough funding.

6. Extended producer responsibility (EPR) schemes, plastic taxes, etc., aren’t
enough by themselves to address the global problem of plastic pollution.

Extended producer responsibility (EPR) schemes, plastic taxes, etc., aren’t enough by
themselves to address the global problem of plastic pollution because they don’t add up
economically. The funding needed to correct the problem can only be generated at the
consumer level of the supply chain by way of a GDRS. Primary producers of plastics such as
petrochemical companies or manufacturing companies can’t be lumped with the full cost of
fixing the global problem of plastic pollution by way of an EPR scheme or plastic tax. It’s just
not economically viable and also doesn’t make sense.

The EPR rate/plastic tax rate per tonne would have to be so high (especially when calculated
at a per-item per tonne rate) to account for all the costs associated with collection, recycling,
etc. Current EPR rates/plastic taxes (EU EPR average= €500 per tonne, UK plastic tax = £200
per tonne) [6] are nowhere near enough especially to cover the cost of collection also. This
can be explained more clearly with a mathematical example. Take an everyday plastic
packaging item for example, such as a muesli bar wrapper. This muesli bar wrapper is made
of flexible plastic and weighs less than 1 gram in total. (That equals approximately 1,000,000
muesli bar wrappers per tonne of plastic). To effectively collect and recycle this muesli bar
wrapper by way of an EPR scheme or plastic tax (let’s use the higher €500 EPR average per
tonne rate for this example, for ease of understanding €500 equals approximately $577 USD).

a) $577.00 USD
X 100
=57,700 cents

b) 57,700 cents
+ 1,000,000
= 0.0577 cents



Therefore, all costs associated with the collection and recycling of this muesli bar wrapper
must not exceed 0.0577 cents. This is clear evidence why EPR schemes, plastic taxes, etc.,
aren’t enough by themselves to address the global problem of plastic pollution. They’re just
not economically viable to cover all the costs associated with the collection and recycling of
plastics.

As previously mentioned, any EPR scheme or plastic tax which realistically covers the cost of
collection and recycling in a real-world scenario, would have to be so high per tonne it would
be unaffordable to any plastic producer or manufacturer. For example, even at a 3 cents per
item combined collection and recycling cost, the above example would result in a EPR rate or
plastic tax of $30,000 per tonne. This is clearly not economically viable for any plastic producer
or manufacturer.

EPR schemes and plastic taxes also dismiss the largest and most important part of the plastic
supply chain, the consumers. Consumers are the key to the effective collection of the majority
of the plastic waste in this world. EPR schemes and plastic taxes also assume that just because
established waste and recycling systems are in place, consumers are automatically going to
do the right thing and pollution/litter isn't going to occur. This currently isn't the case and
never will be because there's no incentive for all consumers to do the right thing. EPR schemes
and plastic taxes can play a supportive role in addressing the global problem of plastic
pollution, but by themselves aren’t enough simply because they don’t add up economically.

7. There can only be one privately-led global deposit refund scheme (GDRS).

There can only be one privately-led global deposit refund scheme (GDRS) for multiple reasons.
First and foremost is from a technical perspective. There can’t be multiple and different major
deposit refund schemes (DRS) operating at the same time around the world. If multiple DRS
are in operation at the same time with different rules/standards for what is collected,
contamination will be unavoidable, and the quality of the recycled plastic as a commodity will
not be able to be maintained. Plastics are an international product. Sometimes manufactured
in one country, exported and sold in another country, and then exported and recycled in a
third country. To ensure the quality of the recycled plastic as a commaodity, all countries need
to be collecting the same materials and following the same guidelines. This is most easily
achieved by one privately-led global deposit refund scheme (GDRS). This is also how you build
economies of scale.

Secondly is from an identification and knowledge perspective. Consumers need to know a
plastic item is part of the GDRS and exactly how the GDRS operates. If there are multiple and
different major deposit refund schemes (DRS) operating around the world, consumers may
not identify a plastic product as being part of a particular scheme or the rules and guidelines
of that particular scheme. This will only lead to a large percentage of plastic items not being
collected and recycled, simply due to consumer confusion.

Thirdly, the GDRS must be a privately-led initiative. The GDRS cannot be a publicly-led
initiative. The main reasoning behind this is economics. If the GDRS is privately led, it can be
built as a company and value can be created. This value will need to be leveraged to fund all



initiatives related to fixing the global problem of plastic pollution. As previously mentioned,
to solve the global problem of plastic pollution all areas of the supply chain must be
economically satisfied. And this most importantly includes the petrochemical companies and
manufacturing companies. Any global solution must economically satisfy these parts of the
supply chain and show them a transitional path forward. This can only be achieved through a
privately-led initiative such as a company, where economic value is created, where
investments can be made, and strict operating procedures are followed and maintained. I’'m
not saying governments can’t be involved, public-private joint ventures will be established,
but this must be privately led for sheer technical and economic reasons.

8. The total cost of global plastic pollution. How much money is needed to
correct the problem? And where is this money going to come from?

The total plastic pollution costs the global economy can’t be exactly calculated, but
approximations have been made and it’s in the trillions of dollars per year [7]. This is mainly
due to the sheer amount of plastic produced per year which is not collected, not recycled,
and then leaked into the environment. Cost is also incurred due to virgin plastic production
being a major source of C02 emissions. The most worrying cost which is currently
unquantifiable, and which isn’t currently included in the total cost estimates is the cost
(economically and socially) plastic waste has on human health. Studies now show plastics (in
micro and nano form) infiltrate all food chains, water sources, and therefore many regions of
the human body. Evidence is accumulating that these plastics disrupt and change biological
processes. The economic cost if these infiltrating plastics cause cancer, change DNA, etc.
would be unfathomable but real. This could be one of humanity’s greatest mistakes if not
corrected.

How much money is needed to correct the problem? It’s substantial but not unachievable.
This money can only be generated by the proposed privately-led global deposit refund
scheme (GDRS). This is mainly because it leverages the largest and most important part of the
supply chain, the consumers. The initial and most important cost of collection is spread across
the consumer level of the supply chain. This is the economic catalyst. After the plastic is
collected, recycling can occur, and recycled plastic as a commodity can start becoming
circular. As more plastic is collected and recycled, the value of the recycled plastic as a
commodity will increase. This is where money can and will be made. Consumers and
manufacturers are willing to pay more for plastic that’s sustainable and ethically right. Current
evidence of this is the price of rPET (recycled polyethylene terephthalate) versus virgin PET
(polyethylene terephthalate). rPET is currently $700 per tonne more expensive than virgin
PET [8]. This just shows the economics can be changed, and the past notion that recycled
plastic as a commodity has to be cheaper than virgin plastic is wrong. Other funding can also
be generated through the GDRS, due to it being a singular private global enterprise which can
leverage the advantages of economies of scale. This funding would not be able to be
leveraged by multiple and different deposit refund schemes (DRS) if they were in operation.



9. Time is of the essence.

Time is of the essence and we must implement the GDRS as soon as possible. As previously
mentioned, there’s no technical or practical reason why the global problem of plastic
pollution can’t be solved. The technology is available, and the economics can favour everyone.
We can’t wait 5, 10, or 20 years for everybody to get on the same page and implement action.
On the current trajectory of plastic production and usage, plastic pollution could overwhelm
the environment and everything in it including us as human beings within the space of the
next ten years. This immediate need for action is why the solution must be privately led such
as the proposed GDRS. The solution can’t be publicly led. Because even with all the best
intentions in the world, publicly-led initiatives take too long to implement simply because
there’s too many different parties involved.

10. Conclusion

The proposed global deposit refund scheme (GDRS) is the only way the global problem of
plastic pollution can be solved because it’s the only way that works out economically. All other
methods don’t work out economically and this is the key reason why they’re not scalable. This
is purely an economic problem and can only be solved when all areas of the supply chain are
economically satisfied. The proposed global deposit refund scheme (GDRS) is the economic
catalyst for the collection of plastics, recycling of these plastics, and investment in these
recycled plastics as a commodity. Any costs associated with implementing the GDRS will be
heavily outweighed by the global costs if no action is taken to address this problem we’ve all
created. The proposed GDRS is the way we ‘turn the plastic pollution tap off at the source’.
At a minimum, the GDRS ensures the majority of plastic waste is collected and properly
disposed of. This is exactly the main objective everyone is trying to achieve. So what do we
do now? We build the GDRS. Because our health and the health of our planet depends on us.

* Final word: The GDRS is the main catalyst needed to reverse the global problem of plastic
pollution. No other method will increase the collection and recycling rate of plastics better
than the GDRS. Most plastic pollution in this world stems from plastics not being collected
and recycled. The GDRS is a real-world solution and contains everything within its
foundations for a sustainable plastics future. There's no technical, practical, or economic
reason why it's not viable, and plastic products can be added to the GDRS in stages. If you
have any questions about the solution, run the numbers through an advanced Al system, and
you'll see why the GDRS is the best method to increase the collection and recycling of plastics
and why it works economically. Current advanced Al systems can verify the solution
economically and technically via data analytics. To conclude, the cost to implement the GDRS
solution is far less than the total cost if plastic pollution is allowed to continue on its current
trajectory.
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