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Phone: (951) 486-3200

Please provide your comments in the boxes below corresponding to the sections of the Plan.

Introductory Information
Thoughts From the Director

The Numbers! What Does 75% Recycling Mean?

A definition of source reduction, recycling and composting needs to be included in
the document. As well as a definition or measurement of the highest and best use
of each material type described also needs to be included. Depending on the
material and the region, the highest and best use might be utilized as beneficial

Policy Drivers

The first priority should be source reduction with a clear definition attached. Source
reduction should include a campaign to educate the public on "buying right" - the
right amount for what they need, look for products that are less harmful, have less
packaging, etc. If less is purchased/used to begin with, less will have to be handled

1. Increase Recycling Infrastructure
1a. Funding for Infrastructure

Barriers will be siting facilities. There will be SCAQMD challenges, general
permitting issues, locating facilities in communities that don't want them (NIMBY),
etc. There also needs to be a demand for the end products. Even if facilities are
built to recycle items, at the end, there needs to be a market for the product.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant
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1b. Regulatory Oversight

Define sustainable infrastructure. Increased inspections of all facilities? Would that
include all solid waste as well as recycling facilities that produce less than 10%
residuals??

Will this be increased work load for LEA? Will there be additional fees to businesses

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

1c. Strategic Facilitation and Incentivizing Of Facility Siting

The permitting of recycling facilities as well as solid waste landfills is a local control
issue and should be left to the local jurisdiction. At what point do you envision the

following step being enforced -"Seek authority to require a demonstrated need for

additional disposal capacity as part of the solid waste permitting process" Who

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

1d. Modify RMDZ Program To Be Statewide

Option 2 to make program available statewide may encourage more recycling
infrastructure opportunities

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

le. Increase Recycling Manufacturing Business Assistance

Businesses should be able to call one site to gather the information they need to
locate within the State.

The Assistance Team may actually be proactive to encourage businesses to move
to California for waste streams that are readily available here in CA (inerts, organics,

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



1f. Increase Collection Efficiency/Quality

Is the focus to be on the waste haulers or the residents? Since CalRecycle does
not have authority in franchise agreements or waste removal contracts, will the
requirement be on the local jurisdiction to collect more information? How useful is a
listing of the collection efficiency of each facility?

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

1g. Streamline Planning Documents

"Modify measurement of local disposal reduction under SB 1016 to a countywide
basis". Does this mean that the County will have one Annual Report submitted to
CalRecycle, rather than multiple (County unincorporated, and individual cities)? Or
will this be an additional reporting requirement placed on each County following

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

1h. Communications Outreach on Infrastructure

The current recycling effort has been active for 25 years, if the message has not
been made clear on the importance of recycling, what will the message say that will
ensure that residents/business now recycle? Or what additional mediums will be
utilized? NIMBY issues will still exist and with the increase restrictions on permitting

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

1. What Did We Miss?




2. Organics
2a. Greenwaste ADC

Has someone taken a look at the number of composting facilities within the areas
that have the highest ADC uses? Permitting is expensive and difficult - and the
market for finished product usually does not offset the cost of processing compost.
Also, has an effort been made to find out how curbside green waste is handled by

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

2b. Organics Disposal Phase-out

If the attempts to support and incentivize organics facilities has not been successful
in the past, what plan does CalRecycle have to accomplish it now? In speaking to
many of the facilities within our County a big problem is that most curbside green
waste is tied up in franchise agreements and is notoriously contaminated. Also,

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

G Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

2c. Funding for Organics Infrastructure

What sort of incentives does CalRecycle envision? The permitting process at the
State level (i.e., State Water Board and CARB) should be streamlined in order to
assist businesses. In addition, local air board permitting needs to be addressed in
the streamlined process. Although ideally, the whole state should be treated the

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

2d. Indirect Incentives

Conversion technologies need to be considered a form of recycling.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

G Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



2e. Regulatory Changes re: ADC, food, etc.

Previous sections of this document state the intent to remove beneficial use from
the definition of recycling. In this section, what is CalRecycle's definition of
beneficially used? Keep in mind that although there may be "higher, better uses" for
some recyclable wastes, there may not be facilities that can handle it nearby and

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

2f. Cross-Agency Regulatory Issues

A streamlined permitting process should be a priority, including regional agencies.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

@ Critical OSomewhat Useful O Irrelevant

2g. Biomethane Pipeline Issue

Currently California landfill gas is unable to be introduces into natural gas pipelines
because of vinyl chloride concerns. AB1900 is pending that may provide a
mechanism to allow landfill gas into California pipelines; however, this will not
increase recycling efforts.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

2. What Did We Miss?



3. Increase Commercial Recycling
3a. Reduce Thresholds for Commercial Recycling

This option should be put on hold until evaluation of the effectiveness of mandatory
commercial requirements that go into effect on July 1, 2012 can be performed.

It is unreasonable for all businesses to have to report their recycling tonnage and

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

3b. Increase Requirements for MRF (Material Recovery Facility) Performance

This is an unnecessary regulatory burden to artificially spur end markets and will
discourage market entry by recycling businesses, thus decreasing recycling
infrastructure.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

3c. Establish Business Enforcement Component

Establishing a tracking system to monitor businesses and multifamily complexes
would require more expense then currently is available for local jurisdictions or
CalRecycle. It is recommended that before enforcement measures are considered,
an evaluation should be done to determine the effectiveness of mandatory

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

3d. Grants for Multi-Family Recycling Programs

Grants for infrastructure may be useful for this difficult 8% of the waste stream to
reach. CalRecycle will need to determine best use of funds to get sustainable
recycling programs or results.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



3e. Awards for Businesses

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

3. What Did We Miss?

4. Establish Extended Producer Responsibility
4a. Authority to Decide Products and Targets

An organization such as Product Care in British Columbia, Canada would be more
efficient in organizing product stewardship programs within the State. This would
allow (Product Care) to work with the private industry and leave CalRecycle
resources free to be spent on program implementation in other needed areas

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful G Irrelevant

4b. Packaging

An organization such as Product Care in British Columbia, Canada would be more
efficient in organizing product stewardship programs within the State.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



4. What Did We Miss?

. Reform Beverage Container Program
5a. Redefine Commingled Rate

This would speed recycling process at recycling facilities and strengthen source
separation and recycling behaviors. Higher rates would be a reward for better
recycling efforts.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

5b. Expansion of Minimum Content Requirements

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

5c. Program Expansion of All Ready-to-Drink Beverages

Residents have been encouraged to utilize their curbside recycling bin for
convenience. How much more does CalRecycle envision receiving in the recycling
rate if we now ask residents to take that material to a recycling center themselves?
Or do you envision putting more requirements on haulers picking up recycled

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant



5d. Elimination of 14581 Fixed Dollar Expenditures

Longer terms maybe less work for CalRecycle, but could also be longer periods of
time for jurisdictions to wait for the opportunity to apply for funds.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

5e. Fiscal Reform to Provide More Funding

Will reform increase cost to distributor who will pass on increased cost to consumer
that the consumer will not receive back in the form of recycling refund? How much
will reform decrease the amount of sales of beverage containers (could be
substantial if expanding program to all beverage containers 5a3)?

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

5. What Did We Miss?

6. Increase Procurement/Demand
6a. Increase PCRC and EPP Purchases by the State

If the cost of purchasing PCRC and EPP costs more than an alternative product,
how is that justified to the public? The public wants their tax money to be spend as
fiscally responsible as possible and it is difficult to explain that it is better for the
environment and that is why it is okay to spend more for a similar product.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant
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6b. Reform SABRC Requirements and Add Enforcement

How would this be tracked? Are the state agencies required to report their
purchasing to CalRecycle to track?

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

6c. Interagency Agreements with Caltrans and Other Procuring Agencies For
Testing TDPs

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

6d. Minimum Content Requirements

Would be helpful to strengthen recycling infrastructure in section 1. In addition,

strengthening the source reduction message will help keep waste out of the
equation to begin with.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

6e. Sales Tax Breaks on Private Sector Purchase of RCPs/EPPs

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant
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6f. Financial Incentives for Manufacturer Use of Recycled Materials

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

6. What Did We Miss?

. Other Materials
7a. Tire Incentive Payments, EPR, or More Market Demand

CalRecycle offers grants for RAC, TDA and TDPs currently. How much more of an
inventive is envisioned to entice more use of this material?
Will this trigger increase in tire advance disposal fee?

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

7b. Plastics

Focus should be on developing plastic recycling manufacturing infrastructure, rather
than banning plastics.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant
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7c. E-Waste

E-waste is already banned from landfill disposal. There are challenges finding
suitable end markets for these wastes, such as CRT glass. Instead of focussing on
implementing more programs, focus should be placed on creating suitable recycling
facilities and end uses for these materials.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

7d. C&D Funds for Retrofitting Equipment To Meet AQ Standards

Potentially relying on a tipping fee of ADC for retrofitting equipment is not
sustainable if a ban on organics going into the landfill also goes forward. Since the
requirement to retrofit the equipment is coming from the AQMDs perhaps they
should come up with a grant program to assist businesses upgrade their equipment.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

7e. C&D: Expand CALGreen For Deconstruction and Add Enforcement

How does the BSC monitor the implementation of CALGreen requirements?
Currently, enforcement lies with the local jurisdiction (building department or other
local enforcement authorities). What type of reports does CalRecycle envision the
local jurisdiction generating to show they are in compliance with the CALGreen

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

7f. Fiber: Bans on Cardboard Going Into Landfills

Maybe increase in commercial commingle recycling will eliminate the need for a
landfill ban. |s wax cardboard and food waste a contamination issue for recycling?
Won't some still need to go to landfill for disposal?

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant
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7g. Fiber/Resin: Grants/Payments for Mid-Scale Manufacturing & Source
Reduction

Instead of providing grants, CalRecycle should help streamline permitting process
and eliminate barriers (e.g. enforcement, tracking efforts, reporting, etc.).

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

7h. Used Oil LCA Follow-ups’

How much re-refined oil is currently utilized in the State fleet? How many refineries
are within the State and are they able to clean the used oil into a recycled product?

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

7. What Did We Miss?

8. Governance/Funding
8a. New Models for Funding Waste/Materials Management

CalRecycle's function is an oversight agency and should be left to that. They should
focus on making it easier for the people who manage the materials to do that.
Adding requirement, minimum standards, tracking, reporting, etc. make it more
cumbersome and takes resources (e.g. manpower and funds) away from actual

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant
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8b. Other Code-Level Ideas

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

8c. Authority For Waste and Bottle Bill Functions Such As Enforcement, Data
Gathering, Monitoring, Etc.

Stop creating barriers and instead focus on removing them.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

8. What Did We Miss?

. Source Reduction
9a. Organics Food Programs, Backyard Composting, Vermicomposting

Source reduction should not be limited to organics. Reducing food loss and safely
redirecting edible food will be very challenging. It may work for a small portion of
businesses and schools. Existing BYC and vermicomposting program will be good
educational support for the food waste that cannot be reduced or redirected.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant
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9b. Greener Products Through Product Certifications/Eco Labels

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

9c. Promotion of Local Zero Waste Activities

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

9. What Did We Miss?

The "Buying right" message needs to be at the forefront of all recycling messages.
If the waste isn't created/purchased in the first place, it won't need to be
handled/recycled on the end.

10. The Other 25%
10a. Define Post-Recycled Residuals

It is suggested that CalRecycle staff who create the standards visit multiple facilities
to see the difficulties and labor involved in separating the waste. Materials get
contaminated and not everything can be "recycled" to the best highest theoretical
use. Conversion technology, waste to energy, and other uses might be the best

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant
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10b. Define Beneficial Use For Policy for Other 25

Clarification is needed on how this definition will be interpreted with the AB 939 50%
diversion Annual Report process.

How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

10. What Did We Miss?

General Comments

This document fails to address the needs and barriers associated with local
jurisdictions and businesses that will be required to implement the proposed concepts.
These factors need to be evaluated in the development of any proposed concept.
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	01Name: Angela CM Dufresne, P.E.
	02Represents: Riverside County Waste Management Department
	03Email: adufresn@co.riverside.ca.us
	04Phone: (951) 486-3200
	05Thoughts: 
	06Numbers: A definition of source reduction, recycling and composting needs to be included in the document.  As well as a definition or measurement of the highest and best use of each material type described also needs to be included.  Depending on the material and the region, the highest and best use might be utilized as beneficial reuse as is currently defined.  Under Title 27 20686 Beneficial Reuse shall include, but not be limited to, the following:  alternative daily cover, alternative intermediate cover, final cover foundation layer, liner operations layer, leachate and landfill gas collection system, construction fill, road base, wet weather operations pads and access roads, and soil amendments for erosion control and landscaping.  Will this definition be changed in Statue?  Since many of these operations are required, will an alternate material be proposed?  If not virgin rock/soil will need to take its place, thereby using more natural resources. Or will each jurisdiction still be able to claim beneficial reuse for their AB939 Annual Reports, but then pay the tipping fee for that material as it relates to the AB341 75% calculation?
	07Policy: The first priority should be source reduction with a clear definition attached.  Source reduction should include a campaign to educate the public on "buying right" - the right amount for what they need, look for products that are less harmful, have less packaging, etc.  If less is purchased/used to begin with, less will have to be handled for recycling and disposal.
	1a: Barriers will be siting facilities.  There will be SCAQMD challenges, general permitting issues, locating facilities in communities that don't want them (NIMBY), etc.  There also needs to be a demand for the end products.  Even if facilities are built to recycle items, at the end, there needs to be a market for the product.
	1b: Define sustainable infrastructure.  Increased inspections of all facilities?  Would that include all solid waste as well as recycling facilities that produce less than 10% residuals??
Will this be increased work load for LEA? Will there be additional fees to businesses for inspections?
Solid waste facilities are currently inspected to ensure health and safety in compliance with regulations.  With additional flow, this should not change.  CalRecycle shouldn't be in the business of determining how the waste should be handled, other than meeting health and safety standards.  The waste industry are the experts in how to handle waste operationally.

Certification by CalRecycle doesn't necessarily equal a more sustainable infrastructure or increased recycling.  There are current certifications by SWANA that could be encouraged by CalRecycle, but there is no need to create another certification entitity.  If CalRecycle implements their own certification, would CalRecycle provide training for operators or will this be an additional expense imposed on facilities in order to get additional required certification?
	1c: The permitting of recycling facilities as well as solid waste landfills is a local control issue and should be left to the local jurisdiction.  At what point do you envision the following step being enforced -"Seek authority to require a demonstrated need for additional disposal capacity as part of the solid waste permitting process"  Who makes this decision a local LEA individual or a CalRecycle staff member?  What will the criteria be and is this section contingent on the Ma bill passing?  For jurisdictions that do not allow out of county waste to come in to the system, saving their landfill space for residents, how will this be interpreted?

	1d: Option 2 to make program available statewide may encourage more recycling infrastructure opportunities
	1e: Businesses should be able to call one site to gather the information they need to locate within the State.  
The Assistance Team may actually be proactive to encourage businesses to move to California for waste streams that are readily available here in CA (inerts, organics, paper,used oil, tires, etc.)
	1f: Is the focus to be on the waste haulers or the residents?  Since CalRecycle does not have authority in franchise agreements or waste removal contracts, will the requirement be on the local jurisdiction to collect more information?  How useful is a listing of the collection efficiency of each facility?  

Does CalRecycle envision some analysis of collection efficiency/quality to be part of the review of the Annual Report compliance process?

Facility operators aim to have efficient operations due to their bottom line.  Increased oversight and reporting requirements leads to more hurdles and paperwork which takes personnel time and money away from other tasks.
	1g: "Modify measurement of local disposal reduction under SB 1016 to a countywide basis".  Does this mean that the County will have one Annual Report submitted to CalRecycle, rather than multiple (County unincorporated, and individual cities)?   Or will this be an additional reporting requirement placed on each County following measurement of the statewide 75% recycling goal?  

During the workshop, CalRecycle said that the 75% measurement would stay separate from the SB1016 measurement and reporting.  This seems to contradict that statement.

It will be difficult to coordinate multi jurisdictional information into a comprehensive countywide report.
	1h: The current recycling effort has been active for 25 years, if the message has not been made clear on the importance of recycling, what will the message say that will ensure that residents/business now recycle?  Or what additional mediums will be utilized?  NIMBY issues will still exist and with the increase restrictions on permitting within the State it will still be difficult to site the facilities necessary.
Will another expensive focus group be able to capture any new information that has not already been studied before?  Maybe more research/study will be useful outreach to commercial waste target?
	2a: Has someone taken a look at the number of composting facilities within the areas that have the highest ADC uses?  Permitting is expensive and difficult - and the market for finished product usually does not offset the cost of processing compost. Also, has an effort been made to find out how curbside green waste is handled by the waste haulers in those areas?  There are contamination issues associated with curbside green waste that are of particular concern for composting facilities. 

Removing the ability to use greenwaste ADC for landfill cover and count it as diversion will change the AB939 calculations for jurisdictions; however, in the workshop CalRecycle said that the two calculations (AB939 reporting and 75% recycling reporting) are two separate things.  This will ultimately decrease the AB939 diversion amounts.  Keep in mind that if ADC is not beneficially used in landfills for ADC, other materials, such as soil, may be used thereby using more natural resources.

---Riverside County currently imposes a tipping fee on greenwaste.  Does CalRecycle intend to require a tipping fee specific to greenwaste ADC on top of the regular gate tipping fee?  Is this tip fee subject to IWMA Fund?

	2b: If the attempts to support and incentivize organics facilities has not been successful in the past, what plan does CalRecycle have to accomplish it now?  In speaking to many of the facilities within our County a big problem is that most curbside green waste is tied up in franchise agreements and is notoriously contaminated.  Also, some of the facilities are unable to move a significant amount of material and a majority of it is given to agricultural use.  This might not be the same situation in other areas of the State.  Therefore like many of the issues that have regional differences, those need to be taken into consideration when looking at a Statewide program of prohibiting organics from landfilling. Where will the waste product go in a geographical area like Orange or LA county?
	2c: What sort of incentives does CalRecycle envision?  The permitting process at the State level (i.e., State Water Board and CARB) should be streamlined in order to assist businesses. In addition, local air board permitting needs to be addressed in the streamlined process.  Although ideally, the whole state should be treated the same, there are regional issues that need to be addressed in order to handle the material.
Funding for grants would probably be generated form IWMA tipping fee increase proposed in 2c - would the major source of funding be from So Cal jurisdictions and then go into funding grants and program opportunities in So Cal jurisdictions that need to establish organic waste recyclers?
	2d: Conversion technologies need to be considered a form of recycling.  
	2e: Previous sections of this document state the intent to remove beneficial use from the definition of recycling.  In this section, what is CalRecycle's definition of beneficially used?  Keep in mind that although there may be "higher, better uses" for some recyclable wastes, there may not be facilities that can handle it nearby and facilities can't be easily permitted, which will increase hauling costs and associated emissions.  It needs to be looked at regionally and in some cases, a "higher, better use" may be conversion technologies, or ADC.
	2f: A streamlined permitting process should be a priority, including regional agencies.
	2g: Currently California landfill gas is unable to be introduces into natural gas pipelines because of vinyl chloride concerns.  AB1900 is pending that may provide a mechanism to allow landfill gas into California pipelines; however, this will not increase recycling efforts.
	3a: This option should be put on hold until evaluation of the effectiveness of mandatory commercial requirements that go into effect on July 1, 2012 can be performed. 

It is unreasonable for all businesses to have to report their recycling tonnage and difficult to do so accurately (what unit of measurement would be used?  Not everyone has a scale and estimating cubic yards is difficult for most).  A reporting and tracking system would be cumbersome and costly for jurisdictions.  In addition, it would be cumbersome and costly for CalRecycle to implement.
	3b: This is an unnecessary regulatory burden to artificially spur end markets and will discourage market entry by recycling businesses, thus decreasing recycling infrastructure.
	3c: Establishing a tracking system to monitor businesses and multifamily complexes would require more expense then currently is available for local jurisdictions or CalRecycle.  It is recommended that before enforcement measures are considered, an evaluation should be done to determine the effectiveness of mandatory commercial recycling regulations that go into effect on July 1, 2012.  Enforcement seems premature at this point and is not business friendly.
	3d: Grants for infrastructure may be useful for this difficult 8% of the waste stream to reach.  CalRecycle will need to determine best use of funds to get sustainable recycling programs or results.
	3e: 
	4a: An organization such as Product Care in British Columbia, Canada would be more efficient in organizing product stewardship programs within the State.  This would allow (Product Care) to work with the private industry and leave CalRecycle resources free to be spent on program implementation in other needed areas related to AB 939 and AB 341.  Products should be very carefully selected and based (considering tonnage, special handling, and recycling resources).
	4b: An organization such as Product Care in British Columbia, Canada would be more efficient in organizing product stewardship programs within the State.
	5a: This would speed recycling process at recycling facilities and strengthen source separation and recycling behaviors.  Higher rates would be a reward for better recycling efforts.
	5b: 
	5c: Residents have been encouraged to utilize their curbside recycling bin for convenience.   How much more does CalRecycle envision receiving in the recycling rate if we now ask residents to take that material to a recycling center themselves?  Or do you envision putting more requirements on haulers picking up recycled material at the curbside?   
	5d: Longer terms maybe less work for CalRecycle, but could also be longer periods of time for jurisdictions to wait for the opportunity to apply for funds.
	5e: Will reform increase cost to distributor who will pass on increased cost to consumer that the consumer will not receive back in the form of recycling refund?  How much will reform decrease the amount of sales of beverage containers (could be substantial if expanding program to all beverage containers 5a3)? 
	6a: If the cost of purchasing PCRC and EPP costs more than an alternative product, how is that justified to the public?  The public wants their tax money to be spend as fiscally responsible as possible and it is difficult to explain that it is better for the environment  and that is why it is okay to spend more for a similar product.

The state should lead by example in using PCRC product and EPP.
	6b: How would this be tracked?  Are the state agencies required to report their purchasing to CalRecycle to track?
	6c: 
	6d: Would be helpful to strengthen recycling infrastructure in section 1.  In addition, strengthening the source reduction message will help keep waste out of the equation to begin with.
	6e: 
	6f: 
	7a: CalRecycle offers grants for RAC, TDA and TDPs currently.  How much more of an inventive is envisioned to entice more use of this material?  
Will this trigger increase in tire advance disposal fee?
	7b: Focus should be on developing plastic recycling manufacturing infrastructure, rather than banning plastics.
	7c: E-waste is already banned from landfill disposal.  There are challenges finding suitable end markets for these wastes, such as CRT glass.  Instead of focussing on implementing more programs, focus should be placed on creating suitable recycling facilities and end uses for these materials.

The current CRT payment program is CUMBERSOME.  It takes a lot of staff time to track CRTs, there is a lot of required paperwork involved.  If additional devices are added, this will increase the cost to collectors and recyclers to do the paperwork and tracking required by CalRecycle.
	7d: Potentially relying on a tipping fee of ADC for retrofitting equipment is not sustainable if a ban on organics going into the landfill also goes forward.  Since the requirement to retrofit the equipment is coming from the AQMDs perhaps they should come up with a grant program to assist businesses upgrade their equipment.
	7e: How does the BSC monitor the implementation of CALGreen requirements? Currently, enforcement lies with the local jurisdiction (building department or other local enforcement authorities).  What type of reports does CalRecycle envision the local jurisdiction generating to show they are in compliance with the CALGreen regulations?  In terms of deconstruction and reusing of material, if markets and infrastructure do not exist, how will those jurisdictions be evaluated?
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