
 

California’s New Goal:  
75% Recycling 

 

 

 

 

 

Public Review Comment Form  



2 
 

Name: 

Representing: 

Email: 

Phone: 

 

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? 
 
 
 
 
 

Policy Drivers 
 
 
 
 
 

1. Increase Recycling Infrastructure 

1a. Funding for Infrastructure 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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1b. Regulatory Oversight 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

1c. Strategic Facilitation and Incentivizing Of Facility Siting 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

1d. Modify RMDZ Program To Be Statewide 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

1e. Increase Recycling Manufacturing Business Assistance 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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1f. Increase Collection Efficiency/Quality 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

1g. Streamline Planning Documents 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

1h. Communications Outreach on Infrastructure 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

1. What Did We Miss? 
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2. Organics 
2a. Greenwaste ADC 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

2b. Organics Disposal Phase-out 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

2c. Funding for Organics Infrastructure 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

2d. Indirect Incentives 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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2e. Regulatory Changes re: ADC, food, etc. 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

2f. Cross-Agency Regulatory Issues 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

2g. Biomethane Pipeline Issue 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

2. What Did We Miss? 
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3. Increase Commercial Recycling 
3a. Reduce Thresholds for Commercial Recycling 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

3b. Increase Requirements for MRF (Material Recovery Facility) Performance 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

3c. Establish Business Enforcement Component 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

3d. Grants for Multi-Family Recycling Programs 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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3e. Awards for Businesses 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

3. What Did We Miss? 
 
 
 
 
 

4. Establish Extended Producer Responsibility 

4a. Authority to Decide Products and Targets 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

4b. Packaging 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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4. What Did We Miss? 
 
 
 
 
 

 

5. Reform Beverage Container Program 
5a. Redefine Commingled Rate 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

5b. Expansion of Minimum Content Requirements 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

5c. Program Expansion of All Ready-to-Drink Beverages 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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5d. Elimination of 14581 Fixed Dollar Expenditures 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

5e. Fiscal Reform to Provide More Funding 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

5. What Did We Miss? 
 
 
 
 
 

6. Increase Procurement/Demand 
6a. Increase PCRC and EPP Purchases by the State 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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6b. Reform SABRC Requirements and Add Enforcement 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical 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? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

6d. Minimum Content Requirements 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical 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? 

Critical 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? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

6. What Did We Miss? 
 
 
 
 
 

7. Other Materials 

7a. Tire Incentive Payments, EPR, or More Market Demand 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

7b. Plastics 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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7c. E-Waste 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

7d. C&D Funds for Retrofitting Equipment To Meet AQ Standards 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

7e. C&D:  Expand CALGreen For Deconstruction and Add Enforcement 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

7f. Fiber: Bans on Cardboard Going Into Landfills 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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7g. Fiber/Resin: Grants/Payments for Mid-Scale Manufacturing & Source 
Reduction 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

7h. Used Oil LCA Follow-ups’ 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

7. What Did We Miss? 
 
 
 
 
 

8. Governance/Funding 
8a. New Models for Funding Waste/Materials Management 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical 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? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

8c. Authority For Waste and Bottle Bill Functions Such As Enforcement, Data 
Gathering, Monitoring, Etc. 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

8. What Did We Miss? 
 
 
 
 
 

9. Source Reduction 

9a. Organics Food Programs, Backyard Composting, Vermicomposting 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful 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? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

9c. Promotion of Local Zero Waste Activities 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

9. What Did We Miss? 
 
 
 
 
 

10. The Other 25% 

10a. Define Post-Recycled Residuals 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 
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10b. Define Beneficial Use For Policy for Other 25 
 
 
 
 
 
How useful would this concept be in helping achieve the 75% statewide recycling goal? 

Critical Somewhat Useful Irrelevant 

 

10. What Did We Miss? 
 
 
 
 
 

General Comments 
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	01Name: Bruce Belluschi
	02Represents: County of Ventura
	03Email: Bruce.Belluschi@ventura.org
	04Phone: 805-658-4311
	05Thoughts: 
	06Numbers: It is crucial for CalRecycle to continue to evaluate individual jurisdictional efforts to divert solid waste independent of specific per capita or diversion rates or some other method of compliance measurement.  By doing so, the state will continue to acknowledge the tremendous diversity of jurisdictional waste streams and the much greater challenge some jurisdictions face more than others in cost effective diversion programs.  For example, some ag-oriented counties may generate significant waste which is not readily recyclable while other (unincorporated area) counties may have a significant volume of biosolids collected from neighboring municipalities which, again, is not readily recyclable due to increasingly stringent environmental concerns.  

The text provided by jurisdictions within the Electronic Annual Report should continue to be used by CalRecycle staff to accurately gauge jurisdictional compliance efforts, successes and areas for potential improvement.   
	07Policy: 
	1a: A 75% goal will never be attainable for many jurisdictions without the development and use of conversion technologies (CT) for residual (not efficiently unrecyclable) solid waste AND a diversion credit for such converted material. However, individual jurisdictions lack the financial resources to develop such technologies. The state must provide grant funding to encourage the development of CT facilities in the future, an essential component of California's solid waste management infrastructure if 75% diversion is to ever become a reality.  
	1b: 
	1c: 
	1d: Under "Resource needs and barriers," it is suggested LAMD staff could continue to work with zone administrators (ZAs) if either of the two proposed program alterations were adopted; this seems to assume, perhaps erroneously, local jurisdictions will continue funding zone administrator positions if CalRecycle no longer provides special treatment (including low-interest loans) exclusively to zones. 

	1e: 
	1f: 
	1g: The state should streamline the currently cumbersome and problematic planning document process; the current statutes regarding planning documents simply are no longer needed now as they once were in light of the extensive, developed statewide solid waste infrastructure that exists today. The suggested elimination of the five-year CIWMP is an excellent idea, as is the consideration of of changing the SRRE, HHWE, and CSE revisions to an update process.  The majority/majority approval concept should be abandoned completely!! The process serves no benefit since any new facility or facility expansion already must go through an extensive local planning (CEQA) review, hearing/approval process.
	1h: 
	2a: 
	2b: 
	2c: 
	2d: 
	2e: 
	2f: The County of Ventura has struggled for years to recycle pure coffee bean grounds as compost, something which is greatly desired by our local farmers (natural leaders in sustainability) within our community.  Unfortunately, the regulatory side of CalRecycle considers coffee beans a "food" and therefore disallows such a beneficial action (a feeling not necessarily shared by the compliance side of CalRecycle).  Any practical regulatory permitting changes at the state and local (i.e., LEA) levels which both increase organics recycling (without risking the environment or public health) and streamline the permitting process are greatly encouraged.    
	2g: 
	3a: There will be a significant diminishing return from the benefits of requiring commercial recycling for generators with less than 4 cy/week; at such low volumes, costs for increased recycled will NOT be offset by lower disposal costs.  Not only will businesses be unduly burdened by yet another government mandated expense during an extremely difficult business climate but either local jurisdictions or, ideally, the state will be significantly impacted with the cost of ensuring compliance for such a statewide requirement. Further, not every business generates at least 50% recyclables within their unrecycled waste stream.  IF such an increased commercial recycling mandate is ultimately passed, then: (A) the state should be responsible for any/all enforcement actions (esp. since most jurisdictions' solid waste/PW depts. do not possess a citing authority); and (B) the current list of qualifying exemptions re: AB 341 should be maintained in their entirety.  Lastly, policy-makers at local jurisdictions may likely receive significant negative feedback from the businesses within their communities in response to such considered, and seemingly extreme, threshold changes.                
	3b: 
	3c: The state should be responsible for any/all enforcement actions, since (A) most statewide jurisdictions' solid waste/PW depts. do not possess a citing authority and (B), by not doing so, such actions would otherwise become yet another unfunded mandate forced onto jurisdictions in a very challenging budget climate. 
	3d: 
	3e: 
	4a: The concept of EPR is sound and the benefits to local residents and jurisdictions are proven.  However, as we are all learning from the shortfalls of the PaintCare program, more upfront work and communication with local jurisdictions must occur to ensure an effective program roll-out, particularly if local jurisdictions must enter into an agreement with a 3rd party service provider in order to join an ESP/recycling program.  Workshops, and comments solicitations such as this form, are a great method for such upfront information gathering from jurisdictional stakeholders. 
	4b: 
	5a: 
	5b: 
	5c: 
	5d: 
	5e: 
	6a: 
	6b: 
	6c: 
	6d: Increasing the amount of purchased products containing recycled content is praiseworthy, however, not any any cost.  Related purchasing requirements should contain a provision such as "+/- 5-10% of the cost of a comparable lower recycled content/virgin product".   
	6e: 
	6f: This proposed items misses an opportunity to expand upon the RMDZ's success in providing financial incentives for manufacturers to use recycled materials in California.  Perhaps, instead of the full extent of tax credits proposed, a lesser incentive could be adopted, with the difference going toward additional money in the rapidly depleting RMDZ loan fund.  Markets developed in RMDZs benefit other parts of the state as well by adding value to recyclables and increasing options for convenient transport of recyclables to nearby markets.

	7a: 
	7b: 
	7c: 
	7d: 
	7e: 
	7f: 
	7g: 
	7h: 
	8a: 
	8b: 
	8c: 
	9a: Streamlining the regulatory permitting process to encourage the acceptance of food waste, while still ensuring no risk to either the environment or public health, at permitted composting facilities would be a great, and welcome, step.  
	9b: 
	9c: A notable goal but certainly one which must always consider practical actions.  In other words, efforts relating to the goal must consider ever diminishing returns for increased efforts as well as the significant cost of such efforts in a prolonged and challenging economic environment for local jurisdictions, businesses and the state's residents.  
	10a: Any/all state-level actions to streamline, and thereby encourage, the beneficial use of solid waste, including WTE/CT, should be pursued, particularly when applied with consistency and practicality.  Such actions will also encourage much needed CT investment within CA and, by doing so, will result in more CT project development, lower future CT project development costs and lower tip fees at future CT facilities. 
	10b: 
	General: CalRecycle staff should be applauded in their sincere, and demonstrated, willingness to request stakeholder feedback/input and to truly incorporate such inputs into practical and beneficial outcomes. Such efforts will ensure California continues to be a national solid waste management leader.
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