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Name: Kirsten Liske
Representing: Ecology Action

Email: kliske@ecoact.org

Phone: 831-515-1323

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?

Pg. 9 - Regarding the 7 million tons of disposal-related activities that is being added
to the project medium growth rate of traditional disposal of 36 million tons in 2020.
The 7 million (from Table 1 on pg. 8) seems to be a rough estimate of one years
worth of data, 2010) whereas the 36 million looks to fall within a projected rate over

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 O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant
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1b. Regulatory Oversight

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

1c. Strategic Facilitation and Incentivizing Of Facility Siting

What are the incentives being provided?

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

1d. Modify RMDZ Program To Be Statewide

Need to flush out more how this will work with the 1e strategy and how ZAs will be
affected. Is there demand for assistance outside of the existing RMDZs? Would
expanding the program statewide limit assistance because of more competition?

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

O Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

le. Increase Recycling Manufacturing Business Assistance

See above comments to 1d. Who is best skilled to provide this business assistance.
Noticed training will be needed on biz and econ development. How much? Is there
an existing entity that already has these skills to provide assistance?

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

O Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



1f. Increase Collection Efficiency/Quality

Its sounds like without any authority to oversee or enforce collection
efficiency/quality standards this is jut putting up information on a website - not sure
how effective this will be. Is this a good use of resources? Are there other
alternatives? Can the state standards be revised to include design specs that

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful G Irrelevant

1g. Streamline Planning Documents

Sounds like there is potential here, just needs to be flushed out more. Would need
to assess if these changes will truly save time and money.

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

1h. Communications Outreach on Infrastructure

Sounds like a good plan. Gaining public input through focus groups is a critical step.
Likely emphasis on job growth in communities will be one of the best sellers of new
or expanded infrastructure. Connecting people with these jobs in reality will be vitally
important to the integrity of this message as well as tracking the successes of jobs

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

1. What Did We Miss?

The emphasis on job creation is extremely important. Don't overlook ways to
promote and make this a reality wherever possible. This will be a critical element to
making this campaign a success in California. May want to make Job Creation a its
own category under this section - 1g.Job Creation



2. Organics
2a. Greenwaste ADC

The timing of 2a and and 2b are important. Since progress with organics facilities
has been slow (hard to open and sustain) this needs to be addressed first or there
will not be enough alternative organics collection facilities to handle the GW ADC
being diverted away from landfills.

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

2b. Organics Disposal Phase-out

See above. In our county alone there is a need and desire for an organics collection
site. We had a pilot for food scrap from commercial sector that was successful until
the pilot ended and the cost of the permitting/infrastructure for the full scale facility
was realized. Now all material has to be hauled out of the county. Incentivize these

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

2c. Funding for Organics Infrastructure

See 2b comments. Funding is critical to getting these facilities up and running. The
need and desire are there in our county but the funding is not.

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

2d. Indirect Incentives

A lot to be done here but this is one of the most integrative approaches in the whole
plan so far reducing organics going landfills and using organics for renewable
energy and fuel, reducing GHG - an approach that makes sense in multiple ways!

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



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

Good idea but looks to require significant research at this point. Additionally, how
will the new ADC regulation and co-composting be monitored and enforced?

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

2f. Cross-Agency Regulatory Issues

The cost and time of the permitting is a definite disincentive so work on these issues
would hopefully make organics collection infrastructure viable.

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

2g. Biomethane Pipeline Issue

Not sure of how this relates to diverting organics away from landfills. This statement
needs more clarification: Contribution to 75% - providing additional markets for
biomethane is key to supporting the development of organics facilities. What's the
connection? How is biomethane helping us achieve the 75%?

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

O Critical G Somewhat Useful @ Irrelevant

2. What Did We Miss?

Support of programs that provide education, outreach and bins for at home
composting to reduce amount going to landfill and reduce gHg emissions through
lack of hauling of waste to processing facilities. We had one in our county that was
well attended and utilized but it was cut due to loss of funding. The need and desire




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

There are several options that need to be explored to determine which would be the
most effective. The current new threshold (4 cy) is a start but how much recycling
they are required to do is unclear/undetermined in the new MCR reg. No
measurements are required so a business could be recycling very little and still meet

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

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

Since CalRecycle data on MRFs is currently disjointed and incomplete, there is an
obvious need to implement better tracking of MRFs as a first step. Once the data is
more complete then you can determine what the next steps are ie. BMPs,
audits/inspections, standards? First - How is MRF data currently used? How will or

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

3c. Establish Business Enforcement Component

First need to determine what is being enforced. Since AB 341 has no minimum
amount of recycling that needs to be occurring there is no definitive action to be
enforced. If a business or multifamily facility is only recycling one can per month or
just cardboard they are essentially meeting the requirements. There is too much

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

3d. Grants for Multi-Family Recycling Programs

The multi-family recycling program we have started in our region has been very
successful but there is lots more to do. There is a need for at least one year of
follow-up and monitoring as there is turnover of residents in these types of facilities.
Yes, there are sometimes space constraints but we have seen grant funding to

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



3e. Awards for Businesses

Has the existing WRAP been well utilized? Has is been effective for businesses? Is
there still interest in it? If yes, then continuing and expanding the program to other
commercial sectors (i.e. multifamily and and public entities) seems worthwhile. Need
clear criteria to determine what will constitute a WRAP award i.e. not just meeting

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

3. What Did We Miss?

There are educational and outreach materials have been developed for multifamily,
special events and the hospitality sector but more needs to be developed for other
business types and small businesses in particular. Special events is definitely an
area that should be included in the commercial recycling realm. Support

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

Canada, BC in particular has made some huge strides in this area that we can learn
from http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/epd/recycling/history/index.htm EPR is essential to
reducing waste and increasing diversion. Ultimately could be a big money saver for
the municipalities in the long run. Will drive better product design and packaging too,

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful G Irrelevant

4b. Packaging

See comments to 4a. Following British Columbia's lead would be great. Determine
the the most wasteful product packaging to target first pilot to statewide. Definitely
tie into EPR and tie cost of operating program to producers creating the packing.

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



4. What Did We Miss?

Work with biggest generators on EPR and packaging - many larger companies have
sustainability staff now who can focus on these aspects of the business. Partner
businesses together to share information and resources to address EPR/packaging
comprehensively rather than piecemeal. Work industry leaders/groups. Industry

. Reform Beverage Container Program
5a. Redefine Commingled Rate

What are the concerns/issues around the current commingled system? How will this
improve upon these?

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

If enforcement is challenging now - need to address how a new minimum content
will be enforced.

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

Is there a market for the additional containers to be recycled. For example mixed
materials packing like tetra packs for juices and soy milk.

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant



5d. Elimination of 14581 Fixed Dollar Expenditures

Need to investigate the effect of essentially stopping funds that are currently
automatically allocated to local CCCs, cities/counties. Will likely have a big impact
on these entities programs. Prioritizing sounds appropriate but need to be
congnicent of the effects of this shift in appropriations on local communities.

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

Not sure about this. Lots of moving parts. Shifting stewardship from manufacturers
to consumers? Effect on products sold decreasing and reducing tax revenue for
state?

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

5. What Did We Miss?

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

When it comes to state purchasing we should already have these preferences in
place in our contracts with vendors. Yes, give preference to vendors using PCRC
and California based businesses absolutely.

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

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

Effective mechanisms for enforcement will be important to the success of this.
Alternatively or maybe included with enforcement, is there an incentive process that
could encourage this. What incentives would be useful/attractive to state agencies?

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

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

Good use of time to get this testing in place and easily use 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
Closely tied with 6a and 6b

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

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

Not sure if the work to do this and the tax revenue loss is worth the "potential"
outcome/goal of increasing purchasing of these products. Need to do some
cost/benefit analysis and market research on if this tax reduction on products is
enough of an incentive to drive more purchasing in the market.

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

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

Carbon credit may be the best option so as not to effect tax revenue(i.e. sales tax
cut or tax credits).

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

6. What Did We Miss?

7. Other Materials
7a. Tire Incentive Payments, EPR, or More Market Demand
Where will the money for the incentive payments come from?

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

7b. Plastics

Much more work to do here and details needed.

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

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

A combination of all three options would be best ather than depending on just one
i.e. support comprehensive diversion, incorporate new device categories and

definitely pursue EPR wherever possible. Maybe a phased approach as | am sure
any one of these will take some time. Also, incorporating proper E-Waste disposal

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O 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?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O 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 O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

7f. Fiber: Bans on Cardboard Going Into Landfills

Yes, encourage more recycling of cardboard. Still have the contamination issue to
deal with, buyers of cardboard from collection facilities can reject a entire load
based on % contamination. i.e. food soiled cardboard - incorporated into
organics/compost section of 75% plan.

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

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

O Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

7h. Used Oil LCA Follow-ups’

More marketing of the "Check your number" website would help to reduce the
number of oil changes and motor oil to be recycled. In our local program we are
making decals (like those you get when you have your oil changed with the
mileage/date of next change) with a reminder to recycle your motor oil and we have

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

7. What Did We Miss?

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

Here is a unique model that City of Napa used in their last RFP for Diversion
Services: http://waste360.com/mag/waste_building_bridges

Incentives-Based Contract — The final contract indicates the five ways the

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

@ Critical O Somewhat Useful O 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 O 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?

O Critical O Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

8. What Did We Miss?

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

Yes, we have had an active master composters group in our county and we were
able to provide classes and resources for local residents on composting until the
County had to cut the funding due to budget constraints. There is still a need and
demand for this, funding is the limitation. We also have a large ag industry, it would

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

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

Before putting time and money into to this, has there been an evaluation of the
impacts of these types of certification/eco label programs. A cost benefit analysis is
needed.

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

9c. Promotion of Local Zero Waste Activities

This is somewhat vague. Yes, support zero waste activities i.e. zero waste events,
UC system goal of zero waste by 2020. What other activities will this include?

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

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O 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?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O 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?

O Critical @ Somewhat Useful O Irrelevant

10. What Did We Miss?

General Comments
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	01Name: Kirsten Liske
	02Represents: Ecology Action
	03Email: kliske@ecoact.org
	04Phone: 831-515-1323
	05Thoughts: 
	06Numbers: Pg. 9 - Regarding the 7 million tons of disposal-related activities that is being added to the project medium growth rate of traditional disposal of 36 million tons in 2020. The 7 million (from Table 1 on pg. 8) seems to be a rough estimate of one years worth of data, 2010) whereas the 36 million looks to fall within a projected rate over a period of  15 years (2010 - 2025). It seems that the additional disposal related activities being added to the 36 million projection should be based on more than one years worth of date (i.e. 2010). Is there more years worth of data of additional disposal-related activity to check if this 7 million tons is a good average representation of this category of activities)?
Pg. 10 - A more detailed breakdown is needed of what is included in each of the categories displayed in Chart 3. Ex. As noted later in the report C&D 29% of waste stream, food waste is 16%, compostable organics is 20%. Where are these in the chart?
Need a clear comparison chart of what is currently considered diversion/recycling vs what will now be counted as diversion/recycling towards the 75% goal.
	07Policy: 
	1a: 
	1b: 
	1c: What are the incentives being provided?
	1d: Need to flush out more how this will work with the 1e strategy and how ZAs will be affected. Is there demand for assistance outside of the existing RMDZs? Would expanding the program statewide limit assistance because of more competition?
	1e: See above comments to 1d. Who is best skilled to provide this business assistance. Noticed training will be needed on biz and econ development. How much? Is there an existing entity that already has these skills to provide assistance?
	1f: Its sounds like without any authority to oversee or enforce collection efficiency/quality standards this is jut putting up information on a website - not sure how effective this will be. Is this a good use of resources? Are there other alternatives? Can the state standards be revised to include design specs that promote collection efficiency/quality. Is there a way to incentivize this? Free/additional promotion to those who meet collection efficiency/quality criteria? Other freebees, benefits, incentives?
	1g: Sounds like there is potential here, just needs to be flushed out more. Would need to assess if these changes will truly save time and money.
	1h: Sounds like a good plan. Gaining public input through focus groups is a critical step. Likely emphasis on job growth in communities will be one of the best sellers of new or expanded infrastructure. Connecting people with these jobs in reality will be vitally important to the integrity of this message as well as tracking the successes of jobs created for the long-term and environmental benefits achieved. Making sure that these successes are tied back directly to the community not watered down in a regional or statewide message. We want communities to be proud of what they have invested and achieved. People need to be tied directly to these positive outcomes in order to continue to support these efforts and to influence other communities to support infrastructure. Early adopters can pave the way for more hesitant communities.
	2a: The timing of 2a and and 2b are important. Since progress with organics facilities has been slow (hard to open and sustain) this needs to be addressed first or there will not be enough alternative organics collection facilities to handle the GW ADC being diverted away from landfills.
	2b: See above. In our county alone there is a need and desire for an organics collection site. We had a pilot for food scrap from commercial sector that was successful until the pilot ended and the cost of the permitting/infrastructure for the full scale facility was realized. Now all material has to be hauled out of the county. Incentivize these facilities by lowing the costs of permitting, etc. Then maybe there will be opportunity for organics diversion from landfills.
	2c: See 2b comments. Funding is critical to getting these facilities up and running. The need and desire are there in our county but the funding is not.
	2d: A lot to be done here but this is one of the most integrative approaches in the whole plan so far reducing organics going landfills and using organics for renewable energy and fuel, reducing GHG - an approach that makes sense in multiple ways!
	2e: Good idea but looks to require significant research at this point. Additionally, how will the new ADC regulation and co-composting be monitored and enforced?
	2f: The cost and time of the permitting is a definite disincentive so work on these issues would hopefully make organics collection infrastructure viable.
	2g: Not sure of how this relates to diverting organics away from landfills. This statement needs more clarification:  Contribution to 75% - providing additional markets for biomethane is key to supporting the development of organics facilities. What's the connection? How is biomethane helping us achieve the 75%?
	3a: There are several options that need to be explored to determine which would be the most effective. The current new threshold (4 cy) is a start but how much recycling they are required to do is unclear/undetermined in the new MCR reg. No measurements are required so a business could be recycling very little and still meet the requirements. Therefore some system of measurement would be more effective in ensuring that significant recycling is occurring. Yes, include all multifamily. Yes lower the threshold after some time (see if the current threshold is effective enough first). Yes, determine some system of measurement and 50% requirement for all that fall under the requirement.
	3b: Since CalRecycle data on MRFs is currently disjointed and incomplete, there is an obvious need to implement better tracking of MRFs as a first step. Once the data is more complete then you can determine what the next steps are ie. BMPs, audits/inspections, standards? First - How is MRF data currently used? How will or does it need to be used for determining contribution to the 75%?
	3c: First need to determine what is being enforced. Since AB 341 has no minimum amount of recycling that needs to be occurring there is no definitive action to be enforced. If a business or multifamily facility is only recycling one can per month or just cardboard they are essentially meeting the requirements. There is too much variation that can occur with the current ambiguity of AB341. First need to determine what amount of recycling meets the requirement then you can look into enforcement possibilities, if needed. Would it be better to first start with an ordinance in every county/city? Then determine if enforcement will be via local entities, CalRecycle or a combo thereof.
	3d: The multi-family recycling program we have started in our region has been very successful but there is lots more to do. There is a need for at least one year of follow-up and monitoring as there is turnover of residents in these types of facilities. Yes, there are sometimes space constraints but we have seen grant funding to implement enclosure improvements can be very effective. One barrier that needs to be kept in mind is local permitting requirements for enclosure structures - time and cost of the permitting need to be taken into consideration for the project timeline i.e. grant timelines need to allow for this process for multiple enclosure improvements. University residential areas of campus should also be included under these multifamily programs as we have seen how effective these programs can be as well in our region.
	3e: Has the existing WRAP been well utilized? Has is been effective for businesses? Is there still interest in it? If yes, then continuing and expanding the program to other commercial sectors (i.e. multifamily and and public entities) seems worthwhile. Need clear criteria to determine what will constitute a WRAP award i.e. not just meeting but exceeding the new MCR goals. Tying into Green Biz program seems appropriate too. If as a part of their GB cert they are shown to exemplify the WRAP criteria - adding them to the list of nominees for WRAP makes sense.
	4a: Canada, BC in particular has made some huge strides in this area that we can learn from http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/epd/recycling/history/index.htm EPR is essential to reducing waste and increasing diversion. Ultimately could be a big money saver for the municipalities in the long run. Will drive better product design and packaging too, minimizing waste.
	4b: See comments to 4a. Following British Columbia's lead would be great. Determine the the most wasteful product packaging to target first pilot to statewide. Definitely tie into EPR and tie cost of operating program to producers creating the packing.
	5a: What are the concerns/issues around the current commingled system? How will this improve upon these?
	5b: If enforcement is challenging now - need to address how a new minimum content will be enforced.
	5c: Is there a market for the additional containers to be recycled. For example mixed materials packing like tetra packs for juices and soy milk.
	5d: Need to investigate the effect of essentially stopping funds that are currently automatically allocated to local CCCs, cities/counties. Will likely have a big impact on these entities programs. Prioritizing sounds appropriate but need to be congnicent of the effects of this shift in appropriations on local communities.
	5e: Not sure about this. Lots of moving parts. Shifting stewardship from manufacturers to consumers? Effect on products sold decreasing and reducing tax revenue for state?
	6a: When it comes to state purchasing we should already have these preferences in place in our contracts with vendors. Yes, give preference to vendors using PCRC and California based businesses absolutely.
	6b: Effective mechanisms for enforcement will be important to the success of this. Alternatively or maybe included with enforcement, is there an incentive process that could encourage this. What incentives would be useful/attractive to state agencies?
	6c: Good use of time to get this testing in place and easily use TDPs.
	6d: Closely tied with 6a and 6b
	6e: Not sure if the work to do this and the tax revenue loss is worth the "potential" outcome/goal of increasing purchasing of these products. Need to do some cost/benefit analysis and market research on if this tax reduction on products is enough of an incentive to drive more purchasing in the market.
	6f: Carbon credit may be the best option so as not to effect tax revenue(i.e. sales tax cut or tax credits).
	7a: Where will the money for the incentive payments come from?
	7b: Much more work to do here and details needed. 
	7c: A combination of all three options would be best ather than depending on just one i.e. support comprehensive diversion, incorporate new device categories and definitely pursue EPR wherever possible. Maybe a phased approach as I am sure any one of these will take some time. Also, incorporating proper E-Waste disposal so that it is not shipped oversees and handled without consideration of human health and environmental impacts. e-stewards certification or equivalent should be required of all collection facilities. http://e-stewards.org/find-a-recycler/recycler-listing/

	7d: 
	7e: 
	7f: Yes, encourage more recycling of cardboard. Still have the contamination issue to deal with, buyers of cardboard from collection facilities can reject a entire load based on % contamination. i.e. food soiled cardboard - incorporated into organics/compost section of 75% plan.
	7g: 
	7h: More marketing of the "Check your number" website would help to reduce the number of oil changes and motor oil to be recycled. In our local program we are making decals (like those you get when you have your oil changed with the mileage/date of next change) with a reminder to recycle your motor oil and we have include the check your number website into our educational literature. We do have curbside pickup for most residents. There also needs to be more awareness of how to dispose of used oil filters - this is often overlooked and these can end up in landfills as well.
	8a: Here is a unique model that City of Napa used in their last RFP for Diversion Services: http://waste360.com/mag/waste_building_bridges

Incentives-Based Contract — The final contract indicates the five ways the contractor is paid. This includes a diversion incentive, where if a 50 percent diversion rate is attained, the contractor’s compensation increases. The opposite is true if the diversion rate drops below 50 percent. Additionally, the contractor keeps 30 percent of all marketed materials.
	8b: 
	8c: 
	9a: Yes, we have had an active master composters group in our county and we were able to provide classes and resources for local residents on composting until the County had to cut the funding due to budget constraints. There is still a need and demand for this, funding is the limitation.  We also have a large ag industry, it would be great to be able to work with this business sector on reducing food waste.
	9b: Before putting time and money into to this, has there been an evaluation of the impacts of these types of certification/eco label programs. A cost benefit analysis is needed.
	9c: This is somewhat vague. Yes, support zero waste activities i.e. zero waste events, UC system goal of zero waste by 2020. What other activities will this include?
	10a: 
	10b: 
	General: 
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