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COMMENTS ON CALRECYCLE PROPOSED REVISIONS TO TITLES 14 AND 27 REGULATIONS 
REGARDING COMPOST ABLE MATERIALS, TRANSFER/PROCESSING, PERMJT APPLJCA TION 
FORM AND PERMIT EXEMPTIONS. 

Dear Mr. Decio: 

The Solano County Solid Waste Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) appreciates the opportunity to 
comment on the proposed regulatory package regarding compostable materials, transfer/process ing, 
permit application form, and permit exemptions and respectfully submits the following comments 
regarding specific sections in California Code of Regulations, Title 14 (1 4CCR): 

1. 	 Describe Field Testing Methodology: The LEA agrees with the comments provided by CCDEH 
regarding the need for development ofa field testing methodology for checking physical 
contaminant as required by 14CCR Section 17868.3.1. The LEA also concurs with CCDEH 
assessment for the need of a phased approach for physical contaminants as described in their 
December 5, 2014 letter. 

2. 	 E nforcement Agency (EA) Notifications: Title 14 sections referring to the operation types 

e ligible for the EA notification tier as proposed state: "Operation ..... shall be inspected by the EA 
at least once every three (3) months un less the EA approves, with Depa1t ment concurrence, a 
reduced inspection frequency'' . The LEA is concerned about this required concurrence from 
Calrecyle fo r reduced inspection frequency at these operations. These operations are not under the 
Solid waste facil ity permit and the LEA thinks that this process will be an unnecessary intrusion 
into the LEA's discretionary authority for making these adjustments. The LEAs at the local level 
are more suited to aliow the reduced frequency on their own. (Applicable to 14CCR Sections: 
17362.2, 17377.2, 17383.3 .. ....etc.) 

3. 	 Section 17862. Research Composting Operations: The LEA suggests clarification in the case 
of a petmitted composting site that would want to run one or a few trial projects on a new 
material and or process. What happens if a facil ity operating under an EA notification has several 
smaller research projects running simultaneously on site and the aggregate throughput for the 
whole site would otherwise need a fu ll permit? The LEA is concerned with the total facility 
impacts and believes that a fu ll permit should not be avoided by breaking operations into more 
than one smaller projects. 

4. 	 Section 17863.4.1 (c) (d): The Odor Best Management Practice Feasibility Report requires 

approval by the LEA "in consultation with" Ca l Recycle. This section needs clarification . Please 
explain what "consultation with CaiRecycle" consists of. 
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5. 	 Section 17867(a)(2):The addition of" All hand ling activities shall be cond ucted in a manner that 
minimizes odor impacts so as not to cause nuisance" " ... Nuisance including anything wh ich 

(a) 	rs injurious to human health or is indecent or offensive to the senses and interferes with the 
comfOI1able enjoyment of life and propetty, and 

(b) 	Affects at the same time an entire community, neighborhood or any considerable number of 
persons. The extent of annoyance or damage inflicted upon an individual may be unequal. 

This proposed s ubsection might lead to confus ion about the definition of "nuisance". The LEA 
recommends removing this definition or just including a simple citation to the Civi l Code §3479 
as- "Nuisance" includes any condition creating a public nuisance as provided in Civil Code 
§34 79 et seq. 

6. 	 Section 17896.19: The hyphenation of on-s ite creates a grammatical error. Consider add ing ''to" 

before on-site as" T he operator of an in-vessel digestion operation or faci lity must take adequate 
measures to prevent the uncontrolled re lease of biogas that may have harmful effects to on-site 
users and the general publ ic". 

7. 	 Section 18302(d)(3)(B): The LEA is concerned with the change in this section . The LEA staff 
should not only document, but shou ld make a finding on whether he/she believes the odor is 
offensive. This goes to whether a reasonable person would be bothered by the odor and can 
identify exaggerated complaints on one hand, whi le supporting the LEA's deeming a cond ition as 
a violation on the other. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide comments and input on the regulatory process. Ifyou 
have any questions, please call me at 707-784-3308 .. 

Sincerely, 

c.::-~\(;~ 
Jagjinder Sahota, REHS 
Environmental Health Manager 
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