Hello:

Please consider making the reporting period for Form 303 (Fiscal year)coincide with the reporting period
for the DTSC form for E-waste (Calendar year

As jurisdictions have to collect the data for both reports currently, such a change would not alter our
work load. It would do the following:

Allow us to compile the data once instead of twice. This change would not impact the manner in which |
collect the data, which is an ongoing process. But currently | have to prepare two spreadsheets, one to
use to prepare each agency’s report: | have to compile the data twice, once from Jan to Dec for DTSC
and then from June to July for CalRecycle.)

For regional reporting entities such as Fresno County, the number of times we need to contact our
participating jurisdictions and haulers (who often have some of the data needed) is reduced. And
because our participating jurisdictions and haulers rely on us to handle these reports (and try to think
about them as little as possible), they often get confused. They vaguely remember having worked with
us on this kind of report less than a year ago and ask us why are we doing this again so soon.

It would allow a comparison between the two reports. As a jurisdiction, | want to track changes over
time. As the overseeing agency, | would think you would not only wish to do the same, but that you
would benefit from being able to easily reconcile the two reports, to determine that both agencies are
receiving the same data over the a given defined period of time.

Creates the potential for the jurisdiction to file one less report, have to deal with one less deadline. The
“extra” questions (e.g., counts of bare, broken, not covered items) that would need to be “added”
(actually just provided along with Form 303 so as not to compromise the regs) are data already being
collected and reported upon. The only difference would be what period of time that data encompassed
and when it had to be submitted.

This change would not increase the flow/amount of data, nor the amount or frequency of the reporting
process, for the jurisdictions or the agencies.

For the two agencies, it would mean that only one staff person/team would be needed (not a
person/team from each agency) to undertake the report process, including preparing and distributing
the report forms and submittal reminders, tracking submissions, and following up on the non-compliant.
Would that not save your staff time and reduce your costs? | suspect that enough would be saved in the
first year alone to cover any costs associated with any one time regulatory change that might be
required. And the people who now prepare and submit two reports to the agencies would realize the
savings from then on. A Win-Win!

Certainly these two agencies are more than capable/technically able to share/coordinate such a joint
effort — taking data submitted in on one form and selecting out what each agency needs. Any resources
spent on such a coordination should be minimal, and a one-time expense, at best.

| am not aware of any good reasons, (other than limitations associated with the statutes/regulations)
why the long-term benefits of this change would not outweigh any short-term associated

costs. Statutes/regs need to facilitate and support staff and programs, not prevent or hinder us from
reaching our goals.



You say you really want to make the reporting process more meaningful, less costly and less of a burden,
for the jurisdictions and the agencies involved. Here is your chance to do something that will have a real
impact. It doesn’t matter to me (and probably most of the other submitters of this report) which
format prevails (Calendar vs. Fiscal). | would like to think the two agencies would be able to work that
element out for themselves.

Hopefully,

Leslie Kline Please take a moment to complete our hew, very short
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RMDZ Administrator
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https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/PWP_SuperShort5

