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RECYCLING AND WASTE REDUCTION COMMISSION MINUTES 
October 22, 2014 
Board Chambers 

70 W. Hedding Street 
San Jose CA 95110 

Business Meeting at 5:15 p.m. 
 
Voting Members in Attendance   Representing 
Jim Griffith, City of Sunnyvale   SMaRT Station Cities  
Michael F. Kotowski, City of Campbell  West Valley Cities 
Linda J. LeZotte, SCVWD    Santa Clara Valley Water District 
Teresa O’Neill, City of Santa Clara   Central County Cities  
Jan Pepper, City of Los Altos    Member at Large  
Cat Tucker, City of Gilroy    South County Cities  
Mike Wasserman, County of Santa Clara  County of Santa Clara 
 
Voting Members Not in Attendance  Representing 
Ronit Bryant, City of Mountain View  Member at Large  
Kansen Chu, City of San José    City of San José 
Orrin Mahoney, City of Cupertino   North County Cities 
 
County Staff to the Commission 
Rob D’Arcy, Manager, Recycling and Waste Reduction Division  
Lisa Rose, Recycling and Waste Reduction Division 

 
Others in Attendance 
Mark Bowers, City of Sunnyvale 
Anthony Eulo, City of Morgan Hill 
Matt Krupp, City of Palo Alto 
Kevin Maitski, Supervisor Wasserman’s Office 
Doug Muirhead, Morgan Hill resident 
Bruce Olszewski, San Jose State University 
Ramesh Srinivasan, San Jose State University 
Dave Staub, City of Santa Clara 
Anna Szabo, City of San José  
 
 
 
 
 

Commissioners:  James R. Griffith, Chair; Ronit Bryant, Kansen Chu, Michael F. Kotowski, Linda J. LeZotte, Orrin Mahoney, 
 Teresa O’Neill, Jan Pepper, Cat Tucker, Mike Wasserman 
 



 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call 
Chair Griffith called the meeting to order at 5:20 p.m.  Only four Commissioners present at start of the 
meeting.  Quorum was not achieved until 5:35 p.m.  Items were taken out of order until quorum was 
met. 
 
2. Special Order of the Day 
There were no Special Orders of the Day 
 
3. Public Presentations  
There were no public presentations. 
 
4. RecycleStuff.org Presentation 
Bruce Olszewski from San Jose State gave a verbal presentation on RecycleStuff.org, a website from the 
Center for the Development of Recycling (CDR) that helps residents learn how and where to recycle.  
Additionally, the website provides garbage and recycling information for all the cities in the County.  
Due to technical difficulties, Bruce described the most recent upgrades to the website which include an 
easier search query for users to find best places to recycle their “stuff”.  Available on all platforms – 
computers, tablets, phones.  Reduced the number of pages needed to be clicked through.  The “Buy 
Back” is now called “Money Back” and there is now a mapping feature on the site that shows where 
each commodity can be recycled and the closest location. 
 
5. Approval of Minutes from August 27, 2014 Commission Meeting 
A motion was made to approve the minutes from the August 27, 2014 meeting.  Motion was seconded 
and passed unanimously. 
 
6. Consent Calendar 
No items for Consent Calendar. 
 
7. Legislative Priorities 
Rob D’Arcy presented the Legislative Priorities for 2015 and noted there was only a very minor change 
from the previous year – added household batteries to legislative item number two.  Wanted to call it out 
because the County has made great headway with battery companies over the past year to take back 
household batteries.  A motion was made to forward the Legislative Priorities to the Board of 
Supervisors for adoption.  Commissioner Wasserman abstained from the vote.  The motion passed 
unanimously. 
 
8. Legislative Wrap-Up 
Mark Bowers provided gave an end of session legislative overview on the following bills: 
  
• AB 1594 (Williams) – Recycling: diversion of green materials.   
This bill is significant statewide, but less so in our county, where there is little use made of green waste 
as alternative daily cover (ADC).  The most significant aspect of this bill is the discussion it started 
about CalRecycle funding.  The agency is largely funded by a $1.40 per tin fee on disposed waste.  Just 
as we’ve seen at the local level, the state is seeing reduced tons disposed, and thus reduced revenues 
from this fee.  A good analogy to how sales tax revenues are hard to come by because the tax is charged 
only on goods not services, and our economy is shifting away from good and toward services.  In this 
case, CalRecyle tried to leverage the Governor’s sign/veto decision to push for the fee based to be 



 

broadened to also include ADC material.  The Governor went ahead and signed it, but indicated a need 
for discussion next year ion how to better fund CalRecycle, so I think the fee issue is going to return in 
the next session.  This could have local implications.  If the state moves to broaden the base of this fee, 
that would support similar efforts at the County level to broaden the base of the fees that fund the 
County-provided services and the HHW program. 
 
• AB 1699 (Bloom) – plastic microbeads – this issue will be back in the next session 

 
• AB 1826 (Chesbro) – organic waste – this is the most important bill of the session, in terms of direct  
impact on services, customers, rates, and so on.  By 2019, many businesses will be required to arrange 
for composting of their organic wastes, and the jurisdictions will be required to that the organics services 
are available.  The ultimate goal is to reduce the amount of organics going into landfills.  ARB sees this 
as a way to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, because the methane generated by the decomposition of 
organics in landfills contributes to climate change. 
 
• SB 270 (Padilla) – Single-use plastic bags – prohibits use of single-use plastic grocery bags at large 
stores as of July 1, 2015.  Does the same at small grocers, convenience stores, liquor stores on year later.  
Requires the store to charge at least 10 cents to provide a paper bag or reusable bag.  Provides $2M in 
loans to plastic bag makers for transition to reusable bags.  
 
This supersedes local ordinances UNLESS the ordinance had passed its first reading by September 1, 
2014, and was adopted by January 1, 2015.  Local ordinances may be amended only to raise (not lower) 
the bag charged to 10 cents.  So the 11 existing local ordinances in Santa Clara County remain as is and 
five cities (Gilroy, Los Altos Hills, Milpitas, Monte Sereno and Saratoga) will be covered by the state 
law starting next July. HOWEVER the Progressive Bag Alliance (Hilex Poly, American Chemistry 
Council {ACC}, and others) has filed for a referendum to overturn the bill.  They have to collect 
500,000 signatures by December 29 to qualify.  If they succeed, implementation will be put on hold until 
after the November 2016 election.  It is interesting to note that the referendum would overturn 
everything EXCEPT the $2M in loans to the place bag manufacturers.  The plastics industry will spend 
as much as it thinks is necessary to get the signatures and win the referendum.  Five bag makers (only 
one form California) have committed $1.2M so far for the signature gathering phase and the total cost of 
signature gathering is expected to be around $5M. 
 
Back in 2009, the ACC successfully overturned a Seattle ordinance that would have not banned grocery 
bags.  Instead it would have charged a 20 cent fee per bag, with the revenue to be used by the City for 
environmental purposes. ACC spent about $1.5M on the election, or about $2.50 per Seattle resident.  If 
they spent that much per California resident, that would be almost $96M.  If you have the money, 
getting the signatures is almost automatic and that will result in the law being blocked from taking effect 
until after the November 2016 election. 
 
• SB 1014 (Jackson) – Drug Take Back 
This issue, probably combined with sharps take back requirements, will be back in the next session.  San 
Francisco recently announced0 their intent to pass an Alameda County-style pharm bill, after Alameda 
County prevailed at the Ninth Circuit Court. 
 



 

Household batteries EPR, another concept that did not pass this year, will also be back next session.  We 
are likely to also see EPR opponents revive the anti-EPT concept behind the failed AB 2371, which 
would have required local governments to provide door-to-door collection of HHW, at public expense. 
 

 
9. RWRC Meeting Dates and Time Discussion 
Lisa Rose asked Commissioners if the current meeting date and time still works for everyone.  
Commissioners stated that starting the meeting at 5:30 would allow Commissioners a little more time to 
get to meetings.  While those present noted that the fourth Wednesday was a good date, the Chair asked 
that an informal poll be taken of all Commissioners and report back at the next meeting. 
 
10. TAC Minutes  
Matt Krupp, TAC Chair noted that the TAC minutes were in Commissioners’ packets and was happy to 
answer any questions. There were no questions. 
 
11. Announcements/Future Agenda Items 
 
12. Adjournment 

Chair Griffith adjourned the meeting at 6:20 p.m. 

 

 

NO DECEMBER MEETING 

Next meeting:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015  
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