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RECYCLING AND WASTE REDUCTION COMMISSION MINUTES 

August 30, 2010 
1553 Berger Drive, San Jose, CA 95112 
Building 1, 2nd Floor Conference Room 

Business Meeting at 5:15 p.m. 
 
Voting Members in Attendance  Representing 
Kansen Chu, City of San Jose   City of San Jose 
Jim Griffith, City of Sunnyvale  Mountain View, Palo Alto, Sunnyvale 
Rosemary Kamei, SCVWD   Santa Clara Valley Water District   
Evan Low, City of Campbell   Campbell, Los Gatos, Monte Sereno, Saratoga 
Jamie McLeod, City of Santa Clara  Milpitas, Santa Clara  
Cat Tucker, City of Gilroy   Morgan Hill, Gilroy 
Kris Wang, City of Cupertino   Cupertino, Los Altos, Los Altos Hills 
Curtis Wright, City of Monte Sereno  Member at Large – All Jurisdictions 
Ken Yeager, County of Santa Clara  County of Santa Clara 
 
Voting Members Not in Attendance Representing 
Ronit Bryant, City of Mountain View Member at Large – All Jurisdictions 
 
County Staff to the Commission 
Stan Chau, Department of Environmental Health 
Elizabeth Constantino, Integrated Waste Management Division 
Lisa Rose, Integrated Waste Management Division 

 
Others in Attendance 
Mark Bowers, City of Sunnyvale 
Gil Cheso, Allied Waste/Newby Island 
Rene Eyerly, City of Palo Alto  
Anthony Eulo, City of Morgan Hill 
Richard Gertman, Cascadia Consulting 
Michael Gross, Zanker Road Landfill 
Emy Mendoza, City of San Jose 
Cynthia Palacio, City of Mountain View 
Lori Topley, City of Mountain View 
Jo Zientek, City of San Jose 
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1. Call to Order/Introductions 
Chair McLeod called the meeting to order at 5:19 p.m. Eight Commissioners were present and quorum was 
met. All present introduced themselves.  An eighth commissioner arrived shortly thereafter and a ninth 
Commissioner arrived at 5:58 p.m. 
 
2. Approval of June 28, 2010 Minutes 
Commissioner Wright moved to approve the June 28, 2010 meeting minutes.  The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Griffith.  The motion to approve the minutes passed unanimously. 
 
3. Public Presentations  
There were no public presentations 
 
4. Election of Officers 
Lisa Rose opened the floor for nominations for Chair.  Kansen Chu nominated Jamie McLeod for 
Chair.  The motion was seconded by Ken Yeager.  Lisa Rose asked for any other nominations.  
Seeing none, Lisa closed the floor to nominations and Jamie McLeod was unanimously elected to 
serve another term as Chair.  Chair McLeod then opened the floor to nominations for Vice Chair.  
Evan Low nominated Jim Griffith.  Jamie asked for other nominations.  No other nominations were 
received and Jim Griffith was voted in to serve as Vice Chair with no opposition or abstentions. 
 
5. Heart of the Valley 
Chair McLeod presented information from Heart of the Valley, a non profit in the City of Santa 
Clara that has been assisting in the removal of household hazardous waste and pharmaceuticals from 
the homes of senior citizens.  Heart of the Valley has made two previous presentations to the 
Commission and would like to expand this program into other cities within the County.  They have 
asked the Recycling and Waste Reduction Commission to forward a letter to mayors and city 
managers expressing their support of this program.  Cities will need have the financial means to 
assist.   Collection of prescription medications requires a law enforcement officer accompany the 
volunteers to take control of the pharmaceuticals.  Director Kamei had asked what type of funding is 
needed for Heart of the Valley to expand.   She was confident the water quality people would be 
very interested in this program.  Elizabeth Constantino stated that she’d spoken to Rob D’Arcy from 
the County’s Household Hazardous Waste Program.  He is supportive of the Program stated that 
costs for expanding would be minimal and would not negatively impact his program.  Chair McLeod 
noted that the City of Santa Clara provides some funding to Heart of the Valley through a 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG).  Commissioner Kamei moved to accept the letter 
and forward to the City Managers and Mayors for consideration. Commissioner Yeager seconded the 
motion.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
6. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Minutes 
Lori Topley noted that the last two TAC meetings were devoted primarily to Zero Waste and the Ninth 
Amendment to the Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which are both on this agenda and will be 
discussed further.  Additionally, the TAC and a subcommittee have been looking at the polystyrene food 
packaging issue and will be reporting back at a future RWRC meeting. 
 
7. Zero Waste Vision and Guiding Principles 
The Chair clarified that the RWRC would be considering the overall concept of Zero Waste.  The 
RWRC will be providing each jurisdiction with the same information with the understanding that 
each jurisdiction will consider how and when to implement Zero Waste within their community.  
Richard Gertman confirmed that is what the Zero Waste AD Hoc Committee had in mind.  He went 
on to note that the Zero Waste Vision was trimmed per the wishes of the Recycling and Waste 
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Reduction Commission and that the guiding principles had also been revised.  Also included in the 
packet are examples of what other cities have already committed to and/or are considering. 
Commissioner Wright noted he had been on tours of various Material Recovery Facilities (MRF) 
and that not all MRFs are created equal.  He asked how a jurisdiction succeeds in attaining the 
highest and best use for their materials.  Richard responded that it is up to the city or jurisdiction to 
set the vision for what they want to see and then direct contractor to meet those goals.  Richard 
stated that there is a higher cost associated with a higher level of service.  Several commissioners 
commended the Zero Waste Ad Hoc Committee for their hard work on this document. 
Commissioner Kamei moved to accept the report and forward a favorable recommendation to City 
Managers, Mayors and the County Board of Supervisors. Commissioner Yeager seconded the 
motion and it passed unanimously. 
 
8. Ninth Amendment to the Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) 
Cynthia Palacio, Operations Subcommittee Chair, noted that the Operations Subcommittee and TAC 
had been discussing the ninth amendment to the NDFE and would like more information from two 
of the four facilities that are seeking to be included in the amendment.  TAC would like more 
information about scope of operations, processing methods, operating hours, source and destination 
of materials from Environmental Resources Recovery, Inc. doing business as Valley Recycling and 
Kings Row Transfer.   Cynthia explained that the process from the time an applicant applies to the 
Planning Office to the time they request inclusion in the amendment to the NDFE is often very short.  
Integrated Waste Management and the host jurisdiction staff do not always have adequate time to 
review all the necessary documentation to make an informed decision.  
 
When a facility applies for permits, the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) looks strictly at health 
and safety codes.  Most cities have franchised hauling contracts and it is important to know where 
material comes from and where it goes when a new facility is added.  Commissioner Chu asked if 
there is a guideline for processing so much tonnage per acre.  Stan Chau from the Department of 
Environmental Health said a through-put analysis can be conducted that looks at a facility’s 
manpower, equipment, hours of operation and expected tonnage to help indentify the acreage needed 
for processing. 
 
Commissioner Griffith asked where the best place to expend our resources is where this matter is 
concerned.  Cynthia replied that it is best to start at the beginning of the permit process and ensure 
that planning staff works more closely with solid waste staff by notifying solid waste staff when a 
permit for a new or expanded facility comes into their office.   
 
Commissioner Griffith asked if having more uniform guidelines between cities within the County 
would be advantageous and Stan Chau said this would greatly improve the permitting process.  He 
noted that the City of Oakland developed a model ordinance within their JPA.  Commissioner 
Wright said the West Valley Cities JPA had just completed a model ordinance. 
 
Commissioner Chu asked Jo Zientek about the prospect of Planning notifying TAC reps or solid 
waste staff as soon as a permit application comes in.  Jo said it would definitely close a gap and 
would also be beneficial to the applicant. 
 
TAC has developed preliminary guidelines to address issues and would like RWRC’s direction to proceed.  
The RWRC agreed to have TAC and the Operations Subcommittee continue to review the process for 
NDFE amendments so that all involved can be better informed, provided that this can be accommodated 
into everyone’s workload.  Commissioner Tucker moved to accept TAC’s recommendations to:  
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1. Recommend the ninth amendment to the NDFE include: Recology Silicon Valley Processing & 
Transfer Facility and Zero Waste Energy Development Company’s Anaerobic Digestion Facility. 
Direct TAC to request more information about scope of operations, processing methods, operating 
hours, source and destination of materials from Environmental Resources Recovery, Inc. doing 
business as Valley Recycling and Kings Row Transfer.   

2. Request that city and County Planning Departments notify TAC when a facility applies for a permit. 

3. Direct TAC via the Operations Subcommittee to establish a fee structure for the NDFE process. 

4. Open the Public Comment period for the 9th Amendment. 

Commissioner Griffith seconded the motion and it passed with no opposition or abstentions. 

 
9. Proposed Legislation Policies and Priorities 
IWM Division Manager Elizabeth Constantino presented the proposed legislative policies and 
priorities for calendar year 2011. She noted that each year the Legislative Subcommittee of the 
Technical Advisory Committee reviews and edits the Integrated Waste Management list of 
recommended legislative priorities.  Consideration is given to current and emerging environmental 
issues.  The list then goes to the full Technical Advisory Committee for review and a vote.  There 
were no changes made to this year’s policies and priorities. 
  
Commissioner Griffith noted that there was no mention of plastic bags in the priorities, despite that this is an 
emerging issue both locally and at the state level.  Elizabeth explained that the individual priorities are 
purposely very broad and non-specific and that bags can fall under priority number eight that deals with 
litter. Discussion continued about this topic and it was suggested that Priority # 8 be amended to include the 
following language: “advocating for a reduction in single-use containers.”  Commissioner Yeager moved to 
approve the additional language.  Commissioner Tucker seconded and the motion passed unanimously.  The 
new version of priority #8 reads as follows:  
 

Legislation to further address litter control and abatement problems in California 
including enforcement, outreach campaigns, advocating for a reduction in single-
use containers, and the cleanup of littered areas. 

 
It should be noted that because she is familiar with all of the County’s Policies and Priorities, the County’s 
Legislative Director may remove specifics from Integrated Waste Management’s priorities that are already 
captured elsewhere in the larger document that goes to the Board of Supervisors. 
 
10. Announcements  
Commissioner Yeager announced that the Board will be honoring 111 Green Businesses at a reception on 
September 28, 2010 at 6:00 p.m.   The event will be held at the Isaac Newton Senter Auditorium at 70 West 
Hedding Street, San Jose.  Lisa Rose noted that Supervisor Yeager will also be presenting a special award to 
the Santa Clara Valley Water District at this event and invites all Commissioners to attend. 
 
Mark Bowers, Chair of TAC’s Legislative Subcommittee provided an update on AB 1998 (Brownley) 
stating that it had gone back and forth between the Senate Rules and Appropriations Committees.  This 
single-use bag legislation was amended on August 27.  Initially, the ban would be on plastic bags and a 5 
cent fee for paper bags.  The Bill was amended to charge the actual average cost of the paper bag, rather 
than a set fee.  Additionally, the Bill was amended to provide free paper or reusable bags to customers 
participating in California Special Supplemental Food Program for Women, Infant and Children (WIC) and 
California Special Supplemental Food Program. 
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Chair McLeod asked if the last Monday of even numbered months was still a good RWRC meeting date.   
All Commissioners agreed it was.  Unless otherwise noted, Commission meetings will continue to be held 
the last Monday of even numbered months at 5:15 p.m. 
 
Commissioner Wang noted that she’d arrived late due to a traffic accident and wanted to know if it is 
possible to have alternates assigned to the Commission, and if so, are alternates appointed by the Cities 
Association.  Lisa Rose stated that alternates are permitted per the Commission Bylaws and will verify the 
process for appointments. 
 
Commissioner McLeod said the Cities Association had requested an update from the Recycling and 
Waste Reduction Commission and she will be presenting at their next scheduled meeting. 
 
Chair McLeod reiterated that the DART Container Corporation has an open invitation to the 
Commissioners to tour their foam processing facility in Lodi. 
 
11. Future Agenda Items 
The California Product Stewardship Council asked if they could make a presentation at the October 
meeting.  The Commission agreed to the presentation provided it ties in to Zero Waste and the Policies and 
Priorities of the Commission. 
 
Mark Bowers noted that Proposition 26 on the November 2010 state ballot would reclassify many existing 
fees as taxes.  This could affect the ability of local jurisdictions to implement increases in franchise fees and 
the landfill disposal fees used in Santa Clara County to fund the IWM and HHW programs, among other 
things.  TAC will be discussing Proposition 26 at its September meeting and will provide informational 
updates to the RWRC as more information becomes available. 
 
12. Adjournment 
A motion to adjourn the meeting at 6:30 was made by Commissioner Chu and seconded by 
Commissioner Kamei.  All voted to adjourn the meeting. 
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