
2008 County of Santa Clara Legislative Policies and Priorities 
 

INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT 
 
The County Supports Improved Integrated Waste Management Programs, including efforts to promote 
“Zero-waste California”, the standardization of the use of terms, local government authority to direct 
waste to permitted facilities, local jurisdiction compliance with AB 939 goals, and improved accuracy of 
the state-mandated reporting. (SB 842, SB 1020) 
 
1. Securing local Integrated Waste Management program funding and financing, local solid waste 

franchising and fee-setting authority, compensation for the collection, recycling and disposal of 
Universal Waste, and alternative funding sources. (AB 1610) 

 
2. Expanded Product Stewardship and Producer Responsibility that reduces the amount and toxicity of 

solid waste generated and finances the recovery and disposal of problem wastes. (AB 48, AB 1109, 
AB 1193, SB 899, SB 966) 

 
3. Expansion of Recycling and Composting Programs by improving markets for recyclable materials, 

implementing a statewide recycling information network, and clarifying ownership of recyclable 
materials. (SB 697, SB 735) 

 
4. Energy recovery from landfill gas, wood wastes and other biomass.  
 
5. Performance standards and use of alternative cover for landfills, limited to the quantities required to 

protect public health and safety and minimize nuisances.   
 
6. Legislation to further address litter control and abatement problems in California, including 

enforcement, outreach campaigns, and the cleanup of littered areas.  (SB 896) 
 
7. Establishing a voluntary California Green Business Program that ensures consistency throughout the 

State while allowing reasonable flexibility within a jurisdiction and flexible funding opportunities to 
assist businesses in protecting the environment through good business practices.  

 
8. Requirements that prohibit the release into the recycling stream of radioactive or radiation-

contaminated materials.  All products containing hazardous waste should be designed, manufactured 
and used in ways that avoid harm to workers and the environment and shall be managed and 
recycled using proper processes and procedures according to environmental regulations and DTSC 
guidelines.  

 
9. Elimination of local government liability under Superfund for the disposal of ordinary municipal 

waste, expedited de minims settlements for hazardous material generated by local government 
operations, and allocation of costs on the basis of toxicity rather than the volume of municipal waste.  
Superfund reform should also provide a level of protection to third party investors, lenders, and 
developers of Brownfields sites. 

 
 



 
2008 County of Santa Clara TAC & RWRC Legislative Priorities 

 
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT 

  
THE COUNTY SUPPORTS 
 
1. Improved Integrated Waste Management Programs, including efforts to promote “Zero-waste 

California”, the standardization of the use of terms, local government authority to direct waste to 
permitted facilities, local jurisdiction compliance with AB 939 goals, and improved accuracy of the 
state-mandated reporting.  

 
1.1. Promoting a “zero-waste California” where the public, industry, and government strive to 

reduce, reuse or recycle all municipal solid waste materials back into nature or the marketplace 
in a manner that protects human health and the environment. 

 
1.2. Legislation establishing standard definitions of terms, such as “recyclable”, “recycled”, “post 

consumer waste”, and “compost”.  
 

1.3. Legislation to allow state and local governments to direct waste to permitted facilities through 
flow control ordinances, franchises, and contracts.  

 
1.4. Local jurisdiction compliance with AB 939 goals by either meeting the waste diversion goals or 

making a good faith effort to implement applicable programs.  
 

1.5. Establishment of deadlines for SRRE Biannual Report processing/review by CIWMB, with 
consequences for missing the deadline (for example, if the CIWMB does not act within 180 
days of the receipt of a jurisdiction's annual report to complete its biannual review, it would be 
prohibited from issuing any compliance orders to the jurisdiction for a two-year period)." 

 
1.6. Administrative or legislative measures to define landfill disposal for purposes of AB 939 

compliance determinations to exclude waste required to be disposed in Class II landfills.  
 

1.7. Maintaining the current roles of the NDFE and Siting Element as planning documents only. 
 

1.8. Simplified and improved accuracy of the state-mandated reporting requirements for landfills and 
local agencies.  

 
1.9. Improved efficiency, timeliness and effectiveness of the Integrated Waste Management Board, 

including the SRRE Biannual review process. 
 
2. Securing local Integrated Waste Management program funding and financing, local solid waste 

franchising and fee-setting authority, compensation for the collection, recycling and disposal of 
Universal Waste, and alternative funding sources.  
 
2.1. Protection of the local solid waste franchising and fee-setting authority.  
 
2.2. Efforts to increase compensation to local government and haulers for the collection, recycling 

and disposal of products that fall under Universal Waste regulations. 
 



2.3. Establishing alternative funding sources for integrated waste management programs, with 
increased consistency of grant opportunities over time and to provision of longer lead times and 
reduced burden for submission of applications.  

 
2.4. Legislation to address shipment of wastes out of California and the resulting loss of state and 

local revenues.  
 
3. Expanded Product Stewardship and Producer Responsibility   
 

3.1. Legislation mandating producer responsibility and precautionary principles, to require all 
manufacturers, including computer and electronic device manufactures, to reduce the hazardous 
components of their products,  and to require manufacturers, distributors and retailers to assume 
financial and/or physical responsibility for collection, processing, consolidation and treatment, 
recycling, or safe disposal of products considered hazardous at end-of-life.  

 
3.2. Adoption of new manufacturing and packaging standards aimed at reducing the amount and 

toxicity of solid waste generated on a national level.  
 

3.3. Legislation imposing advanced disposal fees (ADFs) and advanced recycling fees (ARFs) on 
problem wastes, including such products as polystyrene, aseptic packages, white goods and 
sharps, to fund local waste reduction programs.   

 
3.4. Enhancement of the existing ADF on tires to provide funding for enforcement, incentives for 

employing used tires as feedstock, and development of new markets. The ADF should provide 
financial incentive for tire manufacturers to incorporate reuse, recyclability, and durability in 
their product design. 

 
4. Expansion of Recycling and Composting Programs by improving markets for recyclable materials, 

implementing a statewide recycling information network, and clarifying ownership of recyclable 
materials.  

 
4.1. Creation, expansion and promotion of sustainable markets for recyclable materials to support 

diversion efforts and ensure that diverted materials return to the economic mainstream.   
 

4.1.1. Minimizing the negative impact of the restructuring of the electricity industry on markets  
that divert wood waste from landfill disposal.   

 
4.1.2. The restoration of incentives that encourage the use of alternative energy sources such as 

wood waste in the generation of electricity.  These incentives were eliminated in the 
deregulation of electricity.  

 
4.1.3. Requiring minimum recycled content in products and packaging materials, especially in 

purchases by public agencies. 
 

4.1.4. Creating economic incentives for the use of all recycled content materials, including 
rubberized asphalt, through procurement preferences, tax policies and measures that 
offset subsidies given to virgin resources, and permit assistance.  

 
4.1.5. Supporting administrative and legislative decisions to strengthen the Beverage Container 

Recycling Program to include the widest variety of beverage containers, including wine 
and liquor bottles. 

 



4.1.6. Requiring that all unsolicited mail be easily recyclable. 
 
4.1.7. Further encouraging use of recycled materials in manufacturing by reducing or 

eliminating price subsidies given to competing virgin materials. 
 

4.1.8. Requiring the development and implementation of procedures to increase green 
purchasing and green building practices by public agencies. 

 
4.1.9. Removing the barrier to Medi-Cal reimbursement for all reusable products and services, 

including for Incontinent Medical Supplies, especially in the area of diapers and bed 
linens.  Adults who rely on Medi-Cal reimbursement for these necessary products and 
services should be reimbursed for purchasing reusable diapers and bed linens and for 
using a service that supplies clean linens/diapers, collects soiled linen/diapers and washes 
and returns fresh linens/diapers to the customer.  The word disposable should be 
eliminated from the definition or, at the least, be listed as one of several product/service 
options eligible for reimbursement. 

 
4.1.10. Prohibiting the release into the recycling stream of radioactive or radiation-contaminated 

materials.  Products should be designed, manufactured and used in ways that avoid harm 
to workers and the environment.  

 
4.2. Creating a statewide, university-based, service oriented recycling information network based on 

the model program established by the Center for the Department of Recycling at San Jose State 
University using state CRV, oil, tire and or electronic waste funds. 

 
5. Energy recovery from landfill gas, wood wastes and other biomass.  

 
5.1. Restoration of incentives that were eliminated in the deregulation of electricity that encourage 

the use of alternative energy sources such as wood waste in the generation of electricity. 
 
5.2. Financial support for beneficial use of landfill gas and other biomass energy.  

 
6. Performance standards and use of alternative cover for landfills, limited to the quantities required to 

protect public health and safety and minimize nuisances.   
 
7. Legislation to further address litter control and abatement problems in California, including 

enforcement, outreach campaigns and the cleanup of littered areas.   
 
8. Establishing a voluntary California Green Business Program that ensures consistency throughout the 

State while allowing reasonable flexibility within a jurisdiction and flexible funding opportunities to 
assist businesses in protecting the environment through good business practices.  

 
9. Requirements that prohibit the release into the recycling stream of radioactive or radiation-

contaminated materials and all other hazardous wastes.  Products should be designed, manufactured 
and used in ways that avoid harm to workers and the environment.  

 
10. Elimination of local government liability under Superfund for the disposal of ordinary municipal 

waste, expedited de minims settlements for hazardous material generated by local government 
operations, and allocation of costs on the basis of toxicity rather than the volume of municipal waste.  
Superfund reform should also provide a level of protection to third party investors, lenders, and 
developers of Brownfields sites. 

 



 
THE COUNTY OPPOSES: 
 
1. Preemption of local planning decisions regarding solid waste facility siting, or of local solid waste 

and AB 939 fee-setting authority. 
 
2. Imposition of taxes or fees on local refuse programs to fund statewide programs not directly related 

to solid waste management. 
 
3. Imposition of unfunded mandates, which place local government in a position of monitoring and/or 

enforcing compliance with state regulations.  
 
4. Legislation and regulations that assign a regulatory and/or enforcement role to the Non-disposal 

Facility Element or Siting Element established under AB 939 and subsequent legislation.   
 
5. Standards or policies by any government entity that would allow release of radioactive or radiation-

contaminated materials into the recycling system. 
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