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RECYCLING AND WASTE REDUCTION COMMISSION MINUTES 

October 22, 2008 
1555 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 
Jose Esteves, Central County Cities Milpitas, Santa Clara 
Steve Glickman, West Valley Cities Campbell, Los Gatos, Monte Sereno, Saratoga 
Jamie McLeod, Member-at-Large All Jurisdictions  
Cat Tucker, South County Cities Morgan Hill and Gilroy 
Ken Yeager, County of Santa Clara County of Santa Clara 
Peter Drekmeier, SMaRT Station® Cities Mountain View, Palo Alto, Sunnyvale 
 
Voting Members Not in Attendance Representing 
Patrick Kwok, SCVWD Santa Clara Valley Water District   
Kris Wang, North County Cities Cupertino, Los Altos and Los Altos Hills 
Ronit Bryant, City of Mountain View All Jurisdictions 
 
County Staff 
Elizabeth Constantino, Integrated Waste Management Division 
Rob D’Arcy, Department of Environmental Health 
Lisa Rose, Integrated Waste Management Division 
Greg Van Wassenhove, Agriculture and Environmental Management 

 
Others in Attendance 
Phil Bobel, City of Palo Alto 
Benny Boveda, Target Stores 
Mark Bowers, City of Sunnyvale 
Charlotte Casey, Santa Clara County Consumer Affairs Advisory Committee 
Kathy Duong, Councilmember Chu’s Office 
Bryan Early, Californians Against Waste 
Brad Eggleston, City of Palo Alto 
Tim James, California Grocer’s Association 
Ryan Kenny, Five Member Business Coalition 
Elaine Marshall, City of San Jose 
Trish Mulvey, CLEAN South Bay 
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Diane Solomon, Metro Newspapers 
Dave Staub, City of Santa Clara 
John Stufflebean, City of San Jose 
Lori Topley, City of Mountain View 
Melody Tovar, City of San Jose 
Jo Zientek, City of San Jose 
 
1. Call to Order/Introductions 
Chair Jamie McLeod called the meeting to order at 5:25 p.m.  Six Commissioners were present at the start of 
the meeting and quorum was met. Shortly thereafter, one other Commissioner arrived.  Commissioners 
introduced themselves.  Chair Jamie McLeod welcomed Peter Drekmeier to his first meeting. 
 
2. Approval of August 27, 2008 Minutes 
A motion was made to approve the August 27 meeting minutes by Steve Glickman and seconded by Cat 
Tucker.  The vote to approve was unanimous.   
 
3. Public Presentations 
There was one Public Presentation made by Trish Mulvey of the Santa Clara Basin Watershed 
 
4. Single-Use Bag/Container Reduction Update 
Skip Lacaze, Chair of the Source Reduction & Recycling Subcommittee gave a presentation of the most recent 
activity surrounding single-use bags.  Representatives from the various cities have been meeting on this issue 
for a long time and are looking to the Commission for direction in creating a draft model ordinance.  After 
Skip’s presentation, the Chair took comments from the public.  Trish Mulvey, representing Clean South Bay, 
noted that the Commission was presented four options at their August meeting including a straight ban on all 
bags; a ban on plastic with a fee for paper; a fee on all bags; and ban all with an option to pay for bags.  She 
asked that the Commission ask staff to continue to look at more options particularly banning “T-shirt” bags 
without implementing a fee component.  Tim James of the California Grocer’s Association (CGA) spoke next 
and said that the CGA will cooperate as long as they aren’t “damned” in the process.  They support a broader 
approach that would affect all bags and all retailers.  He pointed to San Francisco, which only included the 
grocery stores and pharmacy and felt that was a disadvantage to those industries.  Also, if our goal is to get 
consumers to change their behavior, any ordinance limiting a ban or fee to only apply to a number of stores 
would be confusing and send the wrong message.  CGA is supportive of maximizing the environmental benefits 
while minimizing any disadvantages to retailers.  They are also have a high level of acceptance on a universal 
acceptance and request that the CGA continue to work with staff and other stakeholders on any fee that would 
be imposed and develop a system for splitting the fee. 
 
Ryan Kenny representing the Five Member Business Coalition said they oppose any ban and fee on bags and 
that it is anti-business and anti-consumer and anti-environment.  He stated that most cities have gone to 
recycling programs rather than bans.  He went on to say that most of the bags made in the U.S. are not made 
from oil but rather from ethane, a byproduct of natural gas (note: the staff report said that bag production is 
equivalent to 12 billion barrels of oil).  He also stated that in San Francisco there has been no change in the 
amount of litter since the ban was implemented and that the focus on plastic bags is misplaced. 
 
The Commission came to consensus that staff should proceed with a draft ordinance that has the following 
elements (with some of the finer details still to be determined): 

A. All types of carry out bags at check outs should be included in the ordinance (paper, plastic and 
compostable plastic)  

B. The ordinance would reduce the use of disposable bags primarily through fees rather than bans  
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C. With regard to the fee structure, the RWRC was willing to go either of two ways depending on feedback 
from the County and city attorneys.  The two acceptable options were "bag ban/with opt out fee" 
charged to the retailers; or levy fee on consumers, whichever best conforms to existing law. 

D. All retailers would be included with a few exceptions (non-profits, very small retailers and possibly 
restaurant carry out bags – these items are still to be discussed at staff level with recommendation to 
follow at December meeting)  

E. It is the hope that all jurisdictions will have some form of the ordinance go to their councils by April 22, 
2009 (Earth Day) with a specific effective date to be determined (possibly Oct. 1, 2009)  

F. The staff report will address the Problem Statement and explain why the need for an ordinance and why 
some of the options were not chosen  

G. Enforcement still needs to be considered  
H. All bags, regardless of size will be included  
I. There will be Performance Standards built in to the ordinance to measure success that may include litter 

surveys, store surveys and/or the amount or weight of disposable bags purchased  
J. There will not be a Sunset provision, but there will be a three year re-evaluation period  

 
There is still work to be done on what the fee may be and how it will be split between the retailer and the 
jurisdiction.  Any fee collected by the jurisdiction may be used for litter programs, educating the public and 
purchase of reusable bags to be distributed.  Staff will draft a report and a model ordinance for review at the 
December 10 meeting.  Because it may take a while for County Counsel and city attorneys to arrive at 
consensus language, the actual ordinance may take longer.  But staff expects to have something for Commission 
consideration at the December 10 meeting. 
 
5. Announcements 
Peter Drekmeier announced that the City of Palo Alto signed an agreement with GreenWaste for collection of 
municipal waste and that they will be piloting a program to collect food waste from restaurants. He also 
mentioned the landfill will soon be closing and there was discussion about it becoming a park.  
 
Lisa Rose noted that the next meeting was to take place December 3rd (sooner than usual due to the holidays) 
and asked if another date might be considered in order to give more time to draft the ordinance.  It was agreed 
that the next meeting will take place December 10 at 5:15 p.m. and the County will provide light refreshments 
for the Commissioners.   
 
Some Commissioners had other meetings to attend and had to leave, so there was no longer quorum. The Chair 
asked if Commissioners wanted to continue on the agenda or defer the remaining items to the next meeting.  
Steve Glickman moved to defer the remaining items and it was seconded by Cat Tucker.  A few announcements 
were made. All were in favor and the meeting was ended at 7:20 p.m. 
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