Mary Pitto___

From: ' Local Governrment Central [Lgcentral@CIWMB.ca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, October 07, 2008 11:54 AM .
To: (STAR) *STATEWIDE TECHNICAL & ANALYTICAL RESOURCES DIVISION*; (STAR)

Applied Technology Branch; (STAR) Executive; (STAR) Knowledge Integration Branch;

(LAMD) *LOCAL ASSISTANCE & MARKET DEVELOPMENT DiVISION*; (LAMD) Bay Area;

(LAMD) Central; (LAMD) Executive Staff, (LAMD) North Branch; (LAMD) South Branch
Subject: 5B1016 Signed By Governor Schwarzeneggar

The following message was sent to jurisdiction coritacts, and other interested parties on October 7, 2008.

On Monday, September 29, 2008, Governor Schwarzenegger signed into law Senate Bill 1016 - the Disposal
Measurement System Act of 2008 (SB 10186, Wiggins, Chapter 7, Statutes of 2008)

Key elemenis of the new statute include:

Moving from the previous emphasis on an estimated diversion measurement number to using an actual disposal
measurement number as a factor when evaluating program implementation. This shift will make reporting simpler and
more timely, and it will improve data accuracy.

Retaining the 50% diversion requirement, but instead measuring it in terms of per-capita disposal, which is relatively
easy to do. This will allow jurisdictions to utilize their resources for actual recycling and other diversion programs instead
of number crunching. This change also allows the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) to place
more emphasis on evaluating how jurisdictions are doing in implementing the recycling and diversion programs that they
chose in the planning phases of AB 939,

Allowing the CIWMB to consider the quality and effectivehess of jurisdictions’ program implementation as well as per
capita disposal when determining a jurisdiction's compliance status.

The CIWMB worked to keep jurisdictions informed during the legislative process. Now that the bill has become law, the
CIWMB will continue to provide information and support to jurisdictions as they work to implement the provisions of the
~ statute. Below are some key dates, details, and information.

Electronic Annual Reporting:
While the new statute allows for a review cycle of up to four years (see below), jurisdictions will continue annual reporting.

The 2007 Electronic Annual Report will be released in late January 2009 with a March 15, 2009 due date.

The 2008 Electronic Annual Report will be released in June of 2009 with an August 1, 2009 due date.

Note: There is a short time frame between the 2007 and 2008 Electronic Annual Reports due to our internal database
needs. Therefore, to minimize your workload we would recommend that you make any essential updates in your 2007
annual report, for example it is important that you provide detailed information in the venues and events section of the
2007 annual report as the CIWMB needs that information to complete a mandated report to the Legislature. Finally, since
the reports are close in timing, we recommend that you spend more time updating the status of your diversion programs in
the 2008 annual report.

. Subsequent Electronic Annual Reports will be released in June with an August 1st due date.
Board Reviews:

The new statute provides relief for jurisdictions meeting the 50% diversion reguirement (or a rural reduced goal) and
doing a good job of implementing their programs, It does this by increasing the time between reviews from two years to
four years. The first review under the new requirements would occur in 2012 upen receipt of the 2011 Annual Report.

Those jurisdictions that are found to be making a good faith effort to meet the diversion mandates will remain on a
biennial review schedule with the first review occurring in 2010 upon receipt of the 2009 Annual Report.

Workshops:

The CIWMB will be conducting a series of workshops for local jurisdictions. At these workshops CIWMB staff wilt
present the changes in the law, provide information and answer questions on how the new law will be implemented, and
discuss how jurisdictions will be affected.

At least one workshop will be broadcast on the Internet. Dates and details will be forthcoming as they are finalized.
Information on the workshops will be posted on a web site being developed (see below) and on the CIWMB's on-line event
calendar at hitp://vww.ciwmb.ca.gov/Calendar/, and ali jurisdictions will be directly notified via e-mail.

Webpage:

The CIWMB is developing a web page to help jurisdictions find information and answer questions related to the new
statute. This web page will include links fo the law, a fact sheet, frequently asked questions and answers, and other
valuable information. CIWMB staff is working diligently to develop this web page as soon as possible and all jurisdictions
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will receive an e-mail notice when it is available.

Our staff is committed to assisting you in making a smooth fransition to implement these changes. If you have queétions,
please contact your LAMD representative. A LAMD contact |ist is available at http:/fiwww.ciwmb.ca.gov/ola/Contacts.asp
or you may call (816) 341-6199.
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SB 1016

"EXISTING LAW

AB 939 (Sher), Chapter 1095, Statutes of 1989,
was landmark policy to reduce California’s reliance
on landfills and require local agencies to divert 50
percent of their waste by 2000. AB 939 also
created the Integrated Waste Management Board
to take a leadership role in the promotion of waste
management practices in order of priority. source
reduction, recycling and composting; and if solid
waste must be disposed, then to ensure
environmentally safe transformation and land
disposal.

SB 2202 (Committee on Environmental Quality),
Chapter 740, Statutes of 2000, required the Board,
with a large stakeholder working group, to revise
the disposal reporting system regulations, which is
the system that tracks the amount of solid waste
disposed by each California jurisdiction. The new
regulations included reporting requirements for
scales and weighing at solid waste facilities,
increased frequency of haulers reporting the
origins of their waste, and additional tracking of
specific waste types by city or county.

SENATE BILL 1016

In response fo the mandates of SB 2202,
numerous public workshops were held and
stakeholders conveyed a strong need for a
disposal based measurement system by
jurisdiction with the intent to simplify numeric
reporting and focus on disposal.

SB 1016's intent is to build on AB 939 requirements
by implemeniing a simplified and more timely
disposal based system fo focus on new and
enhanced program implementation efforts.

THE ISSUE

In 1990, 42 million tons of municipal solid waste
were disposed in California landfills. In 2005, 42
million tons of municipal solid waste was still being
disposed in California landfills. While solid waste
generation has increased from 51 million tons in
1990 to 88 million tons in 2005, the state has
successfully diverted this increase from landfills
through recycling, composting and source
reduction programs.

Solid Waste Disposal Reduction Act

Senate Member Patricia Wiggins

California’s current waste stream is 30 percent
compostable organic materials. An additional 22
percent is construction and demolition debris and
21 percent consists of paper. 70 percent of the
waste stream consists of carbon-based organics

“that can at once be diverted from landfills and help

the state meet its greenhouse gas reduction goals.

Current emphasis is on a diversion number, which
is determined by mathematical models using
various assuniptions and untimely adjustment
factors to estimate generation in order to assist
local governments in assessing progress toward
meeting their 50% diversion requirements.
Experience with the current system has called
attention to the need to impréve the accuracy of
these measurements. By relying on actual disposal
numbers reported by disposal facilities rather than
calculated generation numbers, the system under
SB 1016 will produce more accurate and timely
indicators of jurisdictions’ compliance. Just as in
the current system, the main focus will be on
improvement and implementation of programs that
reduce, reuse, and recycle.

WHAT SB 1016 WILL DO

« Improve the current measurement system by
moving from estimated diversion to a more
accurate disposal based system. ,

¢ Accelerate the availability of numeric data from
18 months to approximately six months.

e Continue to require jurisdictions to submit
annual reports to the Board.

» Reduce the frequency of a jurisdiction’s review
requirements if they met the AB 939
requirement of diverting 50% of their solid waste
through source reduction, reuse and recycling.

e Jurisdictions in compliance will be rewarded for
their efforts by moving fo a 4-year review.

s Jurisdictions in compliance under good faith
effort will continue to be reviewed every 2 years,
but will not be subject to a compliance erder.

¢ Penalties for jurisdictions not in compliance will

remain the same.
* Recognize the unique differences between
rural and urban jurisdictions.

FOR MORE INFORMATION

Contact Senator Wiggins's office at 916-651-4002

COctober 14, 2008
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Mary Pitto

From: Morgan, Cara [cmorgan@CIWMB.ca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2008 4:27 PM
To: Cruz, Kaoru; Furey, Keir

Subject: FW: Biomass question

Attachments: Sb1066 attach Per Capita Goal with 2003 to 2006 Base 4_16_08 8am 1 and 2.pdf; Draft 1016
Calculator 6_26 08 11am.xIs

One more for the folder for our FAQs.

From: Sitts, John

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2008 10: 16 AM
To: 'dmorris@hfh-consultants.com’

Cc: Morgan, Cara; Levenson, Howard
Subject: RE: Biomass question

Debbie,

Great talking to you. Thank you for seeing all the p05|t|ves in $B 1016 and sharing that view with your

jurisdictions,

To recap your three questions:

1. Can jurisdictions use TSDI if they submitted EARs using CPI?

We plan to use Board approved generation amounts for the base under SB 1016. The 2003 and
2004 are aiready Board approved and TSDI was not available for those years. For 2005 and
2006, jurisdictions who submitted EARs using CPI could contact their LAMD representatives
prior to the upcoming biennial review to request that TSDI be used instead. In that way, the
Board approved humbers would use reflect generation with TSDI.

2. Do the SRRE and HHWE did to be updated?
' While prior versions of SB 1016 did require revisions of these documents, the enrolled version
does not. However, as always any updates are 1o be included as part of the annual reports
submitted by jurisdictions.

3. Will there be a Biomass credit? _
There is not a separate, second biomass credit under SB 1016. To the exterit that it reduces
disposal, biomass will help jurisdictions meet their goals.

While 5B 1016 does not include the “official" {second) credit, it does includes language in
Section 41821(c)(4) that says a jurisdiction can submit for Board consideration any impacts from
eliminating the biomass diversion credit for use in the good faith effort determination to
address the issue. As follows: "The extent to which the jurisdiction previously relied on biomass
diversion credit and the extent to which it may be impacted by the lack of the credit.”

Because biomass conversion diversion credits (BCDC) are subject to Board review and approval,
the most recent year of reliable data is 2004. In 2004, 64 jurisdictions had BCDC tons and
diversion percentage points added as a result. Of the 64 jurisdictions, 36 received 5% or less of
BCDC while 28 received 6% to 10% of BCDC. ) '

in the current system, additional material sent to biomass reduces disposal and thus increases

10/14/2008
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the diversion rate. Practically speaking there is no limit to this biomass disposal reduction
strategy, because biomass facilities do not report disposal amounts and origins to the Board. In
the current system, an additional "official biomass credit” can then be requested by
jurisdictions, and there is a limit of 10 diversion percentage points on this BCDC. This results in
the potential for double credit for material sent to biomass facilities. Please note that thereis
no similar double credit for composting, recycling ar source reduction; these activities are all
higher on the waste management hierarchy but only increase a jurisdiction's diversion rate if
they reduce the amount being disposed.

The amount of material that can be sent to biomass facilities is not limited under SB 1016, Just
like in the current system, under SB 1016 additional materials can be sent to biomass and
reduce disposal without any limit. Under SB 1016, biomass does not receive an additional,
second credit because it is not part of generation under the current system used to establish the
50% equivatent, and it is not reported as part of the disposal reporting system as disposal. Asa
result, biomass is not part of the base from which we measure progress nor is it part of the
measurement system with which we measure progress. The only change in relation to biomass
is the elimination of the second, additional diversion credit or BCDC. The measurement system
is described in section 41780.05 and has no provisions to incorporate the second "official" BCDC.

To contrast Biomass with ather diversion’ programs...

Any diversion activity that reduces the amount disposed at landfills or transformation results in

an increase in the diversion rate. This is because we calculate generation and compare thatto

the measured disposal. Less disposal means higher diversion. This is the one-time "automatic
2o

diversion credit” for most programs. There is no additional “recycling credit”, "compost credit”
or "waste prevention credit". Biomass is the one exception.

To contrast Biomass with transformation...

Transformation is part of the measured waste stream. We count it initially as disposal. When
the transformation credit is granted that tonnage is taken out of the disposal column (so a
jurisdiction gets credit once}. Because transformation is already in the system, we can track it
and make sure that credit is given only once. If transformation exceeds the 10% credit limit, the
excess is still counted as disposal. If bhiemass exceeds the 10% credit limit, the excess does not
count as disposal.

| attached the documents we discussed:
The draft number calculations for all jurisdictions
The corrected calculator

Thanks,
John

John Sitts, Branch Manager

Knowledge integration Branch

California Integrated Waste Management Board
{916) 341-6232 phone

(816} 319-7199 fax

jsitts@ciwmb.ca.gov

10/14/2008
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Senate Bill No. 1016

CHAPTER 343

An act to amend Sections 40183, 40184, 41783, 41820.6, 41821, 41850,
42921, and 42926 of, to amend the headings of Article 4 (commencing with
Section 41825) and Article 5 (commencing with Section 41850) of Chapter
7 of Part 2 of Division 30 of, to add Sections 40127, 40145, 40150.1,
41780.05, 42921.5, and 42927 to, and to repeal and add Section 41825 of,
the Public Resocurces Code, relating to solid waste.

[Approved by Governor September 26, 2008, Filed with
Secretary of State September 26, 2008.]°

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

SB 1016, Wiggins. Diversion: compliance: per capita disposal rate.

(1) The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, which is
administered by the California Integrated Waste Management Board, requires
eacli city, county, and regional agency, if any, to develop a source reduction
and recycling element of an integrated waste management plan containing
specified components. Those entities are required to divert, from disposal
or transformation, 50% of the solid waste through source reduction,
recycling, and composting subject to the element, except as specified. A
city, county, or regional agency is required to submit an annual report to
the board summarizing its progress in reducing solid -waste. Existing law
requires the board to review, a least once every 2 years, a jurisdiction’s
source reduction and recyeling element and household hazardous waste

element. The board is required to issue an order of compliance if the board -
. finds that a jurisdiction has failed to implement its source reduction and

recycling element or its household hazardous waste element, pursuant to a
specified procedure, If, after issuing an order of compliance, the board finds
the city, county, or regional agency has failed to make a good faith effort
to implement those elements, the board is authorized to impose
administrative civil penalties upon the city, county, or regional agency.

This bill would define the terms “diversion program,” “jurisdiction,” and
“multicounty regional agency,” for purposes of the act and would revise
the definitions of the terms “rural city” and “rural county.” The bill would
delete the condition that the solid waste subject to source reduction,
recycling, and composting under these provisions be diverted from landfill
disposal or transformation.

The bill would repeal the board’s existing 2-year process. The bill would |

instead require the board to make a finding whether each jurisdiction was
in compliance with the act’s diversion requirements for calendar year 2006
and to determine compliance for the 2007 calendar year, and after, based
on the jurisdiction’s change in its per capita disposal rate. The board would

93
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be required to review a jurisdiction’s compliance with those diversion
requirements in accordance with a specified schedule, which would be
conditioned upon the board finding that the jurisdiction is in compliance
with those requirements or has implemented its source reduction and
recycling element and household hazardous waste element.

The bill would require the board to issue an order of compliance if the
board finds that the jurisdiction has failed to make a good faith effort to
implement its source reduction and recycling element or its household
hazardous waste elément, pursuant to a specified procedure. The board
would be required to comply with certain requirements in making this
determination, including considering the extent to which the jurisdiction
has maintained its per capita disposal rate.

The bill would repeal this review schedule on January 1, 2018, and, after
that date, would require the board to review each jurisdiction’s source
reduction and recycling element and household hazardous waste element
at least once every 2 years.

The bill would revise the information required to be included in the
jurisdiction’s annual report to the board and would require the report to be
submitted to the board electronically. The bill would make conforming
changes regarding the compliance order and related enforcement provisions.
The bill weuld impose a state-mandated local program by imposing new
duties upon local agencies.

(2) Existing law requires each state agency, as defined, to develop and
adopt, in consultation with the board, an integrated waste management plan.
Each state agency and large state facility is required to divert at least 50%
of the solid waste generated by the state agency or large state facility from
landfill disposal or transformation facilities. “State agency” is defined, for
purposes of these requirements to include the California Community
Colleges.

This bill would require the board to determine if a state agency or large

“state facility is in compliance with the 50% diversion requirement by

comparing the annual per capita disposal rate of the state agency or large
state facility with the per capita disposal rate that would be necessary to
comply with the 50% diversion requirement. The board would be authorized
to consider an agency’s or facility’s per capita disposal rate as a factor in
determining whether the agency or facility is adequately implementing'its
integrated waste management plan.

The bill would require a community college district to give first priority
in the expenditure of the revenues derived from the sale of recyclable
materials resulting from implementation of the district’s integrated waste
management plan for the purposes of offsetting recycling program costs
and to expend all cost savings that result from implementation of the
district’s integrated waste management plan to fund the continued
implementation of the plan. A community college district would be required
to provide information to the board annually, on the quantities of recyclable
materials collected for recycling, according to a schedule determined by the
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—3— Ch. 343

board and the district. The bill would impose a state-mandated local program
by imposing new duties upon community colleges.

(3) The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local
agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state. Statutory
provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement,

This bl would provide that no reimbursement is required by this act for
a specified reason.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. It is the intent of the Legislature that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board shall not consider a jurisdiction’s per
capita disposal rate to be determinative as to whether the jurisdiction has
made a good faith effort to implement its source reduction and recycling
element or its housshold hazardous waste element. -

SEC. 2. Section 40127 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:

40127. “Diversion program” means a program in the source reduction
and recycling element of a jurisdiction’s integrated waste management plan,
specified in Chapter 2 (commencing with Section 41000) of, or Chapter 3
{commencing with Section 41300) of, Part 2 and that has the purpose of
diverting solid waste from landfill disposal or transformation through source
reduction, recycling, and composting activities. “Diversion program”
additionally includes any amendments, revisions, or updates to the element,
and any programs set forth in a time extension, alternative requirement, or
compliance order approved by the board pursuant to Part 2 (commeéncing
with Section 40900).

SEC. 3. Section 40145 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:

40145, “Jurisdiction” means a city, county, or regional agency that is
approved by the board pursuant to Section 40975.

SEC. 4. Section40150.1 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:

40150.1. “Multicounty regional agency” means a regional agency, as
defined in Section 40181, that includes all of the jurisdictions that are located
in at least two or more rural counties.

SEC. 5. Section 40183 of the Public Resources Code is amended to read:

40183. (a) “Rural city” or “rural regional agency” means a city or
regional agency that is located within a rural county as defined in Section
40184,

(b) (1) Unless the board takes action pursuant to paragraph (2), this
section does not affect any reduction granted to a rural city by the board
pursuant to Section 41787 prior to January 1, 2008.

(2) The board may review and take action regarding any reduction granted
to a rural city by the board in accordance with subdivision (b) of Section
41787,

SEC. 6. Section 40184 of the Public Resources Code is amended to read:

40184. (a) “Rural county” means a county or multicounty regional
agency that annually disposes of no more that 200,000 tons of solid waste.
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(b) (1) Unless the board takes action pursuant to paragraph (2), this

section does not affect any reduction granted to a rural county by the board
pursuant to Section 41787 prior te Janmary 1, 2008, -

(2) The board may review and take action regarding any reduction granted
10 a rural county in accordance with subdivision (b) of Section 41787.

SEC. 7. Section 41780.05 is added to the Public Resources Code, to,

read:
41780.05. (a) After January 1, 2009, pursuant to the review authorized

by Section 41825, the board shall determine each jurisdiction’s compliance

with Section 41780 for the years commencing with January 1, 2007, by
comparing each jurisdiction’s change in its per capita disposal rate in
subsequent years with the equivalent per capita disposal rate that would
have been necessary for the jurisdiction to meet the requirements of Section
41780 on January 1, 2007, as calculated pursnant to subdivisions (c) and
(d).
{b) (1) Forpurposesof paragraph (5) of subdivision (e) of Section 41825,
in making a determination whether a jurisdiction has made a good faith
effort to implement its source reduction and recycling element or its
household hazardous waste element, the board shall consider, but is not
limited to the consideration of, the jurisdiction’s per capita disposal rate
and whether the jurisdiction adequately implemented its diversion programs.

(2) When determining whether a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort
pursuant to Section 41825 to implement its source reduction and recycling
element or its household hazardous waste element, the board shall consider
that an increase in the per capita disposal rate is the result of the amount of
the jurisdiction’s disposal increasing faster than the jurisdiction’s growth.
The board shall use this increase in the per capita disposal rate that is in
excess of the equivalent per capita disposal rate as a factor in determining
whether the board is required, pursuant to Section 41825, to more closely
examine a jurisdiction’s program implementation efforts. This examination
may indicate that a jurisdiction is required to expand existing programs or
implement new programs, in accordance with the procedures specified in
Article 4 (commencing with Section 41825) and in Article 5 (commencing
with Section 41850).

(3) When reviewing the level of program implementation pursuant to
Sections 41825 and 41850, the board shall use, as a factor in determining
compliance with Section 41780, the amount determined pursuant to
subdivision (d) when comparing a jurisdiction’s per capita disposal rate in
subsequent years. '

(c) (1) Except as otherwise provided in this subdivision, for purposes
of this section, “per capita disposal” or “per capita disposal rate” means the
total annual digposal, in pounds, from a jurisdiction divided by the total
population in a jurisdiction, as reported by the Department of Finance,
divided by 365 days. .

(2) (A) If a jurisdiction is predominated by commercial or industrial
activities and by solid waste generation from those sources, the board may
alternatively calculate per capita disposal to reflect those differing conditions.
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_5_ Ch. 343

(B) When making a calculation for a jurisdiction subject to this paragraph,
“per capita disposal” or “per capita disposal rate” means the total annual
disposal, in pounds, from a jurisdiction divided by total industry employment
in a jurisdiction, as reported by the Employment Development Department,
divided by 365 days.

(C) The board shall calculate the per capita dlsposal rate for a Junsdlcuon
subject to this paragraph using the level of industry employment in a
jurisdiction instead of the level of population in a jurisdiction.

(3) Ifthe board determines that the method for calculating the per capita
disposal rate for a jurisdiction provided by paragraph (1) or (2) does not
accurately reflect that jurisdiction’s disposal reduction, the board may use
an alternative per capita factor, other than population or industry
employment, to calculate the per capita, disposal rate that more accurately
reflects the jurisdiction’s efforts to divert solid waste.

{d) The board shall calculate the equivalent per capita disposal rate for
each jurisdiction as follows:

(1) Except as atherwise provided in this subdivision, the eqmvalent per
capita disposal rate for a jurisdiction shall be determmed usmg the method
specified in this paragraph.

(A) The calculated generation tonnage for each year ﬁom 2003 to 2006,
inclusive, shall be multiplied by 0.5 to yield the 50 percent equivalent
disposal total for each year.

(B) The 50 percent equivalent disposal total for each year shall be
multiplied by 2,000, divided by the population of the jurisdiction in that
year, arid then divided by 365 to yield the 50 percent equivalent per capita
disposal for each year.

(C) The four 50 percent equivalent per capita disposal amounts from the-

years 2003 to 2006, inclusive, shall be averaged to yield the equivalent per
capita disposal rate. _

(2) Ifajurisdiction is predominated by cominercial or industrial activities
and by solid waste generation from those sources, the board may aliernatively
calculate the equivalent per capita disposal rate to reflect those conditions
by using the level of industry employment in a jurisdiction instead of the
level of population in that jurisdiction.

(3) Ifthe board determines that the method for calculating the equivalent
per capita disposal rate for a jurisdiction pursuant to this subdivision does
not accurately reflect a jurisdiction’s per capita disposal rate that would be
equivalent to the amount required to mest the 50 percent diversion
requirements of Section 41780, the board may use an alternative per capita
factor, other than population or industry employment, to calculate the
equivalent per capita disposal rate that more accurately reflects the
jurisdiction’s diversion efforts.

(4) The board shall modify the percentage used in paragraph (1} to
maintain the diversion requirements approved by the board for a rural
jurisdiction pursuant to Section 41787 or for a reduction granted pursuant
to Section 41786.
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{5) The board may modify the years included in making a calculation
pursuant to this subdivision for an individual jurisdiction to eliminate years
in which the calculated generation amount is shown not to be representative
or accurate, based upon a generation study completed in one of the five
years 2003 to 2007, inclusive. In these cases, the board shall not allow the
use of an additional year other than 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006, or 2007.

(6) The board may modify the method of calculatmg the equlvalent per
capita disposal rate for an individwal jurisdiction to accommodate the
incorporation of a new city, the formation of a new regional agency, or
changes in membership of an existing regional agency. These modifications
shall ensure that a new entity has a new equivalent per capita disposal rate
and that the existing per capita disposal rate of an existing entity is adjusted
to take into account the disposal amounts lost by the creation of the new
entity.

(7) The board shall not incorporate generation studies or new base year
calculations for a year commencing after 2006 into the equivalent per capita
disposal rate, unless a generation study that included the year 2007 was
commenced on or before June 30, 2008.

- (8) If the board determines that the equivalent per capita disposal rate
cannot accurately be detenmined for a jurisdiction, or that the rate is no
longer representative of a jurisdiction’s waste stream, the board shall evaluate
trends in the jurisdiction’s per capita disposal to establish a revised equivalent
per capita disposal rate for that jurisdiction.

SEC. 8. Section 41783 of the Public Resources Code is amended to read:

41783. (a) For a jurisdiction’s source reduction and recycling element
submitted to the board after January 1, 1995, and on or before Jannary 1,
2009, the 50 percent diversion requirement specified in paragraph (2) of
subdivision {(a) of Section 41780 may include not more than 10 percent
through transformation, as defined in Section 40201, if all of the following
conditions are met:

(1) The transformation project is in compliance with Sections 21151.1
and 44150 of this code and Section 42315 of the Health and Safety Code.

(2) The transformation project uses front-end methods or programs to
remove all recyclable materials from the waste stream prior to transformation
to the maximum extent feasible.

(3) The ash or other residue generated from the transformation project
is routinely tested at least once quarterly, or on a more frequent basis as
determined by the agency responsible for regulating the testing and disposal
of the ash or residue, and, notwithstanding Section 25143.5 of the Health
and Safety Code, if hazardous wastes are present, the ash or residue is sent
to a class 1 hazardous waste disposal facility.

(4) The board holds a public hearing in the city, county, or regional
agency jurisdiction within which the transformation project is proposed,
and, after the public hearing, the board makes both of the following findings,
based upon substantial evidence on the record: -
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(A) The city, county, or regional agency is, and will continue to be,
effectively implementing all feasible source reduction, recycling, and
composting measures.

(B) The transformation project will not adversely affect public health
and safety or the environment.

(5) The transformation facility is perlmtted and operational on or before
January 1, 1995.

()] The city, county, or regional agency does not include biomass
conversion, as authorized pursuant to Section 41783, in its source reduction
and recycling element.

(b} On and after January 1, 2009, for purposes of the review authorized
by Section 41825, with regard to a jurisdiction’s compliance with Section
41780 for each year commencing Jamary 1, 2007, the board may reduce
the per capita disposal rate for a jurisdiction, as calculated pursuant to
subdivision (d) of Section 41780.05, by no more than 10 percent of the
average of the calculated per capita generation tonnage amount, if the
jurisdiction otherwise meets the substantive requirements specified in
paragraphs (1) to (6), inclusive, of subdivision (a), for solid waste to be
included as diversion for purposes of that subdivision,

SEC. 9. Section 41820.6 of the Public Resources Code is amended to
read:

41820.6. (a) In addition to its authority under Section 41820, the board
may, after a public hearing, grant a time extension from the requirements
of Section 41780 1o a city if both of the following conditions exist:

(1} The city was incorporated pursuant to Division 3 (commencing with
Section 56000} of Title 5 of the Government Code on or after January 1,
2001.

(2) The county within which the city is located did not include provisions
in its franchises that ensured that the now incorporated area would comply
with the requirements of Section 41780.

{(b) The board may authorize a city that meets the requirements of
subdivision (a) to submit a source reduction and recycling element that
includes an implementation schedule that shows that the city shall comply
with the requirements of Section 41780, within three years from the date
on which the source reduction and recycling element is due pursuant to
subdivision (b) of Section 41791.5, through source reduction, recycling,
and composting activities.

SEC. 10. Section 41821 of the Public Resources Code is amended to
read:

41821. (a) (1) Each year following the board’s approval of a
jurisdiction’s source reduction and recycling element, household hazardous
waste element, and nondisposal facility element, the jurisdiction shall submit
a report to the board suminarizing its progress in reducing solid waste as
required by Section 41780, in accordance with the schedule set forth in this
subdivision.

(2) The annual report shall be due on or before August 1 of the year
following board approval of the source reduction and recycling element,
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the household hazardous waste element, and the nondisposal facility element,
and on or before August 1 in each subsequent year. The information in this
report shall encompass the previous calendar year, January 1 to December
31, inclusive.

(b) Each jurisdiction’s annual report to the board shall, at a minimum,
include the following:

(1) Calculations of annual disposal reduction.

{2) A summary of progress made in implementing the source reduction
and recycling element and the household hazardous waste element.

(3) Anupdate of the jurisdiction’s source reduction and recycling element
and household hazardous waste element to include any new or expanded
programs the jurisdiction has implemented or plans to implement.

{4) Anupdate of the jurisdiction’s nondisposal facility element to reflect
any new or expanded nondisposal facilities the jurisdiction is using or
planning to use.

(5) A summary of progress made in diversion of construction and

-demolition of waste material, including information on programs and

ordinances implemented by the local government and quantitative data,
where available.

{6) Other information relevant to compliance with Section 41780.

{c) A jurisdictionmay also include, in the report required by this section,
all of the following:

(1) Information on disposal reported pursuant to Section 41821.5 that
the jurisdiction believes may be relevant to the board’s determination of the
jurisdiction’s per capita disposal rate.

(2) Disposal characterization studies or other completed studies that show
the effectiveness of the programs being implemented.

(3) Factors that the jurisdiction believes would affect the accuracy of, or
mitigate the amount of, solid waste disposed by the jurisdiction, including,
but not limited to, either of the following:

(A) Whether the jurisdiction hosts a solid waste facility or regional
diversion facility.

(B) The effects of self-hauled waste and construction and demolition
waste.

(4) The extent to which the jurisdiction previously relied on biomass
diversion credit and the extent to which it may be impacted by the lack of
the credit.

(5) Information regarding the programs the ]unsdlctlon is undertaking
to address specific disposal challenges, and why it is not feasible to

implement programs to respond to other factors that affect the amount of .

waste that is disposed.

(6) Other information that describes the good faith efforts of the
jurisdiction to comply with Section 41780,

(d) The board shall use, but is not limited to the use of, the annual report

in the determination of whether the jurisdiction’s source reduction and -

recycling element needs to be revised or updated.
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(¢) (1) The board shall adopt procedures for requiring additional
information in a jurisdiction’s annual report. The procedures shall require
the board to notify a jurisdiction of any additional required information no
later than 120 days after the board receives the report from the jurisdiction.

(2) Paragraph (1) does not prohibit the board from making additional
requests for information in a timely manner. A jurisdiction receiving a
request for information shall respond in a timely manner.

(3) Ifthe schedule for the submission of an annual report by a jurisdiction
does not correspond with the scheduled review by the board specified in
subdivision (2) of Section 41825, the board shall utilize the information
contained in the annual report to assist the beard in providing technical
assistance and reviewing the jurisdiction’s diversion program
implementation. ' '

(f) The board shall adopt procedures for conferring with a jurisdiction
regarding the implementation of its diversion programs.

{g) Notwithstanding the Uniform Electronic Transactions Act ( Title 2,5
(commencing with Section 1633.1) of Part 2 of Division 3 of the Civil
Code), a jurisdiction shall submit the progress report required by this section
to the board electronically, using the board’s electronic reporting format
system.

(h) Notwithstanding the reporting schedule required by this section, and
in addition to the review required by Section 41825, the board shall visit
each jurisdiction not less than once each year to monitor the jurisdiction’s
implementation and maintenance of its diversion programs,

SEC. 11. The heading of Article 4 {commencing with Section 41825)
of Chapter 7 of Part 2 of Division 30 of the Public Resources Code is
amended to read:

Article 4. Review and Comipliance Orders

SEC. 12. Section 41825 of the Public Resources Code is repealed.

SEC. 13. Section 41825 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:

41825, (a) Using the information in the report submitted to the board
by the jurisdiction pursuant to Section 41821 and any other relevant

information, the board shall make a finding whetlier each jurisdiction was

in compliance with Section 41780 for calendar year 2006 and shall review
a jurisdiction’s compliance with Section 41780 in accordance with the
following schedule:

(1) If the board makes a finding that the jurisdiction was in compliance
with Section 41780 for calendar year 2006, the board shall review,
commencing January 1, 2012, and at least once every four years thereafter,
whether the jurisdiction has implemented its source reduction and recycling
element and household hazardous waste element.

(2) If the board makes a finding that the jurisdiction made a good faith
effort to implement its source reduction and recycling element and household
hazardous waste element, the board shall review, commencing January 1,
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2010, and at least once every two years thereafter, whether the jurisdiction
has implemented its source reduction and recycling element and household
hazardous waste element.

(3) If the board makes a finding that the jurisdiction was not in
compliance with Section 41780 for calendar year 2006 or for any subsequent
calendar year, the board shall review, commencing January 1, 2010, and at
least once every two years thercafter, whether the jurisdiction has
implemented its source reduction and recycling element and household
hazardous waste element.

(4) I, after determining that a jurisdiction is subject to paragraph (2}, or,
if, after determining that a jurisdiction is not in compliance with Section
41780 and is subject to paragraph (3), the board subsequently determines
that the jurisdiction has come into compliance with Section 41780, the board
shall review, at least once every four years, whether the jurisdiction has
implemented its source reduction and recycling element and household
hazardous waste in the same manner as a jurisdiction that is subject to
paragraph (1).

(5) If, after determining that a jurisdiction is in compliance with Section
41780 and is subject to paragraph (1), the board subsequently determines
that the jurisdiction is not in compliance with Section 41780, the board shall
review, at least once every two years, whether the jurisdiction has
implemented its source reduction and recycling element and household

_ hazardous waste element in the same manner as a jurisdiction that is subject

to paragraph (2) or (3).

(b} In addition to the requirements of subdivision (a), the board may
review whether a jurisdiction is in compliance with Section 41780 in
accordance with the requirements of this section at any time that the board
receives information that indicates the jurisdiction may not be making a
good faith effort to implement its source reduction and recycling element
and household hazardous waste element. .

(c¢) (1) Before issning a compliance order pursuant to subdivision (d),
the board shall confer with the jurisdiction regarding conditions relating to
the proposed order of compliance, with a first meeting occurring not less
than 60 days before issuing a notice of intent to issue an order of compliance.

(2) The board shall issue a nctice of intent to issue an order of compliance
not less than 30 days before the board holds a hearing to issue the netice of
compliance. The notice of intent shall specify all of the following:

(A) The proposed basis for issuing an order of compliance,

(B) The proposed actions the board recommends are necessary for the
jurisdiction to complete to implement its source reduction and recycling
element or household hazardous waste element.

{C) The proposed recommendations to the board.

(3) The board shall consider any information provided pursuant to

subdivision (¢) of Section 41821 if the proposed issuance of an order of
compliance invelves changes to a jurisdiction’s calculation of annual
disposal. ’
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(d) (1) Lf, after holding a public hearing, which, to the extent possible,
shall be held in the local or regional agency’s jurisdiction, the board finds
that a jurisdiction has failed to make a good faith effort to implement its
source reduction and recycling element or its houisehold hazardous waste
element, the board shall issue an order of compliance with a specific schedule
for achieving compliance.

(2) The compliance order shall include those conditions that the board
determines to be necessary for the jurisdiction to implement its diversion
programs.

(3) In addition to considering the good faith efforts of a jurisdiction, as -

specified in subdivision (e), to implement a diversion program, the board
shall consider both of the following factors in determining whether or not
to issue a compliance order;

(A) Whether an exceptional growth rate may have affected compliance.

(B) Other information that the jurisdiction may provide that indicates
the effectiveness of the jurisdiction’s programs, such as disposal
characterization studies or other jurisdiction specific information. ,

(e) For purposes of making a determination pursuant to this section
whether a jurisdiction has failed to make a good faith effort to implement
its source reduction and recycling element or its household hazardous waste
element, the board shall consider all of the following criteria:

(1) For the purposes of this section, “good faith effort” means all
reasonable and feasible efforts by a jurisdiction to implement those programs
or activities identified in its source reduction and recycling element or
household hazardous waste element, or alternative programs or activities
that achieve the same or similar results.

(2) For purposes of this section, “good faith effort” may also include the

evaluation by a jurisdiction of improved technology for the handling and-

management of solid waste that would reduce costs, improve efficiency in

the collection, processing, or marketing of recyclable materials or yard

waste, and enhance the ability of the jurisdiction to adequately address all
sources of significant disposal, the submission by the jurisdiction of a
compliance schedule, and the undertaking of all other reasonable and feasible
efforts to implement the programs identified in the jurisdiction’s source
reduction and recycling element or household hazardous waste element.

(3) In determining whether a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort,
the board shall consider the enforcement criteria included in its enforcement
policy, as adopted on April 25, 1995, or as subsequently amended.

(4) The board shall consider all of the following when considering
whether a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement its source
reduction and recycling element or its household hazardous waste element:

(A) Natural disasters.

(B) Budgetary conditions within a jurisdiction that could not be remedied
by the imposition or adjustment of solid waste fees. _

(C) Work stoppages that dircctly prevent a jurisdiction from implementing

its source reduction and recycling element or household hazardous waste -

element,
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(D) The impact of the failure of federal, state, and other local agencies

located within the jurisdiction to implement source reduction and recycling

programs in the jurisdiction.

(B) The extent to which the jurisdiction has implemented additional
source reduction, recycling, and composting activities.

(F) The extent to which the jurisdiction has made program implementation
choices driven by considerations related to other environmental issues,
including climate change.

(3) Whether the jurisdiction has provided information to the board
conceming whether construction and demolition waste material is at least
a moderately significant portion of the waste stream, and, if so, whether the
local jurisdiction has adopted an ordinance for diversion of construction
and demolition waste materials from solid waste disposal facilities, has
adopted a model ordinance pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 42912 for
diversion of construction and demolition waste materials from solid waste
disposal facilities, or has implemented another program to encoutage or
require diversion of construction and demolition waste materials from solid
waste disposal facilities.

(H) The extent to which the jurisdiction has implemented programs to
comply with Section 41780 and to maintain its per capita disposal rate.

(3) In making a determination whether a jurisdiction has made a good
faith effort, pursuant to this section, the board may consider a jurisdiction’s
per capita disposal rate as a factor in determining whether the jurisdiction
adequately implemented its diversion programs. The board shall not consider
a jurisdiction’s per capita disposal rate to be determinative as to whether
the jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement its source reduction
and recycling element or its household hazardous waste element.

- (f) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1, 2018, and as-

of that date is repealed, unless a later enacted statute, that is enacted before
Tanuvary I, 2018, deletes or extends that date.

SEC. 14. Section 41825 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:

41825, (a) At least once every two years, the board shall review each
jurisdiction’s source reduction and recycling element and household
hazardous waste element for compliance with Section 41780,

(b) In addition to the requirements of subdivision (a), the board may

review whether a jurisdiction is in compliance with Section 41780 in

accordance with the requirements of this section at any time that the board
receives information that indicates the jurisdiction may not be making a
good faith effort to implement its source reduction and recycling element
and household hazardous waste element,

(c¢) (1) Before issuing a compliance order pursuant to subdivision (d),
the board shall confer with the jurisdiction regarding conditions relating to
the proposed order of compliance, with a first meeting occurring not less
than 60 days before issuing a notice of intent to issue an order of compliance.

(2) The board shall issue a notice of intent to issve an order of compliance
not less than 30 days before the board holds a hearing to issue the notice of
compliance. The notice of intent shall specify all of the following:
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{A) The proposed basis for issuing an ordér of compliance.

(B) The proposed actions the board recommends are necessary for the
jurisdiction to complete the implementation of its source reduction and
recycling element or household hazardous waste-element. -

(C) The proposed recommendations to the board.

(3) The board shall consider any information provided pursuant to
subdivision (c) of Section 41821, if the proposed issuance of an order of

compliance involves changes to a jurisdiction’s calculation of annual-

disposal. : )

(d) (1) If, after holding a public hearing, which, to the extent possible,
shall be held in the local or regional agency’s jurisdiction, the board finds
that a jurisdiction has failed to make a good faith effort to implement its
source reduction and recycling element or its household hazardous waste
element, the board shall issue an order of compliance with a specific schedule
for achieving compliance. -

(2) The compliance order shall include those conditions that the board
determines to be necessary for the jurisdiction to-implement its diversion
programs.

(3) In addition to considering the good faith efforts of a jurisdiction, as
specified in subdivision (e), to implement a diversion program, the board
shall consider all of the following factors in determining whether or not to
issue a compliance order:

(A) Whether an exceptional growth rate may have affected compliance.

(B) Other information that the jurisdiction may provide that indicates
the effectiveness of the jurisdiction’s programs, such as disposal
characterization studies or other jurisdiction specific information.

(e) For purposes of making a determination pursuant to this section as
to whether a jurisdiction has failed to make a good faith effort to implement
its source reduction and recycling element or its household hazardous waste
element, the board shall consider all of the following criteria:

(1) For the pwrposes of this section, “good faith effort” means all.

reasonable and feasible efforts by a jurisdiction to implement those programs
or activities identified in its source reduction amd recycling element or
household hazardous waste element, or alternative programs or activities
that achieve the same or similar results.

(2) For purposes of this section, “good faith effort” may also include the
evaluation by a jurisdiction of improved technology for the handling and
management of solid waste that would reduce costs, improve efficiency in
the collection, processing, or marketing of recyclable materials or yard
waste, and enhance the ability of the jurisdiction to adequately address all
sources of significant disposal, the submission by the jurisdiction of a
compliance schedule, and the undertaking of all other reasonable and feasible
efforts to implement the programs identified in the jurisdiction’s source
reduction and recycling element or household hazardous waste element,

(3) In determining whether a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort,
the board shall also consider the enforcement criteria included in its
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enforcement policy, as adopted on April 25, 1995, or as subsequently
amended.

(4) The board shall consider all of the following when considering
whether a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement its source

" ‘reduction and recycling element or its household hazardous waste element:

(A) Natural disasters.

(B) Budgetary conditions within a jurisdiction that could not be remedied
by the imposition or adjustment of solid waste fees.

(C) Work stoppages that directly prevent a jurisdiction from implementing
its source reduction and recycling element or household hazardous waste
element.

(D) The impact of the failure of federal, state, and other local agencies
located within the jurisdiction to implement source reduction and recycling
programs in the jurisdiction.

(E) The extent to which the jurisdiction has implemented additional
source reduction, recycling, and composting activities.

(F) The extent to which the jurisdiction has made program implementation
choices driven by considerations related to other environmental issues,
including climate change.

(G) Whether the jurisdiction has provided information to the board
concerning whether construction and demolition waste material is at least
a moderately significant portion of the waste stream, and, if so, whether the
local jurisdiction has adopted an ordinance for diversion of construction
and demolition waste materials from solid waste disposal facilities, has
adopted a model ordinance pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 42912 for
diversion of construction and demolition waste materials from solid waste
disposal facilities, or has implemented another program to encourage or
require diversion of construction and demelifion waste materials from solid
waste disposal facilities.

(H) The extent to which the jurisdiction has implemented programs to
comply with Section 41780 and to maintain its per capita disposal rate.

(5) In making a determination whether a jurisdiction has made a good
faith effort, pursuant to this section, the board may consider a jurisdiction’s
per capita disposal rate as a factor in determining whether the jurisdiction
adequately implemented its diversion programs. The board shall not consider
a jurisdiction’s per capita disposal rate to be determinative as to whether
the jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement its source reduction
and recycling element or its household hazardous waste element.

(f) This section shall become operative on January 1, 2018.

SEC. 15. The heading of Article 5 (commencing with Section 41850)
of Chapter 7 of Part 2 of Division 30 of the Public Resources Code is
amended to read:

Article 5. Enforcement and Penalties
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SEC. 16. Section 41850 of the Public Resources Code is amended to
read:

41850. (a) Except as specifically provided in Section 41813, if, after
holding the public hearing and issuing an order of compliance pursuant to
Section 41825, the board finds that the jurisdiction has failed to make a
good faith effort to implement its source reduction and recycling element
or its houschold hazardous waste element, the board may impose
administrative civil penalties upon the city or county or, pursuant to Section
40974, upon the city or county as a member of a regional agency, of up to
ten thousand dollars ($10,000) per day until the jurisdiction implements the

" element.

(b) In determining whether or not to impose any penalties, ar in
determining the amount of any penalties imposed under this section,
including any penalties imposed due to the exclusion of solid waste pursuant
to Section 41781.2 that results in a reduction in the quantity of solid waste
diverted by a jurisdiction, the board shall consider whether the jurisdiction
has made a good faith effort to implement its source reduction and recycling
element or its household hazardous waste element. In addition, the board
shall consider only those relevant circumstances that hiave prevented a
jurisdiction from meeting the requirements of this division, including, but
not limited to, the factors described in subdivisions (d) and (¢) of Section
41825,

read; -

42921. (a) Each state agency and each large state facility shall divert
at least 25 percent of all solid waste generated by the state agency by January
1, 2002, through source reduction, recycling, and composting activities.

(b) On and after January 1, 2004, each state agency and each large state
facility shall divert at least 50 percent of all solid waste through source
reduction, recycling, and composting activities.

SEC. 18. Section 42921.5 is added to the Public Resources Code, to
read: ‘ :

42921.5. (a) After Janunary 1, 2009, the board shall determine each state
agency’s or a large state facility’s compliance with Section 42921, for each
year, commencing with January 1, 2007, by comparing the per capita
disposal rate in subsequent years with the equivalent per capita disposal
rate that would have been necessary for the state agency or large state facility
to comply with Section 42921 on January 1, 2007, as calculated pursuant
to subdivision (d).

(b) Inmaking a determination whether a state agency or large state facility
is in compliance with the requirements of Section 42921, the board may
consider an agency’s or facility’s per capita disposal rate as a factor in
determining whether the state agency or large state facility is adequately
implementing its integrated waste management plan. The board shall not
consider a state, agency, or large state facility’s per capita disposal rate to
be determinative when considering whether the agency or facility is
implementing its integrated waste managemerit plan.
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(c) When determining whether an agency or facility is in compliance
with Section 42921, the board shall consider that an increase in the per
capita disposal rate is a result of disposal amounts increasing faster than the
growth of the state agency or large state facility. The board shall use an
increase in'the per capita disposal rate that is in excess of the equivalent per
capita disposal rate as a factor in determining whether the board is required
to more closely examine the agency’s or facility’s plan implementation
efforts. If indicated by this examination, the board may require a state agency
or large state fac111ty to expand existing programs or implement new
programs.

(@ (1) Exceptas prov1ded in paragraph (2), “per capita disposal” or “per
capita disposal rate” means the total annual disposal by a state agency or
large state facility, in pounds, divided by total number of employees in that
stite agency or large state facility, and divided by 365 days.

(2) The board may alternatively define per capita disposal or per capita
disposal rate for a state agency or large state facility that has a significant
amount of disposal from nonemployees or for other reasons that would
make calculation of per capita disposal by the number of employees
inaccurate. '

SEC. 19. Section 42926 of the Public Resources Code is amended to
read:

42926. {a} Inadditionto the information provided to the board pursnant
to Section 12167.1 of the Public Contract Code, each state agency shall
submit an annual report to the beard summarizing its progress in reducing
solid waste as required by Section 42921. The annual report shall be due
on or before September 1, 2009, and on or before September 1 in each
subsequent year. The information in this report shall encompass the previous
calendar year.

(b) Each state agency’s annual report to the board shall, at a minimum,
include all of the following:

(1) Calenlations of annual disposal reduction.

(2) Information on the changes in waste generated or disposed of due to
increases or decreases in employees, economics, or other factors.

(3) A summary of progress made in implementing the integrated waste
management plan.

(4) The extent to which the state agency intends to utilize programs or
facilities established by the local agency for the handling, diversion, and
disposal of solid waste. If the state agency does not intend to utilize those
established programs or facilities, the state agency shall identify sufficient
disposal capacity for solid waste that is not source reduced, recycled, or
composted.

(5) Other information relevant to compliance with Section 42921.

(c) The board shall use, but is not limited to the use of, the annual report
in the determination of whether the agency’s integrated waste management
plan needs to be revised.

SEC. 20. Section 42927 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:
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42927, (a) A community college district shall give first priority for the
expenditure of the revenues derived from the sale of recyclable materials

resulting from the implementation of the disttict’s integrated waste -

management plan for the purposes of offsetting the recycling program costs
imposed pursuant to this chapter.

(b) A community college district shall expend all cost savings that result
from implementation of the district’s integrated waste management plan
pursuant to this chapter to fund the continued implementation of the plan
consistent with the requirement that revenues from the sale of recyclable
materials be used to offset recycling program costs, as specified in Sections
12167 and 12167.1 of the Public Contract Code.

(¢) A community college district shall provide inforrhation on the
quantities of recyclable materials collected for recycling annually to the
board, according to a schedule determined by the board and the district.

SEC. 21. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to Section
6 of Article XIIIB of the California Constitution because a local agency or
school district has the authority to levy service charges, fees, or assessments
sufficient to pay for the program or level of service mandated by this act or
because the act provides for offsetting savings to local agencies or school
districts that resulf in no net costs to the local agencies or school districts,
within the meaning of Section 17556 of the Government Code.
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