
GA
MARGA

 
August 2
 
The Hon
Senate P
State Ca
Sacrame
 
Dear Se
 
FLOOR 
SOLID W
 
The Lo
Manage
Assemb
strategie
Addition
dated Ju
local go
further 
business
enforcem
significa
regardle
consiste
current p
the Non
 
The key
 

• L
R
c
a
re
p
p
C
s
a

AIL FARBER, CHA
ARET CLARK, VIC

 

23, 2010 

norable Dar
President P
apitol, Room
ento, CA 94

enator Stein

ALERT: A
WASTE: D

s Angeles
ement Task
bly Bill 737 
es for ach
nally, despi
une 7, 2010
vernments 
imposing s
ses for co
ment agenc

ant changes
ess if thos
ent or in co
provisions i
-Disposal F

y issues are

Life-cycle 
Recovery 
ommercial 
nalyze the 
ecycling off
articularly 
rocessing. 

California’s 
ignificantly 
nd safety s

 
AIR 
E CHAIR 

 900 S

rrell Steinbe
Pro Tem 
m 205 
4248-0001 

nberg: 

ASSEMBLY
IVERSION 

 County S
k Force (Ta
(AB 737).  
hieving 75
te the Tas
0 addresse
to enact a

significant 
mpliance w
cy to appro
s are mad
e changes
nflict with t
in State law
Facilities Ele

e: 

and Econ
Facilities, 
recycling a
true life-cy

fers many e
the unav

 Currently
recyclable
less string

standards.  

OUTH FREM
P

erg 

Y BILL 737

Solid Wast
sk Force) w
If enacted

5% waste 
sk Force’s 
ed to Senat
and enforce

financial b
with the m
ove permit

de in the d
s are auth
he host jur

w for the loc
ement and 

nomic Ana
and Pro

and/or high
ycle environ
environmen
voidable g

y, due to a 
e goods a
gent or non

As such, a

SO
INTEGRAT

MONT AVENU
P.O. BOX 146

(AMENDE

te Manage
would like t
, AB 737 w
diversion 
previously 
or Christine

e a mandat
burden on 
andate. Fi
s through 

design or o
horized by 
risdiction's l
cal task forc
impact(s) o

alysis, the
oduct Ste
er diversio
nmental an
ntal benefits
greenhouse
lack of loc

are shipped
n-existent a
a true lifecy

OLID WASTE 
TED WASTE M
UE, ALHAMB
60, ALHAMB

ED AUGUST

ement Com
to express 

would requir
and repo
communic

e Kehoe, th
tory comme

local gov
nally, the 
a pro-form

operation o
the existin

land use pe
ce to comm
on a region

e Need f
ewardship
n rates, it i

nd economi
s, it also ha
e gas em
cal markets
d oversea

air/water po
ycle analys

LOS AN
MANAGEME
MANAGEME

BRA, CALIFO
BRA, CALIFO

www.lac

T 20, 2010)

mmittee/Int
our strong
re CalRecy
rting to th

cated conce
he bill conti
ercial recyc
vernments 
bill would 
a approval

of the solid
ng permit 
ermit, and w

ment and rev
-wide basis

for Develo
– Prior 

is absolute
c cost of re
as environm
missions 
s, significa

as and pro
ollution con
sis of globa

NGELES COU
ENT COMMIT
ENT TASK FO
ORNIA 91803
ORNIA 91802
countyiswmt

) 

egrated W
g oppositio
ycle to esta
he Legisla
erns in a l
inues to req
cling ordina

and Califo
require a 
l process w
d waste fac

or if they
would elim
view update
s. 

oping Mat
to manda

ly necessa
ecycling.  W
mental imp
resulting 
nt quantitie
ocessed u
trol, and he
l environme

UNTY 
TTEE/ 
ORCE 
-1331 
-1460 
tf.org 

Waste 
on to 
ablish 
ature.  
letter 
quire 
ance, 
ornia 
local 

when 
cility, 

y are 
inate 
es of 

terial 
ating 

ary to 
While 
acts, 
from 

es of 
under 
ealth 
ental 



The Honorable Darrell Steinberg 
August 19, 2010 
Page 2 
 
 
 

effects and costs associated with recycling programs is essential for developing 
an environmentally sound and sustainable waste management system in 
California.  Further, to avoid the environmental drawbacks of shipping these 
materials to foreign countries, the bill should provide for development of in-State 
facilities that can properly handle and process these recovered materials.  Lastly, 
to aid with the lack of said in-State facilities, we feel it is necessary for the bill to 
consider product stewardship strategies.       
 

• Recycling Markets – Recycling is sustainable only when there are sufficient 
markets for goods.  To this end, the State needs to substantially expand its 
efforts by providing economic incentives and assistance to innovative 
businesses.  Currently, many processing/materials recovery facilities in California 
have available capacity to recover additional materials from the waste stream, 
but they do not, due to a lack of suitable markets.  Unfortunately, while AB 737 
continues to mandate the recovery of recyclables and provides for additional 
processing/recovery facilities, it fails to establish or address the necessary 
markets to demand the recovered goods.  It is worth noting that as California 
strives to be the largest producer of recyclable materials, it should equally strive 
to actually “recycle” them in California.  
 

• New Technologies & Solid Waste – The bill does not address the need for the 
development of alternative/emerging technologies, while continuing to solely 
pursue recycling and composting. Once recyclable materials are removed from 
the solid waste stream, the waste materials that are left behind have little to no 
beneficial reuse value as stipulated by the current and inadequate California solid 
waste regulations.  As such, the post-recycled residuals are buried in landfills.  
However, many of these residual materials can be beneficially used to produce 
renewable energy or green fuel using proven types of technologies – conversion 
technologies (CTs).  Commercially available CTs include thermal, chemical, 
biological, mechanical or a combination of these processes, but do not include 
incineration.  As an example, the gasification process can be used to produce 
clean power and advanced transportation fuels by utilizing the gas that is created 
under a thermal process.  By removing the existing legislative and regulatory 
barriers, CTs can provide substantial new sources of energy or clean fuel and 
provide new markets for the post-recycled residuals otherwise disposed in 
landfills. 
 

• Cost to Local Governments – The bill fails to consider the financial impact and 
undue resource burden it places of local jurisdictions, especially given the current 
economic downturn and record budget shortfalls experienced by all levels of 
government while using the justification that local governments can impose fees 
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on their businesses to recover costs.  Local governments may find it unfeasible 
or unjustified to impose more taxes/fees/charges on their constituent businesses.   
 

• Non-Disposal Facilities Element (NDFE) Amendment Process – Also not 
addressed by the bill are the Task Force’s concerns in regards to NDFE 
amendments and updates.  Specifically, the bill would require a local agency to 
approve permits through a pro-forma approval process when significant changes 
are made in the design or operation of the solid waste facility, regardless if those 
changes are authorized by the existing permit or if they are consistent or in 
conflict with the host jurisdiction’s land use permit, and would eliminate current 
provisions in State law for the local task force to comment and review NDFE 
amendment impact(s) on a region-wide basis.  

 
Pursuant to Chapter 3.67 of the Los Angeles County Code and the California Integrated 
Waste Management Act of 1989 (Assembly Bill 939, as amended), the Task Force is 
responsible for coordinating the development of all major solid waste planning 
documents prepared for the County of Los Angeles and the 88 cities in Los Angeles 
County with a combined population in excess of ten million. Consistent with these 
responsibilities and to ensure a coordinated and cost-effective and environmentally 
sound solid waste management system in Los Angeles County, the Task Force also 
addresses issues impacting the system on a countywide basis. The Task Force 
membership includes representatives of the League of California Cities-Los Angeles 
County Division, County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors, City of Los Angeles, 
waste management industry, environmental groups, the public, and a number of other 
governmental agencies. 
 
Therefore the Task Force strongly opposes AB 737 and respectfully request that the 
proposal be amended to address the stated issues above.  If you have any questions, 
please contact Mr. Mike Mohajer of the Task Force at (909) 592-1147. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 

  
 
 

Margaret Clark, Vice-Chair 
Los Angeles County Solid Waste Management Committee/ 
Integrated Waste Management Task Force and 
Council Member, City of Rosemead 
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cc:    
Members of the California Senate 
Each Member of the Los Angeles County Legislative Delegation 
Each Member of the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors 
Each City Mayor in the County of Los Angeles 
California State Association of Counties 
League of California Cities 
League of California Cities, Los Angeles County Division 
Southern California Association of Governments 
San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
South Bay Cities Council of Governments 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
Each City Recycling Coordinator in Los Angeles County 
Each Member of the Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Task Force 
 


