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MINUTES 

SOUTH BAYSIDE WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY 
MEETING OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE 

May 2, 2022 2:15PM 
Via Zoom Tele or Video Conference 

Call To Order: 2:16PM 
1. Roll Call  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
SBWMA Staff Members Present: Joe La Mariana, Julia Au, Cyndi Urman  
Others Present: Kayla Robinson, Environmental and Energy Consulting; Reed Addis, Environmental and Energy 
Consulting 
 
2. Public Comment 

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3(a), members of the public wishing to address the Committee may do so, and the 
comments shall be limited to the Special Meeting notice topic(s). Speakers may join the Zoom meeting via the meeting link and 
using the “raise hand” feature and the Clerk of the Board will call on people. 

 
None 
 
3. Executive Director’s Welcome 
 
Executive Director La Mariana gave a brief Executive Director’s report noting that he had just given an extensive 
report at Thursday's Board meeting. He noted that tomorrow is the kickoff for the Site Optimization Study, and 
there is excitement on the Agency’s sponsored legislation which will be discussed at today’s meeting. 
 
4. Approval of Consent Calendar 

Consent Calendar item(s) are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion. There will be no separate discussion 
on these items unless members of the Committee, staff or public request specific items be removed for separate action.  Items 
removed from the Consent Calendar will be moved to the end of the agenda for separate discussion. 
A. Approval of the Minutes from the April 4, 2022, Legislative Committee Meeting 

 
 
Motion/Second: Groom/Rak 
Roll Call Vote: 3-0-0-1 

Member Present Absent 

Michael Brownrigg X  
Adam Rak X  
Carole Groom X  
Fran Dehn  X 
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5. Legislative Updates from Environmental and Energy Consulting (EEC) and Committee Discussion 
 
Kayla Robinson gave a timeline update on the legislative process. Last Friday was the last day for policy 
committees for fiscal bills, and next Friday is the last day for non-fiscal bills.  Now, everyone is gearing up for 
May 19, when the Assembly and Senate hold their appropriations suspense file hearings.   
 
Member Groom asked about the $60B plus surplus and if the Agency was going to put forth some projects for 
that surplus. 
 
Kayla Robinson answered that the Senate put out their budget priorities proposal last week, gearing up for the 
Governor’s revised budget that comes out mid-May.  She noted that the proposal did put forth additional money 
for SB1383 funding for infrastructure and local governments.  So, the Senate is advocating for additional surplus, 
but there isn’t technically new money in this year’s budget, it’s money that has been spread out over two years 
for 1383.  Reed Addis added that there is a difference between the Senate and the Assembly, and the Assembly 
has changed its tune over the last few weeks on the availability of surplus dollars, and they are now saying there 
is not a lot of money left over. 
 
The committee then discussed the Agency’s priority bills: 
 
SB1215/AB2440 – Kayla Robinson noted that at this point, the main opposition groups have taken a neutral 
stance.  Because of that neutral stance, the bills have done well in committee, and even a few republicans have 
voted aye on the bills.  Now that the bills are out of policy committees, the opposition groups have come forward 
with a lot of technical feedback, so EEC is trying to set up some strategic meetings to hear their concerns and 
merge their interests to find a path forward.  Because there are bills in both houses, there is more confidence 
this year, so they are trying to think more long term about getting these bills to the floor. 
 
Reed Addis added that because the appropriations committee meets at the end of the month, if the committee 
members haven’t already, this would be a good time to generate extra support by reaching out to contacts 
through various networks.  He suggested trying to agendize support at other local agency’s groups that the 
committee members might sit on as well as reaching out to colleagues throughout the state to have a 
conversation about the bills ahead of the appropriations committee meeting and asking them to call their state 
legislator and asking them to support the bills. 
 
Executive Director La Mariana thanked EEC for their efforts in getting the California Professional Firefighters 
Union to support the bills. 
 
AB1985 – Kayla Robinson noted that this bill is the mechanism for SB1383 procurement issues.  It is sitting in 
appropriations and was fiscally flagged as expensive.  EEC is working on back channeling to let appropriations 
know that the bill in print is not the goal, the goal is to open the door to have a conversation with CalRecycle to 
come up with a solution to the procurement issues.  May 19th they will know if their back channeling was 
successful. 

Member Yes No Abstain Absent 

Michael Brownrigg X    
Adam Rak X    
Carole Groom X    
Fran Dehn    X 
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The committee then discussed other bills EEC wanted to highlight. 
 
SB54 – Kayla Robinson gave an update on the plastics ballot initiative.  She noted that there is a process by 
which the legislature can put a bill in place that would replace the ballot initiative.  Currently there are 
conversations happening trying to balance opposition and support, so there could be language for this bill that 
tries to get that initiative removed from the ballot and that language could be available by Wednesday.  Kayla 
Robinson noted that the Attorney General subpoenaed Exxon Mobile related to plastic and holding the gas 
industry accountable for misinformation around plastic.  Reed Addis added that he was a little unclear how the 
Attorney General’s action interplays with the bill and the ballot initiative, but it’s fair to say that it will have some 
interplay. 
 
Member Brownrigg commented that at the request of Californians Against Waste he attended the League of 
Cities Environmental Quality Policy Committee meeting where they were debating whether to take a position of 
in favor of or opposed to this ballot initiative.  He noted that he was surprised by the number of people who were 
opposed to it.  He did note that the committee did vote about 60/40 in favor of support, but it was a very 
significant no vote.  Most of the opposition came from wanting this to happen in the legislature rather than 
through the initiative, or around no new taxes equating the $0.01 fee to a tax.   
 
Reed Addis commented that EEC is trying to raise money for some polling on this issue. 
 
Member Groom added that in San Mateo County they are regularly hearing no new taxes, so if they think it’s a 
tax it will be a hard sell. 
 
Member Brownrigg thought that the support position missed out on some salient points.  One being the sheer 
costs to agencies like the SBWMA to handle this material, costs which get passed on through the garbage rates, 
and while it is a fee at the consumer level it is to avoid other costs that the consumers will have. 
 
Kayla Robinson added that it’s likely that the initiative would have to pass for the $0.01 fee to move forward, 
what is being worked on via the legislature doesn’t have the fee. 
 
Member Brownrigg asked if the SBWMA would still be in favor without the $0.01 fee. 
 
Executive Director La Mariana commented that he thought the Agency would be in favor of anything that would 
help get at plastics reduction and pollution. And he agreed with Member Brownrigg’s comments to rebrand the 
marketing as a cost avoidance message. 
 
Reed Addis noted that there are some challenges in that there is opposition and there is no coordinated 
campaign yet.  
 
Member Brownrigg suggested a quick review of the initiative to brief the full board on this issue. 
 
Executive Director La Mariana noted he would put it on the June Board Agenda. 
 
SB1013 – Kayla Robinson noted that the Senate Pro Tem has introduced this bill related to the Bottle Bill.  It 
would add alcoholic beverage containers into the Bottle Bill, which is a major shift, and because of the Senate 
Pro Tem backing it, it does look like there will be movement this year to add alcoholic beverage containers.  She 
also noted that this support from the Senate Pro Tem has made Senator Wieckowski back off SB38, which had 
intended to completely revamp the Bottle Bill. 
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Member Brownrigg asked if the Agency gets money from the CRV program.  Executive Director La Mariana 
answered yes, the Agency gets reimbursement for this through a CalRecycle formula and CalRecycle then 
audits annually against what the Agency has reported.  Member Brownrigg asked for a calculation of potential 
revenue implications if alcoholic containers are added to the program.  Executive Director La Mariana noted he 
would work on getting a rough calculation to the committee. 
 
Member Rak asked for a brief update on the ability of residents to find recycling centers in the County. 
 
Kayla Robinson noted that this is an ongoing issue that the Bottle Bill is grappling with.  Grocery stores that sell 
CRV items are required to take them back, but many of them are paying a fee instead of taking them back or 
telling CalRecycle they are taking them back, but they don’t.  She noted that this issue has created a surplus, 
because bottles and cans aren’t being redeemed.  So CalRecycle is using that surplus to try to come up with 
some creative solutions to get the deposits back to the consumers.  Reed Addis added that part of CalRecycle’s 
budget proposal is to create collection locations at schools and community colleges to make them more 
accessible. 
 
Member Brownrigg noted that inherently schools don’t seem like a great idea unless it creates a source of 
revenue for the schools.  Reed Addis noted that CalRecycle has not explained the policy reason to him yet.  
Member Brownrigg thought diluting the aggregation of the material was not a good idea and that by moving it to 
a school or a municipality, that agency would then have to become an accountant to repay the deposit fees, and 
the state has already invested in a recycling system, so this approach feels redundant unless someone can 
make an argument that it will lead to more diversion.   
 
Member Groom now absent 2:57PM 
 
Executive Director La Mariana added that accounting for this program is quite complicated and that he thought it 
wasn’t a good fit for schools to manage this program.  He also noted that the County of San Mateo received a 
grant from the State to add recycling locations.  Staff Au added that the County has three new recycling 
locations, one is in North Fair Oaks, the other two are in Half Moon Bay and Daly City, these are not permanent 
sites, but they are not mobile either.  She also didn’t know how long the grant would last but having more 
locations has helped to alleviate demand. 
 
6. Legislative Committee Member Comments 
 
7. Adjourn 3:05PM 
 


