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A Public Agency

MINUTES

SOUTH BAYSIDE WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY
MEETING OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE
August 28, 2023 2:00PM
RethinkWaste Offices 610 Elm Street Suite 202, San Carlos, CA 94070

Call To Order: 2:01PM
1. Roll Call

Member Present Absent

Al Royse X
Adam Rak X
Fran Dehn X
Warren Slocum X

Member Dehn and Member Royse participated by teleconference

SBWMA Staff Members Present: Joe La Mariana, Julia Au, Cyndi Urman, Jean Savaree

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 welcomed everyone to the meeting, and gave the following updates:

e The SBR to SBI transition is going smoothly and staff is meeting regularly with SBI to plan for the
January 1, 2024 transition. Staff Gans is leading the charge to get the facility ready with a clean slate on
January 1.

e He had an extended lunch meeting with the new Recology General Manager John Zirelli, he gave
John’s background to the committee and noted that he thought John would be great to work with.

e Seven member agencies have approved the purchase of the office space, and tonight Redwood City
has this on their council agenda. Should they approve it, it would be the eighth and 2/3 majority vote on
this item. He has also released two other contingencies 1) the structural engineer signed off on the
mezzanine structure in the space, and 2) a conceptual space planning design was successfully
completed noting that what needs to fit in the space will fit in the space.

e The finance committee will meet tomorrow to discuss a finance plan for the purchase of the office space.
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e The board will consider awarding an architectural design services contract for the build out of the space.

Member Dehn asked on the office space approvals, given that West Bay approved the purchase with the
mistake in the numbers, would the item come back to West Bay as an informational item.

Counsel Savaree answered that it would be an informational item to correct the math error, but it could get pulled
if someone on the West Bay board concluded that the math error deemed it necessary for the board to consider
it a second time.

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. ltems
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 3, 2023 Legislative Committee Meeting

Motion/Second: Dehn/Rak
Roll Call Vote: 2-0-1-1

Member Yes No Abstain Absent
Al Royse X

Adam Rak X

Fran Dehn X

Warren Slocum X

5. Legislative and Regulatory Updates from EEC and Committee Discussion

Kayla Robinson went over the legislative timeline, noting that the legislature is out of summer recess, and now
bills are piling up in the appropriation suspense file. She reminded the committee that every fiscal bill gets piled
up in a suspense file so the legislature can make decisions all at once with a clear financial picture of what is
going to need to be spent for all the bills, but they are also making some political decisions at this time as well.
Bills are currently in their second house, so this is one of the last big hurdles before a bill goes to the floor for a
vote.

Kayla then gave an update on the bills still moving through the process. There are two big waste bills that are
still moving through the process:

SB 244 (Eggman) Right to Repair Bill. It requires manufacturers of electronic products to make accessible
information, tools, and parts to repair electronic items. This is the seventh or eight years trying to pass this
legislation and for the first time this year Apple has come out in support of the bill.

AB 2 (Ward) Solar Panel Recycling is likely being split into two parts. Residential panels that are no longer in
use will become part of the e-waste bill and those owned by companies would part of an extended producer
responsibility plan. She noted that this bill is in the suspense file that needs to be acted on by Friday, and there
is still a lot of unanswered questions with the bill that need to be answered. EEC continues to recommend a
watch position on this bill.

Staff Au added that CPSC is now a co-sponsor of this bill, and it has been the topic of a lot of discussion the way
the bill sits now, there might be a lot of burden on local governments, and we’ve recommended a watch position
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to make sure that the Agency’s interests are adequately represented, and not burdened with extra costs that are
not reimbursed, or if it becomes e-waste, be required to hold solar panels on site where there is no space to
house them.

The committee discussed this item in detail and expressed concerns about refurbishment as an option, and the
fact that currently only a small percentage of current panels can be refurbished. There were concerns raised
about the differing level of toxicity in these panels as well. Currently about 50% of the panels manufactured are
toxic, but to determine if they are toxic is a labor-intensive process. There are a lot of recoverable precious
metals that make the process worth it. There were concerns about how the recyclability and recoverability of
solar panels and their components could increase costs or create hazards to the agency. The committee
wanted the panels to be identified as to which were higher risk than others.

Member Royse asked if anything has changed since last meeting regarding the Little Hoover Commission.

Kayla Robinson answered that there have been no bills related to SB 1383 related to that report introduced,
there may be bills introduced next year, and EEC will stay on top of the conversation with CalRecycle.

Member Royse noted that there should be compensation for agencies like RethinkWaste that have put
resources into enacting a law that gets put on hold, should anything like a put on hold bill get traction next year.

Kayla Robinson noted that none of the SB 1383 funds were cut from the budget, and local assistance grants of
$75,000 per jurisdiction are available as non-competitive grants to help implement SB 1383.

The committee discussed member agencies applying versus the JPA applying service area wide. Staff Au noted
there would be an ability to apply on behalf of some member agencies and not others, so if at least two wanted
the JPA to apply staff would do that, and this would be a discussion at the next TAC meeting.

The committee then discussed bond funding and the outlook of the bond related to climate.

Reed Addis updated the committee on the possible climate bond that is being considered. The agency isin a
position for some of that bond money to go towards the implementation of SB 1383. EEC did a poll on this and
found out it should not be called a climate bond, because the voters don’t feel as impacted by that as they do by
clean water or clean air. EEC is sharing this polling information with the Governor’s office and letting them know
the non-natural resources portion of the bond should be titled something other than a climate bond. He noted
that it has become obvious that the bond conversation except a mental health housing bond is being moved to
next year with a deadline of late spring early summer.

Member Royse noted that there could be challenges with competing local bonds as well, for example transit is a
big local issue right now. So, to the extent the bond can talk about the global issues everyone is talking about
like housing, fire and water the better.

6. Legislative Committee Member Comments

7. Adjourn 2:57PM
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