California Integrated Waste Management Board

Board Meeting
March 18-19, 2003
AGENDA ITEM 42
ITEM

Consideration Of A Petition For A Rural Reduction Of The Diversion Requirements And Consideration Of The 1999/2000 Biennial Review Findings For The Source Reduction And Recycling Element And Household Hazardous Waste Element, For The Sierra County Regional Agency

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff has conducted a 1999/2000 Biennial Review of the Sierra County Regional Agency’s (Agency’s) Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) and Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) program implementation to-date and diversion rate achieved.  Staff’s analysis of the Agency’s SRRE/HHWE implementation indicates that while the Agency has been implementing all reasonable and feasible source reduction and recycling programs selected in its SRRE, it will not be able to attain a 50 percent diversion rate.  Factors contributing to this inability to attain 50% diversion include: the county having a small dispersed population with low waste generation rates; small amounts of diverted materials; long distances to recycling markets; limitations in collection and storage created by the local climate; and budgetary constraints.  For these reasons the Agency has submitted a Petition for Reduction (PFR), requesting a reduced diversion requirement of 22 percent (Attachment 1).  The Agency currently has a 35 percent diversion rate for 1999 and 21 percent for 2000.  (The Agency submitted a revised 2000 diversion calculation using alternate adjustment factors leading to a 22% diversion rate, but staff identified an error in one alternate adjustment factor which when corrected leads to a 21% diversion rate.)  Staff’s analysis of the Agency’s PFR indicates that the justification for a reduced goal is reasonable and well documented, but the Agency does not have a stable trend in diversion rate which would allow staff to assess the appropriate level for a rural reduction in diversion goals.  Staff therefore recommends the Board not approve the PFR at this time but instead find that the Agency has made a good faith effort in implementing its SRRE and in meeting the diversion requirement.  The Agency has reserved the right to submit a SB 1066 time extension application.  

Staff’s analysis of the Agency’s HHWE implementation indicates that the Agency is implementing all but one of the selected programs from the HHWE.  The remaining selected program, establishing a waste exchange program, would likely have little effect on the removal of household hazardous waste from the solid waste stream.  As the Agency is successfully implementing household hazardous waste programs for the safe collection, recycling, treatment and disposal of hazardous wastes generated by the households within the County, staff is recommending approval of the 1999/2000 Biennial Review findings for the HHWE for this Agency.

II.
ITEM HISTORY 

The Board heard a related item at the November 2002 Board Meeting.  The Agency originally submitted a petition for rural reduction in July 2002.  Consideration of this original petition was heard at the November 2002 Board meeting at which time the petition was denied because it contained insufficient information for complete staff analysis and recommendations.  The Agency was given 60 days to resubmit a revised application, which was received by staff January 23, 2003.

No previous Board action has been taken on the current item.

III.
OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 

1. The Board may approve the Agency’s Petition for a Rural Reduction for a reduction to the diversion requirement, and may accept the staff’s 1999/2000 SRRE and HHWE Biennial Review findings for the Agency.

2. The Board may accept staff’s 1999/2000 Biennial Review findings that the Agency has adequately implemented its HHWE and has made a good faith effort to implement its SRRE.

3. The Board may disapprove the staff’s 1999/2000 Biennial Review findings and the Agency’s Petition for a Rural Reduction and allow the Agency to submit a 1066 Time Extension application within 60 days and separately accept staff’s findings that the Agency has adequately implemented its HHWE.

IV.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 2.

V.
ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings

1.  Background
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each Agency, County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that meets the statutory definition of rural may petition for a reduction to the required diversion rate if the Board concurs, based on substantial evidence in the record, that certain conditions were met (PRC Section 41787).

PRC Section 41787(b) further provides that should the Board approve a rural jurisdiction’s reduced diversion requirement, the Board will have the opportunity to review the continued appropriateness of the reduced diversion requirement in each subsequent biennial review, and rescind it, if appropriate; specifically:

     “If, as part of the review performed pursuant to Section 41825 [the Biennial Review], the Board finds that a rural Agency or a rural county, which previously qualified for a reduction in diversion requirements pursuant to subdivision (a), is no longer eligible for that reduction, the Board shall issue an order requiring the rural Agency or rural county to comply with the diversion requirements of [PRC] Section 41780.”

The Board may reduce the diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780 for a rural Agency if the Board concurs that achievement of the diversion requirement is not feasible due to both of the following conditions:

“(A)  The small geographic size or low population density of the rural Agency.

  (B)  The small quantity of solid waste generated within the rural Agency.”

The Board may also reduce the diversion requirements for the unincorporated area of a rural county if the Board concurs that achievement of the diversion requirement is not feasible due to both of the following conditions:

        “(A)  The large geographic size or low population density of the rural county.

          (B)  The small quantity of solid waste generated within the rural county.”

PRC Section 41787(a)(3) further specifies that the Board may grant such a reduction only if the petitioning rural Agency or rural county has demonstrated and the Board concurs, that it has implemented, at a minimum, all of the following programs:

(A)  A source reduction and recycling program designed to handle the predominant classes and types of solid waste generated within the rural Agency or rural county.

      (B)  A public sector diversion and procurement program.

(C)  A public information and education program.

The statutory definitions of a rural Agency, rural county, and rural area are included in Attachment 2.

2.   Existing Jurisdiction Conditions:

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below.

	                                    Diversion Rate Data (Percent)

	Base Year
	1995


	 1996    
	1997
	1998
	1999
	2000
	Proposed Reduced 2000 Diversion Requirement 

	1991
	10
	23
	19
	13
	35
	21*
	22 %


* The agency submitted a revised diversion calculation using alternate adjustment factors that calculated to 22% for 2000, however a correction by Board staff to these alternate factors leads to a 21% diversion rate.

	Key Jurisdiction Conditions

Waste Stream Data

	Geographic size (miles2)
	2000 population
	 2000 population density
	2000 generation (tons)
	Pounds waste generated per person per day (ppd)
	Non-residential waste stream percentage
	Residential waste stream percentage

	950
	3,700
	3.89 persons/ sq mile
	3791
	5.61
	43
	57


Agency’s geographic location: This rural agency includes the entire area of Sierra County which lies in the heart of the Northern Sierra mountain region on the eastern border of California.  The County is divided in half east to west by the crest of the Sierra Nevada’s.  The area is both mountainous and heavily forested and over 70% of the land is publicly owned.  Sierra County is the second smallest county in population in California and has a slow growth rate.  The County is home to many tourist attractions and recreational opportunities.  Natural disasters from fire and flooding affect the county often and the economy has been seriously impacted by cutbacks in the lumber industry.

Primary Diversion Program Information:

The following table provides an overview of the diversion programs the Agency is currently implementing.  A complete listing of the Agency’s diversion programs is provided in Attachment 3.

	Program Name/Type
	                                            Staff Comments

	Residential:
	

	Backyard/Onsite Composting
	The Agency promotes backyard composting and mulching to both residential and commercial generators through public education.  Targeted materials include both yard wastes and food wastes.  “How-to” brochures are available at County facilities and community events and composting bins have been made available to residents.   

	Residential Drop-Off
	The County maintains drop off opportunities for recyclable materials at the transfer stations and landfill.  County ordinances mandate that recyclable materials be separated from refuse prior to disposal.  At least 1/2 of all waste generated in the county is delivered by self-haul to either transfer stations or the landfill.  There is no fee assessed on separated waste at the landfill or transfer stations, but a fee is assessed if refuse is mixed with recyclables.  Aluminum, glass and plastic beverage containers, tires, yard waste, white goods, wood waste and newspaper can be recycled at the 4 county transfer stations.  All of these materials plus scrap metal, auto bodies, and corrugated cardboard can be recycled at the landfill.  The County’s 2 active waste haulers have provided bins for recyclable materials at general public locations when feasible depending on weather conditions and appropriate use.

There are no buy-back centers available within Sierra County.  Residents use buy back centers in larger population centers of neighboring counties, often in coordination with shopping activities also not available within Sierra County.

	Curbside Collection
	Residents and businesses can subscribe to curbside refuse collection with one of two licensed haulers.  For those residents with curbside collection of refuse, there are currently no separate programs for curbside collection of recyclables or variable can rates offered.  Separated materials can be placed out for collection at regular refuse collection rates.  The County places the general requirement on licensed haulers that all recyclable material must be separated from refuse prior to disposal, but does not mandate specific programs or collection methods.  Since the haulers are charged a fee if they take a load to the landfill with waste and recyclables mixed, they require the residents to separate recyclables for curbside pick-up.

	Commercial:
	

	Commercial Self Haul


	The County maintains drop off opportunities for recyclable materials at the transfer stations and landfill.  County ordinances mandate that recyable materials be separated from refuse prior to disposal.  Aluminum, glass and plastic beverage containers, tires, yard waste, white goods, wood waste and newspaper can all be recycled at the 4 county transfer stations.  All of these materials plus scrap metal, auto bodies, and corrugated cardboard can be recycled at the landfill.  

	Commercial Onsite Pickup
	The County’s 2 active waste haulers have provided bins for recyclable materials to a couple of the larger businesses in Loyalton and Downieville, which are the only population centers.  Typically, the business may separate glass bottles, aluminum and cardboard in one container and keep another bin for general refuse.  All bins are charged the same disposal rate.  Commercial entities are responsible for separating recyclable materials from refuse but must either haul the material to the transfer stations or landfill or pay for pick-up at the general refuse rates.  One independent grocer in Loyalton bales cardboard for pick up.

	Residential/ Commercial:
	

	Wood waste/Yard waste
	Separated yard waste and wood waste is accepted at the transfer stations and landfill.  These materials are either chipped for use in county landscaping projects or may be burned as allowed by the air management district.

	Construction and Demolition
	At the time a permit is requested for any construction or demolition project within the County, a waste fee is assessed to cover the cost of disposal and diversion programs.  Therefore, no fee is assessed on construction and demolition wastes when received at the landfill.  Landfill operators separate concrete and asphalt for reuse in landfill road projects.  

	Public Sector and Procurement Diversion:
	

	Government Source Reduction Programs
	The County adopted a formal policy for procurement, source reduction, and recycling at County offices.  County offices practice double sided copying and electronic communication.  

	Government Recycling Programs
	County offices and other federal and state agencies collect and self haul beverage containers.  Cardboard is separated in operations where sufficient quantities accumulate.

	Grasscycling
	Grasscycling is practiced at County facilities, areas managed by state and federal agencies, and local schools

	Procurement
	Formal government policies require that preference be given to materials, which are recyclable and/or contain recycled materials and avoid unnecessary waste generation during procurement. Procurement policies have also been adopted by other government agencies with offices in the County.

	Programs Supporting Diversion:
	

	Ordinances
	The County has mandated by ordinance the separation of recyclable materials from refuse prior to disposal.  Gate attendants at the transfer stations and landfill enforce this.  Separated wastes are not assessed a disposal fee but any commingled loads are assessed a fee.  For self-haulers the enforcement is immediate.  For haulers licensed to operate in the County the same standard is applied.  If the hauler does not keep the refuse stream free of recyclable materials they are assessed a fee on the entire load of refuse, therefore they demand compliance from their curbside collection customers.

	Rate/fee structures
	Fees are established to provide further incentives for recycling in support of the county mandate.  Fees are assessed on non-separated loads of refuse.  Most separated recyclable materials are accepted free of charge at County facilities.  Special wastes such as white goods, electronics, tires and auto hulks are assessed a disposal fee at all times.  The County is able to provide free disposal because programs are primarily funded through a parcel fee on residences and businesses.

	Supporting Public Information and Education:
	

	Print Education/Outreach


	The County provides printed information about composting, waste acceptance policies and programs, recycling ordinances, and household hazardous waste management at local transfer stations, the landfill, and county offices.  County staff and consultants attend 2 community events each year with this information and provide information and materials to local non-profit groups on request.  The County has a small population with little change year to year in residents.  Much of the community knowledge regarding waste management programs has been passed on by word of mouth and community involvement.  The parcel fee policy in this county has been a major issue of political debate for the last few years, as have changes in gate fees at the landfill and transfer stations.  There is detailed coverage of Board of Supervisors decisions regarding waste management programs in local newspapers.

	School Education


	County schools provide recycling opportunities and have integrated waste management curriculum concepts into classroom education. 

	Dropped/Not Implemented:
	

	Residential Buy Back
	Buy back centers have not been established primarily due to funding limitations. In addition, the County does not currently feel establishing a buy back center is necessary or would have any significant impact on current diversion rates. The County has drop off opportunities available at all transfer stations and the County landfill. County residents travel outside the County to buy-back centers.  This practice is more common in this area of the state because residents are accustomed to travel outside the County for shopping in regional centers.


Summary of Staff Analysis

Petition for Reduction

A rural jurisdiction’s PFR must demonstrate that the following programs have been implemented:

     (a)  A source reduction and recycling program designed to handle the predominant classes  and types of solid waste generated within the rural Agency or rural county;

           (b)  A public sector diversion and procurement program;

(c) A public information and education program.

The Agency has requested a reduction from the 50 percent diversion requirement to 22 percent.  Staff has reviewed the Agency’s PFR and believes Sections VI and VII (in Attachment 1) show how the Agency meets the above requirements.  Staff’s analysis of the Agency’s petition is described below.

The Agency has implemented programs to address all major waste types identified in the Board approved SRRE.  The focus of the county’s efforts have been to mandate separation of recyclable materials, develop collection and storage facilities for these materials, and increase staffing at county facilities to enforce the mandate and better monitor disposal and diversion trends.  Within this infrastructure, multiple material types have been targeted and both commercial and residential generators have access to diversion opportunities.  Paper, while a significant portion of the waste stream is one material type that has been recycled to a varying degree depending on the ability of market prices to support the diversion activity.  Cardboard has been addressed in diversion programs, but there is room for expansion of this program, which the County has agreed to explore as resources allow.

Within Sierra County, public agencies implement source reduction programs, recycling activities, and grasscycling to reduce the amount of waste reaching the landfill.  To promote diversion programs within the public sector, the County has initiated ordinances that institutionalize proper waste management.  County policies mandate double sided copying and electronic communication and procurement that favors reduced packaging, longer product life, reusability, and recycled content.  Agencies have successfully separated beverage containers, cardboard, yard and wood waste and household hazardous wastes.

Sierra County’s education efforts benefit from the closely tied community that exchanges information about county programs by word of mouth.  Residents are well informed about County waste management programs and decisions about waste programs are covered in local news.  The County also provides written information about programs at transfer stations, the landfill and county offices and attends community events to distribute this information.  Schools have integrated information about waste management and local programs into curriculum and offer recycling on-site to reinforce this information.

Justification for a Petition for Reduction:

Questions 1-3, 9 and 10 of Section III (in Attachment 1) address the Agency’s need for a reduced diversion rate.  

Reasons: 
(
Small, dispersed population  

(
Low waste generation

(
Distances to recycling markets

(
Budgetary limitations

Staff’s analysis:  Sierra County is the second least populated county in the state.  With only one incorporated city and one additional center of population, most of the residents are dispersed throughout a large geographic area.  The County has little commercial activity and over 70% of the land area is publicly owned.  Staff believe that the County’s Regional Agency has addressed waste management requirements to the best of their ability, recognizing the limitations posed by the specific economic, geographic, climate and social conditions of the county.  Current conditions are consistent with those identified and estimated in the original planning documents.  Current diversion rates compare closely with projections in the original plans, but do show a great deal of fluctuation year to year.

Primary barriers:  

Questions 4-8 of Section III (in Attachment1) address the primary barriers that prevent the Agency from achieving a higher diversion rate.

(
Sierra County’s geographic location and climate impact the Agency’s ability to collect, store and transport materials.  Residents and haulers must transport materials to centralized locations for collection.  Due to the small quantities generated, storage facilities must accommodate long periods of accumulation and protect recyclables from scavenging by wildlife, and precipitation or snowfall.  

(
The County is remote, requiring travel across long distances and mountain roads for collection and transportation of materials.  Precipitation and snowfall can further impact transportation of materials.  All of these factors impact the cost effectiveness and availability of programs, making it more difficult for diversion programs to sustain themselves economically 

(
The tax base of the County is limited due to the small population, limited retail and commercial economic activity, and over 70% public land ownership.

(
The County has a high unemployment rate, 7.7% compared to 4.9% statewide average, caused largely by declines in timber and mining industries, which have historically been the largest industries in the County.  With high unemployment rates, County revenues are lower than more affluent areas and available funds are further affected by the need to provide social programs of a higher priority for public health and welfare.  In addition, the County has no ability to assess special fees in an already distressed economy.

(
County staff resources are also limited, and existing staff has multiple responsibilities.  The County’s ability to hire private consultants to complete additional work is limited by financial constraints.  

Staff’s analysis:  
Sierra County is a remote jurisdiction trying to provide a wide array of public services to a dispersed population with high poverty and unemployment levels.  In addition, the County faces strict budget limitations created by one of the smallest populations in the state and a depressed economy impacted by declines in industries that have historically been the foundation of the County’s economy.  Limited financial and staff resources are distributed to provide many public health, safety and welfare services.  The County’s ability to raise revenue is further impacted by a very high percentage of publicly owned land.  

Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant circumstances in the County that contributed to its need for a permanent reduction to the diversion requirement, Board staff believes the Agency’s documentation of barriers is consistent with the justification outlined in the Board-approved “Policy for Granting Rural Reduction in the Medium-term (year 2000) Diversion Requirement”.  In addition, Board staff believes a reduced diversion requirement is more appropriate for the City than a SB1066 time extension because the County has implemented a considerable number of diversion programs, and it does not have the resources to go beyond what it has already accomplished.  

However, assessing the appropriate numerical rate for a reduced goal is particularly challenging for this Agency.  For 1999, default adjustment method diversion calculations show a 29% diversion rate.  The Agency has submitted an alternative calculation using alternative adjustment factors that produce a 35% diversion rate.  For 2000, the default rate is 13%.  Using similar alternative adjustment factors, the diversion rate is 22%.  As this illustrates, the diversion calculation for this Agency is extremely sensitive to changes in adjustment factors or the use of reasonable alternatives to default adjustment factors.  This appears to be due in large part to the small population and the relatively small amount of taxable sales generated in the County.  

Similarly, relatively small fluctuations in disposal create significant fluctuations in the diversion rate.  A difference of only 38 tons a year will increase or decrease the diversion rate by 1%.  For example the 1999 diversion rate was 35% and the 2000-diversion rate was 21, for a difference of 14 percentage points.  The difference in disposal in the same years, 1999 to 2000, was only 421 tons.  

Further complicating the variation in disposal and diversion measurement are the methods of measurement employed at County facilities.  There are no scales at any County waste facilities. 1998 was the first complete year with full time gate attendants estimating quantities and applying conversion factors to determine amounts of waste disposed.  The years 1998 through present provide the most comparable data for assessing disposal trends, and even so there is variation expected with the use of visual estimates and conversion factors.  Looking at the years 1998, 1999 and 2000, the annual DRS amounts were 2,525 tons, 2,399 tons, and 2,820 tons.  The jump in tonnage shown in the 2000 figure appears to be a unique significant increase that is not continuing in 2001 (2,721 tons) or 2002 (2,630 tons, projected) .  

Staff’s recommendation coincides with the recommendation in the Board approved SB2202 report which states that the Board allow rural jurisdiction to demonstrate AB939 compliance based on local program implementation and effectiveness instead of data and calculations that may contain errors that are difficult to resolve.

The Agency has previously petitioned for a reduced diversion goal at the time of SRRE approval.  In considering the previous request, which was prepared prior to approval of the SRRE, staff and the Board found that the Agency does face challenges unique to rural jurisdictions that hamper their ability to reach the 50% diversion goal, but the Board did not grant the request for a reduced diversion goal at that time.  When the Agency’s SRRE was approved in June 1998 the jurisdiction was projecting a maximum diversion of 26.6%, but the 1996 diversion rate appeared to be 40% based on default adjustment method calculations.  With preliminary calculations showing diversion already at 40% staff felt it best that the Agency wait for new diversion and measurement programs to mature to more accurately measure achievable diversion.  

After SRRE approval and further analysis associated with approval of the 1996 diversion rate, it was discovered that there was an anomaly in taxable sales in 1996, which produced an inaccurate default diversion rate of 40%.  Using average taxable sales the rate was determined to be 23%.  Subsequently, the Board accepted 1997 and 1998 rates of 19% and 13%.

The Agency continues to implement source reduction and recycling programs to the best of their ability within the circumstances previously described.  As staff can not confidently assess an appropriate level for a reduced diversion goal due to fluctuation in the diversion rates achieved in previous years, staff recommends that the Board not approve the PFR at this time but instead approve the Agency’s 1999/2000 diversion rates finding that the Agency has made a “good faith effort” to implement its SRRE-selected programs.

HHWE Implementation:

Staff has conducted a review of the HHWE implementation and found that the programs have been successfully implemented.  These programs include: 

(  
Facilities at transfer stations and the County landfill for the acceptance of recyclable HHW materials including batteries, oil paint, antifreeze, oil filters and electronic waste.

(  
Mobile or periodic collection events developed on a year-to-year basis to meet the needs of the County and it’s residents.

(  
Participation in regional education and collection programs funded by grants administered by the Regional Council of Rural Counties.

(  
Education programs conducted countywide including brochures, flyers, newspaper ads, and distribution of these materials at County facilities and community events.  

3.  Findings
Staff has reviewed the Agency’s 1999 and 2000 Annual Reports and conducted a site visit in 2002 to verify program implementation.  Based on staff’s review of the Agency’s program implementation, staff believes the Agency has made all reasonable and feasible efforts to implement its SRRE and HHWE-selected programs given its geographic size and location, small population and low population density, and small waste stream.  While staff agrees that the conditions faced by the Agency support the request for a rural reduction in diversion goal, staff is unable to assess an appropriate numeric value for such a goal due to large fluctuations in diversion rates.  While this fluctuation is due in large part to sensitivity in the adjustment method to small changes in adjustment factors and disposal, it would be unrealistic to ask the County to spend any further resources trying to quantify current levels of diversion through generation based analyses.  Staff is therefore not recommending approval of the PFR but is instead recommending approval of the 1999/2000 Biennial Review findings for the Agency, that the Agency has made a “good faith effort” to implement its SRRE-selected programs and separately that the Agency has adequately implemented its HHWE.

B. Environmental Issues  

Staff is not aware of any environmental issues regarding this item.
C.  Program/Long Term Impacts

None anticipated.

D.  Stakeholder Impacts

Approving the Agency’ 1999/2000 Biennial Review results based on its good faith efforts to implement diversion programs will allow the jurisdiction to continue implementing and maintaining its programs to meet the diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

If the Board chooses to approve the petition for reduction, this will assist the Agency in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780, as allowed by PRC Section 41787.  Allowing the Agency to meet a reduced diversion goal will reduce this rural jurisdiction’s burden of trying to achieve an unrealistic diversion goal of 50 percent.

E.  Fiscal Impacts   
None anticipated.

F.  Legal Issues

As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 41825 that directs the Board to conduct a biennial review to determine a jurisdiction’s progress in implementing its SRRE and HHWE, and allows the Board to approve a jurisdiction’s biennial review results based on its good faith efforts to implement diversion programs even though the jurisdiction may have fallen short of the 50 percent diversion goal.

As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 41787 that allows jurisdictions to petition for a reduced diversion requirement from the standard 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and allows the Board the discretion to grant such a reduction.

G.  Environmental Justice

Community Setting.  

	2000 Census Data – Demographics for Sierra County Regional Agency*

	% White
	% Hispanic
	% Black
	% Native American
	% Asian
	% Pacific Islander
	% Other

	90.3
	5.9
	0.2
	1.6
	0.1
	0.1
	0.1


	2000 Census Data – Economic Data for Sierra County Regional Agency*

	Median annual income**
	Mean (average) income**
	% Individuals below poverty level

	35,827
	43,798
	11.3


*Countywide 

**Per Household

· Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in this community
· Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The Agency uses brochures, newspaper stories and editorials, and community events to promote recycling to all residential and commercial sectors.  The jurisdiction has a predominantly Caucasian and English-speaking population and has not found it necessary to provide any bi-lingual promotional materials.
· Project Benefits.  N/A
H.  2001 Strategic Plan

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) (Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdiction’s efforts to implement programs and reduce disposal.

The Agency’s Petition for Reduction coincides with:

Goal 2, Objective 3 (D), (E)

VI.  FUNDING INFORMATION   N/A
VII.
ATTACHMENTS

1. Petition for Reduction for the Sierra County Regional Agency

2. Statutory Definitions of Rural 

3. Program Listing for the Sierra County Regional Agency 

4. Resolution Number 2003-157

VIII.
STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION

A.  Program Staff:  Natalie Lee            

              Phone:  (916) 341 - 6260

B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block




  Phone:  (916) 341- 6080

C.  Administrative Staff:  Michelle Caballero

  Phone:  (916) 341- 6268

IX.  WRITTEN SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION


A.  Support:


      1.  Agency of Sierra County


B.  Oppose:

                  1.  No known opposition.
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