California Integrated Waste Management Board

Board Meeting
March 18-19, 2003
AGENDA ITEM 46
ITEM

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement By The City Of Santa Paula, Ventura County                  

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT  

The City of Santa Paula (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB)1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR) request for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the City has been implementing many of the source reduction, recycling, and composting programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will also need to implement the programs listed in its Goal Achievement plan to attain the proposed ADR.  The City originally requested a 37 percent diversion rate for 2000 based upon its proposed generation-based study (Attachment 3a).  The City currently has a 23 percent diversion rate for 1999 and 30 percent for 2000 using the CIWMB modified generation-based calculation (Attachment 3b).  The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2004.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream.

II.
ITEM HISTORY 

The Board approved the City’s 1995/1996 Biennial Review results on September 9, 1998, and accepted the City’s 1997/1998 Biennial Review results on September 19, 2000, along with a correction to their 1990 base-year generation tonnage to include previously uncounted waste that went to the Chiquita Canyon Sanitary Landfill.
III.
OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 

1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an alternative to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation.

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the jurisdiction at the Board meeting.

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful.

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its application.

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for disapproval.

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application.

IV.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an alternative to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation.
V.
ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings
1.  Background
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 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 has not achieved the diversion requirement may petition for one or more time extensions or alternative diversion rates to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extension or alternative diversion rate may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820 and PRC Section 41785, respectively).  The Board may initially grant an ADR to the 2000 diversion requirement of 50 percent for up to three years if the following conditions are met:

· The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements;

· The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs identified in its SRRE and has demonstrated progress toward meeting the ADR as described in its Annual Report, and the jurisdiction has been unable to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement despite implementing those measures;

· The ADR represents the greatest diversion amount that the jurisdiction may reasonably and feasibly achieve;

· If the jurisdiction has not previously requested a time extension, it has provided an explanation in its ADR request as to why it has not requested a time extension;

· The jurisdiction submits a Goal Achievement Plan showing how it will meet the ADR within the timeframe requested; specifically, a description of the programs it will expand or start implementing, the means of funding, and dates of implementation.

PRC Section 41785(g)(1) further provides that:

“(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, and composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs.

(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request for an alternative requirement.

(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board shall specify its reasons for disapproval.”

2.  Basis for staff’s analysis

Staff’s analysis is based on the information below.

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions:

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below.

	Diversion Rate (Percent) Data
	Key Jurisdiction Conditions

	
	Waste Stream Data

	Base Year
	1995
	1996
	1997
	1998
	1999
	2000
	Pounds waste generated per person per day  (ppd)
	Population
	Non-Residential Waste Stream Percentage
	Residential Waste

Stream Percentage

	1990
	    31
	   25
	  34
	   19
	    23
	   *30
	    9.34
	28,600
	   74%
	 26%


* Percentage diversion as proposed by CIWMB staff if approved by the Board

	SB 1066 Data

	Extension End Date 
	Program Review Site Visit by Board Staff
	             Reporting Frequency
	Proposed Diversion Increase

	December 31, 2004
	 October, 2002
	Annual Report

Every 6 Months

Final Report
	       13     


City’s geographic location: The City of Santa Paula is a small agricultural city of about 29,300 population, located in the Santa Clara Valley in Ventura County.

Primary Diversion Program Information:

The following table provides an overview of the diversion programs the City is currently implementing, and the programs the City is proposing to expand or newly implement as outlined in the Goal Achievement plan (Section IV-B of the SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application; Attachment 1). 

	Program Name/Type
	Existing
	Expanded
	New
	Dropped/ Not Implemented
	Staff Comments

	Residential Programs:
	
	
	
	
	

	Backyard Composting
	X
	
	
	
	Composting workshops are jointly held with Ventura County at Faulkner Farm just outside the City limits.  The City provides bin rebates to residents wishing to purchase composting bins.

	Residential Curbside Recycling
	
	X
	
	
	The City began a new City-owned curbside recycling and green waste collection program with new automated collection vehicles and 96-gallon containers in May 2001.  E. J. Harrison and Consolidated offer disposal service to the commercial and large apartments, but little recycling has been provided to date.  The City provides recycling service to single family residents, 4-plexes and condos, as well as a few small businesses that can be serviced by carts.  Materials collected include CRV cans and bottles, #1 and #2 plastic, bi-metal and aluminum cans, OCC, mixed paper, and glass. Materials are processed at Del Norte MRF/Transfer station. In its 1066 Goal Achievement Plan, the City describes the plan to do more public outreach to City residents for its residential curbside recyclables and greenwaste programs, as well as for multifamily residents.   

	Residential Dropoff
	
	
	
	X
	Dropoff of recyclables became available to residents in 1992.  However, the program was dropped due to contamination of recyclables, and because curbside collection replaced the program.

	Material Exchange, Thrift Stores
	X
	
	
	
	The City participates in the countywide program called VCMAX (local Ventura County exchange program) and displays the ad on City counters.  It promotes and encourages the use of thrift stores, Restore, VCMax, CalMax, and food banks.  The regionally used ReStore takes and sells construction supplies.  Bilingual regional promotion of the ReStore occurred in 2000, which resulted in increased sales and floor traffic.   

	Residential Buyback


	X
	
	
	
	Per the 2000 AR, there are buybacks available throughout the city.  Locations of buybacks are promoted regionally through a printed brochure, and callers are referred through the regional recycling hotline.  

	Special Collection, Seasonal
	X
	
	
	
	The City collects phone books and Christmas trees. The City previously chipped and mulched the trees. However, for the last few years it has composted the trees, counting the tonnage separately from other greenwaste. Special collection programs are promoted regionally.  



	Special Collection Events
	X
	
	
	
	Special collection events include 3 annual citywide cleanups from which materials are diverted for recycling.

	Curbside Greenwaste Collection
	
	X
	
	
	Citywide greenwaste collection by City automated vehicles began in May 2001 for all single family, duplex, 4-plex, and condo residents. In its 1066 Goal Achievement Plan, the City describes a plan to do more public outreach to City residents for its residential curbside greenwaste.   

	White Goods
	X
	
	
	
	The City offers white goods pickup and recycling to all City residents, and also diverts white goods collected during the City’s 3 citywide cleanups.  Regionally, the ReStore takes white goods for reuse.  The SWMD also distributed Appliance Advantage brochures and made referrals from the hotline.

	Wood Waste
	    X
	
	
	
	The City promotes diversion of wood waste in a mailer from the VC TAC countywide program.  City crews also chip and divert wood, by both grinding in place and by collecting in the City yard.

	Scrap Metal
	X
	
	
	
	The City diverts metals collected from routes and special cleanup days.  Dropoff is available at Del Norte MRF and at private operations regionally.

	Commercial Programs:
	
	
	
	
	

	Commercial On-site Pickup
	
	X
	
	
	Two commercial franchise haulers and two non-franchise haulers offer pick up of recyclables, primarily cardboard, from the City’s commercial sector.  The commercial franchise contracts were not renewed and the City is currently researching options for extending the contracts.  There are 2 major providers of commercial service in the City, Harrison and Consolidated.  Recyclables are processed at the two MRF facilities in Ventura County, Gold Coast and Del Norte.  The City lists in its 1066 Goal Achievement Plan that expanded commercial program requirements will be made of its franchise haulers, including contractual diversion requirements and improved reporting.  It will guarantee the ability to recycle to all businesses, large and small.  This would be funded through monthly service fees.  The City will also collect a portion of franchise fees to fund additional City outreach to the commercial sector.  The commercial sector program will include provision of bins through its Business Improvement District for small businesses to share for recycling of OCC and other mixed recyclables. 

	Business Waste Reduction
	
	X
	
	
	Per the 2000 AR, outreach on waste reduction is provided by the City’s commercial haulers, and City staff, upon request, participates in countywide business education programs.  Countywide programs are promoted to business through the VC TAC.  When the City had a commercial franchise contract, it included business waste assessments.  The new franchise agreements will require ongoing outreach to the commercial sector including waste assessments. 

	School Waste Prevention
	
	X
	
	
	A Santa Paula school district cafeteria supervisor has been active in waste diversion meetings and workshops for school management related to food waste prevention.  The school district participates in offer vs. serve.  The Food Fight workshop was held for school administrative participants in October 2001 at Ventura Unified School District offices.   Per its 1066 ADR, the City will be providing additional outreach to schools through education programs to elementary children.

	Government recycling
	X
	
	
	
	Office paper recycling began at City offices in 1990, diverting approximately 3 tons annually.  Recycling service is now provided to City buildings for office paper, cardboard, cans and bottles.

	On-site greenwaste pickup
	X
	
	
	
	Opportunities for pickup of greenwaste are advertised in countywide C&D promotional material.  Limited greenwaste is picked up and diverted by franchised haulers.  

	Commercial Self-haul 
	X
	
	
	
	Organics, cardboard, wood, metals, and plastics are self-hauled from businesses in the City to recycling and composting operations outside the City.

	Commercial Self-haul, Greenwaste
	X
	
	
	
	Diversion of greenwaste by self-haul is promoted to all businesses in a mailer coordinated by VC Max.

	On-site Mulching, Composting
	
	X
	
	
	City crews operate a chipper truck for tree maintenance.  The City mulches Christmas trees collected seasonally.   The City also contracts out special tree work.  Chipped waste is spread and used as mulch or brought to a local composting facility, Santa Clara Organics.  The City proposes in its 1066 ADR to require developers that remove orchards to divert the green material through on-site mulching per language in its proposed C&D ordinance.

	Sludge
	X
	
	
	
	Per 2000 AR, prior to August 1990, sludge was landfilled.  A pilot program started in August 1990 to co-compost sludge for ADC.  This was dropped in 1991, but a new program started with the City’s contractor to land apply biosolids in 1992.  The program is currently ongoing.



	Tires
	X
	
	
	
	The crumb rubber program was moved to the Del Norte MRF and Transfer Station in August 1996.  Regionally, the County SWMD provided information to tire stores regarding options for diverting tires.  Some tires are reused and some go to cement kilns for energy recovery.

	Concrete, Asphalt
	X
	
	
	
	Inerts diversion is promoted by countywide TAC mailings, informing contractors and others of locations to recycle inerts.  A Cal Trans pavement reuse project on 10th Street diverted 2174 tons of asphalt in the year 2000.  As part of 1066 ADR outreach activities, the City will be providing information on C&D diversion options at the planning and building counters in the City offices. 

	Rendering
	X
	
	
	
	Many restaurants and grocers have scheduled pickups by 2 regional rendering companies for bone and fat trimmings, and grease.

	Transfer Station/MRF
	X
	
	
	
	The City uses both MRFs in Ventura County, Gold Coast and Del Norte, which also serve as transfer stations.  Commercial recyclable rich loads are brought directly to the MRF, but trash loads are transported directly to Toland landfill.  The City is allowed to straight haul to Toland due to its proximity to the landfill.

	Supporting Programs:
	
	
	
	
	

	Ordinance
	
	X
	
	
	Per its 1066 Goal Achievement Plan, the City is reviewing its ordinance to require mandatory diversion of C&D waste, which would be funded through collection service fees.  Existing ordinances include mandatory refuse collection for residents, and an anti-scavenging ordinance.

	Print Outreach
	
	X
	
	
	The City promotes programs through regional mailings coordinated regionally through VC TAC as well as brochures and flyers at public offices. Brochures and flyers are also distributed at events countywide.  Due to litigation against the City, it is not allowed to advertise in the City’s local paper.  The City is at this time completing a bilingual guide to waste diversion (English and Spanish), which it proposes to distribute as part of its 1066 ADR support programs for residential as well as commercial recycling.   

	Outreach
	    
	X
	
	
	There is a display in City Hall on waste diversion programs.  The City also participates in countywide events such as the County Fair through the VC TAC.  In its 1066 Goal Achievement Plan, the City proposes to provide additional public outreach to City residents for its residential curbside recyclables to the Hispanic sector of the community through the Mexican American Chamber of Commerce and the Latino Town Hall.  It will require additional ongoing outreach programs for the commercial sector of its franchise haulers.  The City advertises all trash/recycling special events and seasonal programs in large truck signs on all of the City’s refuse trucks.

	School Education and Curriculum
	
	X
	
	
	The County provides outreach to schools including education and curriculum.  Local schools have the opportunity to participate in the countywide model school program.  The City has also arranged to incorporate its recycling program into the service learning activities at the High School where students are involved in developing outreach materials for the community. Per its 1066 ADR, the City will be providing additional outreach to schools through education programs to elementary children.  


Staff Analysis of SB Alternative Diversion Requirement Application: 

Goal Achievement Plan:

A jurisdiction’s SB1066 ADR request must include a Goal Achievement plan that:

     a. demonstrates meeting the ADR requested;

     b. describes the existing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will expand, or new programs it will implement;

     c.  identifies the funding source for new and/or expanded programs;

     d.  identifies the date when each program’s implementation will be complete;

     e.  identifies the estimated percent diversion for each program listed;

f. identifies either existing programs it will expand, or new programs it will implement, to support the City’s efforts to achieve the ADR.

Staff Analysis:  Board staff has conducted an assessment of the City’s current program implementation and its relationship to the City’s waste stream, including a program review site visit in 2002.  Based on that assessment, staff believes the City’s current programs mostly target the City’s residential sector.  The diversion programs proposed by the City in its Goal Achievement Plan will be targeting the non-residential as well as residential sectors. 

The City has proposed to target its non-residential waste stream by passing an ordinance to require mandatory C&D waste diversion, based upon project value.  It is also expanding contractual diversion requirements of its two franchise haulers, and requiring improved reporting of commercially collected recyclables. This program is also to include ongoing outreach to the commercial sector including program promotion and waste assessments for businesses.  The haulers will be required to guarantee the access to recycling for all multifamily residents as well as the commercial sector.  City staff is also providing outreach to the residential, multifamily residential and commercial sectors of its population to explain recycling and waste diversion options available to them through distribution of a printed guide to recycling, and through promotion requirements of its haulers through its new franchise agreements.

Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant circumstances in the City that contributed to its need for an ADR and the City’s current residential and non-residential waste streams, Board staff believes the City’s proposed ADR of 13 percent and Goal Achievement Plan that targets both the residential and non-residential sectors to be a reasonable plan.

Justification for the alternative diversion requirement request:

Alternative diversion rate requested: 43 percent

Length of request:  Through December 31, 2004.

Reason:  The City claims to need the additional time to evaluate the effectiveness of its new collection system and to evaluate the necessity of completing a new waste generation study.
Reason for requesting an ADR in lieu of a time extension: The City’s 1066 ADR proposal describes that the City has identified a large portion of the City waste stream that was not accurately or fully characterized during the 1990 countywide waste generation study which was used as the base year.  The City is, at this time, performing a new base year study for the year 2001, which it expects will provide a more accurate picture of the present waste stream upon which the City will base a future plan to reach the 50% goal. The City intends to also petition for sludge diversion at that time.

Staff Analysis:  The City appears to have decided that it needs a new generation study, and is taking steps in that direction at the time of this publication. Board staff agrees that the time requested through December 31, 2004 is appropriate because after the City and the haulers agree on plans for collection of multifamily and commercial recyclables through the new franchise contracts, the haulers will need time to provide the actual infrastructure necessary.  Additionally, the City plans to have the new C&D ordinance signed before the end of 2003.  However, the tasks required of City staff to implement the program, as well as education of the parties involved, including private contractors and developers, will take additional time.
Primary barriers:

Primary barriers that have prevented the City from meeting the 50 percent requirement include:

Per communication with the City on the site visit in 2002, only about 30% of the city’s businesses are now being provided commercial recycling service, and most of the targeted material is cardboard.  Analysis of the generation-based study suggests that recyclable material from the commercial sector is not optimal.  Waste audits are no longer required of the haulers since their franchise agreement expired.  There are no diversion requirements due to lack of contractual agreements.
· Inaccurate characterization of the City’s waste stream in the original 1990 base year study

· Origin of disposal reporting inaccuracies at the nearby Toland Landfill

· Diversity of City population with large non-English speaking segment

· The City’s inability to advertise in its local newspaper due to conflict of interest litigation 

· No control over implementation of certain programs in the original SRRE due to budget constraints or constraints due to the regional planning process for regional facilities

Staff Analysis: Section III-B of the City’s SB1066 ADR request (Attachment 1) includes details on the City’s reasons for needing an alternative diversion requirement.  CIWMB staff agrees that the barriers listed could have prevented earlier implementation of some programs, or could make certain programs more difficult or costly.  The City has, however, made considerable good faith effort in the area of its single-family curbside collection of recyclables and greenwaste.  Because the City owns the program, it chose to implement a full automated curbside collection program with all new trucks and collection containers.  The planning process for this program began in 1998.  The City is presently preparing to distribute its new bilingual recycling guide to all residential (including multifamily) and commercial segments of the population within the next 2 months.  This is a supporting program for the newly implemented curbside program, and will also serve as a supporting program for the proposed new commercial programs for recyclables collection and for C&D diversion by contractors and developers.  The City will also be completing a new base year study for 2001 to address inaccuracies in the original base year, as well as disposal reporting system inaccuracies.  

In addition, PRC Section 41785(h) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a City that requests assistance in meeting the ADR, such as identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, geography, and demographic mix.  CIWMB staff has agreed to find contract models for the City in its effort to make performance-based franchise agreements with two competing haulers.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved alternative diversion requirement is required to include a summary of its progress toward meeting the ADR, as well as an explanation of current circumstances that support the continuation of the alternative requirement, in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the Board-approved time period for the ADR [per PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  In addition to reporting its progress in its Annual Report, staff recommends the City also be required to submit six-month progress reports, as well as a final report at the end of the extension. 

Generation-based Diversion Rate Calculation:

The City used a generation-based method to calculate its 2000 diversion rate.  At its March 1997 meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for improving the accuracy of their base-year generation data.  One of the approved methods allows a jurisdiction to measure its report-year diversion rate by conducting a generation study.

To estimate the waste generation in 2000, the City adjusted disposal data from the Board’s Disposal Reporting System, and collected diversion information from current diversion activities listed in the table above, which was verified by CIWMB staff in a site visit in October 2002.  Board staff found the City’s disposal modification calculation to be incorrect.  The differences are listed on the chart below, with the allowed disposal reduction correctly reducing the original DRS tonnage by 615.64 tons.

The City considers the generation-based diversion rate to be more accurate than the default diversion rate based on the original base year, and to be based on the best available data.  There was no extrapolation of diversion data.

Originally the jurisdiction claimed a generation-based diversion rate of 37 percent for 2000  (Attachment 3a).  Attachment 3b is the City’s revised Base Year Modification Request Certification on the new form prepared by Board staff that provides additional details to support the generation-based diversion rate.  As a result of Board staff’s site visit to verify the City’s claimed diversion, Board staff is recommending a diversion rate revision for 2000 of 30 percent. 

Certification Changes: 

Based on staff’s analysis of the jurisdiction’s generation study for 2000, as well as a site verification in October 2002 of the jurisdiction’s original survey results, Board staff recommends several deductions, as well as additions.  Board staff has discussed the proposed changes with City representatives, and they have subsequently agreed with Board staff’s recommendations.  

Attachment 4 is a summary of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board staff’s findings, and the basis for the deductions and additions.

Report Year Analysis:

	 (City name)
	Disposal
	Diversion
	Generation

	Default 2000 Tons
	34961
	4478
	39739

	Jurisdiction Generation-Based 2000 Tons 
	33818
	21044
	54862

	Board Staff Recommended 2000 Generation-Based Tons
	34345*
	14403
	48748


*
The City has submitted a reporting year disposal modification request.
	Default Diversion Rate 
	Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion Rate 
	Board Staff-Recommended Diversion Rate 

	 1999 
	2000 
	       1999
	      2000
	        1999
	       2000

	23%
	12%
	23%
	37%
	23%
	30%


In addition to any deductions already made by the City and Board staff, the Board has the authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage.  Public Resources Code Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions’ waste characterization components (which contain the waste generation studies) shall include data that are as accurate as possible.  These statutes provide the basis for allowing a jurisdiction to calculate its report year diversion rate based on a generation study.  Consequently, in considering a generation-based diversion rate calculation, the standard used by the Board is whether or not the diversion rate is as accurate as possible.  To the extent that the Board determines that a portion of the generation study is not accurate, the Board may approve the remainder of the study, with the inaccurate portion removed.

3.  Findings
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested alternative diversion requirement because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41785; specifically:

· The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements.

· The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs identified in its SRRE.

· The jurisdiction has submitted a Goal Achievement Plan demonstrating how it will meet the alternative diversion requirement requested, including: the programs it will expand or start implementing, means of funding, dates of implementation, and estimated percent diversion for each program.

A comprehensive list of the City’s SRRE-implemented diversion programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the City’s efforts to-date and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the alternative diversion requirement as outlined in its Goal Achievement Plan, staff is recommending approval of the City’s alternative diversion requirement application.  

B.  Environmental Issues  
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related to this item. 
C.  Program/Long Term Impacts

Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.

D.  Stakeholder Impacts

Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.  

E.  Fiscal Impacts   

No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 
F.  Legal Issues

As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 41785 that allows jurisdictions to petition for a temporary alternative diversion requirement, thus giving them more time to implement additional diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the Board the discretion to grant that alternative diversion rate.

G.  Environmental Justice

Community Setting.  

	2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Santa Paula

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

	26.4
	71.2
	0.2
	0.5
	0.6
	0.1
	0.1


	2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Santa Paula

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

	41,651
	54,322
	14.7


* Per household

· Environmental Justice Issues
According to the jurisdictional representative, there are no environmental justice issues in this community
· Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City promotes programs through bilingual regional mailings coordinated regionally through VC TAC as well as brochures and flyers at public offices. Bilingual brochures and flyers are also distributed at events countywide.  The City is at this time completing a bilingual guide to waste diversion (English and Spanish), which it proposes to distribute as part of its 1066 ADR support programs for residential as well as commercial recycling. In its 1066 Goal Achievement Plan, the City proposes to provide additional public outreach to City residents for its residential curbside recyclables to the Hispanic sector of the community through the Mexican American Chamber of Commerce and the Latino Town Hall.  It will require additional ongoing outreach programs for the commercial sector of its franchise haulers.  The City advertises all trash/recycling special events and seasonal programs in large truck signs on all of the City’s refuse trucks.   
· Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional programs listed in this item will help to increase the City’s diversion rates.
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 City’s efforts to implement programs and reduce disposal. 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates.
VI.
FUNDING INFORMATION   

This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII.
ATTACHMENTS

1. SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application for the City of Santa Paula

2. Program Listing for the City of Santa Paula

3a.       Base Year Modification Request Certification for the City of Santa Paula

3b.       Board staff Recommended Base Year Modification Request Certification 

4.         Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for the City of Santa Paula

5.
Resolution Number 2003-161

VIII.
STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION

A.  Program Staff:  Tara Gauthier            

              Phone:  (916) 341-6277

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:

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for publication. 
B.  Oppose:

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for publication. 
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