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Waste Management

RE: Mandatory Commercial Recycling in AB 32 Scoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichals,

Thank you for your continued acknowledgement of the potential of recycling to achieve the goals and
intent of AB 32. Recycling is one of the most cost-effective and proven emission reduction measures

emissions across sectors, its economic benefits, and its broad bas
would result in areduction in emissions from transportation, rec
within the state, and these reductions are only the tip of the icebe
international lifecycle benefits associated with the use of second:
Plan acknowledges that these emission reductions could exceed !
equivalent of taking over amillion cars off the road each year. F
recycling has twice the economic benefit of landfilling and provi
CIWMB has estimated that each additional ton of waste recyclec
more in goods and services, and $135 more in sales than landfilli
has wide-ranging support and provides a great opportunity for a
climate efforts.

Why Focus on the Commer cial Sector?

The commercial sector comprises two-thirds of California’ s was
efforts have largely focused on residential recycling. For exampl
54% of its waste, large office buildings divert only 7%. More the
buildings consists of readily recyclable paper and cardboard. Ott
rates than the rest of the state. Similarly, while the majority of th
ready access to residential curbside recycling, nearly 60% of res
(considered part of the commercial sector) still lack basic recycli



It istime for al of California s businesses to do their part in reducing emissions. Requiring businesses
statewide to implement appropriate recycling programs is the most cost-effective way to capitalize on
the greenhouse gas reduction potential of recycling. Therefore, we request that you make the following
change on page 63 of the Proposed Scoping Plan before adopting it at your December board meeting:
“As noted by ETAAC recycllng in the commerual sector could be substantially mcreased :I'—ICH—S

ppegpams ARB WI|| work W|th the CI WM B to requwe any bus ness that generat&e 4 or more
cubic yards of waste per week to implement a recycling program that is appropriate for that
type of business. ”

We look forward to working with you and your staff on thisimportant issue, as well asthe
implementation of the other waste reduction and recycling measures in the plan.
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