
From: Sue Purdy Pelosi
To: Council, City
Subject: Please support the staff recommendations for recycling
Date: Saturday, May 14, 2022 10:59:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.


Dear Council Members,

I support the Staff’s recommendation associated with  Recycling of Mixed Paper and Mixed 
Rigid Plastics to be considered on May 16, 2022. 

The recommendation is to begin negotiations with GreenWaste to assure that the 37,000 
tons per year of our mixed paper and rigid plastics are recycled domestically, and not sent 
to Southeast Asia.  However, Staff does plan to consider sending 65,000 tons of cardboard 
overseas with unknown consequences.  I support this with the logic that this marks a step 
forward away from the harmful impact of “recycling”, but am disappointed that a huge 
fraction continues to be shipped overseas with unknown fate.

Thank you 
Sue 

Sue Purdy  Pelosi
Be kind whenever possible. It is always possible.
Dalai Lama

https://www.linkedin.com/in/suepurdypelosi/

mailto:sueppr@gmail.com
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/d/dalailama378036.html
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From: Cybele LoVuolo-Bhushan
To: Council, City
Subject: Recycling plastics...
Date: Saturday, May 14, 2022 7:54:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Recycled plastic is mixed with the usual paving materials and it solves the disposal
problem. 
A growing number of studies say that roads containing waste plastic have the
potential to perform as well or better than traditional roads. They can last longer, are
stronger and more durable in respect to loads and rutting, can tolerate wide
temperature swings, and are more resistant to water damage, cracking, and potholes.
The technology also has the potential to reclaim anywhere from a small to a sizeable
amount of plastics from landfills and random dumping, researchers are finding, while
providing a significant amount for road paving and repair. And Palo Alto can be a
leader on this issue.
Cybele LoVuolo-Bhushan

mailto:cybele88lb@gmail.com
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
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From: Ellen Smith
To: Council, City; Bob Wenzlau
Subject: Support for more domestic recycling
Date: Saturday, May 14, 2022 4:29:16 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

I have read and endorse the letter sent by Bob Wenzlau in support of Staff’s 
recommendation associated with  Recycling of Mixed Paper and Mixed Rigid 
Plastics to be considered on May 16, 2022. He covers it all!
Ellen Smith

mailto:ef44smith@gmail.com
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
mailto:bob@wenzlau.net
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From: Bob Wenzlau
To: Council, City
Cc: Bobel, Phil
Subject: May 16 - Support for Staff Report on International Recycling of Papers and Plastics
Date: Saturday, May 14, 2022 3:45:41 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of
opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council Members,

I support the Staff’s recommendation associated with  Recycling of Mixed Paper and Mixed 
Rigid Plastics to be considered on May 16, 2022. 

The recommendation is to begin negotiations with GreenWaste to assure that the 37,000 tons 
per year of our mixed paper and rigid plastics are recycled domestically, and not sent to 
Southeast Asia.  However, Staff does plan to consider sending 65,000 tons of cardboard 
overseas with unknown consequences.  I support this with the logic that this marks a step 
forward away from the harmful impact of “recycling”, but am disappointed that a huge fraction 
continues to be shipped overseas with unknown fate.

I appreciated the opportunity to work with Staff, and have joined numerous meetings to 
contribute to their recommendations.  We have different judgments on the problem, but the 
steps proposed in their recommendation can accommodate any differences in my views within 
the breadth of their recommendations.

I offer several notes to inform your review of the Staff Report.

There is a Red Line in our community expectation -  any shipment of recyclables 
to Southeast Asia should not cross this line.  A staggering 60% by weight of 
recyclable materials has been placed on ships - 100,000 tons per year from Palo Alto.  
There is no information on the fate of cardboard, mixed paper or plastics.  There is 
documentation of the adverse impact of the materials, but no correlations to where Palo 
Alto shipments go.  Materials shipped overseas in all likelihood do harm, and pushing 
them into this unknown crosses the line.

Staff’s recommendation is progress, but more than 40% of our recyclables will 
still go to Southeast Asia.  I have advocated for ceasing all shipments to Southeast 
Asia, and our cardboard will continue to be shipped to Southeast Asia.  We do not know 
what facility the cardboard  enters. Generally, we  do know that 25% of cardboard is 
disposed of in the recycling process including contaminating plastics, and that vast 
amounts of organic  wastewater is generated.  Neither of these solid or liquid residuals 
are managed to US environmental standards, and often the solids go to communities for 
exploitive  picking operations.  Staff and I differ. Staff is comfortable allowing cardboard 

mailto:bob@wenzlau.net
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
mailto:Phil.Bobel@CityofPaloAlto.org
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to go overseas because it is too expensive not to send it.  This even though we have no 
knowledge of the environmental practices associated with the “recycling” process. I hold 
that until we know even a reasonable understanding (such as a facility where the 
materials are received), then we do not blindly ship our materials overseas. 

The Landfill Option is a Reasonable Option for Materials Otherwise Shipped To 
Southeast Asia.  Staff has opposed any discussion of landfilling, and would opt to 
continue to send the cardboard to Southeast Asia.  They are seeking to avoid a 
compliance challenge.  The current regulatory framework is focused on avoiding 
landfilling. The table below shows a comparative analysis of climate impact of overseas 
shipping versus local disposal.  When compared to our current shipments to southeast 
asia, placing in local landfill is enormously more environmentally benign and climate 
beneficial. As such, if  there are no local markets for cardboard, then landfilling would be 
superior from environmental fate.  Staff will identify the enforcement impact, but I would 
opt to invite the City Attorney to inform the State that overseas recycling does not have 
integrity, and that there are no domestic markets.  I have held that domestic landfilling 
with understood environmental consequence is superior to overseas shipment with 
unknown consequence.  If a domestic market is not available, then materials should be 
landfilled rather than shipped overseas. The forecast of climate impact validates this 
position (Staff has the worksheet supporting this analysis).  The chart shows that 
addressing this improvement has a significant positive  impact on the climate footprint of 
Palo Alto (albeit the overseas impact is not within the ICLEI's methodology applied by 
the City).

Focus on validating overseas cardboard processing. If cardboard goes overseas, 
the consultant retained by the City should be tasked  with validation of environmental 
conditions and processes.  Even the discovery of the major cardboard processing and 
their environmental processing would bring some comfort to our current shipments.  This 
is a step back from the “red line” if we can in fact show the processing has reasonable 
parity with United States practice.  While we might not know which facility our materials  
might go to, we would have some knowledge to explain that the fate may be more 
benign. I do “blink” on the red line - if we can demonstrate reasonable environmental 



management in pulp processing, then international shipment could be viable, but only 
after demonstrated.

The Potential Use of Refuse Fund Reserves in Reasonable.  Approval of the 
recommendation allows Staff to negotiate with a ceiling, but the approval of this 
recommendation is not making the commitment to spend.  The reserves can reasonably 
be used to mark a transition, and buffer as hopefully domestic markets will emerge.  The 
reserves should be used to bridge until a long-term domestic solution is developed. 

One area of disappointment is the lack of engagement by either the office of Assemblyman 
Marc Berman or our Senator Josh Becker. Ultimately this is a problem of the state’s doing 
where they permit a backdoor to Southeast Asia for diversion of our paper and plastics.  Not 
only as a citizen, but also as Staff, the representative’s  offices were approached to support 
legislative adjustments to acknowledge the impact of overseas recycling of paper and 
plastics.  Numerous meetings were held, yet both offices were not responsive to requests.  
While such a lack of response might occur from a citizen, it was disappointing they failed our 
city.  We still have a pending offering from Senator Becker’s office to talk to the governor’s 
office for support, but this is after 14 months of discussion.  I would ask that the Council push 
more urgently on our State representatives to be responsive to our City’s concerns. 

The Staff has been constructive in raising awareness among other local governments. 
Obtaining San Jose’s participation, and hopefully engagement would pressure Green Waste 
to confront the failure of the recycling process. Staff set up regional workshops, and this has 
increased awareness and understanding in our nearby cities.  That will increase the pressure 
on our waste management industry.

Finally, the City should adjust our communication about recycling to not report a false 
narrative about the fate of our “recycled”  materials.  The website does not represent the 
shortcomings of recycling, nor adequately emphasize the need to take strategies to reduce the 
use of materials that cannot be recycled.

Many community members have shared with me that this initiative is representative of “the 
best of Palo Alto”.  We should be proud of our Staff, and the direction you have provided as 
Council.  This also aligns with my own dedication to our international relations knowing that we 
hold integrity in our community practices that have global impact, consistent with the role our 
city plays as we meet our obligations to our Sister and Sibling Cities.

Sincerely,

Bob Wenzlau



-- 

Bob Wenzlau
bob@wenzlau.net
650-248-4467

mailto:bob@wenzlau.net


From: MJ Marcus
To: Council, City
Subject: Please support item #13 Monday
Date: Saturday, May 14, 2022 10:50:59 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council

I urge you to support item #13 on Monday to recycle domestically rather than sending our
waste abroad.  We need to take responsibility for our own waste and also ensure it is properly
recycled.  (And eventually reduce/eliminate plastics/oil use). 

Keep up the great work!

Warmly
Mary Jane 
-- 

“The heart is a
The thousand-stringed instrument

That can only be tuned with
Love.”

Khwāja Šams ud-Dīn Muhammad Hāfez-e Šīrāzī, The Gift / شمس الدین محمد حافظ ―

mailto:maryjane.marcus@gmail.com
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
https://www.goodreads.com/work/quotes/70581
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From: Lauren Swezey
To: Council, City
Subject: Domestic recycling
Date: Friday, May 13, 2022 3:34:49 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from lbswezey@gmail.com. Learn
why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council members,
I recently became aware of City Council Staff Report #14271 titled: Approve a Fiscal Year 2023 Program
for Domestic Recycling of Mixed Paper and Mixed Rigid Plastics

I am in favor of spending additional funds to recycle mixed paper and rigid plastic domestically (not to exceed
$1.2m). It is important for the City of Palo Alto to know that our waste is being recycled appropriately and is
destined for reuse in new products. 

We need to make the commitment now so we don't lose out on the ability to take advantage of the domestic
recycling market.

Thank you,
Lauren Swezey
Fulton St., Palo Alto

mailto:lbswezey@gmail.com
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
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