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Board of Supervisors: Donald F. Gage, Blanca Alvarado, Pete McHugh, Ken Yeager, Liz Kniss                        County Executive: Peter Kutras, Jr. 
September 15, 2008

To:  

California Air Resources Board

From: 

County of Santa Clara

Subject:

Comments on Draft Scoping Plan 

Thank you for providing a comprehensive Scoping Plan to begin the process of greenhouse gas reductions in California. We appreciate the extensive time and work that has gone into creating this plan and inclusion of many stakeholders in the process. 

The County of Santa Clara adopted strong GHG reduction goals and is in the process of developing a Climate Action Plan for Operations and Facilities (O&F), completing the O&F Inventory and beginning to address community-wide emissions. The County is currently implementing actions that have an increased focus on waste reduction, green building, cleaner fuels and energy efficiency. 

Local government actions are integral to the success of the Scoping Plan and need to be more clearly identified in the various sections. The Scope can be strengthened so that it will better address our concerns, encourage more cities and counties to participate and provide a structure for implementation and rule making. Additionally, there are several areas where actions on a state-wide basis will benefit cities and counties. Please see the attached comments. 

We look forward to the next version of the Scoping Plan.

Sincerely,

Jill Boone

Climate Change and Sustainability Manager

Office of the County Executive

County of Santa Clara

70 West Hedding St.

San Jose, CA  95110

408-299-5164

Jill.boone@ceo.sccgov.org 

Local Government Ease of Implementation

One barrier to local government engagement in climate action is the complexity of the inventory process, which necessitates significant staff time or consultant costs. While the local government operations inventory protocol is rigorous and precise, it also discourages wide involvement. The Scoping Plan should include an entry level approach for cities to estimate the impacts from different sources of greenhouse gases, so that they can become engaged in taking action. 

As the Scoping Plan moves into rule-making and implementation, CARB should initiate a Local Government Working Group that focuses on the needed actions and involvement of local governments. Staffing levels do not allow us to attend all the meetings that affect us, so coordinating a Group for cities and counties would ease the stress on trying to follow all the different pieces. 

CARB should propose a funding stream to support local government staffing and actions, similar to the AB939 fee that supports waste reduction and recycling efforts. 

Waste and Recycling

Waste disposal plays a small part in the Scoping Plan, except for landfill emissions. However, mining, logging, manufacturing, transport and sales represent significant greenhouse gas emissions and should not be ignored. These may not be easy to measure but CARB should collaboratively develop a set of protocols to quantitatively measure the benefits of recycling, source reduction, composting, and alternative disposal systems. In the short term, formally accepting a current methodology such as the EPA’s WARM model, although it is not perfect, would be useful. 

CARB should include removing organics from landfills and use as ADC and increasing composting sites in California as an approach to waste GHG reductions. 

Proper inflation of tires has been identified as a GHG reduction strategy both for passenger vehicles and farm equipment. In addition, the CARB should set a minimum length of life for all tires – for instance, 80,000 miles or more – and challenge the tire industry to make longer lasting, better tires. At this time, tires continue to be a waste disposal problem, create unextinguishable fires, pollute water ways and are dumped illegally in the Bay and natural areas. Increasing the durability of a tire will reduce the number of tires disposed each year and will decrease the energy needed to make, transport and dispose of them. 

Water 

The Scoping Plan does not pay enough attention to the benefits to our water supply – both quantity and quality – that will result from agriculture moving towards more organic and sustainable approaches, the use of more compost and less fertilizers and water conservation. 

Additionally, the Scoping Plan should address our food system and offer requirements or incentives for institutions to purchase a percentage of their food locally. Technical assistance, training and increased attention to this area will help counties to consider these issues and include food system planning in their climate action and land use plans. 

Direct Access Energy and Large Accounts

Many large companies, agencies and the community college districts purchase energy through direct access accounts, which have electricity generation portfolios that can be significantly less clean than through PG&E. These accounts are part of a city or county’s carbon footprint but current regulations make it difficult to identify what company or agency is responsible for these emissions and get relevant data on the mix of energy sources. In order for local governments to work within the community to reduce energy use, we need to be able to identify the big users and the direct access accounts. 

Incentives and Funding
In addition to ensuring that transit projects get funded and completed, the state should make incentives and funding available to local governments to help pay for the following

· Energy efficiency and renewable energy projects that have pay-back periods longer than 2 years. These are the projects that often do not get done, due to lack of funding and which ultimately provide significant energy savings.

· Bicycle and pedestrian projects that make it safer and more enjoyable to ride or bike to work and around town.

· Planning and implementation of adaptive strategies. 

· Innovation and leadership that leads to eliminating barriers to GHG reductions or increasing community action.




















