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October 11, 2008 Environment Forum Questionnaire

Shirley Dean, Mayor

First introductory question for candidates

Please introduce yourself, tell us briefly why you are running, and tell us, if you were elected, what your priorities would be with respect to land use, transportation and addressing global climate change.  

About Me.
My husband and I have lived in Berkeley for over 50 years.  I attended Berkeley public schools and graduated from Berkeley High School (as did my husband and 2 sons) and UC-Berkeley with Honors in Social Work.  I was active in Berkeley affairs helping to found a neighborhood organization, serving on the Board of a housing facility for low-income seniors and President of the Herrick Health Care Foundation and working with Urban Care to stop the development of a shopping center on our waterfront so it could become a major new park.  From 1971-1975, I served on the Waterfront Committee (precursor to the Waterfront Commission) where I successfully fought for officially designating our waterfront for unstructured recreation use.  During this time I also served as President of the Planning Commission and of the Zoning Adjustments Board.  I worked as a Social Worker for Kaiser Hospital in Oakland and as an Admissions Office for UC Berkeley where I received two Distinguished Service Awards for the work that I did to recruit underrepresented minorities to the Cal campus.  I was elected to the Berkeley High Hall of Fame as a Distinguished Graduate and named 2003 Woman of the Year by the Zonta Club, Berkeley/North Bay. 

My political career began in 1975 when I ran citywide for the Berkeley City Council and served on the Council to 1982.  During this time, I was elected (1976) in caucus by Democratic Party voters to serve as a delegate to the Democratic National Convention in New York, pledged to Senator Frank Church.  I also served as the President of the Alameda County Solid Waste Authority (1978-82) during its formation.  In 1986-1994, I was again elected to the Berkeley City Council, serving as the representative of District 5.

In 1994-2002 I was elected for two terms as Mayor.  During this time:

· 2002 elected by member mayors, nationwide to serve on the Advisory Board, United States Conference of Mayors and 1999-2002 served on the Task Force on Cities and Universities, Committee on Cities and Urban Economic Policy, Task Force on Technology in our Schools, and Task Force on Gun Control.  

· 1996 – 2002 Chair, East Bay Public Safety Corridor, Board made up of representatives from cities, counties, school districts, law enforcement, and universities along a 75-mile corridor along I-80 from Carquinez to Union City. This work was recognized as exemplary by the U.S. Department of Justice and Attorney General Janet Reno.

· 2001 - 2002  Commissioner, Bay Conservation And Development Commission (BCDC) where I worked (without success) for a bike lane across the Richmond/San Rafael Bridge.

· 2001 – 2002 Member, Alameda County Transportation Improvement Authority

· President of the Alameda County Conference of Mayors

· 1999 – 2002 Member, Executive Board, Alameda County Economic Development Alliance for Business (EDAB).  This Board started recognition of green businesses.

· 1998 – 2002 Member, Oakland Airport Community Noise Management Forum

Why I’m Running – Again! – for Mayor:

I was honored to serve as Berkeley’s Mayor from 1992-2002 and to accomplish such things as building the I-80 Bicycle/Pedestrian Overpass.  Since leaving office I have followed City affairs closely, and I find that Berkeley has become a divided community and that people throughout our community believe that City Hall isn’t listening.  I am running to bring back community-based government that listens to the people, to get our Downtown and other commercial areas back on track, to replace top-down planning with collaborative processes, and to meet the challenge of making Berkeley the greenest city it can be.

My priorities with respect to land use, transportation and addressing global climate change:

To connect land use and transportation to resolve the fundamental question before us – providing for green growth without sacrificing Berkeley’s beauty, historic charm and incomparable livability.  I believe that land use and transportation are linked in the search for the challenge of how we are going to do this. 

1) Questions from Livable Berkeley:

 In order to reduce greenhouse gases, new city policies and actions are needed to help people live where they work, shop where they live, and reduce travel.

1. How will you work with the University to reduce single occupant auto travel to the campus from and through Berkeley neighborhoods?

Probably the most effective way to reduce single occupant auto travel to the campus from and through Berkeley neighborhoods is to reduce campus parking.  Unfortunately, the settlement agreement signed by the Mayor in secret in 2005 and later ratified by the City Council, regarding the University’s Long Range Development Plan allows UC Berkeley to construct 2,060 new parking spaces by 2015 consisting of 1,270 net new parking spaces and 790 unbuilt spaces (including 690 spaces at Underhill) without preparing a project specific EIR “even as to any such excess parking spaces located in the Downtown Area Plan area) provided that the City approves a route for Rapid Bus on Telegraph Avenue by 2010 and considers a route for a dedicated lane BRT on Telegraph Avenue.”  This means that the campus gets 2,060 new parking spaces on the campus and possibly more Downtown, and the City doesn’t even have the benefit of mitigations identified in an EIR!   The Agreement provides that any financial contribution by UC to a plan for transit (Section IIC1) shall NOT increase over what the campus currently pays the City.  This agreement covers the next 15 years, and as long as it is in place, the City can’t do anything about it – no environmental challenges, no legal challenges.   I believe the agreement should be re-negotiated.

In the meantime, I would work to get the University to:

· limit campus parking to car pools, 

· provide bus shuttles from out-lying communities (after all the University knows where its employees live and can set up pick-up points on a route into the campus).  The shuttle could also pick-up students along the way.

· press for extension of the student eco-transit pass to staff and faculty.

· site new developments in more transit accessible locations.  Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory is proposing constructing the 160,000 square foot Helios Building on UC-Berkeley land in Strawberry Canyon.  This site has been described by the City’s Planning Director as being on a site that couldn’t be more inaccessible.  I am part of a group, Save Strawberry Canyon, that has filed suit aimed at requiring the Lab to more adequately consider alternative sites.  We are raising funds from private individuals to pay the costs of the lawsuit.
 

2. What city policies will you support to enable more UC employees and private sector retail, office and service workers to live in Berkeley?

Build housing in appropriate sites, retain inclusionary requirements, targeted marketing, explore feasibility of some developments containing a housing component connected to the office/retain use within the building itself. 

 
3. What kinds of public transportation improvements will you support to provide more attractive connections to our three BART stations, Downtown, and our main employment and commercial districts?

· Build a garage near the freeway where you could park your car and get on a free shuttle that would loop through the neighborhood commercial districts connecting to the Downtown, all 3 BART Stations and the campus.

· Use a network of small buses, taxi/buses and similar vehicles to connect to larger lines and transit hubs.

 

4. How will you achieve a more diverse population so students are not the only occupants of new private sector housing? 

The law says clearly that it is unlawful to discriminate against students.  Building two to three bedroom units does not mean that families will rent those units. Students pool their resources and achieve affordable rents by renting as a group. This can be attractive to the owner because the owner can require parents to back up payment of the rent.  Renting to groups of students in the units with their late night life style and resultant noise from just the greater numbers of people, has led to older residents and families leaving the building.  The actual mix of people who will occupy units in the Brower Center will be interesting to see, now that the rental application period is closed and to track any changes in the future.  Possibly how the new units are advertised or marketed will have some effect on the mix of tenants, but again there is an uncertainty as to compliance with the law and there is also the challenge of retaining diversity over a period of time as individual units turn over.  The City does not seem to have any data on this subject and unfortunately we have to rely on anecdotal information.  The place to start considering how to deal with this is to first get some real data.     

2) Question from Ecocity Builders and Citizens for a Strawberry Creek Plaza

Several Years ago, Citizens for a Strawberry Creek Plaza was formed, with support from Ecocity Builders and others, to advocate for a pedestrian plaza on Center Street between Oxford and Shattuck. Center Street would be closed to traffic but provision would be made for deliveries and emergency vehicle access. 

In November 2007, DAPAC (the Downtown Area Plan Advisory Committee) adopted a draft Downtown Area Plan. Center Street between Oxford Street and Shattuck Avenue was seen by the DAPAC as a centerpiece component to a bold new vision for downtown. The DAPAC supported, as the preferred option for Center Street between Shattuck Avenue and Oxford Street, the creation of a public pedestrian-oriented open space or plaza. 

As a gift to the City, Ecocity Builders, with financial contributions from the Mazer Foundation and Berkeley residents, hired renowned local landscape architect Walter Hood to help design a proposal for a Center Street Plaza as called for by DAPAC and is preparing to present the design to the Planning Commission and the City Council this year, following upon a number of public and stakeholder meetings and events already held over the past year, including meetings with downtown and Center Street merchants, the University and Berkeley Art Museum, the proposed Berkeley Charles Hotel, BART, the City of Berkeley including the Fire Department and Planning Department, the DBA, plus other advocacy groups in Berkeley. DAPAC recommendations, along with Planning Commission recommendations, will be delivered to City Council for its consideration in December 2008. Downtown Plan adoption by the City Council is expected in May 2009. The Center Street Plaza cannot become a reality without City Council backing.

As Mayor/City Councilperson, would you support the proposed plaza on Center Street? 

 Yes I support a plaza on Center Street.  I don’t know about the specific design because I haven’t seen it, but the concept of a plaza, including an open creek, is very exciting and I would like to see it happen.  

Would you make it a priority for the City to pursue funds to make the plaza a reality?   
Yes   

What variety of funding sources do you think the city could utilize?  

Given the economic downturn, that is very hard to say.  State money that had been available around daylighting creeks, for example, may no longer be there.  Same is true of the federal budget.  Possibly new funds will become available for “WPA” type projects which would be very exciting.  I would work to weave together, private foundation, state, federal, and local funds and include private individual local donors, something like a “buy a brick” campaign that has been successful in the past.  The plaza is a good project and I would work hard to make it happen, just as I worked to make the Marin Circle Fountain happen – the largest public works privately funded gift ever given to the City.

3) Questions from Urban Habitat

1) Based on the last census, nearly 20% of Berkeley's residents live in

poverty.  About 40% of Berkeley's residents are of African American, Asian,

Native American, or other racial descent; about 13% are Latino.   Do you

have experience working with any of these constituencies, and how do you

plan to engage them in shaping your policy decisions on their behalf?

In my employment on the UC-Berkeley campus, I was responsible for writing and implementing the campus plan for recruiting underrepresented minorities.  I wrote the plan, supervised field implementation of the plan, working with student groups, faculty and staff.  It was highly successful until affirmative action was eliminated.  We continued to work hard, but had less success given the new constraints. 

As Mayor, I worked with neighborhoods that had significant numbers of minority individuals and families.  My approach was to meet with them in their neighborhood, hear their concerns, have them establish their priorities, and then empower them to determine how to resolve those concerns.  I was the only Mayor who ever secured a small amount of unallocated Community Block Grant Funds that went directly to people in the neighborhood to determine how the money should be spent.  They made excellent decisions which included a program such as training youth to work in the yards of seniors, however, it so un-nerved the City bureaucracy they undid the process for the following year.  I also spent long hours meeting directly with people to close problem liquor stores and to turn 30 units of long-vacant, blighted housing into decent affordable housing.     

2) What opportunities do you see for members from Berkeley's low-income communities and communities of color to serve on Berkeley's Boards & Commissions? Will you play an ongoing role in recruitment and retention efforts?

Members of Berkeley’s low-income communities should be appointed to the full range of Berkeley’s boards and commissions.  Each Council Member and the Mayor has at least one appointment to make to each board or commission with the exception of the Community Health Commission which provides for two appointees.  Each member of the Council has a responsibility to make each board and commission reflective of the community.  That’s one way to achieve better recommendations from the boards and commissions. Yes, I will play an ongoing role in recruitment and retention efforts.  I will have an open door and meet regularly with my appointees as well as any individuals or groups of people from boards and commissions, or for that matter any individuals or groups of people who are not on boards and commissions.

3) AC Transit Service  Today, AC Transit carries 226,000 on an average weekday, most of whom are very low-income and many of whom are students and seniors who have no other way of getting to where they need to go.  In addition to transit-dependent riders, AC Transit (like BART and other transit agencies) has seen ridership increases over the past year as fuel costs have risen and concerns about global warming intensify. Despite this growing need for increased and improved AC Transit service, the agency faces a $20 million operating shortfall in the coming fiscal year and similar shortfalls out into the future.  (This is due in large part to systematic underfunding of AC Transit from local, regional, state and federal funds, as well as rising fuel costs and the shrinking state budget.)   What do you plan on doing to increase service of AC Transit to both serve those who most depend on its service, as well as to attract "choice" riders out of their cars?
A well-functioning regional urban area is dependent upon a sound public transit system.  A sound public transportation system is dependent upon offering a coordinated, low-priced, multi-modal system that operates on a reliable and regular basis.  Clearly we have to offer many types of transit (buses of all sizes, transbay, express, BART rail, trains and ferries) in order to attract “choice” riders out of their cars.  These systems must be affordable, clean and coordinated.  A major reason for the systematic underfunding for AC Transit is the competition between the various systems.  For example, BART vs AC Transit, extensions to SF airport vs city transit, ec. We need the various transportation modes to be coordinated with smooth transfers from one to the other, whether from small bus to large bus, or from bus to ferry or train or whatever.  The best way to achieve this coordination with fair funding for each system is to have one transportation authority rather than several with each battling each other and each with its own expensive bureaucracy.   Having established an efficient system, it should be easier to attract greater amounts of state and federal funding when it becomes available again.

4) Questions from Ella Baker Center
1) Berkeley FIRST program

The Berkeley FIRST program will help property owners pay for the up-front costs of installing solar energy systems on their homes and businesses. There is some concern that such a program will not address the need to reduce energy consumption or sufficiently benefit low-income residents.

The concern that this program will not sufficiently benefit low-income residents is well-placed.  At a 6.79% interest rate, and a loan of $25,000, the payback amount is estimated to be $182 per month, over a 20-month period this will amount to $43,680.  The original concept had been for the savings in electricity costs to equal the payback costs.  As this is an area where home heating is by gas and there is little if any air conditioning, very, very few people have electrical bills that amount to $182 per month or $2,184 annually.  For the most part, the amount on P.G.& E. bills for electricity run $100 or less.  (People converting to solar will still have the gas part of their P.G. & E. bill to pay.)  The program is counting on rising electrical bills at some point to equal the payback amount, but this could take years and years.  In the meantime, a low-income individual who gets behind in their bills may not be able to pay the $2,184 annual increase to their taxes.  After 5 years, the County will foreclose on their home if they cannot pay their taxes plus the payback amount and the person will lose their home.  Low-income homeowners should be very cautious in signing up for this program especially in these times when there is so much economic upheaval.  There is also concern that the $2,184 annual payback amount added to the property tax may not be fully tax-deductible.  It is unclear whether the City has obtained a clearance letter from the IRS on this point.  

I support the City working to reduce the interest rate to make this program more affordable for low and moderate income homeowners.  To be honest, however, this will probably not be possible until the banks stabilize. An additional approach is the one that 

the City of San Francisco is taking, that of adding an additional subsidy of $6,000 over and above the federal and state tax credit.  This writes down the cost.  Another approach would be to include energy efficiency retrofit measures in a San Francisco-type program.  

Would you support expanding the program to include energy efficiency retrofits and measures to ensure access for low-income households?  
Yes, this would probably be the best way for low-income homeowners to achieve energy savings as a cost lower than installing solar. It may well be the most cost-effective way to achieve energy savings for any income household!

2) East Bay Green Corridor

Under the umbrella of the East Bay Green Corridor Partnership, the cities of Berkeley, Oakland, Richmond, and Emeryville have come together with U.C. Berkeley and the Lawrence Berkeley National Lab to support emerging green industries and create green-collar job opportunities in our region. 

Do you support working with East Bay Green Corridor cities to invest in green jobs, training, and education?

Absolutely.  However, since the Green Corridor initiative was established by the Mayors of the Cities of Berkeley, Oakland, Richmond, and Emeryville with the Chancellor of the UC Berkeley and the Director of LBNL in December 2007, a prime chance to put it into effect by moving construction of the massive 160,000 square foot Helios Research Facility from Strawberry Canyon and the 120,000 square foot Computer Research and Theory Facility to more appropriate locations was ignored.  In response to the suggestion to consider more appropriate sites in the Environmental Impact Review process for the Helios Building, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory stated: “There have been no preferred locations for green industries established within the cities that are involved in the Green Corridor initiative.”  For close to a year, nothing has happened to implement the Green Corridor.  The Berkeley Mayor’s Office has been silent on the subject of construction in Strawberry Canyon and about the lack of action on implementing the Green Corridor.   I would not be silent.  

5) Questions from Bay Localize 

1. Community Choice Energy

As global climate change worsens and energy bills rise to painful levels for working people, cities and counties have powerful options under state law to develop local, affordable, clean energy. One of the strongest tools is known as Community Choice Energy, in which a city can become a buyers' coop for electricity. In this public/private partnership, a city can contract for higher levels of renewable power, boost energy efficiency, and use low-cost financing to build our own renewable energy generation.

Candidates: As other cities and counties - notably Marin and San Francisco - forge ahead with Community Choice Energy, how will you forward Community Choice Energy in Berkeley?

I don’t know much about Community Choice Energy except for the broad concept but it seems promising, clearly something that needs to be explored.  One thing even those who oppose me say is that I am well-prepared. Therefore, I would study the issue thoroughly, meeting with people, including in Marin and San Francisco, reading the various reports, and intensely studying the issue to gain an understanding of the details.   

2. Industrial Zoning 

As the cost of imported goods rises in the coming years, we're going to need all the space we can get to process materials and manufacture our own goods.  Describe your level of commitment to preserving Berkeley's industrially-zoned lands and what you intend to do about it? 

 I have yet to hear a reason why the proposed zoning overlay to West Berkeley industrial zoning should be adopted.  The proposed zoning overlay seems to me to be a gift to developers who want to put in a development that will give them a quick and high profit. 

3. Local Food Production
In a context of rising food and energy prices, one way to increase Berkeley's food security (especially for low income residents) is to increase access to healthy nutritious food through local food production in community, backyard, and rooftop gardens. As a council member, how will you boost local food production in Berkeley?

I am the only mayoral candidate who has proposed that Berkeley encourage pesticide free backyards – people could grow some of their own food there, but even if they didn’t grow food, it would benefit the environment and provide educational opportunities for young people to study the return of birds, butterflies and bees.  I am also the only mayoral candidate to propose that Berkeley join the Slow Food Movement, which is not only about food but is also about green life-style changes.  I think we should seriously explore a Downtown permanent farmers market, and also hands-on learning about growing food, nutrition and food production in general in our schools.  

6) Questions from Friends of BRT 
1) Opponents of Bus Rapid Transit, or BRT, drafted and are supporting Measure KK on November's ballot. Friends of BRT is, of course, opposed to Measure KK, which is also opposed by 7 of 8 members of the City Council. Measure KK would delay implementation of BRT by requiring an additional plan and voter approval before bus or HOV lanes could be created in Berkeley. The City Attorney's impartial analysis of KK states that a plan and election could cost the City as much as  $1.2 million. Do you support Measure KK?  

Yes, I support Measure KK because it ensures broad public notification of, and involvement in, important decisions about the best uses of public streets.  Democracy can cause delays, but what can be more important than allowing the citizen to have a say in such an important issue?  The large amount of money mentioned in the City Attorney’s analysis is based on if a special election has to be called.  At this time, there appears to be a strong possibility that a special election will be called in June.  If this occurs, and KK succeeds, the cost of putting BRT with dedicated lanes before the voters would be minimal.  If the Council rejects BRT with dedicated lanes, there is no need to go to the voters, and the cost will, therefore, be zero.

2) If Measure KK is approved by voters, what action do you think the City Council should take? 

a) The Council should authorize spending the necessary funds for the required plan and election  It should get the funding from AC Transit to make a intelligent decision about going ahead with a dedicated lane.

b) The Council should tell AC Transit that the City will not support implementation of BRT in Berkeley

Neither one.  The Council should simply pursue the process it has already launched.  The next step in that process is a Planning Commission recommendation about what would most comprehensively enhance real transit options for Berkeley residents.  The Council should carefully consider the Planning Commission’s input, along with public opinion.  If there is clear public and Commission support for BRT with dedicated lanes, the Council should put that option before the voters.  But if a mixed-flow-lane alternative, like Rapid Bus Plus, wins strong support, the Council could adopt that package as its ‘locally preferred alternative’ without a public vote.

3) Cities typically implement transit improvements in phases adding new light rail or BRT routes to supplement or extend existing routes. (e.g light rail in Portland; BRT in Boston and Eugene) If the City gives AC the go-ahead to implement BRT on Telegraph, Bancroft and Shattuck downtown, would you support an eventual extension of BRT service down University Avenue?   
The premise of this question is skewed.   The City should, in fact, urge AC Transit to prioritize service enhancements on principal streets where BART is not available.  University Avenue is a good example, and the appropriate near-term enhancement might be Rapid Bus Plus proof of payment.  Such service enhancements should not be predicated on implementation of BRT with dedicated lanes, but instead should proceed as soon as possible. 

Further, a careful origin/destination study might show that certain areas outside Berkeley generate significant commuter traffic into Berkeley, and should be prioritized for better transit service:  the MacArthur Blvd./I-580 corridor, for example, or the I-680 gap between BART’s Pittsburg/Bay Point and Dublin/Pleasanton lines.  If the Bay Area had an integrated single regional transit provider – as most transit-mature large urban areas do – that agency would in all likelihood never have approved a major investment just 1-6 blocks beside existing BART tracks.  Instead, it would most likely have first filled gaps in the East Bay’s limited rapid-transit network.   What we need is a data driven assessment of how to get the best transit option for the money that we can.

4) Besides BRT, what public transit improvements do you think the city should support and/or fund to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from transportation in Berkeley?   

I strongly support the alternative called Rapid Bus Plus with signal prioritization and proof of payment.  This could run on Telegraph Avenue, through the Downtown, west on University connecting to San Pablo Rapid Bus Plus, down to the Train Station and then to East Shore Park and the Marina.  The same connection could be made for a bus to connect with Rapid Bus Plus from Shattuck Avenue Downtown to Henry, through Solano Tunnel, west on Solano to connect with Rapid Bus Plus on San Pablo to points north.  In addition, I would like to have a system of small buses and other vehicles that run throughout the City, particularly in the hills.  We also need a shuttle system that leaves the cars at the freeway and connects our neighborhood commercial areas, the Downtown, 3 BART Stations and the University campus. 

7) Question from Aquatic Park EGRET 

Will you work to bring Berkeley into compliance with the 1971 State Water Board order permanently prohibiting the discharge of storm water into the lagoons of Aquatic Park?  

Yes, I am the only candidate for Mayor who has adopted as a part of my platform the following plank:

Stop dumping polluted storm water into Aquatic Park Lagoon and develop a separate flood prevention plan for West Berkeley based on methods used in cities like Portland, Oregon. 

8) Questions from the Sierra Club

1. Creeks Task Force

Two years ago the City formed the Creeks Task Force to listen to creek property owner concerns and environmental concerns about the original Creeks Ordinance in order to revise it. The Council passed the Task Force's recommendations. Growing out of that effort the City created a Watershed Coordinator position to come up with a watershed plan for the City. A staff person has been hired and is working on that plan. What things would you like to see in that plan? 

When I was Mayor, well before the Creeks Task Force process, I proposed hiring a Watershed Coordinator position and when the City was discussing the issue of creeks in the Creeks Task Force process, I again supported creating such a position.  The plan should identify various actions that the City needs to take to: 

a)   protect open creeks (there are issues of construction near creeks, appropriate planting and actions that should or should not be taken that might obstruct or contribute to pollution in the creeks);

b)   identify opportunities to daylight creeks (such as in the Downtown);

c)   determine ways to separate creeks from storm drains;

d)   protect existing watershed such as in Strawberry Canyon where massive development is being proposed;

e)   determine how to improve the quality of water in the creeks;

f)    identify how to protect areas from flooding

g)   address the controversial issue of the City’s responsibility for fixing the collapsing creek culverts.

h)   create materials for homeowners near creeks to use as “best practices” in their stewardship of the creek on or near their property. 
2. East Shore State Park

A Sierra Club priority is completion of the East Shore State Park. What are your views on this and where do you stand on the November ballot measure WW to reauthorize Measure AA funds to buy more open space and parklands?
I endorsed Measure WW several weeks ago.  The East Shore State Park needs to be completed throughout the entire East Bay along with the Bay Trail.    A critical piece is Point Molate in Richmond.  I am a Member of the Board of Citizens for East Shore Parks, and on their behalf, I attended (along with Sylvia McLaughlin and Betty Olds) a meeting of the Richmond City Council at which they were considering the early transfer of land from the Navy to the city of Richmond.  Each of us spoke on opposing the transfer as pre-mature and the need to preserve the shoreline area as public open space.  The Richmond City Council proceeded with the transfer.  As Mayor of Berkeley, I would work in partnership with all of the cities to ensure the Park and Bay Trail are both completed.   

3. Zero Waste

The City of Berkeley has an ambitious goal of achieving zero waste by 2020. What are your thoughts on this goal and do you have any ideas about ways to achieve it?

It is an excellent goal and it can be achieved.  However, we need to step up participation significantly.  I hear various rates of waste reduction, some very much lower than the city projects.  We need to ensure that we have good data and figure out where we are.  When the food waste program was introduced to residents, it was done in a very haphazard way.  Cans were dropped off and people had to call in to find out about the program, and staff couldn’t even answer the basic question as to when to begin the program.  We need to start off programs like that with a big bang, get people excited about participating, rather than angry over what’s going on!  We could also increase food waste participation if we took the simple step of providing people with free biosacks (made of starch so they dissolve) at each pick-up.  These sacks make it very easy (clean and no odor) to recycle food waste.  They are not easy to find in retail stores.  Biosack use pretty much eliminates the need to wash the green can every week.  I would also ban distribution of plastic bags in grocery and other retail stores, and seriously consider implementing mandatory recycling.    

4. Issues in Your District

What environmental issues do you see in your District and what would you do about them if anything?  

a)   Storm water pollution of Aquatic Park Lagoon:  Divert storm water from the Lagoon, and develop a separate flood prevention program using methods such as those used in Portland, Ore.

b)   Inadequate level of recycling:  Determine just what our recycling rate is, increase food waste recycling by City distribution of free biosacks, make recycling mandatory, provide rate incentives for those who have the least amount of waste.

c)   High usage of plastic in general and with plastic bags ending up in the Bay:   Ban plastic bags.

d)   Too much pesticide use: Encourage voluntary, pesticide-free backyards through City recognition, link with education programs on environmental issues and importance of birds, bees, butterflies to our lives.

e)   Achieve a “lighter” footprint on the earth:  Encourage networking in the Slow Food Movement that supports and encourages everyday life-style changes from growing own food, to understanding local food production, re-using goods and materials, and reducing auto usage.

f)   Increase energy from sustainable sources:  Install solar on all City facilities.  Require solar or solar hot water on major new construction.  Encourage homeowners to install solar and take other energy saving steps such as installing energy-efficient windows, insulation, etc. through a financing plan that uses the property tax bill, but which includes an additional City subsidy such as that offered in San Francisco over and above the state and federal tax credits.

g)   Wasteful use of water.  Develop a greywater system for landscaping, require water conservation systems in new construction.

h)    Preserving the watershed and woodlands of Strawberry Canyon:  Work to convince Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory to site the Helios Building and Computer Research and Theory Building in more appropriate locations.  

i)    Increase bike usage:  Require new multiple unit buildings to provide locked ground floor bike storage.  Increase bike storage at Downtown Berkeley BART Station.

j)    Too many single occupancy auto trips:  Develop an integrated, comprehensive transit, car, pedestrian, bicycle plan that includes recommendations for the City, University and LBNL.  

10) Transportation and Land Use Coalition Questions

Question #1: TRANSIT EFFICIENCY

Bus Rapid Transit (or BRT) has been proposed by AC Transit to run from downtown Berkeley to downtown Oakland via Telegraph Avenue and then on to San Leandro. AC Transit is currently waiting for a response to the BRT Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from the City of Berkeley in the form of a Locally Preferred Alternative (or "LPA"). Berkeley's LPA would allow the City to articulate what the City wants AC Transit to look at in the Final Environmental Impact Report for BRT as it runs through Berkeley.

Despite the many benefits that BRT would bring (as we can see in the video), and despite the City of Berkeley's Transit-First policy, and with dedicated lanes for BRT endorsed by both our General Plan and the draft Southside Plan, some Berkeley merchants and residents have come out against the project. They fear that reducing lanes for cars on Telegraph Ave. could create "cut through traffic" on parallel streets.  They also have concerns about how the project would impact parking on Telegraph Ave. 

To validate and truly mitigate these concerns, AC Transit needs to study the impacts of BRT with dedicated lanes as part of a "built alternative" in Berkeley's LPA. However, based on speculation, opponents want Berkeley to reject the idea of dedicated lanes altogether in the LPA for BRT from the City of Berkeley. 

For a video showing how BRT would work:  http://www.actforme.org/about/future.php  
Do you support AC Transit's study of dedicated lanes for BRT as part of a

"build alternative" in Berkeley's LPA?  

The phrasing of the background leading to the question is skewed.  First, the statement that Berkeley’s General Plan has endorsed BRT with dedicated lanes is overly broad.  BRT with dedicated lanes is in the City’s General Plan modified by words such as “where appropriate.”  Additionally, the GP is very clear that no actions shall be taken that causes traffic to cut through residential streets.  The GP must be read as a whole document and the best conclusion is that BRT with dedicated lanes is an open question. 

Secondly, the main argument against AC Transit’s current proposal is not based on “fear.”  Instead, the argument is precisely about transit efficiency.  Could the community get more in terms of real transit services and environmental quality enhancements for the dollars spent on BRT with dedicated lanes by investing the same money into different combinations of corridors and technologies.  That is a rational question that deserves an answer.  While current AC Transit management is bullish about BRT with dedicated lanes on Telegraph Avenue, and on utilizing Belgian buses, some AC Transit Board Member incumbents and challengers are asking rational questions based on what the result would be of a hard-fact comparison of a build and a no-build alternative.  
Question #2: Measure KK

Measure KK would create costly, time consuming delays before the City could dedicate lanes for streetcars, transit, light rail or HOV lanes anywhere in Berkeley. The ballot measure claims it "increases democracy". However, measure KK would actually undermine Berkeley's democratic planning processes which currently includes passing dedicated lane proposals through Commissions, Committees, Workshops, Charettes, public, and City Council hearings that already encourage public participation. We don't require these kind of delays when we expand roads for cars, or for parking, and it seems ironic to have to go through even more bureaucracy before improving transit, especially considering Berkeley's "Transit First" policy.  

The Sierra Club, The League of Women Voters, TALC, the Alameda County Labor Council and other diverse leaders in the community have taken a "No on Measure KK" position. Mayor Bates and a majority of the City Council has also taken a "No on Measure KK" position. 

On election day, how will you vote on Measure KK and why?

I will vote for Measure KK.  It is simply a means of ensuring public notification of, and involvement in, decisions about the best uses of public streets.  If a special election is held soon and Measure KK is approved, its passage would add virtually no cost or delay to consideration of BRT with dedicated lanes. It would also not affect Rapid Bus Plus, or other transit alternatives at all.

The statement that direct democracy – a vote by the people – would undermine Berkeley’s “democratic planning processes” is surprising, and nonsensical on its face..  History has repeatedly shown that Berkeley commissions and committees can hold meetings, workshops, charettes and hearings without reaching many members of the public.  Berkeley’s commissions were established to encourage and relay broad public involvement in the City’s decision making, not to pre-empt it.  Whether Measure KK passes or fails, Berkeley’s Planning Commission retains its lead responsibility to advise the City Council on a LPA for the Telegraph Ave. corridor.  Should that commission endorse a built alternative, and should the City Council adopt that recommendation, subjecting this alternative to a public vote simply guarantees the widest possible consideration of this important decision.  Such an action is, in fact, clearly endorsed by the General Plan in the policy regarding community involvement in planning, Citizen Participation Element, CP2, which calls for continuous and MAXIMUM citizen involvement in these issues.  You can’t get more “maximum” than a direct vote of the people. As an aside, I would have no objection to submitting questions of expanding roads for cars to the people for their vote. 

10) Walk and Roll Berkeley Questions   

1) Pedestrian Plan

Will you support adoption and implementation of Berkeley's Pedestrian Plan? Will you vote to allocate funds for its implementation at least equal to the City's bicycle account (from the General Fund or from a transportation services fee, Vista/City College mitigation funds or parking fee allocation)?  

Yes, I would if at all possible.  The impact of the economic downturn has not yet been felt in our City budget.  If many of our businesses close because they cannot get credit for their operations, the City’s General Fund will be gravely impacted because of the loss of sales tax and business license fees, which make up about 22 % of that Fund.

2) Transportation Services Fee
In 2005, the City staff and the Transportation Commission proposed creation of a new transportation services fee, which was called for by the City's General Plan and mandated as a mitigation in the General Plan's EIR. Many cities in California, including San Francisco, require developers to pay such fees. The required nexus study for the fee was completed by the  same consultants who put together Palo Alto's transportation fee. It would require developers to pay a fee to cover the costs of new auto traffic generated by new development. The fee would pay for trip reduction efforts.  Since 2005, the proposed fee has been in bureaucratic limbo and has not gone to the City Council for approval. Do you support establishing a transportation services fee? Should the City Council ask staff to make it a priority to finish work on the Transportation Services Fee and bring it to the Council?
Yes.  The issue will be in the details of the fee.

Should the City Council ask staff to make it a priority to finish work on the Transportation Services Fee and bring it to the Council?  

Yes.  After three years, the data ought to have been collected, people contacted for input, etc.  It should be finished.

What other funding sources do you think the city should use to support programs aimed at reducing transportation-related greenhouse gas emissions by encouraging walking bicycling and transit use?  Specifically, should the city use a portion of parking tax revenues for this purpose? A portion of the $3.5 million in Vista mitigation funds that have not yet been spent?  General Fund revenues?  What other sources?

If my memory serves me correctly, parking tax revenues go into the City’s General Fund.  It would be appropriate to use General Fund monies for reducing transportation-related greenhouse gas emission programs.  The question will be given the serious downturn in the economy what reductions will occur in the General Fund, e.g. business license fees and sales tax make up 22% of the City’s General Fund.  Reductions there, plus impacts from State reductions could be serious and the Council will have to consider the overall picture and what demands are made on the General Fund at that time.  Yes, a portion of Berkeley City College mitigation funds that have not been spent should be spent on reducing transportation-related GHG emissions.

3) Eco Pass Questions 

Eco Pass programs make transit more affordable for employees and students. UC Berkeley has an Eco Pass program for its students called "Class Pass". The City of Berkeley has an Eco-Pass program for its employees. Both have led to reductions in driving and increased use of transit by participating employees and students. The way Eco Pass programs work is that employers pay transit agencies a relatively modest sum per  employee for every employee so that they can have a bus pass. In most cases, employers give the passes to employees for free. In the case of the Class Pass at UC, students assess themselves to pay AC Transit for the passes. Some cities, including Boulder and Ann Arbor, have Eco Pass programs for people who work in their downtowns. This encourages transit use and reduces employee demand for parking leaving more parking for customers of local businesses.   

Eco Pass background: http://www.cityofberkeley.info/mayor/docs/COBTransSurvey.pdf
http://www.getdowntown.org/bus/
http://www.ci.boulder.co.us/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=8833&Itemid=2992   

When Donald Shoup, an expert on parking policy and parking pricing visited Berkeley, he said that Berkeley needed to raise its parking rates in downtown and that it should use some of the revenues from higher parking rates to help fund an Eco-Pass program for employees of Downtown businesses. Do you support establishing a downtown Eco-Pass program to encourage downtown employees to use transit?   
Yes

If yes, would you support using parking revenues to support some of the cost?  Yes

Besides contributions from employers, what other revenue sources would you support for such a program?  

I think that it should be a 3-way support system:  City, University, employer, and individual using the services.  A discounted system for people to use would be of great value to individuals and something that a person pays at least something for is usually held in higher esteem than something that is viewed as “free.” 

It has also been proposed that the City establish a city-wide residence-based Eco Pass. All residents would get passes and could ride buses for free. AC would improve service in Berkeley to accommodate increased ridership. Berkeley residents would pay a special tax to cover the cost of free, improved bus service.  

Do you think the City Council should ask staff to discuss a citywide bus pass with AC Transit and to do a survey of Berkeley residents to see if they would be willing to pay more taxes in return for free, improved bus service for Berkeley residents?   

Yes I think that City staff and the City Council should discuss a citywide bus pass with AC Transit and survey Berkeley residents about such a pass.  I think Berkeley residents want improved transit services, but I don’t know how you improve those services on a Berkeley only basis because the services are regional in nature.  The extra tax is also an issue given the downturn in the economic situation and whether residents are willing to pay for new taxes for any purpose.  We will know more about that after the election in November.  To be more successful in improving transit with citizen buy-in for those improvements, we need a comprehensive traffic and transit, coordinated plan between autos, buses, bikes, pedestrian and other modes of transportation including transbay, train and BART.  A part of such a plan would be consideration of ecopasses.  The work done by Professor Shoup sounds very interesting and should be reviewed as part of the development of such a plan.

4) Vista Funds Question

The Transportation Commission recommended that 55% of the $3.5 million in Vista College Mitigation funds should go to transit, pedestrian and bicycle improvements and 45% should go to parking improvements in downtown, including the possible rebuilding of the City's Center Street public parking garage. The Commission based this on the fact that only about 45% of students and staff coming to Vista classes require parking. We asked about Vista funds at the 2004 election forum. More than four years later, the money has still not been spent. How do you think this money should be allocated between promotion of alternative modes of transportation and parking? In the context of Measure G and global climate change, what should have a higher priority? 

More of the money that was set aside for parking should be used for altenative modes of transportation because seismic retrofit of the Center Street Garage could probably be financed through anticipated parking revenues.

11) Bicycle-Friendly Berkeley Questions

1) Bicycle Plan

Berkeley was a national leader in 2000 with the adoption of our Bicycle Plan, which detailed a network of bicycle priority streets where everyone, young and old, and people with disabilities, whether walking, bicycling or using a wheelchair, would feel safe and comfortable to get anywhere in town. However, throughout this decade little progress on the network has been made.  Berkeley is falling behind.  The number one reason peopleare not bicycling remains that they do not feel safe, let alone comfortable.  Bicycle improvements can be quick and inexpensive, yet we have had not even one full time employee (FTE) on average working on bicycle issues, and Berkeley still does not have a multimodal planner, in contrast to many cities moving forward.  More staff time

would bring in new money to Berkeley and move established elements of the Plan forward. 

Cutting edge research reveals the obvious, that a supportive local culture for bicycling is key to getting more people on bicycles. However, in Berkeley the bicyclist's experience is too often discouraged by harsh treatment and conditions. Harassment from motorists is a common problem.  Bicycle theft remains a primary deterrent to bicycling, and we are currently losing much of our

bicycle parking near shopping to provide new automobile parking systems.  Berkeley has some of the most extreme bicycle laws in the world (it is a misdemeanor to park to a parking meter, which

contravenes state law).  Relationships with the p olice department have not moved forward despite a council directive almost a decade ago and years of efforts from local advocates; and police "stings" against walkers and bikers remain the City's primary form of bicycle

education. 

This lack of progress and harsh environment stands in stark contrast to our climate action goals and public health goals.  A sizeable portion of our daily automobile trips can be replaced effectively and conveniently by the bicycle. Bicycling rates of even 25-50% of all trips occur in comparable cities where provisions have been made.  The bicycle is a tool which extends and improves life, and prevents disability, without contributing to climate change emissions and other deadly air pollution.  Every year that we wait is a lost opportunity to improve and literally save the lives of our citizens. 

After generations of automobile planning, it will take more than a fraction of a percent of funding and an occasional staff hour to make our city a healthy hive for the healthier modes of walking andbicycling.  A committed focus on upgrading the city is required. 

a. Do you support the City mobilizing to expediently update and implement the Bicycle Plan and make Berkeley a place where everyone feels safe, comfortable, supported and protected to ride a bicycle? 

Yes

b. Implementing the city's Bicycle Plan sometimes presents a challenge between providing space on the roadway for bikes, and retaining space on the roadway for motor vehicles. If elected, how can you help provide leadership on more detail issues like this? 

Meet with people as we move forward with implementing the Bicycle Plan.  Do not give people a reason to attack the process, inform people clearly and frequently.  

 

c. If running for Mayor, how will you provide leadership on 
     increasing bicycling in Berkeley?  

a)   Look for funding within and outside the City to implement recommendations in the plan.

b)   Speak to various community groups about the plan and why it needs to be supported.

c)   Send out e-mail announcements and stories about the plan, what it is all about, what is happening and how that helps people and the community.

d)   Seek ways for the City to provide support with actions to be taken by other jurisdictions, e.g. AC Transit, BART (the bike storage area at the Downtown BART Station needs to be vigorously supported by the Mayor.  The Mayor could write letters, and testify at public hearings of these other jurisdictions.  

2. Car-free housing

Over the past 30 years, Berkeley's population has remained fairly stable while automobile traffic has risen substantially.  This is in large part due to the development over time of a jobs-housing

imbalance, wherein new commuters have been created without providing housing for them locally, giving people the impression of overcrowding when population has not changed. 

At the same time, our Downtown is hurting for lack of residents, and there is a large and growing population who wish to live without a car and live near their primary destinations to enjoy a simpler, walking-biking-transit or "carfree" lifestyle who would happily choose

to live in Downtown if provided for. 

One solution that has been proposed is to provide more residential density in Downtown Berkeley without providing parking, a strategy that has worked well in many cities around the world. This is

particularly viable given the rise of convenient car sharing programs in the Bay Area, and the presence of a transit hub in the center of town. 

Concerns about increased pressures on nearby residential areas have been the primary political objection, yet carfree housing would reduce existing commuter trips, and contracts with residents, along with a refusal to issue parking permits to carfree housing residents, would provide ample control.  Many cities successfully waive parking limits in centers without providing any regulation.  Everyone would benefit, while promoting the revitalization of our Downtown and reducing climate emissions per capita in Berkeley.   

Do you support establishing a program allowing the development of  

carfree housing in our Downtown? 


I agree that the best place for carfree housing is in our Downtown, and for it to be really successful, we should combine it with:  1)  a small number of vehicles that are owned by the housing and shared by the people living in that housing; 2) car share and rental vehicles that are handy for people to use as needed (such as found in cities like Paris); and 3) a true regional coordinated transportation system (taxi/buses, buses, BART, ferry and rail).

3. Milvia Street

Milvia street is our primary designated bicycle boulevard Downtown, and as such it is shared by the w idest array of residents from throughout the city.  Yet it is also our most problematic designated bicycle boulevard, with dangerous and uncomfortable conditions.  Among the proposals which would make Milvia into a bicycle boulevard is the idea of a plaza in front of City Hall, similar to the successful Frank Ogawa Plaza in Oakland, with the benefit of making our city center a more pleasant place to be and allowing for special functions on the steps of City Hall. 

a. Would you support pursuing this idea of a plaza in front of City Hall
    on Milvia Street? 


Yes.  I will always consider new ideas. While this sounds like it might be a good idea, I would like to know more about the details before committing to it.  I’d also like to know more about the “other proposals” for improving Milvia as a bike boulevard that you mention in the background to this question. 


b. Do you support moving rapidly to implement Milvia as a bicycle
    boulevard in our downtown?


That will depend upon what we learn in the initial exploration of the idea.  The City will have to consider possible impacts and get input from the public, YMCA, Post Office, High School and residents and businesses along both sides of the plaza, assuming that the street will be closed. 

12) Kyoto USA Questions  

1) Global Climate Change

Please describe how serious a threat you believe climate change to be to the planet, and what role, if any, the City of Berkeley should have in reducing the carbon emissions produced within the City.

Climate change is the most serious problem we face and we have to get it right the first time because there isn’t any going back and fixing it.  Some scientists, and these are the ones that I tend to believe, think that the U.S. must reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 94% by the year 2030.  If we don’t, the climate change impacts could become irreversible and devastating – melting of the Antarctic and Greenland ice sheets, raising sea levels to destructive levels, loss of the Amazon rainforest forever, and release of methane from the arctic tundra that will further increase global temperatures.  The goal of a 94% reduction (and some scientists even argue for 100%) is far more than called for in the Kyoto agreement which is only 5.2% by 2012, and also more than is called for in Berkeley’s goal of 80% by 2050.  Since what we have already released stays in the air for years to come, it is possible that we have already failed.  That being said, we need to move forward, as individuals, as a City, as a state and as a country.  Obviously we can’t do it alone and we have to work with other cities and jurisdictions.  We also have to ensure that each resident is on board as a part of their everyday lives.  In recognition of what needs to be done, the City’s goal of 80% by 2050 should be amended, or treated, as flexible, i.e., based on ramping up actions based on the latest science rather than on a rigid adherence to a goal which may be too low. 

2) Personal Actions

What have you done personally in the last year to reduce your carbon emissions? 

Adding to our on-going home projects that have resulted in installation of new energy-efficient windows and insulation, we installed solar panels at the beginning of the year.  In order to get maximum environmental benefit from solar, this past year we have followed a regimen of doing laundry, washing dishes at the times designated by P.G.& E. as “off-peak.”  In addition, this last year we have more actively combined errands in order to reduce to a minimum the use of our 2004 Prius. We have foregone the use of our wood-burning fireplace entirely.  We follow water conservation methods (saving water from kitchen use to water plants), and we have added recycling food waste to our recycling of paper, cans and bottles,  We have 3 units of rental property, and we have purchased a supply of biosacks for each tenant in order to start them on a program of recycling food waste.  We are currently exploring converting our Prius to a plug-in but to date have not found a reasonable way to do that without invalidating our warranty on our car.   

3) Climate Action Plan

The City has just released its 2nd draft Climate Action Plan (see, http://www.berkeleyclimateaction.org/Content/10054/Climate_Action_Plan.html.)  What measures described in the Plan would be your top priority and why? Please be as specific as possible.

I haven’t had sufficient time to read the entire plan and to arrange the various proposed actions into short-term, long-term actions and then to analyze the relative effectiveness in terms of reduction of GHG emissions.  However, a preliminary look leads me to select as priority goals the following:

1)   Accelerate implementation of City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Plans with the following actions: 

a)  Integrate bicycle boulevards and pedestrian networks into broader alternative transportation system and identify gaps.

b)  Extend Bicycle Boulevard network.  I think the network should allow better 
flow north to south.

c)  Create additional bicycle parking throughout the community.  I particularly 
want to see the bike storage facility at the Downtown BART Station enlarged.

d)  Consider establishing a network of bike rental stations.  As Mayor I proposed 
that free bikes be stationed around the City so that riders could use them and leave 
them at the next station.  That suggestion was never fully explored.

2)   Make public transit more convenient and accessible.  

a)   Integrate bus routes into broader alternative transportation system.  Many 
small buses connecting to larger lines. 

b)  Encourage more efficient payment systems such as “proof of payment” to speed bus transit service.  This is especially needed in the Rapid Bus Plus 
proposal.

c)   Install and improve bus shelters and benches.  This is vital if we are to serve 
the elderly.

d)   Support regional efforts to integrate the over two dozen public transit providers in the Bay Area, including BART, AC Transit, the ferry system and any future public shuttle buses into a regional transit pass system.  Not only using a regional transit pass system, but become one comprehensive and coordinated system to eliminate the competition that exists among transit providers.

3)   Expand and enhance car sharing and ridesharing programs.  

a)  Require developers of large new residential projects make spaces available for 
car share vehicles and provide decreased parking requirements in return.

4)   Encourage use of low-carbon vehicles and fuels.


a)  Initiate efforts to convert local restaurant grease into biofuel. 


b)  Not in plan but see if it is possible to require that diesel trucks servicing large construction sites, including those on UC campus and at LBNL, reduce carbon emissions.

5)   Make green building business as usual in the new construction and remodel market.

a)  Share best practices throughout the region.  We can all do better and learn more if we coordinate and work with other jurisdictions.

6)   Enhance energy services and standards for existing residential properties.  

a)  Implement job training programs while at the same time increasing energy efficiency in homes.

b)  Expand energy services that serve low-income people by putting together existing programs into a more efficient package. 

7)   Revise the City’s solid waste disposal rate structure in order to provide incentives to reduce waste. 

