October 11, 2008 Environment Forum Questionnaire

Sophie Hahn - District 5

First introductory question for candidates

Please (1) introduce yourself, tell us briefly (2) why you are running, and tell us, if you were elected, (3) what your priorities would be with respect to land use, transportation and addressing global climate change. 

Reply to parts (1) and (2):  I am running for City Council to bring a new level of energy and excellence to Berkeley’s government, to enhance participation in civic affairs, and to ensure that Berkeley develops in harmony with existing neighborhoods and values, including sustainability and a strong connection to, and respect for, the natural environment.  

I grew up on Santa Barbara Road, in the heart of District 5.  This area has been my home for almost 40 years.  After attending Berkeley Public Schools, I went on to UC Berkeley, graduating Phi Beta Kappa.  I continued at Stanford Law School, practiced law, worked in policy and governance, and started-up, grew and sold a small business.  I am now raising my own family in District 5, blocks from my childhood home.

Throughout my life I have taken leadership in a variety of social justice causes, including serving on the Board of Planned Parenthood and helping recently to found an organization serving African American boys in Berkeley’s Middle Schools.  A list is provided below.  

As Councilwoman, I will focus on serving District 5 in tangible ways, and get back to the basics of governing.  We need a long range plan for economic development; a vibrant, appropriately-scaled downtown; comprehensive support for local business; alternative transportation that really serves our residents; attention to infrastructure, safety and other essentials; and a comprehensive, public-information/education intensive approach to reducing waste and greenhouse gasses.  

Below is a brief bio including extensive community leadership and service.

Education:

· Berkeley Public Schools: Cragmont, Columbus, King, West Campus and Berkeley High

· UC Berkeley, BA American History, Phi Beta Kappa, with Honors 

· Stanford University School of Law, JD 

· Rutgers University School of Industrial Relations & Human Resources

Leadership, Pro Bono & Community:

· M3 Education Foundation (serving African American Boys in Berkeley’s Middle Schools), Founding Board Member (current)

· Martin Luther King Jr. Middle School PTA, President (current)

· Martin Luther King Jr. Middle School Governance Council, Chair (current)

· Planned Parenthood, Board

· Maybeck Road Association, Chair

· Step One School, Board

· Prospect Sierra School Parent Association, Co-President

· Women of Stanford Law, Co-Chair 

· Equality NOW!  (International Women’s Human Rights)

· Thousand Flowers (Voter registration)

· ACLU Reproductive Freedom Project

· Contra Costa County Commission on the Status of Women

· East Palo Alto Community Law Project (Immigration/Asylum)

· Henry Dunant Institute, Red Cross (Humanitarian Law)

· California Rural Legal Assistance 

· Bay Area Women Against Rape (BAWAR)

Professional:

· Attorney, New York

· Policy and Governance, International Planned Parenthood Federation, Western Hemisphere Region

· Owner and Co-CEO, manufacturing and wholesale business 

· Admitted to the Bar, New York State (retired)

· Fluent in Spanish and French

Reply to part (3):

Land Use:  I favor a mix of old and new buildings in Berkeley.  Adaption and reuse of existing buildings is the greenest alternative of all, and we need to make sure we provide incentives for this as well as encouraging LEED certification for all new buildings.  I favor increased density in our downtown, but with limits.

Transportation:  My District is not well served by busses, is hilly, and is inhabited mostly by older residents and families.  To get this population out of their cars we will need carefully tailored solutions.  There is strong interest in exploring a shuttle service connecting locals to their shopping areas and downtown, as well as other transportation such as Bart.  Bikers want safe parking and better conditions on the streets and I look forward to working on that, as well as looking at Bike rental programs.  City wide, we need to be targeted and scientific in crafting solutions that people will really use.  What works for one area or demographic may not work for another.  If we want success, we have to create a mix of appropriate alternatives.

Global Climate Change:  The crux of addressing climate change is to get millions of people to change their daily life habits.  This requires enormous public information and programs that make the changes easy to implement.  I am interested in getting people to do the simple, inexpensive things that make a difference – on a mass scale.  Changing out inefficient fixtures in their homes, banning/restricting plastic bags, improving our recycling program (people already participate – making it better is incremental change with a big impact), etc.  Getting people out of their cars, and getting cars to be more efficient, is also key, and is addressed above.  We can not make assumptions about what will get people out of their cars – we need to study each demographic and location and make sure what we offer really meets the needs of that group.  I am a strong proponent of shop local and produce local – the hidden travel in goods we purchase, as well as the significant packaging that comes with goods that travel long distances, are a factor as well.  Much to do on many fronts – public education to change behaviors with the support of carefully tailored alternatives is my recipe for local action with global implications.

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?

We need careful study.  Where do UC’s students, faculty and employees actually live?  Why do they drive their cars to and from campus?  Do they need their cars during the day?  Do they live in places inaccessible with public transportation?  Once we know who they are, where they come from, and what their daytime driving needs consist of, we can look at realistic solutions to get them out of their cars.  Shuttles, carpools, bus passes, car-share on campus to allow for daytime errands and other work-day car use.  The bike rental program recently implemented in Paris should be studied as an option for serving the campus population as well. Again, we need to make sure what we are crafting meets real needs.  Additionally, we should encourage those who can to live closer to campus.  Reducing parking for UC is also a viable deterrent, but it doesn’t help provide alternatives for those who need them, and may simply push the parking problem farther into our neighborhoods.  I prefer to offer viable alternatives before “disincentives.”  I look forward to collaborating closely with UC to put together a comprehensive program to reduce single occupant auto travel.

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

When new housing, in particular affordable housing, is built in Berkeley, we need to make sure the marketing of that housing is targeted towards local employees.  We can not ever discriminate in terms of who the housing ultimately goes to, but we can market first and foremost to certain groups.  When new housing is built, marketing plans that target local employees, people of color and other important groups, as well as the “public at large” should be a requirement imposed by the city.  

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?

There is a strong desire among residents of my District to see smaller busses or shuttles that run more frequently and connect them to the places they want to go, including Bart, the downtown and the areas where they shop.  Additional parking for bikes and amenities for walkers should also be implemented, and can become more viable alternatives.  Again, a bike rental program modeled after the Paris service should be explored.  Much of Berkeley is amenable to biking.  With appropriate access, safety and, amenities, we should be able to make biking a preferred mode of transport for many in our community.

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

 Again, we can not discriminate against anyone in providing housing, but we can do a few things that will help encourage a more diverse population in our new housing.  We need to make sure the housing we build is appropriate for the people we want to attract, and that we make concerted efforts to let those groups know of the housing’s availability.  

When designing new housing, builders should be asked to consider data about what families, retirees and other “non-students” actually value in their housing.  If we want families, for example, builders probably need to include safe and attractive outdoor play spaces.  If we want retired Berkeleyans to move out of their larger homes, we probably need to build full service kitchens to accommodate cooking “from scratch.”  Most families probably value having at least one bedroom large enough to be considered a “master” rather than all bedrooms being small/uniform and dorm-like.  In essence, the housing desires of families, retired folks, professionals and other non-students are different from those of students, and we need to make sure we are asking builders to build amenities proven to be attractive to those sectors.

Second, we need to make sure new units are marketed widely in the community.  Where brochures are sent out, where rental or sales offices are located, who is contacted about opportunities first, all impacts who eventually buys or rents units.

I believe these two measures together can go a long way towards ensuring more diversity in occupants of new buildings.  The planning process provides ample opportunity for our City to make these types of demands on builders, helping to ensure we build for, and attract, a diverse population to our newly built communities.

2) Question from Eco City 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? Would you make it a priority for the City to pursue funds to make the plaza a reality? What variety of funding sources do you think the city could utilize?

I love the concept of a great green common space in our revitalized downtown and am grateful to EcoCity’s donors for making this exploration possible.  I would like to continue exploring and make sure we identify and mitigate all complications for local merchants and others.  Funding should be a mix of public and private monies.  Builders bringing in new structures to the downtown should pay into a fund as well as dedicating some city monies, and monies from UC, whose projects and campus will benefit from a revitalized city center.  Some features/amenities might be funded through private fundraising efforts and other public and not for profit funding sources should be investigated.  If we want to transform our city center we will need a public-private partnership and all who will ultimately benefit should participate in the funding effort.

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?
 Yes.  I have a long record of working with a wide variety of individuals and organizations that serve them.  I recently founded an organization serving African American boys in Berkeley’s middle schools.  I speak fluent Spanish and have worked for farm-workers, immigrants and asylum seekers.  I have worked for Planned Parenthood throughout the Western Hemisphere (North, Central and South America and the Caribbean) and served on the board of our local Planned Parenthood.  Social justice has been at the heart of most of my community leadership and participation.

Unfortunately, my own District does not reflect such a broad mix.  I am interested in exploring, with local realtors, the possibility of encouraging more families/individuals of color to move into the District, and will continue to seek participation from as wide a variety of local residents as possible.  In addition, I look forward to working with Berkeleyans from other Districts and will consult with community groups and a broad spectrum of Berkeley residents when making appointments to committees and commissions, and when making decisions as a member of the Council.

2.   The City of Berkeley has approximately forty Boards and Commissions on which over 350 citizens serve as members.  These decision-making bodies charged with ensuring quality of life for all Berkeley residents include the Community Health Commission, Community Environmental Health Commission, Commission on Early Childhood Education, and many others. 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?

I look forward to participating in the recruitment and retention of members of Berkeley’s low income communities and communities of color, and feel these efforts are extremely important. These communities are often most impacted by decisions being made, yet have little voice.  If we want an equitable society and community, our outreach efforts must be sustained, and most importantly, must come from the heart.  

 

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?

As with all other transportation alternatives, I would not want to “guess” at what might increase ridership and what might constitute “better service” for those who depend on busses most.  We need to survey our riders as well as non-riders we hope to attract and find out what the barriers are.  In my own district, I have heard of many:  Routes don’t link residents to the places they want/need to go.  Service is too infrequent.  Service ends at night.  Walking to or from bus routes can involve very steep and/or long (or dark, if at night) trajectories.  However, cost is not a factor I have heard mentioned.  The “solutions” to attract what are probably “choice” riders in District 5 therefore should not emphasize cost-free options, but focus on providing routes and schedules our residents can truly use.  

In other areas of Berkeley the challenges to bus ridership may be entirely different.  Cost may be a significant factor, with service and routes considered satisfactory.  Again, to better serve those who depend on AC Transit, and to get “choice” riders out of their cars, we need to know what the barriers are and address them in a targeted manner.  I would support increased public funding for a well crafted series of improvements.  We provide ample subsidies to cars (we build and pave all the streets – which serve cars primarily) and should be willing to put money into alternative transport as well.  

 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.

Would you support expanding the program to include energy efficiency retrofits and measures to ensure access for low-income households? 

I have watched this program evolve and applaud the innovation and initiative.  I am, however, concerned that it may be difficult for low income (and all) residents to participate due to the complexity and terms of the loan program.  Also, many homes are not appropriate for solar due to roof configuration, exposure (or lack thereof) to adequate sunshine, etc.  There are many lower cost and “low tech” measures homeowners can and should take to reduce energy (and water) consumption.  Whether through the same mechanism as Berkeley FIRST, or via other loans, incentives, rebates or assistance, the city should be encouraging and facilitating the full spectrum of energy saving measures available to Berkeley residents.

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?

I think this is an important initiative, and look forward to participating in implementation.  In particular, I see Berkeley taking a strong role as the locus for training and education efforts, as well as being a logical place for start-ups, venture capitalists and other small-to-mid-scaled enterprises to take root.  I am concerned about how/where to provide space for larger enterprises without compromising our commitment to manufacturing and artists/artisans, particularly in West Berkeley.  We should carve a niche for our own community that makes sense for Berkeley, and work to coordinate other elements with adjoining towns.

 

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 am very interested in bringing renewable energy and green power to Berkeley – and beyond.  However, we don’t have enough information at this time to know if Community Choice Aggregation is  the best avenue to pursue to meet our goals.  The concept is extremely attractive, but the reality of implementation raises many complications, risks and concerns which still need to be investigated and addressed.  Marin is in the preliminary stages of looking into this, I believe, and San Francisco has a measure on the ballot – with some clear opposition.  Right now, Berkeley is waiting for a second report from the consultants who are proposing a business plan for Community Choice.  We should wait to see the report, and carefully consider the upsides, risks and other alternatives available to meet our common goal of reducing consumption of wasteful energy.  The City’s solar loan program, if widely implemented, could go a long way towards this goal.  I’d like to give that a chance, continue to study Community Choice Aggregation, and watch the progress of the other communities you cited – whose commitment to renewable energy and values are similar to ours here in Berkeley.

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?  

Once we give up land to one form of development, it’s very difficult to ever get it back for another use.  This is certainly true of agricultural lands – I have yet to hear of a housing development being torn down to make way for crops!  With this in mind, the need to preserve Berkeley’s manufacturing sector comes into sharp focus.  If we give this part of our community to other uses, we will not be getting it back.  I am not sure how much manufacturing will come to our local community in the immediate future as a result of imported goods becoming less available or expensive – and some manufacturing is not appropriate for Berkeley due to environmental concerns.  We need to decide what kinds of business – manufacturing and otherwise – we want in our community and then attract and retain those enterprises in a purposeful manner.  

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?

 

Glad you asked.  Right now I am in the midst of converting my own backyard on Shattuck Avenue into a high output farm.  With the help of an urban farming professional we are maximizing output and have calculated that the land can provide 100% of the yearly fruit and vegetable intake for up to 10 individuals.  So far, the cost of installation has been far below what it would have cost to “landscape” the previously unused yard.  When the farm begins to yield, we will be sharing the output with neighbors and friends.  Once established, we will share this urban farming model with the community.  I strongly support innovation in local food production and will promote this, and other alternatives, within the community.  In addition, I will continue to encourage residents to shop at farmer’s markets and stores that offer locally produced food and other goods.  The sustainable solution is Local, Local, Local.  My agenda for District 5, and all of Berkeley, is to encourage the local production of food and goods and purchasing from locally owned purveyors.  I am 100% on board.   
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My own backyard becoming a farm. 

 6) Friends of BRT Questions

 

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 don’t find the “impartial analysis” to be particularly impartial, and think it appropriate for voters to have a say over when and why traffic lanes are given over for the exclusive use of another agency or subset of our population.  The study mandated asks for information that should be compiled anyway when undertaking review of changes of this significance to the community.  The cost of this study is not an “extra” cost – it’s the cost of providing adequate study and information to make wise and well informed decisions.  Projects such as dedicated bus or HOV lanes are not made overnight, and require significant planning and process no matter what.  Two years is minimal to conceive of, study, and fully review plans for projects with such potentially dramatic impacts.  There should be no need for special elections with this kind of timeline – in fact the need to meet an election deadline might speed up a study and public input process.  With a full study and significant public input backing up any proposal made to the voters, approval should be easy.  A majority vote is all that is required and careful analysis plus community concerns will have been incorporated up front.  I think Measure KK ensures good planning and process, at very minimal additional cost.  

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

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

Because Measure KK is also a referendum of sorts on the currently proposed BRT project, I think if it passes, the Council will have been sent a message by the community that more information is required before the community can support BRT.  If the Council is strongly convinced that the merits of the project are persuasive and the negative impacts can be mitigated in a satisfactory manner, then I would authorize spending the necessary funds to undertake the required plans.  If the council is not strongly convinced that the merits will be persuasive and negative impacts can be mitigated, AC transit should be informed that BRT will not be supported in Berkley at this time, and move on to investigating alternatives.

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?

 

It would depend on what the public/voters want.  I can only answer this question after reviewing a comprehensive study and hearing from a wide variety of constituencies through a public process.

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 think we need a variety of transportation options the meet clearly defined transit patterns and needs.  These would include: shuttles/smaller busses with schedules and routes that make sense for the communities they serve; better amenities and safety for bikers and walkers; a bike rental service; improved bus service and better routing; low cost passes for those who need them, including employer subsidized passes for local and UC employees.  Rapid busses on appropriate routes, after consultation with the community.  Expansion of Bart service/use to accommodate increased ridership, including better options for getting to and from stations.  

In addition, I think we need to address the “hidden travel” in goods we purchase, in particular food, by buying and, where possible, producing, locally.

7) Aquatic Park EGRET Questions

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.  It is important to protect our bay habitats for the health of local species, as well as the health of our Bay and our local community.  

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? 
Our creeks are part of our Bay – they are an integral part of the health of our local ecosystems, both land and water.  Unfortunately, the critical role of creeks was not recognized or respected by our predecessors, and we now find ourselves trying to revive a watershed system that had been virtually obliterated.  It’s no easy task.

First and foremost, I would like to see extensive public education to raise awareness of the importance of creeks.  When landowners understand the creeks in their own backyard are more than aesthetic features – or annoyances -- we will win more adherents to the cause of favoring creek health and renewal over development interests.  Reviving our creeks is an unusually complicated task in that they criss-cross individual private properties, city owned streets, parks and commercial areas.  For all these groups to move forward towards the same goals, it will require extensive buy-in.  

The coordinator’s plan should include 

· Outreach to the homeowner/private sector and coordination with city and other public entity sectors

· Education and practical tools for homeowners to do their part to improve the watershed – people are unaware of their negative impacts on the watershed

· A program to encourage/incentivize permeable surfaces to reduce run-off and increase natural filtration

· A program to discourage use of harmful pesticides and pollutants that contaminate run-off – with resources for managing business and homeowners’ needs without the use of chemicals

· The establishment of a collaboration with UC Berkeley to address creeks collectively

· Identification of day-lighting opportunities on both public and private land

· Close coordination with local environmental groups to leverage resources and make sure outreach and mitigation efforts are optimally carried out.

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 support measure WW wholeheartedly. We need more parks and open space.  The Eastshore State Park should be completed – and I would like to see it expanded where possible.  We have so little open space left in the East bay, and our shoreline is also a critically important and sensitive environmental area.  The outpouring of volunteerism and concern from Berkeleyans in the wake of the recent bay oil spill evidences a strong desire to see our shoreline preserved and improved.  This is a “no brainer” and I will work to move things forward as needed.
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?

Kudos to the Ecology Center for being a leader in this area.  Berkeley has done much on zero waste, but there is much that remains to be done.  Much of the focus of our efforts has been on end users, who literally get left “holding the bag” while the producers of all our “garbage” are not asked to take responsibility.  

I would like to see more upstream efforts to reduce packaging, and put the onus on manufacturers and merchants who take their profits and leave the enormous cost of their waste in the hands of consumers and municipalities.  It’s a huge subsidy, and often the “cheapest” products come with the most packaging (evidence that they have been transported from afar, another reason not to buy them!).  

This is an area I would like to focus on.  End users/consumers still need to be educated and incentivized to reduce, reuse and recycle, but ultimately, they are being asked to deal with “someone else’s problem” and should not be the only ones required to change their ways.  

Continued community education is very important to achieve better compliance with our existing recycling program.  We have so much in place already; our efforts would be well spent maximizing compliance.  

I am concerned about the upcoming HDTV changes that will precipitate a large number of new TV purchases – and a possibly flood of older TVs ending up in our landfill.  We need to anticipate this kind of event and facilitate proper disposal.

Construction debris is a big contributor to waste – the obvious answer being to preserve buildings as the preferred alternative over tearing them down for replacement.  When demolition is necessary, we need to continue to augment systems to channel debris into re-use rather than landfills.

There is much to do on many fronts.  As always, I am interested in working on the least expensive alternatives with the biggest impact and return.  

4. Issues in Your District

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

· Need to facilitate walking and biking

· Need to facilitate carpooling and use of busses where possible

· Need to get educated about creeks in our district and learn to respect and restore them 

· Also need to be educated about the role tall trees play in the presence of raptors.

· Another tree issue – the health of our elms, oaks and other trees in light of diseases in our region

· New buildings and developments – Safeway in particular – need to be green projects and enhance the community.

· Implementation of solar program, once details have been worked out

· House by house conservation of water and energy

· Promotion of drought tolerant landscaping

· Promotion of urban farming

 

9) Transportation and Land Use Coalition Questions

 

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 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.
Do you support AC Transit's study of dedicated lanes for BRT as part of a "built alternative" in Berkeley's LPA?
 

I support the careful and impartial study of all alternatives.  The need for a rapid bus on this route needs to be clearly determined, and the benefits and costs evaluated.  Who are we serving, why do we want to make the changes proposed, what are the negative impacts and how can they be mitigated . . . All of this must be considered.

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 include passing dedicated lane proposals through Commissions, Committees, Workshops, Charettes, public, and City Council hearings that already encourage public participation. We don't require these kinds 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 have also taken a "No on Measure KK" position. On Election Day, how will you vote on Measure KK and why?
 

I will vote Yes on Measure KK.  See reply to question 7(1) above.

 

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)?

 

I support adoption of a pedestrian plan and will seek to implement improvements for walkers and bikers equally.  In District 5, we have many walkers – quite a few elderly and children – and the need to create safe conditions is painfully apparent throughout the District, especially in light of recent traffic related deaths and other serious accidents.  I know of many locations in our District where conditions are known to be extremely dangerous and nothing pro-active is being done.  I will not wait for accidents to happen to address pedestrian needs, and will also seek to facilitate walking through the addition of amenities for walkers.  

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?

New development often has a high impact on existing communities; congestion and parking are one significant negative impact.  I support the mitigation of this negative impact through a variety of means.  To the extent that this mechanism has been successful in other communities, we should definitely consider implementation in Berkeley.

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?

We should investigate all funding sources listed above.  There may be State and Federal funds available, as well as funds from not-for-profits who can provide research and other capabilities.  

  

2. 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.

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? 

Parking revenues go to the general fund.  Employers should fund some of the cost, and employees might pay a small amount as well.  Funds provided by the City can be allocated from the general fund, which is where parking revenues end up.   

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

Not sure the passes should be given for free.  Studies have shown people value things more highly when they have to pay for, even at a vastly discounted price.  So, another revenue source would be the end user, who would be asked to purchase the pass at a low cost.  If the rider was previously a bus rider, the lower cost for the pass will be a welcome new subsidy.  If the rider is new to the bus, he or she was probably driving before, and paying for gas, parking, etc., so the reduced cost pass may seem like a bargain.  In either case, getting the end user to pay a portion of the cost will provide other revenue.  Subsidization by the City is a possibility.  

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?

 

I am in favor of investigating all variables that affect bus ridership, including cost.  If it were determined that cost is a widespread and significant barrier to bus ridership, I would support the survey.  Taxes, in particular based on assessed property values, are not always as progressive as we would like them to be.  Individuals living on fixed incomes can find themselves paying more than they can afford because of the size or value of the home they live in.  Assuming cost is a barrier to ridership, I would be in favor of devising a program, possibly through taxation, but other mechanisms should be investigated, that reduces the cost of bus ridership for those who actually need the subsidy, and spreads the cost equitably.  

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?
 

 I think college students should be strongly encouraged to use public transportation to and from school.  I would allocate more than 55% of the monies to transit, pedestrian and bicycle improvements and make sure the improvements meet the needs of at least some of the students currently driving to school.  A small portion, maybe 25%, could be allocated to parking improvements – perhaps we should set a realistic goal (based on a study of students who currently drive and whether we can meet their needs through other modes) of the percentage of students we can support in using alternative modes of transportation, and divide the monies accordingly.  We should recognize that some students, given their point of origination and/or other work and family obligations will most likely have to drive at least some days.  

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 people are 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 police 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 and bicycling.  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?  

Absolutely.  I look forward to working with bikers in my district – and throughout Berkeley – to create the conditions of safety and ease that will make biking a much more frequently used mode of transport.  I would also like the City to look at a bike rental scheme such as the one being used very successfully in Paris.  

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?

Safety is a critically important issue and a huge barrier to bike ridership.  I would like to work on a safe route within District 5 linking our three main commercial areas.  We have a number of extra-wide, street-car streets which we should look at adapting to better and safer bike use.  I would like to create a small scale model for bike safety that can be replicated elsewhere if successful.  

c. (Council) If running for city council, what would you like to see done in your district to improve conditions for bicycling?  


I will convene bikers in the District to learn of the barriers they most frequently encounter, and seek ways to address them.  Some have already come to me asking for secure bike parking.  Having a shuttle or delivery system to bring good/groceries back up the hill for bikers is also an amenity that might get more folks on their bikes.  But Safety is the most frequently cited issue and all options will be on the table when we sit down to look at improving this for our community.

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 "car-free" 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 car-free housing would reduce existing commuter trips, and contracts with residents, along with a refusal to issue parking permits to car-free 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 car-free housing in our Downtown?

Although a laudable goal, I am concerned that truly car-free living is not viable for as many individuals as we might hope, and would not want to implement such a program without significant study.  Providing ample car share, which isn’t completely car-free living but better than wise-spread individual car ownership, should be promoted.  If we can identify segments of the population who will live in Berkeley’s downtown without cars, we should make sure the housing we build is suitable to those segment’s housing needs.  Things need to be done in a systematic way to be successful.  Again, I support the goal, but would want to move forward with careful study and planning to ensure success.

3. Milvia Street

Milvia street is our primary designated bicycle boulevard Downtown, and as such it is shared by the widest 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?


I support improved conditions for biking throughout the City and am open to many alternatives.  The question of a plaza is interesting, but needs to be considered in the context of other downtown public spaces currently under consideration.  In addition, the front of our City Hall is close to the central Post Office, the Y and other heavily used downtown facilities.  The traffic impacts of such a plaza would have to be carefully investigated.  

b. Do you support moving rapidly to implement Milvia as a bicycle boulevard in our downtown?
I support a variety of efforts to improve biking in Berkeley.

12) Kyoto USA Questions

 

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

Climate Change is obviously a huge and well documented global threat, and we all have an important role to play in reducing human impacts on climate.  I support Berkeley’s multifaceted approach to reducing carbon emissions and will work to craft workable solutions based in research and fact.  Transportation is a huge contributor to our carbon footprint and I have several targeted ideas for getting people in my District out of their cars, including a model carpooling program, hybrid shuttles/small busses, better amenities for bikers and walkers, and improved bus service.  Berkeley should continue its leadership in these areas and I look forward to participating in moving things forward as quickly and effectively as possible.

2. What have you done personally in the last year to reduce your carbon emissions?
· The second of my three children started walking to school, significantly reducing driving in our family

· I organized a carpool for my third child thereby reducing driving among two families

· I am in the process of converting my own backyard into a high yield urban farm.  Wood and many other materials used in this process are recycled, and we are using our own compost for fertilizer.

· Switched out a high volume toilet for low flow

· Increased walking for food shopping and other errands

· Increased local purchasing to reduce longer driving trips

· Stopped accepting plastic bags, and reusing paper bags, for all shopping (carry reusable bags with me)

· For my campaign, I produced reusable canvas shopping bags rather than “buttons” or other wasteful campaign materials

· Have used recycled paper for all personal and campaign correspondence

· Had our home assessed for Solar Panels – but was unfortunately “rejected” due to limited usable roof space (a personal “Solar Eclipse”)

· Instituted water saving measures across the board 

3. The City has just released its 2nd draft Climate Action Plan. What measures described in the Plan would be your top priority and why? Please be as specific as possible.

My top priority would be providing support to residents for reducing use of cars.  I want to see real, viable alternatives.  We know our residents want to reduce car use, but they can’t do it without help.  I prefer a pro-active, problem solving approach to a punitive approach.  

Second priority would be Zero Waste.  We have many good programs in place, and achieving better use and compliance should not be too difficult.  We need continued public education for end users to become more compliant.  In addition, I would like to see upstream efforts become a new focus.  Construction waste, recycling, etc. can be improved.  We have much to build on, and the return on our efforts in this area should be relatively cost effective and significant.
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