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From: andy bunnell
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: comments for Friday meeting
Date: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 5:16:57 PM

EXTERNAL
Hi Drew  

I will attend meeting on Friday and wanted to submit comments on Item 5.

More carbon sequestration focus.  Lets put a moratorium on gas stations.  Definitely need
emphasis on creating and maintaining a bicycle culture.  there also needs to be an emphasis
on training the workforce towards a green New Deal.

Thanks for the outstanding work you are doing!

Stay well,

Andy
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From: Connie Madden
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: New guidelines must mirror the new majority.
Date: Friday, July 10, 2020 3:35:11 AM

EXTERNAL

Older white people (elders), are not the majority of voters or residents even of Sonoma County
(or will not be for long).  Any new document meant to represent Sonoma County must
represent People of Color (POC) prominently.  We need to acknowledge centuries of neglect,
selfishness and inhumanity so that we can come forward as one.

I would ask North Bay Organizing Project and Blacks for Community Development and a few
other organizations that serve POC for their input and be sure it is clearly represented before
moving forward.

Together, we can face financial crisis and climate crisis as a body of allies rather than a
divided populace that cannot stand. 
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From: Lawrence Jaffe
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: Sonoma County 2030 Climate Emergency Mobilization Strategy
Date: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 5:14:50 PM

EXTERNAL

Good Day 

I write regarding item five:

 Bikeable Sonoma County Campaign 
a. Implement network of protected bike lanes connecting to
SMART pathway and other Class 1 or Class 4 bike/ped facilities

As a Sebastopol Resident, I am encouraging more bike facilities
at and away from the SMART Rail path.

According to the US Census Bureau 76% of commuters in
Sebastopol dive to work alone ( over 2000 individuals) and only
55 individuals ( and declining ) use bicycle transport. 

https://datausa.io/profile/geo/sebastopol-ca

Sebastopol has good bike access to Santa Rosa on Radota Trail.
We have fair to poor access to Forestville

We have no good access to Rohnert Park, Freestone, Bodega,
Bodega Bay, or Petaluma.

These links will be an essential part of are Carbon Neutral
future. Please include these as a planning and funding
priority.

Respectfully

Lawrence Jaffe

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM.
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected,
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.

4

mailto:drew.nichols@scta.ca.gov
https://datausa.io/profile/geo/sebastopol-ca


From: Michael Lipelt
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: 2030 Climate Mobilization Plan
Date: Thursday, July 9, 2020 1:39:41 PM

EXTERNAL

Drew,
Just a few comments regarding the Climate Mobilization Emergency Plan. I’m glad that the plan actually starts to
deal with our existential threat as an emergency based on current science. In our locale a major contributor to GHGs
is transportation. Thus using strategies to emphasize non auto transport is needed. As you know currently the SCTA
sales tax extension proposal continues to emphasize auto transit and auto infrastructure at 65% of funding allotment
and 35% for non auto transit/infrastructure. If we are serious about reducing GHGs to meet 2030 goals we need to
properly fund non auto transit/infrastructure. I recommend 65% funding for non auto transit and 35% for
auto/infrastructure funding. To that end, changing the “culture” around safe biking for all levels and ages not only
for recreation but for utility biking with separated bike paths is essential. As a start, closing down streets
strategically to through traffic will allow more cyclists to feel safe using biking for utility as well as recreation.
Connecting separated bike paths from our cities to the Smart north-south corridor will begin to change the “culture”
around biking as well. More biking for local trips means more people out of their cars!!
Even with eliminating fossil fuels we need to draw down existing CO2/methane in the atmosphere to begin to
stabilize our climate extremes. The oceans will continue to emit CO2 for eons as they are now at a saturation point.
The tundra is thawing releasing more methane into the atmosphere as well creating a “blanket” that retains heat on
the planet. So the elegant strategy is to mimic nature and cool the planet while we draw down and adapt to the
increasing CO2/methane. The major way to do that is with regenerative/carbon farming to maintain the “soil carbon
sponge”=vital, healthy soil to enhance the natural hydrologic cycle to cool the planet. Simple put, landscape
management and greening  the landscapes while encouraging slowing, sinking water into our urban landscapes with
permeable surfaces will enhance nature’s hydrologic cycle . Community projects like planting trees, urban gardens,
rain catchment, greywater systems are simple survival strategies.
Summary: More Bikeable Sonoma County
                 Regenerative/Carbon Farming

It’s all connected,
Dr. Michael Lipelt
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From: Roy Smith
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: Item 5: Sonoma County 2030 Climate Emergency Mobilization Strategy Framework
Date: Thursday, July 9, 2020 9:01:00 PM

EXTERNAL

Dear Drew Nichols and RCPA staff,

I am writing in response to the Sonoma County 2030 Climate Emergency Mobilization
Strategy Framework – WORKING DRAFT.
It is a very good start, and I am thrilled to see this work being done. Below is a summary of
my thoughts, which I would like to have read aloud at your July 10th meeting. Below that are
more in-depth comments and suggestions. If I can be of any help in your work, please do not
hesitate to reach out to me.

Summary [Public Comment]:

My name is Roy Smith. I operate a small diversified farm, and have lived in Sonoma County
for over 40 years.

I believe there is a crucial fault in the Strategy Framework, and that is the focus on
decarbonization. It is the consumption of total resources that is the primary issue in climate
and habitat destruction. Along with the reductionist focus on carbon, another error follows,
and that is a lack of full accounting: Sonoma County's resource use is almost entirely
externalized to other locals. Our cars and houses are a minor portion of the total emissions that
we are actually responsible for, and focusing on upgrading them is an excuse for additional
consumption, and misses our true demands on the environment.

The Strategy Framework follows a typical pattern of increasing expenditures and
technological complexity as a response to challenge. This ignores the economic reality just
now beginning to rear its head; the economic impact of an on-going pandemic in a resource-
constrained world. We will need to address climate breakdown and ecological over-shoot in
the context of falling county and household revenues.

We can do this, but through education, a change in how we use our natural and human
resources, and a strong drive to localization of all aspects of sustenance. Pushing for battery-
powered vehicles and all electric homes will not only result in trivial benefits to the residents
of this county, but may substitute for more meaningful adaptations.

Thank you for your efforts on this crucial work.

[ End of public comment]

Discussion:

Below are my thoughts on how the Climate Emergency Mobilization Strategy Framework
could be modified.

I think a major issue we should come clear on is telling the truth. The draft plan
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recommendations do not reflect the sentiment and urgency of the blog article
https://rcpa.ca.gov/who-benefits-from-a-resilient-recovery/. The plan implies that by cutting
out locally visible carbon emissions, we can continue on as we have done to 2030 and beyond.
I have seen no scientific analysis that implies this is so, and certainly not by electrification of
everything.

The current sections of the Framework Draft are:

1. Decarbonization

2. Carbon Sequestration

3. Resilience

I suggest the following instead:

1. Resilience

2. Robustness

3. Adaptation

I also suggest the following Alternate Guiding Principles:
- Reduce, rather than increase, technical complexity.
- Reduce overall energy use and resource consumption.
- Full accounting of externalized emissions and resource use.

Increase local self-sufficiency, local jobs, physical and social robustness. (Permaculture and
Transition Town principles).

Specific Critiques and Alternatives:

EV build-out: This is a socially regressive techno-utopia idea that seeks to continue what
cannot be sustained, with minimal total benefit, while increasing throughput of physical and
energy resources. As of today, July 9th, 40% of Americans who earn less than $40k a year are
out of work. The suggestion that we all buy new cars this decade, subsidized or not, is
incredible.
Alternative goal: Reduce total vehicle miles per person driven in Sonoma County 90% by
2030. Address intra-county commutes, “boredom” driving, shopping driving, casino driving,
and school drop-off driving (when that returns). Utilize low-tech, low-cost modifications to
road infrastructure to encourage, and make safe, bicycle and foot traffic. Short-haul electrified
public transport may be viable. Other steps include building cottage industries within
neighborhoods, and promoting micro-scale home business. Walk to work. Walk to purchase
goods from the producer.

Natural-gas replacement: This is a mistaken goal on many levels, but for example, “point-of-
flame” NG in homes can be a highly efficient use of fossil fuels, with over a 90% point-of-
flame utilization of energy. In contrast, electricity in resistance coils (cooking or water
heaters) is the reverse, with around 10% utilization of initial energy generated resulting in
heating at the consumer end. Eliminating NG reduces robustness in times of power failure or
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shut-off, and abandons investments already made. As an example of NG efficiency, 2 gallons
of propane provides enough energy to cook home-made meals daily for 4-5 months for two
people. This is less fossil fuel energy than one round-trip drive from Petaluma to the Climate
Center in Santa Rosa.
Alternative goal: Focus on low-tech, low-cost building upgrades, the elimination of NG wall
heaters, elimination of CFC-based air-conditioning, install solar hot water pre-heaters, etc.

Local Ag as a carbon sink: While true and exciting, this has far too little impact in the time
remaining, and mis-appropriates efforts regarding local food security. So Co's ag carbon
footprint is primarily due to externalized emissions due to imported food.
Alternative goal: A return to small-holder, diversified farming will have the same carbon-
positive result while also addressing the far more pressing issue of food security. Due to the
loss of temperature gradients between the Arctic Circle and temperate zones, grain-based ag is
likely to fail massively in as little as 20 years. We need at least 10 years of intensive
preparation to meet our caloric and protein needs locally, and this will be no easy trick given
an increasingly hostile Oak Savannah climate. I believe we can, and should, do this, but not
without a serious Emergency Strategy Framework addressing it.

Best options:
- Tell the Truth. Neither the public or policy makers will support what needs to be done if we
continue to soft-pedal what is coming.
- Localize key industries and food production, with a focus on durable, high-quality
production of the basics of life.
- Leverage low-cost options to convert existing infrastructure to bicycle and foot transport,
with possible electrification of short-haul public transport.

I find this quote particularly useful:
"...if people do not understand the nature and extent of the crisis we face, they will tend to
misconceive the best responses to those crises, and set about working towards goals that
cannot solve the problems." - Trainer, 2009a: 1

Thank you for your work.

Roy Smith

Green Goose Farm
9480 Willow Ave
Cotati 94931
707.799.5749
emailrsmith@gmail.com
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From: Xinci Tan
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: Public comment for July 10 Climate Action Advisory Committee meeting
Date: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 4:08:59 PM

EXTERNAL

Hello Drew, 

I am submitting a public comment for Item 5: Sonoma County 2030 Climate
Emergency Mobilization Strategy Framework as listed on the July 10, 2020
RCPA/SCTA Climate Action Advisory Committee meeting agenda. I'd like to have my
following comment read aloud, please. 

 
I am a resident of Rohnert Park within Sonoma County. I strongly support the 2030
Climate Emergency Mobilization Strategy and other projects that the RCPA/SCTA
have undertaken to slow and mitigate climate change. Although educating individuals
to take personal responsibility for their actions is important, I believe enacting change
in policy and on a broader, systemic level is much more effective. Systemic change
paves the way for individuals to join the movement. 

I urge the RCPA/SCTA to always consider carbon sequestration as an equally
important climate strategy to emission reduction. If emission reduction can be
compared to turning off the tap, carbon sequestration is the towel that wipes up the
overflow. One will not be effective without the other. 

Although EVs are great, I strongly believe improving bicycle and public transportation
infrastructure should take priority. EVs still contribute to traffic; they're often
prohibitively expensive or impractical for large segments of the population; the
manufacture of EV batteries are environmentally and socially detrimental; and there is
little to no outlet for recycling EV batteries. Please look to other US cities like
Portland, Minneapolis, and Seattle, as well as countries like Japan, China, and the
Netherlands for inspiration. We must make active and public transportation the most
economical and simplest form of transportation if we are to encourage individuals to
move away from fossil-fuel vehicles.

Thank you for your consideration. 

Xinci (pronounced "zin-see") Tan
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