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'· 

!-----------------------------------------
RE: 3/5 Public Hearing No. I 0. 

Dear Mr. Mayor: 

I serve on the Environmental Advisory Commission (EAC) as your appointee. I am very concerned 

about the recommendation to reduce the number of times the EAC meets from once a month to 

quarterly and to limit the purview of the EAC to monitoring the Climate Action Plan. This seems to 

be an attempt to marginalize the EAC, and sends a clear message to the community that protection 

of the environment is NOT a priority of the City. I feel that it is very important that, in addition to 

monitoring the implementation of the the Climate Action Plan, the the EAC continue to monitor the 

efforts to reduce solid waste, to conserve water, and to increase and protect natural open space. The 

EAC cannot do that with only four meetings a year. I s incerely hope that you will consider this 

message in your deliberations. Please enter my comments into the record for this public hearing. I 

have also sent this message to my Councilmember, Tyron Hampton. 

Thank You, 

Paula Kelly 

Contact Mayor 

Yes - I would like to provide my contact information 

Paula Kelly 

pk.kelly@hotmail.com 

6263724472 

99.44.22.193 

Mozilla Firefox 58.0 I Windows 

https:/ /ww5. ci tyofpasadena. net/mayor/contact/ 
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My name is Tom Brady and I am part of an environmental group, Pasadena 100, that has been t~ing ~ ,- .... 
with Council members and City staff on the need to increase Pasadena's commitment to using g~n ~ 

municipal energy to address the climate crisis. We have been closely following the drafting of the 
Climate Action Plan, or CAP, and are disappointed that the City has not, thus far, recognized how the 

stringent requirements of the CAP should lead to a greater commitment to carbon-neutral energy. 

Under the CAP, the City is required to adopt enforceable measures to reduce the local share of 

greenhouse gas emissions by 437,710 tons by 2035. According to the 2017 State General Plan 

Guidelines, a CAP should include "feasible and enforceable emission reduction measures" supported by 

"substantial evidence in the record [that] supports an agency's conclusion that mitigation will b~ 

effective." The Guidelines quote a 2010 published court case f rom Richmond California that climate 

mitigation plans shou ld be "coupled with. specific and mandatory performance standards to ensure that 

the measures, as implemented, will be effective." 

This should be contrasted with Pasadena CAP measure E-2.1 titled "Facilitate energy efficient upgrades 

in existing homes and businesses." This measure, the largest in the CAP, is relied upon for 37% or 

162,720 tons of the total local emission reductions. Specifically, the goal of the measure is to "Decrease 

energy use in existing buildings by 40% below 2013 levels by 2035." The feasibility of this entirely 

voluntary measure is only upheld by statements in the Technical Appendix summarized by "Energy 

efficiency upgrades to existing buildings can achieve up to 40% energy savings cost effectively." Anyone 

experienced with these measures knows that it is very hard to get homeowners to pay large sums of 

. money for measures that only become cost-effective after many years of energy s~vings. At our own 

Pasadena home, we spent $45,000 on major upgrades and got back $11,000 from Energy Upgrade 

California and $700 from Pasadena Water and Power, but few people will follow our lead. 

The only reason this unreasonable measure is in the CAP is because it is hard to find enough local . 

emission reduction measures to add up to 437,710 tons. The City could have followed the lead of many 

other cities and relied upon ~ faster transition to green municipal energy. In the case of San Diego, they 

rely upon a green energy program to obtain 63% of the 2.5 million tons oftheir reductions from local 

actions. This is a very reasonable and enforceable strategy that relies upon recent rapid decreases in 

the cost of renewable energy and battery storage. Before the target year of 2035, it is widely predicted 

that renewables plus storage will become less expensive than all fossil-fuel alternatives, including 

natural gas. 

We would like to request that the City Attorney be asked to determine if, by adopting the proposed 

Climate Action Plan, the City is putting its future development in a legally vulnerable position. In the 

Richmond ·case, a City EIR was deemed inadequate because the climate impacts of the project were not 

· sufficiently mitigated by the proposed measures, including energy efficiency upgrades as in the 

Pasadena CAP. Would it not be more prudent for the City to replace the legally questionable CAP 

strategies with increased carbon-neutral municipal energy, a clearly enfor~eable and effective strategy. 

Tom Brady, Chair of the Environmentai.Ministry of All Saints Church 

1501 Poppy Peak Drive, Pasadena, CA 91105 1/23/18 
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February 27,2018 

To: Tom Brady 

PLANNING & COMM U NITY 
DEVELOPMENT DEPAKTMENT 

SUBJECT: Pasadena Climate Action Plan- Response to Letter Submitted on 1/23/18 

Dear Mr. Brady, 

Thank you for your patience during the preparation of this letter and the opportunity to 
provide the information contained herein. The letter indicated that you are concerned that 
the Pasadena Climate Action Plan (CAP) measure E-2.1 is infeasible as a method to 
decrease greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions to the extent stated in the CAP. In the letter it 
states that this measure is an "entirely voluntary measure, and that its feasibility is not 
supported by substantial evidence, and that it will be ineffective because it is too difficult 
to get homeowners to pay large sums for energy saving measures that only become cost 
effective after quite some time. Instead you encourage the City to rely on a faster 
transition to green municipal energy to achieve the reductions that are anticipated by 
measure E-2.1. 

It is important to remember that the CAP functions as a planning document, similar to the 
General Plan. The City has committed to monitoring its progress to meet the goals in· the 
CAP and to update it at least every 5 years based on progress toward those goals. In that 
way, any new science, policies, or information can be incorporated (as this field of 
science is growing and.changing rapidly), and any slow progress toward meeting goals 
can be remedied. 

The majority of the energy use within Pasadena is consumed in the community's existing 
residences and commercial buildingS. Therefore, to achieve the state imposed ambitious 
GHG reduction targets, the CAP had to be ambitious and conclude that it is imperative 
that energy reductions be achieved in this sector. Measure E-2.1 has been developed to 
achieve GHO reductions through facilitating energy efficient upgrades in existing homes 
and businesses. Energy-efficiency upgrades to existing buildings is a prominent 
component of the actions, recommended by the California Air Resources Board's 2017 
Seeping Plan, that can be undertaken at a local level to support the State's climate goals1• 

I california Air Resources Board (ARB). 2017e. california's 2017 Olmate Change Scoplna Plan. eeCember 14, 2017. 
https;Uwww.arb.ca.goy/ccfscoolnaolan/scoDina olan 2017.Qdf. (accessed February 2018). 

17' Nortb Garfield Avenue • Pasadma, CA 91101·1704 . 
. (626) 7444650 
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This measure is intended to be consistent with SB 350, which in addition to establishing a 
SO % renewable portfolio standard, requires that the California Energy Commission 
(CEC) establish annual targets that will achieve a cumulative doubling of statewide 
energy efficiency savings by 2030 through reductions in electricity and natural gas by 
existing end users. The doubling of energy efficiency savings called for in SB 350 is 
beyond the significant savings that are projected to be achieved through California's 
existing energy efficiency programs and activities. While the energy efficiency savings 
called for by SB 350 are ambitious, the intent of SB )SO is that the targets of the bill are 
to be ''permanent, enforceable, and quantifiable2

." 

The GHG reduction goal established by measure E-2.1 is based on current expert agency 
guidance. Specifically, it is consistent with achievable energy reductions rates 
documented by CEC3 and US Department ofEnergy4 as achievable through energy 
efficiency upgrades to existing buildings. Relying on these guidance docwnents, the City 
was conservative in assuming a 16% reduction by 2020 with the intention that monitoring 
of actual reductions in the next update to the CAP would inform future assumptions and 
additional measures to continue to increase energy efficiency within the community. 
Further, the technical appendix cites 17 assumption points that are valid today given the 
expert agency guidance that support this measure's GHG reduction potential (Appendix 
B, pages 12~13). Measure E-2.1 also includes 12 implementation actions (A·J) for the 
City to undertake to achieve GHG reductions through energy efficient upgrades in 
existing homes and businesses. These actions, amongst others, include educating the 
public about how to be more energy efficient, marketing incentive programs to encourage 
energy efficient retrofits, and give-aways of energy efficient equipment (CAP, page 62). 

The inclusion ofE-2.1 as a voluntary measure does not legally undermine the CAP. The 
letter cites Communities for a Better Environment v. City of Richmond (20 1 0) 184 
Cai.App.41h 70 for the proposition that climate mitigation plans must be "coupled with 
specific and mandatory performance standards to ensure that the measures, as 
implemented, will be effective." However, what the court found fault with in that case 
was more specifically that the mitigation plan was uncertain prior to project approval, and 
was therefore deferred mitigation because it would be decided on a year after project 
approval and outside of public review. (/d at pp. 92-93.) The court further found that, 
for impacts for which mitigation is feasible, an EIR may give the lead ·agency a choice of 
measures from which to adopt, so long as the measures are coupled with specific and 

' 

1 California Enerav Commission Fra.mework for Establlshln& the Senate Bll 350 Enersv Efficiency Savings Doubllnc 
Tarcets, January 18, 2007. http;lld9c!setoublic.enercy.ca.«ov/Publ!cQocuments/17-!EPR-
06/TN215437 20170118T16Q001 Framework for Establishing the Senate Bill 350 EntrRV Efflclenc.gdf. (accessed 
February 2018). 

l CEC, September 28, 2015. Exlstln& Building Eneray Efficlemy Action Plan. Available at: 
bttp;Uwww.energy.ca.goyi201Spublicat!Ons/CEC=4QQ:2015.Ql3/CEC-400=2Ql5-Q13.P.gdf 

• U.S. Department of Energy, September 20 IS. Quadrennial Technology Review. An Assessment of Energy 
Technologies and Research Opportunities. ChapterS: Increasing Efficiency of Building Systems and Technologies. 
Available at: bnps:/Jener&y,aoy/sjtcsiJmxVfi!es/201 SJ09112610IR2Q I S:QS-Buildjogs,pdf 
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mandatory perfonnance standards to ensure their effectiveness. (!d at p. 94.) If 
measures under the CAP must be imposed on a project in Pasadena, we would ensure that 
any mitigation plan was set at the time of project approval, a perfonnance standard was 
set and measures imposed were specific and mandatory, thereby avoiding the deferred 
mitigation problem identified in that case. 

As stated above, in the letter you encourage the City to rely on a faster transition to green 
municipal energy to achieve the reductions that are anticipated by measure E-2.1. The 
City is a leader in its transition to green municipal energy. However, the CAP is not the 
appropriate process through which to advocate for a change in the transition to green 
municipal energy. Pasadena Water and Power(PWP) is a publicly owned utility (POU) 
and the local energy pro~ider in Pasadena. The CEC and SB 350 require that POUs ' 
prepare Integrated Resource Plan (IRP) to evaluate their ability to provide reliable and 
cost effective electric service to their customers and includes a requirement to evaluate 
how the POU will align with the GHG emission reductions required by the State. The 
CEC must then approve of PWPs IRP power mix based on, among other factors, the 
actual reliability of the power sources. Thus PWP's regular IRP update is the legal 
process to evaluate how the City can increase their renewable, and reliable, power 
portfolio. Measure E-5 of Pasadena's CAP calls for the continued expansion of the 
City's renewable and/or carbon neutral energy portfolio and implementation action C 
calls for the evaluation of a 100% Carbon-neutral portfolio model as part of the City's 
2018 IRP update. In this way, the CAP pushes PWP toward green municipal energy, but 
wi~n the appropriate regulatory framework of the IRP and its approval by. the CEC. 

I hope that this letter is responsive to your needs with respect to moving the CAP 
forward. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have additional questions or 
clarifications. 

Sincerely, 

David M. Reyes 
. Director of Planning & Community Development 

cc: Theresa Fuentes 



Jomsl<y. Mark 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

John Odell <odell@usc.edu> 
Monday, March OS, 2018 9:48 AM 
Jomsky, t0ark; Madison, Steve; Suzuki, Takaka; Hampton, Tyron; Bell, Cushon 
Public comment for tonight's agenda: the CAP 

I write to urge our Mayor and Council Members to postpone action on the disappointing Climate Action Plan 
on the agenda today. Voting to approve this Plan without amendment would say to Pasadena citizens "we 
really don't care about protecting you from climate change." Our Planning Director effectively conceded 
during the Municipal Services Committee meeting that this plan is nothing more than a combination of the 
current work plans of city departments. ~It relies on promises that greater building energy efficiency will save 

enormous future carbon emissions, without providing any credible analysis to show that the city will achieve 
those savings. The Plan also fails to assure that Pasadena Water and Power will not extend its reliance on 
highly-polluting fossil fuels for electricity for decades to come, intensifying the costs of climate change on all of . 
us--despite the past year's dramatic evidence of how alarming the climate crisis has already become. Do we 

' really want to have twice as many 100-degree days per year? Do we really want to dry up the Sierra snowpack 
and pay immensely more for water buy building desalination plants? Instead, please do something effective: 
speak for or vote to ban Pasadena Water and Power from signing any new contracts to purchase fossil fuels 
that would extend beyond 2035. Thank you for your consideration. \ 

John Odell 
1370 Chamberlain Road 
Pasadena, Califomia 91103 

John Odell . ' 

My email address is odell@usc.edu. Please disregard the address odell@dornsife.usc:edu. I do not know why USC 

added that unnecessary complication, and I am sorry if. it has caused you any inconvenience. 
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Martinez, Ruben 

· From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Name : Eryn Walsh 
Phone: 626-975-2454 
Email: eryn.angela@gtnail.com 
Message: 

Office of the City Clerk <CityofPasadenaWebMaster@cityofpasadena.net> 
Monday, March OS, 2018 11:26 AM 
Official Records - City Clerk 
Contact Form from Website 

Thi"s message is to show full suppbrt for the adoption of the Climate Action Plan. As a Pasadena home owner, mother, 
science teacher,citizen of Earth, and moral human being I strongly urge that we work to immediately transition 
Pasadena to 100% clean energy. The urgency in this matter could not be of higher importance. 
"We Do Not Inherit the Earth from Our Al')cestors; We Borrow It from Our Chi ldren." -Unknown 

Submitted from: 24.180.19.26 

User Information 
IP Address: 24.180.19.26 
User-Agent (Browser/OS): Google Chrome 64.0.3282.186 I Windows 

. Referrer: https:/ /ww5.cityofpasadena.net/city-clerk/contact/ 
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Martinez, Ruben 

From: 
Sent: 

Office of the City Clerk <CityofPasadenaWebMaster@cityofpasadena.net> 
Saturday, March 03, 2018 5:08 PM 

To: 
Subject: 

Name : Therese Brummel 
Phone: 

Official Records - City Clerk 
Contact Form from Website 

Email: theresegbrum@yahoo.com 
Message: 
Mr. Jomsky, will you kindly distribute this to all city council members? Thank you. Therese Brumme.l Dear Mayor Tornek 
and City Council Members, I am writing to express my disappointment in the Climate Action Plan as it is written. Mr . . 
Feldman of Rincon consultants has told us it is simply a "memoria lization" of current practices within our city which help 
to alleviate greenhouse gas emissions. We had hoped that the city would take stronger leadership on the greatest moral 
.dilemma of our lifetime, managing climate change. If we are to maintain a livable planet for our children and 
grandchildren we must act swiftly with fervent intention. 
I hope that with the Integrated. Resource Plan our city leaders will show the public some inspiration and strong 
leadership on alleviating climate crisis. 

' Pasadena is a think tank for scientists! The world is ·watching how California is responding to Climate Crisis. Pasadena 
should be leading the way in this state. . 
Thank you for your service to the citizens, of Pasadena. 
Sincerely, 
Therese Brummel 
Transition Pasadena 
Pasadena 100 
1235 Mar Vista Ave, 39 year resident 

Submitted from: 108.203.14.98 

-. 
User Information 
IP Address: 108.203.14.98 
User-Agent (Browser/OS): Apple Safari 10.0 I OS X 
Referrer: https:/ /wwS.cityofpasadena.net/city-clerk/contact/ 
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