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GENERAL

Q: Some business groups and their allies assert that environmental regulations cost the California economy jobs and have a negative effect on growth.  What is your view of this issue for the state and for your district?

A great deal of research supports the conclusion that environmentally sound business practices contribute to the long term viability of businesses, and while they may impact short term operating costs, they also contribute positively to profitability, marketability, and to a vibrant, healthy, economy. The most accurate measure of the economic success of a region is its ability to attract well-paying jobs and the highly skilled workers to fill them.  These companies and employees place a high value on quality of life factors such as education, open space, transportation and the environment. The direct connection between environmental health and human health translates into long-term financial savings on health care costs for business and society. A region that values its environmental health and understands the natural link between the environment and the economy is one that will ultimately enjoy long-term, sustainable prosperity.

Q: Please explain and rank the three most urgent environmental issues in your district.  Where do you stand on these issues? 

Certainly, the majority of issues facing the California State legislature carry with them important environmental implications. As the CLCV understands, many environmental issues come under the broad umbrellas of conservation, environmental health and justice, and sustainability. They cross boundaries, are intermingled, and must be addressed as such. I believe that three of the most important and broad-ranging environmental issues facing Santa Clara County are: 

1. Transportation

2. Development/Open space/Smart Growth

3. Energy

1. Transportation – I have been a leading advocate of regional transit solutions during my 5 years on the Mountain View City Council. Both as mayor and as a councilmember I served in a leadership role in the city’s accomplishments include the opening of the light rail, the upgrade of the CalTrain station, the construction of the intermodal transit plaza, and political advocacy for the construction of the 85/101 interchange. 

Bart: One of the highlights of my term as Mayor in 2000, and of my re-election campaign the same year, was being invited to serve as a member of the speakers' bureau in advisory support of the bond measure that will bring BART to our area. I think it is time to make the major investment necessary to bring BART to Santa Clara County. The measure will provide funding for a broad range of additional projects that will benefit our region for generations into the future including CalTrain and Dumbarton rail service. 

Bike/Ped: I am a bicycle commuter and have supported alternative transportation infrastructures that are bike/ped friendly. I have been instrumental in extending Stevens Creek Trail throughout the city, and have been involved with neighboring cities interested in continuing the trail.

2. Development/Open Space -- The greatest environmental challenge facing our area is the need to balance the pressures of increasing population and development with the need to maintain the integrity of our local environment. I am proud of my accomplishments over the last five years, a period of unprecedented development. 

For example, I have made Heritage Tree preservation a hallmark of my tenure. The urban forest is one of the most visible aspects of a quality, livable community. I have been a tireless advocate of protecting heritage trees during the aggressive development efforts in the city. I have worked on raising support for heritage trees among my fellow councilmembers and strengthening enforcement attention by both Community Development and City Attorney staffs.

Protecting and enhancing open space is a key component in promoting the environmental health of dense urban areas. During my time on the council Mountain View has significantly added to the city's outstanding park system. I have voted to continue to purchase parcels to landbank for future park sites I voted to remove the area designated for a conference center from inside Shoreline Park and reclassify it as burrowing owl habitat and protected open space.

3.Energy -- Energy has exploded onto the consciousness of every Californian in the last year. While California’s deregulation has become the poster child for disastrous legislation, it has created the perfect atmosphere in which to advance the cause of alternative energy sources. I will discuss these individual issues in more specific detail in answer to the questions later in this questionnaire. 

AIR QUALITY

Q: California’s response to the recent energy crisis has focused largely on building natural gas fueled power plants.  California’s older natural gas fueled power plants do not use the best available pollution control equipment and thus pollute at much higher levels than the new plants.  What, if anything, would you do to deal with the pollution generated by older power plants in California?

With our nine-county region’s revised Ozone Attainment Plan scheduled for consideration by the California Air Resources Board on November 1, we are at a crossroads for air quality in the Bay Area.  While the revised Plan made some improvements, I believe we can and should do more.   In addition to addressing key mobile sources such as automobiles, we must require power producers to seek, develop and apply the latest and best scientifically proven technology to the primary stationary source of emissions, namely power plants.  I believe we must require power companies to phase out older, less clean plants over time.  The phase out period would be based on analysis of available technology and costs.  However, it should be the shortest practical period possible, without drastically increasing users’ rates.

Q: According the most recent USEPA Region 9 Inspector General’s report, California’s Air Quality Management Districts penalties for air pollution violations, even when health effects are involved, are consistently too low to “remove the violator’s economic incentive to eliminate the cause(s) of the violation.”  What steps would you take to correct this problem?  Would you support state legislation requiring enforcement of mandatory minimum fines for violations of air quality regulations?

I support a system of economic penalties which provide an effective deterrent to air pollution violations. In order to effective, such a system requires several components:  (1) more stringent standards must be phased in over time so that business may spread any increased costs over time; (2) systems and technologies to achieve more stringent standards must be available in the market; (3) penalties must be large enough to incentivize compliance; and (4) regulatory authorities (for example, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District) must have the resources to ensure compliance.  These resources would include adequate staff to inspect and document compliance.  This may require additional funding.

ENERGY

Q: Fuel cells relying on hydrogen for fuel to generate electricity are pollution free. Fuel cell technology is maturing, promising zero emission cars, buses and trucks, as well as electrical generation in this decade. However, hydrogen deliver infrastructure (similar to natural gas) is too limited to allow for expected growth in fuel cell availability. What role should the state play in developing hydrogen infrastructure?

The state and federal governments are already beginning to play a role in hydrogen fuel cell technology for transportation.  For example, public transportation authorities in our area must  embrace zero emissions technology before the end of this decade.  VTA has already begun testing fuel cell technology for its buses, and it will begin converting its fleet in the next four to five years.  Because the petroleum industry has little incentive to embrace fuel cell technology, I believe the state and federal government should continue providing incentives for the private sector.  With new passenger vehicle sales, this could mean requiring phased-in percentages of total new car sales to be zero emissions, for each manufacturer.  However, without the infrastructure (i.e. refueling stations) zero emission vehicles will fail.  So petroleum companies could be required to generate a percentage of sales from sales of fuels used by hydrogen fuel cell vehicles. The state could license gas stations to provide the hydrogen tanks needed. The state should move to renewable sources of hydrogen energy, and encourage federal research into improving those renewable sources.

Q: If California were a nation it would rank sixth, between India and Germany, in terms of the amount of global warming emissions it produces.  Do you support having the Air Resources Board develop regulations to reduce carbon dioxide emissions by passenger vehicles and light duty trucks?

Yes, I support having CARB develop regulations to reduce carbon dioxide emissions by passenger vehicles and light duty trucks.  We have already seen moderate success from the LEV (Low Emission Vehicle), Ultra LEV, and Super Ultra LEV requirements.  Hybrids shown the technology exists to significantly reduce emissions.  State and federal regulators have been slow to apply these standards to light duty trucks.  No legitimate reason exists to exempt light duty trucks from these standards. I support closing all loop holes in vehicle emission standards. Also, I believe the state of California should be a model for environmental practices, in this case utilizing fuel efficient/ alternatively fueled fleet vehicles.

Q: What other measures should the state adopt to curtail global warming emissions

The state could adopt several additional measures to curtail global warming emissions.  The state could require higher portions of energy generation to be from renewables such as wind and solar.  The state could require all its buildings to comply with Green Building standards, which would reduce energy consumption.  It could also require development standards reducing the amount of paved surfaces to reduce the Heat Island effect.

Q: Renewable power plants (wind, solar and biomass generators) currently constitute about 10% of California's total generating capacity.  Some argue that the percentage of renewables should be increased. What percentage of California's power do you believe should come from renewable generators?  Please explain your answer.

The percentage of generating capacity which should come from renewables should rise over time.  As technologies develop and come to market, the state should embrace them.  Currently, the state could reasonably require more than ten percent renewables.  An exact figure would depend on detailed analysis.  Over time the percentage should continue increasing.

TOXICS

Q: California spends millions of dollars on programs to address the impact of pollution, including program to fight smog, clean-up contaminated ground water, and fight urban run-off. What is your view of the appropriate way to allocate funding for anti-pollution programs?

Anti-pollution campaigns should be funded primarily from those activities which generate the pollution, and those who benefit from those activities Fiscal realities require difficult choices among all of the pressing needs in pollution mitigation. I believe the highest priorities must always be in the areas that negatively impact Californians’ health. 

Q: California’s Department of Health Services has recently, without public notice, adopted a policy of deregulation of large quantities of radioactive wastes from nuclear reactors. The policy allows long-lived radioactive wastes to be sent to municipal landfills, which are not permitted to receive them, and to metal recyclers, which can fashion them into zippers, jewelry and frying pans. Do you support the deregulation of atomic wastes, or do you favor requiring all long-lived radioactive wastes to be sent to facilities that are permitted to store them?

Clearly, nuclear wastes are the most sensitive and serious refuse issue before us. I support regulating atomic wastes to the level necessary for the effective long term protection of both the California environment and the health of Californians.

What do you consider to be the biggest problem in the area of toxics in your district and what do you propose to do about it?

This assembly district comprises the core of Silicon Valley. The downside of this is that E-waste comprises our most serious toxic issue.

 For example, old computer screens have created a problem with lead contamination. Producer Responsibility laws could require all producers to incorporate costs of recycling products that pollute.  If the state requires all producers to include these costs of recycling such products, no single producer has an economic advantage. Another aspect of our high tech business presence is that such hazardous materials are intermixed in our residential neighborhoods in the densely populated areas of Silicon Valley.

The state can play an important role, because small and medium-sized communities do have the expertise and resources necessary to deal with these toxics, and the state can provide that.

LAND USE

Under current law, individual cities and counties have control over land use and development within their borders.  Yet in many instances local decisions on development don't take into consideration the serious adverse consequences on neighboring communities, such as increased traffic on local streets, highways and transit systems, overcrowded schools, loss of farmland, or a shortfall of affordable housing to meet the needs of new job growth.  Do you believe that California's system of local, regional and state planning is adequate to handle the larger-than- local consequences of growth?  Please explain why or why not, and any specific changes you would recommend.

We need more communication and collaboration across municipal borders within a framework that is respectful of the challenges faced by each community. Due to the lack of economic incentive to build residential development, we face a housing crisis. We must address the fiscalization of land use to encourage each community to develop an appropriate balance of jobs and affordable housing.  This, in turn, will ease our transportation problems.  Finally, the state’s taking of local funding has worsened the problem.  For example, ERAF has decreased available local funding.  

In their endorsement of my 2000 city council reelection campaign, the San Jose Mercury News lauded me as, ‘an eloquent spokesperson for local governments, seeking support from high tech companies for reforms in Sacramento that would give cities the revenue they need to provide services for industry and residents. “ (10/27/2000)

TRANSPORTATION

Q: Given California’s persistent air quality problems and America’s increasing dependence on oil imported from unstable regions of the world, what are you prepared to do to promote or require the use of zero-emission and near zero-emission vehicles that also substantially reduce the consumption of gasoline and diesel? (For example, electric and natural gas cars, hybrid electric cars, electric forklifts, natural gas buses, fuel cell vehicles.)
(Please see my answer under the Air Quality sefction for a discussion of alternative-fuel vehicles.)

Q: Please describe the transportation issues of concern in your district.  Do you believe the state should play a role in transportation planning, why or why not?  If yes, what do you think are the appropriate funding mechanisms for your suggestions?

I support the permanent dedication of gas sales tax for transportation funding.  I generally support funding mechanisms that allocate costs to users.  In addition, I support public transportation systems that provide reliable and frequent service, particularly for the transit dependent.   Local, regional, state and federal entities should all collaboratively address transportation planning, since transportation is used locally and nationally. I believe transportation is the most important environmental issue facing my district. Please refer to my discussion of transportation issues under the General section of this questionnaire.

WATER

Q: Runoff from farms, pastures, timberland, factories and cities, adds toxic chemicals, and disease causing organisms to our state’s drinking water sources.  Traditional treatment has fallen short of addressing some of these contaminants?  What policies or programs would you support to both restore the health of our drinking water sources and protect drinking water quality?’

I have been actively involved in the water distribution issues in this area. Hetch Hetchy is a mian water provider to my district. . Having gone on the 2-day Hetch-Hetchy tour, I enjoyed a comprehensive exposure to the many technical, environmental and political issues facing our water distribution system.  I believe in order to address the long term financing and regulatory issues the governance of the Hetch Hetchy system needs to move from the sole authority of the SFPUC to a Joint Power Authority, with representation from all local entities that rely on the system for their water.

In regard to water quality the regional board has recently passed new rules about runoff control, but these rules need to strike a balance between scientific theory and the reality of maintaining these systems. Again, small and medium-sized communities may not have the resources and expertise to effectively manage their systems. Water quality needs to be handled on a scale that addresses the reality of implementation issues and provides for economically mitigating the environmental impacts. 

Adaptive management needs to be incorporated into all state-funded projects for water quality. Current grant funding simply assumes that projects are working.  We need to close the loop on these projects through a system of installation, operation, evaluation and modification.  We can utilize adaptive management to take advantage of advances in our knowledge to make sure the taxpayers money is funding projects that are working.  

California is now working to implement the CALFED plan, a state-federal program to address the State's long term water needs. CALFED tries to strike a balance between providing enough water for California's farms and cities and maintaining healthy rivers and wildlife habitat. Do you support the balance struck in the CALFED decision? Would you support ongoing funding to implement CALFED?

The CALFED record of decision is going to require long-term integrated funding and political support.  It is important that the calfed geographic area of influence has been expanded to include all areas of water supply production and points of delivery.  And an essential feature is that Cafed operates on a stageholder basis rather than command and control.

I support ongoing funding to implement CALFED, although I continue to be concerned about balancing all of our water usage.  In order to further improve agriculture water usage levels, I support the continued development of wise cropping patterns.  Also ideal is when the same water can support multiple uses, as when rice paddies provide habitat for birds, balancing the needs of agriculture and habitat.

I would work to lobby for federal funding to continue research into improving agricultural water use.  Given our state’s position as a breadbasket of our nation, generating our food supply through environmental-sustainable agriculture is a national issue and deserves federal attention.

SOLID WASTE/RECYCLING

While in general, material recycling has been demonstrated to be more cost effective than material disposal, sometimes the market scrap value for recycled material is insufficient to offset the cost of collecting and processing that material for recycling. Examples include plastic packaging and electronic waste. In these instances, what should manufacturers responsibility for recycling be?

Every material requires its own channel, and take-back programs that utilize natural producer/consumer infrastructure can be very effective.

Manufacturers are working on how to do this, but they need financial incentives.  A lot of incentives in our system benefit the wrong behavior and we need to address tax incentives that encourage buy-back programs.

Please refer also to the discussion of e-waste in the toxics question above.

FORESTRY & FISHERIES

On California’s North Coast, salmon populations have plummeted to just 1% of their historic numbers. This decline has been directly linked to logging and clear-cutting. The State Board of Forestry, has established interim rules that have been criticized as inadequate to protect salmon. Current clear-cutting practices also contribute to water quality problems in North Coast streams and rivers.  What is your opinion of proposals to improve protection of wildlife and water quality by, for example, creating buffers (180-300') along rivers and streams where no logging would be allowed? Please explain your reasons for support or opposition and any alternate solutions you might support.

Clear cutting is very destructive for natural resources and has long term negative impacts on the forest industry as well. Working with industry and environmental representatives, I will work to expand selective harvesting better for long-term production in forests.

I would support efforts to create buffers along streams and rivers, but it is important that we consider not just the width of buffers, but also what buffers are composed of.  An effective, sustainable buffer needs to be unstructured, and include not just trees. It should be well vegetated, with native shrubs and trees, and must filter out and absorb water.  

Water quality is also an important consideration, not just in the immediate vicinity of these eco-systems. It is important that we not forget the urban impacts of flooding.  A balanced eco-system is also essential to minimize recurring 10-=15 year floods, which are dramatically impacted by amount of pervious cover.

Again, all these considerations need to be dealt with in a way that includes all stakeholders in the process, otherwise enforcement is impossible. Including local landowners, communities and businesses, as well as environmentalists and forestry interests, is the only way to ensure ownership and buy in.
WETLANDS

Over 90% of all coastal and central valley wetlands in California have been lost. Given the importance of wetlands to water quality, endangered species and migratory birds, what will be your policy on protection of the remaining wetlands?

Restoration of wetlands and other riparian habitats are not just good environmental policy, they are an essential element of flood protection and water quality. Wetlands in urban areas like the 22nd Assembly District are important park resources for quality. The 22nd Assembly representative can play a major role in the restoration of the Cargill salt lands and adjacent wetlands. I will be a strong advocate for the restoration and protection of our wetlands.

COASTAL/MARINE

The California Coastal Act turned 25 in 2001.  It established the Coastal Commission as a permanent land use regulation agency governing the coastal zone in coordination with local governments along the coast.  Development pressure on the limited resources of the coast continues to increase, requiring tough calls on controversial development proposals. What do you believe have been the strengths and weaknesses of the Coastal Commission with particular regard to its resource protection mandate? What qualifications do you believe potential commissioners should have to be appointed to the Commission?  What do you think are the most important challenges facing coastal protection, and how would you suggest they be dealt with?

The California Coastal Commission was established to be an independent board with the authority to make decisions affecting the use of coastal lands. It has fulfilled that role to a significant degree, and remains today a largely independent organization that has shown the ability to make tough decisions and hold the line on development of our unique, irreplaceable coastal lands.

The Coastal Commission is not without its shortcomings, however. It has been a highly political organization that has at times been used by state elected officials as an extension of their own policy biases. We must work to keep the Commission’s independence, and avoid highly political or ideological appointments. Appointees should have both a broad understanding of key coastal issues, and have interests that extend beyond a particular area.

Development pressures on our coastal lands will only increase as those lands become fewer and are encroached on by development. We must be vigilant in the preserving the independence of the Coastal Commission, and we should regularly their progress and determine what, if any, legislative reinforcement we can provide that will enhance their ability to do their important work.
The Marine Life Protection Act is a landmark California law which sets up a process for establishing a network of marine reserves along the coast. These reserves are intended to protect the best fish habitat through a variety of management measures, including restricting sport and commercial fishing in some areas. Do you support protecting reserves in the sea, as we have protected parks on land, including restricting fishing access?

Reserves are an important facet in the struggle to protect marine habitats. We also need better enforcement of existing laws, which begins with adequate parks and wildlife staffing to reduce poaching opportunities and protect fish habitat for generations to come.

WILDLIFE

California has more endangered species than any other state on the continent.  The most pressing danger to our wildlife and plant species is the loss of land due to the state's rapid growth.  The California

Endangered species act and natural communities conservation planning act are California's main laws intended to protect declining wildlife populations and their habitats.  What is your opinion of how these laws are working? If you believe that these laws need to be changed, please explain?
We should consider a greater distinction between those species that are in imminent danger of extinction and those who face a tangential threat. This will give greater legitimacy to truly threatened species, which will in turn allow us to take more aggressive steps where necessary. Though I believe current laws have been effective, they have not adequately distinguished the levels of threats, leading to an erosion of the “moral imperative” that is the foundation of these laws. The public needs to know how the preservation of species impacts us all, so we don’t lose the public support that is critical to these measures’ success.

Please explain and rank the three most urgent environmental issues in your district.  Where do you stand on these issues? 

Please see answer to this question under GENERAL section above.

CAMPAIGN

What issues do you intend to emphasize in this election in order of their importance to your campaign?

Affordable Housing

Transportation

Education

Who are your major individual and group supporters?

While many organizations and individuals are still considering their endorsements, I have the early support of the individuals listed below.

Please provide a list of endorsements.

Santa Clara County Supervisor Pete McHugh

Palo Alto City Councilmember Dena Mossar

Santa Clara Democratic Central Committee member Steve Chessin

Mountain View Parks and Recreation Commissioner Greg Perry

Mountain View Parks and Recreation Commissioner Ronit Bryant

Mountain View Environmental Planning Commissioner Paul Lesti
