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MINUTES 

Wednesday, January 25th, 2012 
10: 45 a.m. 

 
Monrovia Public Works Yard 
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Monrovia, CA  

 
1.0 Preliminary Business 

1.1     Call to Order 
The meeting was called to order at 10:50 a.m. 

1.2     Self-Introductions 
The following individuals were in attendance: 

R. Yeung AQMD 
S. Pedroza Claremont 
B. Whittington Council for Watershed Health 
L. Rank  LA County, Office of Sustainability 
L. Overald Mckinstry 
H. Maloney Monrovia 
M. Lutz  Monrovia   
N. Walsh Sierra Madre 
C. Sims  SGVCOG staff 
M. Creter SGVCOG staff 
M. Cacciotti South Pasadena 
C. DeChaine TVMWD 
R. Romanek WCA 

2.0 Public Communications 
 R. Yeung, from the AQMD, reported that AQMD was currently developing its Air Quality 

Management Plan (AQMP) into order to bring it into compliance with federal standards.  The draft 
Plan will be released in late spring.  AQMD is looking to have stakeholder participation before the 
release of the draft.   

3.0 Consent Items 
3.1 December 14th Meeting minutes 
3.2  Correspondence 

There was a motion to approve the consent calendar (M/S/C: Lutz/Walsh/Unanimous). 
4.0 Discussion Items 

4.1 Presentation on the Los Angeles Regional Collaborative for Climate Action and Sustainability 
(LARC) 

L. Rank, from the Office of Sustainability for Los Angeles County, presented on the Los 
Angeles Regional Collaborative for Climate Action and Sustainability (LARC). LARC is 
a network of cities, counties, academic institutions, and non-profits that is designed to 
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facilitate coordination among entities, promote regional planning efforts, leverage 
existing resources, and engage and inform stakeholders to specifically address climate 
action, build a green economy, and build sustainable communities.  The presentation 
outlined what membership would mean and how to become a member.  The Committee 
directed staff to evaluate and develop a proposal to provide in-kind services, rather than 
the $500 membership fee.  Staff will return with an update at the next meeting.     
   

4.2 Climate Change and Energy Working Group 
 Staff reported that the Governing Board had voted to join the LGSEC, and staff was 
 looking for a COG representative to “chair” this effort and give staff direction.  The 
 Committee decided that they would continue to think about whom to approach.  COG 
 staff also reported that there would be a presentation on cap-and-trade at the Energy 
 Working Group meeting, and a shorter presentation on cap-and-trade at a future EENR 
 meeting.    

4.3 Open Space Working Group 
 There was no update from the Open Space Working Group.   

4.4 Solid Waste Working Group 
i. CalRecycle HHW Grant 

Staff reported the CalRecycle grant would be ending in April; however, they hoped 
to keep supporting the battery recycling sites.  The businesses that had hosted sites 
will be recognized at the March 15 Governing Board meeting.  During the grant 
period, nearly 5,000 pounds of batteries had been collected.   

ii. Solid Waste Forum Update 
S. Pedroza reported that the Solid Waste Forum that had been held on January 23rd 
had been a huge success, and more than 100 people had attended.  He praised COG 
staff for their work on the event.   

4.5 Water Resources Working Group 
i. SB 964 (Wright) and SB 965 (Wright) 

 M. Lutz informed the Committee about SB 964 and SB 965, which were designed to 
make the Regional Boards more responsive and to make the rules more user-friendly.  
The Water Resources Working Group had voted to recommend to the EENR 
Committee that it support SB 964 and SB 965.   

 
 There was a motion to recommend to the Governing Board that the SGVCOG 

support SB 964 and SB 965.  (M/S/C: Walsh/Lutz/Unanimous). 
 

ii. Update on MS4 Permit 
Staff reported that the COG had received letters of participation from 31 cities, including 
23 in the San Gabriel Valley, and had received payment from 22 cities.  With the current 
number of participating cities, the cost of the contract was covered, so each participating 
city would receive a refund.  COG staff, in coordination with the LA Permit, was 
continuing to reach out to participants.   
 
H. Maloney reported that the LA Permit Group currently had 60 signed voters, and they 
were happy with that rate of participation.  The Regional Water Control Board had held a 
staff workshop, and the maximum TMDLs had come back close to the standards that the 
LA Permit Group had been hoping for.  They had a lot of comments on monitoring, 
which they were working on developing, with the help of the consultant.   
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M. Lutz reported that at the U.S. Conference of Mayors, the EPA had presented a permit 
implementation plan, and the plan was much more reasonable, and the proposed changes 
could save jurisdictions millions of dollars.  Workshops had been scheduled all over the 
country; however, there was no workshop scheduled for Region 9 (the region in which 
Los Angeles County was located).  M. Lutz reported that she was working to get a 
workshop scheduled in Region 9.   

4.6 Upcoming Goals & Objectives for Strategic Plan 
4.7  Items for Future Meetings 
At the February meeting, there will be a presentation providing an overview of IRWMP, as well as a 
presentation on the SCE’s Residential Solar Leasing Program.  which would be followed by a joint 
meeting of the EENR Committee with the IRWMP.      

5.0 Set next meeting date 
The next meeting will be rescheduled for Wednesday, February 29th at 10:45 a.m.   

6.0 Adjournment 
The meeting adjourned at 11:50 a.m. 
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Brenda Gazzar, Staff Writer

Posted: 02/17/2012 12:57:47 AM PST

For the first time, Monrovia's Wilderness Preserve will
be open to the public. (Walt Mancini/Staff
Photographer)

Click Here:Photos of soon to be public
Monrovia Wilderness Preserve

MONROVIA - Nearly 12 years after residents
voted to save the hillsides from development,
the City Council has cleared the way to open a
1,416-acre wilderness preserve to the public for
the first time.

"Our citizens paid for it, and they own it," Mayor
Mary Ann Lutz said. "It's open space, and open
space is a huge commodity."

Despite opposition from some area residents,
the council voted to certify a full-scale
environmental review and approve a "minimalist"
plan that opens the preserve for limited
recreation, something residents have unofficially
done for years.

The minimalist plan formalizes four entry points

to the preserve, where new gates, signs,
bearproof trash cans will be installed.

"What it means for the average resident, is they
can go up into the area from any of these access
points ... and they can hike, bicycle, walk the
dog," said Lutz, who did not vote because she
lives near the preserve.

Roger Northrop, president of the Hidden Valley
Property Owners' Association, said he fears his
neighborhood will turn into "a parking lot" since
their street is the closest public road to the
Cloverleaf entry.

"We believe this will negatively impact our
neighborhood, and we believe that's
irreversible," he said after the vote.

Northrop said he's also concerned that greater
numbers of people using the preserve will
increase the fire danger. "The potential for
devastation is pretty significant to our
neighborhood," he said.

According to the approved plan, several fire
mitigation measures could be implemented, such
as an improved fire station and water supply.

Lutz said the Cloverleaf access point will not
open until further study and discussion with
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neighbors, some of whom dispute the

city's right of access.

The Lower Clamshell Motorway loop trail, where
the endangered Braunton's milkvetch plant
grows, will also not open until mitigation
measures are put in place, said April Soash, the
city's director of community services.

Monrovia started assembling the land in 2000,
with voters approving two bond measures that
raised $10 million and preserved the foothill land
from development of up to 120 houses. The
property extends from Monrovia's west and east
boundaries with Arcadia and Bradbury and north
to the Angeles National Forest.

The city has spent $23.3 million since then to
acquire the entire 1,416 acres, including about
$13 million in state grants that require some
reasonable public use.

The city opted to conduct a full-blown, $100,000
EIR after being sued in 2009 by Tom Suess of the
Hillside Wilderness Preservation Campaign
Group. Suess, one of three property owners
inside the preserve, sued over the city's adoption
of a previous management plan with a smaller-
scale environmental review.

Suess, however, said he feels the newly certified
EIR is also lacking and that allowing vehicles,
cyclists and hikers to use Cloverleaf Drive is

"foolish and dangerous."

Lutz said the kinds of vehicles allowed will still
be restricted and that a number of safety issues
have been addressed in the plan.

Councilwoman Becky Shevlin said concerns "that
hordes of people are going to come" are unlikely
to materialize.

Unlike the city-operated Canyon Park, the
wilderness preserve has no water source or
amenities such as water fountains, picnic tables
or restrooms, she said.

"It's not that we want to disregard any group's
feelings or concerns; we need to come up with
reasonable access that serves all of our
citizens," she said.

Shevlin and fellow council members Larry Spicer
and Joe Garcia voted to approve the plan to open
the preserve.

Lutz, Councilman Tom Adams and Garcia recused
themselves from voting because they live near
the preserve. However, as allowed under the
city's code, Garcia ended up voting on the item
after the three drew straws, Lutz said.

brenda.gazzar@sgvn.com

advertisement

Becky Shevlin, left, Monrovia city council member and Monrovia mayor
Mary Ann Lutz Tuesday at Monrovia's Wilderness Preserve. (Walt
Mancini/Staff Photographer)
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Job security

By Kevin Smith, Staff Writer

Posted: 02/09/2012 12:15:56 AM PST

California's green economy retained a larger
percentage of its work force during the recent
recession than the overall economy, according to
a report released Tuesday.

From January 2009 to January 2010, the state's
overall economy registered job losses of 7
percent as compared with 3 percent in the green
economy, according to Next 10, the nonpartisan
research group that produced the report.

"In tracking the growth of the state's core green
economy and the overall economy, we found that
the global financial crisis and the mortgage crisis
that caused our overall economy to go into a
deep dive did not have as damaging an impact
on the state's core green economy," Next 10
founder F. Noel Perry said in a statement.

The long-term view is even better.

Employment in California's green economy grew
by 53 percent from 1995 through 2010, while
jobs in the wider economy grew by only 12
percent.

The Los Angeles area experienced a 31 percent
gain in green employment from 1995 to 2010,
adding about 8,200 jobs.

Tracey Grose, primary author of the report and
vice president of Collaborative Economics, said
the green employment figures in the report were
compiled from a business standpoint.

"We're counting businesses," she said. "There's a
lot of talk about what a green job is and what it
isn't. We examined businesses that leverage
clean energy and all natural resources,
businesses that conserve energy and reduce
pollution,

and businesses that repurpose waste."

All told, the report examines 15 segments of
California's green economy. They include energy
generation, energy efficiency, clean
transportation, energy storage, air and
environment, recycling and waste, water and
wastewater, agriculture support, research and
advocacy, business services, finance and
investment, advanced materials, green building,
clean manufacturing and industrial support, and
energy infrastructure.

Bob Machuca, a regional manager with the Los
Angeles County Economic Development Corp.,
said he's seen a definite increase in businesses
adopting green practices.

"Businesses want to take advantage of those
green practices and they also want to show good
corporate citizenship," he said. "It's something
they can put on their website."

Machuca said some companies incorporate
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upgrades such as energy efficient lighting or
solar panels to save money over the long run. But
other businesses don't have to money to invest in
those kinds of overhauls, he said.

"You see a lot of LEED (Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design) practices," Machuca said.
"Companies want to take advantage of Edison
programs to use LED lighting, which is cooler and
more efficient."

Other businesses are coming at it from the
transportation side.

In December, the IKEA store in Covina added four
plug-in electric vehicle charging stations.
Shoppers who arrive at the 325,000-square-foot
home furnishings store can now pull into a
designated parking spot, swipe their Blink
InCard, plug the charger into their electric
vehicle and shop and eat at their leisure while
their car is charging.

"Most people would tend to plug in when they
come to the store and then go shopping for 45
minutes to an hour and a half," said Yessica
Barrera, a local marketing specialist with IKEA.
We do expect people will utilize them."

kevin.smith@sgvn.com

626-962-8811 ext. 2701
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Staff report

Posted: 02/20/2012 09:50:13 PM PST

MONROVIA - The city of Monrovia has achieved
"silver" status as a California Green Community
for its commitment to sustainability.

Monrovia is one of only four cities to be honored
by California Green Communities for its efforts.

Representatives from the Environmental Media
Association, Southern California Edison and
Green Seal - founding partners in California
Green Communities - will present the honor to
the Monrovia City Council at 7:30 tonight at the
council's meeting.

"We created California Green Communities to
showcase what cities are doing to improve the
quality of life for their residents," said EMA
President Debbie Levin.

"Monrovia is a leader among Southern California
cities who are modeling sustainable practices for
others."
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latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/la-na-nuclear-20120210,0,3657441.story

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission approves construction and licensing of two new
nuclear reactors at Plant Vogtle in Georgia, the first such approval in the U.S. since
1978.

By Ralph Vartabedian and Ian Duncan

10:13 PM PST, February 9, 2012

Reporting from Los Angeles and Washington

A consortium of utilities in the South won government approval Thursday to construct two new atomic energy
reactors at an estimated cost of $14 billion, the strongest signal yet that the three-decade hiatus of nuclear
plant construction is finally ending.

Several new projects will test whether new technology and streamlined government licensing can help the
industry avoid the economic and safety disasters that have tainted its past, nuclear experts say, though critics
condemned the action by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

The commission's 4-1 approval of the construction and operating license to expand the capacity of a Georgia
nuclear power plant came 11 months after the meltdown at Japan's Fukushima Daiichi facility left a wide
swath of radioactive contamination.

Despite broad international concern that the safety risks of nuclear power are unacceptable even after half a
century of widespread use, proponents have argued successfully that a new generation of reactors and strong
U.S. regulations justify making it part of the mix to meet the nation's energy needs.

The project at Plant Vogtle near Waynesboro, Ga., is being undertaken by Southern Co., which operates four
electric utilities in the South, and three minority partners — all aided by a massive federal loan guarantee and
other incentives.

"It is something we believe is a national imperative," said Southern Chief Executive Thomas Fanning, who
described his company's strategy of investing in coal, nuclear, gas and renewable fuels as consistent with the
broad outlines of Obama administration goals. "It is a big day in America."

Fanning said $4 billion had already been invested in site preparation at Plant Vogtle based on an expectation
that the NRC would approve construction to double the number of reactors at the site. The company has
ordered twin 1,100-megawatt reactors, known as AP1000s, built by Westinghouse Electric Co.

It may take several years before it becomes clear whether the license approval represents a rebirth of an
industry. Westinghouse officials said they expected another license approval for their reactors in coming
weeks and noted that there were about 20 in various stages of planning, 14 of which would use the company's
advanced new design. They said the vast majority of the work would be done in the U.S., supporting 35,000

First new U.S. nuclear reactors in decades approved - latimes.com http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/la-na-nuclear-20120210...
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workers at the company and its suppliers. The new reactors would mainly be located in the South.

Not all of those projects are likely to move through licensing, experts say, and there have been repeated
claims over the last decade that the U.S. nuclear power industry was on the brink of a renaissance. In fact, the
industry is likely to move cautiously forward, if only for economic rather than safety reasons.

The heyday of nuclear plant construction almost bankrupted the electric utility industry and saddled
ratepayers with high bills for decades. The last new nuclear construction license was issued 34 years ago,
predating general use of personal computers and widespread recognition of global warming. Throughout the
prior two decades, the industry had bet big on nuclear power and then suffered a combination of legal,
political and economic knockout punches.

By 1985, 28 nuclear plants under construction were canceled, according to Sam Walker, the regulatory
commission's historian. The Shoreham plant on Long Island in New York completed construction but never
generated a single watt of commercial electricity.

Former NRC member Peter Bradford, now a law professor in Vermont, said Thursday's approval did not
change the poor economics of nuclear power. What makes a difference in Georgia is that the state has ruled
that customers are going to have to pay, he said.

The reactor is supposed to have all of the technology and safeguards to avoid a meltdown like the one that
occurred at Fukushima, which was hit by a tsunami after a massive earthquake and lost electrical power to
keep its reactor cool. The Westinghouse system is supposed to be able to endure a complete blackout and
safely shut down the reactor with passive cooling systems, said company spokesman Vaughn Gilbert.

Nonetheless, the NRC vote reflected continued concerns about nuclear safety. Commission Chairman
Gregory B. Jaczko, who cast the lone vote against approval, said in an interview that he was not satisfied that
the license would compel Southern Co. to adopt safety improvements that result from the ongoing review of
the Fukushima accident. Jaczko said it would be "very difficult" to get Southern's compliance after the license
was issued.

Christopher Paine, a nuclear expert at the Natural Resources Defense Council, said the NRC had "abdicated
its responsibility" and given up the power to force Southern to adopt new safeguards that are developed as the
Fukushima review unfolds.

But Fanning, the Southern chief executive, said the company did not intend to fight future NRC orders to
adopt new safety technology. "That's not how this industry operates," he said.

ralph.vartabedian@latimes.com

ian.duncan@latimes.com

Vartabedian reported from Los Angeles and Duncan from Washington.

Copyright © 2012, Los Angeles Times
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latimes.com/news/local/la-me-solar-land-20120218,0,4424139.story

Remote, inhospitable desert land gains new value as developers seek sites for renewable
energy. Industry observers caution that not every owner is going to make a fortune.

By Julie Cart, Los Angeles Times

February 18, 2012

Reporting from Ripley, Calif.

For Sale: 3,400 acres in the desert.

• No paved roads. Check.

• Isolated. Ideal.

• Land not suitable for farming. Perfect.

• Blistering sunshine. Jackpot.

• Asking price: $34 million. Deal.

As large-scale solar development has spooled out into Southwestern deserts, the modern-day gold rush is
about more than renewable energy. Solar companies and land speculators are gobbling up scarce private land
in the California deserts, driving prices up 10- to 20-fold, or even higher.

Desolate acreage that a few years ago might have sold for less than $500 an acre can now fetch as much as
$20,000 an acre, according to land brokers in the region. Farmers are also getting in on the action. Alfalfa and
cotton fields are being converted to solar and wind farms as the industry's big players put together
mega-deals.

"It's mind-boggling what's happening," said Jean Laborde of Bakersfield, a former farmer who has been
selling agricultural land in the Mojave and adjacent Colorado deserts for 45 years.

Laborde has made a killing lately. About 10 years ago, one of his clients listed 750 barren acres near the town
of Mojave, but Laborde couldn't sell it. He finally bought the land himself for $350 an acre. "There's no
water, the wind blows all the time," he said. "Everyone said this was a Godforsaken place."

Laborde held on to the property, then sold it a few years ago to someone who intended to build a solar power
plant. Laborde won't disclose what the developer paid, but the price today would be $10,000 an acre, he said.
"Turned out to be the best deal I ever made."

Real estate specialists warn that not all desert landowners will enjoy a similar payday, but try telling that to

Land speculators see silver lining in solar projects - latimes.com http://www.latimes.com/news/local/la-me-solar-land-20120218,0,33332...
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old-timers who hear about deals that have turned farmers into millionaires. A recent example is the family of
alfalfa growers in Gila Bend, Ariz., who sold 3,000 acres of cropland to a consortium of investors, who then
sold the land to Spanish solar giant Abengoa for $45 million.

Earlier this year Ari Swiller, who heads aLos Angeles-based renewable energy company, quietly gathered up
11,000 acres near Blythe — the largest aggregation of separate parcels the Riverside County assessor's office
has seen in 15 years. Although the property hasn't been resold, Riverside County Assessor Larry W. Ward
said land in the area that typically sells in "the low hundreds" per acre is now going for $2,000 to $3,000 an
acre.

That part of the state offers what solar developers require: mostly flat land near transmission lines, and
reliable sunshine. Depending on the size of the plant, companies may need a few hundred or a few thousand
acres.

Most of the utility-scale solar farms sprouting in the desert are on federal land, which companies lease for a
nominal yearly rate. But some developers prefer private property, even at high prices, because public land
carries a thick sediment of bureaucracy: a snarl of federal and state environmental laws that requires
time-consuming and expensive analysis before the first shovel of dirt is turned.

Private land carries few similar impediments. As long as the parcel holds no cultural resources or protected
species, a solar developer can move quickly and avoid costly construction delays.

Solar companies covet private land for another reason. If a renewable energy project on public or private
property compromises habitat for endangered species, the developer must buy biologically suitable private
land to account for that loss. The Ivanpah Solar Project, for example, requires that Oakland-based developer
BrightSource buy 7,000 acres to replace habitat for the threatened desert tortoise.

Solar companies are reluctant to speak publicly about land prices, partly out of fear that they will inflame an
already overheated market. Developers try to fly beneath the real estate radar, often buying contiguous
parcels under different names or through third parties to avoid igniting a land rush.

Most hire brokers or land scouts who bump along dirt roads trolling for cheap land. They, too, operate quietly
and seldom disclose whom they represent.

John Reeder, a land broker with Sperry Van Ness in Ontario, said the market has spawned speculators,
"investors who have purchased or control options on land, whose only plan was to sell to a solar company."

The high-priced sales have longtime landowners salivating. But despite the talk of a land rush, most are still
waiting to score.

In 1948, Russ Roberts' great-grandfather bought 565 acres of desert scrub near Baker. Roberts said his
ancestor was convinced that with the growth of Las Vegas, land along the highway from Los Angeles would
become prized.

The gamble hasn't really paid off for Roberts' family, although now, with renewable energy developers calling,
they have hope. The family is asking $7,000 an acre.

"We get a lot of tire-kickers," Roberts said. "Calls from big companies in Germany. Nothing solid yet,
though."

Bobby Miller handled the $45-million transaction in Gila Bend, a farming outpost in the Sonoran Desert

Land speculators see silver lining in solar projects - latimes.com http://www.latimes.com/news/local/la-me-solar-land-20120218,0,33332...
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southwest of Phoenix. But he is dismissive of the idea that everyone with a few acres of dusty ground is going
to get rich selling to big solar.

"The sale gave everyone the hope that their parcels would be like this," said Miller, who has trademarked the
nickname "Dr. Dirt" and has the seen-it-all weariness of someone who has surfed dozens of boom and bust
cycles. "I think they are dreaming. I can sell you lots of bulk acreage at $800 an acre."

Other real estate specialists warn that many sales collapse at the last minute as solar developers find that their
projects don't pencil out, often because government incentives or power purchase agreements don't come
through.

To meet the exceptionally high front-end costs, solar developers are dependent on federal loan guarantees,
tax rebates and other subsidies to finance construction of multibillion-dollar solar plants. Renewable energy
subsidies have been accelerated by the Obama administration, and the land-buying frenzy is in part caused by
the approaching end of some federal incentives.

The complexities involved in solar projects have made for an uncertain market. Larry Cullinane, who has
been selling land near Hesperia since 1975, estimated that 90% of all solar land deals fall apart in the first
year, leaving the seller to start over with little more than a deposit.

"One of my clients has had close to $200 million fall out of solar contracts for various reasons," he said. "In
most cases it's a financial scenario. Some of the owners get fed up with dealing with the solar developers."

Buyers, too, have reason for skepticism. As California homeowners know from painful experience, runaway
real estate prices carry a risk. Prices have risen so sharply and sales have been so spotty that establishing the
true value of raw desert land is difficult.

Cullinane said two of his clients, brothers in their 80s, own 640 acres they have farmed and grazed since
1940. The men bought the property for $10,000, and are today asking $3.5 million.

The plot is good for solar, but it is 21/2 miles from the nearest transmission line. Cullinane thinks the price is
about double its true value — although a naive buyer or a speculator might think otherwise.

Cullinane and some of his peers in the Mojave have also spotted a niche in the solar market: desert tortoise
mitigation land. Cullinane now judges land according to how suitable it would be to relocate the tortoise.
Class 1 mitigation land goes for $1,200 an acre, he said, while the best-quality habitat might bring $3,000 to
$5,000 an acre.

"Just in the Mojave, I've got 20,000 acres, and in Kern County I've got about 15,000 acres for potential
mitigation property," Cullinane said.

If large-scale solar projects continue to proliferate in the heart of the tortoise habitat, and with companies
required to find two to three acres of habitat for each acre they displace, a reasonable question becomes
whether enough private land exists in the Southern California desert to cover the loss.

Less than 17% of the Mojave's 20 million acres is private property.

Janine Blaeloch, director of the Western Lands Project, calls this the elephant in the room of the tortoise
mitigation program.

"Just take a look — there just isn't enough land for them to find and buy," she said. "It's the fatal flaw."

Land speculators see silver lining in solar projects - latimes.com http://www.latimes.com/news/local/la-me-solar-land-20120218,0,33332...
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Posted: 01/19/2012 03:50:09 PM PST

SACRAMENTO — Republican lawmakers on
Thursday failed to override Gov. Jerry Brown's
veto of a bill that would have allowed local
governments to take over the operations of state
parks forced to close this summer because of
budget cuts.

Had the attempt succeeded, it would have been
the first override of a veto in California since
Brown was first governor in the 1970s.

As many as 70 of the state's 278 parks, beaches
and historic sites had been scheduled to close
July 1 to save $33 million over two years. During
the past few months, however, a variety of
arrangements have been worked out that will
allow nine of those to remain open, said Roy
Stearns, a spokesman for the California
Department of Parks and Recreation.

The bill by Sen. Sam Blakeslee, R-San Luis
Obispo, would have allowed cities or counties to
operate state parks that are threatened with
closure. It passed last year with near-unanimous
support, with just a single "no" vote in the
Assembly.

Brown, a Democrat, vetoed SB356 but signed a
separate bill by Democrats that allows nonprofits
to help with some park operations.

He said in his veto message that Blakeslee's bill
was not needed because the state parks

department already had signed contracts with
cities and counties that were willing to operate
parks within their jurisdictions.

Stearns said the city of Colusa, for instance, has
agreed to operate one nearby state recreation
area, while the National Park Service will take
over operation of three parks. A donor gave the
state $300,000 to continue operating a fifth park
among the nine that will remain open because of
similar arrangements with donors or other
governments.

Republicans, who hold 15 of the Senate's 40
seats, took turns criticizing the veto and urging
majority Democrats to support an override. They
said it would send a signal that the Legislature
stands as a separate branch of government.

"We do not operate in a monarchy," Blakeslee
said. "It's been some 30 years since this
occurred. ... It may be time to override this
governor's veto."

He drew some sympathy from Sen. Mark Leno, D-
San Francisco, who said he previously and
unsuccessfully had approached Democrat leaders
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in the Senate and Assembly about supporting an
override of one of his vetoed bills.

Leno called it a "very historic process that needs
to unfold because this has not happened in over
a generation. And I think it should happen" to
demonstrate the Legislature's independence. But
he and Senate President Pro Tem Darrell
Steinberg, D-Sacramento, criticized Blakeslee for
acting without building a consensus among
members of both political parties and both
legislative chambers.

Steinberg said Blakeslee should introduce a new
bill, as do other lawmakers whose bills are
vetoed, instead of challenging the governor and
Democratic leaders.

"Where it is appropriate or where the issue is of
great, great importance, we should always have
the option of using the veto override," said S
teinberg, who noted he voted for Blakeslee's
bill. "This isn't the bill, this isn't the time. ... Let
us get on with trying to work cooperatively with
the executive."

Blakeslee's override motion failed on a party-
line 13-22 roll call.

"I think it would be remarkable if it succeeded,
but failure is rarely remarkable," said Gil Duran,
a spokesman for Brown. "Many of these painful
cuts could have been avoided if Republicans had
simply allowed the people to vote."

GOP lawmakers last year blocked Brown's bid to
put tax increases before voters, so this year he is
gathering signatures in an attempt to raise taxes
to avoid deeper cuts. He proposes to ask voters
in November to raise income taxes on people
who make $250,000 a year or more and boost

the state sales tax by half a cent.

Blakeslee was one of five Republican senators
who negotiated with Brown on the budget last
year, until talks broke off when the two sides
were unable to compromise on pension reforms.
Democrats then passed a budget without tax
increases.
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THE GREEN WAY

By Steve Scauzillo, Staff Writer

Posted: 02/04/2012 06:13:10 AM PST

THESE are fighting words.

Brian Sheridan, the thoughtful development and
marketing manager with the Council for
Watershed Health in Los Angeles, did an
admittedly non-scientific study of green cash -
cash for environmental causes - in California.

As it turns out, more money goes to Northern
California than to Southern California.

The discrepancy is huge - bigger than the gap
between Romney and Gingrich delegates.

Last year, there were 113 foundations focused
on environmental causes in San Francisco that
awarded $8.3 million in grants. In the Los
Angeles region, Sheridan counted 97 foundations
focusing on environmental causes for about $3.6
million in grants.

Northern California gets more than twice as
much green cash than Southern California. If you
ran these numbers per capita, they would be
even more unjust, since we all know there are a
lot more people in Southern California. According
to the U.S. Census, SoCal has about 23.4 million
while Northern California has a population of
14.8 million.

More green funds for parks, river restoration,
bike paths, hillside preservation, clean air,
energy-efficient automobiles, etc. would benefit
more people if these organizations would look
south when opening their wallets.

Wow. I had no idea this divide existed.

I know about the coast-vs-inland bias. It would
seem that if the count went further, we'd find
more of Southern California's environmental
organizations nearer

to the coast than inland. And though Sheridan
did not run these numbers with this factor in
mind, I'm guessing he would find more green
sticking to the coast than inland rivers and
inland hillsides.

But let's stick to the facts.

"If you ask a lot of people in the nonprofit
community, they'll tell you there is definitely a
discrepancy North vs. South," Sheridan said.
"There are a lot of reasons for this."

Well, that's what I wanted to know. Why is
environmental funding another thing we can add
to the list that Southern Californians and
Northern Californians fight about?

Sheridan and the Council for Watershed Health
began tackling the problem of not enough e
nvironmental funding flowing south on Tuesday,
when they brought together 70 people from
green nonprofits, governmental agencies and
educational institutions to listen to a panel of
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funders talk about the how and why of getting a
project grant.

At the table were Boeing and IBM and Power 106
and others, which all do a good job of handing
out grant money to worthy green projects or
organizing green events like bike rides and tree
plantings. They gave out advice and the
nonprofits took notes. It was a good marriage.

I participated in a panel of environmental
writers, bloggers and TV journalists in talking
about getting these worthy projects some
publicity and educating the public about clean
water, recycling, trees, mountains and what I like
to call "restoration."

Sheridan asked some good questions and I made
some new contacts, like Cathy Morrison, director
of the new Pasadena Community Gardens, a
group trying to bring more edible gardens to
public spaces in Pasadena.

But for every fresh face I saw, there was the
nagging question: Why is it harder for SoCal
groups to get environmental grants than their
Northern California cohorts, or almost any other
part of the country?

Sheridan said it's part of the East Coast bias.
More funders based in Boston and New York or
D.C. like to give to San Francisco groups because t
hey see the City by the Bay as more like their
own cities and see Los Angeles as too western,
beset with sprawl and smog.

Seems like those are the very reasons why we
need more green money, not less.

It's true. People from the East Coast roll their
eyes when they hear about restoring the L.A.
River or the San Gabriel River, he said. Heck, I
write about it and people here often do the
same.

"It's all about perception," Sheridan said.

And local governments, local groups and just our
2 million San Gabriel Valley people must change
that perception. Credit the Council for getting
the ball rolling. But the first step is for these
organizations to work together.

"In Southern California, as a group we have a
stronger voice," Sheridan said.

Steve Scauzillo covers the environment and the
communities along the Puente Hills. He's the
current recipient of the Aldo Leopold Award for
Distinguished Editorial Writing from The
Wilderness Society. Follow him on Twitter
@stevscaz/twitter.com or email him at steve.
scauzillo@sgvn.com
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County of Los Angeles
INTERNAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

1100 North Eastern Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90063

TOM TINDALL
Director

"To enrich lives through effective and caring service"

Telephone: (323) 267-2101
FAX: (323) 264-7135

January 23, 2012

To: Each Supervisor

From: Tom Tindall
Director

~~

Subject: UPDATE ON CAP-AND-TRADE PROCEEDING UNDER AB 32 -

CALIFORNIA'S GLOBAL WARMING SOLUTIONS ACT

California's Global Warming Solutions Act (AB 32) was signed into law in 2006. The
law requires the production of greenhouse gases in California be reduced to 1990 levels
by the year 2020 - an estimated 30 percent total reduction.

This memorandum provides your Board with the current status of a key strategy
authorized by the State for achieving the goals of AB 32 - implementation of an
emissions cap-and-trade program.

As authorized by your Board, ISO represents the County before the California Public
Utilities Commission (CPUC) and other State energy regulatory bodies, and advises
your Board on participation in any significant matters.

Backaround

The AB 32 Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan), which was initially approved by the California
Air Resource Board (CARB) in December, 2008 and then re-approved in August, 2011,
describes the various strategies that will be utilized to meet the greenhouse gas
emission reduction targets mandated under the regulation. One of the key strategies
contained in the Scoping Plan is the development of a cap-and-trade program to
regulate and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

After years of stakeholder involvement and full public proceeding, CARB approved the
Final Regulation Order that formally created the cap-and-trade program in late 2011.
The Regulation Order clearly details the design and enforcements of the cap-and-trade
program, including covered greenhouse gases and affected entities, reporting and
compliance requirements, annual allowance budgets, and the structure and timing of
auctions.
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The cap-and-trade program creates a mechanism for regulating greenhouse gas
emissions reductions and enforcing compliance. Covered entities/industries are
required to comply with greenhouse gas emissions caps to reduce the amount of
specific greenhouse gases being emitted. Covered entities that cannot reduce their
emissions below the specified cap have the option of purchasing allowances, via
auctions, to account for their overages. Revenues generated from these auctions will
go to various entities and programs based on the source of the allowances.

Although the first revenue-generating auction is tentatively scheduled for August 2012,
there is still much uncertainty related to the use of such auction revenues and how they
will be allocated. CARB has postponed the start of the cap-and-trade compliance
period to January 2013.

The Regulation Order specifies that allowances provided to the Investor Owned Utilities
(IOUs) must be used to support the goals of AB 32 and simultaneously directly benefit
ratepayers. It also details the minimum proportion of allowances that must be sold at
auction to generate revenue, both in the initial year of cap-and-trade implementation
and beyond. The CPUC has been ordered by CARB to direct the IOUs expenditure of
these allowances. The CPUC currently estimates that the value of the IOU allowances
to be more than $5.5 billion over the next eight years.

Proceedina Status

In March 2011, the CPUC opened a rulemaking proceeding to address various
greenhouse gas emissions issues, namely the expenditure of revenues generated by
future CARB allowance auctions. In a Scoping Memo filed September 1, 2011, the
CPUC requested proposals from the IOUs and outlined policy objectives for the use of
greenhouse gas emissions allowance revenue. These policy objectives are:

1. Preserve the carbon price signal (i.e., the use of the revenues must not impact
the purchase price of emissions allocations under the auctions);

2. Prevent economic leakage (i.e., the use of the revenues must not result in
emissions simply being exported to other states);

3. Distribute revenues equitably recognizing the Public asset nature of atmospheric
carbon sink (i.e., all ratepayers should benefit from the revenues in an equitable
manner);

4. Reduce adverse impacts on low income households

5. Correct for market failures that lead to the underinvestment in carbon mitigation
activities and technologies
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6. Maintain competitive neutrality across load serving entities (i.e.; stakeholders in
IOU territories should benefit from the revenues in an equitable manner);

7. Achieve administrative simplicity and understandability

In response to this Scoping Memo, the IOUs submitted and later revised requested rate
impact models that outlined the implications of their proposed allocation of allowance
revenues, with minor changes occurring in January 2012.

Throughout the proceeding, various parties, including the County, have participated in
the public process by attending pre-hearing meetings, providing comments related to
the IOUs' proposals, and submitting alternative approaches to the CPUC for
consideration.

County's Participation

In the Scoping Memo, the CPUC specifically called out a role for local governments in
utilizing allocation revenues to meet the indicated policy objectives. This language is
indicated below.

"We further recommend that a portion of the allowance revenues dedicated for
investment be set aside for local governments for programs, implementation of climate
action plans and other uses that further the goals of AB 32 As California implements
AB 32, local governments have the most direct connection to residential and business
constituencies and the most experience with implementing programs and policies at the
grass roots level."

Given the CPUC's position on the role of local governments, ISO, working in conjunction
with the Local Government Sustainable Energy Coalition (LGSEC), has actively
participated in this rulemaking process by providing comment - throughout the
proceeding. The LGSEC is a statewide membership organization of cities, counties and
non-profit organizations that support government entities. The County currently serves
as the Board Chair of the LGSEC.

It is advantageous in this proceeding that local governments speak with a strong, unified
voice. In an effort to strengthen the weight of the comments provided by the County
and other local governments, the LGSEC has partnered with various other interested
agencies/parties to submit a joint response to the IOU proposal for allocating revenues.
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Main Proposals

IOU Proposal

The IOUs have proposed that almost 100% of the revenue generated from greenhouse
gas allowances be provided to ratepayers via rebates on utility bills. The justification for
providing these funds directly to ratepayers is to alleviate the costs associated not only
with cap-and-trade, but other AB 32 implementation programs. The IOUs have recently
proposed that a portion of the revenues be allocated for outreach and education to
assist ratepayers in understanding the reasoning for the rebates.

The IOUs have asserted that the revenue generated by the sale of free allowances will
be equal to the industry-wide cost of implementation of cap-and-trade and other AB 32
implementation programs. Therefore they propose to pass those revenues directly
through to ratepayers. By determining projected costs of AB 32 by rate class, the IOUs
assert that the reimbursement to customers will be proportional to costs incurred.
Under the IOUs proposal, low income customers would not receive any of the revenues,
because their rates will not be increased due to IOU compliance with AB 32.

In their January 6, 2011, revised proposal, the IOUs address how their proposal meets
the CPUC's policy objectives, and identified three of them as "not necessary" because
other programs currently support those goals.

LGSEC Proposal

The LGSEC's alternative proposal calls for a more varied approach to allocating
greenhouse gas allowance revenues. The proposal calls for a portion of the revenues
to be returned to ratepayers, and for the provision of information about AB 32, cap-and-
trade, and climate change to be provided to ratepayers along with any rebates. This
approach ensures that ratepayers understand the origin and purpose of funds provided
and other on-going climate change efforts. Although there is an understanding that AB
32 programs, including cap-and-trade, will incur costs to ratepayers that should be
reimbursed using allocation revenues, this proposal also calls for expenditures that are
not directly provided to ratepayers, but will alleviate costs associated with the
implementation of AB 32.

The LGSEC proposal calls for the creation of a Carbon Trust that would hold the
remainder of allowance revenues for investment in efforts to support AB 32. Efforts
eligible for receipt of these funds would include financing to support emerging clean
energy technologies, facilitating the integration of renewable energy projects, and an
expansion of energy efficiency programs above and beyond the current portfolio.
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A portion of the funds allocated to the Carbon Trust would be set aside to support local
government programs that meet the abovementioned goals. For example, local
governments can effectively communicate with the public related to climate change and
support local programs to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Additionally, local
government involvement would support the allocation of funds to low-income and
disadvantaged communities in a manner that is consistent with AB 32, yet absent from
the IOUs' proposal.

While the IOUs' proposal only addresses four of the seven CPUC policy objectives, this
alternative proposal clearly addresses all seven while serving to also encompass the
larger goals of AB 32. This alternative proposal also ensures a more equitable
expenditure of funds, by ensuring the use of funds to support larger compliance efforts
that impact all residents and providing support for low-income communities.

Next Steps

Although the regulatory proceeding is well underway, it will likely be many months
before a final decision is adopted by the CPUC. It is expected that within the next
month all comments will be filed and replied to, related to the advice letters submitted to
date. The current schedule calls for requests for hearings to be submitted in February,
which will determine the expected date of the proposed decision. If no hearings or
briefings are required, the proposed decision could be filed as early as May 2012.

The County, with the LGSEC, will continue to be actively involved in this proceeding and
plans to submit comments on the proposed decision when released. ISO will provide
periodic updates to your Board on the status of the CPUC cap-and-trade proceeding
until a final decision is adopted.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (323) 267-2101 or Howard Choy at
(323) 267-2006.

TT:HC:LR

c: William T Fujioka, CEO
Ellen Sandt, OCEO
Ryan Alsop, CEO
Sachi Hamai, EO, BOS
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San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
1000 South Fremont Ave., Unit 42, Alhambra, California 91803  Phone: (626) 457-1800 FAX: (626) 457-1285 E-Mail SGV@sgvcog.org 

 

 

 
DATE:  February 29, 2012 
 
TO:    EENR Committee 
 
FROM:  Nicholas T. Conway, Executive Director 
 
RE: Los Angeles Regional Collaborative (LARC) Membership  
 
Recommended Action 
Recommend to the Governing Board that the SGVCOG join the Los Angeles Regional Collaborative 
(LARC), approve and sign the LARC Charter, and, in lieu of a membership fee, provide the following 
services to LARC: 

 Provide connections between the LARC organization and member San Gabriel Valley cities 
 Share data that has been collected for the San Gabriel Valley cities as a result of past research and 

planning in energy efficiency  
 Assist in workshop and meeting planning and provide meeting space and food for 1 LARC 

function per year 
 
Background 
The Los Angeles Regional Collaborative for Climate Action and Sustainability (LARC) is a network of 
cities, counties, academic institutions, and non-profits that is designed to encourage greater coordination 
and cooperation within the region in order to respond to climate change and promote regional 
sustainability.  The purpose of LARC is to facilitate coordination among entities, promote regional 
planning efforts, to leverage existing resources, and to engage and inform stakeholders to specifically 
address climate action, build a green economy, and build sustainable communities.  LARC does this by 
building regional partnerships, leveraging resources, sharing information and best practices, and 
coordinating local planning efforts and grant writing.   
 
Benefits 
Benefits for members include access to shared pooled resources and best-practices, access to collaborators 
for grant proposals, support in the planning, writing, submission, and implementation of grants, 
participation in the development of regional best practices, model ordinances, etc., and the opportunity to 
help lead the development of a regional vision for sustainability.  One of LARC’s major planning efforts 
is the development of the Regional Climate Action and Sustainability Plan, which will provide strategies 
for mitigation of the emission of greenhouse gases, assess the impacts of climate change and outline 
adaptation measures, and outline a path for sustainable economic growth for the entire Los Angeles 
region.  This framework will be extremely beneficial, as it will provide data that is fundamental to 
addressing future regional sustainability and regional issues and concerns, and will develop prioritized 
recommendations for implementation by local governments.  All members will have the opportunity to 
provide leadership for the production of this Plan.    
 
Current Members  
Current members of LARC include the County of Los Angeles, the Cities of Los Angeles and Santa 
Monica, L.A. Metro, South Bay Council of Governments, Westside Cities Council of Governments, the 
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Los Angeles and San Gabriel Rivers Watershed Council, and the Rivers and Mountains Conservancy.  
There is currently no representation from any San Gabriel Valley city in LARC.   
 
COG Activity 
Representatives from LARC presented on the organization at the January meeting of the EENR 
Committee.  The Committee directed staff to meet with LARC staff to develop a strategy for the COG to 
provide in-kind services in lieu of the $500 membership fee.   COG staff met with LARC staff in early 
February and developed the following proposal for in-kind services: 

 Provide connections between LARC and member cities in the SGVCOG 
 Share data that has been collected for San Gabriel Valley cities as a result of past research and 

planning efforts 
 Assist in workshop and meeting planning and provide meeting space and food for 1 LARC 

function per year 
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San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
  

 
 
 
Date:   February 29, 2011 
 
To:   EENR Committee 
 
From:  Nicholas T. Conway, Executive Director  
 
Re:   Clearwater Program Draft Environmental Impact Report  
 
Background 
In 1923, cities and unincorporated parts of the county that were responsible for the collection of 
wastewater and solid waste formed the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County to manage 
these issues on a regional scale. The Sanitation Districts is a public agency comprised of 23 
independent special districts. Seventeen of the districts in the metropolitan Los Angeles area are 
served by a regional, interconnected system of facilities known as the Joint Outfall System 
(JOS). This system provides wastewater conveyance, treatment and reclaimed water 
management. The JOS service area includes 73 cities and unincorporated territory, and small 
areas within the City of Los Angeles, Orange County, and San Bernardino County. The JOS 
employs two main types of treatment plants. Upstream water reclamation plants capture higher 
quality wastewater and convert it into a drought-proof source of water called reclaimed water. 
Downstream, the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) treats wastewater with a higher 
industrial contribution and the solids are removed at the upstream plants. The JWPCP discharges 
its treated water to the ocean through a series of tunnels and outfall system. 
 
Clearwater Program 
The Clearwater Program is a comprehensive, long-term facilities planning effort that looks at the 
future infrastructure and wastewater management needs for the JOS through the year 2050. The 
Sanitation Districts is preparing a Master Facilities Plan that has identified the need for a new 
tunnel and ocean outfall to convey effluent from the Sanitation Districts' largest treatment plant 
to the ocean. The two existing tunnels were constructed in 1937 and 1958 and have not been 
inspected for more than 50 years. Inspection and repair are not possible because the tunnels 
convey effluent to the ocean each day at maximum capacity. Furthermore, capacity needs are 
expected to grow in the coming years. To address these concerns, the Sanitation Districts began 
studying the feasibility of constructing a new tunnel and, possibly, a new ocean outfall as part of 
the Clearwater Program Master Facilities Plan effort. 
 
Tunnel Alignment Options 
The Sanitation Districts evaluated 50 potential alignments for a tunnel and locations for shaft 
sites and four (4) feasible alignments were identified. The Sanitation Districts and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers have evaluated the potential impacts of each of the four alignments in an 
environment impact report (EIR) and environmental impact statement (EIS) that was released in 
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January.  The draft Master Facilities Plan, including the preferred alignment, was completed in 
the fall of 2011. 
 
Release of Draft EIR 
In January 2012, the draft Environmental Impact Report for the Master Facilities Plan was 
released, assessing the potential environmental impacts of the Plan (Attachment 1).  The public 
comment period on the draft EIR began on February 10, 2012, and will close on April 10, 2012.   
 
COG Activity 
In October 2011, the COG Governing Board voted to support Alignment #4 as the preferred 
route.  
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THREE-YEAR GOAL: Advocate for and secure funding for prioritized energy, environmental and 
natural resources projects 

 
 

 
WHEN 

 
WHO 

 
WHAT 

 
STATUS 

 

 
COMMENTS 

 
   DONE ON 

TARGET 
REVISED  

1. 
Beginning in 
February 2012 
and at least 
monthly thereafter 
 

 
Water Resources 
Working Group (Mary 
Ann Lutz-lead) 

 
Provide continued support and updates to the Governing Board 
and member agencies on the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System Municipal Separate Sanitary Storm Sewer 
(MS4NPDES) permit. 
 

    

2. 
Beginning in 
February 2012 
and at least 
monthly thereafter 
 

 
Executive Director  

 
Oversee and provide updates to the Governing Board on grants 
(e.g., SCE, CEESP and the San Gabriel Valley Energy Wise 
Partnership). 
 

    

3. 
By March 31, 2012 
and quarterly 
thereafter 

 
Open Space Working 
Group (Denis Bertone-
lead) 

 
Update the Governing Board on the ongoing advocacy efforts 
for San Gabriel Valley’s fair share in regard to environmental 
funding initiatives. 
 

    

4. 
By March 31, 2012 
and quarterly 
thereafter 

 
Executive Director and 
Energy, Environmental 
and Natural Resources 
(EENR) Chair Sam 
Pedioza 
 

 
Provide updates to the Governing Board on the EENR 
Committee’s monitoring of implementation of SB375, AB32 and 
AB341. 

    

5. 
By June 30, 2012 

 
Michael Cacciotti 

 
Report to the Governing Board on the resources and funding 
available to assist cities in coordinating alternative fuel vehicle 
readiness. 
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EENR COMMITTEE: Objectives for January 2012 – July 2012 
 

 
 

WHEN 

 
WHO 

 
WHAT 

 
STATUS 

 

 
COMMENTS 

 
   DONE ON 

TARGET 
REVISED  

1. 
Beginning in 
February 2012 
and at least 
monthly thereafter 
 

 
Water Resources 
Working Group (Mary 
Ann Lutz-lead) 

 
Provide continued support and updates to the Governing Board 
and member agencies on the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System Municipal Separate Sanitary Storm Sewer 
(MS4NPDES) permit. 
 

    

2. 
Beginning in 
February 2012 
and at least 
monthly thereafter 
 

 
Executive Director  

 
Oversee and provide updates to the Governing Board on grants 
(e.g., SCE, CEESP and the San Gabriel Valley Energy Wise 
Partnership). 
 

    

3. 
By March 31, 2012 
and quarterly 
thereafter 

 
Open Space Working 
Group (Denis Bertone-
lead) 

 
Update the Governing Board on the ongoing advocacy efforts 
for San Gabriel Valley’s fair share in regard to environmental 
funding initiatives. 
 

    

4. 
By March 31, 2012 
and quarterly 
thereafter 

 
Executive Director and 
Energy, Environmental 
and Natural Resources 
(EENR) Chair Sam 
Pedioza 
 

 
Provide updates to the Governing Board on the EENR 
Committee’s monitoring of implementation of SB375, AB32 and 
AB341. 

    

5. 
By June 30, 2012 

 
Michael Cacciotti 

 
Report to the Governing Board on the resources and funding 
available to assist cities in coordinating alternative fuel vehicle 
readiness. 
 

    

6. 
March 15, 2012 

 
S. Pedroza, Chair of 
EENR 

 
Present to Governing Board policy positions related to CPUC 
filings related to local government partnerships 
 

    

7. 
April 19, 2012 

 
M. Lutz, Chair of Water 
Resources Working 
Group 
 

 
Present updated water project priority list to the Governing 
Board 
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8. 
June 30, 2012 

 
Executive Director 

 
Host 8 Energy Upgrade workshops 
 

    

9. 
June 30, 2012 
 

 
S. Pedroza, Chair of 
EENR and M. Cacciotti 
 

 
Develop plan for COG-wide bicycle ride 

    

10. 
Quarterly 

 
S. Pedroza, Chair of 
EENR 

 
Work with AQMD to identify opportunities for San Gabriel Valley 
cities in AQMD’s Air Management Plan  
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