AGENDA
PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING
Meeting Date:
Meeting Time:
Meeting Location:

Tuesday, August 17, 2021
4:00 p.m.

Cloverdale Regional Library, 401 N. Cloverdale Blvd,
Cloverdale, CA 95425

IMPORTANT:
ALL ATTENDEES ARE REQUIRED TO WEAR MASKS
All Members of the subcommittee will be participating in the meeting in-person. If you would like to provide
public comment, we encourage you to submit them via email to the City Clerk at: iwerby@ci.cloverdale.ca.us.
The public may also view and participate in the meeting using Zoom. Please refer to the end of the agenda for
instructions on how to view the meeting and provide public comment using Zoom:

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88444286308

Subcommittee Members:
Chair Melanie Bagby, Councilmember
Assistant City Manager/CDD Kevin Thompson
Vice Chair Marta Cruz, Vice Mayor
City Manager David Kelley
1. Call to Order:
2. Communications:
a. Rob Koslowsky - “All-Electric Reach Codes”
b. Communication from Adam Horn - Request re_ Prohibition of Filling of New Swimming Pools in
Cloverdale
3. Public Comment: Members of the public may comment on any matter not on this agenda. Please limit

comments to three minutes. Members of the public may comment on items on the agenda when the
subcommittee considers that item. To make a public comment, use the “raise hand”
icon on your smart
device or desktop computer, or dial *9 if you are using just your telephone.

4. Approval of Minutes: June 15, 2021
5. Current Items for Discussion
a) Proposed Park at Baumgardner Ranch Development
6. Standing Items
a) Small Cell Ordinance
b) Update on Six Acres Water Company/South Cloverdale Water Company
c) Dog Park Location / Opening of Cemetery to Dogs
d) Update Community Development Planning Log
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e) Review Climate Change and Sustainability Projects/Technologies
I. Smart Water Metering Devices
II. Sonoma Clean Power Advanced Energy Center
f) Regional Housing Needs Allocation
g) Amendment to Ordinance Prohibiting the Use and Sale of Disposable Food Service Ware and
Other Products Containing Polystyrene Foam
h) Senate Bill 69 - North Coast Railroad Authority: right-of-way: Great Redwood Trail Agency:
Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District
7. Information Only Memos/Updates
a) PG&E offers $400,000 grant for shelters during extreme weather
8. Future Agenda Items (subject to change)
9. Pending Items
10. Good of the Order
11. Adjournment: Adjourn to next scheduled meeting October 28, 2021, at 4:00 p.m.
**IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING THIS SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING**
PLEASE NOTE
This Meeting will be conducted pursuant to the provisions of the Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20, which
suspended certain requirements of the Brown Act. In order to minimize the spread of the COVID 19 virus,
please do the following:
• Attendees may join the meeting through the use of Zoom at: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88444286308
/ Webinar ID: 884 4428 6308 or by dialing US: +1 669 900 6833 and entering Webinar ID: 884 4428 6308
•

Attendees will be muted until they are called upon for Public Comment. To make a public comment, use
the “raise hand”
icon on your smart device or desktop computer, or dial *9 if you are using just your
telephone. Please listen carefully for the Chair or City Clerk to address you by name (or phone number)
and for the audible Zoom notification that you have been unmuted. Once you begin your public comment,
your three (3) minutes will begin.

•

If you would prefer to submit public comment in writing, please email your comments to
iwerby@ci.cloverdale.ca.us. If you are commenting on a specific agenda item or items, please state the
agenda item number(s) in the subject line of the email. All comments received via email will be provided to
the Subcommittee in writing and included as a part of the record of the meeting.

•

The City of Cloverdale thanks you in advance for taking all precautions to prevent spreading the COVID 19
virus.

CERTIFICATION – Pursuant to Government Code § 54954.2, the agenda for this meeting was properly posted on or before
4:00 p.m., 08/11/2021.
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Item No. 2a.
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ROB KOSLOWSKY
ROBERT KOSLOWSKY
Corporations Claim An All-Electric World Achieves Nirvana
Monday, June 21, 2021 5:50:01 AM

Corporations Claim An All-Electric World Achieves Nirvana
“Producing the battery for an electric car can emit almost a quarter as
much of the greenhouse gases that a gasoline car will emit across its
entire lifetime.”
– International Energy Agency, April 2021
“It can now require hours to fully charge an electric vehicle because
most stations operate on a home-like alternating current. Directcurrent fast charging stations, by contrast, are hours faster. But they
can cost tens of thousands of dollars more . . . Of the roughly 42,000
public charging stations in the United States, only about 5,000 are
considered direct-current fast chargers, according to the Department of
Energy.”
– Slow recharge hampers EVs, Tom Krisher, AP, June 8, 2021

Enphase Energy’s CEO wrote in his letter to shareholders, “Most homes
use natural gas-powered appliances . . . The ‘all-electric' green home
represents Nirvana where energy is clean and there are no natural gaspowered appliances.”
If so, why are state mandates coupled with some city ordinances required
to force people to give up their natural gas and own or downgrade to an
all-electric home, an all-electric car, and soon, back-up batteries in their
home. These three mandates alone produce more greenhouse gases than
a gasoline-fueled automobile would generate over its lifetime [1].
C’mon Man
I’d argue that all-electric housing is not paradise nor does it garner
enlightenment or tranquility. Mr. Kothandaraman adds, “While perfection
may take a decade or more, we can start with incremental improvements
now. This is where Enphase comes in with distributed home energy
management systems capable of providing energy independence to the
home in a clean manner.”
I’d argue that viewing all-electric as achieving perfection is simply wrong.
The all-electric house has been shown to be uneconomical, not resilient
[1], complex to manage, and often produces an unsafe living environment
during the increasing number of power outages – both in the form of
brownouts or blackouts.
Of course, Enphase Energy has product to move, so the CEO kowtows to
the very state mandates his company has had a hand in promoting. He
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adds, “Our home energy management systems are architected to
efficiently manage generation, storage, and consumption resources in the
home.” Enphase Energy seeks to provide the technology to help regulators
replace the existing utility model for the “generation, storage, and
consumption resources in the home.” These products include management
support for “solar, battery storage, generators, EV chargers, fuel cells, the
grid, and electrical loads. All these distributed energy resources (such as
solar) require complex and sophisticated energy management systems to
function correctly,” and I’d add, to search for other sources of power to
run your household as the sun sets.
Simplicity Replaced By Complexity, Choice Replaced with Mandates,
Resiliency Replaced by Inflexibility
The graphic below highlights the complexity homeowners and landlords
(renters) will face going forward.
The customer choice of simplicity by having two suppliers of energy –
electric plus natural gas (or propane) – is replaced by the complexity of a
homeowner or landlord becoming a utility operator in the production and
trading of electricity, using a rooftop solar connected to a garage-based
battery backup system, interconnected to another battery system
integrated into a required electric vehicle needing an electric charger, with
a web of wires needing a working WiFi system and an in-structure,
complex energy management system to keep it all working while
determining how much you will pay to the government each month.
The centralized and often despised utility operator as we’ve come to know
it will become obsolete as California residents transition to becoming that
utility operator. This is even worse for energy consumers than it was
before these current and planned building code mandates shattered
Californians’ choice and resiliency.
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Promoting a Costly Progressive Agenda that Doesn’t Save the Planet
Like California’s political leadership and state regulators, infused by
climate activists, they partner together to make homeowners and
landlords become utility operators in their own right. Enphase Energy is
excited to comply since its technology and products will one day fully
integrate with “storage systems that have been installed in homes, and
coordinating their discharge based on the needs of the grid.”
Kothandaraman concludes, “As we progress towards the ‘all-electric green
home,’ coordination between [standalone solar systems] will become
critical in order to ensure the resilience of the grid.”
Does this suggest that without $100,000-plus home retrofits (pre-2015
construction) as well as the addition of $120,000 in rooftop solar, battery
backup, an electric vehicle, EV chargers, and a complex in-home
management system, residents will experience outages of even longer
duration?
To date, neither the government nor regulators will answer such questions
nor engage in serious dialog. They just produce more mandates and
restrictive building codes.
“[Carbon dioxide or] CO makes up 0.04 percent of the atmosphere.
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Although human emissions of CO2 from fossil fuels and other activities
can build up the atmosphere, they only make up 3.5 percent of all the
CO2 emitted each year, with the rest occurring naturally.”
– Marc Morano & Mick Curran, Climate Hustle, 2016
“The climate experts have set themselves as being the guardians of the
truth and they think they have the truth and that is a dangerous
situation.”
– Freeman Dyson, Princeton physicist, IEEE Spectrum interview, June
30, 2014
“The current warming period began about 1800 at the end of the little
ice age, long before there was an appreciable increase of CO2. There
have been similar and even larger warmings several times in the
10,000 years since the end of the last ice age. These earlier warmings
clearly had nothing to do with the combustion of fossil fuels.”
– Will Happer, professor emeritus at Princeton University, 2009
[1] A whole house, natural gas backup generator (installed outside the home)
ensures resiliency while a solar+battery system (installed inside the home)
peters out in a day or so; not so good during those extended (so far, up to 12day duration) PSPSs and rotating blackouts.
REFERENCES:
1. All-electric Home Advertising, R.K. Koslowsky, March 1, 2021
2. Redwood Energy Promotes the All-Electric Home with No Choice for Homeowners, R.K.
Koslowsky, January 18, 2021
3. PG&E Raises Electric Rates to Ring in the New Year, R.K. Koslowsky, January 11, 2021
4. Looking at California Homes, R.K. Koslowsky, April 13, 2021

-----------------------------Rob Koslowsky
Author of The Tubbs Fire.
Also author of The Upstart Startup & Breach of Trust.
Author's page
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ROB KOSLOWSKY
ROBERT KOSLOWSKY
New Amsterdam Enters the Climate Change Debate
Monday, June 28, 2021 5:39:12 AM

New Amsterdam Enters the Climate Change Debate: Yet this
episode excludes the all-electric housing mandate
“The City is no longer pursuing an electric reach code, the item has
been removed from the subcommittee agenda.”
– Kevin Thompson, Cloverdale assistant city manager, June 14, 2021
“We have never seen more clients packing up and leaving the state
than we have right now. But as many people are moving out of
[Sonoma] county, we have just as many migrating north, [in their flight
from density].”
– David Rendino, RE/MAX Marketplace broker, Cotati, January 27, 2021

The eleventh episode of New Amsterdam’s third season entitled Pressure
Drop threw every possible global warming/change climate crisis at its
viewers, save one. That exception was the forcing of all-electric homes on
residents, something that California progressives are trying to impose on
all new homebuyers. It might be because that madcap notion is just too
far out there! But apparently not in the Golden State.
Viewers of New Amsterdam were peppered with everything imaginable to
bolster the false claim that we’re living in an existential crisis [1]. As
former Greenpeace cofounder Patrick Moore, testified in 2014 to Congress,
“It is a powerful convergence of interests among a very large number of
elites, including politicians who want to make it seem as though they’re
saving the world, environmentalists who want to raise money and get
control over very large issues like our entire energy policy, media for
sensationalism, Universities and professors for grants. You can’t hardly get
a science grant these days without saying it has something to do with
climate change.”
Moore explained what he thinks is behind the push for global warming: it’s
both money and power.
We’re not living in an existential crisis. Regardless, here is the exhaustive
list the producers and writers of this “greening” show offered for viewers
to contemplate or digest:
1. Turn off the air-conditioning whenever the outside temperature rises
beyond 100 degrees. Even Max, the show’s main character, was conflicted
over whether he and his daughter should be comfortable or he should
sacrifice remaining cool in deference to reducing the demand load on the
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city’s electric system.

Character Max Goodwin and his daughter in NBC’s show, New
Amsterdam

2. Sea level rise coupled with algae blooms.
3. An increasing carbon footprint.
4. Deforestation and out of control wildfires.
5. Melting icecaps even as polar bear populations are increasing.
6. Max argues, as the medical director, “It’s a healthcare crisis,” including
lung cancer from pollution. He also feared an uptick in diseases such as
dengue fever, malaria, and more from global warming.
7. Max also sought to ban the use of plastic gloves in the radiology
department in support of his newfound crusade, “No more medical gloves.
They end up in the oceans anyway.”
8. He became frantic when fellow doctors refused to buy into his newfound
religion. He implored his colleagues to do something, anything: “Buy an
electric car, become a vegetarian, buy a solar panel!”
9. Turning down the meat on global warming was Max’s next idea and he
targeted the hospital cafeteria. “Stop the methane produced by cows,” by
changing the menu and stop offering the patients and staff access to
meat. His colleague, Dr. Frome asked, “Do we want to dictate what people
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eat?”
“Yes!” exclaimed Max.
Frome refused to buy into the fad, “I want my burger, not just lettuce to
eat.”
10. Swapping out fluorescent lights with LEDs was another target for Max.
He interrupted Emergency Room operations and upset that department’s
head doctor.
Max pontificated, “When do we make changes of any consequence? We
can be a model for others!”
“What?” shouted Dr. Bloom. “I’m not running an environmental think tank.
I care about my patients now, not those in a hundred years from now!”
Max decided to piss off everyone at work that day to advance his
newfound agenda, “I tried to make changes without disrupting your lives?
No, I will implement changes to disrupt everyone’s lives, make it
Inconvenient, make it uncomfortable...”
In essence, the lead character insisted that everyone under his control
“suck it up.” No more choice, only mandates from his office, that of the
New Amsterdam medical director.
The show ended with his young daughter suffering in the stifling heat at
home with Max refusing to turn on the air conditioning.
Is it Must See TV?
This episode was intended to be a feel good narrative to excite climate
warriors, however, it also foreshadowed the dangers of either following a
zealot or putting up with mandates from on high. In California, it’s the
state that mandates most of these madcap, multipronged, and costly
ideas.
The irony is that the state can’t control the climate. Rather, it’s the climate
that controls the world. What hubris to think otherwise.
With regards to global warming, according to Ivar Giaever, Nobel Prizewinning physicist and one of President Obama’s key scientific supporters in
2008, “The facts are that in the last 100 years we have measured the
temperatures it has gone up .8 degrees and everything in the world has
gotten better. So how can they say it’s going to get worse when we have
the evidence? We live longer, better health, and better everything. But if it
goes up another .8 degrees we are going to die, I guess.”
Increased stress may be the biggest health risk, as it was when global
cooling [2] was all the rage 50 years ago. Maybe health challenges and
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stress arise from the obsession on promoting every possible aspect of
global warming or maybe it will be due to the stress of global cooling again
in another 50 years?
Regardless of whether we have global cooling or global warming, the
nonsensical fad of forcing all-electric homes on residents and renters,
coupled with the drum beat for zero carbon buildings, is just too far out
there.

“The speed of the president’s vowed transformation to an economy far
less reliant on fossil fuels risks exposing vulnerabilities in the nation’s
electricity system and unsettling its transportation sector, while
potentially increasing American reliance on goods imported from
China.”
– Biden’s gamble carries big risks, New York Times, April 25, 2021
“Utility chiefs . . . warn of rolling blackouts to meet the president’s
2030 target.”
– Biden’s gamble carries big risks, New York Times, April 25, 2021
[1] As Douglas Pile of Healdsburg wrote on June 23, 2021, “Labeling every
problem as a crisis is like using an exclamation mark in place of a period —
tiring and unproductive!”
[2] Dale on Goodreads wrote, in March 2018, “I was in high school and then
studying physics in college during the height of the ‘Coming Ice Age’ and global
cooling scare in the 1970s. And I was consumed with the theories and the data.
But there was no political discussion about how to warm the earth to save us.
Then less than 10 years after the argument went cold (pun intended), the
scientists took the 180° opposite position of global warming. But this time, it
was politicized. And we have committed trillions of dollars to try and keep the
temperature from rising 0.5°.”

-----------------------Rob Koslowsky
Author of The Tubbs Fire.
Also author of The Upstart Startup & Breach of Trust.
Author's page
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

ROB KOSLOWSKY
ROBERT KOSLOWSKY
Global Cooling and the Predicted Ice Age of 2021
Monday, July 5, 2021 6:19:42 AM
Greta Thunberg_versus Aussie anchor.mp4

Global Cooling and the Predicted Ice Age of 2021
Judge blocks pause on new gas, oil leases: The Biden administration’s
suspension of new oil and gas leases on federal land and water was
blocked Tuesday, [June 15, 2021] by a federal judge in Louisiana, who
ordered that plans continue for lease sales that were delayed for the
Gulf of Mexico and Alaska waters “and all eligible onshore properties.”
– Press Democrat News Services, June 16, 2021
“Not only have these fossil fuel-dependent technologies ensured
humanity’s progress and well-being are no longer hostage to nature’s
whims, but they saved nature herself from being devastated by the
demands of a rapidly expanding and increasingly voracious human
population.”
– Indur Goklany, UN IPCC expert, December 2012

There is no proof that 97 percent of scientists support global warming [1],
let alone errant policy proposals embodied in green deals seeking to fight
climate change. In fact, the 97 percent metric is a made up number.
There is general consensus, however, that the Earth has warmed by about
1 degree Celsius during the past 100 years. It’s been well documented
using tree rings and ice core samples, for example, that our planet has
experienced such temperature rate increases many times in its history.
There’s less than a one-degree increase, yet much craziness arises to deal
with what people in power deem “an existential crisis.” Left-of-center
physicist Denis Rancourt changed his tune and has gone so far as to say
that global warming is “strictly an imaginary problem of the 1st World
middle-class. It is as much psychological and social phenomenon as
anything else.”
If the global warming premise is wobbly, why are proposed solutions so
draconian? Ideologues seek to force all-electric housing and zero-carbon
buildings, compel all transportation to become electric, ban fossil fuels,
stop sales of red meat, reduce family sizes coupled with eliminating single
family housing (maximize density), genetically alter future children to be
shorter, and many more invasive measures. Its ideology and regulation
run amok.
The Heat-wave Index
Examining the EPA’s heat-wave index, it would appear that we continue to
experience a global cooling trend, not a global warming trend as Al Gore

11

and his climate followers would have you believe.
Inline image

The clue for the continued craziness is in the terminology. “Climate
change” became the moniker when neither “global cooling” nor “global
warming” was deemed appropriate for raising money or asserting power
through policy initiatives. This gets around the problem of the 40- or 50year cycles of alternative warming and then cooling. In fact, based on the
EPA’s own data, we’re still enjoying a cooling trend since the incredible
heatwaves of the 1930s. Simply draw a line from the most recent peak of
heat waves of the 1930s to your favorite year in the twenty-first century.
I’d call that a lowering of heat intensity over time, otherwise known as a
cooling trend.
Eat Insects and Lizards to Survive Global Cooling
In 1972, I lived in Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada and attended Ness Junior
High. I recall our social studies class included some fear-mongering related
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to the world entering a major cooling period coupled with people running
out of food because of over-population. Our social studies teacher brought
in chocolate covered ants and frogs legs as an object lesson, telling
students like me that this could become our future diet, thankfully, due to
the abundance of insects and lizards around the world.
Environmentalists also insisted during the 1970s we lived in an
environmental crisis because the earth was cooling. “Yes, cooling!” writes
Dinesh D’Souza. “Global cooling – not global warming – was the imminent
threat. Lowell Ponte’s book The Cooling is typical of the literature of the
time. The book is endorsed by leading climate scientists at Stanford
University and the University of Wisconsin at Madison. One of them, Reid
Bryson of Wisconsin, says that while scientists disagreed on the issue, a
majority of them believed the long-term trend is toward global cooling.
This is important because it contradicts claims by activists today that
cooling was a minority position among scientists in the 1970s [2]."
A specter of another Ice Age was raised at the time, similar to earlier
periods when the Earth was largely uninhabitable by humans. Many young
people were fearful back then. And today, many people are once again
fearful instead of enjoying their childhood. Greta Thunberg is one of those
young people who have been traumatized by, not global cooling, but
global warming, recast as climate change over the last few years.
(Please enjoy the Thunberg and the Australian counterpoint video attached.)

More Skepticism is Needed
I learned my lesson that a healthy skepticism and ignoring fear mongering
is good for the psyche. The respectful challenge of authority is required for
a democracy to thrive and I’d hope journalists step up and perform their
role as the fourth estate and get to the bottom of the climate change
debate. Is it cooling or is it warming or is it simply unpredictable, which is
the most likely case? Maybe journalists should follow the money and see
who is benefiting from California’s fabricated mandates such as all-electric
homes, electric vehicles, banning natural gas, and rooftop solar to name a
few.
One conservative journalist wrote, “By now you’re probably getting the
idea that the whole Green New Deal is a scam, a massive exercise in
globaloney, a transparent excuse to replace capitalism with socialism. The
rhetoric of the activists certainly supports this. ‘The climate crisis,’ Natasha
Fernandez-Silber writes in Jacobin, ‘is quite simply a crisis of capitalism . .
. We must either replace capitalism with a more sustainable economic
system – or face barbarism and extinction.’ Extinction or socialism: you
get to choose.” [2]
I’d choose a society where people can work hard and raise their family as
they see fit, can live in housing they choose with a big yard, with or
without carbon-based fuels (choice), can drive a vehicle of their choosing
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that doesn’t necessarily have to be plugged in, can enjoy a big, juicy steak
on the grill on Independence Day, and can decide how many children they
want to have without state intervention.
Maybe it’s time for an independent assessment of what’s going on, or not
going on, as the case may be. The noise over the issue or non-issue of
global warming is deafening. Americans should not have to give up choice
or independence under a regime of forced conformity going forward.
“With extreme heat in the forecast, the California Independent System
Operator, which runs the state’s electrical grid, issued a statewide Flex
Alert late Wednesday afternoon, encouraging people to conserve
electricity from 5 p.m. to 10 p.m. Thursday.”
– Taking cool refuge . . ., Pera & Murphy, The Press Democrat, June 17,
2021
Inline image

Graphic courtesy James Gore. Sent to Sonoma County residents June
17, 2021 just as rolling blackouts were slated to begin.
“It is a powerful convergence of interests among a very large number
of elites, including politicians who want to make it seem as though
they’re saving the world, environmentalists who want to raise money
and get control over very large issues like our entire energy policy,
media for sensationalism, Universities and professors for grants. You
can’t hardly get a science grant these days without saying it has
something to do with climate change.”
– Patrick Moore, Greenpeace cofounder, in 2014, explaining what he
thinks is behind the push for global warming
[1] The 97% Claim is False, as catalogued in Marc Morano’s 2018 book The
Politically Incorrect Guide to Climate Change: “The 97% estimate is bandied
about by basically everybody. I had a close look at what this study really did.
As far as I can see, this estimate just crumbles when you touch it. None of the
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statements in the papers are supported by the data that is actually in the
paper,” UN lead author Richard Tol said. “But this 97% is essentially pulled
from thin air, it is not based on any credible research whatsoever.” Tol’s
research found that only sixty-four papers out of nearly twelve thousand (64
out of 11,944) actually supported the alleged “consensus.” Tol published his
research debunking the 97 percent claim in the journal Energy Policy . . .
Meteorologist Anthony Watts summed up Tol’s research debunking Australian
researcher John Cook’s claims. The “97% consensus among scientists is not
just impossible to reproduce (since Cook is withholding data) but a veritable
statistical train wreck rife with bias, classification errors, poor data quality, and
inconsistency in the ratings process,” Watts wrote. (p.35). . . As Christopher
Monckton explained in 2015, “They had themselves only marked 65 out of
11,944 of the papers as representing that view of the consensus, and that is
not 97.1% that’s 0.5% . . . There is no consensus.” The 97 percent claim is
“fiction.” ’97 percent’ was a figure that was arrived at many years ago by the
people who’ve pushed this agenda,” Monckton noted. “They then realized that
they needed some sort of support for it, so they did a couple of very dopey
papers.” . . . In 2013, climatologist David Legates from the University of
Delaware and his team of researchers also challenged Cook’s 97 percent claims.
“The entire exercise was a clever sleight-of-hand trick,” Legates explained.
“What is the real figure? We may never know. Scientists who disagree with the
supposed consensus – that climate change is man-made and dangerous – find
themselves under constant attack.” (p.37)
[2] Sources for global cooling from Dinesh D’Souza’s The United States of
Socialism (2020) and more: John Fleck and William Connolley, “The Global
Cooling Mole,” March 7, 2008, realclimate.org; John Gribbin, “Causes and
Effects of Global Cooling,” Nature 254 (1975); Lowell Ponte, The Cooling
(Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 1976), p.xi, xv-xvi, 240, 247.

Rob Koslowsky
Author of The Tubbs Fire.
Also author of The Upstart Startup & Breach of Trust.
Author's page
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ROB KOSLOWSKY
ROBERT KOSLOWSKY
Climate Change, Climate Action, Climate Center, Climate Crisis
Monday, July 12, 2021 6:12:05 AM

Climate Change, Climate Action, Climate Center, Climate Crisis
“Nearly 70% of the value of a typical solar panel assembled in the
United States accrues to firms in China or Chinese firms operating
across Southeast Asia . . . Batteries for electric vehicles, their most
valuable component, follow a similar pattern.
– Center for Strategic and International Studies and BloombergNEF, an
energy research group, May 2021

“As someone who lived under communism for most of his life, I feel
obliged to say that I see the biggest threat to freedom, democracy, the
market economy and prosperity now in ambitious environmentalism.
This ideology wants to replace the free and spontaneous evolution of
mankind by a sort of central (now global) planning.”
– Freedom, Not Climate, is at Risk, Vaclav Klaus, Czech President,
Financial Times, June 13, 2007

Under the guise of the oft-used phrase, never let a crisis go to waste, the
steady drumbeat of climate crisis has created cacophonous confusion for
concerned Californians. The latest approved phrase, climate crisis, has
been called other things in my lifetime, including global cooling and global
warming. Now, the heavily funded and branded “climate crisis” is the
moniker de jour.
Leveraging slick marketing, funded primarily by government (tax dollars)
and allied corporations, the climate warriors have adopted “climate” into
their namesake causes. Climate Action is one organization with a name
that cries out for something to be done. Then there’s the Climate Action
Network and Climate Alliance, both international in scope. Our Kids’
Climate is another, the Happy Meal version of environmental fearmongering. Many of these groups pick an area to focus on, but their
overriding motive is to keep their funding flowing and control how
individuals live their lives.
So how should we live our lives?
The Climate Center and Climate Action both claim they have the answers
for Californians.
The Climate Center offers its answer through a singular focus. Their
mission, according to CEO Ellie Cohen, is to “speed and scale greenhouse
gas reductions.” Nothing else seems to matter, according to her December
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2020 presentation. Consensus no longer matters, we must do more
sooner, we’re told. The experts know better. The crisis is an existential
threat, so fall in line, or else. Whatever happened to the global cooling
threat during the 1970s? [1]
And the goalposts keep moving for the global warming threat: the socalled tipping point, the point of no return, moved from years ago to the
new date of 2042. Even President Jimmy Carter, during the 1970s, all but
gave up, saying, “We must face that the energy shortage is permanent.”
However, the energy shortage was short-lived. It was not a permanent
state for Americans and the United States became energy independent
during the tenure of our last president. Much of what I read in the Climate
Center’s presentation violates common sense. It’s confusing to follow, with
arbitrary dates thrown out with much abandon – 2025, 2030, 2050, and
many more “do or die” milestones.
Climate Center’s Inclusions and Omissions
Let’s review some of Ms. Cohen’s inclusions together with the omissions
not presented:
– Natural gas (predominantly methane) has become bad, according to the
Climate Center, when once it was touted as clean burning by
environmentalists. Busses running on clean natural gas will be replaced by
busses operating with electric batteries, those lithium-ion energy storage
devices built from mined rare earth minerals, a process that damages the
environment. The presentation is not balanced as it does not talk about
the use of Renewable Natural Gas (RNG), or the reduction in pipeline
leaks, which the State of California, to date, has ignored, or the fact that
methane devolves to carbon dioxide, which can be removed from the air
using carbon capture technology. Instead, the Climate Center and its allies
would have each homeowner in California spend more than $100,000 to
convert their home to all-electric and ban the use of natural gas, and
eventually propane too.
– Wildfires are bad for structures that lie in their path and we all agree on
that. However, the Climate Center makes the claim that “fall fire weather
days have doubled since 1980 in California, but [we] can reverse [this]
trend with major GHG reductions.” This assertion about reversal is a
stretch and a call to sacrifice residential resiliency. Missing from Ms.
Cohen’s assertions are the causes of almost all of the wildfires since 2017:
failing electric infrastructure (PG&E and other utilities), lack of vegetation
management, and lightning strikes. If we wait for some arbitrary and
shifting greenhouse gas reduction targets, the entire state will burn down
before the myriad of experts get it right.
– Increasing health impacts are cited too. We exhale carbon dioxide.
Plants consume carbon dioxide. Such a symbiosis is what drives the
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process of photosynthesis and production of much of our food supply. It
appears the focus on health concerns is an attempt by the Climate Center
to include every possible crisis in support of their cause. Indoor health
concerns are a much bigger threat to vulnerable citizens than breathing
carbon dioxide outside. Poor indoor air quality, according to the EPA and
CDC, is linked with asthma and other health risks for those exposed to
cigarette smoke, mold & mildew, pet dander, pollen, formaldehyde, VOCs,
wildfire smoke (of course), fireplace soot (particulate matter), and radon,
to name a few.

Photosynthesis courtesy of Encyclopedia Britannica. Other images courtesy
Shutterstock. Graphic courtesy R.K. Koslowsky. Note that CO2 rises are due to
rising temperatures; not the other way around.

Climate Action
And not to be outdone, Climate Action leapt into the fray in early January
with an article in the North Bay Business Journal (NBBJ).
I offered the following rebuttal to Doron Amiran’s musings:
If massive investments are required to stave off greenhouse gases, who
identifies what they are, and what the associated cost is? Certainly not the
Climate Safe California advocates, of which I assumed Mr. Amiran was
one. Any money spent on such projects needs its leaders to be held
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accountable for their effectiveness (both the project manager and the
results). For example, what is the usage percentage of the public Electric
Vehicle (EV) charging stations? Is there sufficient public availability for
those ‘fast-charging’ stations for people that choose to drive an EV beyond
running local errands? No one seems to ever use the ones installed in
Furber Plaza’s parking lot (Cloverdale), for example.
I argued that one of his premises is incorrect, i.e., achieving “a resilient
and carbon-free energy system.” First, all-electric + solar battery back-ups
are not resilient. Extended electric outages force rapid expiration of
residential battery backup systems in less than a day. Second, there is no
such thing as a carbon-free energy system. Maybe the future can become
somewhat sustainable and offer lower carbon with more variable energy
resources such as wind and tidal power added to the mix. Geothermal and
nuclear are even better, as these renewables are not variable producers
like the wind or the sun. We’re all carbon-based life forms and
continuously exhale carbon dioxide and release methane periodically, just
like cattle.
Mr. Amiran also echoed Ms. Cohen and linked wildfires to greenhouse gas
reductions while pushing natural gas bans, ideas that are nonsensical.
Almost all of the wildfires as I mentioned earlier from 2017 to date
resulted from failing electrical infrastructure, almost no vegetation
management, and lightning strikes.
He noted: “California clearly needs to make major investments now to
save lives and money down the road?” Make investments in what? In
vegetation management? Apparently, our own governor doesn’t believe in
this and has used reducing fuel loads as simply a talking point.   The
Associated Press (AP) reported on June 24, 2021, “State fire officials have
treated less than 18 of the 140 square miles that the Democratic governor
has touted.” The AP added, “In 2020, California’s fuel reduction efforts
also dropped from the year before, and Newsom cut the fire prevention
budget by $150 million, CapRadio reported.”
I would be more concerned about saving lives and homes, protecting
businesses, and ensuring resilience, over "saving money down the road,"
whatever that means.
Mr. Amiran highlighted “delayed GHG reductions.” However, during both
2019 and 2020, GHG reductions were achieved in California and across the
U.S. What delay was he referring to? Emissions have already fallen here.
Who are the wealthy he targets? Two-income families? Families with
homes? Anyone working in a corporation? Anyone working in Government?
What is it that the wealthy can afford that others cannot? Increasing sales
taxes and more utility fees hit everyone equally.
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Why penalize mobility? Taking an airplane trip to bury a loved one out of
state is to be taxed? Flying to a daughter’s graduation is frowned upon?
Attending a son’s college football game should pay for an EV charger? I
don’t understand Mr. Amiran’s thinking.
How does reducing inequity reduce GHG emissions and why is this better
than creating equal opportunities for people who can then choose how to
power their home or apartment as they see fit?
Besides, any resilient energy system requires natural gas back-up over
solar + battery, for example, to ensure safety and security during long
electric outages resulting from PSPSs and electric grid failures.
Hydroelectric and natural gas power plants are required to cover for the
intermittency of wind and solar to avoid brownouts, rotating blackouts,
and electric grid failures (due to an aging infrastructure) whenever the
California electric grid is stressed (high temps, winds calm, sun sets, etc.).
Instead, maybe what we need, is a bit more critical thinking.
“Corteva is committed to developing products that help reduce farm
GHG emissions and increase yields . . . [For example,] our Optinyte™
technology, which helps to keep nitrogen in the root zone longer, ready
for crop uptake—reducing denitrification and decreasing the amount of
greenhouse gases released into the atmosphere. Where Optinyte™
technology is used by farmers, it enhances soil health and can help
decrease greenhouse gas emissions that result from unstable fertilizer
by more than 50% while increasing yield potential.”
– Corteva 2020 Annual Report, p.4
Climatologist John Christy of the University of Alabama in Huntsville,
during his September 20, 2012 testimony to the House Energy and
Power Subcommittee, testified to Congress on the need to eliminate
energy poverty: “Oil and other carbon-based energies are simply the
affordable means by which we satisfy our true addictions – long life,
good health, plentiful food, internet services, freedom of mobility,
comfortable homes with heating, cooling, lighting and even colossal
entertainment systems, and so on. Carbon energy has made these
possible.”
[1] Governor overstated fire prevention work, AP, June 24, 2021.
[2] Neither Mr. Amiran or Ms. Cohen responded to these questions.
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Need a New Clothes Dryer? Avoid Its Heat-Pump Incarnation and
Save the Planet
“If you run a regular vented dryer at home, the typical drying cycle will
be 60 minutes . . . It is the heat pump dryer that extends your laundry
time dramatically, with the average cycle taking at least 105 minutes to
complete.”
– Greengarageblog.org, pulled July 15, 2021
[RKK: Plus the smaller capacity of heat-pump dryers means many more loads of
laundry are required]

“Ventless dryers tend to be noisier than their vented counterparts . . .
Most ventless dryers, especially the ones with a heat pump, are some
of the loudest appliances in the industry today . . . Since many heat
pump models take longer to dry clothes when compared to a vented
model, that means you’re listening to the sound of the appliance for a
longer time with each load too.”
– Greengarageblog.org, pulled July 15, 2021
[RKK: Plus the smaller drums used in heat-pump dryers means large sheet sets
and comforters will have to be sent out for dry-cleaning]

In early 2020, I wrote about the push to electrify clothes dryers with the
banning of natural gas in some Sonoma County towns and cities. In July
2021, I read about the type of electric dryer that must be used at the
expense of another type of electric dryer [1]. The standard electric dryer
used by county residents, since its inception in the late 1930s, is being
replaced with the heat-pump dryer through government fiat.
Arising mandates to install not only all-electric appliances, but also to
employ mostly heat-pump-based ones is the equivalent to body-shaming.
The amount of electricity consumed by an appliance is to be regulated,
with further mandates not too far down the road. Consuming too much
electricity to dry clothes has been deemed just as bad as using natural gas
clothes dryers. Shaming is to be invoked whenever natural gas or
excessive electricity is being consumed, especially between the hours of 4
p.m. and 10 p.m. each day [2]. The hard-working electron in tandem with
surging amperes of current propelled under the pressure of high-voltage
transmission lines is to be de-stressed in the name of efficiency, with
usage breaks enforced during dinner hour. The hard-working electron
simply doesn’t want to be blacked out when high electricity demand
overwhelms the available supply from California’s electric grid.
We’re told, “Using a refrigerant in condenser coils makes heat-pump
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dryers at least 28% more energy-efficient than standard dryers, according
to the federal Energy Star program.” On the surface of it that sounds
good, but requiring much longer drying times, hence using more
electricity, defeats the purpose of higher efficiency. Only the electron feels
better, since less pressure is felt when a heat-pump-based appliance has
been mandated for the residence.
Heat-pump Dryers May Actually Produce More Global Warming
But condenser coils need refrigerants, just like air conditioners and
refrigerators. These refrigerants have a much higher greenhouse warming
potential (GWP) than methane used to power natural gas clothes dryers. If
carbon dioxide gas is used as a reference of 1, then methane’s GWP has
been pegged at somewhere between 28 and 36 by various climate change
(global warming or global cooling) study groups. However, refrigerants
used in heat-pump clothes dryers possess a GWP hundreds of times
greater. They range from a GWP of 2,088 (Puron – R410a), popular in
today’s heat-pumps, to 1,430 (HFC-134a) often used in wine refrigerators
[3].

If central air-conditioning is replaced with AC window units or heatpump technology in new residential construction, which is a technology
also used in mandated electric heat-pump dryers, then the required
R410a refrigerant will only be available for a couple of years. At that
time, this high GWP refrigerant will be phased out in favor of another
refrigerant. Then, new replacement appliances featuring this “new and
improved” refrigerant will also be required. New refrigerants are not
compatible with previously installed appliances.
Photo courtesy R.K. Koslowsky.

The good news, if you can call it that, is that 90% of refrigerant leaks
occur during the end-of-life of these appliances. Consequently, a few
leaking electric dryers of the heat-pump persuasion will produce more
global warming than a whole town of natural gas ones. The solution to
leaking heat-pumps might be the dispatching of trained technicians to
collect refrigerant gases before a failed heat-pump clothes dryer is
replaced by another one [4].
Maintenance of Heat-pump Dryer Models
“Heat-pump models often have a pair of lint screens, one finer than the
other, so there’s a bit of extra maintenance,” writes the Washington Post.
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“And they have condenser coils, which need to be kept clean for efficient
operation . . . with most models, cleaning is a manual task that might
need to be done weekly,” says the article.
I guess a little bit more time to maintain a more complicated appliance
while using more electricity to vacuum its innards is worth the touted
efficiency gains. “Vacuuming off the coils isn’t complicated,” we’re told,
“there’s a hatch on the front that opens to give access.”
The Washington Post reporter tried to offer a different “spin” on her story,
“Heat-pump dryers have a bad reputation for taking a long time to dry
clothes. It’s true that they generally take longer than traditional dryers
[both standard electric dryers and the superior-performing [5] natural gas
dryers], which use heat to speed evaporation.”
If a household needs to do 12 loads of laundry per week, “a ventless dryer
will have you working at least 3 more hours on this chore each week,”
reports greengarageblog. Of course, that assumes the ventless heat-pump
electric dryer dries the clothes in the same amounted of time as the
vented model (either traditional electric or natural gas). “If you must dry
your clothing quickly,” writes the blogger, “then a vented appliance will
always be your best choice . . . When looking at this issue from a timebased perspective, you could double the time it takes to get through your
laundry each week. If it takes you 10 hours to get through all your
laundry, budget at least 20 hours if you [are forced to using] a ventless
model.” [6]
Residents in newly built California homes will no longer use heat to dry
clothes, especially when air-conditioning technology can be used to “cooldry” the clothes [7]. The spin of the matter, writes the Post, is that “if you
pair a heat-pump dryer with an energy-efficient washer, which takes
longer to complete a cycle than older, less-efficient washers, then loads
should move along roughly in lock-step.”
I guess that means there will no longer be loads of washed clothes waiting
for the dryer, since both the washing, and now the drying processes will be
elongated.
There we have it . . . Time to do laundry may be efficient for the electron,
but inefficient for the person performing the chore. Even, the Energy Star
program doesn’t say how long it will take to dry a specific load with this
new heat-pump electric dryer technology, but the users and bloggers are
informing wary consumers.
This is one of the first times in my life I’ve heard of a program,
accompanied with a building code mandate, that touts efficiency while
actually making the chore of laundry inefficient, more complicated, less
available, and more expensive.
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I’m sticking with my natural gas clothes dryer. It’s very time efficient and
good for the environment too.
“There should be no ‘static’ if you ‘cling’ to your gas dryer.”
– R.K. Koslowsky, tongue-in-cheek, July 2021
“The fact that gas dryers run hotter, means most clothes tumble for a
shorter period, saving both time to complete household chores and
energy consumption. By tumbling less, clothes also experience lower
wear-and-tear since the fabrics spend less time in the dryer . . . Gas
dryers produce less static cling. When a gas dryer turns off, the heat
dissipates quickly, reducing the amount of wrinkling. Furthermore, gas
dryers typically feature surgical grade stainless steel drums. Tumbling
clothes in this hygienic, smooth surface environment protects them
from snagging . . . Economically, the price of natural gas is generally
lower than electricity and depending on rates, drying a load with a gas
dryer can save 8 to 17 cents per load.”
– Extract: The Gas Dryer Analysis, R.K. Koslowsky, January 6, 2020
[1] Need a new dryer? Consider a heat-pump model, Jeanne Huber,
Washington Post, July 10, 2021.
[2] If more money can be made exporting excess solar power outside of
California, it’s done; the customers in the Golden State be damned. For
regulators, investors and energy arbitragers, it’s all about the money. Pockets
are lined with profits and Keep it Golden is the latest state initiative seeking to
shame Californians for using too much electricity, especially air conditioning
when temperatures crack the 90-degree mark. Since needed power will be
exported during peak solar production periods, the State is asking consumers to
use less power to prevent them from causing those power outages in the
evening, from 4 p.m. to 10 p.m. Apparently, it’s poor planning by the
consumers of electricity that cause outages, not the export of profitable power
elsewhere or the needed investment in power plants that can operate and
produce electricity even when the sun sets. For more, see Assigning Blame for
Those Renewable Energy Problems, R.K. Koslowsky, May 10, 2021.
[3] Methane’s GWP is 28–36, based on carbon dioxide’s GWP baseline of 1.
Refrigerants used in heat-pump dryers, refrigerators, air-conditioning systems,
and other heat pumps have GWPs ranging from 124 (HFC-152a) to 675 (R-32)
to 1,430 (HFC-134a) to 2,088 (Puron – R410a) to the now banned CFC-12, also
known as R-12 Freon (10,900). The chemical concoction R-134a (1,1,1,2tetrafluoroethane) is one of those refrigerants that replaced Freon during the
late 1980s to reduce damage to the Earth’s ozone layer. Heat pumps using R134a or R-22 Freon (difluoromonochloromethane) replaced this R-12 Freon
(dichlorodifluoromethane) and they have similar thermodynamic properties but
with much lower ozone depletion potential and a somewhat lower global
warming potential. While natural gas is predominantly methane, heat pump
refrigerants use either a methane- or ethane-based gas. There remains much
confusion about what to do, short of banning all air conditioning in homes and
automobiles as well as eliminating all refrigeration. As of January 1, 2020, R22
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Freon used in early heat-pumps was replaced by R-410a (Puron). And not to be
outdone by other refrigerants, R134A, can still be used for wine refrigerators –
I live in Sonoma County, of course. But wait, there are ongoing discussions that
this latest, recently introduced R410A heat-pump optimized refrigerant, may
start to be phased out by 2025 and fully phased out by 2034. Then, the next
new refrigerant . . . which has not yet been decided upon, will appear.
Discussions are leading to the use of a flammable refrigerant starting in
2025. This could cause hazardous situations for installers and homeowners.
Installers would have to weld using torches with a flammable gas nearby and
homeowners located in wildland-urban interfaces probably don’t need an even
more flammable gas as part of their all-electric heat-pump system. It is
important to note that as a flammable refrigerant, R-32, a leading replacement
candidate, cannot be retrofitted into an existing R-410A heat-pump system,
which was recently mandated in those cities forcing all-electric building codes.
Another new heating-cooling system or dryer will be needed for those homes in
just a few years.
[4] From one recent study of traditional electric and natural gas dryers, “The
Reach Code Team determined that the typical first installed cost for electric
appliances is very similar to that for natural gas appliances. This was based on
information provided by HVAC contractors, plumbers and builders as well as a
review of other studies. After review of various sources, the Reach Code Team
concluded that the cost difference between gas and electric resistance options
for clothes dryers and stoves is negligible and that the lifetimes of the two
technologies are also similar.”
[5] The Gas Dryer Analysis, R.K Koslowsky, January 6, 2020. An updated
extract:
There are a number of reasons gas dryers are preferred over traditional electric
dryers. In addition to the fact that the Consumer Energy Center estimates using
a natural gas dryer can result in up to 50 percent savings in dryer energy costs,
the following benefits and savings are delivered with a natural gas-based drying
solution:
Quicker heating
Runs hotter
Use of simpler 120-volt outlets
Shorter tumbling periods
Reduced wear and tear on clothing
Lower price for natural gas than electricity to run a given drying cycle
Less static cling
Less wrinkling of clothes
Protection against snagging
When compared to the heat-pump variety of electric dryer, the following
benefits can be accrued:
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Significant initial cost savings
Half the time to finish the laundry
Runs quieter and doesn’t drown out conversations
No risk of mildew formation because of the vented design
Accommodates larger laundry loads so less drying cycles required and no
extra dry-cleaning bills to dry those large items

[6] Ventless dryers are being heavily promoted as saving money, because the
installation of a vent to the outside environment is not required. However,
depending on the heat-pump design, in order to remove the humid air
produced by its refrigeration cycle, a laundry room fan is required to vent this
air to the outside (to prevent mildew growth). Fan installation costs are greater
than those for a dryer vent for either the traditional electric dryer or the natural
gas dryer. Builders are now installing both of these vents in the laundry rooms
of new home construction, so there is no savings at all, just more cost for the
homeowner.
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Ceiling fan used to vent laundry room air. Photo courtesy R.K. Koslowsky.

[7] The cooler drying of clothes, when taken to the extreme, is freeze-drying
clothes. Decades ago, during the winter months, clothes taken directly from the
washing machine were often hung outside on clotheslines. The clothes literally
freeze-dried and no electricity was consumed. Applying this approach, in part,
led to the heat-pump concept, where efficiency (using little electricity) is touted
as clothes are “cool-dried” in heat-pump dryers. The heat-pump promoters
argue theses types of dryers avoid the used of a heat source, either electric
resistance coils or natural gas combustion, to dry clothes after they’re washed.
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Gas vs. Electricity – Homeowners’ Preferences
“Tell me what you want, what you really, really want.”
– Spice Girls, Wannabe, 1996
Fossil fuels enable the medical profession: “Some might argue that
scientific discovery or modern medicine is the true marker of progress.
But energy is even more fundamental. Medical professional would have
trouble saving lives without scalpels and other instruments made from
metal forged with fossil fuels, lighting to allow surgeons to see clearly,
medicines made from petrochemicals, plastic devices made from
natural gas, and electricity to heat water for disinfection.”
– Michael E. Webber, Power Trip: The Story of Energy, 2019, p.8

A Sonoma County builder recently forwarded an article authored by his
trade group, the National Association of Home Builders. The 2021 edition
of What Home Buyers Really Want revealed peoples’ preferences for the
type of appliances installed in their homes [1].
Choices Available Everywhere, Except in Some California Cities Going
Forward
Consumers prefer gas (51%) to electricity (39%) for cooking, but
generally prefer electricity (51%) to gas (33%) for their air heating and
cooling systems. Meanwhile, it was a toss-up on water heaters with
consumers split on electricity (45%) versus gas (40%) for water heating
systems, with 15% indicating no preference.
Regional preferences also dictate one’s choice, which may often be
predicated upon an existing structure’s utility connections. For example,
the report observes, “In the East South Central (59%), South Atlantic
(49%) and West South Central (48%) regions, the majority of consumers
prefer electricity for cooking, while the Middle Atlantic (68%), Mountain
(62%) and New England (59%) regions are more heavily weighted toward
gas.”
“The biggest factors contributing to respondents’ preferences, regardless
of region or system, are money savings and reliability,” adds the report.
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In California, state officials argue that the most important factor is not cost
savings, performance, or reliability; it’s regulation. With new home
construction, homeowner choice has been removed in cities choosing
onerous reach codes and new home buyers must purchase all-electric
appliances. In this case, unless those added building code regulations are
rescinded, it will soon be no gas (0%) and all electricity (100%).
Currently, this is not the state of affairs, unless existing homeowners
become subject to a forced retrofit of their abode from using two sources
of energy to relying on a single source, thereby adding those homeowners
and renters to the list of residences featuring less resiliency.
But there is good news, somewhat. The California Energy Commission
(CEC) advised me in January 2020, “. . . the statewide Energy Code does
not require all-electric construction.” It simply provides local municipalities
with the ability to apply ‘reach codes.’ To avoid such overreach, residents
will need to contact their local jurisdictions who have adopted (or are
trying to adopt) all-electric ordinances. If you don’t want to live in a
community that mandates all-electric, tell your elected city leaders you
don’t want to lose either energy source and prefer to make your own
choices when it comes to household appliances [2,3].
The Press Democrat editorial board summed it up best on January 8,
2020: “California’s history as a state has been one of growth, but after
more than a century of rapid population increases, growth has stalled.

29

From 2018 to 2019, the state grew by less than a percentage point. More
people moved out than moved in. The birth rate made up the difference,
but it, too, is slowing.”
Excessive regulation is one of many factors leading to a shrinking
California population. To wit, the proposed introduction of an all-electric
home, through aggressive and excessive reach code-based regulation,
makes many household-proven appliances obsolete. Such Orwellian
mandates will not only compel more people to leave but also make those
that live here energy poor and financially stressed. It’s time to say, “No
more over-regulation!”
“We find that if natural gas is available it is the hands down choice for
space heating, although we very rarely use gas air conditioning. An all
electric home is selected when gas service is not available. The propane
option is also rarely selected as we find the supply pricing to be
somewhat unstable.”
– Randy Strauss, July 9, 2021
“We use gas in the winter to run the furnace and electrical in summer
to run the AC units. The propane option here is rarely used but for
maybe a house that is rural and off the grid.”
– Don Simons, July 12, 2021
[1] https://nahbnow.com/2021/07/gas-vs-electricity-which-energy-source-doconsumers-prefer/
[2] E-mail excerpt from the CEC to R.K. Koslowsky, January 28, 2020.
[3] With traditional electric dryers to be banned (see: Need a New Clothes
Dryer? Avoid Its Heat-Pump Incarnation and Save the Planet, R.K. Koslowsky,
submitted July 19, 2021), the cost for new home construction has risen by
more than $30,000, contrary to the misinformation provided by the California
Energy Commissions (CEC) two years ago touting savings to go “all-electric.”
These errors promulgated by the State have since been challenged by
numerous homeowners, but the CEC has refused to make the corrections, a
summary of which is provided below, and updated since February 2020 to
reflect the added costs for heat-pump clothes dryers (minimum $1,400) over
traditional electric dryers or natural gas clothes dryers (typically $400).
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Blackouts Looming and What to Do
“The people making decisions about how much power would be needed
in California were routinely underestimating the demand for electricity.
It’s happening again. Summer, it turns out, was unexpected.”
– Susan Shelley, SoCal News Group, July 15, 2021
“'Higher bills and the likelihood of more planned outages — is a source
of frustration for many customers,' said Supervisor Lynda Hopkins, the
board chairwoman. She cited the utility’s latest bid for a rate increase,
now before the state Public Utilities Commission. It is seeking a
roughly 18% hike over current rates for gas and electricity customers.”
– PG&E warns of more shut-offs, Emma Murphy, The Press Democrat,
July 21, 2021

2021 is a new year and we’re told there is no longer a “fire season” per se.
Instead, we’re told wildfires have become year-round phenomena.
Apparently, blackouts have also become year-round phenomena. The
biggest contributor to blackouts is California’s solar resource, which stops
generating electricity just when everybody needs it most.
The problem is complicated when power plants are prevented from
delivering needed replacement (or back-up) power from places such as
Oregon. It turns out that California is wholly dependent on other states to
provide extra electricity since in-state nuclear power plants are being
shuttered and natural gas generating facilities are being shut down [1].
California has lost energy independence, exemplified when Flex alerts were
one again issued during July. The Bootleg fire in Oregon took out highvoltage transmission lines along “Path 66” and all of a sudden 4,000
megawatts (MW) of imported electricity needed as the sun set was
unavailable to bail out California. Fortunately, the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) disagreed with the Sierra Club and other activists last
year and extended the operational life of a number of natural gas-fired
power plants in order to keep the lights on and the air-conditioning
running, mostly [1–2].

32

Graphic courtesy CAISO

In a strange twist of fate, the Path 66 outage and many others were
predicted by CAISO members prior to the severe fire season of 2017 [3].
Nothing was done four years ago to forestall potential outages.
Furthermore, vegetation management was not taken seriously until
California’s governor was caught over-reporting progress earlier this
summer. PG&E is feeling the heat too and the company announced that
many of its transmission lines will be buried going forward [4], albeit for
additional double-digit rate increases on one’s electric bill. As the 2018
CEC-CAISO-funded report stated, “Adaptation options to decrease this
[fire] threat to the grid should be considered. These options may include
locating transmission in low fire risk zones, undergrounding lines, and
encouraging urban infill to shrink urban perimeters.”
Advocates Continue to Put Residents at Risk
The LA Times reported in December 2019 [5], “Clean energy advocates
are convinced California could build enough non-polluting resources by
summer 2021 to replace the coastal gas plants.” They were way off the
mark in their predictions and continue to put Californians at risk with their
religious zeal to close natural gas plants, stop nuclear power production,
and abandon hydroelectric facilities across California. It’s a form of NIMBY
where activists want electricity customers to pay more for power coming
from out of state but don’t want low-cost, local energy production to
support the residents living in the Golden State. Indeed, Pacific Gas &
Electric has asked California regulators “to approve a $5.5 billion rate
increase for customers from 2023 to 2026, which could raise the average

33

residential bill by roughly $430 per year,” according to a July 31, 2021
New York Times article entitled Grids under strain.
If a diverse set of energy sources is not maintained, then California will be
entering its own version of the dark ages [6,7]. Surely that can’t be what
the zealots and activists seek. In the meantime, significant investment in
both nuclear power and natural gas generating stations should be
reexamined and pursued. Coupled with vegetation management and the
undergrounding of power lines to mitigate fire ignitions, California could be
on a better “path” forward, much better than the electrical versions of
“Route 66” today.
“On the afternoon of July 8, California power officials frantically
ordered another Flex Alert, the third of the summer. The weather was
hot, and air conditioners would be running . . . And then, unexpectedly,
the sun would go down.”
– Susan Shelley, SoCal News Group, July 15, 2021
Key Finding 3: “It would be extremely costly and impractical to replace
all natural gas generation capacity with wind, solar and storage.”
– E3 Presentation to CEC, Nov 18, 2019
[1] California reluctantly retained three gas-fired power plants – Long Beach,
Oxnard, and Redondo Beach. They were supposed to be closed in 2020, but
cooler heads prevailed and thought better about their closures because of last
summer's rolling blackouts. The state also kept its last remaining nuclear power
plant, Diablo Canyon, running to offset the potential loss of imported power.
The Long Beach (1.7 MW), Oxnard (1.5 MW), and Redondo Beach (1.3 MW)
natural gas plants, in addition to the Diablo Canyon nuclear facility (2.3 MW)
can produce up to 7.0 MW of energy, eliminating the need to rely on Oregon’s
electricity to backstop demand as the sun sets. Oregon’s supply has proven to
be too far away to do California any good this summer.
[2] California mandates more and more renewable energy, but it only allows
utility providers to count wind and solar resources, not nuclear or hydroelectric
power, as “renewable.” Industry observers consider such decisions “idiotic” as
neither nuclear nor hydro contribute to global warming and they can operate
when the sun isn’t shining or the wind isn’t blowing.
[3] ASSESSING THE IMPACT OF WILDFIRES ON THE CALIFORNIA ELECTRICITY
GRID, August 2018, for the CEC, CCCA4-CEC-2018-002.
[4] PG&E announced in July 2021 that the company would move 10,000 miles
of the utility's power lines underground: PG&E will spend at least $15 billion
burying power lines, Michael Liedtke, AP Business Writer, Sacramento Bee, July
22, 2021.
[5] California faces a crossroads on the path to 100% clean energy, Sammy
Roth, LA Times, December 12, 2019 AND
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Aging power plants in Southern California won’t close as scheduled, Martin
Wisckol, Orange County Register, September 1, 2020
[6] Blackouts are becoming more frequent: California’s electric grid operator
issued a statewide Flex Alert on July 27, 2021 for Wednesday, July 28th
because of higher-than-normal temperatures in inland Northern California.
CAISO asked consumers statewide to conserve electricity from 4-9 p.m. The
operator is expecting increased use of air conditioning to strain the state’s
power supply . . . Reduced electricity use during a Flex Alert can prevent
further power interruptions or emergency measures such as rotating power
outages. CAISO begged Californians to conserve electricity or face rolling power
outages, the sixth time it has done so this summer.
[7] “Power outages have pushed hospitals to a crisis point. Family businesses
are struggling to survive . . . Decades of neglect and underinvestment have left
power grids unable to cope. Drought has crippled hydroelectric generation.”
This sounds awfully like the situation California is facing, but this report
addresses the current situation in Iraq. As Jessica Obeid, a nonresident scholar
at the Washington-based Middle East Institute, says, “. . . the roots of this are
poor planning, weak governance and low investment in the power sector.” It’s
high time state leaders return to making investments in electric infrastructure
and ensuring a diverse set of energy sources, not just rooftop solar.
– Source: Press Democrat Newswatch, July 25, 2021

Rob Koslowsky
Author of The Tubbs Fire.
Also author of The Upstart Startup & Breach of Trust.
Author's page
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ROB KOSLOWSKY
ROBERT KOSLOWSKY
Banning Hair Dryers to Prevent Blackouts
Monday, August 09, 2021 3:29:28 AM

Banning Hair Dryers to Prevent Blackouts
“Half of Cloverdale lost power for an hour and half starting at 10 a.m. It
was one of those many unexpected and unannounced PG&E power
outages.”
– A typical, sunny summer morning in early July 2021
“Modern wealth is enabled through access to some form of energy, and
those without energy remain poor.”
– Michael E. Webber, Power Trip: The Story of Energy, 2019, p.136

The underlying message, imploring Californians to stop using power
between 4 in the afternoon and 10 at night, is to make up, in part, for the
growing demand of electricity attributed to mandated government
insistence on all-electric homes and electric vehicles (EVs). To offset
consumer increase for more electricity and to Keep it Golden, plans are in
the works to ensure more efficiency (regulation) in household appliances
and the eventual outright ban of specific power-hungry electrical devices
(in the form of yet-to-be-announced penalties).
Three of these offending appliance groups are hair dryers and irons,
electric kettles for boiling water, and pool pumps. Defining out-of-favor inhome appliances is just another volley in a long list of concerted
government attempts to tamp down the need for electricity, since roundthe-clock power production has been deemed bad for the environment.
Nature, the State of California insists, will define when humanity has
access to power, i.e., when the sun shines and when the wind blows, not
when people need it.
The Once Beloved Hair Blower, Popularized During the Farrah Fawcett Era
Consider the hand-held electric hair dryer or hair blower. Each one
requires somewhere between one and two kilowatts of power, about the
same demand as an electric vehicle charging in the garage. Granted, the
hair dryer only draws power for minutes at a time while the EV does so for
hours, but the use of sixty hair blowers approximates the energy
consumption of one electric vehicle.
But wait. There are other offending electrical appliances: the steam iron
and curling iron. They are two candidates for regulation and penalties as
well. The innocent curling iron only consumes 200 watts, but the steam
iron is on par with the hair dryer and EV, consuming between 0.8 and 2
kilowatts. “Its egregious,” environmentalists complain. “How could we
have let this abuse of our electric grid go on for so long?”
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A few years ago, as Venezuela’s electric grid began to collapse in early
2016, President Nicolas Maduro “urged women to stop using hairdryers
and offered alternative styling tips as the country’s energy crisis
continues.” He mansplained, “I think a woman looks better when she runs
her fingers through her hair and lets it dry naturally.” One Caracas
resident said [1], “If the President thinks that not blowdrying our hair is
going to help, then the problem is far worse than we thought.”

Does this mean 60 people must give up either their blow dryer or steam
iron, or 300 people must sacrifice their curling irons or hair crimpers, in
order to allow one electric vehicle owner to charge their all-electric car for
one day? At that rate, there could be no hair blowers, curling irons, or
steam irons left in California in no time, except in the museums. Policy
discussions like these have led many Californians to ask, “Are California’s
politicos behaving like the corrupt socialists in Venezuela?” [2]
Is It Worse Than We Think?
Indeed, if California officials are encouraging residents to use less electric
power, the problem in the Golden State is far worse than we’re being told.
It’s the surge that stresses the grid and begins the process to shut it
down. As Michael Webber points out, “If millions of hair dryers operate at
roughly the same time, it creates a surge in electrical demand that can
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measure in the gigawatts. Keep in mind that one nuclear power plant
typically provides about 1 gigawatt of power.” In California, we also have
the problem of people wanting to turn on the air-conditioning when they
return home from work. It’s that surge that California’s power grid can’t
easily handle. It appears to be that almost any surge in electric demand
will cripple the grid.
Maybe regulators should keep the Diablo Canyon nuclear power plant
operational, just to support the morning and evening surges in hair blower
demand or add more efficient natural gas power plants to ensure those
EVs can charge at night.
While this debate continues around California, hair dryers will be targeted
for removal and air-conditioning will be throttled back through government
control of the smart thermostat installed in recently upgraded all-electric
homes.
Keeping it Golden is tough on California residents.
“If water is life, energy is quality of life. Modern energy – electricity,
natural gas, or propane, instead of cow dung, straw, peat or firewood –
lets households get out of the cold and cook their food in a way that
produces less smoke, soot, and ash. Importantly, access to energy
enables access to education. And education is one of the most
important pathways to affluence.”
– Michael E. Webber, Power Trip: The Story of Energy, 2019, p.136
[1] https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/venezuela-energycrisis-president-tells-women-stop-using-hairdryers-and-go-natural-style-saveelectricity-a6976246.html
[2] https://www.latimes.com/opinion/op-ed/la-oe-kirchick-venezuela-

pundits-20170802-story.html

Rob Koslowsky
Author of The Tubbs Fire.
Also author of The Upstart Startup & Breach of Trust.
Author's page
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Item No. 2b.
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Marta Cruz
Irene Camacho-Werby
Fwd: Request re: Prohibition of Filling of New Swimming Pools in Cloverdale
Monday, August 09, 2021 12:37:11 PM
WSCP-Pool-Restrictions_Cloverdale_CPSA_2021-08-009.pdf

Marta Cruz, Mayor
City of Cloverdale
124 N Cloverdale Blvd
Cloverdale, CA 95425
707-894-2521
mcruz@ci.cloverdale.ca.us
Begin forwarded message:
From: Adam Horn <ahorn@nalobby.net>
Date: August 9, 2021 at 11:53:17 AM PDT
To: Marta Cruz <mcruz@ci.cloverdale.ca.us>, Todd Lands
<tlands@ci.cloverdale.ca.us>, Melanie Bagby <mbagby@ci.cloverdale.ca.us>,
Joe Palla <jpalla@ci.cloverdale.ca.us>, Gus Wolter
<gwolter@ci.cloverdale.ca.us>
Cc: John Norwood <JNorwood@nalobby.net>
Subject: Request re: Prohibition of Filling of New Swimming Pools in
Cloverdale


On behalf of the California Pool and Spa Association (CPSA) and the Pool and Hot Tub
Alliance (PHTA), attached is a letter to request the City Council to reconsider the
prohibition on the initial filling of new swimming pools, as outlined in the Cloverdale
Water Conservation Ordinance. Any questions or need for clarification can be directed
to John Norwood, jnorwood@nalobby.net, cc’d here.
Thank you,

<!--[if !vml]-->
<!--[endif]-->Adam Horn

Legislative Coordinator
915 L Street, Suite 1100
Sacramento, CA 95814
916-447-5053
916-516-2400 (c)
ahorn@nalobby.net
E-MAIL NOTICE
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This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential
and/or privileged information. Any review, use, disclosure or distribution by persons or entities
other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender by reply and destroy all copies of the original message. Thank you.
To reply to our E-mail Administrator directly, please call (916) 447-5053 and delete this email.
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August 9, 2021
Mayor Marta Cruz
City of Cloverdale
124 N. Cloverdale Boulevard
Cloverdale, CA 95425
RE: Request for Reconsideration on Restrictions Against Filling New Pools
Dear Mayor Cruz:
I am writing on behalf of CPSA and our member pool builders and suppliers that serve your city. We are
requesting that the City Council reconsider its decision to prohibit the initial filling of new swimming pools,
as outlined in the Cloverdale Water Conservation Ordinance set for amending on August 11, 2021. We do
not have an issue with prohibiting the dumping and refilling of existing swimming pools.
We are very aware that California is experiencing a severe drought and water is a precious commodity.
However, prohibiting the filling of swimming pools and spas is, at most, a symbolic gesture. Pools use very
little water and, as such, there is no basis in fact or science that would indicate that banning the filling of
swimming pools would have anything but a de minimis impact on water conservation. However, what this
prohibition does achieve is to threaten the very existence of pool builders and spa retailers in the community
who have weathered the COVID-19 storm over the last 18 months.
Let me provide some facts relative to swimming pools:
1. A new swimming pool requires an average of 14,000-18,000 gallons of water to fill it. When you sum
the total amount of water to fill all new swimming pools that were permitted by a city annually and
compare the sum against the average one-day use of water by the city’s residents, you find that filling
new pools accounts for less than 1% of a city’s one-day water use.
2. Filling new swimming pools takes less water than car washes that recycle their water. According to
the Western Car Wash Association, car wash facilities that recycle their water use approximately 1.5%
of a city’s annual water use.
3. Once filled, a new pool saves 10,000 gallons of water in the first year it is installed, and 30,000 gallons
annually thereafter. Santa Margarita Water District Study
4. In the state’s guidebook for Urban Water Management Plans the State of California's only water
conservation restriction relative to swimming pools and spas is to recommend that cities require
pools to be covered when not in use. A pool that is covered when not in use can save up to 97% of
the water lost through evaporation.
5. The swimming pool and spa industry creates approximately $50,000 in local economic impact for
each new pool built. At about $903.00 per acre-feet, the pool and spa industry has the highest
economic impact per acre-feet of water used than any other industry in California except high tech.
6. The swimming pool and spa industry employs more people per acre-feet of water used than any
industry in the state at 11,797 people employed.

Pool & Hot Tub Alliance
2111 Eisenhower Avenue, Suite 500
Alexandria, Virginia 22314
703-838-0083 | www.phta.org

California Pool & Spa Association
915 L Street, Suite 1110
Sacramento, CA 95814-3705
916-447-4113 | www.thecpsa.org
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Our pool builders, distributors, and retailers live and work in the community. The industry provides goodpaying jobs and purchases almost all construction materials from local suppliers. Our members utilize local
subcontractors, accountants, tax preparation firms, and many other businesses in the community and pay
local taxes and permit fees. A prohibition on filling new pools amounts to the government taking their
business away and nullifying the benefits this industry brings to the community, especially where there is no
compelling evidence that such action will have a significant effect on water conservation.
For all the reasons cited above, we would implore the Cloverdale City Council to reconsider its ban on the
filling of new swimming pools. I would be more than happy to respond to any questions you might have
relative to this letter and/or the source of the facts contained herein.
Sincerely,
JOHN A. NORWOOD
Norwood Associates, LLC
916-447-5053
Cc:

Todd Lands, Vice Mayor
Melanie Bagby, Councilmember
Joe Palla, Councilmember
Augustine Wolter, Councilmember

Pool & Hot Tub Alliance
2111 Eisenhower Avenue, Suite 500
Alexandria, Virginia 22314
703-838-0083 | www.phta.org

California Pool & Spa Association
915 L Street, Suite 1110
Sacramento, CA 95814-3705
916-447-4113 | www.thecpsa.org
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Item No. 4

DRAFT MINUTES
PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING
Meeting Date:
Meeting Time:
Meeting Location:

Tuesday, June 15, 2021
4:00 p.m.
Teleconference

Members of the subcommittee participated in the meeting remotely via teleconferencing or other
electronic means consistent with Executive Order N-29-20.
Subcommittee Members:
Chair Melanie Bagby, Councilmember
Vice Chair Marta Cruz, Vice Mayor

Assistant City Manager/CDD Kevin Thompson
City Manager David Kelley

1. Call to Order: Chair Bagby called to order the meeting at 4:02 p.m. Present at Roll Call were Chair
Bagby, Vice Chair Cruz (absent), Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director
Thompson, City Manager Kelley and City Clerk Camacho-Werby.
2. Communications:
a. Rob Koslowsky - “All-Electric Reach Codes”
3. Public Comment: None.
4. Approved Minutes: April 20, 2021
5. Current Items for Discussion – None.
6. Standing Items
a) Small Cell Ordinance.
Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director Thompson reported on the item.
The item will go before the Planning Commission for recommendation to the City Council
of a Draft Wireless Telecommunications Ordinance.
Public Comment: None.
b) Update on Six Acres Water Company/South Cloverdale Water Company. Assistant City
Manager/Community Development Director Thompson reported Six Acres Water Company is
meeting monthly and are in the process of hiring an administrator.
Public Comment: None.
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c) Dog Park Location.
Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director Thompson reported Integrated
Community Development submitted plans which included an area for a dog park and picnic
tables.
Public Comment: None.
d) Update Community Development Planning Log.
No new projects to report.
Public Comment: None.
e) Review Climate Change and Sustainability Projects/Technologies.
Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director Thompson reported on the Pacific
Gas and Electric Turnkey Program.
Public Comment: None.
f) Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA).
Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director Thompson reported on the RHNA
numbers, which have not yet been finalized.
Public Comment: Debbie Howell, Chief Executive Officer at Alexander Valley Healthcare,
inquired if the City was close to meeting the RHNA numbers and shared that their clientele is
based on a wide variety of backgrounds. Mr. Thompson reported on the current housing units
proposed by Integrated Community Development.
g) Amendment to Ordinance Prohibiting the Use and Sale of Disposable Food Service Ware and
Other Products Containing Polystyrene Foam.
City Manager Kelley reported on the item. City staff worked with Zero Waste Sonoma on a
letter to educate business owners on the ordinance.
Public Comment: None.
h) Senate Bill 69 - North Coast Railroad Authority: right-of-way: Great Redwood Trail Agency:
Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District.
Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director Thompson reported on the item
and introduced Senator McGuire’s Office, Chief of Staff, Jason Liles. Mr. Liles provided the
subcommittee with an update on SB-69.
Public Comment: None.
7. Information Only Memos/Updates –
8. Future Agenda Items (subject to change). Chair Bagby shared she had a meeting with Senior
Engineering Technician Janzen and Parks/Maintenance Lead & City Arborist Galván at the
Cemetery. Discussion was held regarding the potential of opening the cemetery back to dogs again
and potential improvements.
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Chair Bagby reported she attended a soft opening at the advanced energy center in Santa Rosa for
Sonoma Clean Power. The center is a resource for residents and contractors. The center is also
open regularly and available for tours.
9. Pending Items – None.
10. Good of the Order: None.
11. Adjournment: Chair Bagby adjourned the meeting at 5:13 p.m., to next regularly scheduled
meeting on August 17, 2021, at 4:00 p.m.
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PG&E offers $400,000 grant for shelters during extreme weather
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PG&E offers $400,000 grant for shelters during extreme
weather

In this Sept. 2017 file photo, Giulia Latini and her dog, Bee, take advantage of the cooling center at Finley
Community Center to beat the high temperatures in Santa Rosa. A new grant program being offered by PG&E
would award funds to community agencies seeking to create places for people to go during extreme weather
conditions or preemptive power shut-offs. (Christopher Chung/ The Press Democrat)


https://www.pressdemocrat.com/article/news/pge-offers-400k-grant-for-shelters-during-extreme-weather/
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PG&E offers $400,000 grant for shelters during extreme weather

MYA CONSTANTINO
THE PRESS DEMOCRAT
July 5, 2021

Pacific Gas & Electric has launched a grant program to ensure vulnerable communities have
places residents can go in case preemptive power shut-offs leave them in need of air
conditioning, electricity and water when extreme weather strikes.
The Resilience Hubs Grant Program has $400,000 it can dole out to organizations whose grant
proposals meet the program’s criteria. Allocation from the overall amount will be awarded in
amounts of $25,000 or $100,000.

The funds will be used to pay for an evaluation of a community’s potential need for extreme
weather-related shelter, according to PG&E.

https://www.pressdemocrat.com/article/news/pge-offers-400k-grant-for-shelters-during-extreme-weather/
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PG&E offers $400,000 grant for shelters during extreme weather

Officials say this grant program is essential as temperatures across the region continue to climb
and the ongoing drought worsens, increasing the potential for preventive power outages in
order to reduce the likelihood of a wildfire.
“We’re seeing across the board, the risks associated with climate change,” said Christopher
Benjamin, director of Corporate Sustainability at PG&E. “It’s important that these vulnerable
communities have a safe place to land.”
Eligible applicants must be a governmental organization such as a tribal government,
educational institution or a nonprofit. In addition, applicants must also be within PG&E’s service
area — Central or Northern California – to qualify.
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Subscribe Now
Read our Privacy Policy

If chosen, the grant funds will go toward one of two projects — the “Feasibility Project” which
assesses the needs of a community and provides ideas for a shelter or a “Design and Build
Project,” which funds the design or creation of a shelter.
“The effects of climate change absolutely impact vulnerable communities the most,” said Beverly
Scott, vice chair of the National Infrastructure Advisory Council. “Programs like this help make a
difference by providing resources to communities in need – helping them to improve their local
resilience and, at the same time, build their local capacity.”
Once the facilities are up and running, people can access them as a community resource yearround.
PG&E will announce the winners of the grant this fall. The Resilience Hubs Grant Program is set
for another cycle next year, officials said. Interested applicants are encouraged to apply next
year if they aren’t chosen during this cycle.
https://www.pressdemocrat.com/article/news/pge-offers-400k-grant-for-shelters-during-extreme-weather/
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PG&E offers $400,000 grant for shelters during extreme weather

The deadline to apply for the grant is Aug. 31.
The Resilience Hubs program is being offered in addition to the Better Together Resilient
Communities Grant Program. Now in its fifth year, the Resilient Communitis grant aims to
support local climate resilience initiatives.
For more information about the grants and how to apply for them, visit the Supporting
Community Resilience page.

You can reach Staff Writer Mya Constantino at mya.constantino@pressdemocrat.com. On
Twitter @searchingformya.

MOST POPULAR
1

2

 Voters say Sonoma County
is heading in the wrong
direction

4

California hits 4 million
coronavirus cases as delta
variant spreads

5

As Dixie fire tears through
Northern California, some
refuse evacuation orders with
guns in hand

‘We’re not going to stop’: West
county residents try to recall 3
school board members

3

Man hit twice, killed while
standing on Hwy. 101 in
Rohnert Park

6

2 injured in weekend stabbing
in downtown Petaluma

Sponsored Content on Press Democrat
Best & Worst Refinance Mortgage Companies Of 2021



By Comparisons.org

Best & Worst Refinance Mortgage Companies Of 2021

https://www.pressdemocrat.com/article/news/pge-offers-400k-grant-for-shelters-during-extreme-weather/

50

4/8

8/9/2021

PG&E offers $400,000 grant for shelters during extreme weather

UPDATED: Please read and follow our commenting policy:
This is a family newspaper, please use a kind and respectful tone.
No profanity, hate speech or personal attacks. No off-topic remarks.
No disinformation about current events.
We will remove any comments — or commenters — that do not follow this commenting policy.
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Pentagon to require COVID-19 vaccine for all troops by Sept. 15
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London's Tower Bridge stuck open due to a technical fault

Taliban press on, take 2 more Afghan provincial capitals
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