
Bakersfield Refinery to Be in Flying J's Hands Next Week 
Maintenance and expansion plans are in place at the facility Shell had planned to close 
By Elizabeth Douglass 
Los Angeles Times, Monday, March 7, 2005 

The Bakersfield refinery once doomed to closure by Shell Oil Co. will be turned over next week to Flying J 
Inc., a Utah truck-stop operator that plans to double the plant's gasoline production. 

Flying J, which runs one of the nation's largest truck-stop chains and had estimated revenue of $7.5 
billion in 2004, plunked down a reported $130 million for the refinery. Its output represents only a small 
slice of the California market, but it's a profitable one, given high gasoline and diesel prices. 

Fred Greener, executive vice president of Big West Oil, a Flying J subsidiary that owns a small refinery in 
Utah, said the company was looking forward to adding Bakersfield to its holdings. 

"It's going very well," he said. "Everywhere we went, people really expressed their appreciation for us 
taking on this project." 

The refinery's future looked dim in late 2003, when Shell said it would shutter the facility by the following 
October. The Houston-based unit of Royal Dutch/Shell Group cited as one reason a dwindling supply of 
oil in the San Joaquin Valley. 

Shell's announcement alarmed politicians and state officials, who worried that losing the refinery would 
exacerbate California's fuel supply troubles and boost the state's chronically high gasoline prices. The 
Bakersfield plant makes 2% of California's gasoline and 6% of its diesel. 

At the time, Shell said it would make no effort to sell the facility. No one would want the refinery, the oil 
giant said, because it was too old, too small and too inefficient. What's more, the company said, it would 
be too difficult to find available crude oil. But public pressure and looming antitrust investigations 
persuaded Shell to solicit bids for the plant. 

Privately owned Flying J, which is the largest supplier of diesel in the U.S., reached a deal to make the 
acquisition in early January, after the refinery had just wrapped up a solid financial year. 

In 2004, the refinery had $89 million in operating profit, according to an internal report obtained by the Los 
Angeles Times. After taxes and more than $18 million in severance and other special charges, the plant 
netted $37.3 million. That was a record profit, not the $5.7-million loss Shell had projected for the year. 

The refinery "benefited from the sharp rise in refining margins" in 2004, Shell spokesman Stan Mays said 
in a statement. 

Since January, managers of Ogden, Utah-based Flying J have spent time in Bakersfield, meeting with air 
quality officials, lining up oil supplies and drawing up plans for immediate maintenance work and an 
expansion that one executive said would cost "several hundred million dollars." 

The maintenance, which began Thursday and is set to end March 20, includes repairs and other jobs 
postponed by Shell because of the planned closure. The plant has been shut down for the duration. 

Flying J, which is footing the bill, scheduled the work to coincide with a Pacific Gas & Electric Co. project 
that will cut the plant's power for several days. 

Greener also said the company was having no trouble finding crude in the San Joaquin Valley for the 
plant to refine. 

"We've been acquiring oil all over. There have been a number of people who've come forward wanting to 
do business," Greener said. "We certainly believe there's enough crude for that plant into the future or 
else we wouldn't buy it." 

Shell spokesman Mays said the company was "pleased that Flying J has a crude supply plan that works 
for them. Consistent with our previous statements, our plans call for running the limited economic San 
Joaquin heavy [oil] we have at our much larger Martinez refinery." 

Despite all the preparations, the hand-over could still encounter obstacles. 

Flying J has said its purchase assumes that it will receive a variance from the San Joaquin Valley Air 
Pollution Control District giving the company until June 2006 to comply with an emission rule affecting 



refinery heaters. Certain aspects of that rule kick in this June, a deadline Shell ignored as moot for a plant 
it expected to close. 

Without that variance, the company "will not be in a position to take ownership of the facility, and it is 
likely the facility will close," Flying J said in its application to the air district. 

Jon Adams, an air quality compliance manager for the air district, said Flying J wouldn't have enough time 
to do the work needed for compliance, and that a one-year variance wouldn't be out of the ordinary. A 
hearing on the matter is set for Wednesday. 

The company also will face a difficult road for its expansion plans, since adding equipment would 
increase the refinery's air emissions in a region struggling to keep its skies clear. 

Flying J wants to add two major processing units at the Bakersfield refinery to nearly double its current 
gasoline output of 630,000 gallons a day, and also increase the daily production of 840,000 gallons of 
diesel. Experts say such an expansion could take two years to complete. 

"Our regulations would allow the Bakersfield refinery to expand, but there would be very, very strict 
requirements," said Dave Warner, the air district's director of permit services. But, he added, "all of the 
possible issues that would affect the financial viability of the purchase were discussed with them [Flying 
J], at least from an air quality standpoint. So they are going into this with their eyes wide open." 

Greener at Flying J agreed. "We know we have to comply with the rules, and we're doing the engineering 
to ensure that we can," he said. "We're certainly going to go ahead with our plans [to expand] . as quick 
as we can get it done." 

 

Ethanol company closer to merger  
Deal pumps up plan for a plant in Madera 
By E.J. Schultz 
The Fresno Bee, Friday, March 4, 2005 

Pacific Ethanol has cleared a critical hurdle in its three-year quest to bring large-scale ethanol production 
to California after shareholders this week approved the merger of the Madera company and a Florida 
company.  

The merger with Accessity Corp., a health-care services holding company, will make Pacific Ethanol a 
publicly traded company and infuse it with $2.5 million in cash that's needed to break ground on a $60 
million ethanol plant in Madera. 

"This step means that the first large-scale ethanol facility is coming to the Central Valley," said Ryan 
Turner, chief operating officer of Pacific Ethanol.  

Other companies hope to beat Pacific Ethanol to the punch. A total of three ethanol plants are planned in 
the region, with officials from one saying they will open this summer. But with the state's demand for the 
fuel additive growing, industry officials say there is room for all three, and more. 

Accessity shareholders approved the merger with Pacific Ethanol on Monday. To complete the deal, 
Pacific Ethanol must raise a minimum of $7 million through a private stock issue. The company also must 
get approval to be listed on the Nasdaq Stock Market, said Turner, who founded privately held Pacific 
Ethanol about three years ago with his father-in-law, former Secretary of State Bill Jones. 

The private stock offering closes today, and Turner is confident the company will reach the $7 million 
goal: "We feel real good about it." 

The company plans to break ground on the Madera plant as soon as the merger closes, which could 
come as soon as the end of the month. Construction on the plant, on Avenue 12 four miles east of 
Highway 99, will take 12 to 14 months, Turner said, meaning it could be operational by the spring of 2006.  

The facility is expected to create 35 to 40 jobs, from general manager to forklift operator, paying an 
average of $50,000 a year. 



Under the merger agreement, the two companies will combine under the Pacific Ethanol name. The 
Madera company will control more than 85% of the new company, and a new ticker symbol will be issued, 
Turner said.  

Accessity's lone operating company - Sentaur, a health services business - will be transferred to the 
company's chief executive, Barry Siegel. 

For Accessity shareholders, the merger means they will be investing in ethanol instead of health care. 
Company stock closed at $7.96 per share in trading on Nasdaq on Thursday, up 45 cents, and 
approaching the 52-week high of $9.45 per share. 

For Pacific Ethanol, the deal allows for a "quicker, cleaner" route to going public, Turner said.  

With greater access to capital markets, the company hopes to eventually build three to five ethanol plants 
in the Central Valley, supplying as much as 150million gallons of the 900million gallons of ethanol that 
Turner said California uses each year. 

Ethanol is a fuel additive made from corn that proponents say makes for cleaner-burning gas. An 
alternative additive, MTBE, has been said to contaminate ground water and was banned in California 
beginning in 2004. 

Almost all of the 80 ethanol plants in the United States are in the Midwest. But with the recent MTBE ban, 
California companies are rushing to bring ethanol production westward. 

Privately held Phoenix BioIndustries in Goshen is expected this summer to begin operating a plant that 
will produce 25 million gallons of ethanol a year, the company said Thursday. Calgren Renewable Fuels, 
also a privately held company, is building a 40 million-gallon ethanol plant in Pixley that is expected to 
open by June2006. 

The market potential is "huge, huge," said Calgren managing partner Matt Schmitt. He estimates that the 
three planned Central Valley plants will fill only 10% to 15% of the state's ethanol demand. 

Pacific Ethanol is already taking advantage of the growing market. Revenues of its sales and distribution 
subsidiary, Kinergy Marketing, jumped from $15 million in 2002 to $35 million in 2003, according to the 
company Web site. The company ships ethanol from the Midwest to customers in California, Arizona, 
Nevada and Oregon. 

Pacific Ethanol is getting into the production business partly because profit margins run between 15% to 
25%, compared with 1.5% to 3% for ethanol distribution, Turner said. 

Besides producing the fuel additive, ethanol plants are suited to provide grain used for cattle feed. 
Appetite for the feed is growing along with demand for the fuel as the California dairy industry, much of it 
in Tulare County, continues to grow. 

Said Pacific Ethanol's Turner: "What we're trying to take advantage of is the intersection of the largest fuel 
market and the largest feed market in the country."  

 
Atwater prison's air quality questioned 
Salvage work stirs up toxins, manager says 
THE ASSOCIATED PRESS  
Modesto Bee, Monday, March 7, 2005 

ATWATER - Government officials are investigating complaints that a computer recycling operation at the 
federal penitentiary here exposes inmates and guards to toxic contaminants.  

The U.S. Occupational Safety and Health Administration probe follows allegations by a safety manager at 
the Atwater prison that the plant kicks up dust containing lead, cadmium and barium.  

The hazardous metals, found in the computers dismantled by prison labor crews as they search for 
reusable parts, poses a health risk to 120 convicts and the prison staff in the vicinity of the contaminated 
air, said Leroy Smith, the prison safety official.  

Smith lodged a complaint with OSHA on Jan. 24. Investigators are reviewing the prison's response and 
could inspect the facility, said Frank Strasheim, an OSHA regional administrator.  



"That is part of the process if we are not satisfied with the results," Strasheim said. "What we are after 
when problems persist is corrective action."  

Smith said prison officials agreed to only superficial fixes and played down the safety risks in their 
response to OSHA.  

Officials at the prison did not return phone calls from the Los Angeles Times.  

"I don't see this as personal," Smith said. "I see it as my job. It's called protecting the safety of the staff 
and inmates to the best of my ability."  

Smith was alarmed in September when blood tests showed elevated levels of barium in three inmates 
working in the plant, he claimed. Lead, cadmium and barium were also found on surfaces around the 
facility, though at levels deemed acceptable for human health, he said.  

The findings prompted Smith and a second prison safety official to recommend the operation be shut 
down temporarily to address the problems.  

The computer salvaging plant is among a growing number operated by Unicor, a government-run 
corporation that has used inmate crews for business ventures at prisons nationwide since 1998. Inmates 
can earn up to $1 an hour breaking apart the computers and sorting the parts.  

Smith said prisoners were hesitant to speak out about their concerns out of fear of losing their recycling 
jobs, among the best paid in the corrections system.  

"I'm not a sympathizer by any means," he said, "but they are humans."  

 
Bills seek more clout for capital on air board 
By Jim Sanders -- Bee Capitol Bureau 
Sacramento Bee, Thursday, March 3, 2005 
 

Taking aim at one of the Sacramento region's most persistent problems, Assemblyman Dave Jones 
introduced a package of bills Wednesday meant to assist air pollution control efforts.  

One of the measures, AB 1221, would expand the California Air Resources Board to include a 
representative from Sacramento, Yolo, Placer, El Dorado, Solano or Sutter counties.  

Jones, D-Sacramento, said representation on the state board would give the region more of a voice in 
setting state policies for mobile air polluters - primarily vehicles - that account for the vast majority of local 
air problems.  

Assemblyman Roger Niello, R-Fair Oaks, applauded the proposal.  

"Voice is very important - especially if it's on the right side of the dais," Niello said.  

Jones' other two pollution-related bills are:  

* AB 1222, to create a statewide program that would use remote sensors to identify high-polluting 
locomotives. The federal government is responsible for regulating train emissions. Jones' goal is to 
produce statistics that could be used to persuade railroad companies to crack down voluntarily.  

* AB 1220, designed to make it easier for local air pollution control districts to identify polluters and 
enforce regulations relating to portable engines, larger than 50 horsepower, that are used to power 
cranes, pumps and well-drilling equipment, among other things.  

Jones said AB 1220 and AB 1222 target "free riders," which he defined as "polluters who are not doing 
their fair share to clean up the air."  

The Sacramento Democrat's air board measure would raise from 11 to 12 the number of seats on the 
regulatory panel.  

Five seats currently are reserved for representatives of regional air districts - one apiece for the Bay Area, 
San Joaquin, San Diego, South Coast (Los Angeles area) and one for a member from any other air 
district, Jones said.  



The Air Resources Board's remaining six members hold expertise in specific areas such as automotive 
engineering, medical professions, science or law, Jones said.  

Will Gonzalez, a lobbyist for the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, which is 
sponsoring AB 1221, said the Sacramento area is the largest region without representation on the 
existing board.  

"For a region this size, that's so heavily (affected) by mobile pollution sources, it makes sense for us to be 
at the table where these mobile sources are addressed," he said.  

But state Sen. Dean Florez, D-Shafter, said that designating more seats to specific regions could open a 
Pandora's box.  

"We can't be so parochial that we only put our own areas on it," Florez said. "If that were the case, we'd 
have an air board with 80 members."  

Florez said that adding another board member potentially could dilute the representation of other 
geographic areas.  

If the state board is expanded, Florez said he would like to see the new member represent asthma 
victims or other such stakeholders, not a specific geographic area. 

 
Increased Stanislaus logging eyed 
Effort designed to reduce risk of wildfire  
By Francis P. Garland 
Stockton Record, Saturday, March 5, 2005 
SAN ANDREAS -- The Stanislaus National Forest could see increased logging activity over the next two 
years as efforts continue to reduce the threat of catastrophic wildfire in the Sierra Nevada.  

But those increases could be short-lived, a forest official said this week.  

Jerry Snyder, a forest spokesman, said the forest could sell 30 percent more timber this year than it did a 
year ago, when about 12.8 million board-feet of timber was sold.  

It takes about 15,000 board-feet of timber to frame a 2,000-square-foot home.  

Snyder said the forest hopes to sell about 16.8 million board-feet of timber this year, and that number 
could increase to about 20 million board-feet next year.  

That's a 56 percent hike over last year's figure but still far less than the amount of timber the Stanislaus 
routinely yielded before stiffer environmental protection measures took effect in the mid-1990s.  

Snyder said increased logging sales in the Stanislaus won't continue beyond next year because the 
amount of land suitable for logging will decrease for environmental and other reasons.  

Snyder said much of the logging sales that figure to occur in the Stanislaus this year and next year will 
target land near communities at risk from catastrophic wildfire. In fact, Snyder said some sales originally 
projected to occur several years from now are being accelerated, which accounts for the increased sales 
this year and next.  

Some timber-industry workers say the Stanislaus needs to find more land to be logged to protect 
communities from wildfire and keep local workers on the job. Workers at two of Sierra Pacific Industries' 
Tuolumne County sawmills are facing layoffs because company officials say they don't have enough logs.  

Steve Sias, who works at one of those mills and is secretary-treasurer of the Lumber and Sawmill 
Workers Local No. 2652, said without additional logging, the forest will grow even more susceptible to 
wildfire with each passing year.  

"At some point, a wildfire is going to take off and we're going to lose our communities, our air quality and 
our watersheds," he said.  

Those concerns aren't limited to Tuolumne County, Sias said, and that's why he urged Calaveras County 
Supervisor Merita Callaway to address the Stanislaus' logging levels. The board is scheduled to discuss 



the topic at a 9 a.m. meeting Monday at the Government Center, 891 Mountain Ranch Road in San 
Andreas.  

Callaway hopes to gain board support for a letter she wants to send Stanislaus forest officials, who are 
scheduled to make a presentation to the board March 28.  

Among other things, Callaway wants to know how much Stanislaus forest timber is available for logging 
and why logging levels have remained relatively static recently when Congress and top U.S. Forest 
Service officials have been asking for more.  

Callaway has been critical in the past of Sierra Pacific Industries' clear-cut logging operations on its 
private forest lands in the county. But she said she could support logging projects in the Stanislaus as 
long as they're "noncontroversial" and designed to reduce wildfire risks around high-Sierra communities 
such as Arnold.  

"If we want to have fire-safe communities, the Forest Service does need to produce more timber," she 
said.  

Several Lode environmental groups said they could support certain logging projects in the Stanislaus as 
long as they're done for the right reason -- and in the right places.  

"We're not looking to give the Forest Service carte blanche to log the place," said Addie Jacobson, a 
spokeswoman for Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch. "But there are some trees that could come out in the name 
of fire protection."  

 
Hybrid car pool waiver passes panel 
Giant transportation bill could face House floor vote next week 
By David Whitney -- Bee Washington Bureau 
Sacramento Bee, Thursday, March 3, 2005 

WASHINGTON - Make room, car poolers. Congress is rushing to squeeze solo drivers of gas-sipping 
hybrid cars into your diamond lanes.  

The House Transportation Committee on Thursday approved a $284 billion highway bill that would 
include the waiver California needs under a state law that took effect Jan. 1 to open the HOV lanes to 
hybrid cars rated at least 45 miles per gallon.  

The House committee's action sends the massive public works bill to the House floor, perhaps as early as 
next week. The Senate has yet to begin work on its version of the measure, but both chambers are under 
pressure to act before May 30, when the current law runs out just as the summer construction season is 
beginning.  

The state Legislature approved a law last year to open HOV - high-occupancy vehicle - lanes to single-
occupant hybrid cars as a way to encourage their purchase. The measure needs a federal waiver to give 
it authority for the car pool lanes in freeways, which are federally funded and managed.  

Honda and Toyota dealers promoted the perk to commuters because Insight, Civic Hybrid and Prius cars 
that operate partly on battery power to boost gasoline mileage will qualify when the waiver takes effect.  

But last year a highway bill containing the waiver came careening to a halt when the House and Senate 
could not come to terms on an election-year package that President Bush would sign into law.  

Now Bush has backed the spending level contained in the House version, raising prospects considerably 
that a deal will be worked out with the Senate before summer.  

If that happens, California could get its waiver for hybrid cars just as Virginia, the only state that now lets 
them onto freeway car pool lanes, is considering early termination of its program.  

Virginia transportation officials said this week that so many commuters have turned to hybrid cars to get a 
free pass on the HOV lanes that they are now too crowded and no longer the boon to car pooling they 
used to be.  

That could worsen considerably if Rep. Brad Sherman, D-Sherman Oaks, and Rep. Darrell Issa, R-Vista, 
have their way.  



They've introduced legislation that would permit a wider range of high-efficiency cars and trucks, including 
hybrid sport-utility vehicles, to get the single-occupant pass onto HOV lanes.  

"States ought to have the right to let all of them in, if they would like to," Sherman said in an interview.  

But Sherman also foresees the problem of too many hybrids in the restricted lanes. Interstate 405 in the 
Los Angeles area is one that probably shouldn't allow any single-occupant cars onto its already 
overcrowded diamond lanes, Sherman said, adding that he doesn't think the House provision gives 
California the flexibility to exclude freeways on a case-by-case basis.  

Sherman and Issa have powerful lobbying friends behind them. The Alliance for Automobile 
Manufacturers will be pressing to scuttle the 45-miles-per-gallon threshold.  

"Our position is that this should be opened to a range of advanced technology vehicles," said alliance 
spokeswoman Gloria Bergquist. "The government should not be picking winners and losers."  

It's going to be a tough sell to House Transportation Committee leaders, however.  

Asked whether the panel's chairman, Rep. Don Young, R-Alaska, would go along with any expansion of 
the waiver program, committee spokesman Steve Hansen said tersely: "The bill speaks for itself."  

Coming at a time when federal spending on many domestic programs is facing cutbacks, the highway bill, 
financed by federal gasoline taxes, is expanding.  

"The American people deserve solutions to the problems of congestion, crumbling roads and delayed 
shipments of freight," Young said.  

Oregon Rep. Peter DeFazio, a senior Democrat who helped write the highway bill, said it might be "the 
most important piece of legislation in this Congress."  

In California, the measure represents tens of billions of dollars in annual spending over the next six years 
for highways, rail improvements, rapid transit and a host of other transportation-related work.  

Rep. Ellen Tauscher, D-Alamo, said the bill would mean $270 million in transportation funding for the Bay 
Area alone, and some 180,000 construction jobs statewide.  

But California also has argued that the formulas for distributing money under the law are not favorable to 
the state, which pays more in gasoline taxes than it receives in benefits. At Wednesday's committee 
session, leaders said the distribution formulas are still being worked out.  

But it was clear from the discussion that states that do well are not going to give in easily to those that 
don't.  

For the Sacramento area, the measure authorizes light-rail extensions to Cosumnes River College and 
Sacramento International Airport, and a rail line extension to Auburn for Amtrak service.  

In addition, it contains more than $30 million worth of earmarked construction work, including about $7 
million for an intermodal transportation center near the downtown Sacramento train station, $7 million for 
Folsom Boulevard improvements in Rancho Cordova and a handful of smaller projects. 

 

Bush taps scientist to lead EPA  
Uncontroversial pick for controversial job 
Zachary Coile, Chronicle Washington Bureau  
S.F. Chronicle, Saturday, March 5, 2005 

Washington -- President Bush on Friday picked a career Environmental Protection Agency official, 
trained as a scientist, as the agency's next administrator -- one of the most controversial jobs in his 
administration.  

Stephen Johnson, who has served as acting administrator for six weeks, will become the public face for 
environmental policy of an administration that critics say has placed its political agenda ahead of science 
and pollution control.  



Johnson, 53, a pathologist who has worked at EPA for 24 years and overseen its pesticides and toxics 
programs, was a safe choice for Bush and one praised by leaders of both parties, who agreed he had 
been picked more for his expertise than his politics.  

"He is an able and committed scientist and career civil servant," said William K. Reilly, the former EPA 
administrator under Bush's father, who worked with Johnson on controversial issues such as the public 
health scare over the pesticide Alar contaminating apples.  

"I see his appointment as signaling the importance of science and also respect for career EPA 
professionals who serve administrations irrespective of party," Reilly said. "The agency's people should 
be pleased to be led by one of their own, and particularly happy that the president didn't let the 
appointment decision drag out, which would have been demoralizing."  

Bush surprised critics and supporters by choosing someone from within the agency to head EPA for the 
first time in its 35-year history. His last two environmental chiefs were Republican governors: Christine 
Todd Whitman of New Jersey, followed by Utah's Michael Leavitt, whom Bush recently named Health and 
Human Services secretary.  

In an announcement in the Roosevelt Room of the White House on Friday, Bush boasted that, if 
confirmed by the Senate, Johnson also would be the first professional scientist to the lead the EPA.  

"He knows the EPA from the ground up and has a passion for its mission -- to protect the health of our 
citizens, and to guarantee the quality of our air, water and land for generations to come," Bush said.  

Johnson is likely to face little resistance on Capitol Hill, even from usually stalwart administration critics. 
Sen. Jim Jeffords, independent-Vt., the ranking member of the Senate Environment and Public Works 
Committee, called the nominee a solid choice to lead the agency.  

But Jeffords added, "The Bush administration has the worst environmental record in history, and I am 
hopeful that given Steve's background and experience, he can bring a fresh and new approach to the 
administration."  

Bush said Johnson's first task would be to lead the effort to pass the president's "Clear Skies" legislation, 
which would require utilities to meet collective pollution control targets but allow them to trade pollution 
credits to do so. The plan is currently bogged down in the Senate.  

The proposal would cut sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxide and mercury pollution from power plants by 70 
percent sometime after 2018. But a National Academy of Sciences report released in January found that 
the legislation would reduce air pollution less than current Clean Air Act rules have.  

Johnson said Friday he believed the president had made "great strides" in environmental protection. If 
confirmed, he told Bush, he would "continue to advance your environmental agenda while maintaining our 
nation's economic competitiveness."  

While environmental groups generally praised Johnson's nomination, they expressed concerns that the 
career civil servant could be a figurehead while most decisions on environmental policy are made at the 
White House.  

"This is deja vu all over again," said Carl Pope, executive director of the Sierra Club. "Former EPA 
Administrator Christine Todd Whitman came to her position with good environmental credentials and a 
strong reputation, but the White House clearly called all the shots on environmental and public health 
protections during her tenure."  

In a new book, Whitman discussed the hostility she faced when she urged greater environmental 
protection in closed-door meetings with Vice President Dick Cheney's energy task force. She also singled 
out Bush top political adviser Karl Rove, who was recently promoted to deputy chief of staff, for blocking 
new regulations to limit power plant emissions and address global warming.  

Some EPA scientists have complained that their recommendations have been ignored or rejected at the 
urging of industry. Last month, the agency's inspector general said senior managers improperly urged 
staffers to ignore scientific evidence in developing a new rule on mercury emissions. Top EPA officials 
have denied the charge.  



Johnson will face some immediate challenges: The agency is expected to announce new rules next week 
on mercury emissions by power plants, which could well be attacked by industry and environmentalists. 
He also will have to cope with a new budget proposed by Bush that would cut EPA's funding by 5.6 
percent next year.  

Sen. James Inhofe, R-Okla., chairman of the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee, said 
Johnson's background at the agency would help him implement the president's environmental agenda.  

"It is a testament to his hard work in public service that he has been nominated to lead the agency ... one 
of the toughest jobs in the federal government," Inhofe said.  

Stephen L. Johnson  

Born: March 21, 1951, Washington, D.C.  

Career: Deputy EPA administrator since August 2003; assistant administrator of EPA's Office of 
Prevention, Pesticides, and Toxic Substances, 2001 to 2003; also held senior positions in three offices -- 
Pesticide Programs, Research and Toxic Substances, during his 24 years at the agency.  

Private sector: Before joining EPA, served as director of operations at Hazelton Laboratories Corp. and 
Litton Bionetics Inc.  

Education: Bachelor's degree in biology, Taylor University in Indiana; master's degree in pathology, 
George Washington University, Washington, D.C.  

Family: Wife, Deborah; three children and three grandchildren.  

 
Bush Selects Steve Johnson to Head EPA 
By JOHN HEILPRIN, Associated Press Writer 
S.F. Chronicle, Saturday, March 5, 2005 

WASHINGTON, (AP) -- President Bush turned to a career scientist Friday to head the Environmental 
Protection Agency and push changes Bush wants in air pollution and clean water programs. 

Bush nominated Stephen L. Johnson, a biologist and pathologist by training, to become the first person in 
the agency's 35-year history to rise from within its ranks to the top job of administrator. The nomination 
must be confirmed by the Senate. 

Johnson's first task will be to sell air pollution regulations - expected to come out within the next two 
weeks - aimed at reducing mercury emissions from power plant smokestacks and other pollutants carried 
by winds across state lines. 

Johnson also faces the immediate chore of freeing Bush's top legislative priority, a "clear skies" bill stalled 
more than two years in the Republican-controlled Senate Environment and Public Works Committee. 

That measure would impose mandatory ceilings on three of the biggest pollutants from power plants - 
sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and mercury - but allow individual plants to exceed their shares by buying 
pollution rights. Environmentalists say the legislation would delay needed cleanups. 

"If confirmed, it will be my distinct privilege to serve you and our nation to continue to advance your 
environmental agenda while maintaining our nation's economic competitiveness," Johnson told Bush 
during a White House ceremony. 

He praised Bush as having made "great strides in environmental protection" his first term. 

Johnson would succeed former Utah Gov. Mike Leavitt, who last month became head of the Health and 
Human Services Department. Johnson would take the reins of an 18,000-employee agency with an $8 
billion budget. 

Bush wants to cut EPA spending by nearly a half-billion dollars next year, primarily from clean water 
programs. He wants to reduce by one-third the low-interest loans to states for water quality protection and 
decrease spending on replacing aging water treatment facilities and pipes by 83 percent. 

The president said one of Johnson's top jobs also would be to "lead federal efforts to ensure the safety of 
our drinking water supply," saying the EPA has "an important role in the war on terror." 



Senate Environment Chairman James Inhofe, R-Okla., who once called for abolishing EPA, said Johnson 
would be moving into "one of the toughest jobs in the federal government." 

Environmentalists expressed pleasure that Bush looked at professional rather than political credentials for 
filling the job but cautioned that Johnson has a reputation as a loyal foot soldier with political savvy and 
may not set his own agenda. 

"We hope that Mr. Johnson can rise above the White House's expectations that he will be a figurehead," 
said Carl Pope, the Sierra Club's executive director. 

Sen. James Jeffords, I-Vt., a frequent critic of Bush's policies, said he hoped Johnson would bring a fresh 
approach and "help repair and restore the credibility of the Bush administration's environmental record 
with the American public, Congress and the world." 

Johnson, 53, has been with the agency 24 years. He is well-respected among the agency's career 
employees and on Capitol Hill, where he is viewed as having succeeded recently in mixing 
professionalism with increasing political astuteness. He led the pesticides office until 2003, when he 
became EPA's No. 2 official, taking on more public duties. 

Jay Vroom, president of CropLife America, a pesticide trade group, called Johnson "well-respected by the 
stakeholders and constituents that work with the EPA on a daily basis." 

Johnson replaced Leavitt as acting administrator in January. In nominating him Friday to fill the job full-
time, Bush called Johnson "a talented scientist and skilled manager with a lifelong commitment to 
environmental stewardship." 

"He knows the EPA from the ground up and has a passion for its mission," Bush said. "He will listen to 
those closest to the land because they know our environmental needs best." 

 

Voters to determine fate of free shuttle bus  
Property owners asked to approve tax of $59 for 5 years 
Alan Gathright, Staff Writer  
S.F. Chronicle, Saturday, March 5, 2005 

San Carlos' free shuttle bus is an award-winning model for local transit that cuts traffic congestion, 
accidents and air pollution, supporters say.  

They say the shuttle, dubbed SCOOT, serves 15,000 monthly riders -- mostly schoolkids, along with 
Caltrain commuters, seniors and shoppers -- and fills gaps created by cuts in regional transit service.  

But to keep the shuttle rolling, supporters have to persuade two-thirds of property owners to pass 
Measure T, a $59 annual parcel tax that the city's voters will decide on Tuesday.  

In a relatively well-off city of about 28,000 people known for its community unity and can-do spirit, 
Measure T faces surprisingly fierce opposition. The outcome could also send a message to other 
communities looking to create their own shuttle service.  

Critics say San Carlos can't afford shuttle service for what they describe as relatively few freeloaders at a 
time when the city faces budget cuts and chronic underfunding of the local fire agency.  

Backers are selling Measure T as a temporary, five-year tax to keep the shuttle solvent until 2010. By 
then, money from San Mateo County's half-cent transportation sales tax will kick in and start funding 
shuttle service up and down the Peninsula.  

"All we're asking for is $5 a month for five years, and this will allow us to continue the shuttle program,'' 
said San Carlos City Councilman Tom Davids, treasurer of the Committee for Measure T campaign.  

Other Bay Area cities offer free shuttles, such as Emeryville, Palo Alto, Burlingame, Foster City, San 
Mateo and South San Francisco. Service is typically on limited routes linking shopping districts, schools, 
community centers, hotels and major transit hubs.  

San Carlos offers door-to-door service.  



San Mateo County Transportation Authority Deputy Executive Director Ian McAvoy said SCOOT "may 
well be the model of future community shuttle service in the county."  

However, a defeat of the parcel tax would scuttle SCOOT (San Carlos Optimum Operational Transit), 
Davids warned, putting thousands of shuttle riders back into cars to clog streets and foul the air.  

"The immediate effect is going to be congestion at key intersections, which was alleviated because of 
SCOOT,'' he said.  

"There is no such thing as a 'free ride,' " said Vice Mayor Matt Grocott, the lone opponent of the measure 
on the five-member city council. He questions raising $3.25 million in taxes for the shuttle.  

"My philosophy of government is, our charge is preserving public safety - - police and fire -- and 
maintaining sewers, roads and sidewalks,'' he said. "Where does a shuttle bus system come on the 
priority list? I think pretty far down."  

As for the many schoolkids who rely on the shuttle, Measure T foes offered this ballot argument: "With 
youth obesity a growing problem, couldn't elementary students use some exercise?''  

But supporters say critics forget what life was like before SCOOT. As in many thriving Peninsula suburbs, 
San Carlos' increasing traffic was overwhelming the vital east-west thoroughfares linking motorists to 
Interstate 280 and Highway 101.  

"It was gridlock,'' Davids recalled. Especially during the morning commute, parent caravans were 
paralyzing a key intersection on busy San Carlos Avenue. "You'd wait 15 to 20 minutes to get through.''  

The shuttle runs on nine routes weekdays, from 6 a.m. to 6:45 p.m., and residents can call for door-to-
door service.  

"SCOOT has been a godsend,'' said Tobey Berger as she had coffee with a friend at Starbucks on Laurel 
Street. She has two daughters who take the shuttle to school.  

"Times have changed, and you're a little more nervous about having your kids walk to school,'' Berger 
said. "I know when my daughters get on the bus, they're safe."  

Opponents said shuttle riders should be willing to pay something for the convenience.  

Retired residents Warren and Harriet de Hertel say they're unwilling -- and unable -- to subsidize the 
service when they often only see one person riding the 24-seat shuttle.  

"We're on a set income; we're not getting a raise,'' Warren de Hertel, 83, said.  

 
Cooking Linked to Possible Climate Changes 
By RANDOLPH E. SCHMID, Associated Press Writer 
S.F. Chronicle, Friday, March 4, 2005 

WASHINGTON, (AP) -- The major source of potentially climate-changing soot in the air over south Asia is 
home cooking fires, according to a team of Indian and American researchers. 

The burning of wood, agricultural waste and animal manure for cooking is the largest source of black 
carbon in the air in that region, according to the team led by C. Venkataraman of the Indian Institute of 
Technology Bombay. 

"We therefore suggest that the control of these emissions through cleaner cooking technologies, in 
addition to reducing health risks to several hundred million users, could be of crucial importance to 
climate change mitigation in south Asia," the researchers wrote in a paper appearing in Friday's issue of 
the journal Science. 

The effect of soot in the air over the Indian Ocean is some 10 times that of the so-called greenhouse 
gases, according to the researchers. The pollution causes the air to absorb more sunlight, warming the 
atmosphere and cooling the surface beneath. 

Such changes can affect rainfall patterns, contributing to intensity of floods and droughts, the group said 
in their paper. 



Worldwide, most atmospheric scientists are concerned that increasing greenhouse gases, such as 
carbon dioxide, from industrial processes are trapping heat increasing the planet's overall temperature in 
ways that could lead to climate change. 

The researchers conducted tests, burning various fuels used in home cooking in India to determine the 
type of soot produced, and measured soot in the air. 

They calculated that, of the black soot in the atmosphere, 42 percent originates from cooking fires, 25 
percent from burning fossil fuels and 13 percent from open burning such as forest fires. 

The research also included scientists from the University of California, Los Angeles. The work was funded 
by the Indian Space Research Organization; Center for Clouds, Chemistry and Science, University of 
California, San Diego; U.S. National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences; and U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency. 

 
Cooking Fires Are Major Pollutant in South Asia 
From Times Staff and Wire Reports 
Los Angeles Times, Saturday, March 5, 2005 

Home cooking fires are the major source of potentially climate-changing soot in the air over South Asia, a 
team of Indian and U.S. researchers reported in the journal Science. 

The soot comes from the burning of wood, agricultural waste and animal manure. The effect of soot in the 
air over the Indian Ocean is about 10 times that of the so-called greenhouse gases, they said. The 
pollution causes the air to absorb more sunlight, warming the atmosphere and cooling the surface 
beneath. Such changes can affect rainfall patterns, contributing to intensity of floods and droughts. 
 
 
Backup Plan Is in the Works for 'Clear Skies' 
With the Clean Air Act overhaul stalling again in the Senate, the White House prepares to use 
other means to change power plant regulations 
By Miguel Bustillo  
Los Angeles Times, Friday, March 4, 2005 

With the fate of President Bush's "Clear Skies" proposal looking increasingly hazy on Capitol Hill, 
administration officials are preparing to make similar changes to air pollution rules for power plants, which 
are among the nation's biggest generators of smog, acid rain and mercury. 

For the third time in three weeks, Senate Republicans postponed a pivotal committee hearing Thursday 
on the White House-backed Clear Skies legislation, the most ambitious overhaul of the Clean Air Act in 
15 years, because they lacked the votes to pass it. 

But if Clear Skies stalls, Bush administration officials are poised to reshape power plant regulations 
through the rulemaking process this month in ways that mimic the legislation. 

In the offing are new limits on power plant emissions of mercury that have been widely criticized as too 
lenient. On the other hand, the administration's proposed changes include market-based incentives to 
reduce smog and acid rain - incentives supported by critics of Clear Skies. 

The administrative changes would not entirely accomplish the administration's objective of easing 
environmental restrictions on electricity generation, particularly on coal-fired power plants. 

Without congressional approval, for example, the administration cannot eliminate requirements in the 
Clean Air Act that are about to compel power plants to invest billions of dollars in pollution-control 
technologies in coming decades. But the changes may represent all that is politically possible, given 
bipartisan objections in the Senate to the Clear Skies legislation. 

Clear Skies would replace the complicated patchwork of Clean Air Act regulations that restrict power plant 
pollution with a simpler rule that is favored by coal-burning utilities. It aims to reduce emissions of 
principal power plant pollutants through what is known as a cap-and-trade system. 



The Clear Skies rule would set a national ceiling on the emissions, and power plants that cut more than 
their required share would obtain surplus "pollution credits" that they could sell to power plants that 
exceeded their quotas, giving plants a financial incentive to clean the air. 

Bush administration officials assert that Clear Skies would cut pollution faster and with far less regulatory 
red tape than existing Clean Air Act rules while still maintaining a vital place for coal in the nation's energy 
mix. They argue that it is economically important to ensure that the next generation of clean-air rules does 
not force utilities to abandon coal, the nation's cheapest and most abundant source of energy. 

Clear Skies seeks to cut power plant emissions of three major pollutants by 70% over the next 11 years. 
Such cuts would restore clean air to most of the more than 150 million Americans who live in counties 
that exceed federal health requirements for smog or particle pollution, though they would not solve 
California's extraordinary air quality problems. 

"No one here thinks the Clean Air Act could get these types of reductions," said Jeffrey R. Holmstead, the 
Environmental Protection Agency's top air quality official. 

State air pollution regulators and some former EPA officials strongly disagree, arguing that the nation's air 
would be cleaned up faster if the Bush administration simply enforced existing rules instead of tinkering 
with them. The Clear Skies legislation would weaken regulations that are poised to force billions of dollars 
in pollution-control improvements at hundreds of aging coal-fired power plants over the next 20 years, 
they note. 

"In the world of illusion and magic tricks, there is a thing called the flash," said Bruce C. Buckheit, a 
former director of the EPA's air enforcement office who resigned two years ago. He said the real action in 
Clear Skies was the Clean Air Act changes, not the cuts to the three pollutants proposed in the bill. 

Coal mining companies, labor unions and other supporters of Clear Skies mounted a fierce lobbying push 
this week in hopes of breaking a deadlock in the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee, 
which had stalled the legislation. 

Senate Republicans pressured the lone GOP holdout, Lincoln Chafee of Rhode Island, while the utility 
industry and other backers pressed Democrat Max Baucus of Montana, who represents a region with 
considerable coal reserves. Republicans even made last-minute changes to the bill, to give favorable 
status to a Montana coal mine in hopes of winning Baucus' support. 

Environmental groups and the League of Women Voters made their own late lobbying pitches, arguing 
that Clear Skies was a dangerous rollback of clean-air rules designed to benefit coal-burning power 
plants. Their efforts were bolstered by Los Angeles Mayor James K. Hahn, who came out against Clear 
Skies on Tuesday, along with the Los Angeles City Council. 

Senate Republicans failed to find the one additional vote needed to move the legislation to the Senate 
floor, and rescheduled the hearing for March 9 - the second postponement of the week. In a joint letter, 
Chafee, Baucus and two other possible swing votes, Democrats Barack Obama of Illinois and Thomas R. 
Carper of Delaware, stated that they needed better information from the EPA on the shifting legislative 
proposals before they could make a decision. 

"We firmly believe that together we will be able to pass into law this year legislation that significantly 
improves air quality, protects the economy and provides relief to the power sector from burdensome and 
often-confusing environmental regulations," the senators wrote. But they added: "It is imperative that we 
have the most up-to-date information available in order to effectively negotiate a bipartisan compromise." 

Aides to Sen. James M. Inhofe (R-Okla.), chairman of the committee as well as the co-author of the 
legislation, said that if Clear Skies did not pass the panel by March 15, it was likely dead for the year. 

That date is the deadline for the EPA to issue regulations on power plant emissions of mercury, under a 
court order in a lawsuit brought by conservation groups. While the groups are eager to see the EPA 
regulate the emissions, they contend that the rule should have been far tougher, and that it was 
influenced by political meddling. 

A scathing report by the EPA's inspector general last month sided with that argument, asserting that Bush 
administration political appointees had instructed the agency's staff to use a predetermined target for 
reducing mercury rather than following established scientific practices and regulatory requirements. 



Like Clear Skies, the proposed regulation calls for 70% cuts. Opponents argue that under the existing 
Clean Air Act, such a rule should have required the maximum pollution controls possible, which could 
achieve up to 90% reductions. 
 
Panel Backs Plan to Curb Pollution at Port 
Industry and regulatory representatives meet to address emissions from ships, trucks and trains 
By Deborah Schoch 
Los Angeles Times, Friday, March 4, 2005 

A sweeping plan to slash air pollution caused by the Port of Los Angeles was endorsed Thursday by a 
blue-ribbon panel in what some experts are calling a historic first step in controlling pollution from the 
ships, trains and trucks serving California's fast-growing cargo industry. 

The draft plan created by air-quality experts and regulators is a response to public concerns about the 
damaging health effects of diesel fumes and other contaminants generated by the nation's largest seaport 
and by increasing rail and truck traffic crisscrossing the Los Angeles Basin. 

The experts said they believed that the blueprint could help drive a nationwide cleanup of ships, trains 
and trucks, much as California has led the country in other clean-air measures since the 1960s. 

"We are out front. These really will have pretty significant impacts nationally," said Daniel E. Donohoue, 
chief of the emissions assessment branch of the California Air Resources Board, which helped formulate 
the plan. 

Matt Haber, deputy director of the regional air division for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, said 
the approach used in Los Angeles might become the "gold standard" for cleaning up ports nationwide. 

"We want to do what we can to have it replicated at other West Coast ports," he said. 

The preliminary plan approved unanimously Thursday consists of 65 proposed methods to clean the air, 
including such measures as requiring low-sulfur fuel for ships and trains, subsidizing truckers' purchase of 
cleaner-burning vehicles and making ships calling at the port plug into onshore power sources instead of 
idling their diesel-burning engines. 

Some measures would rely on cleaner-burning ship and rail technology that is not yet commercially 
available - what engineers call "technology forcing" measures. 

The task force still needs to study how much the measures will cost and how they can be implemented. 

The preliminary plan of technological measures will be forwarded to Mayor James K. Hahn, and a final 
plan incorporating costs and legal steps will go to the mayor's office this spring. 

Deputy Mayor Doane Liu said Thursday evening that as Hahn moves to implement the plan, he will need 
to look at funding sources and possible new legislation as well as meeting with industry. 

The mayor "has met already with a number of shipping lines and rail lines. They knew this is coming, it's 
going to take cooperation on their part," Liu said. The plan could spur new businesses focused on 
environmental technology in the area, he said. 

The task force was appointed by Hahn last summer to carry out his 2001 pledge to hold the line on 
pollution at the port, which, together with the Port of Long Beach, has become the single worst air polluter 
in Southern California. 
 
But the port has grown so rapidly that even the lineup of measures developed this winter will not reduce 
the two pollutants of most concern - particulate matter and nitrogen oxides - until 2010 or later. 

Barry Wallerstein, chief of the South Coast Air Quality Management District, attended the two-day session 
in San Pedro and took an active role in shaping the plan. 

Without it, he warned, "the region will be doomed to dirty air for the next 10 to 15 years." 

The task force includes representatives of the shipping industry, railroads, unions and environmental and 
community groups, as well as the three regulatory agencies - the state air board, EPA and AQMD - that 
helped draft the measures reviewed during a two-day meeting. 



The most vocal opponents of the plan have been two railroad giants, Burlington Northern and Union 
Pacific, who say it depends too much on costly and untested technology for things like new locomotives 
that have yet to be developed. 

"It's a real stretch when you consider these things don't exist," said Union Pacific attorney Carol Harris. 

Task force member Michele Grubbs, vice president of the Pacific Merchants Shipping Assn., said the 
group still had work ahead to deal with the financial and legal implications. 

 
3 environmental laws targeted 
Aim is to ease impact on military ranges  
By the Associated Press  
Published in Los Angeles Daily News, Thursday, March 3, 2005 

WASHINGTON -- The Bush administration is asking Congress to amend three environmental laws to 
reduce their impact on military ranges after failing to win the changes last year.  

Administration officials circulated among federal agencies their proposed language for changing the laws 
in a Jan. 6 document obtained by The Associated Press. The language calls for the same changes that 
stalled in Congress last year.  

Defense Department officials want the Clean Air Act amended so that any additional air pollution from 
training exercises wouldn't have to be counted for three years in the state plans for meeting federal air 
quality standards.  

The document says that under the current law "it is becoming increasingly difficult to base military aircraft 
near developed areas."  

Other changes sought are in the Superfund and the Solid Waste Disposal Act. The Pentagon opposes 
having to remove unexploded ordnance from its operational ranges. It also wants to delay cleanups until 
after contamination spreads beyond military boundaries.  

Pentagon spokesman Glenn Flood said the White House Office of Management and Budget was taking 
the lead on the three requests. "It's not in our hands," he said Wednesday. OMB officials had no 
immediate comment.  

The Pentagon spends about $4 billion yearly on military environmental programs.  

The Defense Department has worked with the Environmental Protection Agency to make the requests 
more palatable to lawmakers. House Republicans want more details from the Pentagon before making a 
commitment to act on the administration's latest request, said GOP aides, speaking on condition of 
anonymity.  

Environmentalists continue to oppose the requests.  

"They would allow the Pentagon to pollute our air and our drinking water and neither the states nor local 
communities would have any recourse," said Karen Wayland, legislative director of Natural Resources 
Defense Council, an environmental group.  

Since 2002, the Bush administration has sought more flexibility in complying with environmental laws, 
claiming the restrictions are compromising training and readiness.  

Congress initially rejected most of the Pentagon request after investigators found little to support those 
claims. However, it did temporarily waive a law protecting migratory birds and eased restrictions for land 
conservation and transfer of surplus property in 2002.  

A year later, Congress amended the Endangered Species Act to require that less land be set aside for 
species habitat on military bases. The Marine Mammal Protection Act was also changed to lower the 
threshold on "harassment" of a marine mammal to allow the Navy greater use of sonar technology. 

 

Big problems, dream solutions driving L.A. mayoral campaign 
Ken Garcia, staff writer 



S.F. Chronicle, Monday, March 7, 2005 

Los Angeles -- Residents in this sprawling city spend an average of nearly 90 hours a year stuck in 
traffic, so it is not hard to see why they seem so driven to distraction.  

And, when you throw in a recent spate of torrential rains that caused record flooding, a headline-grabbing 
hunt for a Siberian tiger in the Ventura hills, the annual hometown hurrah over the Academy Awards and 
the hangover from the presidential election, it's hardly surprising that the big news from the ongoing 
mayoral campaign is this -- hardly anybody seems to care.  

You could drive 50 miles through the far-flung communities that make up the city of Los Angeles and not 
see a sign of the mayoral race among five major candidates vying to be the next leader of the nation's 
second-largest city.  

Or you could read about the fate of the telecast of last week's final mayoral debate, which was bumped a 
day by the TV station that sponsored the debate so viewers could instead enjoy the ratings-rich footage of 
the post- Oscar festivities on "Entertainment Tonight." Or you could just talk to someone on the street to 
gauge the level of interest in local politics.  

"There's a mayor's race?'' said Allen Michaels, a 25-year-old Brentwood resident, who would be eligible to 
vote in the election if he cared. "When?''  

The answer is tomorrow, after which the two top vote-getters to emerge from the pack will square off in a 
May 17 runoff. The race may not be stirring interest among Angelenos, but it has made for a dramatic 
finish, with Mayor James Hahn locked in a dead heat with two former California Assembly speakers who 
have vowed to reshape everything from the city's government to its schools to its traffic patterns.  

It has been a campaign long on promises and short on reality. Challenger Bob Hertzberg, a Sherman 
Oaks lawyer and former Assembly speaker, says he would hire 3,500 additional police officers without 
raising taxes -- a fiscal sleight of hand that nonetheless seems to have buoyed his support. Hertzberg, 
whose affinity for embracing supporters on the stump has earned him the nickname "Huggy Bear,'' has 
also vowed to split up the massive and largely failing Los Angeles Unified School District -- even though 
the city's mayor has no authority to do so.  

At one point in the campaign, Hertzberg bemoaned the sad shape of Los Angeles International Airport, 
where a long-needed renovation has been estimated to cost $11 billion. "It's just embarrassing how (the 
airport) looks, '' Hertzberg said. "We've got Hollywood here. Let's build sets.''  

City Councilman Antonio Villaraigosa, who was a former roommate of Hertzberg's in Sacramento and 
narrowly lost to Hahn four years ago, is ahead in most polls, even though he angered his district 
constituents by promising not to run for mayor after securing his council seat two years ago. Villaraigosa 
alternates between decrying the sad shape of Los Angeles today with its "promise'' and its "beauty'' -- at 
one point last week suggesting that Los Angeles "can be the Venice of the 21st century,'' though 
presumably with a few million more cars and considerably fewer gondolas.  

Hahn, whose father Ken was a beloved county supervisor for three decades, won last time by cobbling 
together a broad coalition of minority, union and white middle-class voters, has seen his support drop to 
about 20 percent in most polls, the result of city contracting scandals that have plagued his 
administration, leading three top city officials to resign.  

Hahn, who led the fight last year to stop the San Fernando Valley from seceding from Los Angeles 
because of simmering complaints about the lack of government services delivered to the region, now 
faces a backlash from the voter-rich valley. Hahn's reputation as charisma-challenged (he's been dubbed 
Mayor Yawn) will also explain why about 80 percent of those polled appear to be looking for a new 
mayor.  

Heaven help the winner. Not since millionaire businessman Richard Riordan emerged from a pack of 
better-known politicians to guide Los Angeles after the 1992 riots has the City of the Angel been in such a 
mess. Or as Hahn put it: "Big things are going to take some time.'' And his time may be running out.  

Beyond the red carpet, Los Angeles is not looking so glamorous. The state Department of Education 
reports that the dropout rate among L.A. public-high school students has reached 53 percent.  



The city' infamous traffic problems have reached breathtaking levels. Los Angeles has the worst traffic 
congestion in the country, and the air pollution is so bad that councilman and former Police Chief Bernard 
Parks, another candidate, lamented at the final debate that "people shouldn't be able to see the air before 
they breathe it.'' Studies indicate that the city loses billions of dollars each year in worker productivity 
because people simply can't get to their jobs.  

And while the quality of life in the Los Angeles declines, the cost of living there continues to soar. The 
price of a median home in Los Angeles has jumped to $400,000, nearly double what it was five years 
ago. The shortage of affordable housing for workers has forced people to live far outside the city, which is 
one of the reasons Los Angeles ranked 126th on Forbes magazine's list of the 150 best places for 
businesses and careers. By comparison, San Francisco ranked 76.  

"We need a big-picture visionary to say L.A. is back,'' said Hertzberg, not convincingly. "People are losing 
patience. They're frustrated.''  

And they're not paying attention, which is surprising given how important Los Angeles is to California and 
the rest of the nation. With nearly 30 percent of the state's population living within the county's borders, 
Los Angeles has become at once the state's economic engine as well as its jalopy, dragging down an 
inordinate share of its water, power and resources.  

But the perception of Los Angeles as the city of big shoulders (think Muscle Beach) has never translated 
to the mayor's office, in part because the chief executive must share power with the 15 district "mayors'' 
on the City Council. And because the city has no center, instead snaking out to wildly disparate and 
diverse communities such as Pacific Palisades, Boyle Heights and Hollywood, the mayor's role is often 
obscured by the town's sheer size.  

They know how to build a stage in Los Angeles. They're just having trouble finding someone to command 
it.  

 

Going green 
Eco-renovations are on the rise  
By Steven Barrie-Anthony 
Stockton Record, Friday, March 4, 2005 
 

LOS ANGELES -- "Feel my windows," Al Rosen tells you. Feel his windows? 
But you do, and the floor-to-ceiling glass enclosing Rosen's den and living room is cool to the touch, 
despite the blazing weather outside. This is triple-glazed glass filled with argon gas, and it lets in sunlight 
(which saves electricity and lightbulbs) and insulates against heat in the summer and cold in the winter.  

When Al and Myra Rosen bought this house in 1997 -- it then had a darker interior filled with heavy 
marble slabs -- they began an eco-remodeling effort that continues to this day.  

The Rosens' low-flow kitchen faucet produces chlorine-free purified water. Their curved blue living room 
couch is built from wheat board and formaldehyde-free foam and upholstered with untreated cotton fabric.  

There is nothing plain, stark or utilitarian about this 4,000-square-foot house; instead, sunlight drifting 
through windows and skylights illuminates an interior landscape constructed of clean, modern lines and 
infused with vibrant color. It isn't palatial, but neither is it ascetic -- not by a long shot.  

As the Rosens testify, living green is no longer a kind of countercultural penance in which you must forgo 
comfort, personal style and your retirement savings in order to give back to the environment. In the last 
five years, green architecture firms, publications and building materials have leapt from relative niche 
obscurity to the forefront of culture and design. Even the big home-improvement chains such as Home 
Depot and Lowe's now stock green materials.  

Five years ago, "you would mention green building and get a lot of blank stares," says Alex Wilson, 
executive editor of the monthly newsletter Environmental Building News, a veritable bible for anybody 
leaning toward green. "Today, it's a known term for an increasingly large portion of the population."  

By most estimates, green living mixes varying amounts of ecological sensitivity, social responsibility and 
concern for your health.  



The Rosens' first eco-renovation project was redoing a Santa Monica condominium in 1992. They had 
heard talk of "sick buildings," Rosen says, "of people who lived in mobile homes which were made out of 
plywood and were very tightly sealed, and these people were getting sick." So in the spirit of caution, they 
decided to avoid oil-based paints and materials that contained formaldehyde.  

The health component of green building is intertwined with energy efficiency, with trying to live within our 
environmental means. Like a growing number of folks, the Rosens believe our indulgent lifestyle is hardly 
sustainable. As "ozone depletion" and "global warming" enter the mainstream vocabulary, as hybrid cars 
begin to frequent our freeways, what was once perceived as a leftist rant is becoming a societal priority.  

Systems such as these are expensive, but as Rosen sees it, you have to look at the entire equation 
rather than simply the start-up cost. When the photovoltaic cells produce more electricity than is currently 
being used, the excess energy feeds back into the grid and the calibrated power meter actually runs 
backward, reducing the couple's utility bill. By Al Rosen's calculation, he and Myra should recoup their 
investment in about 10 years -- and then start saving money.  

"We have done almost everything you can do on the list of environmental and nontoxic construction," 
Rosen says.  

Nearly all the materials in the house are of natural origin instead of petrochemical alternatives -- wood, 
granite, slate and other stone, copper, steel, glass and ceramic, cork, linoleum. Virtually all the paints, 
sealers, adhesives and coatings are low in toxicity and are environmentally sensitive.  

Most indications suggest building is going to get greener, and quickly. Industry has already begun to react 
to the demand for green products at cheaper prices.  

"Mainstream building products have become greener in the last decade," says newsletter editor Wilson. 
"The paints, across the board, have much less off-gassing than had been the case. All fiberglass is 20 
percent recycled content."  

At the same time, he says, small start-up companies have begun producing innovative products "ranging 
from shingles made with recycled plastic, to decking materials made from a composite of recycled plastic 
and wood fiber, to more efficient ventilation systems."  

Green values are infiltrating the commercial building landscape, too, and for good reason: A slew of 
recent studies suggest that people learn faster, work harder, purchase more freely and are generally 
happier in well-ventilated, sunlit environments.  

As science begins to validate the underpinnings of green philosophy, and as trailblazers lead the way 
toward sustainable engineering that's aesthetically pleasing and affordable, greenies are no longer just 
the Birkenstock-clad, granola-munching contingent. They are also real estate investors (Al) and retired 
business owners (Myra).  

They green their homes and their lives not out of a desire to climb a soapbox, but rather because, as Al 
Rosen puts it, "you have a choice, and one way is responsible. Why not do the responsible thing?"  

Steps to a healthier home  

So you want to live in a more ecologically sensitive environment, but you don't have the wherewithal for a 
complete remodel? Don't fret, says Alex Wilson, president of BuildingGreen Inc. (www.buildinggreen.com) 
-- there's plenty you can do short of opening up the walls. Here are five easy steps you can take to 
"green" your house without breaking the bank:  

• Lighten up: Replace incandescent lightbulbs with compact fluorescents. We used to think of 
fluorescent lights as being cold and flickery -- like cheap grocery store lighting -- but advances in the 
technology mean that you likely won't be able to tell the difference.  

• Fill in the gaps: Address the leakiness of your home. Very often, more than half of winter heat loss 
and summer heat gain comes from leaks that can easily be sealed. Bring in a weatherization 
specialist who pressurizes or depressurizes your house and can plug leaks with caulk and gasketing 
materials.  

• Be water wise: Install water-efficient shower heads and faucet aerators in bathrooms. This saves 
both water and energy. Most showers have screw-on fixtures, so you can buy and easily install a 



high-quality low-flow shower head (about $20) that provides a satisfying aerated stream while using 
much less water than before. If you want to test the efficiency of your current shower head, position a 
large bucket to catch the flow, turn on the shower and time it for a minute. If it produces more than 3 
gallons of water, a 2- or 21Ž2-gallon shower head would be a good investment.  

• Lose the fumes: The next time you paint anything, choose paints that produce no volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs). Most major paint manufacturers now offer lines that are zero VOC. If a zero-
VOC paint doesn't fit your design scheme, look for one with extremely low levels -- less than 20 or 30 
grams of VOC per liter.  

 

Tulare Advance Register, Opinion, Saturday, March 5, 2005 
Tulare County's general plan shapes our future 

If there were such a thing as the Constitution of Tulare County, its closest relative would be the county's 
general plan.  

Most of the time, we the people of Tulare County don't even think about our general plan. But we should. 
Because the Tulare County General Plan defines in hundreds of specific ways things related to the way 
we live, learn, work, play, travel, own property, are kept safe and pursue happiness in the places we have 
chosen to call home, whether we live in a city, in the country, on a farm or in an apartment.  

Tulare County is at a momentous juncture. It is in the middle of revising its most important document, its 
general plan. Every county in California is required to have a general plan, and periodically each must 
revise its plan to reflect changing conditions.  

Cities do the same thing on a slightly smaller scale, and their general plans must be compatible with their 
counties', just as the county's plan has to reflect its position in California.  

Tulare County is at an especially critical time for revising its general plan. It is a unique place —one of the 
top two counties in agricultural production in the world. It has some of the last undeveloped rural space in 
the state of California. It is home to one of the most singular ecosystems on the planet in the Sierra 
Nevada.  

And Tulare County expects to grow by more than 50 percent in its population over the next 20 years —
from 396,000 today to 630,000 in 2025.  

Where will we put those 234,000 people?  

Where will the rest of us live?  

How will we get around?  

What will we do for a living?  

What outlets will there be for us all for recreation? Education? Shopping?  

How will we develop the things that will sustain us, such as water? Power? Clean air? Housing? 
Sanitation?  

The answers to those and more questions will be in Tulare County's general plan. The document that is 
being defined as you read this will have some influence on where you live and work, how you get there, 
where you work and how you relax on weekends. It will determine where our open spaces and parks are. 
It will anticipate where we put new cities, roads, schools, clinics, fire stations, sewer lines, stores and 
businesses.  

Whether you live in the country or in a city, those decisions are going to affect you directly.  

The county's general plan could determine whether you live in a house or an apartment, whether you can 
add on to it, where you can drive, whether you can operate a business from home ...  

Think of any aspect of your quality of life, there could be a provision guiding it in the county's general 
plan.  

It's that big.  



Next week, the first tangible provisions for the updated general plan will be presented in two county 
meetings, one before a technical task force and the other before the Board of Supervisors. County staff 
will present models of three different scenarios for how the county might develop according to a revised 
general plan. Their purpose is to define three different approaches for how the county might grow into 
those 234,000 new people it expects by 2025.  

Scenario One is called the City Centered Development model. In that scenario, the general plan would 
direct new development within cities, with higher densities and strategies to keep population growth within 
existing urban centers.  

Scenario Two is called the Rural Communities Development model. The general plan would require the 
cities to stay their present size while providing for expansion of rural communities. New cities would arise 
in the foothills, and the county would embark on major projects for new infrastructure — roads, sewer, 
water and power lines, etc. To pay for those, the county would develop commercial and industrial projects 
along highways. With those new cities and business would come some loss of farm land.  

Scenario Three is called the Proportional Growth model. The general plan would direct major commercial 
and industrial growth within cities but also allow some residential expansion in rural areas and outlying 
cities with an emphasis on improved transportation.  

None of those three models will be adopted as is. Over the rest of this year, they will be examined and 
revised. Planners will pick the best things from each model according to the feedback from the public. 
Eventually, they will combine those elements into a draft general plan. Finally, there will be public 
hearings on that plan and final adoption.  

Ample opportunities for public participation will exist over the next several months, including two series of 
workshops and dozens of public meetings and hearings.  

If you intend to continue to live in Tulare County and care about living here, you should get involved. 
These decisions could determine what your life experience is like.  

It's not the constitution, but from the perspective of day-to-day living — going to work, school and play, 
shopping, driving, even breathing — it's more important than that.  

And in 2025 and beyond, when people look at Tulare County, whatever they think of it will be the result of 
the decisions we and our leaders make here in year 2005.  

 

Bakersfield Californian, Opinion, Sunday, March 6, 2005 
We aren't snoozing any more  

The battle before the Kern County Board of Supervisors last week over financing for a proposed sludge 
processing plant near Taft is just the latest skirmish in a more than two-decade border war.  

As more people squeeze into Southern California and the area becomes more polluted, Kern has become 
the dumping ground for their waste -- hazardous and household.  

The Tehachapi Mountains are the back fence, over which rude neighbors pitch trash -- out of their sight 
and minds, but fouling our environment and quality of life.  

These rude neighbors take advantage of our willingness to be "responsible citizens" -- accommodating 
the needs of our industries and residents.  

We don't look to our neighbors to handle our waste or to take our unwanted polluting industries, such as 
mega-dairies. We permit disposal sites and look to regulators to minimize the impacts.  

This is not the case with with Los Angeles and Orange counties, where agencies have turned their dump 
trucks in our directions, each year smearing hundreds of thousand of tons of sludge -- human and 
industrial waste -- onto Kern's farm- land.  

Over the mountains. Out of sight. Out of mind.  

We now have fields full of urban "green waste" -- yard clippings laced with syringes, paper trash, 
disposable diapers, you name it. We have hundreds of thousands of cows that Southern California didn't 
want.  



Over the mountains. Out of sight. Out of mind.  

They are not out of our sight. And they should not be out of the minds of the people we elect and appoint 
to protect us.  

County supervisors, council members in Kern's cities, water agencies, and air and water pollution 
regulators have been slow to recognize the threat and our impatience with their inaction.  

Some say the jobs polluters and polluting industries bring make the risk of fouling our back yard worth 
taking.  

But the jobs created generally are short-lived -- associated with the construction of processing plants or 
mega-dairies. They enrich a few for a short time, leaving the rest of us to pay the long-term costs.  

The pollution they bring eats away at the potential to attract new job-producing industries or expand 
existing ones. As one of the most polluted air basins in the nation, the valley -- particularly Bakersfield -- 
is under the federal gun to clean up its industries. We are going in the opposite direction.  

Over the mountains -- out of sight, out of mind.  

Southern California polluters have found open arms in our back yard. Perhaps it is because our elected 
officials focus more on single projects -- rather the cumulative effects of their permitting decisions -- that 
some have failed to notice their constituents' growing impatience.  

Last year, Wasco residents overwhelmingly passed a ballot measure banning mega-dairies near the city's 
borders. The vote was mostly symbolic. City officials and residents cannot mandate the permitting 
decisions of the Board of Supervisors.  

And until recently, supervisors have welcomed relocating mega-dairies to Kern. With hundreds of 
thousands more cows headed our way, supervisors finally rolled up the welcome mat, commissioning a 
study of the cumulative environmental impacts before permitting more dairies.  

The study is better late than never. But the cows are already out of the pollution barn. The only question 
to be decided is: How bad will it get?  

We are grateful that protesters finally caught supervisors' attention about the impacts of sludge. Last 
week, they halted what appeared to be a "slam dunk" approval of tax-exempt bonds to finance a sludge-
processing plant.  

We hope this will be a wake-up call. Sadly we had hoped past skirmishes would have awakened 
supervisors. But we have seen them snooze back into complacency once the public's attention turns 
away.  

Those of us left to inhale or drink the fruits of polluters are not snoozing anymore. Heed the Wasco vote. 
No doubt if that had been taken countywide, it would have passed.  

As Californians have turned to the ballot box to counter the unresponsive behavior of their state 
legislators, so may Kern County residents if their elected officials continue to snooze.  

 
Bakersfield Californian, Commentary, Sunday, March 6, 2005 
Capitol gains? GOP members seek more clout by learning español 
By VIC POLLARD, Californian Sacramento Bureau Chief  

SACRAMENTO -- If Republicans learn to speak Spanish, will more Latinos vote for them?  

Assembly Republican Leader Kevin McCarthy of Bakersfield thinks so.  

He's got many of the GOP members of the Assembly coming to the Capitol early on Thursday mornings 
to take Spanish lessons.  

But it's more than just a class in conversational Spanish, he says. It includes cultural norms, foods and 
proper etiquette.  

At this week's session, the group munched on Mexican sweet bread -- pan dulce -- the Sacramento Bee 
reported.  



The lessons were organized by Assemblywoman Bonnie Garcia of Cathedral City, the lone Latina 
Republican in the Assembly.  

"Several members expressed a desire to work closer with the Hispanic community, and learning another 
language helps open doors and creates a bridge between culturas," Garcia said. "A third of Californians 
are of Hispanic origin and taking the time to learn more about the language and culture helps us to serve 
our communities better."  

Democrats scoffed at the idea that learning Spanish would endear Republicans to more Latino voters.  

Assemblyman Juan Vargas of San Diego told the Bee, "I think they'll learn that 'No votamos por ustedes,' 
which means, 'I won't vote for you.'"  

***  

McCarthy was among the missing when Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger swooped into Bakersfield 
Wednesday to promote his reform agenda at the Mexicali on California Avenue.  

There's no evidence of a rift between the two top Republicans, but a reporter was surprised to run into 
McCarthy on a Sacramento street corner as the governor was heading toward his hometown.  

"We've got business to do here," McCarthy explained.  

***  

State Sen. Dean Florez batted .500 Tuesday in a whirlwind day of fighting dairies and sewage sludge in 
Kern County.  

Early in the morning, Starbucks cup in hand, Florez showed up at a meeting of the obscure funding 
authority that had been asked to back low-interest, tax-exempt financing for the proposed Synagro 
sewage sludge composting facility near Taft.  

Florez raised questions about whether the authority's staff had looked closely enough at the potential 
environmental damage the facility could cause.  

Authority members found him convincing. They refused to give the project an informal endorsement the 
company was seeking in advance of Tuesday afternoon's hearing before the Kern County Board of 
Supervisors.  

That turned out to be moot, however. In late afternoon, the supervisors unanimously voted not to support 
the public financing by the authority after hearing a storm of opposition from Kern residents.  

Back in Sacramento, Florez's day quickly turned sour.  

He was soon sitting down in a meeting of another funding authority that has been backing similar loans 
for dairy construction, another of his pet peeves.  

Florez and other critics say the loans are a public subsidy for new sources of air pollution in the valley.  

Florez won support from state Treasurer Phil Angelides for a motion to halt the loans until new air and 
water pollution rules under consideration are put in place.  

But Angelides' support wasn't enough to sway the other two members of the board.  

Although he was one-for-two in Sacramento, Florez's day ended on an up note as the supervisors voted 
to block the sludge funding.  

"I AM SO HAPPY," he gushed in an e-mail. 

 

Letter to the Fresno Bee, Sunday, March 6, 2005: 
Wise move 
The Tehipite Chapter of the Sierra Club wishes to commend the Fresno County Board of Supervisors for 
its recent decision to delay consideration of new subdivisions pending review of its approval policy. For 
far too long, it has been far too easy for developers in our area to obtain approvals for subdivisions that 
place inappropriate burdens on our transportation facilities, water supplies and air quality. As a result, our 
community has become a poster-child example of unwise planning.  



We can and we must do better. The in-depth review of our county's development policies apparently 
contemplated by the board is not only welcome -- it is long overdue. 

Gerald D. Vinnard, Chair, Tehipite Chapter, Sierra Club, Fresno  

 

Letter to the S.F. Chronicle, Sunday, March 6, 2005: 
Cutting refinery flares  
Editor -- Thank you for highlighting the importance of a proposed rule to control refinery-flare emissions 
(editorial, "In the glow of refinery flares," March 2).  

Reducing flaring at the Bay Area's five refineries is one of our highest priorities. The proposal will ensure 
that emission reductions achieved from flares since 2002 become permanent.  

It also prohibits unnecessary flaring, and requires continuous improvements in operations and thorough 
investigations into flaring events. With better management practices and pollution prevention, flare 
emissions during shutdowns and startups should also be minimized, improving air quality around the 
refineries and throughout the region.  

Community workshops scheduled in March will allow further public input, and we are committed to 
receiving all input. The final step is a public hearing before the air district's directors to consider adopting 
the proposal.  

When implemented, the flare rule will result in permanent air-pollution reductions and place the Bay Area 
in the forefront of efforts to address environmental impacts from refineries. It also will be a model for other 
regions.  

The Bay Area is a leader in meeting air-quality standards, thanks to aggressive programs to reduce 
emissions. The flare rule continues this effort. The public can participate by contacting staff and attending 
workshops or public hearings. Visit www.baaqmd.gov <http://www.baaqmd.gov> (look under "Rules") for 
further information.  

In partnership with the public, we can continue to make the Bay Area a cleaner and healthier place to live.  

Jack P Broadbent, Chief executive officer  
Bay Area Air Quality Management District, San Francisco  

 

Lodi Sentinel, Letter to the Editor, Saturday, March 5, 2005 
Stop complaining about Wal-Mart  
David Browda says to enjoy the field, but I bet he doesn't realize that the plot of land that the Wal-Mart 
Supercenter will be built on would have gone to more KB Homes. 

Come to think of it, I don't think anybody realizes or complains about that.  

Let's stop complaining about the new Wal-Mart Supercenter being built and start going after people who 
are polluting our air or taking critical money from our children's or grandchildren's schools. 

Kenneth Huntley 
Lodi  
 
Bakersfield Californian, Letter to the Editor, Friday, March 4, 2005  
Support Kyoto Treaty  
Last week, the Kyoto Treaty on global warming went into effect, marking the first time the world (with the 
notable exception of the U.S.) united to address the greatest natural disaster since the last glacial period. 
The treaty reduces global emissions of carbon dioxide, methane and other gases that trap the sun's heat, 
melting the glaciers and flooding coastal cities throughout the world.  

This week, U.S. government scientists confirmed a definite rise in the temperature of ocean waters, the 
driving force behind global climate changes.  



Despite our administration's boycott of the treaty, each of us should do our share to minimize emissions 
of these gases by limiting the use of fossil fuels in our cars, our homes and our diets.  

Yes, our diets. According to Cornell University Professor David Pimentel, production of animal-based 
foods accounts for 8 percent of the national consumption of fossil fuels -- nearly as much as driving our 
cars.  

It requires nearly 10 times as much fuel as production of plant-based foods. The additional fuel is used to 
grow animal feed, to operate factory farms and slaughterhouses and to process and refrigerate 
meat/dairy products.  

We can show our support for the Kyoto Treaty and planetary survival each time we visit our supermarket.  

-- BURT ADAMSON, Bakersfield 

 


