
 Green Building Task Force 
Regularly Scheduled Meeting 

Tuesday, August 18, 2020 
3:00 – 5:00 PM 

Online meeting via Zoom 
 

 

For special accommodations, please contact Planning & Community Development  
206-780-3750 or at pcd@bainbridgewa.gov 

 

 
 

The Green Building Task Force (GBTF) will hold this meeting using a virtual, Zoom webinar 
platform, per Governor Inslee's "Stay Home, Stay Healthy" orders. 

 

Members of the public will be able to call in to the Zoom meeting. 
Please click the link below to join the webinar:  https://bainbridgewa.zoom.us/j/96334207203 

 

Or iPhone one-tap :  US: +12532158782,,96334207203#  or +16699009128,,96334207203#  

 
Or Telephone: Dial(for higher quality, dial a number based on your current location): 

US: +1 253 215 8782  or +1 669 900 9128  or +1 346 248 7799  or +1 301 715 8592  or +1 312 
626 6799  or +1 646 558 8656 

 

    Webinar ID: 963 3420 7203 
International numbers available: https://bainbridgewa.zoom.us/u/adj6hRla9u 

 
AGENDA 

 
3:00 PM  Call to Order (Attendance, Agenda, Ethics) 
   Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest 

Review & Adoption of Minutes: August 4, 2020 
 
3:10 PM  Finalize Road Map & First Steps 
 
5:00 PM  Adjourn 



Green Building Task Force
Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interests

Updated July 2020

To be read at the beginning of each meeting.

As an initial note for the record, this Green Building Task Force consists
of individuals with specific professional expertise in green building
programs.

Members of the Task Force have provided, or will soon provide, the
City with “Conflict of Interest Statements” that will be available via the
Task Force’s webpage.

In the interests of full disclosure and transparency, we will begin this
meeting by asking each member of the Task Force to disclose whether
they, or a member of their immediate family, have any direct or indirect
contractual employment, financial or private interests, or other potential
conflicts of interest in, or related to, any of the green building programs
or other agenda items scheduled to be discussed at today’s meeting.

[Each Task Force member must verbally state their disclosure(s)]

Having heard the disclosure(s) of your colleagues, are there any
objections to the members of the Task Force in attendance proceeding
with the agenda for today’s meeting?

[Pause for objections]

[If no objection] Hearing no objection, by unanimous consent all
members of the Task Force in attendance will fully participate in today’s
agenda.

[If objection, the members should discuss their concerns. Individual
members could agree to recuse themselves from discussion of specific
agenda items, as may be warranted.] Having discussed the objection(s)
raised, all those in favor of proceeding in the manner discussed please
signify by saying “aye.” All those opposed?



Green Building Task Force 
Regularly Scheduled Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday, August 4, 2020 
 
 

 

Call to Order (Attendance, Agenda, Ethics) 
Review Minutes – July 21, 2020 
Refine Road Map & First Steps 
Assess Feasibility of Completing Phase 1 as Scheduled 
Next Steps & Homework 
Adjourn 
 
Call to Order (Attendance, Agenda, Ethics) 
Senior Planner Peter Best called the meeting to order at 3:08 PM.  Task Force members in 
attendance were Kathleen O’Brien, Kathleen Smith, Richard Perlot, Julie Kriegh, Jason 
Wilkinson, Russ Hamlet and Marty Sievertson. Jonathan Davis was absent and excused. City 
Council Liaison Joe Deets and Michael Pollock were present. City Staff present were Building 
Inspector Blake Holmes and Administrative Specialist Marlene Schubert who monitored the 
remote meeting and prepared minutes. 
 
The agenda was reviewed and approved.    
 
Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest – Read aloud by Senior Planner Peter Best 
 
Review and Adoption of Minutes – July 21, 2020 
 
 Motion: I move to adopt the minutes as presented.  
 Smith/Sievertson: Passed Unanimously 
 
Refine Road Map & First Steps  
Discussion only 
 
Assess Feasibility of Completing Phase 1 as Scheduled 
Discuss Next Steps & Homework 
Discussion only 

 
Adjourn 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:05 PM. 
 



Ambitious Schedule
Today: Refine ideas for “Road Map” and interim “First Steps”

• Feasibility report for City Council update tonight
8/18: Finalize recommendations for “Road Map” and interim “First Steps”

Interim Objective
Recommend an interim “off the shelf” green building program (or components of a
program) to be implemented by October [3], 2020 (before the current development
moratorium expires) to help with the City’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emission
reduction goals while a full Bainbridge Island program is developed.

Cannot include: Amendments to Comp Plan or BIMC Title 2, 16, 17, 18
Consider how this interim program will build into a full program.

8/4/2020 Green Building Task Force Meeting



Plan for Recommending Interim GB Program (7/21/2020)

Next Steps
• Refine ideas for “Road Map” and

interim “First Steps”

Homework for Next Meeting
• Julie – Share: DOE study, World

Building Council for Sustainable
Development framework

• Kathleen O. – BuiltGreen mandatory
implementation examples

• Blake – IGBC summary
• Peter – Code collaborative model

codes
• TF Members

• Review materials from the above homework
• Independently review road map and come to next

meeting with your idea of a highly refined version
• Independently apply review criteria to initial ideas

and come to next meeting with refinement ideas



Phase 1 (Interim by Oct) Phase 2 (Oct - ?) Phase 3?

Role of GB in GHG reduction
• Conservation/reduce demand
• Solar ready/local production
• Reduce peak demand?

Theme: “Carbon reduction”

Baseline mandatory programs?
• Operational carbon?
• Embodied carbon (e.g.

concrete – Marin County)?
• Covers all building types?
• Offer choices (off the shelf)?
• All electric (no gas)? –

new/remodel?

Preliminary “Road Map”

Theme: “Carbon neutral”
Community/Stakeholder/Industry
engagement
Economics  & incentives
Program evaluation process
Site
Building
• Baseline requirements for SFR and

MF (4 units of less)
• Scaled level of performance to

building size/type/other?

• More ambitious/stretch programs

• Measure performance

Others: Community Solar ?

• GBTF: Roofs should be solar ready
(roof design, solar access/orientation)

Others: Microgrid ?

Others: High Speed Internet Access

Theme: “Carbon Storage”

Adaptive Management: Next
steps based on program
performance

• Principles (e.g. City of Shoreline)
• Lead by example
• Optimize materials/emissions
• Wholistic approach/mutual benefits (people, environment, & economy)
• Future ready (e.g. solar, EV, internet-based system controls/smart grid, battery storage, etc)
• Equity/Justice



Initial Ideas
• BuiltGreen King/Snohomish (5-star?)
• LEED (non-residential = gold+?)

• State funding nexus = Silver
• Living building challenge (core GB program,

net zero?)
• Passive house principles
• Incentives (expedited permitting, permit fees,

performance-based grants, PSE grant for >3-
star)?

• Some incentive programs set baseline
on existing code

• Incentives change/phase out over time
• Size & scale
• Seattle Code?

Evaluation Criteria/Considerations
• Ongoing support to keep standards up to date
• Benefit more than just buildings
• Education & tools to support education,

evaluation, and decision making
• Barriers

• Ease of use; industry learning curve;
burden of certification/documentation
(should certification be required?)

• Performance (when=at least 1 year after
occupancy?)

• Equity
• impact on affordable housing (size

versus certification level)
• Applicability thresholds

 Phase 1 Ideas to Refine
• (Jason, K.Smith, Marty) Baseline Programs

• Make IgCC mandatory (currently voluntary in
COBI)

• Built Green (5 star, SFR/MF)
• Core GB Certification Program (SFR, MF, MU)

• Optional
• Passive House
• LEED (Platinum for commercial, institutional)

• Public projects
• Retroactive to Police/Court?
• King County Green Building Ordinance

(requires alternatives analysis w/ LEED
Platinum as baseline)

• (Julie, K.O’Brien) Net zero operational carbon offsets
• Embodied carbon (buy your way into carbon

reduction)
• Concrete code (Marin County)
• Use EC3 tool: pick top 3 to reduce & offset

remaining top 3 items (related: Buy Clean WA
and others on embodied carbon forum)

• (Richard, Russ) Solar and EV ready
• V2G = elec. vehicle to grid

• Ban combustible fuel sources in new construction
(phase out in renovations)

• Exceptions: Wood stoves and generators for
emergency use

• Issues: Elderly and health limitations may
make wood a challenging backup heat source

Preliminary Interim “First Steps”



Plan for Recommending Interim GB Program (8/4/2020)

Draft Next Steps Homework for Next Meeting
• Jason: Share King County Green Building Ordinance

• Blake: Amendments to building code limits (just energy
code or all SFR areas?)

• Carbon group: Research concrete suppliers with low
embodied carbon concrete



1

Peter Best

From: Kathleen O'Brien
Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2020 5:44 PM
To: Peter Best
Subject: Program Wide Considerations

Peter,
I sent this previously, but realized it may be lost in the thread of emails, as I was also responding regarding the
carbon calculations approach. I want to make sure you see this and get it out to the group as it reflects the
considerations I will be bringing to the Task Force's final meeting prior to the Council deliberation. I want to
make clear that I very much support the Task Force's general thrust, but have serious concerns. I have had a
significant role in developing the green building programs and concepts that are now under consideration, and
offer my comments from a place of wanting this initiative to succeed.

Here it is:

I appreciate the need for working on subtopics in subcommittees, but there are some topics that really cross
the board... and I'll note my thoughts about them here. (In a couple of cases I am repeating what I verbally
offered during our last meeting, but since we are not recording those meetings, I wanted to memorialize those
here.)

To wit:

1. Size Matters. If we can incentivize building smaller homes, we can significantly reduce all of the resources used
to build, operate, and maintain those homes. I do believe all of the programs we identified incentivize size/scale
reduction...but I think this is important enough to be called out and rewarded with some of the incentives I
mentioned in my first memo on the Built Green Program. In addition to the super-sized new homes that we've
been seeing, I'm wondering if we can reduce the tendency when "remodeling" to double the size of the existing
home!  Can we "reward" efficient and smart-scaled buildings?

2. It's not about being strict, it's about being effective.  Whatever we end up with, we are asking businesses and
citizens (prospective and current) to change their behavior. Behavioral science tells us that this doesn't "just
happen" because someone says it's the right thing to do -- even if that someone is highly respected or has the
weight of the law behind them. It has to be right for the person who is being asked to change. They have to
believe a) the benefits outweigh the downsides; b) the "ask" is for something they can achieve successfully, and
c) the result is in line with their values and identity.  Education, advocacy, and incentives (carrot/stick) should be
a part of any ordinance asking for a major change in behavior.  Because I believe that knowledgeable third-party
certification should be part of any green building program requirement, financial incentives should be offered to
defray the cost of certification, especially for lower-cost housing and non-profit building projects.

3. Allow for growth and innovation. Can we modulate the level in the program requirement to the climate change
goal? In other words, if Built Green 3-star (for residential buildings) achieves the climate change/energy
reduction, etc. we are hoping for initially, (for residential buildings) can we set the bar there for now with
updates tuned to the carbon reduction the City’s Climate Plan is asking for in the future? A similar approach can
be made for non-residential buildings with appropriate green building standards. By setting the bar lower than
the ultimate goal, we give some room for growth and innovation in recognition of the actual way the
construction industry operates.  In my experience, competitive and respected builders respond to requirements
by seeing if they can do a little bit better, if they are incentivized to do so. By setting the bar at the highest point,
we set a ceiling, rather than the floor. (This was exactly what happened when the residential energy code was
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created in 1991. Instead of using the performance and/or systems paths, most builders used the prescriptive
path, calculating how much energy loss (in particular from glazing) they could allow and still "pass" the code.  As
far as I recall, there was no incentive to use the more complicated pathways, which required calculations, etc.)

4. Finally, because the council is deferring the public participation element of this effort, we could be
jeopardizing the buy-in we so badly need if this will be truly successful. (See #2, and #3) We are skipping some
very important steps. Most (if not all) of the municipal programs referenced in our Task Force conversations had
the virtue of having used education, advocacy, incentives (to volunteer) to get where they are today. All of the
green building programs we are referencing stand on the shoulders of earlier renditions. The municipal efforts
referenced, unfortunately, are just further along than COBI. (This is not to say there has been no efforts to
educate. I facilitated sustainable building education associated with COBI’s City Hall, as well as with school
district buildings. ) I therefore reaffirm my suggestion to make the already COBI-approved and voluntary
International Green Building Code a requirement; to specifically require the City to use it on its own building (in
particular the police station), and to create incentives, deliver education in collaboration with the design and
construction industry, and advocate publicly for goals set through the public participation process. In general, I
think what the Task Force was designing for the Interim Ordinance, would be a great start for longer-term
legislation, but I would like to see it vetted through the normal civic process.

Kathleen O'Brien



 Phase 1 Ideas to Refine
• (Jason, K.Smith, Marty) Baseline Programs

• Make IgCC mandatory (currently voluntary in COBI)
• Does not appear to be adopted in any locality link
• Recommend this is not adopted for the interim requirements

• We are not experts – need to do more research

• Would the City provide project review and enforcement? Or would there be a third-party permit reviewer? Path for self review?

• Built Green (4 star)
• Applies to ADUs of any size and remodels and additions under 1,500 SF

• Built Green (5 star)
• Applies to new SFR up to 4,000 SF, MF for 4 units of less, Subdivisions of 4 units or less, remodels and additions over 1,500 SF
• Meaningful for the developer (52% of new homes in Seattle)
• Optional pathways (instead of Built Green 5 Star):

• Passive House
• Zero Energy Certification
• LEED for Homes Platinum

• Core GB Certification Program (SFR +4,000 SF, MF and Subdivisions of 5 units or more, MU and commercial)
• Optional LEED (Platinum for commercial, institutional)

• Public projects
• Retroactive to Police/Court – yes – city needs to lead by example

• Green Building Task Force to do an evaluation? Recommend opening it up to a public process
• City Buildings or city funded buildings (municipal commitment)

• Core Green Building Certification for all new construction and all renovation projects (above $x or Xsf)
• Zero Carbon for all city buildings existing, new construction and all renovation projects (above $x or x SF)
• Commit to doing at least one Living Building

• Example program: King County Green Building Ordinance (requires alternatives analysis w/ LEED Platinum as baseline, evaluate
Zero Energy, CORE and LBC Petal and Full

• Shoreline Study comparing different levels of certification: http://www.shorelinewa.gov/home/showdocument?id=39438

https://www.greenbuildinglawupdate.com/2019/12/articles/igcc/2018-igcc-is-not-in-use-anywhere-a-detailed-analysis-of-why/


• http://www.shorelinewa.gov/home
/showdocument?id=39438
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Peter Best

From: Peter Best
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 12:09 PM
To: Peter Best
Cc: Joe Deets; Michael Pollock; Heather Wright (hwright@bainbridgewa.gov); Blake

Holmes; Carla Lundgren
Subject: GBTF: Info Email #1

GBTF Members:

This is the first of likely several messages from me this week and next as I will be receiving and distributing information
related to our homework assignments and other relevant information or questions in advance of our next meeting on
8/4.  I will be numbering these emails for ease of material management and reference. I will also BCCing GBTF members
in these emails to avoid accidentally starting an email discussion through “reply all” emails in violation of the
OPMA.  GBTF members and staff who wish to share information with the GBTF should send it to me for redistribution.

The following webpage from the Municipal Research and Services Center (MRSC) may provide useful resources for our
work.
http://mrsc.org/Home/Explore-Topics/Planning/Development-Types-and-Land-Uses/Green-Communities-and-Building-
Design.aspx

From that MRSC webpage, I found the following 2011 study comparing the cost of standard vs. green buildings in the
City of Seattle.  This only studied 4-7 floor buildings, so it is not directly applicable to COBI.  I was wondering if any GBTF
member was aware of other studies regarding cost that would be more applicable to COBI and the types of programs
the GBTF is considering.  In particular, I am interested in knowing if there is good studies to inform our discussion
comparing building size with carbon footprint and cost.

Some other resources related to discussion topics during our last meeting include:
 State requirements for public facility projects funded in the state capital budget.
 Evergreen Sustainable Development Standards for projects funded by the State Housing Trust Fund

Sincerely,

Peter Best, MMA
Senior Planner
o.206.780.3719 | c.206.498.4126
pbest@bainbridgewa.gov

Contact me on Teams
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Due to the City’s COVID-19 response, the Planning and Community Development Department (PCD) has modified its
operations.  Please see the PCD webpage (https://www.bainbridgewa.gov/154/Planning-Community-Development) for current
information.
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Peter Best

From: Peter Best
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 9:37 AM
To: Peter Best
Cc: Julie Kriegh; Joe Deets; Michael Pollock; Heather Wright (hwright@bainbridgewa.gov);

Blake Holmes; Carla Lundgren
Subject: GBTF: Info Email #2

GBTF Members:

Please see the information below from Julie Kriegh.

Sincerely,

Peter Best, MMA
Senior Planner
o.206.780.3719 | c.206.498.4126
pbest@bainbridgewa.gov

Contact me on Teams

Due to the City’s COVID-19 response, the Planning and Community Development Department (PCD) has modified its
operations.  Please see the PCD webpage (https://www.bainbridgewa.gov/154/Planning-Community-Development) for current
information.

From: Julie Kriegh <julie@kriegharchitects.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 2, 2020 11:19 AM
To: Peter Best <pbest@bainbridgewa.gov>
Cc: Julie Kriegh <julie@kriegharchitects.com>; Julie Kriegh <julie.kriegh@cobicommittee.email>
Subject: Re: GBTF: Info Email #1

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Bainbridge Island organization. DO NOT click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Peter-

Here are the organizations that are leaders in the low carbon world.

 C40 Clean Construction Forum, supporting cities globally in the transition to resource-efficient, zero-emission
construction, https://www.c40.org/networks/clean-construction-forum

 Carbon Neutral Cities Alliance, a collaboration of leading global cities working to cut greenhouse gas emissions,
https://carbonneutralcities.org/
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 World Green Building Council and its “Net Zero Carbon Buildings Commitment” challenging companies, cities,
states and regions to be net zero in embodied carbon by 2050, https://www.worldgbc.org/

 World Business Council for Sustainable Development and its “Building System Carbon Framework”,
https://www.wbcsd.org/

 Global Alliance for Buildings and Construction – UN Environmental Programme, https://globalabc.org/
 Carbon Leadership Forum- University of Washington,
 http://carbonleadershipforum.org/

Please distribute to the group.

Thank you,

Julie

Dr. Julia Ann Kriegh, AIA, Research Scientist
Certified Passive House Designer, LEED AP

KRIEGH ARCHITECTURE STUDIOS | DESIGN + RESEARCH
999 Third Ave., Ste 3300, Seattle, WA 98104
206.617.3332 Seattle WA |  206.780.0933 Bainbridge WA
julie@kriegharchitects.com  | www.kriegharchitects.com

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
Research Scientist, Carbon Leadership Forum
College of Built Environments
Seattle, WA 98195
jak33@uw.edu
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Peter Best

From: Peter Best
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 2:32 PM
To: Peter Best
Cc: Joe Deets; Michael Pollock; Heather Wright (hwright@bainbridgewa.gov); Blake

Holmes; Carla Lundgren; Julie Kriegh
Subject: GBTF: Info Email #3

GBTF Members:

Distributing additional information below from Julie Kriegh.

Sincerely,

Peter Best, MMA
Senior Planner
o.206.780.3719 | c.206.498.4126
pbest@bainbridgewa.gov

Contact me on Teams

Due to the City’s COVID-19 response, the Planning and Community Development Department (PCD) has modified its
operations.  Please see the PCD webpage (https://www.bainbridgewa.gov/154/Planning-Community-Development) for current
information.

From: Julie Kriegh <julie@kriegharchitects.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 2:24 PM
To: Peter Best <pbest@bainbridgewa.gov>
Cc: Julie Kriegh <julie@kriegharchitects.com>; Julie Kriegh <julie.kriegh@cobicommittee.email>
Subject: Re: GBTF: Info Email #1

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Bainbridge Island organization. DO NOT click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

AND two more-

https://www.buildingtransparency.org/en/materialscan/

https://architecture2030.org/

Dr. Julia Ann Kriegh, AIA, Research Scientist
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Certified Passive House Designer, LEED AP

KRIEGH ARCHITECTURE STUDIOS | DESIGN + RESEARCH
999 Third Ave., Ste 3300, Seattle, WA 98104
206.617.3332 Seattle WA |  206.780.0933 Bainbridge WA
julie@kriegharchitects.com  | www.kriegharchitects.com

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
Research Scientist, Carbon Leadership Forum
College of Built Environments
Seattle, WA 98195
jak33@uw.edu

On Aug 4, 2020, at 2:19 PM, Julie Kriegh <julie@kriegharchitects.com> wrote:

Hi Peter,

Here are some resources that may address some of your questions below:

1. University of Washington has an operational carbon footprint calculator program that has been
developed by Professor Jan Whittington in the Department of Urban Design and Planning. She may have
other papers, this is one that I found. She may be willing to come zoom talk to the group.

 Climate-informed decisions: the capital investment plan as a mechanism for lowering carbon
emissions
J Whittington, C Lynch
World Bank Policy Research Working Paper, 34

2. University of Washington has an embodied carbon benchmark calculator program (EC3 tool) that has
been developed by Professor Kate Simonen in the Department of
Architecture http://carbonleadershipforum.org/projects/embodied-carbon-benchmark-study-data-
visualization/. She may be willing to come zoom talk to the group.

Here is the website for Buy Clean Washington. http://carbonleadershipforum.org/projects/buy-
clean-washington-study/

3. You can see in this report that in addition to this paper, there are past white papers / reports that might
be useful.
<Building-System-Carbon-Framework.pdf>

Thanks
Julie

Dr. Julia Ann Kriegh, AIA, Research Scientist
Certified Passive House Designer, LEED AP

KRIEGH ARCHITECTURE STUDIOS | DESIGN + RESEARCH
999 Third Ave., Ste 3300, Seattle, WA 98104
206.617.3332 Seattle WA |  206.780.0933 Bainbridge WA
julie@kriegharchitects.com  | www.kriegharchitects.com

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
Research Scientist, Carbon Leadership Forum
College of Built Environments
Seattle, WA 98195
jak33@uw.edu
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Peter Best

From: Peter Best
Sent: Wednesday, August 5, 2020 12:43 PM
To: Peter Best
Cc: Joe Deets; Michael Pollock; Heather Wright; Blake Holmes; Carla Lundgren; Julie

Kriegh
Subject: GBTF: Info Email #4
Attachments: Berkeley Energy Reach Code for Electrification and Natural Gas Prohibition

9-27-19.pdf; 2019-07-23 Item C Prohibiting Natural Gas Infrastructure.pdf

GBTF Members:

Sharing information from Jason for Russ and Richard - but also sharing with everyone.

Sincerely,

Peter Best, MMA
Senior Planner
o.206.780.3719 | c.206.498.4126
pbest@bainbridgewa.gov

Contact me on Teams

Due to the City’s COVID-19 response, the Planning and Community Development Department (PCD) has modified its
operations.  Please see the PCD webpage (https://www.bainbridgewa.gov/154/Planning-Community-Development) for current
information.

From: Jason Wilkinson <jason.wilkinson@cobicommittee.email>
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 5:32 PM
To: Peter Best <pbest@bainbridgewa.gov>
Subject: For Russ and Richard - Cities with electrication / combustion bans

Hi Peter,

Thanks for passing this along to the group.

There are 32 total California cities with natural gas bans, or transitions requirements to all electric buildings
listed here:
https://www.sierraclub.org/articles/2020/07/californias-cities-lead-way-gas-free-future
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California's Cities Lead the Way to a
Gas-Free Future | Sierra Club
Cities and counties in California serve as the North Star as
the state navigates a transition from gas to clean-energy
buildings. Motivated by the climate crisis, worsening air
pollution, escalating gas rates, and safety risks from gas, a
new cohort of local government leaders is emerging in
California. Over 50 cities and counties across the state are
considering policies to

www.sierraclub.org

Below are some links to the reach codes for some of these cities:

Berkeley, CA link
Berkeley Passes Nation’s 1st All-Electric Building Ordinance

In a first for California and the nation, the Berkeley, CA, City Council passed a historic ordinance last night requiring
that new buildings be built all-electric beginning Jan. 1, 2020. This new law means no gas hook-ups will be installed
in new houses, apartments, and commercial buildings. Existing buildings are not affected.

Menlo Park, CA link

The City of Menlo Park adopted groundbreaking local amendments to the State Building Code that would require
electricity as the only fuel source for new buildings (not natural gas). This ordinance only applies to newly
constructed buildings from the ground up, and does not include additions or remodels.

Morgan Hill, CA, link
Introduce Ordinance Adding Chapter 15.63 (Prohibition of Natural Gas Infrastructure in New Buildings) to the
Morgan Hill Municipal Code Reducing Climate Impacts by Requiring New Buildings to Be All-Electric

San Jose, CA link

In September 2019, San José City Council approved a building reach code ordinance that encourages building
electrification and energy efficiency, requires solar-readiness on nonresidential buildings, and requires electric
vehicle (EV)-readiness and EV equipment installation.













Planning and Development Department
Office of Energy and Sustainability
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Peter Best

From: Peter Best
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 2:59 PM
To: Peter Best
Cc: Joe Deets; Michael Pollock; Heather Wright (hwright@bainbridgewa.gov); Blake

Holmes; Carla Lundgren; Julie Kriegh
Subject: GBTF: Draft Idea from Kathleen Smith

GBTF members:

Forwarding this information from Kathleen Smith.

Sincerely,

Peter Best, MMA
Senior Planner
o.206.780.3719 | c.206.498.4126
pbest@bainbridgewa.gov

Contact me on Teams

Due to the City’s COVID-19 response, the Planning and Community Development Department (PCD) has modified its
operations.  Please see the PCD webpage (https://www.bainbridgewa.gov/154/Planning-Community-Development) for current
information.

From: Kathleen Smith <kathleen.smith@cobicommittee.email>
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 2:52 PM
To: Peter Best <pbest@bainbridgewa.gov>
Subject: Draft Idea

Hi Peter,

Here is one idea to share:

Proposal for Consideration by City of BI Green Building Task Force

Kathleen Smith

August 4, 2020
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 Require Core Green Building Certification for all new construction and all renovation projects (above $x
or x SF)

o And/or Require Zero Carbon for all new construction and all renovation projects (above $x or x SF)
 No new propane hook-ups and renovation projects (above $x or x SF) must eliminate propane use
 Zero ready (including battery ready) for all new construction and all renovation projects (above $x or x SF)

 City Buildings or city funded buildings (municipal commitment)
o Core Green Building Certification for all new construction and all renovation projects (above $x or x SF)
o Zero Carbon for all city buildings existing, new construction and all renovation projects (above $x or x SF)
o Commit to doing at least one Living Building

Zero Carbon Certification https://living-future.org/zero-carbon-certification/

The 
linke
d 
imag
e 
cann
ot 
be 
displ
ayed
.  
The 
file 
may  
have 
been 
mov
ed, 
rena
med
, or 
delet
ed. 
Verif
y 
that  
the 
link 
poin
ts to  
the 
corr
ect 
file 
and 
locat
ion.

Zero Carbon Certification | Living-Future.org
The ILFI Zero Carbon Certification is the first worldwide Zero Carbon third-party certified
standard. This program recognizes the growing interest and focus on a broad-based tool
for highlighting highly energy efficient buildings which are designed and operated to fully
account for their carbon emissions impacts.

living-future.org

Core Green Building Certification https://living-future.org/core/

Core Green Building Certification |
Living-Future.org
The Core Green Building Certification℠ (Core) is a simple
framework that outlines the 10 best practice
achievements that a building must obtain to be
considered a green or sustainable building.

living-future.org

Thank you,
Kathleen Smith
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