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HAYWARD, — With the City
Council’s @mmmme of a climate
action plan last week, Hayward
joined the ranks of cities with an
official strategy for curbing green-
house gases, -

The "plan : sets three specific
goals-— a 6 percent reduction by
2013, 2125 percent eut by 2020 and
an 82, 5 percent reduction hy 2050.
All the figures are compared with a
baseline 2005 level 0f 1,183,279 met-
En tons of emissions.

- The plan outlines' scores. of ac-
Uosm £o be taken in different areas
— with each expected to help Hay-
rd redudce _Emmasm

" Some actions EE mcnam ontran-

. .m; oriented development and ben-

efits for commuters who use mass
transit, while others involve ihicen-
tives for residents to purchase low-

-emission vehicles.

The plan calls for the. city to
become an active m%onmwm for al-
ternative and low- mEHmmBs fuels,
and reduce energy use in existing
buildings. The city already took a

step regarding new construction

when it passed a “green building”
ordinance last year. Council mem-
bers unanimously applauded and

| . approved last week’s Emb which :
-was spearhead;

by ‘senior city
planner Eric Pefirson.
Pearson ag owledged that

-son said. “That’s 3 clear indicator .
that Eﬁm Esmﬁ vm a aoEE:E@ﬁmm :

;' Commission: and -Asgociation ; of
.. Bay Area Governmentsion Emﬁmwm .
“such as commuter ?mré

“Less than H wmqomﬁ of - H.Hm%. .
ward’s ‘greenhouse ", gases
from municipal o@mwmﬁodm. ' Pear:

effort.” .

Part of the’ Emz En_smmm éoww..
ing with other agencies:such as’
the Metropolitan, Transportation

in'a good position. to mm%q for en:
vironment-related grants, Hummwmo
said. In the future, hesaid, the sta

_.u

“imposing . similar . guideline
by, maovnsm 2 climate action: Emﬁ _

While there’ mH.m no.penalties WE.
ly, m%ému. d of ﬁr&

noncompliance:






