LEED-ND

2nd Round of Public Comment (Deadline is June 14th at midnight)

HOW TO COMMENT

The USGBC public comment system can be time consuming, but it is worth the time it takes to register.  Here are specific instructions:

1.  Register on the USGBC website, by clicking on “Sign In” at the top of the home page (usgbc.org).

2.  Download the “track changes” or “redlined” version of the rating system from this page: http://www.usgbc.org/LEED/LEEDDrafts/RatingSystemVersions.aspx?CMSPageID=1458.  Click on “Expand” at the bottom right of the page, and you’ll see a list of several useful documents.

3. Organize your comments are responses to one or more of the following questions FOR EACH PREREQ/CREDIT on which you are commenting.  We highly recommend that you do all of this off line, in a word processing program.  Note that only comments addressing changes made between the first and second comment periods will be considered (but if you can’t restrain yourself, say what you need to say!)

· “Do you believe that this prerequisite/credit is appropriate for sustainable neighborhoods (e.g., technical rigor, market usability, environmental performance”)?  Please explain.” 

· “Do you have any suggestions on how to improve the technical requirements of this prerequisite/credit?  Please explain, providing citations to data and research where possible.” 

· “Do you have other comments about this prerequisite/credit that were not captured in the first two questions?”


4.  Go back to http://www.usgbc.org/LEED/LEEDDrafts/RatingSystemVersions.aspx?CMSPageID=1458.  Click on “Expand” at the bottom right of the page, and then click the “Comment” button at the bottom of the page.

3.  Proceed to enter (type or cut and paste) your comments for each prereq or credit individually.  You can comment on as many or as few as you like.  

If you want to take a minute to send Elizabeth what you submit, that would be a bonus. 

DRAFT (6/8/09) SGA Comments

LEED-ND 2nd Public Comment Draft

Question 1.“Do you believe that this prerequisite/credit is appropriate for sustainable neighborhoods (e.g., technical rigor, market usability, environmental performance”)?  Please explain.” 

Question 2.“Do you have any suggestions on how to improve the technical requirements of this prerequisite/credit?  Please explain, providing citations to data and research where possible.” 

Question 3.“Do you have other comments about this prerequisite/credit that were not captured in the first two questions?”

SLL Prerequisite 1: Smart Location 
	Is this appropriate?
	· Six-hundred foot long blocks are still too long to be truly walkable, but the effective reduction in distance is a positive change.

· Option 3(b) – 50% of total project square footage could be years down the line, often so late that residents’ commuting patterns and market-driven development in surrounding sites are already solidified as automobile-centric.  Transit agencies are unlikely to have approved budgets more than a year or two into the future.

· 3(c) is very helpful for rail TOD.

	Technical improvements?
	· For option 3(b), require transit to be present within 2 years or 50% build-out, whichever comes first.  If not, clarify that the transit agency budget requirement is absolute – if they don’t have an approved budget going that far enough into the future, the project does not meet the prerequisite.

	Other comments?
	


SLL Prerequisite 3: Wetland and Water Body Conservation
	Is this appropriate?
	Inclusion of 50-foot wetlands buffers and 100-foot water bodies buffers are helpful from water quality and habitat standpoints, but in order this should a real MINIMUM rather than an average.    

	Technical improvements?
	Delete first two sentences of paragraph marked **

	Other comments?
	


SLL Prerequisite 4: Agricultural Land Conservation

	Is this appropriate?
	This prerequisite bears the hallmark of an effort to create a national standard for an issue with extreme regional variations.  While we appreciate the difficulty of this enterprise, the result is troubling. As written, this prerequisite will result in certification of projects that destroy an important and irreplaceable resource, without creating a strong enough incentive to pursue the true best practice – intensification of development on previously developed or infill sites.

	Technical improvements?
	Delete options 4 and 5. Require projects on prime land to comply with SLLp1 Options 1, 2 or 3.   Require higher densities and mitigation for all projects built on prime land no matter which compliance path they pursue.

	Other comments?
	We strongly recommend that the impact of this prerequisite be carefully studied between release of this rating system and the next revision.


SLL Credit 3: Locations with reduced automobile dependence 

	Is this appropriate?
	· Daily, rather than weekly, transit counts and minimum weekend service will ensure that transit systems are more convenient and useful to a wider variety of users for a wider variety of trips.

· The bonus point for additional transit routes serving an area is another innovation that will ensure that a project has greater regional accessibility.

	Technical improvements?
	

	Other comments?
	


NPD Prerequisite 2: Compact Development

	Is this appropriate?
	· The higher threshold for density in areas served by transit is an appropriate way to recognize and support the transit investments that will ultimately make a project more appealing and functional.

· Limiting the time by which density must be achieved to five years rather than 50% build-out is helpful.

	Technical improvements?
	

	Other comments?
	


NPD Prerequisite 3: Connected and Open Community

	Is this appropriate?
	The illustration shows a roadway terminating at a road on the project’s boundary, but the text could allow a roadway to dead-end at the project boundary if there were no road there.

	Technical improvements?
	Do not allow dead-ends at project boundaries, or allow only a small percentage to dead-end (presumably for future connection to planned roadways).

	Other comments?
	


NPD Credit 3: Mixed-Use Neighborhood Centers 

	Is this appropriate?
	It is appropriate only if the statement, “Uses may exist or be planned inside or outside the project” actually means “Uses inside the project boundary may exist currently or be planned as part of the project.  Uses outside the project boundary must exist at the time of certification.”

	Technical improvements?
	Please clarify.

	Other comments?
	


NPD Credit 4: Mixed-Income Diverse Communities

	Is this appropriate?
	

	Technical improvements?
	

	Other comments?
	Some component of affordable or moderately-priced housing should be a pre-requisite for certification, though that housing stock may be pre-existing and outside the project boundary, if the developer contributes to an effort to preserve its affordability.


NPD Credit 5: Reduced Parking Footprint

	Is this appropriate?
	The increase in the required distance from bike parking to a primary entrance is too far for visitor parking.

	Technical improvements?
	Reduce distance from entrance for visitor parking to 50 feet. (http://www.bicycleparkingonline.org/Destinations/short-term-parking)

	Other comments?
	


NPD Credit 9: Access to Civic & Public Space

	Is this appropriate?
	As written, this credit does not adequately encourage provision of green public spaces.  These spaces are an essential component of a livable neighborhood, particularly in higher density settings.

	Technical improvements?
	Require at least 50% or, at minimum, one civic or public space to consist primarily of open ground with plants and trees.

	Other comments?
	


NPD Credit 12: Community Outreach and Involvement

	Is this appropriate?
	This credit is entirely appropriate but insufficiently weighted and too easy to achieve, particularly for larger projects with extensive regional impacts.  Public buy-in is essential for assuring that a project – particularly one that will be built over a long period of time – will be able to stick to original plans and goals.

	Technical improvements?
	Locate one or more additional points to allocate to this credit.  Require projects to engage the public and neighboring jurisdictions according to the scale of their impact rather than immediately adjacent landowners.  For option 1, require submittal of a community outreach and involvement plan that includes opportunities for comment, developers’ incorporation of comments, and public review of revised plans.  Require participation of public agency staff in Option 2, appropriate to the scale of the project (e.g., a project with regional impacts must involve MPO and County planners in the charrette).

	Other comments?
	


GIB Prerequisite 1: Certified Green Building

	Is this appropriate?
	Aside from the requirement to pay for an additional LEED certification, this pre-requisite is adequately covered by the next two pre-requisites.  We are concerned that this requirement will discourage smaller projects, often essential to repairing or completing existing suburban communities, from applying for ND certification.

	Technical improvements?
	Delete.

	Other comments?
	


GIB Credit 5: Existing Building Reuse

	Is this appropriate?
	

	Technical improvements?
	

	Other comments?
	The requirement that no historic buildings or cultural landscapes be demolished or altered should be a prerequisite for certification.


GIB Credit 6: Historic Resource Preservation and Adaptive Use

	Is this appropriate?
	

	Technical improvements?
	

	Other comments?
	The requirement that no historic buildings or cultural landscapes be demolished or altered should be a prerequisite for certification.


GIB Credit 8: Stormwater Management 

	Is this appropriate?
	This innovative approach is highly appropriate and manages to deal with substantial regional variation in a streamlined way.

	Technical improvements?
	

	Other comments?
	


