Illinois Green Governments Coordinating Council

Minutes, January 18, 2008, Meeting 2:30 p.m.

* * * Minutes approved by Council on April 28, 2008 * * *

Roll Call: Lt. Governor Pat Quinn, Don Barnes (Department of Central Management Services), Charlie Bowden (Illinois Board of Higher Education), Donnette Clark (Illinois State Board of Education), Roy Dolgos (Illinois Department of Transportation), Khaled Elkhatib (Central Management Services), Kevin Greene (Illinois Environmental Protection Agency), Greg Lenaghan (Department of Commerce & Economic Opportunity), Martin Johnson (Illinois Department of Employment Security), Carol Pinkerton (Illinois Central Management Services), Randy Roth (Buckeye International), Steve Rothenberg (Illinois State Board of Education), Karen Shoup (Office of Management and Budget), David Smith (Department of Commerce & Economic Opportunity), Cheryl Stine (Department of Commerce & Economic Opportunity) and George Vander Velde (Waste Management and Research Center).

By Phone: Chris Grissom (Illinois Department of Corrections)
Other Attendees: Jamie Caston, Alison Hayden, Kerry Lofton, Marc Miller, Dan Persky, Kate Tomford, and Jon Zirkle (Office of Lt. Governor).

Call to Order and Opening Remarks

Kate Tomford welcomed the attendees to the special meeting of the Illinois Green Governments Coordinating Council.

Discussion of Previous Meeting’s Minutes

The Council approved the minutes from December 11, 2007, with corrections to the Green Cleaning Schools Act update.

Discussion of the Green Cleaning Schools Act:

Act Overview

Kate Tomford: We are going to cover the Green Cleaning Schools Act.  There was a guidelines development committee that has been meeting since October to develop the guidelines that were required by the Act.  This discussion will be a review of the Act and some of the requirements of the Act and then a more detailed discussion of the guidelines.  Our objective is to approve the submission of these guidelines as rules to JCAR.  The deadline for JCAR submission is Tuesday, January 22, 2008.  The rules will be published in the February 1 edition of the Illinois Register.
This Act was passed August 2007.  Its official title is the Green Cleaning Schools Act.  The rationale for the Act is that both children and adults are exposed to chemicals in schools.  Reducing that exposure promotes public health and environmental benefits; it reduces the amount of contaminants and pollutants in this indoor setting.  The Act requires all schools, elementary and secondary, public and non-public, with 50 students or more to comply with the guidelines that the Council develops in consultation with a few other state agencies, such as the Department of Public Health, the State Board of Education, Regional Offices of Education, and Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, along with a panel of interested stakeholders.  The GGCC in consultation with that committee had to develop the guidelines within 180 days of the establishment of the Act.  This put us at a deadline of February 9, 2008, which is a Saturday, so in practice February 11, 2008 was the deadline for the committee to establish the guidelines.
Schools have to establish a green cleaning policy, and that includes purchasing and exclusively using environmentally sensitive cleaning products.  They are allowed to deplete their existing stocks, and they are allowed to submit a notification if adopting this policy is economically infeasible.  These are two exemptions written into the Act.  
There is another deadline in the Act that says schools have to comply within 90 days of the establishment of the guidelines.  Schools will have to comply by May 9, 2008.  The other requirement of the Council is to disseminate all information to the Regional Offices of Education (ROE) and to non-public schools.  The ROEs are required to give the guidelines to the public schools.  Both the GGCC and the ROEs are required to provide on-going assistance to schools to carry out the requirements.  The GGCC, in consultation the other state agencies and the interested stakeholders, is required to update the guidelines annually if necessary after review of the guidelines.

Rulemaking Process and Timeline

Dan Persky: The Illinois Administrative Procedure Act requires that whenever state agencies want to implement rules that will binding on anyone outside that agency, they have to follow a set of specific procedures, managed by the Joint Committee on Administrative Rules.  The task force has come up with the proposed rules, and on Tuesday we will be submitting a notice of proposed rules and a notice of emergency rules to the Secretary of State’s Office for JCAR.  We are doing emergency rules so we can ensure that schools can implement these procedures during this school year, and because under the Act we had to promulgate these rules by February 11.  Since we are so close to the deadline, the final rules will not be finalized by February 11.  We are doing emergency rules for 150 days and a notice of proposed rules, and they will be published in the February 1 issue of the Illinois Register, then we go through the first and second notice period.  The first notice period allows anyone from the public to comment or request a public hearing.  It allows JCAR staff to make recommendations to legislators on JCAR and whether or not they should issue any objections to our proposed rules.  We have spent a lot of time on the phone with JCAR and we feel confident about the rules we are submitting and we will find out soon.  Unless there is an objection issued by JCAR, then entire process would last 90 days to May 1.  On May 1 we can do the final rules.  Under the Green Cleaning Schools Act, the GGCC is charged with reviewing these rules on an annual basis and we would stick to the same schedule every year and propose any amendments that are necessary.

Guidelines and Specifications Document

Kate Tomford: We will move on to the guidelines and specifications document.  This was one that I circulated.  This is the document that the committee put together, and the committee met from October until January 11, 2008.  The committee included a wide variety of interest groups and agencies with different constituents from education, public, private and parochial including charter schools.  We had a lot of industry participation as well, including individuals involved in manufacturing and distributing.
The structure of the guidelines document has two main sections; one is the requirements section and that is the section that will go through the JCAR process.  JCAR is required for mandatory policies and only the requirements section, which is section 5 of the document, pages 6 through 8.  The larger section is a recommendation section, which is not required of schools and is not required to go through the JCAR process.  We felt it was important to tell schools what the best practices are for implementing these guidelines and for implementing a green cleaning policy.  The requirements section only applies to product purchases. It doesn’t dictate how the schools clean or type of practices or policies they implement.  I will go through the requirement section first.
Section A is cleaning supply purchases with pre-qualification.  The committee that met agreed to six product categories: carpet cleaners, general purpose and hard surface cleaners, glass, mirror and window cleaners, bathroom cleaners and hand soaps and paper products.  The market was robust enough and there was enough competition and there were enough diversity in products that schools could acquire these products at a competitive price when they are certified by one of two different organizations or recognized by a program that EPA runs.  The two certification organizations are Green Seal and Eco Logo.  Green Seal was developed in the U.S.; EcoLogo was developed in Canada but it’s now recognized through out North America.  The EPA’s program is called Design for the Environment (DfE); it is a federal program.  However, it doesn’t have the same standards and EcoLogo and Green Seal; it’s a formulator program.  They work with formulators so it’s more collaborative.  On paper products, Green Seal and Eco Logo both certify paper products but Dfe does not.  We wanted to have a third option for the paper products category, and that is the comprehensive procurement guidelines that are also set by U.S. EPA.  Those are the ways a product can be pre-qualified.  Any pre-qualified product can be purchased and used by a school.

Section B is cleaning supply purchases with alternative specifications.  The Green Cleaning Schools Act requires that there be multiple avenues by which a product is qualified as environmentally sensitive, and we wanted to manufacturers and distributors to have an alternative if they didn’t want to go through the process of working with one of the certification bodies.  The process can be expensive and lengthy.  We heard feedback from industry that not all manufacturers want to go through that process.  The alternative qualification process allows them to go to an accredited lab and get their products tested independently and submit the results of the test to meet either the Green Seal standards or the Eco Logo standards for that relevant product category.  Assuming the data from their test results show that they do meet those standards, we will qualify them and put their product on the list of qualified products for purchases by Illinois schools.  It’s thought of as a fourth avenue to the three that are listed in the pre-qualification section.

Section C in the requirements section is an exemption from required practices.  This ties back to the exemption notification that’s written into the act for schools that find a green cleaning policy is economically infeasible.  Schools have an option to send a notification to the Council saying that it is economically infeasible and they can demonstrate that by going a distributor or a manufacturer who gives them a quote for comparable green cleaning supplies.  The schools would write on the form the quotes they receive and the price of their current product in order to demonstrate that it would be more expensive for them to purchase these green-cleaning products.  The notification is not an application.  We do not approve their form; they just have to notify the Council.
The two forms required for the alternative notification and for the exemption are appendices A and B.  Those forms will also go through the JCAR process because they are apart of the required section.  There is a definition section that will go through the JCAR process defining the terms, categories and school buildings are also defined.

The Recommendations section is quite long and detailed.  This is not required for schools.  We say explicitly that schools are encouraged to follow, but it is not mandatory for them to follow this.  It discusses some general recommendations for cleaning supply purchases that don’t fall within the required categories.  For paper products that are not paper towels, those paper products are recommended for cleaning but not required.  For example, chrome cleaner, degreasers, disinfectants and sanitizers, floor finishers and strippers, and furniture polish are not covered by the required categories and we give recommendations on how to purchase those in an environmentally friendly manner.
There are recommendations on practices to follow.  We drew largely from a document that the State of Pennsylvania produced in coordination with several of the experts that were sitting on the committee to develop the guidelines.  They go into greater detail about procedures that the custodial staff can adopt.  There are also some comments in the section about using cleaning supplies for non-custodial staff, vulnerable populations, and food areas.  These guidelines do not supersede any of the public health codes, OSHA regulations or any other procurement regulations that exist for the state.  We made a point of not crossing over into those areas and referring people to section 7, which is the relationship to other laws.  Does anyone have any comments or questions regarding the guidelines?

George Vander Velde: I think there should be a definition of environmentally sensitive because environmentally sensitive could be negative. It should be environmentally insensitive as oppose to environmentally sensitive. I think it should be defined. I think we should have a definition that says environmentally sensitive means environmentally protective. 

Kate Tomford: Are you saying the product could harm the environment?

George Vander Velde: No, I’m saying the term could mean the exact opposite. I think we should define it someplace in the document.

Kate Tomford: As protective of the environment?

George Vander Velde: Yes.

Kate Tomford: Are there any other comments or questions?

Public comments

Kate Tomford: We received over 90 comments.  The majority came through the Council website.  We did hold three public comment meetings and we had a total of six commenters during those hearings.  We also had a number of letters we received from the parochial schools.  All thirty were identical letters and the text of the letter is written on page 33 of the document.
I’d talk about some of the comments we received.  We originally had requirements for equipment that were in that required section of the document.  We worded it to say that if schools were using equipment that was conventional equipment and not environmentally sensitive, that when that equipment reached the end of its lifespan, the schools would be required to buy new equipment that met certain environmental standards.  We got feedback from a group of parochial school principals in addition to some other people who submitted comments and they felt that equipment should be moved to the recommendations section rather the required section.  That was a change we made as a result of the comment period.
They also asked that paper products be moved out of the required section and into the recommendations section, but we felt that it was warranted to include paper in the required section.  Paper towels are a cleaning product; they’re used in cleaning procedures.  We felt based on the wording of the Act itself and the interpretation of environmentally sensitive products that paper should be included in the required section.
We received comments that training cost should be included in the exemption.  Right now the exemption notification is for the product categories that are covered in the requirements section.  We don’t ask for any estimate of training costs and some people argued that training cost would increase under green cleaning policies.  They said that because training is a cost increase that could result in economic infeasibility, we should have training cost part of the exemption.  We felt that training cost couldn’t be accurately calculated and schools should have training cost to begin with.  There should be a baseline of conventional training whether it is for conventional products and methods or green cleaning products and methods.  We did not include training cost in the exemption notification. The way its stands now is only the added cost of products.
There were some comments from the chemicals industry regarding specific ingredients that had been mentioned in the best practices section, specifically ingredients in air fresheners, gum removers, chrome polishers and floor finishes. Some of them we thought were valid and we changed the document as a result.  Some of them we decided not to include in revisions.  In most cases, there were counter-arguments from people involved in interests groups and other school health organizations.  It was a matter of balancing the comments on one side or the other.
The other large portion of comments came under the section of training.  A lot of people felt that we should talk more about training in the document.  The subject of training was not something the Act required to be included in the document and there is a huge rollout process to this.  We feel that distributors and manufacturers bear a large responsibility for training, and we had a lot of discussion on how schools could ask their distributors for free training when the purchase their products.  It seemed to me that most distributors were open to offer that.  Although training is something important, it is not something we touched on specifically in the document.
Are there any other questions after reading through the comments?  We will have more comments coming in after the notice period through JCAR rulemaking, and I expect that some of the people that commented during the public comment period will submit similar comments again.

Kevin Greene: What is the intention of the document?  What to do you plan to do with it? Is this going to be put on the website or mailed out the people who submitted comments?

Kate Tomford: It’s on the website currently.  All of the documents we’ve produced and distributed to the committee have been put on the website as the meetings have come up so this process could remain open and completely transparent.  It’s on the website now and has been on the website since it has been distributed to the meeting attendees.  We also emailed a copy of this to the people who submitted comments.  There were some people who did not give us their email so everyone did not receive it, but people who did provide an email address have a copy of this document.

Kevin Greene: This public comment document includes responses to all the comments and my concern about putting this document on the website is that the Council and advisory committee members have only had this document since last Thursday.  It’s a lengthy document and I think some Council members may want to make some initial suggestions on how we should respond to these comments.  I would like to suggest the document be taken off and that you give the Council members another couple of weeks to provide you with some information or suggested language in case they want to add or amend some of the responses that have been prepared.  My concern is that people may not have had enough time to look over the document and particularly the responses coming from the Council.

Kate Tomford: We have told people that this is available.  Would you feel more comfortable if we wrote that this was a draft?

Kevin Green: Yes, that would work.

Kate Tomford: We will decide on a deadline for members of the Council to review and give us feedback and we will replace the draft with a final version.  What do you think would be the best amount of time for review?

Kevin Greene: I know our staff and Becky Lockhart could probably use another couple of weeks.  I’m not sure if any other Council members have any thoughts, but I would say at least another couple of weeks.

Kate Tomford: We could choose the February 11 date because that’s when the guidelines are supposed to be established.

Kevin Green: If the final rule will go through a notice period, we may see comments or request for a public hearing.  If we do receive a request for a public hearing, have you thought about the guidelines and procedures the Council needs to establish to hold the public hearing?  What kind of process we would want to follow?  I was thinking that if we do get a request during the first 45-day period, the staff should come up with some guidelines to share with the Council members so we know what type of procedures will be followed in the event that a public hearing is requested.

Dan Persky: Right now the notice says people have to submit comments in writing to the Chicago office.  A request for public hearing could be made during that first public notice period, and yes, we would have to have procedures in place before the end of that first notice period.  We will figure out some procedural items before the first notice period.

Kevin Greene: I would like to see a draft of whatever you come up with.

Dan Persky: There are no specific requirements.  We can set our own procedures.

Kevin Greene: Does the public hearing have to be held during the first 45-day notice period or does that come afterwards?

Dan Persky: No, it can be held in the second notice period.

Kate Tomford: Can it be held in the first notice period?

Dan Persky: I think so.

Kevin Greene: I don’t think that’s possible because wouldn’t JCAR like to see a summary of the comments and any responses the Council makes in first 45-day notice period?

Dan Persky: Request for a hearing must come within the first 15 days of the first notice period and we have to have the hearing between the 15th and 45th day of the first notice period.

Kevin Greene: So you would have 15 days to come up with some guidelines?

Dan Persky: We have 15 days to after February 1, which is February 16. 

George Vander Velde: Since the IEPA does a lot of these, have you got any procedures that you can give to the staff here that they can take a look at?

Kevin Greene: We certainly have plenty of procedures and things we can get to the staff.  I will check with our Community Relations staff and some of hearing officers that deal with the permitting procedures.  I don’t want to say we have the model that should be followed, but you can take a look at them.  I don’t want to give you something that will be cumbersome or burdensome.  I can give some information that lists our procedures.
My other question is if we receive comments during that first 45-day notice period, could the Council members after 20 days or 25 days receive a notice saying that comments were made and from whom.  I would like to know as soon as possible whether there are still issues out there that certain interest groups would like the Council to address.  It is my understanding that if we do receive comments, that staff or the Council will have to prepare a summary of those comments for JCAR to do an analysis.  They will decide if we have to do any changes to the proposal and that would have to be part of the package that goes to JCAR.  I would like to see that as soon as possible before that document goes to JCAR and before the 45-day notice period when JCAR is really involved in this process.

Dan Persky: You are correct in that we must maintain copies of all of those comments that are submitted during the first notice period and we can provide that information to all the Council members.  We could do it after that 15-day period so we would also know if a public hearing was requested and we can also give you all the comments at the end of the 45-day period.

Kevin Greene: If we do get comments, I would like them before the second 45-day period takes place so that we can prepare whatever documents we need for JCAR.  I want to make sure that we have at least seven days to review any documents that go to JCAR with the final rules if we receive comments.

Dan Persky: Ok, we understand. Is there anything else?

Kate Tomford: We will go over the Green Governments Act and vote for approval once the Lt. Governor gets here.

Discussion of the Illinois Green Governments Act:

Kate Tomford: The Illinois Green Governments Act originally received an amendatory veto; that was overridden and it was enacted October 17, 2007.  The Act establishes the Green Governments Coordinating Council in Illinois statute and one minor detail we wanted to highlight was that the name of the Council is the ‘Green Governments Coordinating Council’.  Governments is plural and I don’t know if it was intended, but it seems to refer to the fact that the requirements in the Act are voluntary for local governments.  I think that the sense of the plural of the word.
The Act names fourteen member agencies that are serving on the Council.  It is an expansion of the original eight member agencies that were participants when the Council was formed by Executive Order.  It keeps the Lt. Governor as the Chairperson and requires the Lt. Governor’s staff to perform the administrative duties of the Council.  It has many responsibilities of the Council and they involve setting long-term environmental sustainability goals, monitoring and tracking state activities on environmental progress, setting up an awards program, creating guidance materials, best practices, case studies, policy language, model plans and other resource information, making all those guidance materials available on a website, providing training programs, providing new ways for state government to build market for environmentally preferable products.
It specifically says that with existing resources that the Department of Central Management Services shall designate a single point person of contact for state agencies, suppliers and other interested parties to contact about green purchasing issues.  Green procurement is one of the big objectives of the Act.  The Council is required to perform benchmarking, make recommendations to the Governor on incentives for environmental improvements, and to report annually to the Governor and the General Assembly on the progress of the Council.  The Lt. Governor is given authority to make recommendations concerning the management of the I-Cycle program.
The state agencies are responsible for submitting an adopted an environmental sustainability plan to the chairman of the Council.  The Council has to prepare a downloadable template for the plan and adopt procedures for reviewing and approving the plans of all the state agencies.  This planning process is not mandatory, but optional for local governments and educational institutions.  Universities and colleges are encouraged to participate as well as local governments, but they are not required the way that state agencies are required.
Once the Council receives the sustainability plans for state agencies, they must develop a reporting template, review process and approval process for those sustainability plans.  After approval of the plans, state agencies must adopt the plans and report on them.  The Council compiles all of those reports into an annual report that goes to the Governor.
There are some requirements for the website and I quoted those in the 2-page handout that refers to the ‘State Agency Sustainability Planning Resources and Requirements’ and they are written in that section.  I also wanted to note that the Act had a timeline written into the language, and this timeline included some dates that had already expired by the time the Act was enacted.  We came up with an extended timeline and that timeline is what we are now working towards in terms of the state agencies putting together their sustainability teams and then writing sustainability plans.
The next deadline on the timeline is the March 1 deadline for state agencies to put together their plans.  To help them put together these plans we’ve been working since before the Act was enacted to put together some guidance materials and a template.  Kevin Greene put that together with the help of a sub-committee that was self-selected.  That guidance plan and template was on our website, but we’re in the process of making some revisions to that.  We do want to get it back up as soon as possible because the agencies are going to fill out the template that’s online and use that as a way of creating their sustainability plan on March 1. That’s the next deadline we’re looking at.
I will go through what we were planning to submit as rules.  These rules don’t have the level of detail that the ones for the Green Cleaning Schools Act contain; they essentially would required the state agencies to complete the template that we produce for their sustainability plans.  I think that’s the only requirement that would be part of the rules. We also have some other materials that would help guide them perform the planning process and these are on the second page of the 2-page handout about the web resources.
There will be an online assessment tool and the tool would help the agencies determine their baseline for their environmental impacts and prioritize those impacts.  There will be an online sustainability plan template.  The template would be one they could type into and they could save their changes and come back to it if they want to do this over a series of days or have multiple people going onto the website and entering information.  This would enable them to do it in a centralized way online instead of on paper.  There will also be a downloadable version of the form for reference and this is required per the language in the Act.  There will be a downloadable sustainability planning guide and this is the one Kevin had originally developed with the help of the sub-committee and he’s made some significant changes to it.  Kevin turned to other states for guidance on what they have done and Kevin found quite a few materials online in terms of models of what other states have produced.  We have a very detailed sustainability-planning guide that would be downloadable on the site.  Kevin also produced some model sustainability plans that agencies can follow whether they’re medium or large agencies or a small agency.  They can use the model plans as they go through their own sustainability plan template and fill that in.  It’s for reference and to spark any ideas in the planning process.  Does anyone have any questions about the Green Governments Illinois Act or specifically the resources we are putting together for state agency planning?

Martin Johnson: When is the template available?

Kate Tomford: We are hoping to get it up by the end of the month so state agencies would have a minimum of the end of January through March 1 to do their planning.  The deadline for putting together the sustainability teams was January 1 and I’ve been getting a lot of emails from agencies that are looking for the template.  We want to get the template up as soon as we can in addition to the other materials because the template alone wouldn’t be too much value.  The planning guide that Kevin developed and the model plan and the assessment tool will help state agencies put together their plans.

Dan Persky: We will be submitting emergency and final proposed rules at the same time so the agencies can use the emergency rule authority so they can complete their plans by March 1.  We will submit them as soon as we submit the Green Cleaning regulations.

Kevin Greene: Is it really necessary to submit these as emergency rules?

Dan Persky: We have to do it if we want to be able to require the state agencies to submit their plans by March 1.

Kevin Greene: Since the amendatory veto set the deadlines back, why not do a clean up bill?

Dan Persky: The deadlines in the Act are ok except for the first year because of the date the bill became effective.  After this first year, we will resume a normal schedule and rules will reflect that schedule.  This avoids the need for doing a clean up bill.  We can do it through rules instead of a bill. 

Kevin Greene: I would like to suggest we extend the March 1 deadline another month because we are a little behind schedule in getting some of the planning materials on the website.

Dan Persky: We could extend it but our issue is that we are trying to get the entire timeline back to normal as soon as possible.  The next big deadline after that is for us to do our Annual Report that we are required to do.  It will give us less time for us to do the annual reporting if that is the Council’s wish.

Kevin Greene: I would rather give the agencies some additional time since this is the first time they are going through the process and I think it would make more sense to give them more time even if it creates a burden on the Council when it comes to completing the Annual Report.  All the materials are not on the website yet and I think we will get better plans if they are given more time.  We should have them due on April 1.

Lt. Governor: I want to salute everyone and Kevin, Kate, Dan and our whole staff for working on these highly technical, challenging assignments.  I think you’ve done a nice job.  Kevin’s suggestion is to move the deadline of March 1 back to April 1.  Do any other members have any suggestions on this issue?

George Vander Velde: I think it is a reasonable request to give them a little more time on this deadline

Lt. Governor: Since this is our first time, we want maximum participation from state agencies.  There were some unintended delays because of the amendatory veto.  If it means we have less time to do our Annual Report, then give the agencies more time to get their job done.  Hopefully the state agencies have so much to say that we have a lot to put in the Annual Report.  Are there any other thoughts on this issue?

Carol Pinkerton: You mentioned that a lot of the agencies were calling with questions and moving the deadline to April 1 might allow you to hold meetings with some the agencies or trainings if necessary.

Kevin Greene: Kate and I talked about doing workshops and walking them through the documents.  We could do one in the north and central part of the state.

Lt. Governor: Kate, will you read off the proposed timeline?

Kate Tomford: March 1 will be pushed to April 1 for the sustainability plans. The next deadline is for the Council to the sustainability plan review and we can push it from May to June.  That will give us from April 1 to June 1 to review all the plans we receive from agencies.  On June 1, the Council shall adopt a reporting form to be used to comply with the progress reporting requirements and that’s doable between April and June.  On July1, we have a deadline for state agencies and participating units of local units governments and educational institutions to submit their annual progress report.  That means the July report will only cover a very short portion of the year from April to July.  We need to get the pattern in place for next year, and considering the schedule that’s written into the Act, then it makes sense to do that.

Don Barnes: The large part of that report for the first cycle is going to be the announcements of what actions are being planned.  It will take a full year before you get any meaningful progress to discuss.

Kate Tomford: Plus or minus a month is not going to make a big difference in the reporting.  On September 1, the Council shall be responsible for reporting annually to the Governor and the General Assembly on the results of the environmental sustainability actions taken by state agencies.  That’s the compiled Annual Report based on all the submissions of the agencies annual reports.  Then we will be back on schedule.

Lt. Governor: Kate, write that up for everyone and distribute the timeline after the meeting.  Is there any objection to that time frame?  If not, we will use the timeline that Kate described.  What are the next steps?

Kate Tomford: We were going to vote on both the Green Cleaning Schools rules and this rule requiring state agencies to submit a sustainability plan.

Lt. Governor: Let’s start with the Green Governments rule since we just finished discussing it.  Is there a motion to approve the rule?

Don Barnes: Moves to approve the motion.

Lt. Governor: Is there a second?

George Vander Velde: Seconds the motion.

Lt. Governor:  Any discussion on the motion?  It is important and a major step forward.  All of us can take pride in and we have to work hard in making this become part to the fabric of state government.  Hearing no further discussion, we will call this for a vote.  All those in favor?

All: Aye.

Lt. Governor: All opposed? (None) Hearing none, it passes unanimously.  The rule pursuant to the Illinois Green Governments Act 95-0657 is adopted and will be submitted.  Next is the Green Cleaning Schools Act and the rules pursuant to that.  Is there a motion to submit that rule?

George Vander Velde: I move we approve that rule with the insertion of the definition we talked about in the earlier discussion.

Lt. Governor: Is there a second?

Martin Johnson: Seconds the motion.

Lt. Governor: Is there any discussion?  This is a major step for our state.  We are the second state in the county to adopt these rules.  It will be a challenging one and good things don’t come easy.  We really are taking on a major challenge.  I want to commend all those who worked on this because this is a lot of work and there will continue to be with a lot of public contact.  We want to make our schools green, clean and healthy and this is part of that mission.  Are there any other thoughts or questions?  All those in favor of the Green Cleaning Schools Act rules?

All: Aye.

Lt. Govenor: Any opposed? (None).  That rule passes unanimously on this day, January 18, 2008.  Thank you to everyone in Chicago and Springfield.  This is exciting and a good way to begin the new year.  We have a great group with a lot of committed people and I particularly wanted to salute Kevin Greene for all of his commitment to establishing the Illinois Green Governments Coordinating Council.  Kevin could you talk a little about the Council then and now?

Kevin Greene: In 2000, the Governor asked me to give a couple ideas because Earth Day was coming up.  I had been monitoring a couple of other states, such as Pennsylvania and North Carolina, that had green government initiatives on the way and I thought it would be a good idea to have the state be a role model and lead by example.  The Governor’s Office liked it and on Earth Day there was a big announcement that state government was going to improve its environmental and energy efficiency.

Lt. Governor: Is Earth Day 2008 the eight birthday of the Green Governments Coordinating Council?

Kevin Green: Yes.

Lt. Governor: It is now codified in Illinois law. We want to thank Kevin for doing this research and coming up with the basic concept.  We have a good forum to carry on the major challenge of our time with sustainability and a green way of thinking and acting.  If our state agencies and universities and all those we work with provide a good example, we could make a big difference in our way of life and I think that’s important.

George Vander Velde: I think Kevin touched on this briefly, but during the time up until now some great strides have been made.  If you look at procurement, architecture with respect to buildings, and the general awareness of agencies with the awards program, there are a lot of things that have been done and the really great thing about it is that it’s been a collective effort.  It’s not any one agency but it’s agencies and people working together and that really comes to bear in this Cleaning Act.  It’s not only the members here but there were outside members involved as well.  I think that speaks well for the future of where this program is headed and I think we need to keep that. 

Lt. Governor: Well said.  I think it is a collective effort. It’s amazing what human beings can accomplish when no one is worried about who gets the credit.  Every day we can do something and I don’t want to see a Capital Bill that’s focused on the 20th century and that doesn’t require public buildings to be built as green buildings or LEED certified.  I think we have to speak up on that issue because perhaps some of our friends in the legislature just want to build a road and a building without caring about the consequences 10-15 years from now.  We have to be the green conscience of state government; to say the only way to build a building or build a road is to do it according to green, sustainable principles.  That is something we have to do all the time in each agency or when we interact with other units of government.  That to me is one of our biggest challenges this year.  Besides complying with the law and writing reports, we need to make sure that other policy makers in government don’t make billion dollar decisions, i.e. the Capital Bill, by investing the money in non-sustainable ways.  Our children and grandchildren won’t be happy with us down the road.

Kate Tomford: The next quarterly meeting will be in March and I will be sending out information about it. 

Lt. Governor: Will it be in March? Isn’t it every quarter?

Kate Tomford: Yes, December was the last meeting and this one is a special case to address these rules and March will be the next one.  A couple of things we will address at the next meeting will be the sub-committee structure by making sure it’s up-to-date and consistent with the efforts that are going on.  We also want to address some formal operating procedures for the Council.  Kevin and I talked about it and I think it would make sense to put some of that down on paper and to make sure all those procedures are in place as we go forward as a council that’s now in Illinois statute.

Lt. Governor: We will get the information with the date of the next meeting out to everyone.

Date for Next Quarterly Meeting

TBD

Adjournment

Meeting adjourned at 11:15 a.m.
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