 Charles Battig, MD

To the Albemarle County Board of Supervisors May 6, 2011:
Members of the Board raised various questions following my formal presentation in the public comment segment of the May 4, 2011 BOS meeting.  None of you chose to question me directly on these issues, but chose to rephrase my statements, interpret them to your own ends, and engage in what the BOS Chairwoman fairly termed “hyperbole.”  I think it also fair to say that the public might wonder why the Board is unwilling or unable to engage in a two-way, constructive discussion on a matter that affects the property rights of all citizens.  
Some answers and clarifications regarding your comments:

1. The origin of the term “sustainability” as used in the political context, ICLEI, Agenda 21, and County documents is attributed to Gro Harlem Bruntland, former Norwegian socialist politician, and prime minister.  She chaired the United Nation’s (U.N.) “Bruntland Commission” in 1983.  The U.N. issued the 1987 Brundtland Report, “Our Common Future,” in which “sustainability” was made a defining, world-wide, U.N. objective. The U.N. World Commission on Environment and Development then developed the groundwork for the 1992 Earth Summit and the adoption of Agenda 21, the Rio Declaration, and the establishment of the U.N. Commission on Sustainable Development.  ICLEI was founded in 1990 at a world congress at the U.N. ICLEI was one of the participants in framing Agenda 21.  “Sustainability” as a political agenda is a U.N. product. When you buy ICLEI you get the ICLEI/U.N. product, deny it or not.
-2-

2. Mr. Rooker’s denial of U.N. influence in the County is understandable.  The folks who set Agenda 21/ICLEI into motion foresaw the need to disguise their intentions with less threatening words.  Former President Clinton’s advisor on Sustainable Development, J. Gary Lawrence, noted that “We call our processes something else, such as comprehensive planning, growth management, or smart growth.”     

3. Mr. Rooker and Ms. Mallek might refresh themselves with the official County Executive Minutes of December 5, 2007.  On page two there is in bold print the heading “Non Agenda Item” followed by “Mr. Rooker said before the Board proceeded further with the  agenda, he would like to ask that the Board adopt a resolution entitled “U.S. Cool Counties Climate Stabilization Declaration.”
4. The matter of the intelligence of the public was brought up in the intra-BOS comments.  The public is smart enough to recognize the absurdity of the suggestion made that this “sustainability – cool counties” issue be redirected to County staff for expert advice.  The County Executive minutes of February 6, 2008, page 25 quotes staff (Ms. Temple) “she recommends using the five milestone guide put forth by ICLEI.”  On page 27, “staff recommends that the County follow the milestones outlined in ICLEI’s “5 Milestone Process.” “Attachment D Budget Estimate” lists 
membership Dues to ICLEI are $1200.”  Since it is your staff that had recommended that the County become a dues-paying ICLEI member, it is a self-serving, circular argument 
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to expect “staff” to not support ICLEI or to expect impartial opinion as staff receives advise from ICLEI as part of  County membership.
5. The BOS member(s) who claimed no intervention or lobbying by ICLEI in County affairs, ignore the fact that since the County is a dues-paying member of ICLEI, no reason exists for ICLEI to lobby the County.  County membership includes all the ICLEI resources listed on their web site.  The County is following the ICLEI agenda. There is no need for lobbying such a responsive ICLEI adherent as the County.
6. The BOS member(s) who claim no County/ICLEI influence or input need only to look at the signatures attached to the February 2009 “County of Albemarle, VA Emissions Baseline Report.” Included are the names: Ben Rasmussen, Senior Program        Officer ICLEI, and Megan Wu, Program Associate, ICLEI.
7.  The Thomas Jefferson Planning District Commission (TJPDC) “sustainability grant” mirrors the ICLEI defined Five Milestones with its “six products.”  The public is smart enough to note that “If it walks like a duck, quacks like a duck, it is probably a duck” applies here.
8. The hyperbole of “sustainability” censorship by undefined outside groups suggested by Mr. Rooker is puzzling.  The single “outside” group which has removed “sustainability” from its news announcements is the Thomas Jefferson Planning District Commission (TJPDC) itself.  Their $999,000 H.U.D. funded grant application “Sustainable
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Communities Regional Planning Grant” was apparently censored and re-branded as the “Livable Communities Planning Project” by their own leadership.
9. The benign face put on the TJPDC grant and intentions are difficult to reconcile with the private property rights grab in the grant language, one example: “code sections which must be replaced/eliminated due to irreconcilable conflicts with the sustainability strategies.”   There are many other such examples.
Thank you,

Charles Battig
