STARS Pilot Phase One

Credit Audit, Update, and Recommendations

Justin P. Heavey, Tutku Ak
Institutional Boundaries

Introductory Institutional Information

· Institution Name

The State University of New York College of Environmental Science and Forestry (SUNY ESF)

· Institution Address

SUNY-ESF, 1 Forestry Drive, Syracuse, NY 13210

· Name of Primary Campus Contact Person

Michael J. Kelleher, Director of Renewable Energy Systems

· Contact Information for Primary Contact Person

SUNY ESF, Office of Renewable Energy Systems

Phone: 315-470-4934

e-mail: mkellehe@esf.edu

· Boundaries of Measured Data

The boundaries of the measured data include the main campus in Syracuse which is 12 acres. This main campus consists of Baker Laboratory, Bray Hall, Illick Hall, Jahn Laboratory, Marshall Hall, Moon Library and Walters Hall. The regional campuses throughout Central New York and the Adirondack Park are not included in the measured data. 

· Primary Timeframe of Measured Data

Not required for now

· Population (for each of the past three years)

Maureen Fellows has asked the Human Resources Office and Student Affairs for the data.  She will send the information as soon as she has it.

· Total Enrollment 

· Residential Students

· Full-time Commuter Students

· Part-time Commuter Students

· Full-time Faculty

· Part-time Faculty

· Full-time Staff

· Part-time Staff 

· Facilities Infrastructure (for each of the past three years)

· Age of Institution

97 (Established in 1911) (http://www.esf.edu/welcome/facts.htm) 

· Age of Physical Plant

The oldest building was dedicated in 1917 and the newest building was dedicated in 1997 (http://www.esf.edu/welcome/campus/) 

· Campus Size (acres)

The ESF campus occupies 12 acres in Syracuse and 25,000 acres on its regional campuses throughout Central New York and the Adirondack Park (http://www.esf.edu/welcome/facts.htm)

· Percentage of Campus that is Paved/Developed

64 % of the main campus is paved/developed (Timothy R. Toland)

· Total Campus Conditioned Building Area (gross square foot)

1,049,203 SF (EMBS Report)

· Lab Space (gross square foot)

215,760 SF (http://www.esf.edu/welcome/campus/)

· Medical/Clinical Space (gross square foot)

None

· Financial Information

· Operating Budget

· Endowment

· Total Research Expenditures

In 2007, approximately $13.25 million was spent on externally funded research endeavors (http://www.esf.edu/research/) 

· Sustainability Funding

Michael Kelleher might have this information.

· Administration-allocated Funding for Sustainability Officer, Office, or Committee

· Discretionary Funding for Sustainability Officer, Officer, or Committee

· Student Fees Allocated to Sustainability Office, Officer, or Committee

· Sustainability Revolving Loan Fund Value

· Carnegie Classification (Basic)

What does Carnegie Classification mean?

Operations Credits

OP Prerequisite 1: Recycling Program 


Status and Summary


-ESF meets the stated criteria for achieving this credit

-The recycling program for bottles, cans, paper, and cardboard at ESF is evident in all buildings. 

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· A brief description of institution’s recycling program, including a list of materials collected. 

The institution’s recycling program includes the recycling of batteries; cardboard; cans, glass and plastic; cartridge; computer equipment; electronic equipment; light bulb; paper and scrap metal. An important note is that the renovation of Baker Laboratory was done reusing wood material, stone and marble (http://www.esf.edu/physicalplant/recycling.htm). 

· The URL for the institution's recycling program, if applicable 

http://www.esf.edu/physicalplant/recycling.htm

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 

· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

Buildings

OP Credit 1: New Construction, Renovations, and Commercial Interiors 

Status and Summary

-ESF meets the stated criteria to achieve two (2) out of four (4) possible credit points.

-All new buildings at ESF meet LEED silver certification criteria in accordance with SUNY policy. 


ESF Specific Recommendations 

-Explore and pursue the possibility of retrofitting existing buildings to meet LEED standards of silver and above. 

-Develop official green building policy and make it available on the web.

Documentation

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The URL where the institution’s green building policy is posted, if applicable 

No URL

· The date the policy was adopted, if applicable 

· A brief description (including gross square footage and budget) for each new building, renovation, and interior improvement that was completed during the last three years

Baker Laboratory, which has a gross area of 133,500 SF, is in the final stage of a $29 million building rehabilitation project (http://www.esf.edu/welcome/campus/baker.htm) 

· The date and level (Certified, Silver, Gold, or Platinum) of LEED certification for each applicable project 

· LEED scorecards for certified projects and documentation demonstrating the achievement of LEED criteria for projects that are not certified 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 

· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) .
Documentation is still need in regards LEED certification. Brian Boothroyd has been contacted for this information. 

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

OP Credit 2: Building Operations and Maintenance 


Status and Summary


-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria of achieving this credit

-Most of the building at ESF are over 80 years old and do not meet LEED certification standards.

-The Baker Lab has recently been renovated with LEED certification in mind but 

the certification process has met delays.

ESF Specific Recommendations

-ESF should examine the feasibility of renovating all existing buildings to LEED standards. 
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· A brief description of each building that is LEED‐EB certified or meets the standards for LEED‐EB certification including the following: 

· The name and primary function of the building (e.g., residential dormitory, classrooms, laboratories) 

· Square footage of the building 

· Date and level of LEED‐EB certification, if applicable 

· LEED‐EB scorecards for certified buildings and documentation demonstrating the achievement of LEED‐EB criteria for buildings that were not certified 

· A brief description of the tools, strategies, and policies in place to encourage the adoption and maintenance of LEED‐EB criteria 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Documentation is still need in regards LEED certification of the Baker Lab. Brian Boothroyd has been contacted for this information. 

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

OP Credit 3: Potable Non-Irrigation Water Consumption Trend 
Status and Summary 

-There is currently insufficient data to determine whether or not this credit can be awarded to ESF

-While there was a reduction in water usage between the ‘00/’01 and ’01/’02 school years, the reason for this reduction was not known.

-The STARS documentation form asks for a record of water measured in gallons ESF however keeps records in dollars. This dollar figure could be converted into gallons if we can attain the price paid per gallon.

-ESF complies with NYS code requirements and takes additional water conservation measures such as purchasing "water-saving" plumbing fixtures (including IR faucets and flush valves, low volume toilets and urinals, spring-operated lavatory faucets, etc.). ESF also complies with LEED water usage requirements for new buildings and major building renovations.  

ESF Specific Recommendations

-Better record keeping and tracking of the effects of water reduction/efficiency efforts at ESF is recommended. 

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The amount of potable non‐irrigation water that the institution consumed in 2000‐01, in gallons 

There is no record for the potable non‐irrigation water consumption in gallons for 2000‐01, but we do have a dollar amount for that year. However, there is a big difference in water consumption between the previous year and the following year of 2000-01. We don’t know the reason of why it was so high in 2000-01(Fennessy).

1999/00 - $87,297

2000/01 - $130,439

2001/02 - $96,454

· The amount of potable non‐irrigation water that the institution consumed in the previous year, in gallons 

2006/07 - $126,005 for water/sewer (Fennessy)

· The total floor area in gross square feet in 2000‐01 

The total floor area in gross square feet in 2000-01 was 714,548 (Greenhouse Gas Audit)

· A brief description of policies, practices, and programs that the institution has implemented to reduce potable, non‐irrigation water consumption 

Our practice, in Physical Plant, is to meet all NYS code requirements.  Including, and above that, we purchase "water-saving" plumbing fixtures, including IR faucets and flush valves, low volume toilets and urinals, spring-operated lavatory faucets, etc.. This is in addition to complying with LEED requirements for new buildings and major building renovation requirements (VanTress).
· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
. 

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

The data for the potable non-irrigation water consumption in gallons for 2000-01 was difficult to obtain and for the year 2006/07 we had numbers for both water and sewage. We weren’t able to separate it. Data for the more recent years could be required. Also, we weren’t able to get the information in gallons. AASHE could ask for a dollar amount. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

For this credit, data that detailed the total amount of potable non‐irrigation water consumption from the years 2000-’01 and 2006-’07, was needed. A dollar amount was procured from Mark Fennessy, Director, Business Affairs, and additional information from Gary Colella, Director, Physical Plant (Student Report). 

General ESF Recommendations for Buildings Sections

As far as the specific categories within the AASHE rating system, one of the areas showing great potential for improvement is within the Buildings section that examines LEED Certification. ESF did not receive any points from these categories, but is taking steps toward doing so. For instance, the renovations to Baker Labs were done to meet LEED Silver certification. In addition, President Murphy has made a commitment to all campus buildings being LEED certified in the future. Due to the large amount of time and funds that will be necessary to meet this goal, ESF needs to ensure that the capital investment for such projects will be available for many years to come. If this is accomplished, as time progresses more points from this section can be expected to be received (Student Report).

We also want to develop a policy of LEED certification for ESF and post it on the web in the future (Kelleher)

Dining Services

OP Credit 5: Local Food


Status and Summary

-ESF shares dining services with Syracuse University. Rick Martin, STARS project representative at Syracuse University, has been contacted in regards to this credit. He is in the process of gathering credit information and will contact when possible. 

OP Credit 6: Food Alliance and Organic Certified Food 


Status and Summary

-ESF shares dining services with Syracuse University. Rick Martin, STARS project representative at Syracuse University, has been contacted in regards to this credit. He is in the process of gathering credit information and will contact when possible. 

OP Credit 7: Fair Trade Certified Coffee 


Status and Summary
-ESF shares dining services with Syracuse University. Rick Martin, STARS project representative at Syracuse University, has been contacted in regards to this credit. He is in the process of gathering credit information and will contact when possible. 

Energy and Climate
OP Credit 8: Reduction in Energy Intensity 

Status and Summary

-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit

-Total energy consumption at ESF increased by 31,089.4 BTUs per square foot going from 168,064.8 in the ’05/’06 school year to 199,154.2 in ‘06/’07

ESF Specific Recommendations

-ESF should take steps to reduce it’s electricity, natural gas, fuel oil and purchased steam via conservation, and conservation. 

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· Total electricity consumed in each of the past 3 years (EMBS Report)
BTU for electricity consumption:

2004 / 05 - 107,206.1 BTU/SF
2005 / 06 - 104,418.6 BTU/SF
2006 / 07 - 103,202.9 BTU/SF

· Total BTU used for temperature in each of the past 3 years (EMBS Report)
BTU for natural gas, fuel oil and purchased steam:

2004 / 05 - 64,204.2 BTU/SF
2005 / 06 - 63,646.2 BTU/SF
2006 / 07 - 95,951.3 BTU/SF

Total BTU for energy consumption:

2004 / 05 - 171,410.3 BTU/SF
2005 / 06 - 168,064.8 BTU/SF
2006 / 07 - 199,154.2 BTU/SF

· Gross square feet of conditioned floor space 

1,049,203 SF (EMBS Report)
· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

AASHE has stated that this credit should be normalized for heating and cooling degree days. However as an oversight, they have not included any information on how to calculate the energy intensity that is normalized for heating or cooling degree days. So, this wasn’t taken into account in our calculations. This oversight should be improved.

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

OP Credit 9: Renewable Electricity 

Status and Summary 
- ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit
-To achieve any portion of this credit, at least 5% of the electricity used on campus must come from institution catalyzed renewable energy sources. 


-Existing solar photovoltaic arrays produce and estimated 1.5 % 


-Planned future Solar PV installation will increase this percentage. 

-While the fuel cell provides 17% of campus energy needs, is highly efficient, and produces minimal emissions; the fact that it currently requires natural gas (a non-renewable resource) for operation disqualifies it from counting toward this credit. 
If dependence on natural gas can be replaced with methane generated from renewable biomass materials like willow, the fuel cell might be able to qualify as a truly renewable source of electricity. 

-There are other renewable energy projects and proposals on ESF various satellite campuses. However, since these projects do not provide electricity to the main campus, they can not be counted towards this credit, as the current STARS assessment project examines only the main campus.  

ESF Specific Recommendations

-ESF should continue to actively and increasingly invest in solar PV installations, and other solar technologies on the main campus. 

-ESF should research the possibility of converting the fuel cell to run on gas generated from renewable biomass instead of natural gas.  

-In future STARS audits, ESF should include all satellite campuses in it’s assessment. Renewable electricity projects such as the proposed wind turbine in Tully could increase ESF’s rating for this category, but can not be counted at this time because this audit considers only the main campus.  
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The total electricity in kilowatt‐hours (kWh) institution consumed in each of previous three years 

2004 / 05 – 11,248,126 kWh (spreadsheet)

2005 / 06 – 10,999,113 kWh (spreadsheet)

2006 / 07 -  9,714,519 kWh (spreadsheet)

· 2007 / 08 – 7,674,465 kWh (only July 07 – April 07) (spreadsheet)

· The total electricity (in kWh) generated from on‐site renewable sources in each of previous three years (Kelleher)

We started generating electricity from Molten Carbonate Fuel Cell in February, 2006. So, we don’t have data for the previous years. 

2006 / 07 - The electricity generated from fuel cell is 250kW * 8760 hours/year * 85 % availability = 1,861,500 kWh/year (the fuel cell was installed in February 2006, so there is no data for previous years) 

2006 / 07 – The electricity generated from solar arrays is 39.5 kW (based on NYSERDA estimate) = 42,273 kWh/year (PV arrays havenot been installed long enough to have actual full year output, and also have the output adjusted for weather)

TOTAL = 1,903,773 kWh/year 

% from fuel cell and PV = 19,6 %

· A brief description of the on‐site renewable energy generating devices 

FuelCell Energy, Inc. - DFC 300A Molten Carbonate Fuel Cell Combined Heat and Power System was dedicated February 21, 2006 and is part of SUNY ESF’s commitment to sustainable practices. The unit is located outdoors next to Walters Hall on the SUNY-ESF campus. Electric service is provided by the New York Power Authority (NYPA). The DFC 300A provides a 250 kW electrical output to the building in parallel with the utility supply. It is also used to provide supplemental water heating for a reheat loop in Walters Hall’s air distribution system. The reheat loop helps control room temperature in Walters Hall. The fuel cell is fueled with natural gas provided by National Grid. Hot exhaust gases exiting the fuel cell are directed to a Cain Industries heat recovery unit (http://www.epa.gov/etv/pubs/600etv07041.pdf).

The benefits of this system are significant. This model generates 17 percent of ESF’s campus energy needs, at a rate of 250 kw per hour, which is enough energy to power approximately 2,500 100-watt light bulbs. There is little to no pollution, as many of the by products of the process can be recycled into the chemical reaction or used for other purposes. This process also uses 50 percent less fuel per kw/hour than traditional combustion-based processes and is expected to reduce the use of oil by 3,500 barrels per year (On-site information).

08/16/2007 - As part of its participation in the American College & University Presidents Climate Commitment, SUNY ESF recently completed the installation of a 15.4 kW solar array. The panels will provide approximately one-eighth of the annual electricity consumption of the building on which they are located, and about 1.5 percent of the College's total electricity needs. The College plans to install more photovoltaic panels this fall. When energy from the PV systems is added to energy provided by the College's carbonate fuel cell, which is capable of providing about 17 percent of the college's electricity needs, advanced energy sources will provide around 20 percent of the college's needs (http://www.aashe.org/archives/2007/0816.php#3).

SUNY ESF is also benefiting from energy-efficient lighting installed by NYPA during the mid-1990s under the statewide utility's Energy Service Program (http://www.esf.edu/communications/news/2006/09.11.chillers.htm).

· The total electricity (in kWh) generated from institution‐catalyzed* renewable energy sources in each of previous three years 

· A brief description of the institution‐catalyzed renewable energy sources 

· The total amount (in kWh) of Green‐e certified or equivalent electricity purchased in each of previous three years 

The State Renewable Electric Power Industry Net Generation is:

(http://www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/solar.renewables/page/state_profiles/new_york.pdf)

2004 – 25,917 million kwh (18.8 % of total)

2005 – 27,781 million kwh (18.9 % of total)

2006 - 29,951 million kwh (21.5 % of total)

21.5 % of the total purchased electricity is from renewable sources in 2006. According to the 2006 data, 29,951 million kwh of the total purchased electricity (142,265 million kwh) was from renewable sources

(http://www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/solar.renewables/page/state_profiles/new_york.pdf).

· A brief description of electricity purchased from off‐site renewable sources 

The electricity purchased from off-site renewable sources were generated from Hydro Conventional, Wind, Wood/Wood Waste, MSW (Municipal Solid Waste) Biogenic/Landfill Gas other biomass sources. Hydro Conventional does not include pumped storage. Solar includes solar thermal and photovoltaic. Other Biomass includes agricultural byproducts/crops, sludge waste and other biomass solids, liquids and gases. MSW Biogenic includes paper and paper board, wood, food, leather, textiles and yard trimmings

(http://www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/solar.renewables/page/state_profiles/new_york.pdf).

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

We started generating electricity from Molten Carbonate Fuel Cell in February, 2006. So, we don’t have data for the previous years.

Future 

Because fuel cells produce significantly fewer pollutants than coal or fuel-oil based technologies, they can help reduce overall pollution. Future research will help replace dependance on natural gas and allow the process to run on methane generated from renewble biomass materials like willow. This will result in a more sustainable, cleaner energy and heat source (On-site information).

Also this fall, ESF plans to install a $45,000 endurance wind turbine at its 4,000 acre Heiberg Memorial Forest and Field Station in Tully. It is projected that when operational the wind turbine will generate 600 to 700 kilowatthours of energy a month (Green Business).

Construction of the wind turbine is part of ESF’s pledge with the American College and University Presidents Climate Commitment. The college is currently waiting for approval for the building permits it needs to begin constructing the turbine on the Tully property. When it is constructed this fall, it is expected to generate electricity to power almost all of our classrooms (Green Business).

OP Credit 10: On-Site Combustion with Renewable Fuel 


Status and Summary 

-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit

-As with the previous credit, if the fuel cell were to be transitioned to run on a renewable fuel source, an increase in ESF performance in this credit area would occur as the fuel cell currently provides 2% of the steam used by ESF. 

 ESF Specific Recommendations

 -In addition to converting the fuel cell to run on a renewable fuel source, increased/more efficient utilization of waste heat generated by the fuel cell could lead to a greater offset of steam purchases at ESF. 
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· Total BTUs of energy for heating and cooling from on‐site combustion from all sources 

BTU for natural gas, fuel oil and purchased steam (EMBS Report):

2004 / 05 - 64,204.2 BTU/SF 
2005 / 06 - 63,646.2 BTU/SF 
2006 / 07 - 95,951.3 BTU/SF 

· Total BTUs of energy generated for heating and cooling from on‐site renewable sources

The hot water we generate from the fuel cell offsets our purchased steam by approximately 1,300,000 pounds. Total steam use is 56,399,356. So we generate approximately 2% of our steam needs from the fuel cell.  Note: we only make use of the hot water 6 months of the year, we are trying to expand that use to make better use of the waste heat from the fuel cell (Kelleher).

· A brief description of renewable energy sources used for on‐site combustion for heating and cooling 

The fuel cell provides supplemental water heating for a reheat loop in Walters Hall’s air distribution system. The reheat loop helps control room temperature in Walters Hall. The fuel cell is fueled with natural gas provided by National Grid. Hot exhaust gases exiting the fuel cell are directed to a Cain Industries heat recovery unit (http://www.epa.gov/etv/pubs/600etv07041.pdf).

Also, the installation and operation of two state-of-the-art chillers and other cooling improvements at SUNY ESF were heralded Wednesday, September 6, 2006 as the result of a continuing partnership with the New York Power Authority (NYPA) to further advance clean and efficient energy technologies on the campus

(http://www.esf.edu/communications/news/2006/09.11.chillers.htm).

In addition to the new chillers and pumps, the Power Authority upgraded the two buildings' (Illick and Walter Hall) energy management systems to optimize the efficiency of the chillers (http://www.esf.edu/communications/news/2006/09.11.chillers.htm).

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

OP Credit 11: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction 


ESF Specific Recommendations

-Develop a compressive plan for reporting and documenting GHG data that includes a method for gathering and compiling accurate and complete records of all sources of GHG emissions. These records must then submitted and properly archived in one central location.  

-STARS project aside, GHG emissions is a crucial factor in calculating sustainability.  Ongoing, accurate, organized and comprehensive tracking of GHG emissions is essential if ESF wants to make any real progress and be seen as any kind of leader in sustainability.  Formulating and implementing a system of this nature should be among ESF’s top priorities. 

-Create and implement a specific and comprehensive energy and climate policy to meet the goal of carbon neutrality by 2015, in accord with the President’s Climate Commitment. 

-Develop a more diverse plan for meeting out energy needs, aimed at reducing consumption of traditional fossil fuel energy.

-Continue to improve vehicle fleet standards

-Address commuter transportation issues and take steps to encourage more sustainable options.

-Implement programs that promote, encourage and enable students and faculty to become engaged in activities that foster sustainability awareness, education, and activism.  (This will create a trickle down effect and ultimately a reduction in GGE). 

-Update old heating and cooling systems

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The total GHG emissions during the 2005‐06 academic year (the baseline) 

FY 2005 / 06 – 8,870 metric tons GHG emissions (Greenhouse Gas Audit-spreadsheet)

· The total GHG emissions during the previous academic year 

FY 2006 / 07 – 9,115 metric tons GHG emissions (Greenhouse Gas Audit-spreadsheet)

· The total amount of carbon offsets purchased during the performance period and a brief narrative description of the purchased carbon offsets 

ESF does not purchase carbon offsets (Kelleher).

· A brief description of actions the institution has taken to reduce its greenhouse gas emissions 

ESF has joined colleges nationwide in taking a leadership role to address global warming and create a sustainable world. In signing the American College & University Presidents Climate Commitment, ESF President Cornelius B. Murphy, Jr., pledged that the College will develop long-range plans to reduce and ultimately neutralize greenhouse gas emissions on campus. The pledge commits ESF to a number of actions in pursuit of climate neutrality, including the use of green construction practices, purchasing or producing at least 15 percent of the College’s electricity consumption from renewable resources, and setting a date to achieve carbon neutrality (http://www.esf.edu/welcome/climate.htm).  

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

Grounds

OP Credit 12: Organic Campus 

Status and Summary

-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit

-35% of the grounds at ESF are considered maintained 
-Some of the fertilizers and pesticides used on the grounds are not allowable under USDA standards. We are reportedly unable to replace them with approved products, which are not sufficiently effective. 

-There is also a significant lack of clarity and continuity between the stated credit criteria and the USDA’s website.

ESF Specific Recommendations

-Seek out acceptable replacements for products not approved by USDA organic standards. 

-Wait for future version of STARS to take action on this credit, as it is likely the credit criteria will change or be clarified. 

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The size of maintained grounds, in acres 

ESF has no cultivated ground but it has 272,045 SF (35 %) of maintained grounds (Toland Plan). 

· The URL where the organic campus policy is posted, if applicable 

No URL

· A brief description of landscaping and pest‐management strategies 

John Wasiel, Environmental Health and Safety Officer, is responsible of the pest management strategies at the grounds of ESF. He sets his own standards for the products to be used in these grounds and approves those that are environmentally safe and effective relative to other products. However they don’t recognize the standards of U.S. Department of Agriculture (Wasiel).
· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

AASHE could improve this credit by giving a better definition of what an organic campus is and what it comprehends. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

We should develop a policy for our maintained grounds to use only pesticides and fertilizers that are allowable under the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s standards or similar standards.

OP Credit 13: Non-potable Water Usage for Irrigation 


Status and Summary

-ESF meets the stated criteria for achieving two (2) out of two (2) possible points for this credit
-The campus grounds are not irrigated, and instead rely on rainfall for all irrigation needs. 
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The volume of potable water used for irrigation, in acre feet 

Potable water is not used for irrigation.

· The volume of non‐potable water used for irrigation, in acre feet, by source (e.g., reclaimed water, harvested rainwater, gray water) 

Potable water is not used for irrigation.

· A brief description of policies, strategies, and technologies in place to reduce potable water usage for irrigation 

Potable water is not used for irrigation.

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

Materials, Recycling and Waste

OP Credit 14: Waste Minimization 


Status and Summary

-There is currently insufficient data available to determine whether or not this credit can be awarded to ESF.

-More accurate and comprehensive record keeping is required to determine whether or not ESF can qualify for this credit.

-Green Campus Initiative has provided waste totals in pounds for one day but we have no way of knowing if these numbers would be consistent throughout an entire year. 

ESF Specific Recommendations 

-ESF should set up a system to monitor and record its waste streams. 


Documentation 


Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The weight in pounds of materials recycled, composted, and disposed of as garbage for each year 


459 pounds of actual waste, 93.5 pounds of compost, 25 pounds of 
paper/cardboard, 10 pounds of glass, 9 pounds of aluminum, 10.5 pounds of 
plastic, 2 pounds of electronic waste. This totaled up as 609 pounds of garbage 
from 3 out of the 5 buildings on the ESF campus in one day. This makes up to 
76% trash and 24% recycling/compost (GCI).
· A brief description of programs, policies, infrastructure investments, outreach efforts, and/or other factors that contribute to waste minimization 


The Green Campus Initiative had some efforts to reduce the paper consumption 
on campus. For example, they tried to encourage to print double sided and to 
inform this throughout the campus. Also, they collect the paper that have been 
printed on only one side, and they make recycled notebooks with them (GCI).
· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 

The Green Campus Initiative and Christine Langlois were contacted for this 
credit. The GIA sent us the daily amount of waste that is recycled, composted and 
disposed. Christine Langlois told us that she would send us the yearly amounts 
within a few weeks. 


We needed information on waste stream analysis and recycling for these credits. 
We contacted Green Campus Initiative for their campus waste audit data 
(Previous Research)

Feedback


1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not 
applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this 
time, Other). 


2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? 
(Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 


3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it 
slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 


4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think 
AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 


5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may 
have 
affected your ability to obtain the credit. 
OP Credit 15: Waste Diversion 


Status and Summary

-There is currently insufficient data available to determine whether or not this credit can be awarded to ESF.

- Christine Langlois has been contacted for statistics on waste stream analysis 
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The weight in pounds of materials recycled, composted, reused, donated, re‐sold, or otherwise diverted 

· The weight in pounds of materials disposed in a solid waste landfill or incinerator 

· A brief description of programs, policies, infrastructure investments, outreach efforts, and/or other factors that contributed to the diversion rate 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Christine Langlois was contacted for this credit. She said that she would estimate the data and send it to us within a few weeks.

We needed information on waste stream analysis and recycling for these credits. We contacted Green Campus Initiative for their campus waste audit data (Previous Research).

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 


5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have 
affected your ability to obtain the credit.
OP Credit 16: Construction and Demolition Waste Diversion 


Status and Summary

-There is currently insufficient data available to determine whether or not this credit can be awarded to ESF.


- Bryan Boothroyd has been contacted for statistics on waste analysis from 
the baker renovations
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The weight in pounds or volume in cubic yards of construction and demolition materials recycled, donated, or otherwise recovered 

· The weight in pounds or volume in cubic yards of construction and demolition materials landfilled or incinerated 

· A brief description of programs, policies, infrastructure investments, outreach efforts, and/or other factors that contribute to the diversion rate 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· Contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Howard Bruse was contacted for this information. He directed us to Brian Boothroyd, who is out of office until 08/08.

Brain Boothroyd provided information on construction and demolition waste resulting from the Baker Lab renovations. We were however unable to procure numeric data for waste generated and diverted, although this information does exist (Previous Research). 

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 


5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have 
affected your ability to obtain the credit. 
OP Credit 17: Electronic Waste Recycling Program 

Status and Summary

-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit.

-While ESF does have an electronics recycling program, it does not include students. Reportedly ESF receives money for the items it recycles and does not want to encourage students to recycle electronics they need when they are short on money. Also we were told it would be “difficult”. 

ESF Specific Recommendations 

-Although the credit criteria might change in the future allowing ESF to receive partial credit points, ESF should still considers ways to involve students in the electronics recycling program.

-Simply removing any monetary incentives for recycling of electronics for students, and establishing an electronics recycling drop off area would seemingly make it possible for students to participate. 

-Many electronics contain numerous environmentally unfriendly substances. ESF should be making sure students are not adding hundreds of pounds of electronic wastes per year to landfills when these products can easily be recycled.   


-Peter Vandemark should be consulted about involving students in this program.  
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The weight in pounds, volume in cubic yards, or number of electronic materials collected for reuse or recycling 

Total weight of material collected for recycling is 14,100 pounds (Vandemark).

· The destination(s) for collected materials 

This was done over the course of 3 separate shipments.  2 of the shipments were sent to a local vendor right in Syracuse, NY.  The last shipment was sent to a vendor out of Rochester, NY.  Once the vendor accepted the materials, they transported them back to their facility where they dismantle each and every piece of equipment. Internal components are separated and are reused or recycled (Vandemark).

· A brief description of programs, policies, infrastructure investments, outreach efforts, and/or other components of institution’s e‐waste program 

Each member of the campus community is responsible for following New York State recycling policies and guidelines (http://www.esf.edu/physicalplant/services.htm).

Also, the way our e-waste program at the school works is as follows:  Individuals or groups on campus wishing to dispose of damaged or out-of-date electronics submit a work order to request their removal.  The campus grounds crew picks up the electronic devices and stores them in a temporary storage area on the main campus.  Once this temporary storage becomes full, the electronics are transported via college vehicle to a storage barn at the Lafayette Rd Experiment Station.  Here, our grounds crew palletizes and shrink wraps pallets of electronics in preparation for transportation to the recycling facility.  Once we collect approximately 10 pallets of electronics, the grounds crew contacts the Environmental Health & Safety Office to schedule an electronics pickup (Vandemark).

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· Contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

ESF has an electronic waste recycling program but they don’t include students in it. Partial credit should be given to these kinds of institutions.

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

Including students in the recycling program is quite difficult for ESF as there are many students and it is difficult to track all of them.   

OP Credit 18: Hazardous Waste Minimization 


Status and Summary


-ESF meets the stated criteria for achieving the credit
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The total pounds of chemical waste shipped to outside vendors, and whether or not the weight includes containers and packaging 

The total amount of waste shipped to outside vendors in the past year is 4.44 tons.  This number is only the weight of the waste and does not include the container weight (Vandemark).

· The total pounds of radioactive waste removed from institution 

· The total pounds of biological/medical waste shipped to outside vendors 

The total amount of medical/biological waste shipped in the last year is 75 pounds (Vandemark).

· A brief description of institution’s hazardous waste disposal policies and activities 

All waste materials at the college are characterized to see if they meet the definition of a hazardous waste.  If it is found that a waste material is a hazardous waste these wastes are collected and stored in temporary locations known as satellite accumulation areas.  The wastes are labeled to identify the contents and the containers are kept closed at all times.  In addition, hazardous wastes are segregated to ensure chemical compatibility.  Once a satellite accumulation area becomes full, Environmental Health and Safety is contacted to complete a waste pickup for the space.  All wastes are collected and transported to a "90 day storage" area on campus. Periodically, the college contacts an outside vendor to pickup all of the waste that has accumulated in the 90 day area.  The vendor segregates all of the chemical waste, packs the waste material into drums, labels the drums for transportation, completes shipping paperwork (hazardous waste manifest), and finally loads all of the drums onto a truck for transport.  The waste material is then brought to a 10 day storage facility where it is placed on another truck which will take it to the final disposal facility.  These disposal facilities are located all over the country and different facilities can accept and process different types of waste.  Different treatment options are utilized for different waste streams.  Whenever feasible, SUNY ESF prefers to recycle or reclaim waste materials. Examples of this are mercury bearing items such as thermometers and manometers.  Another example is bulked solvent waste which is used as a supplemental fuel in cement kilns and is providing BTU recovery. Materials that cannot be recycled are typically sent for incineration or aqueous treatment.  SUNY ESF refrains from sending material to landfills for disposal unless there are no other economically viable options (Vandemark).

· The number of regulatory visits or audits from EPA, NRC, DOT, OSHA, and other federal regulatory agencies during the previous year 

SUNY ESF has not had any regulatory visits from a federal agency within the past year (Vandemark).

· The total number and cost of federal violations

SUNY ESF has not received any fines or violations from a federal agency within the past year (Vandemark).

· The number of regulatory visits or audits from state and local agencies during the previous academic year 

SUNY ESF has received 1 regulatory visit from a state agency within the last year.  The visit was conducted by the Department of Environmental Conservation and took place on August 8th, 2007.  The purpose of the visit was to inspect hazardous and universal waste storage areas on campus (Vandemark).
· The total number and cost of state and local violations 

SUNY ESF did not receive any fines or violations as a result of this inspection (Vandemark).

· A brief description of policies, programs, and other initiatives institution has taken to reduce hazardous, universal, and unregulated chemical waste, and the impact of those initiatives 

SUNY ESF has several initiatives in place to minimize the amount of hazardous waste generated on campus.  Whenever possible, SUNY ESF attempts to reduce the amount of waste being generated at the source. This is accomplished in several different ways - one method is to conduct frequent training sessions with laboratory occupants and those individuals who will be working with or generating hazardous waste.  The training is designed to help people learn what a hazardous waste is, how to properly manage hazardous wastes, and how simple practices in the lab can reduce the amount of hazardous waste the college generates (for example - we teach lab occupants not to mix hazardous and non-hazardous wastes together).  Another method to reduce waste at the source is to encourage small scale experiments where smaller quantities of hazardous waste will be generated or to suggest non hazardous alternatives (for example digital thermometers can be used in place of mercury containing devices) (Vandemark).

In addition to reducing waste generation at the source, SUNY ESF reuses and recycles as much material as possible.  Mercury containing devices are all sent for reclamation.  Bulk solvent waste is sent for BTU recovery where the solvents are burned as a supplemental fuel.  Some solvents can be redistilled on campus and reused. SUNY ESF also treats some of its own waste in order to minimize the quantities of hazardous waste generated.  Acids and bases can be neutralized on site and rendered nonhazardous.  By conducting our own elementary neutralization, the college saves thousands of dollars and greatly reduces the amount of hazardous waste that we generate.  SUNY ESF will continue to explore new options for hazardous waste reduction as they become economically and environmentally feasible (Vandemark).

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· Contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

Purchasing

OP Credit 19: ENERGY STAR Purchasing 


Status and Summary

-ESF meets the stated criteria for achieving this credit. 


ESF Specific Recommendations

-A centralized tracking system of the use and purchase of ENERGY STAR products does not exist but would be helpful for STARS documentation

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The URL where the ENERGY STAR policy, or equivalent, is posted, if applicable 

www.esf.edu/au/pp/energystar.doc 
· A copy of a Request for Proposals (RFP) that includes the ENERGY STAR requirement, if available 

· A brief description of steps institution has taken to ensure that it purchases only ENERGY STAR qualified or equivalent products when applicable 

· The number of ENERGY STAR products institution purchased and dollars spent on ENERGY STAR products 

· The institution’s total expenditures 

· The value of expenditures institution has a central mechanism for tracking 

· The percentage of expenditures on products covered by ENERGY STAR that institution has a central mechanism for tracking, if known 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

Obtaining information for the documentation section was quite difficult. We only have a policy for ENERGY STAR purchasing but there is no requirement for tracking. Therefore, we don’t report any data. Our policy is only one year old, so it still needs some improvements (Fennessy). 

Recommendations

“We have an ENERGY STAR policy but we have no central mechanism for tracking. We are following the State Mandates and there is no enforcement in it for tracking. We could improve this deficiency, if it is made mandatory by some program” (Fennessy).

OP Credit 20: EPEAT Purchasing 


Status and Summary 


-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit. 


-ESF does not currently purchase EPEAT Silver registered products.


ESF Specific Recommendations

-There is a dilemma with this credit and others in the purchasing section.  ESF is a state run institution under system wide purchasing contracts. The appropriate AASHE recommendations have been included in the feedback section.
-It was suggested in our interviews that making EPEAT purchasing a priority and part of the official SUNY purchasing contract should be done via NYS contract negotiation. 
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The URL where the EPEAT policy, or equivalent, is posted, if applicable 

· A copy of a Request for Proposals (RFP) that includes the EPEAT requirement, if available 

· A brief description of steps institution has taken to ensure that it purchases only EPEAT Silver or equivalent products when applicable 

· The number of EPEAT products institution purchased and dollars spent on EPEAT Silver (or higher) products 

· The percentage of expenditures on products covered by EPEAT that the institution has a central mechanism for tracking, if known 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
. 

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

-Provide guidance/feedback on how to handle/score the dilemma of state schools who are under broad purchasing contracts.  This situation leaves us little control over many school purchases.  We can make purchasing recommendations, but actually changing the purchasing policy of a 64 campus state school system is not going to be easy.  ESF and other schools in similar situations should not be required to comply with this credit if the credit is included in future STARS versions.  

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

OP Credit 21: Purchasing Green Cleaning Products 


Status and Summary


-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit. 

-ESF has a compliance ratio of almost 90% for this credit, but does not receive any credit for this.  The appropriate AASHE recommendations have been included in the feedback section.
ESF Specific Recommendations

-Switch to 100% environmentally preferable cleaning products is possible 

-Christine Langlois has been contacted in regards to this. 

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The URL where the Green Seal, Environmental Choice, or equivalent policy is posted, if applicable 

· A copy of a Request for Proposals (RFP) that includes the green cleaning product requirement, if available 

· A copy or relevant sections of the cleaning and/or painting services contract(s), if applicable 

· A brief description of steps institution has taken to ensure that it purchases only Green Seal, Environmental Choice, or equivalent cleaners and floor care products 

· The percentage of expenditures on cleaning products that institution has a central mechanism for tracking, if known 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

This credit should be broken down into a point system based on percentages of approved products used. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

ESF uses most but not all of the recommended products. There should be a partial points system to acknowledge this. 
OP Credit 22: Environmentally Preferable Paper Purchasing 


Status and Summary


-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit.

-ESF purchases 30% recycled paper products due to budget concerns, but the credit requires 100%.  We feel this unreasonable and the appropriate AASHE recommendations have been included in the feedback section.

ESF Specific Recommendations

-ESF should continue with it’s current efforts to find a economically feasible source of recycled paper that satisfies quality standards. 

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The URL where the environmentally preferable paper policy is posted, if available 

· Product information for centrally‐tracked paper purchases 

· A brief description of steps institution has taken to ensure that only environmentally preferable paper is being purchased 

· The percentage of expenditures on paper that institution has a central mechanism for tracking, if known 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

This credit should be broken down to a point system that awards partial credit based on percentage of  recycled paper used to acknowledge schools making an effort to use recycled paper. 
5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

We only purchase 30 % recycled paper. Purchasing 100 % recycle paper products is too difficult because of its price differential It is too difficult for ESF to adopt such a policy due to insufficient funds and budget cuts. However, we are very concerned about the impact of our paper use and are investigating the potential use of 100% post-consumer recycled paper. For copier/printer use, we purchase an average of 1110 cases per year or 5.55 million sheets for the entire college. We have identified a supplier for this kind of paper where the price differential between 30% and 100% recycled is only $2/case, for a campus cost premium of about $2,200 per year.  We are going to test 100% recycled from several suppliers to determine if this product can fulfill the college's requirements for acceptable quality and functionality, e.g. jamming and smearing tendencies (Fennessy).

OP Credit 23: Environmentally Preferable Furniture Purchasing 


Status and Summary 


-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit. 


-There is no policy at ESF for purchasing environmentally friendly furniture.
-Some departments have made efforts to purchase environmentally friendly furniture, but there is no system for tacking or documenting these purchases. 

ESF Specific Recommendations

-Create and implement an institution-wide policy/program for purchasing environmentally friendly furniture and a corresponding system to track and compile the results of the program. 

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· Total expenditures on environmentally preferable furniture, and the criterion or criteria the furniture meets 

· Total furniture expenditures 

· A brief description of categories of furniture purchased 

· A brief description of programs, policies, or strategies to purchase environmentally preferable furniture 

· The percentage of total furniture expenditures that are centrally tracked, if known 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
We contacted Mark Fennessy for this credit. 

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

OP Credit 24: Vendor Code of Conduct 


Status and Summary


-ESF does not currently meet the stated criteria for achieving this credit. 

-ESF does not have a vendor code of conduct. Contracts of this nature are created by NYS mandates. 

-As in previous purchasing credits, ESF is inhibited by the requirement to comply with overarching SUNY purchasing policies. Also, many of the purchasing decisions are made by individual academic departments, resulting in scattered/incomplete purchasing data and a lack of uniformity in what is purchased. 

ESF Specific Recommendations

-A vendor code of conduct is an institution developed set of expectations in regards to the social and environmental responsibility of vendors.  ESF should advocate for SUNY wide code of conduct that sets  expectations  about  the  social  and  environmental  responsibility  of  vendors  

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests: 

· The URL where the vendor code of conduct is posted or a copy of the code 

· The date the vendor code of conduct was adopted 

· A brief description of programs and strategies institution has implemented to ensure the code is followed 

· A brief description of instances when vendor code of conduct has changed purchasing behavior within the last five years 

· A statement that the submitted information is accurate to the best of a responsible party’s knowledge (Not required during the pilot period) 
· The contact information for the responsible party (Not required during the pilot period) 
We contacted Mark Fennessy for this credit. Also we contacted Lisa Campagna, the Purchase Coordinator, to see if we can adopt this policy. She will send the information by the end of the week.  

Feedback

1. If you did not attempt this credit, please select a reason why. (Options: Not applicable, Data unavailable, Too difficult to measure, Unable to achieve at this time, Other). 

2. How difficult was it to obtain the information necessary to complete this credit? (Very difficult, moderately difficult, not difficult, easy) 

3. Would you recommend 1) maintaining this credit as it is, 2) changing it slightly, 3) changing it significantly, or 4) eliminating the credit from STARS? 

4. How would you suggest AASHE change the credit to improve it? If you think AASHE should eliminate the credit, please explain why. 

5. Please describe any circumstances unique to your institution that may have affected your ability to obtain the credit. 

Transportation

OP Credit 26: Fleet Greenhouse Gas Emissions   


Status and Summary

-There is currently insufficient data available to determine whether or not this credit can be awarded to ESF.

-Accurately assessing ESF’s standing in regards to this credit is essentially impossible with the current state of vehicle record keeping at the ESF physical plant.

ESF Specific Recommendations

-ESF needs to implement a more comprehensive and organized system for tracking the usage of it’s vehicle fleet.

-The necessary data could be collected simply by creating a check out form to be filled out every time someone uses a vehicle. The form would record what type of vehicle was used, how many passengers were present, how many miles were traveled, etc.
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit.  The form requests:   

-The  total  number  of  passenger  miles  traveled  by  vehicles  in  the  
institution’s  
fleet 
-The  greenhouse  gas  emissions  from  institution’s  fleet  in  pounds  of  CO2e  


-488,725 lbs CO2e in ’06-’07 
- A  brief  description  of  institution’s  methodology  for  gathering  data  and  calculating  emissions  


Total Fleet Miles in ’06/’07  academic year: 249,554


12 vehicle types in fleet ranging from 2-40 passengers


37 total vehicles 

Average maximum vehicle occupancy 

-A  brief  description  of  steps  the  institution  has  taken  to  reduce  its  fleet  
emissions 


-17% of fleet runs on biodiesel generated on-site.



-Source: http://www.esf.edu/success/boyd.htm

-One third of fleet runs on some kind of alternative fuel.



-Source: http://www.esf.edu/success/boyd.htm 

 
- A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  
responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  
-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

-Provide assistance in creating/conducting the recommended survey/data collection method to obtain this data.

-If school does not keep comprehensive records of vehicle use this information is near impossible to come up with.  

-Provide suggestions on how help school begin accurate record keeping

-I think the credit should be eliminated or be easier to achieve.  ESF for example runs 17% of its fleet on bio-diesel produced on site and 1/3 of its vehicles run on alternative fuels, but this is essentially worth nothing credit wise. 

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

-Poor record keeping made it essentially impossible to attain the information needed to achieve this credit.
-Extensive and detailed record keeping and calculations are needed to accurately calculate the total fleet mileage and average vehicle occupancy.  Basically a school would need some time of check out form filled out every single time anyone uses any vehicle in the fleet.  The form would have to state the total miles driven, what type of vehicle it was, how many occupants were in the vehicle etc.  While records like this should be kept it is a huge task to get a school on a program of this nature that tracks every single mile of every single school vehicle everyday.  A rough estimate is possible but coming up with al the needed data and synthesizing it all might just be unrealistic. 
Status and Summary

-There is currently insufficient data available to determine whether or not this credit can be awarded to ESF.

-Due to the nature of the data required, significant effort will needed to this data.
ESF Specific Recommendations:

-To achieve this credit ESF will need to create, implement, and analyze a transportation survey that provides the commuter data needed for documentation. 

-The recommendation has bee made to AASHE to create a standardized and easily accessible survey to obtain the data for this credit. 

-ESF should not take any immediate action on this credit at this time.

Documentation 

Complete the  online  STARS  submittal  form  for  this  credit.   The form  requests:   

-The  percentage  of  institution’s  population  walking,  bicycling,  or  using  other  non‐motorized  means  as  their  primary  method  of  transportation  

-The  percentage  of  institution’s  population  van  or  car  pooling  as  their  primary  method  of  transportation  

-The  percentage  of  institution’s  population  riding  campus  shuttle  as  their  primary  method  of  transportation  
-The  percentage  of  institution’s  population  driving  alone  as  their  primary  method  of  transportation  

-The  URL  for  institution’s  transportation  sustainability  website,  if  applicable  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

Create a standardized transportation survey that schools can easily access and implement to gather this data. Creating, conducting, and analyzing a campus wide survey can be a massive undertaking. Creating one version available to all schools that is easy to participate in and analyze would save massive amounts of time and energy. 

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

OP Credit 28: Commuter Options 


Status and Summary

-There is currently insufficient data available to complete this credit can be awarded to ESF.

-The “Best Work Places for Commuters” website, www.bwc.gov, is currently unavailable.  The credit can not be evaluated until this website becomes available
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit.  The form requests:  

-A  brief  list  of  incentives  for  preferable  modes  of  transportation  that  demonstrate  how  the  institution  meets  the  Best  Workplace  for  Commuters  guidelines  

-If  not  designated  as  a  Best  Workplace  for  Commuters,  an  explanation  of  why  not.  

-The date  of  Best  Workplaces  for  Commuters  designation,  if  applicable   

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

OP Credit 29: Air Travel 


Status and Summary 

-This credit can not be awarded to ESF at this time. 


-Information regarding institution-funded air travel at ESF is not collected in a 

central location.  Without this information the credit can not be evaluated.


ESF Specific Recommendations


-Because air travel data is currently spread out over many departments at ESF, it 

would be difficult and time consuming to gather all the required data and this would not help future efforts to monitor GGE. Instead, ESF should implement a new centralized tracking and reporting system for all institution funded air travel. 


Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit. The form requests:   

-The  greenhouse  gas  emissions  from  air  travel  in  pounds  of  CO2  equivalent  

-A  brief  description  of  institution’s  methodology  for  gathering  data  and  calculating  emissions  

-A  brief  description  of  steps  the  institution  has  taken  to  reduce  emissions  from  air  travel  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)    

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.
The credit is good. Air Travel is a significant source of GGE. Our school just has very poor record keeping.

Administration and Finance Credits
 

AF Prerequisite 1: Sustainability Committee 

Status and Summary

-The previously conducted student assessment of ESF using the  STARS Pilot Phase One (from here on referred to as the ‘SA’) indicates that the ‘Campus Climate Change Committee’ fulfills this prerequisite by “addressing sustainability issues in general” and examining  specific ways ESF can reduce it’s carbon footprint.

ESF Specific Recommendations
-While this committee is undoubtedly a step in the right direction and may indeed fulfill this STARS prerequisite, a more formal and comprehensive sustainability committee should be formed at ESF.

-Some basic characteristics of this committee might include:

-Offering a broad range of educational and engagement opportunities for all students, faculty, and staff. 

-A high degree of collaboration between different academic departments, student organizations, committees, individual students and faculty, other colleges and universities, and related outside organizations.

-A high degree of visibility (on ESF’s website, in newsletters, in the media and elsewhere) and accessibility, promoting greater involvement by the entire ESF community.

-An official mission statement formulated by the committee leaders and approved by the school president, sustainability officer, and/or other administrators. 

-An official title containing the word Sustainability (‘The Sustainability Coalition at ESF”, for example).
Documentation

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit.  The form requests:  

-The  charter  or  mission  statement  of  the  committee  or  a  brief  description  of  the  committee's  purview  and  activities   

-The  committee membership,  including  affiliations  

-The  committee meeting  schedule  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

-Since this is a prerequisite to even participate in the STARS program, a clearer definition of what does and does not qualify as a sustainability committee might be needed.  If a school does not qualify for this prerequisite, they may benefit from tips or specific instructions or a link to instructions on how to form such a committee.

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.
Investments
 

AF Credit 1:  Investment Transparency 


Status and Summary

            -This credit can not be awarded to ESF at this time.

-STARS requires that investment and proxy voting records be made publicly available on the internet.  

-While ESF allows anyone to freely view this information in person, the records are not available online for public viewing.

ESF Specific Recommendations
-Simply making these records publicly available online would qualify ESF to receive this credit.
Documentation

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit.  The form requests:  

-The URL of the website where information is available

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 
Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

Is there or should there be a specific time period associated with this data? (i.e. investment and proxy voting records from at least the past 10 years) 
5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

  
Records are publicly available, but not published on the web.  

AF Credit 2:  Committee on Investor Responsibility

Status and Summary
 -ESF meets the stated criteria for achieving this credit.
-The ESF College Foundation fulfills this criteria.

Documentation

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit.  The form requests:  

-The  charter  or  mission  statement  of  the  committee  or  a  brief  description  of  its  purview  and  activities  .


http://www.esf.edu/development/esffoundation/

-The  membership  of  the  committee,  including  affiliations  

http://www.esf.edu/development/esffoundation/board.0708.pdf

-The  meeting  schedule  of  the  committee  

djdesimo@esf.edu has been emailed for this information
-A  summary  of  committee's  activities  or  annual  report  

djdesimo@esf.edu has been emailed for this information
 -The  URL  of  committee’s  website,  if  applicable  
http://www.esf.edu/development/esffoundation/

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)    

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.
AF Credit 3: Screening for Negative Investments


Status and Summary

-There is currently insufficient data available to determine whether or not this credit can be awarded to ESF
-It is unclear whether or not the schools investment pool has been screened in the last three years, although the ESF College Foundation may well have done so.
-This credit might be very easily attained if it can be determined that a proper screening of ESF’s relatively small investment pool has been preformed in the past three years, or a new screening reveals little or ‘negative’ holdings. 

-However, attaining this credit may turn out to be extremely difficult and time consuming for several reasons and there are several considerations to take into account if a screening procedure is not already in place: Who is qualified and willing to conduct such a screening? What specific standards would qualify an investment to be classified as negative?  How difficult will it be to divest holdings that are determined to be negative? How will that money be put to better use?  

 
ESF Specific Recommendations
-To achieve this credit, documentation of a proper screening within the last three years and subsequent divestment of any negative holdings must be provided.  If this documentation is unavailable, the school would need to conduct a new screening, and, based on the findings, take the proper divestment actions.

 -Although this credit may be difficult and time consuming to achieve, responsible investing is something ESF should definitely be concerned with for multiple reasons such as those stated in the guidance section of AF Credit 3 of the STARS:
            
-Safe guarding human rights
 

-Protecting the environment

-Promoting social responsibility

          

-Aligning investments with institutional values

-Protection from possible financial consequences of unsustainable corporate behavior

-There is a large amount of research, documentation and possible required action needed to achieve this credit. Thus a review of ESF’s investment pool by The Sustainable Endowments Institute or a similar organization might be the easiest and most effective way of achieving this credit or at least determining where we stand. http://www.endowmentinstitute.org/ 

Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit.   The form requests:  

-The date of the most recent screening  

-The industry or industries excluded from investments  

-The  divestment efforts  in  which  school  participated  in  the  past  three  years  

-A  copy  of  letters  sent  to  fund  managers  encouraging  divestment  or  negative  screening  

-The  value  of  holdings  identified  and  sold  due  to  the  screen  (Optional)  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) .
Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     
You should provide links to institutions or organizations (i.e. The Sustainable Endowments Institute) that can provide professional assistance in achieving the screening/investment credits.  A school that lacks an investment committee which is knowledgeable about sustainability and socially responsible investment might be at a total loss for achieving this credit.  Also, even if a school does have an investment committee, it is almost impossible for anyone not on that committee who does not have advanced investment  and sustainability knowledge to properly evaluate the merit of a schools investment pool and recommend the proper actions. 
5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.
AF Credit 4: Positive Sustainability Investments


Status and Summary
            -Previous research awarded one out of four possible credit points to ESF.
-According to the SA, ESF has 1% of its investment pool in ‘socially responsible’ funds as a result of student advocacy.

 -Beyond this however, there is no information or documentation provided in the SA as to what is actually in ESF’s investment pool. 

-A thorough screening or examination of a previous screening of ESF’s investment pool might reveal a higher percentage of investments in ‘sustainable’ funds which would allow ESF to receive more credit points. 

ESF Specific Recommendations
-Although this credit presents many of the same problems as AF Credit 3, existing and new positive investment opportunities maybe easier to identify than negative investments.     

-Investing in already established socially responsible and pro-sustainability funds might prove easier than trying to evaluate and invest in individual companies. 
-There is a large amount of research, documentation and possible required action needed to achieve this credit. Thus a review of ESF’s investment pool by The Sustainable Endowments Institute or a similar organization might be the easiest and most effective way of achieving this credit or at least determining where we stand. http://www.endowmentinstitute.org/ 
Documentation 

Complete the online STARS submittal form for this credit.   The form requests:
-The  investment  pool's  total  value  

-The  amount  invested  directly  in  sustainable  industries  and  the  names  of  the  corresponding  companies   

-The  amount  invested  in  sustainability  investment  funds,  including  CDFIs,  and  the  names  of  the  funds   

-The  amount  invested  in  positively  screened  mutual  funds  and  names  of  the  funds  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   
4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.  
-Although some investments can easily be identified as positive or ‘pro-sustainability’, a great deal of ambiguity may arise when attempting to determine the status of other investments. What one school considers a positive investment might be considered negative by another and vise versa. 

-Thus the same general recommendations that were made for AF Credit 3 can be made for this credit as well (i.e. requiring review  and grading of the investment pool by a credible third party agency to achieve this credit). 
   

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.
AF Credit 5:  Share Holder Engagement

Status and Summary
 -There is currently insufficient data available to determine whether or not this credit can be awarded to ESF

-The ESF College Foundation Inc. might conduct engagement of this nature, but more information is required to determine if that is the case or not.

ESF Specific Recommendations 
 -This validity of this credit as an indicator of campus sustainability is questionable and ESF should take no action in attempt to achieve it at this time.


Documentation


Complete  the  online  STARS  submittal  form  for  this  credit.   The  form  
requests  

-A  copy  of  correspondence  with  the  companies  that  was  sent  during  the  previous  three  academic  years  

-A  copy  of  the  relevant  shareholder  resolutions  that  were  filed  or  co‐filed  during  the  previous  three   academic  years  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

-Shareholder engagement of this nature seems somewhat impractical to the reviewer.  Simply choosing to invest or not invest/divest in a company would seemingly send a stronger message than any form of engagement between the school and the possible investments. Money talks.  

-Actively engaging a multitude of companies and attempting to force sustainability ethos on them would be a very laborious and probably futile undertaking.

-Some degree of engagement may however be logical.  For example: providing investment holdings with a general statement of institutional values and requesting their feedback. 

-The reviewer does not see this credit as a valid indicator of an institutions commitment to sustainability and recommends that it eliminated. 
5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

Planning 
 

 AF Credit 6: Strategic Planning

Status and Summary

-ESF meets the stated criteria for achieving this credit.
-The ‘Vision 2020’ document fulfills the credit criteria and was unanimously accepted by ESF’s Board of Trustees in 2003.

           Documentation 

Complete  the  online  STARS  submittal  form  for  this  credit.   The  form  requests:  

-The  URL  where  the  strategic  plan  (and  amendment  if  applicable)  is  posted 


http://www.esf.edu/vision2020/ 

-The  date  the  strategic  plan  or  amendment  was  adopted  


April, 2001

-A  brief  description  of  how  the  strategic  plan  or  amendment  addresses  the  environmental,  social,  and  economic  dimensions  of  sustainability  


As an academic institution, ESF is committed

to the process of discovery, the dissemination

of knowledge and the discipline

required of scholarship. Embedded in these

values is innovation and a dedication to

continuous learning. Informed by science

and guided by effective design and planning,

the faculty, staff and students at ESF

are committed to sustainable practices and

policy alternatives that will both protect

the environment and meet the needs of a

global society.
-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 
Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

 

AF Credit 7:   Master Plan


Status and Summary


-This credit can not be awarded to ESF at this time.
-The ESF master plan is due for release in the Fall of 2008. 
-A review of this plan will be required, but ESF seems to be positioned to achieve this credit in the near future.

Documentation 
Complete  the  online  STARS  submittal  form  for  this  credit.   The  form  requests: 

-The  URL  where  the  master  plan  (and  amendment  if  applicable)  is  posted  

-The  date  the  master  plan  or  amendment  was  adopted  

-A  brief  description  of  how  the  master  plan  or  amendment  includes  sustainability  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 
Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

AF Credit 8: Sustainability Plan 

Status and Summary


-This credit can not be awarded to ESF at this time.


-A plan is currently in development.

ESF Specific Recommendations
-ESF should develop an official and comprehensive sustainability plan.

-This plan might be a combination/synthesis of the various other plans already in existence at ESF, and additional plans and goals as necessary. 

-The STARS program and its analysis of ESF could serve as a blueprint for developing a plan that is fully comprehensive and includes all aspects of sustainability. 

-Developing a comprehensive, formal institutional plan for sustainability is essential to making ESF a leader in this field. A plan of this nature would:
-Provide a roadmap for achieving sustainability. 
-Provide guidance in decision making.

-Provide measurable goals with corresponding time frames.

-Provide motivation for institutions to maintain their commitment to             sustainability.

-Signal institutional commitment to sustainability.

-Provide avenues for sustainability advocates to articulate bold sustainability vision.

-Provide a framework for the institution to discuss sustainability performance and goals. 

-Promote broader engagement with sustainability among students, faculty, and staff.

Documentation 

Complete  the  online  STARS  submittal  form  for  this  credit.   The  form  requests:  

-The  URL  where  the  sustainability  plan  is  posted  

-The  date  the  sustainability  plan  was  adopted,  if  applicable  

-A  brief  description  of  the  sustainability  plan  and  a  summary  of  progress  toward  achieving  plan  objectives.  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)    

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     
 Clearer distinctions between the different plans in this section and more specific/accurate guidelines of what plans can, and cannot be counted toward multiple credits would be helpful. It is possible for a school to have one plan that covers everything and schools should not lose points for this.
5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.
AF Credit 9: Climate Plan 


Status and Summary


-This credit can not be awarded to ESF at this time.  


-A climate plan is currently being developed.

- The American College & University Presidents Climate Commitment was signed by ESF President Dr. Cornelius Murphy and a target carbon neutral date of June, 30, 2015 has been set.

-The status of the ESF climate plan is unknown at this time, but ESF should be able to achieve this credit as soon as the plan is officially completed released.
Documentation 

Complete  the  online  STARS  submittal  form  for  this  credit.   The  form  requests:  

-The  URL  where  the  climate  plan  is  posted  

-The  date  the  climate  plan  was  adopted  

-A  statement  of  the  climate  plan’s  overall  and  short‐term  goals  

-A  brief  description  of  progress  toward  achieving  plan  goals  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 
Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

Sustainability Infrastructure

AF-Credit 10 – Sustainability Officer


Status and Summary


-ESF achieves two out of three possible credits points based on the stated criteria. 
-Michael Kelleher is the head of Renewable Energy Systems at ESF and serves as the school’s sustainability officer.  
Documentation 

Complete  the  online  STARS  submittal  form  for  this  credit.   The  form  requests:  

-The  name,  title,  and  brief  job  description  of  the  sustainability  officer.     


-Michael Keller, Head of Department of Renewable Energy Systems 

-The  office  or  department  where  the  sustainability  officer  is  housed  and  the  position  to  whom  the  sustainability  officer  reports.

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.
AF Credit 11:  Sustainability Recognition Program

Status and Summary


-This credit can not be awarded to ESF at this time.  .


-There is no such program in place at ESF.
ESF Specific Recommendations

-ESF should eventually develop some form of official sustainability recognition program.

-As stated in the STARS guidance section of this credit, there are multiple advantages of a program like this including:

-Helps advertise sustainability achievements.

-Rewards people or groups who have spearheaded or supported sustainable changes.

-Creates incentives for further improvements.

Documentation 

-Complete  the  online  STARS  submittal  form  for  this  credit.   The  form  requests:  

-The  URL  of  the  sustainability  recognition  program’s  website  

-A  brief  description  of  the  sustainability  recognition  program  

-A  statement  that  the  submitted  information  is  accurate  to  the  best  of  a  responsible  party’s  knowledge  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period)  

-The  contact  information  for  the  responsible  party  (Not  required  during  the  pilot  period) 

Feedback

1. If  you  did  not  attempt  this  credit,  please  select  a  reason  why.  (Options:   Not  applicable,  Data  unavailable,  Too  difficult  to  measure,  Unable  to  achieve  at  this  time,  Other).  

2. How  difficult  was  it  to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to  complete  this  credit?  (Very  difficult,  moderately  difficult,  not  difficult,  easy)   

3. Would  you  recommend  1)  maintaining  this  credit  as  it  is,  2)  changing  it  slightly,  3)  changing  it  significantly,  or  4)  eliminating  the  credit  from  STARS?   

4. How  would  you  suggest  AASHE  change  the  credit  to  improve  it?   If  you  think  AASHE  should  eliminate  the  credit,  please  explain  why.     

5. Please  describe  any  circumstances  unique  to  your  institution  that  may  have  affected  your  ability  to  obtain  the  credit.

Overall Comments and Recommendations for AASHE
-There are many credits in STARS that require large amounts of data, often only acquirable through surveys and similar methods. AASHE should develop or provide links to more resources to help schools collect data and achieve credits.  For example, standardized surveys that gather the specific data needed to achieve specific credits that schools can print or access online would be a huge help. Deciding what surveys need to be created, what questions each survey needs to ask, implementing these surveys, compiling and assessing the data acquired, and applying the results to the STARS assessment is a monumental task.  Any help that AASHE can provide in this area would save schools vast amounts of time and resources. Creating these tools that all schools can use would be more efficient than hundreds of schools all creating their own versions of these data collection/assessment tools.

-Provide guidance/feedback on how to handle/score the dilemma of state schools who are under broad purchasing contracts.  This situation leaves us little control over many school purchases.  We can make purchasing recommendations, but actually changing the purchasing policy of a 64 campus state school system is not really feasible.  ESF and other schools in similar situations should not be required to comply with this credit. 

            

      

                                                                                                                                                                  

 

 

 

 

 

 

            

 

            

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

