Sample Letters-To-The-Editor

Making members of your community and local reporters aware of this issue and your commitment to forging a solution is also an important part of our campaign over the next five weeks. Submitting a letter to the editor of your local paper is an effective way to do that. 

Enclosed in this kit are four sample letters-to-the-editor use as a template in writing something for submission to your local paper. Remember that letters-to-the-editor should be approximately 200 words in length. Make sure to include your name and contact information with your submission. 

Most newspapers accept submissions from their readers via the Internet or email. Below is submission information for the majority of the larger newspapers in California. If your local paper does not appear on this list, visit their web site’s editorial page section or reference the editorial page in your hard copy of the newspaper to find submission information.  
Sample Letter # 1:

Dear Editor:

Last November, Californians of all parties voted to help rebuild California by passing more than $40 billion in infrastructure bonds.  The state’s construction industry helped lead the charge to pass this historic investment.

Now to implement these projects, Californians will rely heavily on the construction industry, an industry that accounts for approximately five percent of gross state product and employs almost one million Californians. 

Currently, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) is considering language for regulations regarding the use of off-road diesel vehicles – the haul trucks, bulldozers, excavators and other vehicles we’ll need to do the hard work of rebuilding our state.

We in the construction industry want clean air just as much as all Californians. We too have families, and we all want to improve the air we breathe. 

Unfortunately, the technology required to meet these new regulations just doesn’t exist right now, and the costs associated with the new regulations will result in fewer construction jobs across the state. Additionally, the timeframe proposed by CARB is simply not achievable.

What most Californians don’t know is that three out of four construction companies in California have 10 or fewer employees. Without a new proposal that takes all these factors into consideration, Californians risk seeing new, ineffective regulations that will cost us good paying construction jobs, fail to clean the air, and prevent us from building the roads, schools, housing and flood protection systems our state so desperately needs. 

Sample Letter #2

Dear Editor,

Last November a broad bipartisan coalition joined together to help rebuild California by passing more than $40 billion in infrastructure bonds.  The construction industry helped lead this charge.  

Construction contractors and workers want to help move California forward, not only with rebuilding, but also addressing the environmental concerns that come with rebuilding.

But we need to be realistic about how we balance California’s need for more roads, schools, housing and flood protection with meeting our environmental goals. 

In April 2007, the California Air Resources Board proposed unrealistic off-road vehicle regulations designed to significantly reduce diesel emissions. 

It is not a matter of contractors not wanting to meet these regulations; it is a matter of the technology to meet the standards simply not being available. The technology to retrofit or replace the state’s entire fleet of approximately 165,000 off-road vehicles does not currently exist, and will not exist, under the proposed timeframe. 
If the construction industry is not allowed the flexibility to meet these standards based on available technology, the consequences will be lost jobs, increased costs for projects and slow downs in completing construction.

I think we can all agree that when voters passed the bonds last November they did so because they wanted to see things get done – not see things delayed by a state regulation.

Sample Letter #3 

Dear Editor,

Recently, the California Air Resources Board released off-road vehicle regulations designed to significantly reduce diesel emissions that would have a significant and detrimental impact on the construction industry.

The fact is, contractors want to use cleaner burning equipment – but we are at the mercy of the companies who manufacture this equipment.  We have been pushing the manufacturers to create cleaner technology but without public pressure, similar to the pressure put on car manufacturers, they are slow to make changes. Consequentially, our industry is left in a bind. We are being told we need to retrofit our fleets but cannot meet these proposed regulations because the technology simply isn’t available. 

So what does this mean? This means that costs of construction will rise, work will slow down and the critical infrastructure projects that Californians want so badly built will not happen.

All the construction industry is asking for is for the timeline to meet these standards to be revised to reflect what is doable and realistic. 

If these rules are not changed, we will have highways filled with hybrids inching along bumper to bumper. Meanwhile, construction machines ready to work will sit lined up, dormant on the side of the highway because they don’t meet unachievable standards. That is not what I voted for in November.

The Board needs to take another look at these rules and make the right changes for the sake of our economy and environment.  

Sample Letter #4
Dear Editor,

These infrastructure bonds passed by voters last November rely heavily on the state’s construction industry to implement these projects - an industry that accounts for approximately five percent of gross state product and employs almost one million Californians.

Recently, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) released off-road vehicle regulations designed to significantly reduce diesel emissions that would detrimentally impact the industry.

Contractors are keenly aware of the concerns over air emissions from their equipment and companies have been pursuing aggressive engine re-powering programs. However, the regulations proposed by CARB are unachievable because they would require construction companies to replace, re-power or retrofit our equipment before the technology is available to meet the requirements. 

What the Board has proposed is in inherent conflict with any rational decisions that would be made by a construction company.  As a result it is likely that if this proposal is implemented in its currently form, many small companies will disappear, many large companies will shrink their fleets and the overall ability of the construction industry to meet construction demand will diminish.  That means higher prices, longer construction periods and fewer companies to keep prices competitive.  

Simply put, it will reduce the number of roads, schools, houses and flood protection systems that can be built under the State of California’s voter approved bond program and we don’t think that’s what any one wants.
Opinion Page Submission Information

Submit a letter-to-the-editor or opinion-editorial to your local paper using the email addresses or Internet links below.

Bakersfield Californian

opinion@bakersfield.com
Chico Enterprise Record

dlittle@chicoer.com
Contra Costa Times

letters@cctimes.com.

Fresno Bee

Complete the form available at: http://www.fresnobee.com/email/index.html
La Opinión

Complete the form available at: 

http://www.laopinion.com/corporate/form/comentarios.php
Los Angeles Daily News

dnforum@dailynews.com
Los Angeles Times

letters@latimes.com
Modesto Bee

webstaff@modbee.com
Monterey County Herald

mheditor@montereyherald.com
Orange County Register

letters@ocregister.com  

Redding Record Searchlight

letters@redding.com
Press-Enterprise 

letters@pe.com
Sacramento Bee

opinion@sacbee.com.

San Diego Union-Tribune

letters@uniontrib.com 

San Francisco Chronicle

letters@sfchronicle.com 

San Jose Mercury News

letters@mercurynews.com 

San Luis Obispo Tribune 

letters@thetribunenews.com
Santa Barbara News Press

voices@newspress.com



