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From: Sid harring
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Draft Scoping Plan - Ag & Forestry Comments
Date: Friday, May 6, 2022 6:14:39 AM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Re: Draft Scoping Plan - Ag & Forestry Comments


Dear New York State Energy & Research Development Authority,


The Agriculture and Forestry chapter of the Climate Action Council Draft Scoping Plan needs
to more boldly recognize the New York State private forest owner and the benefits of a
healthy, working forest in the fight against climate change. The Draft Scoping Plan does not
recognize the significant infringement on private landowner rights nor how integral the forest
is in this effort.


As a member of the Empire State Forest Products Association (ESFPA) which represents over
350 businesses across New York State - it is imperative that the forests are considered when
finalizing the draft scoping plan. New York's forests and wood products are the single largest
natural solution to climate change, and we are proud to be leaders in forest management and
making products from carbon sequestering trees.


It is important to keep in mind when developing a plan about the environment to keep the
environment in mind and all the benefits it offers already, naturally. Any plan to enhance the
environment must not harm the industry which keeps that environment healthy. The forests,
wood products as additional carbon storage and substitution benefits for other fossil fuel
derived products, the role of markets in keeping the forests as forests, the sensitivity of wood
products leakage, forests as a low carbon energy resource, and the overall costs of this draft
Scoping Plan must be considered.


AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY: The first and primary issue to keep in mind is that most
of the open space in New York is privately owned. 75% of all the forests (and 100% of the
farmland) in New York is owned privately, the majority of which are small, family-owned lots
- who provide the co-benefits of clean air, clean water, biodiversity and recreational
opportunities. These neighbors and friends of yours and mine have private property rights and
expectations on a return on investment on the lands they steward. If we expect our forests and
farms to deliver the climate benefits as well as feed and provide valuable wood products to our
residents and the world, we owe them some recognition and appreciation for what they bring
to natural and affordable solutions to climate change.


Sustainable forest management requires using all parts of the tree. Low grade biomass and
manufacturing residuals provide an excellent stock for low carbon energy resources and
minimize forest decay and using landfills. To take the best and leave the rest results in
management known as high grading that is neither sustainable nor healthy for forest
regeneration.


Not only do we need to recognize these markets for their products and economic benefits, but
also the role that private markets play in inducing sustainable forest management and keeping







our forests as forests.


We also need to recognize the level of outreach, education, and technical assistance to forest
landowners that will be necessary in advancing forest management on these private forest
lands. Like Agriculture Environmental Management, we need a Forest Environmental
Management effort that can bring the public and private sector experts to forest landowners to
bring about the additionality we need to achieve the CLCPA goal of net zero emissions” by
2050. This will take significant funding and incentives to leverage the landowner participation
that is necessary and at landscape scale. The level of funding and types of incentives to date in
a small fraction of what will be necessary.


Sincerely, 
Sid harring
sid.harring@gmail.com
210 warner hill rd Mayfield, NY 12117 Constituent


Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at www.oneclickpolitics.com. OneClickPolitics provides online communications
tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more
information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics.com








From: Amy Hill
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Draft Scoping Plan Comment
Date: Thursday, June 30, 2022 9:51:00 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear Climate Action Council:


Fossil fuels burned in buildings are the largest source of greenhouse gas emissions in New
York State and therefore a plan to decarbonize New York’s buildings is a fundamental
component of the Climate Action Plan. The first crucial step is for new buildings to be all-
electric starting in 2024!


I support the timeline laid out in the scoping document for building decarbonization via
efficient electrification, starting with all-electric new buildings in 2024 (small buildings) and
2027 (large buildings) and policies to phase out fossil fuel heating systems and appliances in
existing buildings over time as they reach the end of useful life.


Equity and affordability must be central to the transition from fossil fuels to building
electrification, so the scoping plan must call for oversight and consumer protection measures
to be put into place.


The safe, reliable, proven, affordable pathway for building decarbonization is electrification
with heat pumps - both ground source and air source - as well as thermal energy networks. So-
called “renewable natural gas” and hydrogen are risky, expensive, false solutions that are
wholly unsuitable for use in buildings.


A just transition transition plan for gas utility workers to build thermal energy networks should
be put into place as part of the climate action plan.


Sincerely,


Amy Hill
Tarrytown, NY








From: Stella Ballarini
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on Draft Scoping Plan
Date: Thursday, June 30, 2022 5:03:45 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear Climate Action Council,


I am a restaurant operator in New York State, and I am writing to express my concern with the
provision of the Draft Scoping Plan that would phase out my access to natural gas and gas
cooking appliances. 


In the context of a difficult Covid-19 recovery, rising food and supply costs, a labor shortage,
and lingering pandemic debts, our industry is especially concerned about the costs associated
with a forced transition from gas to electric. These include the cost of appliances and increased
cost of utilities. Before the state elects to move forward with a transition like this, it is critical
to have an economic impact study done to understand the costs, and the state must not place
the economic burden squarely on the shoulders of struggling restaurants. 


We are concerned about the capacity of the electric grid, especially when gas cooking
appliances allow us to feed the most vulnerable in times of natural disaster and power outages.
We believe this proposal also ignores the potential for other clean substitutes for natural gas,
and ignores the reality that some commercial gas appliances simply do not have electric
counterparts on the market. These are realities that must be addressed. 


Finally, gas cooking appliances are the professional industry standard for a reason: they allow
for cooking speeds and techniques that are not easily replicated with clunkier electric
equipment, and they are not only preferable but essential for certain culturally treasured
cooking styles, for instance, cooking with a wok requires a high heat flame that cannot be
created by an electric stovetop. 


New York City exempted commercial kitchens when they passed their version of
electrification legislation -- we implore you to do the same statewide. Limiting my access to
natural gas and natural gas appliances would be devastating to my business and livelihood.


Regards, 
Stella Ballarini 
517 W 37th St
New York, NY 10018








From: Megan Ahearn
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: My Scoping Plan comment to the Climate Action Council
Date: Thursday, April 21, 2022 12:24:55 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Climate Action Council Climate Action Council ,,


Hi,


As the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) report underlines:
“It’s now or never, if we want to limit global warming to 1.5°C (2.7°F)...” During this critical
time, below are key actions I urge the State to take in response to the climate crisis.


Fossil Fuel Infrastructure: The Scoping Plan should prohibit new fossil fuel plants and
infrastructure build out. The Scoping Plan should establish emissions reduction target
timetables for existing facilities, in order to meet the law’s 2030 and 2050 goals.


Buildings: The Scoping Plan should match NYC’s electric buildings law so all new building
construction, starting in 2024, mandates electric cooking, hot water, and space heating and
cooling. The Scoping Plan should prioritize replacing heating systems with electric heat pumps
in at least 2 million homes by 2030.


Stop Giving Polluters Public Subsidies: The Scoping Plan should end the indefensible,
longstanding practice of giving taxpayer subsidies to the fossil fuel industry. Public money
should not be going to industries that pollute our air and water and are primarily responsible
for the climate crisis.


Climate Report Cards: New Yorkers need clear, understandable information on how the state
is doing in meeting Climate Act goals. The Scoping Plan should require the state and utilities
to create real-time dashboards and annual Climate Report Cards on progress meeting key
metrics of the Climate Act by sector, including advancements on Climate Justice for
Disadvantaged Communities, and a just transition for workers with green jobs.


Investing in Our Future: Adequate state funding for climate action is a generational climate
justice issue. Students today will deal with the worsening impacts from climate chaos. The
Scoping Plan must invest in infrastructure, like electric buses, charging stations, and offer
financial support to people to accelerate a transition to electric vehicles and electrify their
homes. The Scoping Plan also should include a $15 billion infusion of state funds to
springboard the Climate Action Plan. Our future depends on it.


Electric Vehicles (EVs): The Scoping Plan must quickly make charging stations universally
accessible across the state, including free public stations. New York must allow electric vehicle







makers to sell directly to consumers to boost sales with a goal of at least a third of cars (3+
million) being EVs by 2030. (There are only around 60,000 EVs in New York as of 2022.)


Cryptocurrency: The Scoping Plan must prohibit the conversion of power plants to facilities
that primarily engage in excessively high-energy consumption cryptocurrency mining
operations.


Beware of Greenwashing: The Climate Action Council and the Scoping Plan should be deeply
skeptical about so-called “green hydrogen” and “renewable natural gas” as a part of the state’s
energy future. These and similar fuels should be off the table until they pass a rigorous
climate, public health and safety review.


Battery Storage: The Scoping Plan needs to fund research and development of short term (8
hours or under) and longer term (several days) battery storage and support the acquisition of
batteries. The Climate Act requires the state to boost its 2030 battery storage goals to at least
4,200 MW. Battery storage is critically important to decarbonizing our lives, meeting peak
energy use demands, supporting a resilient grid, and keeping consumer costs affordable.


Solid Waste: The Scoping Plan must prioritize solid waste reduction to reduce GHG from this
sector, e.g., methane and CO2 from landfills and incinerators. In addition to food diversion and
recycling, which are not enough on their own, manufacturers must be required to reduce
waste, including single use products and excess packaging. This is particularly true regarding
products and packaging made from fossil fuel derived plastics. The Scoping Plan must ban
trash incineration and reject false and hazardous solutions like “chemical recycling.”


Thank you


Megan Ahearn 
meg.j.ahearn@gmail.com 
351 E 4TH ST, Apt 3E 
New York, New York 10009








From: Seth Carr
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Draft Scoping Plan Comments - LAND USE
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2022 3:10:17 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Re: Draft Scoping Plan Comments - LAND USE


Dear New York State Energy & Research Development Authority Committee,


The link between land use and the climate is complex. Changes in land use can impact the
natural benefits of land which is currently being used sustainably for the benefit of society
needs. While providing benefits of products, open space, recreation, clean water, clean air and
carbon sequestration, working forests help to reverse the impacts of climate change. While
policies to improve our climate are driven by lawmakers and those individuals appointed to
public service, it is important to keep in mind the majority of open space is owned and worked
by private landowners – predominantly small family farms and woodlots. Any climate plan
must be cognizant of property rights. The current Climate Action Council (CAC) draft
Scoping Plan is not. We ask the CAC to view private landowners as partners who can and will
work with policy makers when decisions are based on science and facts.


Additionally, the current draft Scoping Plan is focused heavily on preservation, not
conservation. Perhaps many unfamiliar with land use are not acquainted with the two terms,
perhaps people even feel they are interchangeable. They are not. This fine detail between the
two in the case of the CAC draft Scoping Plan is the disregard of private property rights as
well as responsible use of the land. The current draft Scoping Plan choses policy which
promotes the “preservation” of lands – which is the protection of resources and keeping them
in their natural state. Conservation is using the resources while maintaining the resources – the
very definition of sustainable forestry. Conservation provides all the natural climate solutions.
Ignoring the needs of society from the forests only shifts the use of lands from New York to
other states or countries who do not hold their forestry practices to the high standards of our
Industry in New York. Then, are we creating policy to bring about any climate benefit? The
answer is no.


Policy must acknowledge land use pressures as land use change is an important driver of
climate change. For example, when pressured by unrealistic demands on their private
property, farmers might shift from their customary crops to crops that will have higher
economic return which will impact climatic conditions. Forest owners, when pressured, could
be forced to split their property in parcels, selling off sections which are now open to
development. The understanding of the interactions between climate and land use change is
improving but continued scientific investigation is needed.


The land use recommendations of the draft Scoping Plan also paint a picture of idyllic urban
life around transportation hubs and higher density more urban environments which is naïve
when it comes to New York’s rural economies based on farms, forests and open spaces that
support working lands and tourism destinations. Rural upstate New York is more than just
convenient sites for renewable energy projects and transmission corridors. It’s a region where
millions of New Yorkers choose to live and raise their families and work in economic sectors







supported by our natural resources. It’s a region that is dominated by private landowners who
are responsibly stewarding their lands and policy makers should recognize and value the
conservation, climate and economic benefits they bring to all New Yorkers. It’s more than
preservation, it’s a viable way of life and supports food, fiber and timber along with recreation
and tourism and manufacturing associated to our working lands.


As a member of the Empire State Forest Products Association (ESFPA) which represents over
350 businesses across New York State - it is imperative that the forests are considered when
finalizing the draft scoping plan. New York's forests and wood products are the single largest
natural solution to climate change, and we are proud to be leaders in forest management and
making products from carbon sequestering trees.


It is important to keep in mind when developing a plan about the environment to keep the
environment in mind and all the benefits it offers already, naturally. Any plan to enhance the
environment must not harm the industry which keeps that environment healthy. The forests,
wood products as additional carbon storage and substitution benefits for other fossil fuel
derived products, the role of markets in keeping the forests as forests, the sensitivity of wood
products leakage, forests as a low carbon energy resource, and the overall costs of this draft
Scoping Plan must be considered.


If the goals of the CAC’s Draft Scoping Plan is to improve the environment and have a
positive impact on climate change – it makes sense to include the people that have been doing
it for generations already, the Forest Products Industry.


Sincerely, 
Seth Carr
scarr@wagnerhardwoods.com
6307 ST Route 224 Cayuta, NY 14824 Constituent


Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at www.oneclickpolitics.com. OneClickPolitics provides online communications
tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more
information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics.com








From: Bill Sheldon
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Draft Scoping Plan Comments – I Have Concerns
Date: Monday, June 6, 2022 8:36:28 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Climate Action Council's Draft Scoping
Plan. I am writing to express my concern that the final plan will recommend policies that will
significantly restrict my choices and increase the costs related to my home heating and my
transportation needs. An approach that sees electrification as the only way to meet the state’s
carbon reduction goals is too restrictive. The exclusion of all other renewable fuels would lead
to greater costs, remove consumer energy choices, create security and reliability issues, and
intensify the demand on the electric grid that would increase the risk of power outages. I am
worried about power outages given the severity of our New York winters. 


Overall, I support the goals of the Climate Leadership and Community Protection Act. But I
believe that limiting our options for carbon reduction to one energy source is short sighted. It
seems unreasonable not to consider renewable liquid fuels like Bioheat® Fuel and Renewable
Diesel as a part of the state’s solutions to meet the CLCPA’s targets. 


Unlike an all-electric approach, Bioheat® Fuel offers an immediate decarbonization solution
for 1.4 million oil-heated homes statewide by contributing to emission reductions in the
heating sector. Research shows higher blends of Bioheat® Fuel significantly reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, heating costs, and fossil fuel consumption. 


As of this July, all heating oil sold in New York State must contain at least 5% biodiesel,
increasing to 20% (B20) in 2030. Local heating fuel providers are already delivering blends up
to 50% biodiesel (B50), which can reduce carbon emissions by 40%. In 2019, the liquid
heating fuels industry pledged to achieve net-zero GHG emissions by 2050, consistent with
the CLCPA’s goals. These higher blends may require only minor adjustments to existing
heating systems, not costly replacements. Bioheat® Fuel also supports New York farms and
restaurants as biodiesel comes from renewable sources like soybeans and used cooking oil.


Renewable liquid fuels such as biodiesel and renewable diesel are also being used in the
transportation sector with great success. Some fleets in the state are already using blends of
these biomass-based liquid fuels and their use should be encourage as part of the state’s
carbon free future.


Please recommend a more widespread adoption of low-carbon liquid fuels use in both the
building and transportation sectors. I also ask that you reject recommendations that mandate
all existing buildings be retrofitted with electric heat pumps and that new construction be all-
electric. These policies limit my choices and increase what it costs for me to address basic
needs like heat and transportation. Thank you for considering my concerns about the Draft
Scoping Plan. 


The All-Electric Building Code seeks to meet the state’s carbon reduction goals of the Climate
Leadership and Community Protection Act (CLCPA) by prohibiting local and municipal







governments from issuing new construction building permits unless the building is all-electric
for heat, hot water and appliances, unless otherwise not feasible. 


The state’s climate goals include reducing statewide carbon emissions by 40% by 2030 and
85% by 2050. The CLCPA is an economy-wide climate change act covering all energy
sources and for buildings sector, provides for various fuels, including biodiesel, to assist the
state in meetings its climate change goals. Part EEE of TED speaks to the same goals, but
limits the options for achieving them.


There are currently 6 million homes in New York that use fossil fuels for heating and hot
water, and 1.4 million of those homes currently use heating oil. Heating oil has a gallon-for-
gallon carbon reduction replacement fuel that burns up to 80% cleaner than petroleum diesel –
that fuel is known as Bioheat®. 


Studies by Brookhaven National Laboratory in Upton, NY, indicate that Bioheat® is a drop-in
replacement fuel for petroleum diesel and works seamlessly in current home heating
appliances at blends volumes of 50% and up to 100%. 


According to NYSERDA data, there is no additional cost to the consumer as biodiesel pricing
aligns with that of conventional heating oil. Additionally, starting in 2023, the home heating
industry expects new heating equipment to be UL-rated to use 100% biodiesel.


New York State law currently requires 20% biodiesel blends by 2030. The home heating oil
industry in New York supports the phasing out of heating oil by moving the biodiesel blend
level up to 50% by 2035 and a full 100% replacement by 2050. This industry encompasses
over 750 New York State businesses that employ 8,900 people – it is a $4 billion industry.


Please understand that not all combustible fuels are bad for the environment. Biodiesel
combusts at an 80% cleaner emission rate than petroleum diesel and it would be 100% if not
for the carbon intensity used to generate the electricity to power the plants and the fuel used in
transporting the fuel. So, as the grid becomes decarbonized and fleets move to renewables, the
emissions rates of biodiesel will move closer to 100% cleaner than heating oil. Biodiesel’s
cleaner air emissions results in associated health benefit that reduced risk of cancer and
instances of Asthma. Biodiesel is also a no-to-low cost transition for the consumer. 


So, for the current consumers of heating oil, a clean, sustainable, renewable, cost-effective fuel
solution already exists…it’s biodiesel. 


As the state finalizes its budget negotiations, please include biodiesel as a common-sense fuel
choice option for consumers as you consider the All-electric building code policy. Thank you.


Sincerely, 
Bill Sheldon 
24 4th St
Hoosick Falls, NY 12090








From: Jane Degon
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Scoping Plan HURTS Small Businesses!
Date: Friday, April 29, 2022 2:20:16 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear Climate Action Council Council,


I am writing to share my concerns with the Climate Action Council's proposed Scoping Plan. As written, the Plan
would significantly harm New York small business owners and all New Yorkers.


Banning natural gas  would force New Yorkers off the primary resource used to heat their homes and other daily
activities. The cost of retrofitting  New York for a gas-free future would be astronomical and reliability would
suffer. A carbon pricing system or an emissions cap would add such a significant cost increase to businesses without
making any meaningful changes to those businesses' emissions. I strongly oppose complete bans and regulations
that would do more harm than good.


Energy in New York needs to remain reliable and affordable. If this plan is adopted, New York will spend a fortune
to electrify every piece of our state without being prepared to produce that electric capacity as planned. Remove
harmful elements of the Draft Scoping Plan, address the electric grid's limited capacity to ensure reliability, and
guarantee that transitioning to a sustainable future does not come at higher prices or at the expense of small business
owners that drive the economy of the state.


Sincerely,


Jane Degon
56 Taylor Rd
Malone, NY 12953
jdegon1@gmail.com








From: Thomas D. Tobin
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Concerns with the CAC"s Draft Scoping Plan
Date: Friday, February 18, 2022 10:08:16 AM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Re: Concerns with the CAC's Draft Scoping Plan


Dear CAC,


I'm writing to express my concern about some of the recommendations contained in the CAC's
draft Scoping Plan, which essentially proposes to eliminate natural gas as an energy option in
our state.


As a former energy industry employee, I believe relying on one energy system for everything
is just too risky, mainly as we see an increasing need for energy system reliability, resilience,
and quicker recovery from more frequent and significant weather events. 


The public projections of costs to consumers being as high as $25 billion in Western New
York alone is eye opening and does not account for the non-monetary costs should the power
grid be unable to support the demand increase necessary for winter heating and electric
vehicles. 


Please reconsider the need for natural gas and its reliable delivery system as you determine the
future of New York's energy footprint.


Sincerely, 
Thomas D. Tobin
tt1629@yahoo.com
295 Highland Ave. Hamburg, NY 14075-4446 Constituent


Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at www.oneclickpolitics.com. OneClickPolitics provides online communications
tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more
information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics.com








From: Anthony Foley
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Climate Action Council - Draft Scoping Plan
Date: Thursday, June 23, 2022 4:14:48 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear Climate Action Council Climate Action Council,


I am a union carpenter writing to express my support for nuclear energy and its critical role in
achieving New York’s clean energy goals. The Climate Leadership and Community Protection
Act calls for 100% carbon free energy by 2040 - maintaining nuclear energy is essential to
meeting these bold emissions-reduction goals at the lowest cost to consumers.


New York’s upstate nuclear facilities operate 24/7/365 and currently produce 44% of New
York’s zero-emission electricity. Their operation avoids 16 million tons of carbon emissions
annually. For community members like my union brothers and sisters in Carpenters Local 277
and Carpenters Local 276, the plants provide thousands of highly skilled jobs and are one of
upstate New York’s largest employers.


We cannot afford to lose this reliable source of clean generation and the associated economic
benefits for the upstate economy. Timely action is required to ensure these assets remain
operational beyond the expiration of the existing Zero Emissions Credit (ZEC) program in
2029.


Carpenters Local 277 and Carpenters Local 276 appreciates New York state for establishing
ZEC program in 2017 and commends the Climate Action Council’s work and the draft
scoping plan’s acknowledgement of the value our upstate nuclear assets provide for our clean
energy future. We strongly urge the Council, and the state of New York remain steadfast in its
commitment to this safe, reliable, and clean source of power generation. 


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,
Anthony Foley
8 Westerly Avenue
Bethpage, NY 11714








From: Heather Hollister Kaese
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on the Draft Scoping Plan issued by the NYS Climate Action Council
Date: Sunday, April 17, 2022 5:01:13 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


TO: NYSERDA


NYSERDA
17 Columbia Circle
Albany, NY 12203


RE: Public Comment on the Draft Scoping Plan issued by the NYS Climate Action Council


Dear NYSERDA


Please accept these comments on the Draft Scoping Plan issued by the NYS Climate Action Council.


The plan needs short term goals set for 2 years and four years after the final plan. Long-term goals for 2030 and
2050 are important, but we need to act immediately.


The New York State Power Authority should be expanded to develop wind power, on land and offshore, and solar
farms in New York.


The plan should set a goal of rooftop solar on 2 million homes and businesses in New York and provide stronger
financial incentives.


The plan needs stronger financial support programs for working class New Yorkers to electrify their homes and
businesses.


The plan needs programs for “variable pricing and parking policies,” or “higher registration fees” for carbon
intensive vehicles, mileage-based user fees, and other special assessments to finance transportation sector
improvements. There clearly needs to be disincentives for low mileage vehicles.


The plan needs better incentives to increase the number ZEVs purchased in New York, but these incentives should
be higher. Beyond a higher direct rebate, there should be a sales tax waiver for all ZEVs purchased by New York
State residents. New York State will not meet it climate change goals unless we can make ZEVs affordable for
working families across the state.


We need new programs in New York for forever wild easements on millions of acres of privately owned forests to
keep these forests intact and growing trees that will maximize long-term carbon storage. The plan needs a literature
review of peer review articles about long-term carbon storage to help formulate new forest policies.


The State of New York needs to invest actively in land acquisition to protect intact forests and in programs for to
reforest two million acres in the state.


The "forestry" section needs to include a bibliography of scientific peer review papers that detail the role of mature
and old growth forests in long-term carbon storage.


New York's climate change plan needs to set a goal to help private forestland owners protect 5 million acres in
forever wild easements managed for long-term carbon storage.







New York's climate change plan needs programs that provide incentives for landowners to manage their lands for
long-term carbon storage.


New York needs to prioritize incentives for forest management where harvested trees are used for wood products
that provide long-term carbon storage.


The NYSCAC needs to draft new statutory language to amend state laws to require that climate change impacts
must be evaluated and considered by state agencies in their work. The NYS APA and DEC must consider carbon
pollution when these agencies review land use and development on the state's private and public lands.


Thank you very much.


Sincerely,


Heather Hollister Kaese <heatherhollister@gmail.com>
19 Redcrown
Mission Viejo, CA 92692








From: Roderick Dressel
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Climate Action Council Draft Scoping Plan
Date: Thursday, May 26, 2022 8:10:04 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear Climate Action Council Draft Scoping Plan,


Overall Comments:
•       Agriculture and forestry are the few industries that can provide carbon sequestration benefits for all industries
to reach net zero and further Agriculture accounts for just 6 % of New York State Greenhouse gas emissions.
•       Important for the state to support the rich bioeconomy that exists in upstate New York including wood
products, and bioenergy sources such as wood, biogas, and ethanol that can help transition the state from fossil fuels
to renewable sources of energy.
•       Policy decision must be supported by science and availability of technology. Electrification of large farm
equipment is not readily available in the market or is the technology widely accepted due to current limitations of
battery technology and cost constraints.
•       Do not support blanket adoption of the Federal Agriculture Resilience Act, rather a thoughtful approach and
specific approach that recognizes the uniqueness of New York State agriculture industry, including incorporation of
all sized farms including Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations.
•       Oppose efforts to ban synthetic fertilizers. New York agriculture must continue to employ strategies to reduce
excess nutrients, however, fertilizers are an important component to successful crop yields.
•       Any state policy should not prefer one cropping method over the other but rather address individual strategies
in reducing GHG emissions. Both conventional and organic farming can adopt strategies to reduce GHG emissions
on farm.
•       Continued concerns with the ambitious goals to transition to electric vehicles, specifically medium- and heavy-
duty trucks. Lack of charging infrastructure, increased costs, and dependability all remain concern when hauling
perishable agricultural commodities, including livestock.
Agriculture and Forestry Sector:
•       Important to recognize the value of minimizing the importation of goods from outside of the state by ensuring a
robust agriculture and forestry sector in New York State.
•       Primary reductions for the agriculture sector are of methane and nitrous oxide and the potential of carbon
capture through the sequestration of carbon by plants and soils.
•       Key areas for agricultural emissions reductions are livestock management, soil health, nutrient management,
agroforestry, and a climate-focused bioeconomy.
•       Livestock emissions account for 92 percent agricultural emissions primarily from methane and nitrous oxide.
State policies and investments must support systems specifically planed and designed for each farm. Strategies
include cover and flare systems, anaerobic digester systems, composting and other innovative systems that collect,
capture, and destroy methane from manure storages or that prevent the excess production of methane. Existing
programs and planning tools through the Department of Agriculture and Markets and Soil and Water Conservation
Districts can further the adoption of these strategies but must be provided additional resources.
•       Support strategies that are incentive-based rather than regulatory mandates.
•       All strategies must be widely available and address equity considerations in the agricultural sector.


Sincerely,


Roderick Dressel
271 State Route 208
New Paltz, NY 12561
rodjr@dresselfarms.com








From: Jodi Muench
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: End waste incineration!
Date: Monday, June 6, 2022 5:54:55 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


As a resident of Westchester County, my trash is burned at the Wheelabrator Westchester
trash incinerator in the environmental justice community of Peekskill, NY.


I am disappointed that the Draft Scoping Plan did not call for an end to trash incineration and a
rapid transition to Zero Waste statewide.


The Climate Action Plan must call for the closure of all 10 municipal solid waste incinerators
in New York and recommend that no new incinerators (or gasification or pyrolysis facilities)
be permitted in the state.


NY has the most trash incinerators of any state, except for Florida, which now has the same
number. We cannot be a climate leader while burning garbage!


Waste incineration is about twice as bad as landfilling for the climate. In 2011, DEC
documented that New York's ten trash incinerators are dirtier than the eight coal power plants
that used to exist in our state, all of which are now closed. New York's waste incinerators
perform significantly worse in terms of cancer causing hazardous air pollutants compared to
other power plants in the state. Incineration is the most expensive and polluting way to
produce electricity or to dispose of waste.


In Westchester County, incineration is an environmental racism issue, most directly impacting
the City of Peekskill, an environmental justice community. It must be a priority for the state's
implementation of CLCPA to undo this environmental injustice, and for the sake of climate
and environmental health, to end incineration state-wide.


The Scoping Plan must end to trash incineration and rapidly transition New York to Zero
Waste statewide.


Sincerely,


Jodi Muench
101 Euclid Ave 
Hastings-on-Hudson, NY 10706








From: Adam Fiege
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Climate Action Council - Draft Scoping Plan Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:41:52 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear Climate Action Council Climate Action Council,


As a member of the Carpenters Local 277 and Carpenters Local 276, I am writing to express
my support for including upstate New York’s nuclear power facilities. These facilities are
safe, reliable, and exceptionally maintained producing 44% of the state’s emission-free
electricity and are instrumental to achieving the state’s decarbonization goals. 


The upstate nuclear facilities provide thousands of jobs and millions in taxes that are critical to
the upstate economy and local communities. We cannot afford to lose this reliable source of
clean generation and the associated economic benefits for the upstate economy.


As documented in the plan, maintaining New York’s existing nuclear power stations is the
most cost-effective way to reach the state’s decarbonization goals. If the upstate nuclear fleet
is not relicensed for an additional 20 years, NYSERDA’s analysis identifies additional costs of
approximately $9.8 billion dollars to achieve the state’s decarbonization goals.


The draft plan recommends the Public Service Commission (PSC) review the existing Zero-
Emissions Credit (ZEC) program for potential extension beyond the current expiration in
2029. Timely action is required to ensure these assets remain operational beyond the
expiration of the existing ZEC program in 2029. 


The Carpenters Local 277 and Carpenters Local 276 appreciates New York state for
establishing the ZEC program in 2017 and commends the Climate Action Council’s work and
the plan’s acknowledgement of upstate nuclear’s value proposition for our clean energy future.
We strongly encourage the Council to formally recommend extension of the ZEC program
beyond its expiration in 2029. 


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,
Adam Fiege
62 Boylston St Apt 917
Boston, MA 02116








From: Jennifer DeFrancesco
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Draft Scoping Plan Comments - Energy Intensive and Trade Exposed
Date: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 10:42:08 AM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Re: Draft Scoping Plan Comments - Energy Intensive and Trade Exposed


Dear New York State Energy & Research Development Authority Committee,


The first and most glaring issue with the Climate Action Council’s (CAC) draft Scoping Plan
is the complete omission of the Wood Products manufacturing sector in the Energy Intensive
and Trade-Exposed section (EITE). Our industry is 6th in the state in terms of overall
manufacturing with significant environmental and economic benefits for New York State. Our
sector and markets encourage and support forest management, forest carbon sequestration and
adds sequestration in durable hardwood products. Paper and wood product manufacturing is
the only industry that has a net positive environmental and carbon benefit in clean air, clean
water, wildlife habitat and biodiversity


ESFPA and many of our member companies that manufacture paper and hardwood and
softwood lumber as well as export companies of lumber and whole wood are classified under
EITE Industries, which will be impacted by the CAC’s draft Scoping Plan if enacted as is.
This category of industries is an extremely dissimilar category. A one size fits all approach to
impacting climate change through the scoping plan regulations will only yield a reduction in
economic activity in New York, and a larger environmental footprint globally – it is
counterproductive to the goals of the plan and must be addressed on a sector specific and site-
specific basis. We are asking the CAC to more overtly include our sector to this aspect of the
plan and for the CAC to be cognizant of the industry specific issues and provide a section for
the forest products industry.


Energy Intensive industries are those which the cost of electricity and fuel costs divided by
domestic production is greater than 5%. Trade Exposure is defined as Imports + Exports
divided by the total value of domestic production + imports >15%. Industries which fall under
this category are: aluminum production, cement manufacturing, chemical manufacturing, glass
manufacturing, iron, copper and nickle ore mining; iron and steel mills, paper, pulp and
newspaper print mills and semiconductor manufacturing. We would also suggest adding the
hardwood and softwood sawmills, denified wood pellet mills and pallet manufacturing
facilities throughout New York. Such a diverse gathering of industries cannot adhere the same
plan.


Additionally, the plan does not acknowledge interstate or international trade exposure.
Enactment of the CAC’s draft scoping plan as is will put all New York companies at a
significant economic disadvantage over their counterparts in neighboring states or
international trade partners.


We are asking the CAC to develop sector specific, and in some instances mill specific,
strategies to achieve their CLCPA goals by 2030 and 2050. All while ensuring that our forest
related manufacturing Is protected from “leakage”. Movement of any of these mills from New







York to any other state or country will result in a greater greenhouse gas as well as
environmental footprint. Needless to say the loss of family supporting wage jobs in rural New
York State.


As a member of the Empire State Forest Products Association (ESFPA) which represents over
350 businesses across New York State - it is imperative that the forests are considered when
finalizing the draft scoping plan. New York's forests and wood products are the single largest
natural solution to climate change, and we are proud to be leaders in forest management and
making products from carbon sequestering trees.


It is important to keep in mind when developing a plan about the environment to keep the
environment in mind and all the benefits it offers already, naturally. Any plan to enhance the
environment must not harm the industry which keeps that environment healthy. The forests,
wood products as additional carbon storage and substitution benefits for other fossil fuel
derived products, the role of markets in keeping the forests as forests, the sensitivity of wood
products leakage, forests as a low carbon energy resource, and the overall costs of this draft
Scoping Plan must be considered.


If the goals of the CAC’s Draft Scoping Plan is to improve the environment and have a
positive impact on climate change – it makes sense to include the people that have been doing
it for generations already, the Forest Products Industry.


Sincerely, 
Jennifer DeFrancesco
bbfp.jen@outlook.com
251 Route 145 Cairo, NY 12413 Constituent


Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at www.oneclickpolitics.com. OneClickPolitics provides online communications
tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more
information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics.com








From: Bruce Clapper
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Draft Scoping Plan Comments - Energy Intensive and Trade Exposed copy
Date: Friday, June 3, 2022 1:55:47 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Re: Draft Scoping Plan Comments - Energy Intensive and Trade Exposed copy


Dear New York State Energy & Research Development Authority Committee,


The Climate Action Council (CAC) is proposing the adoption of zero emission vehicles (ZEV)
for all trucks, busses, and non-road equipment. As it currently is written, the draft scoping plan
does not acknowledge the lack of any ZEV technology for medium and heavy-duty vehicles
which are essential in many sectors, including forestry, across the state. Although the
technology is getting closer to production, there are currently no ZEV options for medium and
heavy-duty equipment that can operate in the conditions in which the forestry sector works
throughout rural New York State. A one-size fits all strategy for zero emissions for medium
and heavy-duty equipment will cripple the supply lines from the forests to mill. This isn’t just
difficult for our sector, but it is impossible. The current infrastructure cannot support such
regulations.


Forestry sector vehicles travel from their point of origin upwards to 100 miles where they
meet loggers in the woods, upwards to 100 miles where they meet loggers in the woods, spend
hours loading logs or chips and the run to mills which receive the timbe rand fiber to
concentration yards and manufacturing facilities scattered around rural New York. These runs
are often made several times a day, during a 24 hour cycle.


Our industry is concerned that the draft Scoping Plan denies the use of anything non-electric
(with limited exception to back-up power generators) There is no provision for allowing the
use of other renewable energy systems such as wood, renewable natural gas, or renewable
biofuels all of which could provide for both transition fuels and permanent substitution fuels
going forward.


The draft Scoping Plan does acknowledge the limits of electric geothermal and air sourced
heat pumps in extremely cold circumstances and that buildings will require secondary heating
systems, including wood heating systems. In addition, hundreds of thousands of upstate rural
homeowners and commercial businesses use wood, often harvested from their own forests, for
primary and secondary heat sources. Failure to have secondary wood heat these residents
would have frozen pipes and other thermal risks to life and property. However, there is no
such rationale being offered for the heavy and medium use vehicles with equally significant
needs.


In order to meet the goals of the CLCPA, more than half of the current marketplace for
internal combustion engines must be exchanged for electric. This will require the rural market
of farm and forest transports and long-haul transports to have viable low carbon fuel
alternatives that are currently not even mentioned in the draft scoping document. We support
the establishment of a clean fuel standard for New York, which would be designed to foster
investment, facilitate transition, and provide a range of technology alternatives in the clean







fuel economy, including renewable liquid fuels for difficult to decarbonize transportation
sectors.


As a member of the Empire State Forest Products Association (ESFPA), I recognize that New
York is committed to greater electrification across our economy and support the wise pursuit
of these goals. We need to ensure that there is flexibility in the policies and programs to ensure
that there are no unintended consequences or impacts to the vital forestry industry and
economy. Our association represents over 350 businesses across New York State - it is
imperative that the forests are considered when finalizing the draft scoping plan. New York's
forests and wood products are the single largest natural solution to climate change, and we are
proud to be leaders in forest management and making products from carbon sequestering trees.


It is important to keep in mind when developing a plan about the environment to keep the
environment in mind and all the benefits it offers already, naturally. Any plan to enhance the
environment must not harm the industry which keeps that environment healthy. The forests,
wood products as additional carbon storage and substitution benefits for other fossil fuel
derived products, the role of markets in keeping the forests as forests, the sensitivity of wood
products leakage, forests as a low carbon energy resource, and the overall costs of this draft
Scoping Plan must be considered.


If the goals of the CAC’s Draft Scoping Plan is to improve the environment and have a
positive impact on climate change – it makes sense to include the people that have been doing
it for generations already, the Forest Products Industry.


Sincerely, 
Mr. Bruce Clapper
annejclapper@yahoo.com
158, Snyder Road Cobleskill, NY 12043 Constituent


Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at www.oneclickpolitics.com. OneClickPolitics provides online communications
tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more
information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics.com
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Osgood, Sarah (NYSERDA)


From: Adrienne Wald <campaigns@good.do>
Sent: Monday, June 6, 2022 3:01 PM
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: We Can. We Must. Together


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown senders 
or unexpected emails. 
 
 
Dear Chairs Seggos and Harris, and Members of the New York State Climate Action Council ‐ 
 
As a Catskill Mountainkeeper supporter, I'm writing to impress three main messages on you as you consider the draft 
Scoping Plan for the CLCPA: we can; we must; together. 
 
We Can: New York State has the tools and solutions needed to take on the climate crisis while addressing issues of 
climate justice. The CAC's draft scoping plan is a strong starting point, and I support much of the rapid electrification 
scenario (scenario #3). Rapid electrification is based on known solutions and leaves the door open for future innovation. 
As we move down this path, New York must keep our focus on solutions that maximize greenhouse gas pollution and air 
pollution reductions while minimizing negative impacts. Further, we must eschew false solutions‐‐those that would 
further tie us  to carbon‐emitting power production and a dirty and dangerous fossil fuel culture that we must leave in 
the past. Further, this is a critical moment to rethink how New York State delivers services‐‐the state is going to have to 
simultaneously drive action at the community, regional, and state levels. 
 
We must: The debate about climate change is over‐‐we're experiencing the devastating impacts of the climate crisis, and 
it's hitting Black, Brown, Indigenous, and low‐income communities first and hardest. Given that, as the Scoping Plan 
draft states, the cost of inaction outweighs the cost of action by more than $90 billion, it would be foolish not to seize 
the opportunities that fighting this crisis will present: new jobs, cleaner air and water, healthier communities, and a 
more just and equitable future. But we'll only realize these benefits if we take strong action. So we must act. 
 
Together: As we fight the crisis, we all need to commit to doing so together. There should be no sacrifice zones, no 
communities left behind. We must move away from typical government practices and create new and more equitable 
ways to achieve our climate goals and mandates. Communities already know and have identified what they need in the 
way of solutions; our Government needs to listen and to follow.To emerge from this crisis together, New York State 
must fully fund solutions, while ensuring that the costs don't fall on low income, Black, Brown, or Indigenous 
communities. In addition to fully funding the plan, we need to ensure that at least 40% of the funding is invested in 
Disadvantaged Communities, as directed by the Climate Leadership and Community Protection Act. 
 
As a nurse and healthcare educator, I strongly urge you to protect the public health of New Yorkers by ensuring 
environmental protections that incorporate principles of environmental justice. Thank you for considering these 
comments. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
Dr. Adrienne Wald EdD, MBA, RN, MCHES, CNE 
 
___________________________ 
This email was sent by Adrienne Wald via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they 
consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic 
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no‐reply address at campaigns@good.do, however Adrienne provided an email address (awald44@gmail.com) which we 
included in the REPLY‐TO field. 
 
Please reply to Adrienne Wald at awald44@gmail.com. 
 
To learn more about Do Gooder visit 
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=05%7C01%7Cs
copingplan%40nyserda.ny.gov%7C8d827e2533b84a39769a08da47eed9b0%7Cf46cb8ea79004d108ceb80e8c1c81ee7%7
C0%7C0%7C637901388425619888%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik
1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&amp;sdata=gBV9RYMYm7ThH5O01C3CkHXnLwwNY%2FazWqCom4Zh
2Xg%3D&amp;reserved=0 
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: 
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=05
%7C01%7Cscopingplan%40nyserda.ny.gov%7C8d827e2533b84a39769a08da47eed9b0%7Cf46cb8ea79004d108ceb80e8
c1c81ee7%7C0%7C0%7C637901388425619888%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2lu
MzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&amp;sdata=4oST3%2B%2F89oi%2BqxNDYrAx3NzKzr20u
HM2Kh62QjVq%2B8M%3D&amp;reserved=0 








From: arlenenyc@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Arlene Zuckerman
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: An Equitable Transition to Carbon Neutrality and Climate Resiliency
Date: Friday, June 10, 2022 4:11:16 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear New York Climate Action Council,


I’m writing to comment on the Draft Scoping Plan as it relates to shaping a safe and healthy future for New York
State. The points I will make will mainly address energy, workforce development, transportation, and climate
resiliency.


First, renewable energy is the future of our state, and I appreciate the Draft Scoping Plan’s recommendations to
accelerate the deployment of large-scale renewable energy systems. Such a recommendation must be accompanied
by significant investment and technical support for Disadvantaged Communities to develop energy storage
deployment and microgrids to reduce grid strain, and increase resiliency and affordability. Also, I support strategies
to facilitate the retirement of all fossil fuel-fired generation facilities and recommend the Council take the additional
step of placing a moratorium on the permitting of new fossil fuel plants. New York’s energy future must be
renewable!


Workforce development is key. I support the Draft proposal to invest in workforce development to expand training
to new clean energy workers and adjacent industries and prioritize disadvantaged communities and low-income
residents for job training and placement by community to employment pipelines and on-the-job training
investments. Additionally, I support growing local supply chains and creating jobs in clean energy businesses that
serve Disadvantaged Communities, as well as providing dedicated support to people of color- and women-owned
enterprises to innovate and actively participate in the electrification of the buildings sector.


Next, on transportation, I support the Draft recommendations regarding regulatory and incentive-based mechanisms
to accelerate light duty Zero-Emission Vehicle adoption. This includes the adoption of California's Advanced Clean
Cars 2 Regulations (which are expected to require 100% light-duty ZEV sales by 2035). To support the adoption of
ZEVs, the state must reduce barriers to both sales and charging and fueling infrastructure through increased
awareness and investments, changing the design of utility rates, and setting state fleet procurement targets. This
process should also support a rapid transition to medium- and heavy-duty ZEVs, prioritizing deployment in
communities overburdened with air pollution.


Lastly, I support the Draft’s call to enhance the resilience of living systems and communities, including addressing
risks to ecosystems and biodiversity, enhancing resilience and adaptation of the agricultural sector, and protecting
the ability of forests to serve as essential carbon sequesters. Specifically, I support the recommendations proposed in
Appendix H of the Draft Plan to appoint a chief state resilience officer and create a resilient infrastructure fund,
incentivize the use of green infrastructure, and improve local wildlife and aquatic connectivity through dam
removals and right-sizing road-stream crossing infrastructure. I strongly urge the Council to more fully address
climate resiliency in the Final Scoping Plan through additional specific recommendations; evaluation of New York
State’s current resiliency status and policies; and meaningful consultation with agencies, communities already facing
climate impacts, and nongovernmental entities experienced in on-the-ground resilience and adaptation.


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Scoping Plan.


Sincerely,
Ms. Arlene Zuckerman
11035 72nd Rd Apt 606 Forest Hills, NY 11375-5476
arlenenyc@hotmail.com








From: Sohum Aggarwal
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Cosponsor All Renewable Heat Now Bills
Date: Saturday, March 12, 2022 9:44:15 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear Draft Scoping Plan Comments Climate Action Council,


We are in a critical stage of the climate crisis driven by continued greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions, which we must start reducing dramatically in order to avert the worst effects of
climate change. At the very least, we must stop the expansion of fossil fuels. 


Buildings account for a third of New York’s GHG emissions, with space and water heating
being the largest contributors. It is widely accepted that phasing out the use of on-site fossil
fuels such as heating oil and methane gas and shifting to electricity as the sole energy source
for buildings, while simultaneously pursuing weatherization, energy efficiency, and improved
building codes, is the only feasible path to decarbonizing building operations. Once electrified,
the GHG emissions associated with buildings will decline as more distributed and centralized
carbon-free sources of electricity are added to the grid. 


In addition to exacerbating the climate crisis, on-site use of fossil fuels in buildings brings
deadly pollution into our homes and communities, and eliminating this pollution source would
yield dramatic benefits to public health and considerable reduction in healthcare cost. In New
York state, pollution from burning oil and gas in buildings accounts for nearly 2000 deaths
and $22 billion in healthcare costs annually.


The Renewable Heat Now package of bills for a just and affordable transition of our buildings
from fossil fuels is timely, prudent, and necessary, and I urge you to co-sponsor all of the
following five bills in it.


ALL-ELECTRIC BUILDING ACT, S6843B|A8431A
Sponsors: Senator Kavanagh and Assemblymember Gallagher


Requires new buildings to have all-electric space and water heating and appliances, except
where infeasible technologically. Building permits for new buildings with fossil fuel systems
cannot be issued on or after January 1, 2024. Requires state agencies to identify policies to
ensure affordable electricity for all-electric buildings.


GAS TRANSITION AND AFFORDABLE ENERGY ACT, S8198|A9329
Sponsors: Senator Krueger, Senator May and Assemblymember Fahy


Requires the Public Service Commission to develop and for utilities to implement a plan for
an orderly and equitable transition from gas utilities to renewable heating, cooking, and hot
water services. Necessary to stop gas expansion and achieve the state’s climate mandates.


ADVANCED BUILDING, APPLIANCE AND EQUIPMENT STANDARDS ACT,
S7176|A8143
Sponsors: Senator Parker and Assemblymember Fahy







Saves consumers over a billion dollars by updating appliance efficiency standards to reduce
energy use. Authorizes the NYS Codes Council to incorporate greenhouse gas emissions
reduction standards into building codes. 


FOSSIL-FREE HEATING TAX CREDIT AND SALES TAX EXEMPTION, S3864|A7493
& S642A|A8147 
Sponsors: Senator Kennedy, Senator Sanders, Assemblymember Rivera


Bills to enact a tax credit for geothermal heat pump systems and exempt the sale of geothermal
heat pump systems from sales tax. Necessary to incentivize the most efficient systems for
heating and bring heat pump manufacturing and workforce to scale. 


If you have already cosponsored some of these bills, I thank you for your climate leadership.
Please consider co-sponsoring the entire package because these bills are designed to work
together for a smooth permanent electrification and eventual decarbonization of New York’s
building sector.


Regards, 
Sohum Aggarwal 
777 Swed Cir
Yorktown Heights, NY 10598








From: Larissa Matthews
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: New York’s proposed Climate Law will help protect people and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 30, 2022 12:54:05 AM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Climate Action Council’s draft Scoping Plan.


I strongly support New York’s proposed Climate Leadership and Community Protection Act (the “CLCPA”), aka
the Climate Law, which aims to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, invest in renewable energy, and support
environmental justice initiatives that will benefit frontline communities already bearing the largest impacts from the
effects of climate change. While I fully stand behind the overall goals of the draft Scoping Plan, I have a few
recommendations to ensure the Climate Action Council is making the best decisions for me, my community, and our
state:


       The draft plan does not go far enough to reduce emissions from controlled animal feeding operations (CAFOs)
and industrial agriculture. I support the Climate Justice Working Group recommendation which favors imposing
regulations on dairy and other livestock farmers to reduce emissions. The final plan must ensure that strategies
include regulatory and mandatory actions and rely less on voluntary programs.


       The Final Scoping Plan should include the Climate Justice Working Group recommendation of a fertilizer fee
to reduce nitrous oxide emissions.


       The Final Scoping Plan should include payments for ecosystem services and soil health to ensure payments go
toward capital and on-going expenses of more renewable agriculture. This sector needs technical and financial
support to implement the best climate practices.


       The Final Scoping Plan should prioritize the use of on-site biogas over strategies that use Anaerobic Digesters
for biogas or biomass for energy to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions on farms.


       For waste justice and climate justice to be reflected in the final plan, it must set goals for decommissioning
NYS incinerators and ending contracts with out of state incinerators. The state should not permit any subsidies, nor
permit new incinerators, or incineration/burning by other names (inc. pyrolysis, gasification).


       The final plan should recommend a dramatic increase in easily accessible incentive programs to encourage
households and residential building owners to weatherize and undertake electrical upgrades in preparation for future
electrification. Additionally, the final plan should require an energy audit and basic weatherization and electrical
service upgrades before a home can be sold.


       The draft plan’s “Explore Technology Solutions” section is largely problematic in its promotion of expanding
renewable natural gas, green hydrogen, and nuclear as answers to long duration storage. I join the CJWG in
expressing strong concern about the emerging technologies mentioned plus waste-to-energy and bioenergy, as they
can lead to the production of more greenhouse gas emissions and/or co-pollutants and are inherently inefficient or
unsustainable.


       New York State has some of the most diesel-polluted census tracts in the country. The final plan should
recommend targeted policies to electrify facilities with large volumes of truck traffic.


       Replacing fossil gas systems with electricity from renewable sources is an urgent need if we are to have a
stable climate and an environmentally just future. The cost of decommissioning the gas system must be spread
equitably across rate classes to ensure low to moderate-income households and renters are not left behind in the
transition.


I appreciate the work being done by the state of New York to address environmental, climate, sustainability, and
justice issues. I am proud to live in a state where the climate crisis is being recognized for what it is—a global
emergency. I trust the Climate Action Council will take these recommendations, along with the concerns of other
invested citizens, into consideration so the draft Scoping Plan will truly work to ensure a cleaner, more just, and
more equitable New York.


Sincerely,







Larissa Matthews








From: Brandon Medina
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan: Buildings Sector
Date: Wednesday, March 23, 2022 8:09:09 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations on the Buildings Sector are included in the final draft: 


The Buildings chapter calls for the adoption of advanced zero-emissions codes and standards
to enhance building performance and phase out fossil fuel combustion appliances and
technologies following an accelerated timeline that will require near-term enabling action by
NYS legislators. While the chapter acknowledges concerns raised by the Climate Justice
Working Group regarding the need to front-load investments, technical assistance, and other
resources in disadvantaged communities (DACs) to ensure those communities are not left
stranded in an aging and expensive fossil fuel-based energy system, it fails to align strategies
that prioritize investments in DACs with the proposed timelines for the adoption of new codes
and standards. These strategies must move in lockstep to create the conditions for a Just
Transition. The chapter calls for the creation of a new Retrofit and Electrification Readiness
Fund. This should be created ASAP and capitalized at a minimum of $1 billion per year
following the recommendations of the Energy Efficiency and Housing Advisory Panel. The
Fund should provide targeted direct investments to DACs and the affordable housing sector.


The Buildings chapter failed to advance recommendations from the Climate Justice Working
Group around consumer and community protections that would guard against energy rate
increases, predatory business practices, mistreatment by landlords, and gentrification and
neighborhood displacement. The following recommendations should be included in the final
scoping plan: 


- Utility customer bill of rights
- Safety net guarantee of affordable renewable energy to every household
- Public education to combat the power of the investor-owned utilities and the opaqueness of
the energy system
- Clawback provisions around public subsidies to private landlords as an anti-displacement
strategy to mitigate rent increases and evictions


The failure to include these recommendations in the final scoping plan will leave low- to
moderate-income households and DACs vulnerable to extractive financial forces and for-profit
solution providers.


Sincerely,
Brandon Medina








From: Ellen Banks
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Submit a comment on Indigenous Sovereignty to NYS
Date: Tuesday, May 17, 2022 8:30:08 AM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft Scoping Plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this Scoping Plan. 


I am an ally to the Haudenosaunee Confederacy, the Shinnecock Nation, and the Setalcott
Nation whose members were engaged in the drafting of these comments. These Nations are
sovereign Nations with political, cultural, and religious agency over their ancestral homelands
that is New York State. 


It is imperative that Indigenous communities are properly consulted and given decision-
making power around the processes taking place at the Climate Action Council (CAC) given
the vast implications of policies, land practices, and funding mechanisms being considered.
The Executive and the CAC must use appropriate State-to-Nation channels to ensure
collaboration from Indigenous communities as to the Scoping Plan in a manner that respects
the timeline for the unique decision-making processes within the Nations. Appropriate
consultation must occur with both state and federally recognized tribes as well as non-
recognized tribes with populations in New York State.


Indigenous communities in New York State are on the frontline of direct impacts of climate
change and have a unique historical relationship to the land and understand best practices for
stewardship. They are well informed about how to meet the energy needs of their people.
Their voices are critical to ensuring that New York State meets the ambitious climate goals set
out in the Climate Leadership and Community Protection Act. There are presently many
barriers Indigenous communities face in accessing and benefiting from the renewable energy
transition that must be rectified in the final Scoping Plan. These barriers and concerns can only
be addressed when robust, genuine, and dedicated State-to-Nation dialogue is conducted over
time.


Yet, it is clear from the draft plan that there still has been little or no communication between
the state and the Indigenous Nations that will be impacted by the law’s implementation. The
need for authentic consultation has been repeatedly raised both at meetings of the CAC and
the Climate Justice Working Group (CJWG) without a consistently clear response from the
state about how it plans to truly grapple with this vital aspect of our climate law.


The Scoping Plan fails to acknowledge the Indigenous Nations within the territory of New
York State, but otherwise refers to them in a general acronym for people of color. It only
mentions Indigenous Nations or Indigenous Peoples a handful of times and in those few times
collapses them with other stakeholders, without recognizing the very particular distinction of
their sovereignty. Indigenous Nations have governing power and ecological intelligence that
reaches forward and back since time immemorial. There cannot be a policy or directive that
meets the overwhelming response to climate change without these Nations at the table
exercising their substantive rights and knowledge, including their collective rights of self-







determination and land stewardship. NYS cannot merely recognize their participatory rights as
people of color under marginalized communities. This illuminates the historical and current
tactics NYS uses to try to delegitimize Indigenous Nations exceptional and unparalleled right
to the conservation and protection of land and our non-human relatives. The sovereign status
of Indigenous Peoples must be upheld in the climate transition as distinct from other
stakeholders. 


More specifically, the final Scoping Plan must address the following:


1) The future of nuclear power in NYS must grapple with the content of “Nuclear Reactors
Are Not Green,” a Red Paper by the Onondaga Nation, the Haudenosaunee Environmental
Task Force, and the American Indian Law Alliance (available at hetf.org). The paper was
written so that the voice of Indigenous Peoples can be heard, in order to document the vast
harms from the nuclear power industry and so that the process of healing from these harms can
begin. The list of past and ongoing treaty violations is long and troublesome and the deaths of,
and devastating human health damage to, Indigenous Peoples are merely collateral damage to
corporations and US governments. Prolonging the use of aging nuclear reactors without a
viable plan for the handling of spent fuel rods at the expense of electric ratepayers is not an
acceptable “solution.” The billions of dollars that have been designated for nuclear bailouts
would be better spent on promoting truly green alternative energy generation, electric car
promotion and infrastructure, and high-speed rail projects. The Red Paper brings light to the
dangers of the three aging nuclear power reactors in Scriba, New York and the direct harm
that would result to the Onondaga people, and Nation lands and waters, from the continued
operations of these aging nuclear reactors and from any accidental release of radiation, or
worse; how these three aging nuclear reactors in Scriba are interfering with the stewardship
responsibilities of Nation leaders to protect the natural world for future generations; and the
dangers to the Onondaga Nation, its waters and its people from the current transport of nuclear
wastes down Interstate Route 81, directly through the Nation’s currently recognized territory.
This legacy of impact must be the guide to discussions around the fate of nuclear power in
NYS.


2) There is a dire need to overcome grid interconnection issues currently in place for
numerous Indigenous Nations in order for them to become energy independent. The Onondaga
Nation has ongoing issues with National Grid who previously wanted the Nation to sign away
its sovereign immunity in order to interconnect a solar project, which the Nation of course
refused to do, so now loses 80% of the benefits of the project by paying for an insurance
policy on it. This is completely unacceptable. Akwesasne and Tuscarora have also faced issues
with their local utility around interconnection and service line agreements. Members of the
Shinnecock Nation, where homes are collectively managed, do not have mortgages and are not
able to take advantage of solar tax credits, making upfront costs prohibitive. All this speaks to
fundamental roadblocks put up by NYS and the utilities operating within NYS that need to be
removed. The final Scoping Plan must address these in order to support Indigenous energy
sovereignty. 


3) More must be included in the Scoping Plan to support Indigenous-led climate solutions like
the work of Shinnecock Kelp Farmers who are growing seaweed to improve water quality in
Shinnecock Bay and process the harvest into fertilizer to be used on local golf courses,
universities, and other properties. The fertilizer will not only address nutrient runoff from
these institutions but also avoid additional carbon emissions generated by importing fertilizers.
Seaweed in feed can also significantly reduce methane emissions from beef cattle - by as







much as 82 percent - making it an important part of reducing emissions in the agriculture
sector. Other forms of seaweed farming could be used in general carbon sequestration efforts
as well. 


4) We have a waste crisis on Long Island and across the state that directly impacts First
Nations living in fenceline communities due to poor waste management practices that must be
addressed in the Scoping Plan. In particular, tribal members of the Setalcott and other First
Nations are living near the Brookhaven Landfill in a community with the lowest life
expectancy on Long Island; a community with the 2nd highest Emergency Room hospital
admissions for asthma. The draft Scoping Plan fails to mention zero waste strategies to reduce
waste that include ending the practice of landfilling. The draft Scoping Plan fails to ensure that
we end our dependence on toxic plastic. The draft Scoping Plan fails to call for the elimination
of incineration, which impacts host communities as well as the communities where the ash is
held. The Setalcott Nation supports anti-landfill community composting initiatives in North
Bellport. More must be done in the Scoping Plan to empower such community-led solutions to
waste management. The Setalcott Nation is in favor of initiatives for First Nations to steward
the land in ways that supports a fossil free society, preserves natural landscapes of forestry,
and provides opportunities for restorative agriculture and other restorative practices for land
and water.


5) The impacts of large-scale renewable energy development on Indigenous cultural resources
must be addressed in the Scoping Plan. As the state looks to increase the number of wind
turbines, solar panels, battery storage units, and ancillary infrastructure statewide, it must
recognize that doing so necessarily means increasing the number of acres of developed land.
By permitting development on hitherto undeveloped, or barely developed land, the state will
also be permitting land disturbances. And land disturbance, especially in sensitive areas, has
the potential to impact or destroy Indigenous Nations’ cultural resources including marked and
unmarked graves and former village and hunting sites, among others. What has unfolded
around the Horseshoe Solar Project in Caledonia and Rush in Western, NY with its impacts to
the traditional lands of the Seneca Nation must be avoided at all costs. The best way to do this
is to require consultation—with both Nations still living on their ancestral homelands and with
those that have been displaced—early in pre-application processes and throughout permitting.
The Office of Renewable Energy Siting should hire a Native Nations liaison to facilitate
consultation, provide a single point of contact for Nations, developers, regulators, and others,
and help guide conversation or mediate should applications or permitting plans become
controversial. Additionally, NYS should enact the Unmarked Burial Site Protection Act to
regulate the discovery of burial grounds, human remains, and funerary objects to help end the
desecration of Indigenous ceremonial sites throughout NYS. 


Addressing climate change necessitates the centering of Indigenous sovereignty, worldviews,
and programs. New York’s implementation of CLCPA will be a failure if it does not act in
accordance with this truth. The current Scoping Plan is completely inadequate on this front
and it cannot continue. 


Sincerely,


Ellen Banks








From: kenneth scallon
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan: Buildings Sector
Date: Thursday, March 24, 2022 1:53:12 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations on the Transportation Sector are included in the final draft: 


Emphasizing the points of the Climate Justice Working Group, this chapter needs to
deemphasize vehicle electrification that fails to address single occupancy vehicle issues that
are tied to systemic racism and poverty. To date, electric vehicles have a higher purchase price
but lower energy and operating costs. Finance needs to be available to cover the FULL cost of
new and second-hand electric cars, especially to those to whom it has been historically denied.


Public access to electrified, expanded, and improved intercity rail transportation will improve
area coverage and create many good unionized jobs. High rail transport (HSR) is also a
practical alternative to energy-intensive intercity air travel for distances up to a few hundred
miles while connecting regions of the state with more frequent deployment times with
decreased cost of travel. Before 2030, the creation and completion of a detailed cost-benefit
study comparing HSR and very high-speed rail (VHSR) technology assessment for a line from
Buffalo to Montauk with an Albany to Montreal branch should be a priority action, taking into
account total life cycle costs, including external social and environmental costs and benefits.
Towards public fleets, the adoption of an express bus system modeled after Curitiba, Brazil,
the most heavily used low-cost transit system in the world, offers a solution to access and low
emission/energy efficiency issues in areas with insufficient density to support local trains or
light rails. 


Investment strategies must be made to significantly influence where economic growth ensues,
at what rate that growth occurs, and the design and density of the built environment. Enforcing
accountability measures and goals to guide how benefits/investments will be defined,
measured, tracked, and shared must be considered. Likewise, large financial incentives to
capture refrigerant gasses such as hydrofluorocarbon from cooling systems would prevent the
release of super-pollutants at the end of a product's useful life.


The chapter needs clearer explanations of existing language and must be provided so there is
as much transparency around policy programs incentives etc as possible. Purchase of zero-
emissions vehicles and/or “fee-bates,” for example, offers individuals and families
opportunities to purchase clean energy vehicles and shift purchasing habits and make more
sustainable choices. However, the language needs to be presented in a way that explains what
this policy actually is, and the ideal—as well as the less than ideal—implications. 


REGARDING PUBLIC HEALTH


As Secretary-General Guterres said, the climate crisis is a “code red for humanity.” Statewide,







the transportation sector produces 175.9 million metric tons of emissions. New York state
must take the lead in reducing net greenhouse emissions to zero (greenhouse and toxic) and
below as fast as possible. Disadvantaged communities continue to take the hit of
environmental degradation and poor air health quality. Workers displaced from fossil fuel-
dependent jobs should be offered the choice of unionized occupations with training that
transition into the clean energy world. Reiterating on points already made, electrifying and
improving the convenience of public transportation must be a top priority. Doing so will
reduce emissions, thereby decreasing public health risk via the development of physical
ailments, while also increasing access to vital services and improving public safety and
activity. 
I realize that for this to work , all or a significant part of our NYS population must be willing
to do their part . For some this is not easy. (Low -income populations, etc. ). For others , many
who should respond , won't out of ignorance or not wanting to take the time. There must be a
strong emphasis via Media etc. on the fact that fossil fuel vehicles are damaging the
environment and our children's future. An emphasis must be placed on electric/hybrid vehicles
of which there are an increasing number available . (We have had one since 2004, and just
traded it in for a new one. And the rebates and tax credits made it's purchase CHEAPER than
the one in 2004. So some of this information about them costing more is inaccurate). Rebates ,
etc. MUST be an integral part of this sector. Furthermore we were told that trucks have to pay
an extra "gas guzzler " tax. BUT then later were told that does not always apply . Trucks that
are fossil fuel alone MUST pay extra when purchased to insure that owners realize they are
paying a penalty for NOT using a "green" vehicle. 
Only when we curb some Americans gluttonous "wants vs needs " appetite will we see
success in this transportation sector. 


Sincerely,


kenneth scallon








From: Georgianna Page
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan: Buildings Sector
Date: Friday, July 1, 2022 5:03:09 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations on Just Transition are included in the final draft: 


The Just Transition section includes many key provisions that prioritize justice for our workers
and communities in the transition to a carbon-free economy. Most notably, the Just Transition
Principles provide a framework for a transition that is collaborative, community-centered
(particularly in reference to disadvantaged communities), and that seeks to uplift equity while
emphasizing the need to create high-quality, family-sustaining jobs across all sectors of the
new, green economy. Additional highlights of the chapter include the recognized need for
accessibility in workforce and career trainings, such as multi-lingual trainings, online and in-
person options, and trainings at varied times. It also includes the suggestion to combine green
economy workforce development with wraparound services and additional workforce
trainings, such as OSHA or U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) training; the need to
fund job recruitment, training, hiring, and retention for DAC minority- and women-owned
businesses (MWBEs), service-disabled veteran-owned businesses (SDVOBS), co-ops, and
employee-owned businesses; and the need to incentivize stable employment over the gig
economy. However, there is ample room for improvement. 


The Scoping Plan needs much stronger language on supporting labor standards. Instead of
stating that “labor standards should be further evaluated and enhanced” (p. 44), the Scoping
Plan must lay out policies requiring prevailing wage and benefits, project labor agreements,
and benchmarks for local hire on any projects that use State funds or take place on State
property, as well as encourage community benefits agreements. The Scoping Plan should also
advance Buy NY and Best Value Procurement policies, leveraging the State’s purchasing and
contracting power to (a) incentivize job creation along the clean energy,clean transportation,
and low-carbon supply chains; and (b) prioritize companies and contractors that support just
transition principles including local hire, high-roads jobs, and job access for traditionally
excluded populations. Buy NY should also extend to food production. The Scoping plan
should support the values-based purchasing standards of the Good Food Purchasing Program
already endorsed in NYC and Buffalo that incentivize institutional purchasing from local,
organic and BIPOC farms. Buying locally grown food reduces emissions from long- distance
transport. Fresher foods are healthier, and foods grown in healthier soils that by NYS law
definition have higher levels of soil carbon are more nutrient dense.


Furthermore, the chapter fails to adequately lay out a plan to directly support displaced
workers, instead focusing on (re)training opportunities—continuing education, Registered
Apprenticeship programs, certifications, and licensing in trades. While these are all essential,
they are in no way the complete picture of direct support. The Climate Action Council should
recommend the establishment of a Worker and Community Assurance Fund. Such a fund
would provide direct support to workers in fossil fuel-dependent industries and to







communities who rely on fossil-fuel dependent industries, including pension support and wage
replacement for displaced workers matching their current salaries as well as expanded funding
for lost tax base to local governments and school districts. The State should also ensure the use
of a Workforce Assessment Plan where fossil fuel plants are decommissioned to keep
impacted workers informed on job creation and losses to give impacted workers the
opportunity to contribute to the transition process and to accommodate workers’ career and
retirement plans into transition planning.


The chapter should also expand its focus beyond the power generation sector, exploring the
impacts and opportunities in all other sectors. For instance, according to the State’s research,
the transportation sector is the only sector to face net displacement, while the buildings sector
is expected to be responsible for over half of all sub-sector employment growth. The realities
of this shifting workforce should be explored outside of workers directly employed in the
fossil fuel industry. 


Finally, the chapter should incorporate language around including not only displaced workers
and disadvantaged communities in the reshaping of a green economy workforce, but also
groups who have been traditionally excluded from the green workforce, such as women and
the formerly incarcerated. And as steps are taken to remedy these issues, the Climate Action
Council should lay out specific strategies the State will take to ensure these just transition
principles are met, something the Scoping Plan lacks in its current iteration. 


REGARDING PUBLIC HEALTH


A sectoral and economic transformation is key to alleviating the impacts that we collectively
face with climate change. In New York, there are significant disparities in health outcomes for
certain groups by age, race, ethnicity, and socioeconomic status. Adopting and enforcing a just
transition will decrease our current response to or inability to respond to negative climate
impacts such as threats to infrastructure like saltwater intrusion, help workers advocate for
better protections and safety standards, reduce their risk of harm or injury, and improve overall
health equity. It will also help make sure the green workforce has benefits, including access to
affordable healthcare.


Sincerely,


Georgianna Page








From: mailagent@thesoftedge.com on behalf of mrswilvert@hotmail.com
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Draft Scoping Plan Comments - I Don"t Want to Switch My Home Heating System
Date: Wednesday, July 6, 2022 2:36:16 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear NYSERDA:


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Climate Action Council's Draft Scoping Plan. As a New Yorker, I
support the goals of the Climate Leadership and Community Protection Act, but I have serious concerns about
several of the Draft Scoping Plan's recommendations. Statewide heating electrification could inadvertently lead to
higher home energy costs, more frequent wintertime power outages, and greater dependence on fossil gas to support
increasing demand for electricity.


Unlike electric heat pumps, Bioheat fuel offers an immediate solution for decarbonizing the heating sector. Research
shows higher blends of Bioheat fuel significantly reduce greenhouse gas emissions, heating costs and fossil fuel
consumption. Local heating fuel providers are already delivering blends up to 50% biodiesel (B50), which can
reduce carbon emissions by 40%, and have committed to achieve net-zero emissions by 2050 using higher blends
that require only minor adjustments to existing heating systems - not costly replacements. Bioheat fuel also supports
New York farms and restaurants as biodiesel comes from renewable sources like soybeans and used cooking oil.


I am glad to see the Draft Scoping Plan supports the use of Bioheat fuel in New York per state law. As of this July,
all heating oil sold in New York State contains at least 5% biodiesel, increasing to 20% (B20) in 2030. Local heating
fuel providers want the law to go further and support raising it to a 50% blend, and to a net-zero fuel by 2050. They
are helping consumers reduce their carbon footprint at no added cost by using Bioheat fuel. Bioheat fuel offers an
immediate decarbonization solution for 1.4 million oil-heated homes statewide; so why should we pay tens of
thousands of dollars on electric heat pumps that will increase our state's dependence on fossil gas? The answer is
that we shouldn't, and we won't. We already have a better solution in renewable Bioheat fuel.


I ask that you please take these comments into consideration when formulating the Final Scoping Plan. Please take
steps to encourage more widespread adoption of low-carbon liquid fuels, and please reject the Draft Scoping Plan's
recommendation that existing buildings be retrofitted with electric heat pumps. Thank you again for the opportunity
to comment on the Draft Scoping Plan. I appreciate your time and consideration.


Sincerely,


Roberta Ippolito
807 Van Nest Avenue
Bronx, NY 10462-3906



mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com
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From: Brenda Hill
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Concerns With Draft Scoping Plan
Date: Monday, February 14, 2022 8:26:31 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Re: Concerns With Draft Scoping Plan


Dear CAC,


I'm writing to express my concern about some of the recommendations contained in the CAC's
draft Scoping Plan, which essentially proposes to eliminate natural gas as an energy option in
our state. 


This costly endeavor is concerning for several reasons, including; 
+ The need for massive renewable energy development & power grid expansion 
+ Unknown costs to consumers for conversion & expansion to renewable energy 
+ Unspecified projections in rising consumer costs from supply & demand issues 


I have seen predictions from NYS consultants that the cost to consumers resulting from
eliminating natural gas could be as high as $25 billion in Western New York alone. This is just
a monetary cost that does not account for the price families would pay if the power grid were
unable to support the demand increase necessary for winter heating and electric vehicles. 


As an energy industry employee, I believe relying on one energy system for everything is just
too risky, mainly as we see an increasing need for energy system reliability, resilience, and
quicker recovery from more frequent and significant weather events. 


Please reconsider the need for natural gas and its reliable delivery system as you determine the
future of New York's energy footprint.


Sincerely, 
Brenda Hill
bhillmomof2@outlook.com
2064 Toad Hollow Trail Apex, NC 27502


Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at www.oneclickpolitics.com. OneClickPolitics provides online communications
tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more
information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics.com








From: Thomas Wright
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan: Buildings Sector
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:02:10 AM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations on the Buildings Sector are included in the final draft: 


The Buildings chapter calls for the adoption of advanced zero-emissions codes and standards
to enhance building performance and phase out fossil fuel combustion appliances and
technologies following an accelerated timeline that will require near-term enabling action by
NYS legislators. While the chapter acknowledges concerns raised by the Climate Justice
Working Group regarding the need to front-load investments, technical assistance, and other
resources in disadvantaged communities (DACs) to ensure those communities are not left
stranded in an aging and expensive fossil fuel-based energy system, it fails to align strategies
that prioritize investments in DACs with the proposed timelines for the adoption of new codes
and standards. These strategies must move in lockstep to create the conditions for a Just
Transition. The chapter calls for the creation of a new Retrofit and Electrification Readiness
Fund. This should be created ASAP and capitalized at a minimum of $1 billion per year
following the recommendations of the Energy Efficiency and Housing Advisory Panel. The
Fund should provide targeted direct investments to DACs and the affordable housing sector.


The Buildings chapter failed to advance recommendations from the Climate Justice Working
Group around consumer and community protections that would guard against energy rate
increases, predatory business practices, mistreatment by landlords, and gentrification and
neighborhood displacement. The following recommendations should be included in the final
scoping plan: 


- Utility customer bill of rights
- Safety net guarantee of affordable renewable energy to every household
- Public education to combat the power of the investor-owned utilities and the opaqueness of
the energy system
- Clawback provisions around public subsidies to private landlords as an anti-displacement
strategy to mitigate rent increases and evictions


The failure to include these recommendations in the final scoping plan will leave low- to
moderate-income households and DACs vulnerable to extractive financial forces and for-profit
solution providers.


Sincerely,
Thomas Wright








From: Valerie Juang
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan: Buildings Sector
Date: Friday, June 10, 2022 5:25:08 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations on the Industry Sector are included in the final draft: 


The scoping plan emphasizes low-carbon procurement, workforce development, and
incentive-based measures, and posits that near-term emissions reductions will come from
energy efficiency and limited electrification, while longer-term reductions will depend on
innovation including low-carbon fuels and carbon capture and storage (CCS).


The final scoping plan must clarify that this chapter’s objective is to promote climate and
environmental justice, not business development. As the Climate Justice Working Group
emphasized, it is essential that BIPOC communities are involved in creating workforce
development programs. Moreover, there must be support and leverage of public procurement
to promote low-carbon materials; demand-side changes may be made to reduce materials
waste. 


The sector of this chapter must omit any reliance on carbon capture and sequestration, (CCS)
which is not a true zero-emissions measure. Furthermore, the final plan should call for a
moratorium on "proof of work" cryptocurrency mining—an enormously energy-intensive
industry that threatens our climate goals—until a full environmental impact statement can be
completed.


Finally, industrial heat should be electrified wherever feasible. Reliance on green hydrogen
must be limited, especially where hydrogen combustion would overburden disadvantaged
communities. We need data collection and reporting requirements to accurately show how
industrial facilities impact these communities. 


REGARDING PUBLIC HEALTH


This section lacks vital information on the public health impacts of industry on disadvantaged
communities. While the sector mentions that combusting hydrogen can produce harmful levels
of nitrous oxide emissions (NOx), it does not address the other pollutants it produces. Current
technologies that attempt to control emissions are far from ready. Further, the negative health
impacts created by hydrogen disproportionately impacts disadvantaged and low-income
communities.


Sincerely,


Valerie Juang












From: Tigerlily Lin
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Submit a Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan
Date: Friday, July 1, 2022 2:41:14 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. 


Studies find that proximity to waste incineration may increase the risk of cancers, birth
defects, and other adverse health impacts. Often, low-income and communities of color are
sacrificed to withstand living near these toxic facilities; in the U.S. nearly 80% of municipal
solid waste incinerators are situated in areas that are considered communities of color, low-
income communities, or both. 


There are still ten municipal waste incinerators operating in NYS, and five of the ten are
concentrated downstate and overlap with already overburdened disadvantaged communities.
Communities consistently and powerfully resist these incinerators that pose high risks to their
health and wellbeing. 


Long Island alone has four incinerators owned by Covanta (Hempstead, Islip, Babylon, and
Huntington). There’s also the issue of toxic ash from incineration which then must be disposed
of carefully. This is a recurring issue. On Long Island, there is an active whistleblower case, in
Covanta Hempstead, of over a decade of egregious violations of state and federal law after the
company knowingly risked the exposure of Long Island residents and Covanta workers to
highly toxic ash. The facility produces 500-750 tons of toxic ash per day, including heavy
metals, dioxins, furans, and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) that pose serious threats
to human health. Because of the damage done by these facilities to surrounding communities
and beyond, advocates are currently fighting against incinerator ash dumping on Long Island.


The incinerator industry is in decline because of its inherently bad business model for waste
management: it is expensive, polluting technology with unjust siting due to unanimous
undesirability. Not only does waste-to-energy produce minuscule amounts of energy, the
industry attempts—and sometimes succeeds at–being considered “renewable energy” in
certain states. 


While the draft scoping plan sets out to reduce combustion in virtually every other polluting
sector, the Waste Advisory Panel recommendations, on which the draft Scoping Plan is largely
based, plan for the use of combustion to stay the same through at least 2050. 


The final scoping plan needs to set the goal of no organics to landfills or incinerators, with a
goal of ending shipment of all waste to incinerators and landfills by 2050 and converting these
facilities to sustainable uses. New York State must become far less reliant on plastic recycling
in general and reduce the production of all non-essential plastics drastically.


KEY POINTS:







1. The final scoping plan should explicitly recommend decommissioning NYS incinerators
and ending contracts with out-of-state incinerators by 2030, as well as removing subsidies and
rejecting permits for any new incinerators, or incineration facilities by any other names.


2. The final scoping plan should ban organics to landfills and incinerators, with a goal of
ending the shipment of all waste to landfills and incinerators by 2050 and converting these
facilities to sustainable uses. 


3. As an alternative to landfills and incinerators, the final scoping plan’s waste section should
expand local-scale composting and recycling in equitably geographically distributed, well-run
sites and facilities. This should include the conversion of some local transfer stations into
composting, sorting, and processing sites. 


4. The final scoping plan’s waste section must include zero waste strategies to address the
waste crisis in DACs, communities overburdened by waste transfer stations, incinerators,
landfills, etc. Zero-waste strategies include re-use, upcycling, recycling, composting (on-site,
community, and commercial), and re-fill systems and collection infrastructure, etc.


5. The final scoping plan must explicitly state that the use of anaerobic digestion includes the
pre-condition that, to the greatest degree possible, the energy generated from AD facilities be
used on-site (for example, providing power to the wastewater treatment plant that is home to
the digester). The use of anaerobic digestion must not lead to the construction of new pipelines
that can become part of the fossil fuel distribution infrastructure.


6. Recycling throughout the final scoping should not include any form of combusting waste,
including plastics. This means no “advanced recycling,” “chemical recycling,” or pyrolysis.
The alternative to burning difficult-to-recycle plastics is to stop producing plastics that are
difficult to recycle and reduce, and eventually eliminate, the production of these plastics
(typically low-value, flexible, resin types 3-7). 


Sincerely,


Tigerlily Lin








From: Leslie Graham
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan: Buildings Sector
Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2022 10:40:11 AM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations on the Waste Sector are included in the final draft: 


While the waste section of the scoping plan includes serviceable recommendations for waste
management, it also promotes problematic strategies opposed by the Climate Justice Working
Group, various environmental organizations, and some green groups. These include capturing
and “beneficially” reusing fugitive biogas, creating markets for biogas utilization, and
increasing utilization of biogas via large-scale, industrial anaerobic digestion. These
recommendations are not consistent with the Climate Leadership and Community Protection
Act (CLCPA) or the principles of environmental justice. 


New York’s mismanagement of generated waste accounts for approximately 12% of statewide
emissions with landfills accounting for the vast majority. Other waste management practices,
including anaerobic digesters, also contribute to the statewide emissions, largely in the form of
fugitive methane leaks. The utilization of recycled materials can markedly reduce waste
volume and associated emissions. For instance, the use of recycled paper products not only
reduces demand for “virgin timber” but also reduces the number of trees that could be utilized
as natural sequestering of emissions. Reduction and increased management of waste in
disadvantaged and other environmental justice communities will be key in reducing
disproportionate exposure to emissions and other safety risks including, but not limited to,
truck traffic. 


The section also mentions the need for new approaches to food scraps—some that can be
separated and utilized as food sources for indigent folks in lieu of sending them to landfills
where they contribute to emission. A combination of incentives and legislation, such as
Extended Polluter Responsibility (EPR), can assist with making such approaches a reality. 


Rethinking and redesigning waste systems is vital to a transformative outcome. Waste
reduction and local scale diversion practices must meet the greater ambition in reducing
emissions. 


REGARDING PUBLIC HEALTH


The waste sector of the scoping plan recognizes that reducing the volume of material handled
and capturing methane reduces odors that significantly impact the quality of life for affected
communities and pose potential health impacts. The chapter calls for the development of
sophisticated programs that transfer excess edible foods to local food banks and other
programs designed to feed the hungry. In the public and private sectors, we must promote
well-paying, safe, and green jobs in waste management, with a specific focus on the
employment of members of marginalized communities in efforts to construct sustainable







facilities. Marginalized workers should also be prioritized in other roles (management,
administration, composting, transportation, sorting, etc.) However, this section should also
include a specific focus on how these measures positively contribute to waste reduction as
well as ratify and implement the tracking of polluter responsibility to continue positive
momentum and account for negative health impacts. 


Sincerely,


Leslie Graham








From: Peter Post
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan: Buildings Sector
Date: Friday, July 1, 2022 2:22:18 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations on the Agriculture and Forestry Sector are included in the final
draft: 


The Agriculture and Forestry Section of the Draft Scoping Plan is inconsistent. It provides
excellent recommendations for preserving forest lands and transforming the way we farm in
New York. However, there are copious references and ill-suited recommendations that work
against the mandates of the CLCPA and recommendations of the Climate Justice Working
Group (CJWG), including establishing carbon markets and building the market for bioenergy
and biofuels. 


This section does not go far enough to address systemic racism and to provide public
investments in land access and the resources for communities who have been historically
underserved and underrepresented. It must provide significant public investments in land
access and resources for members of BIPOC-, women-led, LGBTQIA+, low-income, veteran,
and new farmer communities, including undocumented farmworkers across New York State. 
The section lacks forward thinking strategies to incentivize farmers and landowners to
transition to organic, agro-ecological, and regenerative systems that reduce on-farm emissions
and build healthy soils which both sequester carbon and are fundamental to resilient local food
systems. Instead, the plan’s current articulation opens the door for both offsets and carbon
trading programs that are antithetical to the emissions reduction mandates of the climate law
and against the recommendations of the CJWG who explicitly called for reduced market based
approaches to emissions reduction. 


It is imperative that the final version of the scoping plan focus on:


1) increasing efforts to raise public investment in land access and resources for historically
underserved and underrepresented communities. Climate justice and racial justice are
inherently interconnected.


2) soil regeneration, and increasing outreach and education efforts to both farmers and private
landowners of forest land. Measures must be taken by the state to provide a base income to
land managers who regenerate soil while producing food, fiber, building materials, and
medicine. Progressive soil health policy is reflective of a radical shift in societal priorities—a
transformation of our collective value system that shifts us to an ecological economy and a
culture of soil care where healthy soil is recognized as “basic infrastructure.”


3) prioritizing afforestation and forest preservation efforts that provide maximum climate
benefit over strategies designed to profit the forestry industry. 







4) ensuring that forest and farming land management projects using public funds employ soil
health practices maximize climate benefits, improve equity, ensure accountability, and reduce
pesticide use. Projects that receive public funding should release publicly available plans on
how they will achieve these goals.


5) ceasing public investments in technologies that enable the accelerating concentration of
livestock farms. We must place fees on nitrogen fertilizers to fund farms transitioning to
organic systems that reduce upstream methane emissions. Methane emissions from pastured
cows generate less than 2% of the amount of methane that anaerobic liquid manure produces,
and “dry,” aerobically managed manure only generates about 7% as much methane as
anaerobic liquid manure. The scoping plan should include regulatory options, as authorized
under the ECL and consistent with the CLCPA, for reducing methane emissions. 


Finally, the CAC should consider splitting this section in two and dedicating separate
discussions for Agriculture and Forestry to allow for a deeper analysis and set of
recommendations.


REGARDING PUBLIC HEALTH


Public health in New York State is enhanced by the presence of ecologically managed forests
and organic, regenerative agro-ecological farms. Volumes of research confirms the
perceptions of ordinary people that greenery, gardens, trees, access to parks, forests and
wildlife enhance mental health as well as air quality. As blood tests confirm, the
industrialization of agriculture in NYS has imposed a toxic burden on residents through heavy
use of chemical pesticides, herbicides and synthetic fertilizers, and the rising level of GHG
emissions, including NO2, methane and ammonia, due to the expansion of a small number of
ever-larger CAFOs (under 250) and the use of herbicides like glyphosate and atrazine on
millions of acres. While direct causality is difficult to establish, the rise in chronic diseases
and respiratory ailments correlates with the shift in agricultural practices to ever-greater
dependence on toxic materials that are minimally regulated by state and federal agencies.


Soil erosion and chemical run-off contaminate the water of rivers and lakes, resulting in algal
blooms that reduce recreational enjoyment of these natural resources. The public is also
burdened by the excessive costs of clean-up after the increasingly extreme rains brought on by
climate change that wash away degraded soils.


Food produced from local sources is nourishment, and a central aspect to food and public
health is the availability of fresh, nutrient-dense food. The plan needs to directly address food
system resilience in more length and depth, and do so in a way that does not rely on the cost of
long-distance transportation. During the pandemic, when global supply could not meet NYS
needs, local food systems fed our communities; they were more resilient and nimble in
responding to the crisis. Because of this, we must support the ethical and diverse practitioners
of NYS local farms and communities. 


NYS is fortunate in that it has a significant population of farmers. Among these groups are
those whose surviving indigenous ancestors passed down both knowledge and practices,
African-American migrants who fled Southern white supremacy and brought north varied
agricultural techniques, and immigrants from various contemporary wars and areas of climate
devastation who apply their own expertise to the land. We should celebrate this cultural







richness by investing in climate justice that ensures racial justice as well. 


Sincerely,


Peter Post








From: Sharon Longyear
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan: Buildings Sector
Date: Tuesday, April 19, 2022 4:12:11 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations on the Land Use and Local Government Sector are included in
the final draft: 


The Land Use and Local Government sector put forth strategies that are substantive, well-
developed and aligned with the advisory panel recommendations. In New York, there are
more than 28 million acres of natural and working land. Land use directly affects the state’s
carbon emissions, sequestration, and storage. Leadership and decisions of local governments
play a key role in determining how successful we are in achieving the goals of the Climate
Leadership and Community Protection Act (CLCPA).The final Scoping Plan should address:


Local governance structures and appointments to the Regional Economic Development
Councils (REDCs) need to be reformed to diversify these bodies to adequately represent the
DACs that will be affected by their decisions.


Transit oriented development (TOD)/equitable transit oriented development (E-TOD) and
smart growth strategies focus on increasing commercial and residential density as well as
introducing transit options like rail and bus in areas that can accommodate additional growth,
like suburbs. However, growth can be problematic for DACs in denser areas and lead to
gentrification. The definition of TOD/E-TOD needs to include preparing communities for a
Just Transition, rather than simply striving for development and growth, while also addressing
other needs that may not have anything to do with growth. 


Mitigation strategies should equally balance multiple priorities to address the need for
pollution prevention, green infrastructure, open spaces, and other environmental
improvements to reduce co-pollutants in disadvantaged communities. 


There is a missed opportunity to promote sustainable and resilient industrial development in
compliance with the CLCPA’s commitment to a just transition.


The scoping plan must recognize and acknowledge the differences in needs between rural,
suburban, and urban areas. Smart growth and TOD solutions need to be contextual, and
localities have the insider knowledge to provide the best pathways forward.


Many recommendations put the onus on the State/state agencies (NYSERDA, DEC, etc) to
initiate programs, provide technical assistance, streamline funding and permitting processes.
While this should be the responsibility of the state, there should be equal importance given to
partnering with local community-based organizations to uplift the needs/requirements of local
communities. Members of DACs should be engaged in the planning and implementation of
projects in their communities, with a process that prioritizes community-centered visions.







REGARDING PUBLIC HEALTH


New York’s forests hold an estimated 1,911 MMT of carbon. Forestlands contribute to carbon
sequestration each year and state air and water quality, and our own mental and respiratory
health. Unfortunately, forestlands are under pressure from development and forest conversion,
which is causing a steady decline in the amount of CO2 absorbed each year. Without proper
CCS technology, forests play a critical role in preventing emissions, as forests sequester and
store much more carbon than any other land use in New York. Reflective of the comments of
the Climate Justice Working Group, there must be more focused efforts towards addressing: 


Resilient infrastructure fund needs to prioritize frontline communities 
Maintaining an ongoing analysis of health implications of new climate projections on heat
increases
Directly funded efforts to build and maintain nature based infrastructure and natural areas
Adopting explicit land use strategies to reduce GHG emissions and co-pollutants in
disadvantaged communities
Increasing concentrated efforts to avoid burdening disadvantaged communities in prioritizing
conservation areas and degrowth of high climate risk and ecologically sensitive areas


Sincerely,


Sharon Longyear








From: Leonel Ponce
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Submit a Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan
Date: Friday, July 1, 2022 5:14:19 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the Climate Leadership and Community Protection
Act (CLCPA), climate and environmental justice must be the driver of the outcomes of this
scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the following recommendations on including
a top-line section are included in the final draft: 


The mandates put forth by the Climate Action Council must be legally enforceable against
industries and include timelines for the reduction of emissions by sector. Provisions for
environmental justice and emission reduction mean nothing if they cannot be enforced or if
there aren't rules in place for what happens when our climate justice laws are broken. 


To ensure no false solutions are included, the scoping plan should set mandates for the state to
establish, if necessary by legislation, a system to fund reductions in greenhouse gas emissions
and co-pollutants as well as the transition to a renewable-energy economy. The plan already
states a need for a policy that prices greenhouse gas emissions to serve as a funding source
that will advance CLCPA goals and provide a consistent “market signal” to influence
individuals and businesses to engage in actions that reduce their emissions and support clean
technology market development. There must be full acknowledgment of the climate crisis and
environmental injustice in New York and significant government investments to serve the
public and complement private investments to make massive transitions to a clean energy
economy (such as public transportation expansions). 


The final scoping plan must specify the level of mandated reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions and co-pollutants that each industry sector must achieve by 2050 and the other dates
set forth in the CLCPA, as well as a timeline for achieving such reductions. The final plan
should also specify the state agency or agencies responsible for enforcing the CLCPA targets
for each sector. In total, the industry sector reductions should achieve the CLCPA targets. The
draft scoping plan does not clearly specify GHG emissions targets for certain sectors, indicate
current targets that are inadequate to the overall CLCPA targets (i.e. 85% reductions in GHG
emissions by 2050), or include legally enforceable goals for industry action. 


The final scoping plan must have detailed recommendations for regulations for each sector of
the economy to ensure that CLCPA targets are achieved. “Negative emissions” technologies
should not be relied on to meet CLCPA targets. The plan must also provide interim annual
benchmarks that specify the reductions required for each period and by industry sector. The
principles embodied in the Gas Transition and Affordable Energy Act can be looked to as a
model for these policies. 


There must be legally enforceable mandates for each sector applicable to both businesses and
individuals, as well as specific business targets when feasible. The final scoping plan must
specify in detail the regulatory mechanism by sector once targets are set per industry. This is
to ensure that each can achieve its goals, and the regulatory steps, including legislation,







necessary to achieve these goals. While the current scoping plan has instances where
regulatory measures are set forth, such as in the buildings sector, this is not true for every
sector. 


To further these incentives, the CAC must review the state’s regulatory structure by industry
sector to determine what legislative and regulatory changes are necessary to ensure that
structures are put in place to mandate that all businesses in New York comply with the clear
GHG and co-pollutant reduction targets by a schedule the conforms with the CLCPA and put
recommendations for such changes in the final scoping plan.


Additionally, there should be more clarity on each agency’s obligations in regard to CLCPA
climate and equity mandates: Sections 7(1), 7(2), and 7(3) in Article 75 of the Environmental
Conservation Law. The provisions that are set forth in section 7(1) require all state agencies to
“assess and implement strategies to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions;” section 7(2) the
“climate screen” that requires all state agencies and other entities to consider whether the
permitting actions, contracts and other decisions in regard to GHG emission goals and identify
alternative mitigation measures; and section 7(3), the “equity screen” that provides that
permits, contracts, and other decisions cannot “disproportionately burden” disadvantaged
communities. These provisions have a significant number of ambiguous or unresolved legal
issues. But this will also require broad expertise in climate policies, including how to
implement internal operations in collaboration with state agencies to make well-informed
changes with internal practices and evenly implement the CLCPA.


Lastly, the final scoping plan should establish a process to ensure the achievement of the
CLCPA investment mandate. Under the CLCPA, 40% of the benefits of energy and related
programs must benefit “disadvantaged communities” to allow economic development through
clean energy. This “investment mandate” is intended to ensure that communities of color and
low-income communities will get their fair share of the benefits of our state’s transition to a
renewable energy economy and that we can begin to address the historic harms suffered by so
many of these communities. The Climate Justice Working Group (CJWG) or another state
entity should provide formal guidance to state agencies that are subject to the investment
mandate as to how to modify budgeting, contracting, grant-making, and other procedures so as
to implement this critical provision. Without this guidance and strong leadership, the
investment mandate provision is unlikely to be implemented in accordance with the statutory
intent.


Sincerely,


Leonel Ponce








From: Stephanie Fry
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: The Forest IS the SOLUTION!
Date: Friday, April 29, 2022 3:02:59 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Re: The Forest IS the SOLUTION!


Dear New York State Energy & Research Development Authority,


The FIRST true “GREEN” economy in New York State is the Forest Products Industry. But,
those making the decisions about the “green” future of our state are routinely omitting the
original GREEN….the forests! Nowhere near enough attention is being given in the Climate
Action Council (CAC) draft Scoping Plan to how the forests, forest products and ultimately
BioEnergy can provide a positive impact on climate change.


More specifically, the INDUSTRY chapter of the CAC’s draft Scoping Plan does not
recognize the role that paper, and wood product markets have in encouraging and supporting
forest management, forest carbon sequestration and adding sequestration in durable harvested
wood products. Paper and wood product manufacturing is the only industry that has a net
positive environmental and carbon benefit in clean air, clean water, wildlife habitat and
biodiversity as a result of the forest management and forest health benefits that sustainable
harvest of wood and pulp can produce.


The plan should include consideration for the paper and wood products industry use of
manufacturing process residuals both in thermal and electric generation processes of
manufacturing and in the production of densified wood pellets. These should be recognized as
beneficial end-of-life uses. NYS’s forest products industry is based on sustainable
management practices with little to no residuals.


Finally, the draft Scoping Plan does not fully take action in regards to recommendations for
energy intensive and trade exposed (EITE) industries. New York wood product manufacturers
already compete on a global stage and have tight margins to work within. There must be more
in this report on what the State will due to minimize the risk of “leakage” and retain good
paying wood product jobs throughout the sector and its supply chain.


As a member of the Empire State Forest Products Association (ESFPA) which represents over
350 businesses across New York State - it is imperative that the forests are considered when
finalizing the draft scoping plan. New York's forests and wood products are the single largest
natural solution to climate change, and we are proud to be leaders in forest management and
making products from carbon sequestering trees.


It is important to keep in mind when developing a plan about the environment to keep the
environment and all the benefits it offers already, naturally as part of the plan. The CAC draft
Scoping Plan does not. Any plan to enhance the environment must not harm the industry
which keeps that environment healthy. The forests, wood products as additional carbon
storage and substitution benefits for other fossil fuel derived products, the role of markets in
keeping the forests as forests, the sensitivity of wood products leakage, forests as a low carbon







energy resource, and the overall costs of this draft Scoping Plan must be considered.


If the goals of the CDC’s draft Scoping Plan is to improve the environment and have a
positive impact on climate change – it makes sense to include the people that have been doing
it for generations already, the Forest Products Industry.


Sincerely, 
Stephanie Fry
sfry333@yahoo.com
189 Cresthill Ave Tonawanda, NY 14150 Constituent


Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at www.oneclickpolitics.com. OneClickPolitics provides online communications
tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more
information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics.com
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Date: Thursday, June 30, 2022 1:06:31 PM
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Biomass originates from the raw feedstock of biofuels, which are primarily woody matter
burned directly for energy instead of being processed into liquid fuels. This can include
agricultural residues like straw, bagasse, pulp, animal waste, forest remnants, solid waste, and
sewage. However, biomass holds the ability to produce biogas with the application of heat at
low oxygen levels (“thermal gasification”). Biomass as a substitute for fossil fuels is often
considered renewable energy in the context of technologies that enable the reuse of biomass
and waste streams into reduced-emissions fuels for cars, trucks, jets and ships, bioproducts,
and renewable power. However, biomass as energy is not carbon neutral. Instead, it is
disruptive to carbon neutrality. Carbon recycling from the atmosphere via the regrowth of
trees takes decades, and wood-burning adds to emissions increases and a rise in local
pollution. Burning organic material like wood for fuel would pose similar problems. 


The concern is simple: burning wood and other organic products adds to GHG emissions and
adds to collective emissions. Net contribution poses potentially irreversible impacts as it takes
away or cuts down the same resources that reabsorb emissions. The CLCPA already excludes
biofuel as a source in carbon offset programs and under Clean Energy Standards [Tier 1]; it
must be expressly stated in the final scoping plan that further steps must be enacted to stop
incentivizing the burning of forests in the name of renewable energy. Biomass as a substitute
for fossil fuels is more carbon-intensive than petroleum due to upstream emissions. Trees can
be regrown to pull CO2 from the atmosphere, but it takes a century for CO2 emissions from
burned wood to be reabsorbed in a growing forest. And burning wood to generate electricity
releases more carbon dioxide than fossil fuels to produce the same amount of energy.
Harvesting biomass impedes carbon sequestration and weakens the ability of the forest to
sequester carbon. (NY state forests store more carbon than any other land use in the state.)
Finally, harvesting biomass as a substitute for fossil fuels can lead to soil degradation,
flooding, and landslides due to land-use change. 


The final scoping plan, particularly as it relates to the agriculture and forestry section, must
address the fundamental benefits of leaving forests intact and carefully account for continued
carbon sequestration in any proposals that suggest harvesting as a climate mitigation strategy.
As expressed by the Climate Justice Working Group, the concerns around combustion and
emissions release must not go unheard. Further, the final scoping plan must remove AF20 as a
strategy for New York's bioeconomy because it calls for an expansion of biomass and
bioenergy (feedstocks and bioenergy products).


Sincerely,


Esther Crow








From: Julianne Desilva
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Public Comment on NY"s Draft Scoping Plan
Date: Tuesday, May 10, 2022 12:14:16 PM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft scoping plan. As required by
New York’s nation-leading climate law, the CLCPA, climate and environmental justice must
be the driver of the outcomes of this scoping plan. To achieve this, please ensure that the
following recommendations for the Public Health Chapter are included in the final draft: 


The existing public health chapter within the draft scoping plan acknowledges the stresses and
uncertainty that climate change puts on communities experiencing health disparities. In New
York, Black and brown communities and low- and moderate-income homes experience
increased rates of hospitalization and cardiovascular disease mortality associated with air
pollutants from fossil fuel combustion. While the current plan acknowledges existing state and
government programs that implement regulations and permitting to control air pollutant
emissions that have contributed to air quality, that alone is not enough to close the health gap
or other consequences of prevailing eco-disruption, extreme weather events, and physical and
mental threats. All of these have only been exasperated by the COVID-19 pandemic, making
underlying economic and social inequalities all the more apparent. 


The chapter provides an outline of health effects associated with greenhouse gas emissions
and exposure to air pollutants, with a focus on power generation, transportation, buildings, and
the built environment to better integrate co-benefit policies moving forward. However, it
contradicts its notion that we must shift away from carbon-based fuels to improve public
health by posing so-called “green” hydrogen and unproven carbon capture technologies as
solutions. In order to improve the physical health and life expectancy of New Yorkers, these
false solutions must be rejected from the final scoping plan. In particular, this must be
consistent through the transportation and building sectors of the plan. Additionally, there is no
outline for detailed public health guidelines to track or measure improvements in health
outcomes, such as hospitalization rates due to environmental burdens, that will occur over the
next 20-30 years. 


Reflective of what is expressed in the buildings sector, which lays out a set of priority
strategies that will accelerate the equitable deployment of energy efficiency and building
electrification technologies, there should also be steps laid out in these energy-efficiency
programs to allow the state to take action to address inefficient or polluted home
environments. In addition to amplifying existing home intervention programs or creating new
intervention programs that prioritize energy efficiency upgrades to decrease home energy
costs, the state must also outline a plan to bring clean air into homes, particularly those of
DAC and low-moderate income residents. 


Additionally, parameters around this should include identifying code violations associated
with increased risks of flooding. The plan should designate minimum land-use plans to ensure
green space in disadvantaged communities, particularly as these offer physical and mental
health benefits. These areas are the most impacted by cardiovascular disease and type 2
diabetes exacerbated by polluted air and lack of green space. Further integration of the







existing recommendations from the Climate Justice Working Group that pertain to DAC and
low-moderate income homes, such as those in ecologically sensitive areas, would help
strengthen posed strategies and expectations. 


Sincerely,


Julianne Desilva








From: Robert Kladke
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: New Yorkers Need Affordable, Reliable Energy
Date: Friday, February 25, 2022 11:50:32 AM


ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.


Dear NYSERDA Council,


I am writing to share my concerns with the Climate Action Council's proposed Scoping Plan. As an employer and
ratepayer, I understand we must make changes to safeguard our environment. However, as written, the Plan would
significantly harm upstate New York.


Banning natural gas - a sustainable, low-carbon fuel  -  would force New Yorkers off the primary resource used to
heat their homes and other daily activities.   The cost of retrofitting upstate New York for a gas-free future would be
astronomical.  New York should also not turn its back on the existing and resilient underground natural gas
infrastructure to ensure energy delivery is reliable even in bad weather.


A carbon pricing system or an emissions cap would add such a significant cost increase to businesses that many
would head for the exits, causing economic damage without making any meaningful changes to those businesses'
emissions.


Enacting an Extended Producer Responsibility system would make manufacturing more expensive and also increase
the cost of consumer goods.


Energy in New York needs to remain reliable and affordable. But, if this plan is adopted, New York will spend a
fortune to electrify every piece of our state without being prepared to produce that electric capacity as planned. In
the process, the state would shun a fuel source that is cheap, safe, dependable, plentiful, and low-emission.


While much of the Council's Plan is praiseworthy, there are pieces of the plan that would devastate our economy. 
We must strike the right balance between protecting our planet and safeguarding our economy.


Please remove these harmful elements of the Draft Scoping Plan so that New York can move toward a sustainable
future without energy becoming more expensive or less reliable.


Sincerely,


Robert Kladke
969 Henry St
Irving, NY 14081
bob@blackhatchimney.com








From: jayvan1178@grassrootsmessages.com
To: erda.sm.scopingplan
Subject: Please Consider Electrification’s Impact
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2022 4:51:43 PM
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As a New York resident and business owner, I am writing to express my concerns regarding
the New York Climate Action Council’s Draft Scoping Plan. The Plan will have a significant
impact on New York residences and businesses, including the elimination of energy choice
and a likely increase in overall energy costs. Mandating that building codes will ban fossil fuel
heat and hot water appliances in new residential construction by 2024 is a threat to not only
my business but to the availability of cheap reliable energy for millions of New Yorkers.
While I strongly support climate action and climate justice, this proposal jeopardizes my
business, my employees’ livelihoods, and consumers’ ability to choose affordable, reliable
heating options. I support a clean environment, but we cannot jeopardize reliability and safety
or act hastily. The State should not be able to impose undue cost burdens on consumers,
residents, and business policy, especially since an in-depth cost analysis of the objectives
outlined in this plan has not been done. The plan does not consider the $20,000 to $50,000 it
will cost consumers to electrify their homes, nor does it consider direct cost, opportunity cost,
or return on investment. Most businesses will feel multiple impacts from this plan which
emphasizes incentives rather than mandates to avoid emissions and economic leakage. We are
already seeing the cost of electricity rise. Expensive and unreliable power will
disproportionately affect elderly and lower-income New Yorkers. Cold and powerless days
during winter will be dangerous to New York’s most vulnerable populations without a reliable
heating source. Additionally, the risk of economic leakage is very real. Right now, the cost of
the CLCPA will be a massive job loss. New York should reach these state goals by using
assets and infrastructure that already exist as well as an “all of the above” approach, which
includes natural gas, renewable natural gas, solar, wind, nuclear and emerging technologies,
rather than taking fuels away. Natural Gas delivers over four times more energy during peak
demand than electricity, and natural gas is storm resistant, allowing for 99.9% reliability in
storm events. I ask you to please strongly consider an alternative proposal that strives to give
consumers options. Competition is imperative to protect consumers while driving innovation,
ingenuity, and progress. Please contact me or Karen Arpino (Karen@nehpba.org) with the
Northeast Hearth, Patio & Barbecue Association, our trade association, if you have any
questions. Thank you. Sincerely, Jay Vangraafeiland 
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Dear CAC Climate Action Council,


I’d like to express my support for Scenario 3 – Accelerated Transition Away from Combustion
— which pushes hardest on electrification as a strategy and uses the lowest levels of bioenergy
and combustion. 


Out of the economy-wide strategies, I support a polluter pays model with rebates to fund the
implementation of the Final Scoping Plan. The “clean energy supply standard” could expand
reliance on fossil fuel infrastructure and allow emissions from fuel combustion to continue to
disproportionately impact Disadvantaged Communities. A cap and invest strategy could
further concentrate polluters in low-income communities of color. 


Some bad ideas within the plan include maintaining the same amount of waste incineration or
“waste to energy” and continued combustion of fuels like hydrogen, biogas, or fossil gas. 


I am extremely pleased to see the plan’s acknowledgment that achieving deep decarbonization
is feasible by mid-century with electrification overtaking combustion across the major sectors
of our economy. Overall, I hope to see the final plan fully integrate the comments, concerns,
and ideas of the Climate Justice Working Group. The extent to which the needs of people are
reflected over the interests of the fossil fuel industry depends upon the CJWG being decision-
makers as the CLCPA intends. 


I am proud and appreciate that the Climate Leadership and Community Protection Act was
passed and is being implemented in New York State. The final scoping plan should be a model
for other ambitious climate action blueprints to follow and should match the vision that the
social and environmental champions who made this law possible intended. 


Thank you.


Sincerely, 
Clio Blazer 
478 Waverly Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11238
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Dear NYSERDA,


I am writing to express my support for nuclear energy’s critical role in achieving New York’s
commendable clean energy goals. I am joined by fellow nuclear advocates across New York
state representing local communities, school districts, environmental groups, labor groups and
elected officials who recognize the numerous environmental and economic benefits provided
by New York’s upstate nuclear power stations. 


To continue New York’s nation-leading fight against climate change, we need every tool at
our disposal to achieve our decarbonization targets embodied in the Climate Leadership
Community Protection Act (CLCPA). Aligning the Climate Action Council’s Scoping Plan
with the state’s policy objectives is a must if we are serious about achieving the CLCPA
objectives. As such, I encourage the Climate Action Council to continue its recognition of the
value New York’s upstate nuclear assets provide for our clean energy future. 


New York’s upstate nuclear facilities currently produce 44% of the state’s zero-emissions
electricity and are instrumental to achieving the state’s decarbonization goals. As documented
in Energy and Environmental Economics’ Draft Scoping Plan Integration Analysis1 prepared
for the New York State Energy Research Development Authority (NYSERDA) and
Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC), maintaining New York’s existing nuclear
power stations is the most economical way to help achieve the state’s decarbonization goals.


Timely action is required to ensure these key assets remain operational beyond the expiration
of the existing Zero Emissions Credit (ZEC) program in 2029. Therefore, I respectfully
request the Climate Action Council and the state of New York remain steadfast in its
commitment to this safe, reliable, and clean source of power generation by formally
recommending an extension of the ZEC program to coincide with our clean energy goals. 


Maintaining New York’s existing nuclear power stations is the most economical way to reach
the state’s decarbonization goals and timely action is required to ensure these assets remain
operational beyond the expiration of the existing Zero Emissions Credit (ZEC) program in
2029). 


Thank you for the opportunity to comment and your consideration of this important issue.


Regards, 
Scott Bean
POBox 301
Henderson, NY, 13650
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Dear Climate Action Council:


I urge the Climate Action Council to revise the Waste Chapter of the Draft Scoping Plan to
incorporate the comments submitted by Energy Justice Network, Clean Air Action Network of
Glens Falls, Grassroots Environmental Education, and Westchester Alliance for Sustainable
Solutions.


Incineration (and landfilling toxic ash) is twice as bad for the climate as landfilling waste
directly. When factoring in the many other air pollutants from trash incineration, burning
waste is more than three times as bad as landfilling for human health and the environment.
However, the Draft Scoping Plan's Waste Chapter would focus on landfills being a problem
but perpetuates the idea that incineration is preferable.


New York's trash incinerators are nearly twice as bad as coal for the climate. In 2011, looking
at other pollutants, NY DEC found that the state's eight coal power plants (all now closed) are
far dirtier than the ten trash incinerators that all still remain. It's time to put this toxic and
climate changing industry to rest.


The Climate Plan must prioritize ending incineration, which is clasified as "unacceptable" in a
Zero Waste system. The Plan must also push hard to implement the many solutions that will
reduce waste and its many climate and health impacts.


New York is #1 in trash incinerators, #1 in sewage sludge incinerators, and is home to the
Norlite aggregate kiln that burns hazardous waste plus multiple cement kilns and paper mills
that have tried to burn tires and other waste. The Waste Chapter addresses some waste streams
other than trash, but doesn't always get it right. For example, toxic sewage sludge does not
belong on farm fields, a practice that Maine just banned due to long-term toxic contamination
from PFAS and other contaminants.


Please carefully review these comments and make them part of the Scoping Plan so that we
can transition our state to a Zero Waste system that is as protective as possible of public
health, environmental justice, climate, and the environment generally.


Sincerely,


Amanda Cedrone 
16 Winterberry lane 
Fort Edward , NY 12828
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Re: Draft Scoping Plan Comments - BUILDING


Dear New York State Energy & Research Development Authority Committee,


The NYS Climate Action Council’s draft Scoping Plan fails to acknowledge the value of
embodied carbon in natural building material supplies. The FIRST true “GREEN” options in
New York State will inevitably come from the Forest Products Industry. But, those making the
decisions about the “green” future of our state are routinely omitting the original
GREEN….the Forests! Ensuring the plans and regulations for our future include wood as a
preferred building materials will assist our State in achieving climate change goals. There are
things to consider before this Scoping Plan is codified:


All-Electric Buildings – proposals within the draft Scoping Plan and bills before the New
York Legislature for Advanced Building and Energy Codes and the All-Electric Buildings Act
would require all new construction and substantial modifications of existing buildings to be
fully electric and free of any greenhouse gas emissions. That means no wood stoves, no
modern wood heat furnaces and no gas cooking stoves, beginning as early as 2024. The
estimated requirements for electrifying an average home would be somewhere between $25,
000 and $60,000. Presently, there is no exception for renewable wood heat and use of wood
residuals in our sectors manufacturing processes.


Embodied carbon – the sum of total carbon emitted during a product’s lifecycle – is an
important measurement for construction materials like concrete and steel, and for building
products like insulation. Embodied carbon consists of all the GHG emissions associated with
building construction, including those that arise from extracting, transporting, manufacturing,
and installing building materials on site, as well as the operational and end-of-life emissions
associated with those materials. These carbon savings are realized when use of the insulating
material results in building-energy savings that offsets the embodied carbon of the material
itself. Wood provides the highest rates of carbon offsets of all building materials. The use of
wood to reduce embodied carbon in buildings was completely overlooked in the Buildings
chapter of the draft Scoping Plan.


As a member of the Empire State Forest Products Association (ESFPA) which represents over
350 businesses across New York State - it is imperative that the forests are considered when
finalizing the draft scoping plan. New York's forests and wood products are the single largest
natural solution to climate change, and we are proud to be leaders in forest management and
making products from carbon sequestering trees.


It is important to keep in mind when developing a plan about the environment to keep the
environment in mind and all the benefits it offers already, naturally. Any plan to enhance the
environment must not harm the industry which keeps that environment healthy. The forests,
wood products as additional carbon storage and substitution benefits for other fossil fuel







derived products, the role of markets in keeping the forests as forests, the sensitivity of wood
products leakage, forests as a low carbon energy resource, and the overall costs of this draft
Scoping Plan must be considered.


If the goals of the CAC’s Draft Scoping Plan is to improve the environment and have a
positive impact on climate change – it makes sense to include the people that have been doing
it for generations already, the Forest Products Industry.


The draft scoping plan must cite wood as the preferred building material and a renewable
energy resource for heat in both buildings and our industrial sector.


Sincerely, 
James Waters
jamesh2os22@gmail.com
1848 Spruce Lane CASTLETON ON HUDSON, NY 12033 Constituent


Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at www.oneclickpolitics.com. OneClickPolitics provides online communications
tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more
information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics.com
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Dear Draft Scoping Plan Comments Climate Action Council,


I support efforts to fight climate change, but fear that NY is on a path which would create
huge financial hardship for my family, and serious problems for the state. If the Climate
Action Council’s scoping plans are not changed, homeowners would be forced to spend tens
of thousands of dollars to convert their home to electric heat pumps, stoves, and water heaters.


We would be penalized with carbon taxes or surcharges on other fuels. NY’s electric rates are
already among the highest in the country, and we report the most outages of any state in the
mid-Atlantic. The rapid, untested changes to the electric grid are likely to send electric rates
even higher and compromise the resilience of the electric grid.


I don’t believe we have a good enough understanding of the real costs and risks of these plans,
and there will be a backlash when their impact is felt. Our path forward should not ban fuels
like natural gas, propane gas and biofuel heating oil which can get increasingly renewable. We
can reduce carbon output significantly without putting all our eggs in one fragile, expensive
electric basket. 


We are moving too far, too fast, with too much risk and cost. I urge you to support a broader
path to a cleaner energy future.


Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment.


Regards, 
Lanita Weigele 
136 Haven Ln
Levittown, NY 11756
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Dear Draft Scoping Plan Comments Climate Action Council,


I am concerned about climate change, but extremely worried that current plans to eliminate all
energy sources but electricity will prove devastating for NY families and businesses, without
significantly improving our climate. There are numerous proposals in the New York Climate
Action Council’s draft scoping plans that concern me.


First, the Council proposes that existing homes be required to convert to electric heat pumps
with electric back-up systems, despite the likelihood that this could cost upwards of $20,000
per home. Most heat pumps lose efficiency around 32 degrees, and electric back-up systems
are extremely inefficient and costly to operate. Further, the draft plan ignores that the cost of
electricity in New York is already expensive – with average residential rates 28 percent higher
than the national average. It is hard to imagine that the prosed changes will not send electric
rates even higher, which will disproportionately hurt lower- and middle-income New Yorkers.


Second, the plans call for rapid escalation of electricity demand at the very same time the
electric grid would lose access to natural gas and oil, which currently produce the majority of
electricity in the state, especially in winter. Power outages are commonplace in New York. In
2020, New York had the had the highest System Average Interruption Duration Index (SAIDI)
score in the Census Bureau’s Middle Atlantic Division, and well above the national average.
The scope and speed of the shift to renewables has never been done on this scale, and threaten
the security of our energy supply. With a strained grid, homes and businesses must have
balanced energy choices to ensure resiliency.


The Council’s proposal indicates decarbonization is only possible through electrification. This
is false. Traditional fuels that are increasingly renewable – including natural gas, propane gas,
and biofuel heating oil – are reducing emissions across the housing, commercial, and
transportation sectors today. These draft recommendations will result in reduced business
investment, fewer jobs, greater flight out of state, and higher consumer energy costs. This is
especially concerning since New York is growing much slower than the nation as a whole. 
Finally, New York accounts for less than half a percent of global carbon emissions. Even if the
plans successfully reduce New York’s carbon emissions, the impact on global climate will be
negligible, but the cost and disruption to New Yorkers will be great. 


Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment.


Regards, 
Nancy Malec 
815 Glen Mary Dr
Owego, NY 13827
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Dear Scoping Plan,


Dear Climate Action Council,


In order for the final Scoping Plan to fulfill its potential, you must take a stronger stand on the sources of pollution
and include language specifying regulation of companies contributing to it. In addition, there should be clear metrics
and intermediate benchmarks in a number of areas.?
        The following issues must be addressed in the final scoping plan adopted by the state:?


* Clean electricity: The final scoping plan must prioritize emissions-free, renewable energy and energy storage
technologies over false solutions for the electric sector like ?renewable natural gas? and hydrogen, and set year-by-
year goals for scaling up new solar and wind farms and battery storage facilities. It must set enforceable interim
targets for retiring existing fossil fuel plants, and direct regulations to enforce year-by-year emission reductions from
burning fossil fuels, prioritizing disadvantaged communities, while putting a moratorium on all new fossil fuel
plants. The plan should emphasize the necessity of full staffing at relevant state agencies. Finally, it must define
policies that support meaningful consultation with indigenous nations.?
* Clean Transportation: The final scoping plan must include a more detailed roadmap to a fully electrified
transportation sector, with clear roles and responsibilities for agencies to meet those electrification targets. This must
include removing barriers to sales of electric vehicles, making buildings EV-ready, supporting charging
infrastructure for medium and heavy duty vehicles, and increasing EV affordability and accessibility, particularly for
members of disadvantaged communities. The final scoping plan must also identify a suite of policies for reducing
vehicle miles traveled.
* Waste: The draft scoping plan recognizes the importance of making manufacturers responsible for the garbage
they create and also highlights the need for a strong statewide organics/food waste reduction program. The final plan
must include a robust Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR) program: a focus on ensuring producers are fiscally
responsible for their waste that does not interfere with NYS?s beverage container law, and where materials collected
do not end up in landfills and/or incinerators. Additionally, the final plan should highlight and align with the goals
of the NYS Dept of Environmental Conservation?s (DEC) Solid Waste Management Plan. As we grapple with the
impacts of a changing climate, we must recognize that consumption without planning is not sustainable, and makes
the crisis worse.?
* Lands and Forests: New York?s amazing landscapes are an ally in fighting climate change, and their stewardship
is critical. The plan is right to support protecting freshwater wetlands and our forested ecosystems like the
Adirondacks and Catskills; it must lean more towards official protections and regulations and away from voluntary
incentives, with an accompanying recognition of the importance of state agency staffing.?
* Buildings and Gas: New York?s ability to break its dependence on gas for building and water heating will be
crucial for achieving the CLCPA?s emissions mandates. The final document must stop the expansion of our gas
distribution infrastructure, including mandating efficient and all-electric new construction by 2024 and eliminating
the gas utility obligation to serve. It must also push a planned phase-out of existing gas, including robust support for
retrofits and a sunset date at which all retiring appliances must be replaced by electric options. Finally, it must
require the Public Service Commission to begin a proceeding at once to plan this transition in a manner that ensures
the transition is safe and affordable for all New Yorkers.?


Like the vast majority of New Yorkers, I stand ready to support our shared mission of a bold, actionable climate
plan that can be us.







Sincerely,


Joanna Taylor
35-30 73rd St
Jackson Heights, NY 11372
joanna.t.taylor@gmail.com
(718) 505-2760


This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club.
If you need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-
5500.
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Hydrogen has been posed as a climate-friendly solution that can be produced from a variety of
resources, like natural gas, nuclear power, biogas, and renewable power like solar. Framed as
an alternative to methane, or natural gas, green hydrogen is hydrogen generated by renewable
energy from low-carbon power. As long as the hydrogen comes from a renewable source like
solar then it is considered “green” hydrogen. However, green hydrogen doesn’t come without
consequences. Green hydrogen is very wasteful, eating up more than half of the renewable
electricity used to create it. Creating it is a dirty process that generates NOx, a pollutant linked
to smog, acid rain, asthma, pulmonary disease, lung cancer, stroke, and heart disease. Green
hydrogen is also very expensive—four times more expensive than natural gas—and requires
all new infrastructure and appliances to use it safely. Because of this, green hydrogen must
only be used as a last resort for decarbonization. It may serve as a zero-emission replacement
for some electricity and building heating but it must not be considered as a fully reliant
solution for decarbonizing New York in the final scoping plan. In reality, green hydrogen is an
extremely wasteful, difficult-to-use, pollution-heavy, and expensive way to cut emissions from
these sectors, especially compared to the alternatives: wind, solar, and heat pumps.


Relying on green hydrogen in New York’s electricity sector would require three times more
wind and solar power and would worsen air pollution in disadvantaged neighborhoods. Why
rely on green hydrogen when we will need renewable energy to produce it already? To throw
away two-thirds of the renewable electricity that is already available only to convert it to
hydrogen and then burn it to create electricity makes no sense. That amount of energy could
be used to build three solar farms rather than relying on old facilities and methods that only
further contribute to incentivizing the use of fossil fuels. The pollution from green hydrogen
production not only harms the planet; it directly impacts our health with NOx pollution that
would be emitted from home stoves and chimneys and into our neighborhoods. Retooling gas
plants to burn hydrogen won’t produce less NOx—it would produce up to six times more NOx
n the same communities that have already paid the price for our fossil fuel addiction.


As it pertains to buildings, we need to electrify building heating and shut down the natural gas
network across New York over the next three decades. Opposition with vested interests insists
that keeping our gas systems flowing and replacing 20% of it with green hydrogen is a viable
solution moving us toward a clean energy future. But the reality is that these utilities have not
been tested to ensure that the entire system (home appliances included) can be implemented
and used safely, or that homeowners and renters would not bear the brunt of the bill. (Green
hydrogen is currently four times more expensive than natural gas; using it for 20% of our
energy would double or even triple New Yorkers’ gas bills.) This proposal is as ineffective as
it is expensive: it wouldn’t even cut emissions by 20% because burning hydrogen produces
less heat than natural gas. Reliance on hydrogen, let alone to heat entire buildings, would be
stupendously expensive, difficult, risky, polluting, and wasteful. Furthermore, home
appliances like furnaces, boilers, and stoves that use hydrogen don’t yet exist. Green hydrogen
is currently four times more expensive than natural gas; transitioning to it poses no viable
financial benefit to those who would bear its financial costs—consumers. Utilities would not







be able to swap natural gas for hydrogen until every single home in an area has upgraded its
appliances, which would greatly delay cutting emissions; more concerning is the fact that
hydrogen leaks more than natural gas. It does not have a scent, it is highly flammable, and it
would be capable of traveling back up the gas line, increasing the risk of explosions. This
would require hydrogen alarms (with fresh batteries!) everywhere, and rigorous safety
standards that just don’t exist yet. The entire premise of using green hydrogen is wasteful and
concerning when we could instead use heat pumps to heat buildings efficiently and directly
use renewable electricity. We could also heat buildings by installing three to four times more
solar panels and wind turbines and throwing away most of the power they produce in order to
create and burn green hydrogen. It will soon be cheaper to heat our homes with heat pumps
than with natural gas, never mind with green hydrogen, which will be far more expensive.
Heat pumps already heat entire cities, they can’t explode, they don’t pollute, and they can be
installed home by home.


We can not fully and completely rely on green hydrogen for a clean energy future. If it is
produced it must only be for specified uses and in limited quantities. Mandates and regulations
around its use and applications must be made apparent in the final scoping plan to protect
consumers, families, personal health, and the health of our collective environment. 


Sincerely,


Kathleen Quandt 





