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On 1/26/22 in Bringing Britain’s woes to New York?  I reproduced Paul Driessen’s article asking the 

question whether Biden-AOC energy policies will do to Americans what UK climate obsession is doing to 

Brits?   In my post I added comments relative to New York.  Driessen noted that “No wonder two-thirds 

of UK renters struggle to pay their energy bills, and 400,000 more UK households were in danger of 

losing their gas and electricity provider before last Christmas. People are “genuinely terrified” about 

rising energy costs. Excess winter energy-poverty death tolls are likely to set new records.”  I don’t think 

there is any doubt the same will happen in New York.  The Climate Act requires the Climate Action 

Council to consider what is happening in other jurisdictions but because there are so many warning 

signs that are contrary to the Climate Act narrative, I doubt they will take what is happening to heart. 

 

I have been writing about different aspects of the Scoping Plan benefits.  Climate Act Scoping Plan 

Benefits summarized all my findings on 1/18/22.  I prepared documentation, Scoping Plan Costs and 

Benefits,  that describes all the calculations and provides details.  The Plan describes health benefits 

totaling $165 to $170 billion due to improvements in air quality but until such time that the State can 

show observed improvements from air quality improvements 16 times greater than those projected for 

the Climate Act, then I am dubious of the claim.  The increased active transportation benefit of $39.5 

billion is based on a “first-order approximation based on state-wide numbers” that translates to “we 

guessed a benefit ignoring the fact that this will claim could only occur in certain areas not the whole 

state”.  As a result, the benefit estimate is far too high.  Energy efficiency interventions benefits in LMI 

homes are claimed to total $8.7 billion but $2.4 billion of that is from non-energy interventions and 

should not be claimed as benefits for Climate Act GHG emission reduction programs.   

 

The boast that the Climate Act has more benefits than costs rides on the claimed benefits for the 

avoided cost of GHG emissions range between $235 and $250 billion.  The Climate Act manipulates 

emissions to increase benefits and uses a lower discount rate than current Federal guidance resulting in 

societal benefits of GHG emission reductions that are 4.5 times higher for 1990 emissions and 5.4 times 

higher for 2019 emissions than other jurisdictions.  The largest impact of the Climate Act for these 

benefits is based on an incorrect guidance for calculating benefits.  In particular, the benefits of 

reductions are counted multiple times.  If only that error is corrected the total benefits range from 

negative $74.5 to negative $49.5 billion instead of net benefits ranging from $90 billion to $120 billion. 

 

I had been meaning to look at NY emissions relative to global emission increases for some time.  The 

post Climate Act Emission Reductions in Context on January 20, 2022 calculated those numbers.  I 

concluded that by any measure New York’s complete elimination of GHG emissions is so small that there 

will not be any effect on the state’s climate and global climate change impacts to New York.  Although 

New York’s economy would be ranked ninth relative to other countries, New York’s emissions are only 

0.45% of global emissions which ranks 35th.  The change to global warming from eliminating New York 

GHG emissions is only 0.01°C by the year 2100 which is too small to be measured much less have an 

effect on any of the purported damages of greenhouse gas emissions.  Finally, I found that global 5-year 
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average annual emission increases are greater than New York’s total share of global emissions since 

1995.  Natural Gas Now re-published this story. 

 

Another issue that I wanted to discuss was the question whether the Scoping Plan adequately addressed 

feasibility.  Because the issue is so large, I did a couple of posts but plan to do more.  I laid out the  Scope 

of the Problem on 1/22/22 by quoting extensively from a description of the Texas blackouts in February 

2021.  The point is that if New York gets the reliability planning wrong then the billions of dollars in 

damages and loss of life that occurred in Texas will occur in New York.   

 

The second article addressed  Renewable Variability  on 1/24/22.  This post quoted extensively from an 

article by David Wojick, Unreliability Makes Solar Power Impossibly Expensive that did a great job 

describing how renewable resource availability affects reliability by using a solar resources example.  His 

methodology indicates that if it is found that New York can only expect 2 full days of full solar availability  

will be needed to recharge the batteries required to provide power when the sun isn’t shining, then the 

Scoping Plan projected 2050 solar capacity range across the mitigation scenarios of 60,604 to 65,210 

MW only produces between 5,772 and 6,211 MW of reliable solar energy.  Furthermore, adapting his 

methodology and assumptions for New York I found that the costs for just the Scoping Plan solar 

capacity is over $367 billion. 

 

Spoiler alert – the conclusion of these reliability articles is that the Draft Scoping Plan’s strategies to 

decarbonize the economy are a classic example of the ancient political strategy of “winging it”. Sadly, 

the Climate Action Council is basing the future of New York’s electricity grid on a plan that relies, to a 

very great extent, on a collective crossing of fingers. 

 

At the end of last year there were a bunch of articles about a potential pan wood burning.  TV stations in 

Rochester, Syracuse, Utica, and Watertown all did reports on the issue.  My January 26, 2022 article, 

Climate Act Wood Burning Ban?, looked at this question.  The TV stories relied on interviews with DEC 

spokespersons and other parties to conclude that a ban was not expected in 2022.  My article evaluated 

the language of the Scoping Plan and the comments of members of the Climate Action Council to 

conclude that it was more likely than not that there would eventually be a ban.  Natural Gas Now re-

published this story. 

 

In the most recent article on 1/28/22, Climate Act Residential Heating Cost Assumptions Update I 

compared the changes in residential heating cost estimates in the integration analysis spreadsheets 

from November with the Scoping Plan spreadsheets released at the end of December.  Overall, because 

of changes in just basic and deep shell device costs for large and small multi-family homes the total 

estimated costs dropped from $155 billion to $135 billion.  The Draft Scoping Plan estimates that the 

total net direct costs will be on the order of $300 billion. I have not been able to reconcile whether the 

residential heating costs are actually one third of the total costs because the Scoping Plan does not 

document any of the cost numbers.  I included a table and spreadsheet that can be used to estimate the 

costs to convert residences to electric heating consistent with the Climate Act mandates.  I found that 

the Scoping Plan documentation total cost to electrify a single-family residence with a air source heat 
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pump and backup electric resistance heat ranges from $22K for a house that only needs a basic shell 

upgrade to $61 K for a house that needs a deep shell upgrade. 


