
Pragmatic Environmentalist of New York Summary Update 3/14/22 -3/27/22 

This is an update of my recent posts at Pragmatic Environmentalist of New York and elsewhere.  If you 

do not want to be on this mailing list then let me know.  Previous updates are also available and I have 

put together a summary of all the posts this year which is attached. 

 

I want to highlight the first two articles listed below.  The major concerns for any net-zero transition 

program should be the effects on reliability and affordability.  Ultimately the underlying problem for the 

Texas Energy Debacle of February 2021 was poor reliability planning. The first article describes the 

concerns of the reliability experts at the New York Independent System Operator about the rush to 

implement an energy policy that depends on a non-existent dispatchable emissions-free resources 

technology that surely increases the possibility of a similar blackout in New York.  The second article 

addresses the Draft Scoping Plan claim that the “cost of inaction exceeds the cost of action by more than 

$90 billion”.  I show that the way the cost numbers are presented invalidates that conclusion.  

 

New York Climate Act: What the Experts are Saying Now  March 25, 2022 

This article was published first at Watts Up With That. 

 

On March 24, 2022 the New York Independent System Operator’s Economic Planning Department made 

a presentation to the Electric System Planning Working Group on a capacity expansion modeling analysis 

that is looking at the generation resources needed to meet the Climate Act mandate for a “zero-

emissions” electric system by 2040.  The article highlighted two quotes from the presentation: 

“Significant uncertainty is related to cost / availability of Dispatchable Emissions Free Resource IDEFR) 

technologies, as well as regulatory definition of ‘zero-emissions’ compliant technologies” and “Some 

scenarios do not represent realistic system performance but are helpful in identifying directional 

impacts and sensitivity to key variables”.  That is as close as a technical report can come to saying this 

won’t work as you can get without actually saying it.  Furthermore, during the presentation discussion 

the point was made that the capacity projected numbers indicate an enormous amount of generation is 

needed to replace the shutdown of fossil-fired generation and implement the transition.  That result 

was described as just “stunning”.  Someone asked whether anyone on the Council is looking at what this 

means.  These experts are clearly worried about the enormous resources that have to be built to meet 

to transition the New York electric grid to a net-zero.   

 
New York Climate Act: Cost Estimate Sleight of Hand March 27, 2022 

This article was published first at Watts Up With That. 

This post uses the figures in Appendix G: Integration Analysis Technical Supplement Section I to show 

that the Draft Scoping Plan was written to prove the desired conclusion that the benefits were greater 

than the costs.  Figure 51, Net Present Value of Benefits and Costs relative to Reference Case, shows 

that costs relative to the Reference Case are on the order of $300 billion and that benefits are on the 

order of $400 billion to justify the claim that the “cost of inaction exceeds the cost of action by more 

than $90 billion”.  Figure 48 shows that the total costs for the New York energy system (2020-2050) are 

on the order of $3 trillion and includes a $700 billion cost for the “Transportation Investment” 

component.  Figure 47 breaks down the costs between the Reference Case and the mitigation scenarios.  

The “Transportation Investment” component cost is at best $30 billion which is a ludicrous estimate of 
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the cost to electrify the electric sector. Upon further review, the Draft Scoping Plan claimed that vehicle 

electrification costs should be included in the Reference Case because the electric vehicle legislative 

mandate was an “implemented policy”.  Clearly those costs are a necessary transition expense.  If those 

costs are moved from the Reference Case to the mitigation scenarios where they belong, the net direct 

costs are on the order of $1 trillion, more than double the benefits claimed.  Note that this post 

discusses the same issues as the following article published a couple of weeks earlier. 

 

Scoping Plan Cost Obfuscation March 14, 2022 

The Draft Scoping Plan for the Climate Act does not provide sufficient documentation to determine 

whether the projected cost values are reasonable.  Worse, I believe that this is deliberate because the 

authors know that the costs are greater than the benefits.  I published a post that provides the most 

egregious example of de-valuing the true costs of the Scoping Plan I have found to date.  The only 

description of costs in the Draft Scoping Plan are a set of graphs that list the total net direct costs 

incremental to a Reference Case.  The Reference Case includes a business-as-usual forecast plus 

implemented policies but some of the implemented policies are cornerstones of the Climate Act 

transition program, including, for example, the costs associated with zero-emissions vehicles.  Given the 

paucity of documentation it is impossible to determine how many of the costs that are included in the 

Reference Case would be considered Climate Act costs by any rational unbiased observer.  At this point 

all I can say is that the net direct costs are higher than they appear because the reference case is inflated 

by the addition of implemented policies that are in effect only because of the State’s climate policies 

just not the Climate Act itself.   

 

Astoria Gas Turbine Power Replacement Project and the Climate Act March 16, 2022 

This post documents comments I submitted on the appeal of the New York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation (DEC) decision to deny the NRG Astoria Gas Turbine Power Replacement 

Project Title V Permit Application and a similar comment to the Climate Action Council submittal portal.  

The permit application proposed to replace 24 small fifty-year old units with a single new much larger 

state-of-the-art simple cycle combustion turbine that has the capability to be converted to burn 

hydrogen or renewable natural gas in the future.  Last fall, DEC denied the permit application because it 

was “inconsistent” with the Climate Act.  The proposal for a new generator would have addressed a New 

York City reliability concern because there are a slew of old units that are running on borrowed time.  I 

could not help pointing out that in the decision DEC rejected the use of both hydrogen and renewable 

natural gas as a 2040 compliance mechanism because the DEC labeled them “speculative” and 

“aspirational”.  The problem is that the Draft Scoping Plan includes hydrogen as a placeholder for its 

dispatchable, emissions-free resource.  If it turns out that is the technological solution needed to safe 

and adequate electric service, then this decision impedes that mandate.  The obvious solution is to 

include a permit condition that would shut the facility down if it is needed to burn hydrogen or 

renewable natural gas in 2040 rather than losing that option at this time. 

 

 

Status of Garnet Energy Center Application March 18, 2022 

This post highlights the prepared testimony by Michael Saviola from the Department of Agriculture and 

Markets on this project.  I concluded that the Garnet Energy Center permit decision will be a litmus test 
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to see if the State is going to protect farming communities.  I believe that his testimony clearly 

demonstrates that the proposed project is inappropriate because “the facility will result in or contribute 

to a significant and adverse disproportionate agricultural impact upon the local farming community”.  Ag 

and Markets testimony for the Trelina project was similarly negative but that got approved.  At a 

minimum the project approval should be delayed until guidelines for responsible utility-scale solar 

development are available and I submitted comments on March 17 to the docket to that effect.   

In addition, I argued that responsible siting guidelines based on the American Farmland Trust report, the 

state’s policies for distributed solar and the Agricultural Technical Working Group analyses will 

eventually be used to form the basis of a state-wide policy for utility-scale solar development.  In the 

meantime, it is inappropriate to allow projects like the Garnet project to proceed.  I believe that if the 

Siting Board ignores the Ag and Markets testimony and the clear need to wait for guidelines, then it will 

be clear that the State is not going to protect farming communities whatever they claim. 

 

New York 10GW Solar Roadmap’s Disconnect from Reality March 20, 2022 

New York’s  New York’s 10 GW Distributed Solar Roadmap: Policy Options for Continued Growth in 

Distributed Solar report includes a policy approach for responsible distributed solar siting.  I have no 

argument with their approach or their results.  However, there is a disconnect because the majority of 

these distributed solar projects are “expected to be ground-mounted arrays ranging between 5 MW and 

7.5 MW in size, which occupy approximately 20 – 25 acres of land”.  On the other hand, utility-scale 

solar projects can be on the order of 200 MW and cover over 1,000 acres but there are no similar 

requirements for responsible solar siting.  Given the massive amount of projected utility-scale solar 

generation capacity required to meet Climate Act goals this could easily lead to the permanent loss of 

significant amounts of prime farmland that will hurt farming communities and endanger Climate Act 

strategies to sequester carbon in soil.  Given the magnitude of the potential impacts to prime farmland I 

submitted a comment to the Climate Action Council recommending that they impose a moratorium on 

the development of utility-scale solar projects until permitting requirements have been established for 

responsible solar siting and protection of prime farmlands.    

 

New York Needs $15 Billion in Climate Funding Now – Not! March 21, 2022 

NY Renews has organized a $15 billion budget demand for climate justice in the New York State 2022-
2023 budget.  This post comments on an opinion piece in support of the demand by Democratic 
Assemblymember Dr. Anna Kelles.  I annotated her opinion piece with my comments.  The conclusion 
quoted a recent article by Judith Curry, “A ‘Plan B’ for addressing climate change and the energy 
transition” that sums up the problem with all net-zero energy transition programs:  

“In a nutshell, we’ve vastly oversimplified both the problem of climate change and its 
solutions.  The complexity, uncertainty, and ambiguity of the existing knowledge about climate 
change is being kept away from the policy and public debates.  The dangers of manmade climate 
change have been confounded with natural weather and climate variability. The solutions that 
have been proposed for rapidly eliminating fossil fuels are technologically and politically 
infeasible on a global scale.”   

   

Climate Act Public Hearing Announcement March 22, 2022 

This was a short post to mention that the public hearing schedule  has been announced and that the 

public comment period extended to June 10, 2022.  I also offered to submit comments though my name 
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and this blog email address for people who don’t feel comfortable submitting them under their own 

name. 

 

Roger Caiazza 

Pragmatic Environmentalist of New York 

NYpragmaticenvironmentalist@gmail.com 

(315) 529-6711 
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