
Pragmatic Environmentalist of New York Summary Update 5/23/22 – 6/5/22 

 

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.    

 

Climate Act and New York State 2021 Wind Resources May 24, 2022 

I used some wind data from the NYISO to evaluate the 2021 wind resources in the state.  Simply put, 

New York’s land-based wind energy potential is not very good.  The state-wide capacity factor across the 

state was 22.3%.  The hourly wind data indicate that three quarters of the time wind production is less 

than one third of the total capacity.  If you assume that production less than 10% is the threshold for no 

value then wind won’t be producing appreciable power 30% of the time.   Coupled with the fact that 

winter time solar is poor because of New York’s high latitude with short days in the winter and excess 

cloudiness downwind of the Great Lakes, this does not bode well for a low-cost transition to renewable 

power. 

 

Draft Scoping Plan Cost Documentation Announcement May 27, 2022 

At a recent meeting I asked John Williams, Vice President, Policy and Regulatory Affairs at NYSERDA a 

question about cost numbers and he mentioned I should contact him for more information, probably 

never expecting that I would actually follow up.  To his credit, he responded: 

In response to your inquiry for additional cost information, we have added clarifying information 

to the existing Excel document, “Appendix G Annex 2: Key Drivers and Outputs,” which can be 

found on the Climate Action Council Draft Scoping Plan website.  At the end of the workbook, 

you will see a series of green tabs. The “Cost Methods Overview” tab describes how costs were 

calculated throughout the analysis. Accompanying tabs provide the data associated with the 

cost figures published in the Draft Scoping Plan. 

I used these data to update my analysis of the cost-benefit claim in the next article posted. 

 

Climate Act Benefits Greater than Costs Claim Numbers Update  May 30, 2022 

One of the key claims in the Draft Scoping Plan documentation is that “The cost of inaction exceeds the 

cost of action by more than $90 billion”.  I used the additional cost information provided by NYSERDA to 

evaluate that claim.  The ultimate problem is that there is a rarely mentioned caveat that the cost 

comparison is relative to the Reference Case.  In my opinion, the authors of the Draft Scoping Plan have 

included programs that would not be considered were it not for the emission reductions needed for the 

Climate Act.  As a result, the key to the benefit claim depends upon what is included in the Reference 

Case.  

 

The newly released categorial cost data provides evidence that there are significant costs included in the 

Reference Case that if included in direct costs of the Climate Act would far exceed the benefits claimed.  

The building sector costs for the mitigation scenarios only range from $235 billion to $240 billion (42% 

increase) but the emission decreases relative to the Reference Case are 95% greater.  Because I think 

those relative changes should be similar, I think the Reference Case includes costs that should be 

counted towards the Climate Act.  The numbers also confirm my initial transportation initiative 
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concerns.  According to the Integration Analysis, Scenario 2 transportation initiatives will reduce 

emissions 79% relative to the Reference Case at a cost of $2.97 billion.  The Integration Analysis projects 

that just the cost of battery electric vehicle chargers will be over $15 billion for Scenario 2 relative to the 

Reference Case.  Finally, the claim that the additional costs necessary to transition the electric grid to 

zero-emissions range between $89 and $111 for incremental electricity is ludicrous.  I estimate that the 

additional energy storage costs alone are $213 billion more than the Reference Case costs.  I conclude 

that the costs far out-weight the benefits. 

 

Draft Scoping Plan Comments Submitted in May 31 May 2022 

On June 1 the Climate Action Council announced that they were extending the deadline for the 

comment period from June 10 to July 1.  Previously I had been developing a post describing my 

comment submittals but lately I have been so busy converting posts to the blog into comments to meet 

the June 10 deadline that I have not been keeping up do date.  This post described comments that I had 

submitted in May.  One of the comments submitted put my analysis of the cost benefit claim described 

in the May 30 post on the record. 

 

I converted a post at Watts Up With That by New Yorker Kip Hansen into a comment.  He estimated 

costs associated with the distribution network for upgraded residential electric service; electrical 

distribution system improvements so that all homes can heat with electricity and use the “more usual 

and affordable” overnight electric vehicle chargers; and disconnecting natural gas supplies.  I applied his 

reference information to New York and found that these costs range from $16.8 to $43.1 billion.  These 

costs don’t include all the costs for homeowners and only apply to single family residences.  As far as I 

can tell these costs are not included in the Draft Scoping Plan. 

 

My blog has a page titled the Citizens Guide Climate Act Effects on Global Warming Page and this 

comment put that information into the record.  These comments include my personal analyses of the 

potential effect of the Climate Act on global warming and global emissions both as an example of the 

analysis necessary to make claims and as a cautionary tale.  The fact is that any expectation that the 

Climate Act will have any detectable effect on the severity of current or future climate change is mis-

placed because the expected impact on global warming is an immeasurable 0.01°C by the year 2100.  If 

you cannot measure the change in temperature there is no way you can detect a change in the 

purported effects of that temperature change. 

In addition, when New York’s emissions are considered in the context of global emissions it is 

unreasonable to expect that other jurisdictions will be encouraged to implement similar restrictions.  In 

the first place, New York’s emissions are less than one half of one percent of global emissions.  At the 

same time, New York’s 2020 Gross State Product (GSP) ranks ninth if compared to the Gross Domestic 

Product (GDP) of countries in the world.  That ranking was achieved in no small part because New York 

has had access to abundant, reliable, and affordable energy for many years.  I concluded that expecting 

that countries without our wealth will be encouraged to develop costly zero-emissions energy resources 

instead of using fossil fuels is naïve and immoral. 
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Climate Act Draft Scoping Plan Transportation Sector Scenarios June 1, 2022 

The Council specifically requested feedback on the components of three mitigation scenarios.  My 

overview summary of the components described the scenarios and I previously described the building 

sector scenarios.  This post discusses the control measures in the transportation sector and supplements 

an earlier article addressing transportation costs. 

 

I concluded that both the charger cost and zero-emission vehicle cost projections are overly optimistic 

about the future.  The final Scoping Plan must update the analysis to incorporate what has happened 

since the Integration Analysis projections were completed.  Costs have not been going down as 

projected for 2022.  If they cannot forecast a couple of years ahead correctly then estimates out to 2050 

are not credible. 

 

Draft Scoping Plan Comments on Electric Vehicles June 3, 2022 

This post discusses the comments I submitted to the Climate Action Council regarding electric vehicles in 

the transportation sector discussion of the Draft Scoping Plan.  My comments addressed cost, 

implementation, and public engagement issues.  The biggest cost problem I identified is that the device 

costs for zero-emissions charging technology and the vehicles themselves is presumed to decrease 

significantly over time.  Home EV chargers and battery electric vehicles both are claimed to go down 

18% between 2020 and 2030.  The cost decreases are so large that the total costs for the zero-emissions 

vehicles adoption is cheaper than using existing technology by $44 billion for Scenario 2 and $37.8 

billion for Scenarios 3 and 4. 

 

There are several large implementation issues.  I think the biggest problem is the millions of cars will 

have to rely on chargers that cannot be dedicated for the owner’s personal use because the owners park 

on the street or in parking lot.  In order to provide a credible ZEV strategy, the final Scoping Plan has to 

describe a plan how this could possibly work.  The Integration Analysis simply presumes that it will work. 

 

A common theme in the Draft Scoping Plan is that any doubts that the public has about any aspect of 

the net-zero transition can be simply addressed by convincing them with appropriate information.  I 

guess the Draft Scoping Plan assumes that this will drive the adoption rate.  I also pointed out that there 

are many specific issues with zero-emissions vehicles that are not addressed in the Draft Scoping Plan.  

As the United Kingdom implements their own EV mandates electric system upgrade costs have become 

obvious.  California is leading New York in EV adoption but there are warning signs that implementation 

is not working out as expected.  None of the apparent unintended consequences are addressed.  Safety 

issues related to fires are becoming an issue but the Draft Scoping Plan does not recognize the issue.   

 

I concluded that the transportation sector strategies in the Draft Scoping Plan are mostly wishful 

thinking.  As the technology stands now it will be a long time before there isn’t a cost premium to get 

comparable vehicle capabilities for both new and used vehicles.  The Integration Analysis projected 

deployment rates and device costs are both overly optimistic.  The documentation has to make its case 

relative to the other side of the story and not simply ignore that there are any downsides or 

uncertainties.  I am particularly concerned that the feasibility of the planned transition relative to 

affordability and reliability has been ignored. 
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Guest Post Draft Scoping Plan Comments on Practicality and Others June 4, 2022 

This is a guest post describing the comments submitted on the) Draft Scoping Plan by Gary R. 

Schoonmaker.  On April 26, 2022, Schoonmaker used his two minutes at the public hearing at the 

College of Environmental Science and Forestry in Syracuse (3:22:15 of the video recording) to present 

his credentials and raise serious concerns about the practical limitations on implementing the plan as 

proposed in the draft scoping plan.  If you want a good overview of the comments then I recommend his 

comments in no small part because of his effective presentation. 

 

Schoonmaker pointed out that this energy transition is different.  In the past energy transitions occurred 

because it was in the best interests of society because of cost and quality of life improvements.  In this 

transition we are expected to swallow more expensive, less convenient energy options because we are 

told the science says we have to do it.  However, when we ask questions about that science, we are told 

it cannot be questioned and that we are deniers for even considering that maybe the rationale is not as 

strong as we have been told.   

 

The same tactic is being used for the energy transition.  Schoonmaker has enough experience in the 

electric energy sector to know that transitioning away from the current system to one dependent upon 

wind and solar generation poses real risks to affordability and reliability.  The Climate Action Council’s 

last meeting included one member claiming that raising that concern is “misinformation”.  With all due 

respect, he simply does not understand if that is what he believes.  The Council has not adequately 

addressed the reliability concerns raised by people who understand the issues.  If the Administration 

does not step in then this will lead to unaffordable electricity and catastrophic reliability problems. 

 

Climate Action Council Requirements in the Climate Act June 5, 2022 

This post describes Climate Act requirements for the Climate Action Council.  I summarized the language 

of the law and provided comments on different aspects.   

 

I also provided an update on the plan to deal with comments submitted to the Council.  My reading of 

this and the impression I got from the meeting is that the Climate Action Council is going through the 

motions of the public comment process.  From what I have seen the review process has not started in 

earnest.  If the public comments were truly going to be considered then I think it would be appropriate 

to make comment distillation an on-going process from the get go.  I also don’t see why the comments 

have not been posted to the website.  It would be relatively easy to just provide a list of comments as 

they have been received and there is no reason why they couldn’t also list the comments in some broad 

categories 

 

I noted that the Draft Scoping Plan does not include “the total potential costs and potential economic 
and non-economic benefits of the plan for reducing greenhouse gases” so it does not “make such 
evaluation publicly available” as specified by the law.  In order to meet that requirement, I believe that 
all control measures should be listed, with the assumptions used, with the costs and expected emission 
reductions for each one provided.  The Draft Scoping Plan does include cost and benefit analyses.  
Unfortunately, even though specific cost numbers are not available my analysis disagrees with theirs. 
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I concluded that the Climate Act and the scoping plan process have focused too much on specific aspects 

and not enough on the big picture.  For example, one council member said that staff should look into 

community ground-based heat pumps initiatives and the final draft addresses that concern.  That is an in 

the weeds initiative that is well within the noise of emission reduction projections.  The big picture is 

maintaining reliability and affordability. What the Council should be addressing is the standards for safe 

and adequate electric service and the criteria for significant increase in arrears or service 

disconnections.  The current reliability acceptability standard is a loss of load expectation one day in ten 

years.  When the electric system is dependent upon variable sources of wind and solar is that stringent 

enough?  Will another reliability criterion have to be developed?  A recent legislative proposal included 

a requirement for state agencies to identify policies to ensure affordable housing and affordable 

electricity (meaning that electricity costs no more than 6% of a residential customer’s income) for all-

electric buildings.  The Council should address whether that is the appropriate metric for the Climate Act 

and insist that the current status of that parameter be included in the final Scoping Plan. 
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