
Pragmatic Environmentalist of New York Summary Update December 24, 2022 to January 8, 2023 

 

This is the latest summary update of my recent posts at Pragmatic Environmentalist of New York. As 

always, if you do not want to be on this mailing list then let me know. Previous updates and a pdf copy 

of the following information are also available.    

 

Climate Act Scoping Plan Costs Shell Game 

It is frustrating to me that the Scoping Plan claim that the costs of inaction are more than the costs of 

action are generally accepted and repeated as credible.  As far as I can tell, The Climate Action Council 

did not address any stakeholder comments on the Integration Analysis that provided the numbers for 

the Scoping Plan.  Consequently, my comment that the numbers show that the claim is misleading and 

inaccurate was never addressed.  This post took another shot at describing the machinations necessary 

to make that claim. 

 

A shell game is defined as “A fraud or deception perpetrated by shifting conspicuous things to hide 

something else.”  I maintain that New Yorkers want to know all the costs associated with the net-zero 

transition by 2050.  We don’t care whether the costs were directly attributable to the Climate Act or an 

“already implemented” program.  In the Scoping Plan shell game, the authors present the benefit cost 

numbers relative to a Reference Case that includes “already implemented” programs.  The justification 

for programs in the Reference Case used semantic arguments and atypical modeling assumptions to 

shift significant costs to the Reference Case and away from all the costs of implementation.  In addition, 

the Draft Scoping Plan went so far as to omit the incriminating Reference Case documentation.  In so 

doing they decreased the costs of implementation enough to be able to claim that the benefits were 

greater than the costs.  The Council never addressed this deception. 

 

New York Energy Storage Roadmap – Cost Projections  

On December 28, 2022, the New York State Energy Research & Development Authority (NYSERDA) and 

the New York State Department of Public Service (DPS) filed New York’s 6 GW Energy Storage Roadmap 

to the Public Service Commission (PSC) for consideration.  There is a lot to unpack in the Roadmap and I 

will follow up with future posts.   

 

Even at first glance there are issues.  Not only does the study rely on the poorly documented Integration 

Analysis as its basis but it also replicates its shell game con for hiding the true costs.  In the Scoping Plan 

costs are compared to a Reference Case that includes already “incremented programs” and in this 

Roadmap costs are presented relative to “incremental revenues”.  In both instances the result is a 

deceptive cost estimate that does not include all the costs for the citizens of New York. 

 

The Roadmap claims “the roadmap will support a buildout of storage deployments estimated to reduce 

projected future statewide electric system costs by nearly $2 billion”.  The only reductions are relative to 

very high projected costs.  It appears that the Hochul Administration goal is hide the expenditure of 

hundreds of billions of dollars under hundreds of programs and subsidies making it intentionally 

impossible to capture the total costs to consumers.  The true “Total Cost” of the Climate Act will be 

hidden forever from the public by design.   
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The Pied Piper has no Clothes 

At the Climate Action Council meeting where the vote to approve the Draft Scoping Plan was taken, 

members of the Council each made a statement. The statement of Robert W. Howarth, Ph.D., the David 

R. Atkinson Professor of Ecology & Environmental Biology at Cornell University was very illuminating 

relative to the motives of the Climate Act authors.  He reiterated his claim that he played a key role in 

the drafting of the Climate Act, developed the irrational methane requirements, and credited Assembly 

Person Steven Englebright for getting the Act passed. 

 

My post used the stories of the Pied Piper of Hamelin and the Emperor’s New Clothes to illustrate the 

pitfalls of Howarth’s Climate Act formulation.  The phrase "pied piper" has become a metaphor for a 

person who attracts a following through charisma or false promises. The phrase "The Emperor Has No 

Clothes" is often used in political and social contexts for any obvious truth denied by the majority 

despite the evidence of their eyes. 

 

I showed that Howarth and Englebright are two pied pipers.  Howarth’s claims about methane emissions 

due to fracking are not supported by ambient monitoring results.  I concluded that the Climate Act’s 

elimination of natural gas is based on the pied piper false promises of Howarth supported by one 

charismatic motivated politician. 

 

Howarth’s statement explained that he believed that the net-zero transition by 2050 could be done 

completely with available technologies and that it could be cost effective because of his analyses done 

with Prof. Mark Jacobson of Stanford.  The post showed that every time Jacobson published a new 

version of his claim that a rapid, reliable, and low-cost transition to entire energy systems that relies 

almost exclusively on wind, solar, and hydroelectric power is possible, there are published rebuttals that 

invalidate his claim.  Despite the evidence from the NYISO that the net-zero transition is a massive 

challenge that evidence has been denied by the Scoping Plan.  It has not clothes. 

 

I highly recommend the post by Russel Schussler Academics and the Grid because it does a good job 

explaining why academic studies of the energy system (like the work of Jacobson and Howarth) need to 

be considered carefully.  It concludes:  

Academic research that promotes improvements to the power greed needs to be evaluated 

carefully with the understanding that the grid is a complex system full of interactions. Changes 

to the grid involve numerous hurdles. Language is often imprecise. For instance, when readers 

see a statement stating “Solar and wind could attain penetration levels of X”. What the 

statement really means is “Based on the factors I looked at and ignoring a vast number of critical 

requirements I have not looked at, solar and wind may be able to replace fossil resources at a 

level of X. But probably not.”    Unfortunately, the statement is often interpreted as “Solar and 

wind can attain penetration levels of X with no significant concerns.” 
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Syracuse Post Standard All-Electric Homes 

Tim Knauss writing for the Syracuse Post Standard did a nice job describing the complex issue of home 

electrification in an article entitled New York state’s move to all-electric homes: How expensive is it? Will it 

work?  I wrote an article that added additional context to issues related to the transition. 

 

Despite its length and coverage, it did not address all the downsides of the Hochul Administration’s planned 

mandates to electrify homes.  I argued that the building shell requirements are overlooked in the State’s public 

indoctrination program to adopt heat pumps.  That can easily double the costs.  I also explained that New 

Yorkers are also going to have to cover the cost to upgrade the local distribution systems when everyone goes 

all-electric. 

 

The Scoping Plan is only a framework.  It does not begin to cover the “what if” questions like will any New York 

actions possibly affect climate change or what happens when there is an ice storm when everything is 

electrified.  Finally, the Scoping Plan does not include a detailed estimate of all consumer costs for the 

electrification conversions needed to meet the Climate Act goals. 

 

New York RGGI Operating Plan Amendment 2023 

I write articles about the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) because I have been involved in the program 

process since its inception.  I don’t think that most New Yorkers are aware of this program and, to this point, it 

has not had any significant impacts so it has been mostly irrelevant.  It is becoming more relevant now.  

 

It is a “cap and invest” pollution control program that auctions off allowances or permits for an affected source 

to emit a ton of carbon dioxide.  The revenues are used support the “pursuit of the State’s greenhouse gas 

emissions reduction goals.”  The Climate Act Scoping Plan recommends that a similar cap and invest program be 

set up across all sectors to generate revenues to cover the costs of the net-zero transition by 2050.  As a result, 

the performance of this program can shed light on the likelihood that this approach will succeed.  

 

My last Update described a post that evaluated the emission reduction performance of the auction proceed 

investments.  I found that even though CO2 emissions have dropped 39% since the start of the program that 

auction proceed investments are likely only responsible for 16% of the observed reductions.  They are mostly 

due to fuel switching away from coal and oil.  This post described the comments that I submitted for the annual 

update to the Operating Plan that summarizes and describes the program initiatives to be supported by RGGI 

auction proceeds over the next several years.   

 

Based on the observed results of the RGGI cap and invest program I am not optimistic that a similar Climate Act 

program will work well.  RGGI auction proceeds to date are just under $2 billion dollars since 2009 and I expect 

that the Climate Act proceeds will be at least that much a year.  One issue is that less than half the RGGI money 

has been invested in programs that directly, indirectly or could potentially decrease RGGI-affected source 

emissions which should be the primary focus of the investments.  I believe that the New York agency 

bureaucracies will continue that lack of focus with Climate Act strategies.  RGGI programs that do not affect 

emissions are funded with 21% of the proceeds and administrative costs total another 7%.   The State has lost 

sight of the fact that their investments are supposed to produce emission reductions.  If their investments do 

not provide reductions, then the targets won’t be met.  
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