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SR ’I‘o whom it may concern

s Th:s 1etterxs in rcsponse to the newly released “New
i I)ecembelj 2021. ‘After careful review of the plan we have: conciuded the. goal-of the plan to reduce
'-,_..__::cmlssmns xs-‘certamly commendable but the pmcess _m_whxch t.‘tus pian propese ormeet:the" fty woals butlined is

3;?';:253reg(on:':'The: ' ; ¢ rathe g’ ' : '
e __saghted. “New. York commumt:es are afferded Ilome rule through the: New York State Censt:tuhon, these sweepmg 'and
| swi ‘mandates are a vzoiatlon ofthe home. rule powsxs to sglf-govem, remowng any. ablhty of local governments 1o make

- “of the propesed mandates..
.. nieighborhoods” without concemn for the low to moderate income communities in the more rura! areas of N
- . The concept of zide share and public tran o York Stats
- - relationship to the ridership does ot allow the system to work in a profitable manner. Factors to consid
S distance; variable Job shzﬁs dlstancc between Jobs mcdwa} care e&ucatxon and shoppmg, and multlple werkmg membm's
g ..__'ofeachhousehold R T BT Y _ T

S :_' The costs and safety assoczated thh hausehold heat conversxons is a]so very dxffcren; in up el
* urban aréas of the. state. Mozt housing stock in rural aress are plder wood frame smgie—famﬂy hamcs ﬁ;at are heaxed w;th":'_- S

R As a commumf.y m the upsta’te rural areas st is appamnt-htﬂe to1io thought was put mto :he_lmplenﬁentahon Van e

k;State Cl!mate Actmn Counc:l Draft Scopm

A nheusﬁ gas :

aquences.
The case studies sited in the plan are. pnmanly focused on urban core “disadvantaged -

sportation are not praehcablc in morennal eommumtl&e “The cc

' single source systems. Homeowners do not have the benefits of residual heating from the landscape and neighboring o

7 housing to offset heating demand, therefore, heating costs and needs are very independent per household ’I’he avcrage Tow
i ‘témperature in’ Dciawsrc County dunng Decembeff January -'-.Febmary and March are 16°F -

.. respectively—which is X :

s mrehable electnc ;sm-vxces Whlch poses a probiem &specxall | t_‘he wmter season due to ihe ten‘am,

i c*mcai “o.nf s that

o variety of reasons mcludmg safety aﬁ‘ordabﬂ;ty, andrehabxhty, make a ratmnale demsmn to seIect

s | & .- mnsportamn Wxthout these basm services busmesses cammt ﬁmctien prof tably: and wxﬂ ultxmateiy seek._ fﬁﬁlge i
= 'f}' States takmg J°bs and Pe“ple W“h them ‘The cusrent fax stracture of New York State has already cost our communities

i the most paﬂ, wzll contmue fo the end of this century szenne upstate commumtms have ahmghten '

ide rehable and efficient.

| system Depnwng our res1dc11ts and busmesses c:f that demsmn wﬁl only further dnve r&n;den:s and businéss&s 0

‘ 111 ozﬂy exacerbate an already stramed onozny .

ymand,

?Warenms of

' the impacts from flooding, heavy winter snow and ige storms and major wind events. It is amore likely. that heavy S

| = prempxtatmn events will intensify and become more frequent. The impacts of these weather related everits havi &
e ¢ S
i thread in that they cause damage not only to pnvate homes and busmasses but alsc to the ve:xy ﬁ-aglle eiecmcamﬁ?a:g:umc?frz o




' in New York State. Loss of power from these ovents generally lasts days and even weeks, lea
L busmesses‘ at the mercy of the elemients.  When these events hapy _en dunng cold wet-months-a

e exists. | __lihke miore urban areas, shelter locations

o ) gl 3 mftastmcturelsoﬁcn
d O;reach ageas in our mountmmus Iﬁmm o -+

L ::Eﬁorts_ o:address the mpacts of chmate change are better scrved by provxdmg for raseamh and funding to address the

o impacts of mgmﬁcant weather events. Communities must first b able to address community regilien -that
.17 ‘measures to reduce impacts from weather related events ‘while reducing the carbon footprint ov ce
e ‘has. the sanse that £hey are securc, they can afford ¢ m_vest in carbnn reductmn cffoﬁs th

o T e : Aty s approved anamen ent t
L that all New A;grk State citxzens have @ basxc -human ght 1 to a: “healthﬁll env1ron_
he_:aiihft_ﬂ_ _sen_x_r_zmgment mciudes access 10 - water,' )

Sl e - Sc mgPlancshmatesthe-netpresent-vai, afdxrectcosts fmmihclowcarbonplanm tothe current ener)

Rty system for the period 2020 through 2050 is $500 billion. The Draft Scoping Plan estimates the annual net direct costs fmm L

- the low carbon pian relative fo the current energy system is approximately $20 billion in 2030 and $?0 billion by 2050, The
- plan estimates these costs will be offset by global benefits from reduced carbon emmissions and puh ic hea!th mprbVements &

LR :Howevcr, the. health beneﬁts xelated to Jmproved air quahty and better haaith reahzed from wall

L ﬁ-andfor penaltm, we. suggesf Eﬂd encoursge tha,t the Ciﬂ_n"?‘ﬁ g"“‘“"ﬁ dGVdOP aplan to mcentmze!ena'
:;hea:mg systems, such as e‘.lectnc keat pumps as eforred and aﬁ‘ordabla technoiogy when the.

Smuiarl)’, users should have the chmce a& to whether _th&}’ use gas f“f"led equapment andf or eiectnc equ:pm"' based on
© atfordability, mhabxhty and need. There is a role fo;‘ both gas and e[ectnc power eqmpment and the declsxon shoild be. Ieft
i to zhe mdmdual that is usmg the equlpment andth i




S . . evelo a
o 5,}p]anfprogram 0. that’ electrxc veh_x_cl_es become the ‘consumer’s prefemed tcchnology Whether it becomes the: ogiyi
- technology will depend on the market, the manufacturers, and the national government. The challenge for the clectnr:’
. vehicle transition is similar o the challenge for electri¢ heat pumps. In upstate rural aveas, a car or truck isa tecessity -
looa 1uxury As a necess;ty, it must be affo:dable available, and feasible to the vehicle owner. There needs 1o be enough i
R “Joad; the chargmg station must be accessxble-;.convament and not be .
S _}mordmateiy tiirie consummg ‘We recommentd that the Climate Council focus on davelopmg a pian!program that miskes

e elcctne vcineles thc prefm'red chmcc because they become affordable avaﬂable, and feembie S

4 ‘I‘he Leg:slaturc should no’c nnpose a carbon -mxleage surcha:ge mcreased regxstratlon fee fer-gasohne powered :
cars, or any addmonm tax on gas, propan nafural gas or home heatmg 011 01‘ S tax on. sohd waste

= Zwork, school and services while also heanng a home ina colder chmate ‘I’he utihty bills are already too Ingh and not S
. sustainable on the median family income. fo_r_most upstate rural communities. Addmona}ly, our communities are bemg‘fi- Hpd

" ‘forced to host the land intensive energy renewable projects and provide those projects a éal property assessment that isonly -

" . gz fraction of their construction costs. Our communities are also being forced to share the capital: ‘transmission cost (324"
- villion) of bringing the upstate renewal energy to NYC to replace the zero-emission electricity lost due to the closing of - * . -
* Indian Point. Bven though onr communities and theirresidents are sigriificantly poorerthan the t}vpmal downstate: resident,
- the 35% to 40%.of the carbon tax funds WIH bc d;raet' A odisadvantaged commamhes, wlnch due to the formulafalgonthm S
__'arenonemstentmmralcommumtxes D _ e D i




