
Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft Climate scoping plan. 
My name is Judith Myerson and I live in Pine Bush, New York, in the town of 
Mamakating.  I am asking that you meet the goals set by the Climate Leadership and 
Community Protection Act, insure that our state has an effective and realistic plan in 
place to meet climate goals. By doing so we can serve as a model for other states and 
the world for a just transition to renewable energy and insure a future for humans and 
other species on Earth.  While I am 72, and will not be here to see the results if we do 
not quickly shift our path, my grandchildren and their children will reap the 
consequences of our actions or inactions.  We owe it to them to act ethically, morally, 
and comprehensively now, and do all that is possible to create a livable, sustainable, 
safe and equitable world for all.


“GREEN HYDROGEN” AS A FALSE SOLUTION:  
Please include the following comments and recommendations on “Green 
Hydrogen” as a false solution in the Scoping Plan. This will insure that the outcomes 
of this plan are driven by both climate and environmental justice, as required by, the 
Climate Leadership and Community Protection Act (CLCPA):


Green hydrogen is an extremely wasteful, difficult-to-use, pollution-heavy, and 
expensive way to cut emissions from the building and electricity  sectors, 
especially compared to the alternatives: wind, solar, and heat pumps.  It has been 
posed as a climate-friendly solution that can be produced from a variety of resources, 
like natural gas, nuclear power, biogas, and renewable power like solar. Framed as an 
alternative to methane, or natural gas, green hydrogen is hydrogen generated by 
renewable energy from low-carbon power. As long as the hydrogen comes from a 
renewable source like solar then it is considered “green” hydrogen. However, green 
hydrogen doesn’t come without consequences and the reality is that Green hydrogen 
is very wasteful, eating up more than half of the renewable electricity used to create it. 


Creating “Green Hydrogen” is a dirty process that generates NOx, a pollutant 
linked to smog, acid rain, asthma, pulmonary disease, lung cancer, stroke, and 
heart disease.  

Green hydrogen is also very expensive—four times more expensive than natural gas
—and requires all new infrastructure and appliances to use it safely. Because of  all of 
this, green hydrogen must only be used as a last resort for decarbonization. It may 
serve as a zero-emission replacement for some electricity and building heating but it 
must not be considered as a fully reliant solution for decarbonizing New York in the 
final scoping plan.


Relying on green hydrogen in New York’s electricity sector would require three 
times more wind and solar power and would worsen air pollution in 
disadvantaged neighborhoods. Why rely on green hydrogen when we will need 
renewable energy to produce it already? To throw away two-thirds of the renewable 
electricity that is already available only to convert it to hydrogen and then burn it to 



create electricity makes no sense. That amount of energy could be used to build three 
solar farms rather than relying on old facilities and methods that only further contribute 
to incentivizing the use of fossil fuels. 


The pollution from green hydrogen production not only harms the planet; it 
directly impacts our health with NOx pollution that would be emitted from home 
stoves and chimneys and into our neighborhoods. Retooling gas plants to burn 
hydrogen won’t produce less NOx—it would produce up to six times more NOx n the 
same communities that have already paid the price for our fossil fuel addiction.


As it pertains to buildings, we need to electrify building heating and shut down 
the natural gas network across New York over the next three decades. The Fossil 
fuel industry, with vested interests, insists that keeping our gas systems flowing and 
replacing 20% of it with green hydrogen is a viable solution moving us toward a clean 
energy future. But the reality is that these utilities have not been tested to ensure that 
the entire system (home appliances included) can be implemented and used safely, or 
that homeowners and renters would not bear the brunt of the bill. (Green hydrogen is 
currently four times more expensive than natural gas; using it for 20% of our energy 
would double or even triple New Yorkers’ gas bills.) This proposal is as ineffective as it 
is expensive: it wouldn’t even cut emissions by 20% because burning hydrogen 
produces less heat than natural gas. Reliance on hydrogen, let alone to heat entire 
buildings, would be stupendously expensive, difficult, risky, polluting, and wasteful. 


Furthermore, home appliances like furnaces, boilers, and stoves that use hydrogen 
don’t yet exist. Green hydrogen is currently four times more expensive than natural 
gas; transitioning to it poses no viable financial benefit to those who would bear its 
financial costs—consumers. Utilities would not be able to swap natural gas for 
hydrogen until every single home in an area has upgraded its appliances, which would 
greatly delay cutting emissions; more concerning is the fact that hydrogen leaks more 
than natural gas. It does not have a scent, it is highly flammable, and it would be 
capable of traveling back up the gas line, increasing the risk of explosions. This would 
require hydrogen alarms (with fresh batteries!) everywhere, and rigorous safety 
standards that just don’t exist yet. 


The entire premise of using green hydrogen is wasteful and concerning when we 
could instead use heat pumps to heat buildings efficiently and directly use 
renewable electricity. We could also heat buildings by installing three to four times 
more solar panels and wind turbines and throwing away most of the power they 
produce in order to create and burn green hydrogen. It will soon be cheaper to heat our 
homes with heat pumps than with natural gas, never mind with green hydrogen, which 
will be far more expensive. Heat pumps already heat entire cities, they can’t explode, 
they don’t pollute, and they can be installed home by home.


We cannot and should not rely on green hydrogen for a clean energy future. If it is 
produced it must only be for specified uses and in limited quantities. Mandates and 



regulations around its use and applications must be made apparent in the final 
scoping plan to protect consumers, families, personal health, and the health of 
our collective environment.  

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Green hydrogen must only be used for decarbonization as a very last resort.

2. Green hydrogen must not be a solution on our path to decarbonized New York. 

3. The pollution from green hydrogen production not only harms the planet, but 

also directly impacts our health and is stupendously expensive, difficult, risky, 
polluting, and wasteful.


4. There must be clear mandates and regulations around its use and 
applications must be made apparent in the final scoping plan. 
 


