








January 2011

Climate Action Plan
NYSERDA
17 Columbia Circle
Albany, NY 12203-6399

Re: Climate Action Plan Interim Report


We are writing to express our concern and opposition to two proposed dirty energy options in the Climate Action Plan—nuclear reactors and garbage incinerators . We strongly believe that New York State should pursue Long Term Sustainability in relation to all policy decisions, but this is even more true for Climate Change, where sustainability is essential. 

I   New York is recommending that multiple new nuclear reactors be built when nuclear energy is completely unsustainable over the long term because:

· Financial costs are so extraordinarily high compared to other energy sources that Wall Street and private investors will not invest. 

· Nuclear reactors will only be built with multiple subsidies from the public- taxpayers and consumers of electricity will bear the burden.
· Investments in nuclear energy will take money away from energy efficiency, and clean renewables and reducing the total number of jobs created in NY. 

· New York already has some of the highest electric rates in the nation already and given NY’s  budget deficit, the state is not able to provide subsidies without taking money away from other essential services. 

· Nuclear reactors generate radioactive waste --20 -30 tons of high level nuclear waste per month per reactor. What to do with Nuclear waste remains an unsolved problem. There is no federal repository for high level nuclear waste--- in fact, no country in the world has one. 

· The risks of catastrophe at nuclear plants are high with aging reactors and spent fuel being stored on-site. 
· Because long term storage of radioactive waste has not been solved, spent fuel rods are continuing to be stored at nuclear reactors, increasing accident and terrorism risks. A National Academy of Sciences study showed that the cooling pools at nuclear reactors—with 10 to 30 times more radioactive material than in the reactor core—are subject to terrorist attacks, which could cause an inferno and release a massive amount of deadly radiation.  The aging of nuclear reactors increases the potential for catastrophic events associated with materials and equipment. Terrorism is another problem that NY has experienced firsthand on 9/11.  

II  New York is planning to expand the use of Biomass combustion, including municipal solid waste, as a renewable energy source.  Solid Waste Incineration and newer thermal technologies are unsustainable because: 
· They destroy natural resources and recover only a small portion of the energy embedded in consumer products. Recycling recovers natural resources and 4-5 times the amount of energy that an incinerator recovers.

· They produce more CO2 than coal-fired power plants, making them a poor solution for climate change.
· They are the most expensive solid waste management option, burdening local communities with exorbitant costs and pushing some to cut essential services and entertain bankruptcy. 

· They emit toxic pollutants including heavy metals and dioxins into the air and in the ash residue, which is landfilled. 
· They foreclose investment in and use of other sustainable solid waste options—waste reduction, reuse, recycling and composting—which provide more jobs & economic development, while saving overall costs, and providing energy and environmental benefits.

III  A Clean and Sustainable Energy Future cannot be built on Unsustainable Policy options to Address Climate Change. 
We/ I  recommend that New York State build a Clean and Sustainable Energy Future by doing the following:

· Establish a moratorium on new nuclear reactors and plan for a phase out of existing ones.  Eight other states have adopted a moratorium or other policies that prevent new nuclear reactors from being built.

· Establish a moratorium on garbage incinerators, and newer thermal treatments including gasification, pyrolysis and plasma arc as Massachusetts has done. No expansions of existing facilities should be permitted.

· Provide no financial support or in anyway facilitate the construction of nuclear reactors or garbage incinerators.

· Address Climate Change primarily through ambitious energy efficiency and clean renewable energy, which your own analysis shows are the most cost-effective energy options.

· Expand Energy Efficiency efforts to achieve 30% by 2030. 
· Expand Clean Renewable Energy to achieve 60% by 2030.
· Support an expanded Clean Renewable Energy Portfolio Standard (CRPS) of 60% by 2030.

· Support Waste Reduction, Reuse, Recycling and Composting as key energy efficiency and renewable energy strategies to achieve greenhouse gas reductions.

· Oppose a Low Carbon Portfolio Standard LCPS as a replacement for the Renewable Portfolio Standard. A LCPS would require utilities to purchase a fixed percentage of low carbon fuel which would include nuclear energy or other dirty energy sources. 

· Oppose a Siting Policy for new Power Plants that is Fuel and Technology Neutral. Such a policy would encourage the development of the dirtiest and most environmentally damaging power plants. 
· Support a Citizens Utility Board, which would provide a means to increase democratic participation for the public including expert technical assistance on energy, climate change, and consumer costs. Costs are particularly important for low income consumers. Industry has dominated for far too long and some measure of balance must be instituted to protect the broader public interest. 
Sincerely,
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