
350NYC Candidate Questionnaire 
 

1 
 

  

Overview 

As all New Yorkers know, the rising seas, super storms, and heat waves of climate change pose 

an existential threat to New York City. 350NYC is a group of climate activists, committed to responding 

to this threat by reducing NYC’s contributions to climate disaster. 350NYC is the local affiliate of 350.org, 

a global movement of climate activists with volunteers in 188 countries. 350NYC has three priorities for 

the 2013 election: increasing renewable energy use and energy efficiency, opposing destructive fossil 

fuel production practices such as hydrofracking, and above all, the divestment of New York City’s 

pension funds from fossil fuel companies.  

New York City’s pension system has billions of dollars invested in fossil fuel companies.  Returns 

from these divestments are dwarfed by the climate destruction wrought by these companies--Hurricane 

Sandy alone cost over $19B in damages and necessitated a climate adaptation effort of over $19B.  

 Divestment from fossil fuel companies is an economic necessity.  The worth of a fossil fuel 

company is directly tied to its reserves, the amount of fossil fuel that it intends to burn.  However, the 

reserves of fossil fuel companies are five times greater than what the world can safely burn and limit 

warming to 2 degrees Celsius, the “safe” amount of global warming.  Assessing the fossil fuel companies 

at full value necessitates a scorched and dead planet.  Shareholder resolutions do not offer a solution—

the problem lies in the business model of fossil fuel companies.  New York City cannot continue to invest 

in companies whose operation creates an existential hazard for the city.  350NYC is calling for New York 

City to freeze all of its investments in fossil fuels immediately and divest over the next five years.  

Divestment goes hand in hand with the other tools of emissions reduction.  The next group of 

elected officials will oversee the extension and implementation of PLANYC out to 2050, following the 

IPCC goal of an 80% reduction of carbon emissions.  The increasing affordability and scalability of 

renewable energy present New York with the opportunity to build up its renewable infrastructure, 

especially solar and offshore wind.  We have a historic opportunity to turn our back on fossil fuels, reject 

the destructive infrastructure of the past, and embrace a clean energy future for all   

The 2013 elections are crucial for NYC’s environmental priorities.  We ask that you fill out this 

questionnaire and return it to us at 350nyc.elections@gmail.com by July 24th. This questionnaire was 

produced in partnership with Occupy the Pipeline, CUNY Divest, Coalition against the Rockaway Pipeline, 

United for Action, and Sane Energy Project. 350NYC and its partners may choose to make endorsements 

based on your responses. 350NYC reserves the right to publish all or any of these responses, and to 

disclose any non-response.  

 

Candidate Name: Kathleen Daniel 

 

Campaign Manager: Patrick McClellan 

 

Press Secretary: Chelsea Connor 
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Campaign Address: 965 Putnam Avenue, Apt. 1, Brooklyn, NY 11221 

 

Campaign Phone: 347-620-4158 

 

Campaign e-mail: Kathleendaniel2013@gmail.com 

 

 

Please answer these questions as completely and concretely as possible: 

 

Addressing Climate Change 

350NYC is calling on the New York City Pension Fund to divest from fossil fuels.  Major cities like Seattle, 

San Francisco, Providence, and Madison have committed to divest their pension funds from fossil fuels. 

If elected, would you divest NYC’s pension funds from fossil fuel companies?  Why or why not?  How 

would you go about doing this?  

I would strongly urge the next comptroller of the City to divest New York City’s pension funds from 

fossil fuel companies. Divestment has been an effective tactic in the past for fighting injustice and it 

should be applied here to create momentum for a greener planet. Although the City Council has no 

direct role in managing the City’s pension funds, I have made a career of building bridges and working 

with coalitions; as a member of the City Council I would apply these skills to persuade the comptroller 

to divest our pension funds from fossil fuel companies. 

If you do not think that NYC should divest from fossil fuel companies, is it because you believe that 

shareholder resolutions offer the best opportunity for changing the fossil fuel industry?  Please give an 

example of how NYC has used shareholder resolutions to change the fossil fuel industry. 

PLANYC aims to reduce New York City’s greenhouse gas emissions 30% by 2030. The next phase of the 

plan calls for 80% reductions by 2050.  Which specific policies do you have for each of the primary 

sectors that cause greenhouse gas emissions (buildings, transport, energy production etc.)?  

As a City Council Member, I would push for building codes that would require new buildings to meet 

higher standards for energy efficiency and would encourage the installation of rooftop solar panels. I 

also support efforts to paint city roofs white in order to deflect heat in the summer. In my district, 

which includes Bedford-Stuyvesant, Crown Heights, Ocean Hill, Brownsville, and East Flatbush, there 

is far too much pavement and too few trees. As a member of the City Council I would aggressively 

push for more trees to be planted in my district to provide shade, generate oxygen, and absorb carbon 

dioxide. I would also work to create more community gardens in my district to provide more green 

space and to encourage my constituents to grow vegetables in their own backyards. 
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 Extreme Energy 

Do you support a statewide ban on hydrofracking? Why or why not? How will you use your position to 

resist hydrofracking? 

I support a statewide ban on hydrofracking because it does not advance the goal of moving towards 

100% renewable energy and because even a one-in-one thousand chance that New York City’s 

drinking water could be contaminated by fracking runoff is too great of a risk. As a mother of two 

children, I believe that the future is too fragile, and too important, to risk for a temporary solution to 

high energy costs. I would work with state representatives whose districts overlap with my own to 

oppose fracking and encourage them to vote in favor of a statewide ban.   

There are currently 23 natural gas infrastructure projects planned for New York State. The industry 

prefers for such infrastructure to be in place prior to drilling. Do you support or oppose the expansion 

of infrastructure that supports fracking? What is your position on local NYC projects such as the Liberty 

LNG port, the Spectra and Rockaway pipelines? 

I don’t believe that an honest elected official can simultaneously be in favor of a statewide ban on 

fracking and in favor of building the infrastructure to deliver natural gas produced by fracking. My 

opposition to new infrastructure that supports fracking flows from my opposition to fracking itself, 

and this opposition extends to local projects in NYC. 

Do you find it problematic that current City and Con Ed programs incentivize gas boiler conversions 

when sustainable alternatives are cheaper and better for local air quality? 

Yes. We should be moving towards 100% renewable energy sources, and the poor air quality created 

by the burning of fossil fuels is one of the primary reasons why my district has higher rates of asthma 

and other breathing-related illnesses than the national average.   

Are you aware that radon levels in New York's gas supply could rise with increased use of Marcellus 

Shale via new pipelines?  "Will you support legislation in the state assembly and senate (A6863/S09421) 

that requires monitoring and mitigation of radon in municipal gas supplies? 

Yes, monitoring the presence of dangerous gases and taking immediate steps if gases like radon reach 

hazardous levels is commonsense public policy.  

 

 

Renewable Energy 

New York has many natural resources such as hydroelectric and wind power. Hence, NYC’s electricity 

generation generates much less carbon dioxide than most places. However, the actual amount of 

distributed generation solar power in NYC is pitifully small—PLANYC 2011 sees us with a mere 60 

megawatts of solar in Con Edison’s service area by 2017. California and Germany add multiples of this 

number every month. How would you change this? What would you do to make solar power more 

accessible and ubiquitous? Specifically, what policies can the city implement to achieve this goal (cut red 

tape, feed in tariffs, etc.) How many megawatts would you aim for by the end of your first term? 
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New York City should provide tax abatements to developers who install solar panels capable of 

providing substantial power to new buildings, although we should first work with engineers and 

environmental advocates to settle on a definition for “substantial” so that the City does not provide 

costly tax abatements for token efforts. Tax credits should be available for adding solar panels to 

older buildings. The City, State, Consolidated Edison, and authorities like the MTA all own substantial 

amounts of under-used buildings and vacant land that is not open to the public; we should work to 

place solar panels on these buildings and in these vacant lots to make better use of scarce space. 

Feed-in tariffs charged to Con Ed for use of the electricity generated on City-, State-, and authority-

owned land could be used to fund the tax abatements and credits discussed above. Sixty megawatts 

of solar-generated electricity by 2017 is clearly inadequate; it would represent just 0.45% of the 

record-breaking 13,214 MW used by the City and Westchester County on July 19, 2013. During heat 

waves like the one we have just experienced when the power grid is strained, we should aim to be 

able to generate at least 5% of our electricity, or 660 MW in this case, from solar power by 2017.  

Offshore wind represents a potential energy bonanza for the city. What can city officials do to realize 

this promise?  

New York City should seriously consider constructing wind farms on islands owned by the City. We 

should also work with partners at the state and federal level to develop offshore wind farms. I am 

confident that I can build the cross-governmental coalitions necessary to realize this promise. 


