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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: Friends of Gale Brewer 2013 

Campaign Manager: Jessica Mates, (347) 524-7524 

Press Secretary: Adam Nashban, (917) 224-6584 

Campaign Address: 2510 Broadway, New York, NY 10025 
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Campaign Phone: 212.531.2013 

Campaign e-mail: info@galebrewer.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?  

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.)?  

The Manhattan Borough President’s office unfortunately doesn’t regulate NYC’s pension fund, 

but I would apply pressure and help organize various stakeholders to encourage NYC to divest 

its fund from fossil fuels.  

PLANYC’s goal to reduce greenhouse gases is entirely feasible if we work on sustainability. For 

individual buildings, sustainability measures must include energy efficiency but also proper 

ventilation; proper maintenance to prevent water leaks and other conditions that can lead to 

peeling paint, vermin or mold; emergency lighting, especially for stairwells; and flood protection, 

including for boilers and electrical systems.  

The City should vigorously pursue energy conservation and renewable energy resources. Any 

review of energy projects should include a “life cycle” environmental impact analysis and an in-

depth analysis of the ability and commitment of oversight agencies to inspection and 

enforcement. 

Communities also must be made more sustainable, with adequate healthcare system 

emergency planning, comprehensive stormwater management systems and alternative 

transportation systems in place to address severe weather conditions. 

 

 Extreme Energy 

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

resist hydrofracking? 
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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? 

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? 

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? 

It is always important to look at the entire picture when considering energy alternatives. I 

testified at the state’s fracking hearing in favor of the moratorium. I have been working with 

attorneys to determine what jurisdiction the city has to require radon testing. I am currently in 

the process of introducing legislation requiring the Department of Health or the Department of 

Environmental Protection to institute a testing protocol for radon. I will certainly support 

legislation in the assembly and senate that require more testing. 

Regarding boilers, I believe we should be incentivizing renewable energy alternatives and 

alternatives that don’t involve combustion, such as solar and geothermal energy. 

The Spectra pipeline, which as I understand it, will pipe 800 million barrels of natural gas a day, 

is scheduled to be completed before the end of this year. I understand that there is a lawsuit in 

federal court attempting to stop the project, which is expected to be heard in the fall. If the 

pipeline is built, then as a high pressure natural gas delivery system traveling under a densely 

populated neighborhood, it will require very careful monitoring.  As Manhattan Borough 

President, I would want regular, public available reporting about inspections and safety. With 

regard to any new construction, I believe that future environmental reviews should include a 

robust examination of alternatives, and that the environmental impacts to be examined should 

include a discussion of the financial commitment of the oversight agencies, including the 

Federal Regulatory Energy Commission (“FERC”) to provide sufficient staffing for inspections 

and enforcement. I also believe that the issue of frequency of inspection and the concerns about 

radon contamination of natural gas should receive an in-depth analysis, with substantial pubic 

input. 

 

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

this promise?  

I would need to study the issue more before I can suggest a specific megawatts. But I believe 

that the use of solar power, wind, and hydroelectric should be a positive factor in evaluating 

developers’ applications for tax incentives, brownfield program benefits and other development 

amenities.  

As one example, I would like to see a concentrated effort, with education and incentives, to 

replace old, clunky, energy-wasting appliances with energy efficient models. When the New 

York City Housing Authority replaced its refrigerators with energy efficient models over a decade 

ago, as I understand it, that effort successfully saved roughly 65 megawatts of power a year – 

that’s the equivalent of a small power plant. We can do more. 

 


