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Cap Yes,Trade No! 

By Daphne Wysham 
 
 The Sierra Club is one of the few large 
environmental organizations that has tradition-
ally been opposed to pollution trading.  That 
sound policy, we understand, is now under de-
bate.  The rationale, as we understand it, sim-
ply put, for a shift in policy is: carbon trading is 
the “new political reality” and Sierra Club must 
be a player or render itself irrelevant in the cli-
mate debate.  
 
 The Kyoto Protocol embraces carbon 
trading.  Many large environmental groups em-
brace it.  GE, DuPont, and other large corpora-
tions are for it.  So why shouldn’t the Sierra 
Club also have a seat at the table, and thereby 
ensure that the worst excesses of carbon trading 
are challenged, and carbon trading is made into 
the best possible solution?  The perfect is the enemy of the good, right?  We adamantly disagree. 
 
 Here are some of the current effects of carbon trading: Human rights abuses, exposure to 
toxic pollutants, land conflicts, corruption, and broken promises are the reality of carbon offsets 
projects as now being experienced by people in Uganda, South Africa, India, Ecuador, and else-
where.  
 

Environmental Justice Impacts of SO2 trading were severe 
 
 Sulphur dioxide trading in the U.S., often touted as an unequivocal success, has had simi-
larly disproportionate impacts on poor communities and communi-

Spring 2007  Volume 23, No. 1  

Continued on Pages 8-9 

"There is broad agreement within the scientific com-
munity that amplification of the Earth's natural 
greenhouse effect by the buildup of various gases 
introduced by human activity has the potential to 
produce dramatic changes in climate. Only by taking 
action now can we ensure that future generations 
will not be put at risk." 
 
-Statement by 49 Nobel Prize winners and 700 
members of the National Academy of Sciences, 
1990 

Photo taken by Sierran—Allegra  Dengler at Anti-
War March on Washington, DC—January 27, 2007 
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Thoughts From the NYC Group Chair 
names of decision-makers and 
provide contact information allow-
ing you to directly request their 
support for our efforts on any num-
ber of        different active issue  
campaigns as well as make it pos-
sible for us to widely announce our 
the Sierra Club’s slate of endorsed 
political      candidates for office on 
a regular basis. 

 Finally, I wanted to share 
my own recent experience in 
membership renewal with all of 
you.  I recognized from my most 
recent renewal that my member-
ship was as an individual in spite 
of the shared vision my family 
holds with regard to the environ-
ment.  After a brief conversation 
with my wife, we decided the addi-
tional cost of a dual membership 
and was well worth the increased 
political power it represented for 
the Sierra Club.  Within the NYC 
Group, only about 14% of our 
memberships are dual member-
ships.  Were we to fully realize 
dual memberships in the form of 
parent/child, life-partner/spouse or 
other similar relationship where 
they exist we would drastically in-
crease our membership to more 
than half of the Statewide mem-
bership from the existing 1/3 that 
we currently represent.  A similar 
opportunity throughout the State 
would make the Sierra Club the 
single largest membership of any 
environmental body within the 
State and vastly improve our op-
portunities to both staff our initia-
tives and the political muscle to 
succeed.  Sierra Club membership 
also makes a fantastic birthday, 
religious holiday, or secular cele-
bratory gift for friends, family and 
colleagues.  Please consider what 
you can do to help 
grow our member-
ship.  Together we 
will continue to make 
a difference for the 
better. 

By Timothy J.W. Logan 

 I had the good fortune recently to participate in conference call 
for the Club’s National Corporate Accountability Committee as a liason 
from the Club’s National Zero Waste Committee (which I recently 
stepped down from Chairing - but continue to be a member of).  It re-
minded me of a project I had participated in back in the ‘90’s with a gen-
tleman named Sanford Lewis on Corporate Sunshine.  Mr. Lewis was 
working at the time with folks from across the country and was particu-
larly interested in work here in New York City related to solid waste is-
sues.  A couple of the largest waste companies in the country 
(corporations that had histories of settling collusion lawsuits) were 
caught in a hard-nosed campaign from the Environmental Justice com-
munity here in NYC.  Over time the struggle largely took its fight to the 
City to adjust its infrastructure to move away from truck-based waste 
and recyclables movement.  In spite of the major political ties that the 
waste companies had to the politically well connected (like former NYS 
Attorney General Vacco who signed off on an anti-trust agreement to 
allow a merger in his waning days as AG, less then 60 days before as-
suming an executive post with the company).  The grassroots work of 
the EJ movement inspired the environmental community throughout 
NYC to climb on board.  The passage of the City’s New Solid Waste 
Management Plan last year represents a number of significant steps in 
the right direction.  However, the City continues to be pushed and 
pulled by those whose profit interests may be in waste and may soon 
attempt do alter the City’s local recycling law, we will be vigilant in our 
watch.  

 We can all agree that affordable housing, particularly for low-
income individuals and families in NYC is desperately needed.  At the 
same time recognition that global warming is happening and that its 
consequences may already be felt has become indisputable.  As a City 
of islands and a peninsula, it is imperative that these concerns become 
paramount as solutions to our housing shortages are met.  With this in 
mind it is difficult to comprehend the shortcomings of current and 
planned construction projects that are allowed to be built at perform-
ance levels lower than other developments built a decade or more ago 
(i.e. the Conde Nast Building—4 Times Square, built to Gold LEED –
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Development- standards), 
while the Atlantic Yards project in Brooklyn only promises to meet Silver 
LEED Standards a decade later (In Manhattan, the Bank of America 
building under construction across from Bryant Park is working toward 
Platinum LEED standards).  The Sierra Club has long-championed well 
planned, residential development in close proximity to public transporta-
tion.  It’s unfortunate the City and State aren’t LEEDing the way in their 
own building codes and requirements. 

 I wanted to draw your attention to two ongoing notices in the 
City Sierran—”What Matters Most To You?” (p. 5) and “Advertising 
Rates for the City Sierran” (p. 15).  The first form offers you the         
opportunity to volunteer with one or more of our issue committees and 
actively participate in our local campaigns to improve New York City.  
The second offers those of you with businesses interests that directly 
improve our efforts to subsidize the costs associated with developing, 
publishing and mailing our quarterly newsletter while simultaneously 
improving our ability to run direct advocacy campaigns that name 
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By Shannon Stone 
 
 The NYC Council held a hear-
ing January 10th highlighting the find-
ings of the Dept. of Sanitation's 
Waste Characterization Study, con-
ducted over four seasons between 
2004 and 2005.  The study collected 
850 samples of residential waste, 
paper, and metal/glass/plastic collec-
tions and was divided meticulously 
into 91 categories.   By taking a close 
look at what New Yorkers are throw-
ing away, the City can determine how 
well we are recycling and plan for 
future recycling initiatives. 
 
 The City found that 35% of 
the 66,000 tons of material New 
Yorkers throw out weekly is desig-
nated for recycling.  However, New 
Yorkers are currently only recycling 
16-18% of the total waste stream, or 
roughly half of what they could be 
recycling.  This is worrisome for the 
City because it is required by Local 
Law 19 of 1989 to recycle 25% of its 
waste in 2007. 
 
 In working towards its goal, 
the City has an immense job ahead: 
 
 Roughly half of the city’s 
waste is organic (47%) which in-
cludes food (21%), textiles (7%), and 
yard waste (5%) amongst other 
things.  Although food waste makes 
up a whopping 21% of New York 
City’s total waste stream, the City 
has no plans in the foreseeable fu-
ture to have separate collections for 
composting food because of costs, 
difficulty siting facilities, and a lack of 
markets big enough to absorb all of 
it.  The City is encouraging people to 
set up their own personal composting 
equipment. See: http://
www.nyccompost.org/ 
 
 Plastics considered poten-
tially recyclable (resin #4-9) make up 

nearly 11% of the waste stream.  Plastic bags alone make up over 3% 
of NYC’s total waste stream!  The City would like to recycle plastic film 
but again say they cannot find a market for it.  The most environmen-
tally friendly thing is to prevent the use of all the fossil fuels it took to 
make that many plastic bags in the first place—please bring your own 
bags to the supermarket and encourage your friends to do the same!  
The City has committed to testing new sorting equipment before 2009 
and looking for markets to determine the feasibility of recycling plastics 
other than #1 and #2 bottles currently designated recyclable. 
 
 Beyond the possibilities of increasing the number of materials 
designated for recycling, the City could boost its diversion rate of exist-
ing recyclables through education.  For example, the Waste Characteri-
zation Study found that New Yorkers are throwing away 66% of the 
mixed paper they could be recycling!  This mixed paper category in-
cludes the myriad little things that add up—receipts, toothpaste boxes, 
tags, etc. 
 
 The passage of the 20-year Solid Waste Management Plan last 
July established a new Office of Recycling Outreach and Education but 
the current budget only allows for one director and one staff person per 
borough.  While this new office is a very important step in the right di-
rection, the City needs to invest much more in recycling education and 
begin new collections if it hopes to meet its 25% diversion target. 
 
 Without a significant increase in the budget for recycling educa-
tion, The Department of Sanitation is asking for our help through the  
“Apartment Building Recycling Initiative” (ABRI).  Volunteers who want 
to increase recycling in their building can, with the permission of their 
landlord or management, attend a training session with the Department 
of Sanitation and then encourage or train other residents in the building 
how to recycle properly. 
 
 For more information on the ABRI program please visit: http://
www.nyc.gov/html/nycwasteless/html/recycling/recycling_abri.shtml 
 
 The direct website link for the Waste Characterization Study re-
sults is: 
http://www.nyc.gov/html/nycwasteless/html/recycling/
waste_char_study.shtml 
 
 Since it is the time of year that the City Council devises its 
budget, please contact the Speaker of the City Council, Christine 
Quinn, and ask her to increase funding for waste prevention, reuse, and 
recycling education and programs!  You can call her City Hall office at 
212 788 7210 or send an email on the City Council website: 
www.nyccouncil.info. 
 
 For more information, please contact Shannon Stone, Solid 
Waste Committee/Zero Waste Project point person, at 
shstone82@yahoo.com or 917 499 3307. 
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Stepping Up Recycling: 

Recycling Rates Missing Targets, City Seeks Help of Residents 
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What matters most to you? 
The environment of New York City needs your effort.  Below is a list of some of the issues and activities of concern to the Sierra 
Club’s NYC Group.  Please mark up to four of these that most interest you.  Your choices will be sent to the appropriate         
committee chair.  You may send an e-mail with this information to the NYC Group volunteer email address: 

 scvolunteersnycgroup@yahoo.com or mail this coupon, with your name address and email address to:   
 Member Questionnaire, Sierra Club-NYC Group, 40 Exchange Place, Suite 2010, New York, NY 10005. 

Political Committee  ___________  Global Warming Working Group ________________ 

Air Quality    ___________ Biosolids/Combined Sewer Overflow ____________ 

Energy    ___________ Environmental Action Team    ___________ 

Environmental Justice  ___________ Forestry/Good Wood  _________________ 

Hudson River Waterfront/Estuary________ Parks      _________________ 

Photography     ___________ Population     _________________ 

Smoke-Free Indoor Environment ________ Sustainable Consumption   _________________ 

Transportation    ___________ Urban Development  _________________ 

Waterfront Access for EJ Communities ___ Watershed   _________________ 

Wildlife     ___________ Zero Waste Project/ Solid Waste  ___________ 

Atlantic Yards Task Force   ___________ Brooklyn Bridge Park Task Force   ___________ 

_______ I would like to be on the Group listserv to receive City action alerts. 

Name ______________________    Phone ____________________    E-Mail __________________________ 
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Excerpts taken from StreetsBlog 

 CONTESTED STREETS explores the history and culture of New York City streets from pre-automobile times 
to the present. This examination allows for an understanding of how the city - though the most well served by mass 
transit in the United States - has slowly relinquished what was a rich, multi-dimensional conception of the street as 
public space to a mindset that prioritizes the rapid movement of cars and trucks over 
all other functions. 

 Central to the story is a comparison of New York to what is experienced in 
London, Paris and Copenhagen. Interviews and footage shot in these cities show-
case how limiting automobile use in recent years has improved air quality, minimized 
noise pollution and enriched commercial, recreational and community interaction. 
London's congestion pricing scheme, Paris' BRT (bus rapid transit) and Copenha-
gen's bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure are all examined in depth. New York City, 
though to many the most vibrant and dynamic city on Earth, still has lessons to learn 
from Old Europe.  

StreetsBlog: Were you interested in urban transportation and land use issues before 
you started working on this film? 
 
Stefan Schaefer: I live in Brooklyn on a street where there’s lots of traffic and I had a 
child recently, so it has become much more front and center in my awareness.  
 
SB: Which street do you live on? 
 
SS: … right around the corner from where the big Atlantic Yards development may 
be built. We get a lot of the spillover traffic from Atlantic and Flatbush Avenues and our block probably has over one 

Stefan Schaefer, Director, Producer 
& Editor of Contested Streets 

Contested Streets—         
 Checking out the World’s Alternatives to Putting Vehicular Traffic First. 

Imagine. 

Imagine a better world. 

Imagine having the opportunity to change the world in your everyday life by investing in the paradigm shift 
needed to fight Global Warming. 

Imagine utilizing a Real Estate professional to do it. 

I’d like to help you make that happen. 

I’ll give you a free energy audit and a year’s membership in the Sierra Club for each Real Estate closing you 
conduct through me. 

I’ll help you utilize that energy audit to develop a financing plan that incorporates the high-performance/green 
building development or upgrades you choose and help you find the appropriate vendors to complete your 
work. 

When you’re ready to buy or sell Real Estate and you want to change the world by investing in the future, call me. 

             Thanks, 

 Timothy 

 Timothy J.W. Logan     
 Licensed Realtor 
  
 ERA Top Service Realty, Inc. 
 718-623-5800 ext. 407 
 194 Flatbush Avenue 
 Brooklyn, NY 11217  
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hundred kids on it. Three times a summer we have a street closing and 
you see all these people and meet your neighbors. It’s this huge exhale 
and a chance to get to know your neighbors. The rest of the time we’re 
all living in our backyards.  
 
SB: Why is your street closed three times during the summer? 
 
SS: I think that all blocks have the right to have a certain number of 
block parties so we always choose Saturday, which is the most busy 
traffic day for us. It’s great. Our block party is actually featured in the 
film, at the end.  
 
SB: Oh, yeah, I got a little weepy during that part.  
 
SS: I do too! It’s very emotional for me. Doing this film has really politi-
cized me around this issue. Like many New Yorkers I felt a certain resig-
nation, like, this is it. This is the urban experience. It’s loud, it’s polluted. I 
love so many other aspects of the city but there is often this feeling that 
the experience on the street is the way it is and there’s not much we can 
do. Then I had the good fortune to examine these other cities and see 
that they are doing things that we could be doing too.   
 
SB: What was your favorite city? 
 
SS: Copenhagen is, in some ways, the Utopia. They’ve been working on 
it for forty years. You go there and see the end-product of all that hard 
work, the incredible pedestrianized spaces and one-third of the people 
commuting to work on their bikes. It’s quiet and calm. But I also feel like 
it is the farthest from New York. It’s not the same scale. It doesn’t have 
the same density. I was surprised also by Paris. I was expecting it to be 
closer to New York because they are still just beginning the process. 
Just in the last couple of years they’ve made major improvements, 
changing over thirty of their major arteries to bus rapid transit and bike 
ways.  
 
SB: If you could take one idea that you saw and instantly bring it to New 
York, which would it be? 
 
SS: Congestion pricing would be great for New York. In London they 
tried it and it made a big difference.  

SB: What has been the reaction to the film?  
 
SS: The people who are already thinking about this feel like it makes a 
great case. It’s visual and it’s not malletting people over the head. As for 
“normal” people who watch it, I have a friend, a corporate guy, and he 
said he almost got teary-eyed watching Copenhangen. It really hits peo-
ple when they see what is possible. They have a visceral reaction to it 
because we all have stories about almost getting hit by a truck, or get-
ting in a fistfight with a cabby, or worrying that our kid is going to get run 
over. 

SB: What are the plans for the film and its distribution? 
 
SS: The holy grail is WNET, public television in New York. We’re hitting 
them from multiple levels. Hopefully they’ll take it. We got an offer from a 
DVD distribution house that would build-out a whole curriculum for 

schools and colleges. Transportation 
Alternatives has already lined up some-
thing like thirty living room screenings in 
the next month or so. There are a lot of 
people who want to watch it and share it 
with their friends.  

 Our Sierra Club-NYC Group 
held one of the Contested Streets 
screenings for our November 2006 
General Meeting—Not surprisingly the 
screening drew a packed house.  It’s 
become increasingly clear that our local 
government is somewhat non-
responsive to concerns related to con-
gestion and transportation alternatives 
to motorized vehicular traffic in all parts 
of NYC.  

 Even as the NYC Dept. of 
Transportation announces increasing 
miles of bicycle routes, what they fail to 
mention is that the bike lanes amount to 
little more than additional paint on our 
streets.  These bike lanes are all too 
often unprotected lanes added to 
streets. 

 Add to these failures by the Ad-
ministration City Council Speaker Chris-
tine Quinn’s recent amendment to pro-
posed local legislation that caps pedi-
cabs in NYC at 300 and it’s clear there’s 
a disconnect from the powers that be 
and reality.  Prior to the Speaker’s 
amendment over 450 pedicabs were 
actively working within NYC.  The 
Speaker’s amendment puts over 1/3 of 
the City’s existing pedicab cyclists out of 
work.  The move appears to have been 
initiated at the behest of taxi drivers and 
moves us away from zero emission sur-
face transportation. 

 In a City that talks a good game 
about sustainability, it appears we’ve 
got a long, long way to go.  It’s time the 
Administration and the City Council 
takes a look at the opportunities that our 
local membership has seen through the 
lens of Contested Streets.  The docu-
mentary provides us with so very many 
models to consider, options that could 
be immediately implemented throughout 
our City.  Given NYC’s perennial failure 
to meet federal air quality standards its 
virtually inconceivable that more hasn’t 
been done to address the mobile source 
emissions of vehicular traffic locally.   
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ties of color.  It was their air quality 
that suffered in exchange for more 
“efficient” cuts in pollution elsewhere.  
[Need more specific EJ material 
here.]   
 
 Carbon credits are being gen-
erated almost exclusively by local 
environmental offenders, while com-
munities preserving local forests or 
defending their lands against oil ex-
ploitation or coal-fired power plants 
are being ignored.  It is big polluters, 
after all, who tend to be in the best 
position to hire carbon consultants, 
liaise with officials, and pay money to 
get projects registered with the UN 
carbon market.  In Brazil, locals are 
outraged against a land-grabbing 
plantation and pig iron firm that tried 
to peddle credits on the ground that 
without the carbon money it would 
have to replace its charcoal fuel with 
mineral coal.  In India, the notoriously 
polluting, water-guzzling sponge iron 
industry of Chhatisgarh was among 
the first to try to sell carbon credits 
for being ‘green’.  Worldwide, many 
communities interviewed had no idea 
that their local corporate bad citizens 
were getting extra cash from the car-
bon market – but were not happy to 
hear it.  
 
Pollution trading has resulted in 
less ambitious targets than 
straightforward regulation  
 
 Furthermore, the achieve-
ment, modest though it was, was 
small in absolute terms.  The SO2 
program is expected to cut SO2 
emissions by only about 35 percent 
by its 20th anniversary in 2010.  In 
contrast, Germany cut power plant 
emissions by 90 percent from the first 
proposal in 1992 to completion of its 
program in 1998—all without trading. 
 
 Emissions trading arguably 
slowed down pollution reductions in 

the RECLAIM program in Southern California and in the phase-out of 
lead in gasoline nationwide. The US required 23 years to eliminate 
leaded gasoline through a trading program, a task that took China 
three and Japan 10, without trading. 
 
 Carbon emissions under trading cannot be effectively monitored 

 
 Sulphur dioxide is now a relatively easy substance to monitor in 
real time from Washington and is emitted by relatively few installations. 
No such technology is currently available for carbon dioxide. The sys-
tem could not be enforced. Hence unless the technologies become 
available, it will be not only more effective but also more efficient to 
rely on conventional regulation, public works, subsidy shifting, taxation, 
and so on. Investing in cap and trade – which requires enormous hu-
man and physical infrastructure – would divert resources away from 
these more effective strategies. It also gives the illusion that other in-
centives can be safely dispensed with. Indeed, this is already happen-
ing in countries such as Sweden, which is moving toward setting aside 
effective carbon taxes on the ground that emissions trading has now 
arrived. 
 

Trading provides no incentives for clean energy 
 
 No empirical evidence exists that current greenhouse gas trad-
ing programs are functioning as transitional solutions on the way to a 
fossil carbon-free future.  In fact, all of the available evidence suggests 
the contrary.  Under the EU ETS, some of the worst greenhouse of-
fenders, like Germany’s RWE, have garnered hundreds of millions of 
pounds in windfall profits for pursuing business as usual, while ordi-
nary citizens suffer higher electricity prices and developers of renew-
able energy go begging.  By now, even many big businesses in 
Europe are calling for the kind of long-term regulatory targets that cap 
and trade has so far shown no sign of providing. 
 
 Rather than giving environmentally superior technologies such 
as solar and wind a leg up in the global market, emissions trading may 
actually lock in fossil fuel technologies, particularly in fast-developing 
regions of the global South, because of all of the incentives and subsi-
dies to build these plants. 
  
 Cap and trade does not provide good incentives of the type re-
quired for the global warming problem. As Margaret Taylor of the Uni-
versity of California and her colleagues have found, sulphur dioxide 
trading failed to induce technological innovation “as compared with the 
effects of traditional environmental policy approaches”. Similarly, Tony 
Ward of Ernst & Young stated flatly in 2006 that the EU Emissions 
Trading Scheme “has not encouraged meaningful investment in car-
bon-reducing technologies”. Partly because it treats all one-tonne cuts 
as the same no matter how they are made or what they might lead to, 
and results in the cheapest cuts being made first, cap and trade would 

Cap Yes,Trade No!  (Continued from page 1)    
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delay progress in dealing with global warming.  
 
The time and expense to set up the system is burdensome and not 
equivalent to the climate crisis 
 
 Cap-and-trade systems are devilishly complex and will take 
years to develop and implement.  Key issues must be addressed intel-
lectually and resolved politically; the proper level of the cap, timing, al-
lowance allocations, certification procedures, standards for use of off-
sets, penalties, regional conflicts, the inevitable requests for exceptions 
by affected parties and a myriad of other complex issues must all be re-
solved before cap-and-trade systems can be implemented.  During this 
time, polluters will continue to emit carbon with no cost consequences.  
Yet we are running out of time: We need a political solution that will 
move the United States and the rest of the world down a road, quickly 
and effectively, and cap and trade is not that road. 
 

Perverse Incentives are Benefiting the Polluters to Continue with 
Business as Usual 
 
 The protracted negotiations necessary to implement a cap-and-
trade system will provide constant opportunities for the fossil fuel indus-
try and other invested parties to shape a system that maximizes their 
financial self-interests as opposed to an economically efficient system 
that maximizes societal well-being.  
 
 If allowances are allocated based on some type of baseline re-
flecting past pollution (which has been the practice with NOx and SO2 
trading programs), rather than being auctioned, polluters will have per-
verse incentives to maximize emissions before the cap-and-trade sys-
tem goes into effect in order to "earn" those pollution rights.  (The volun-
tary cap-and-trade system currently operating has already been criti-
cized for questionable offsets that have produced huge profits but little 
environmental benefit.  See Outsize Profits, and Questions, in Effort to 
Cut Warming Gases, New York Times, Dec. 21, 2006.) 
 
 Perverse incentives are also pushing HCFC manufacturers to 
produce more ozone-destroying and global warming chemicals in order 
to profit from their destruction.  Similar incentives are being offered to 
coal-fired power companies in the South: what was once viewed as a 
liability, fly ash from burning coal, is now an asset, under the carbon 
market: fly ash bricks qualify for carbon credits under a World Bank 
scheme. 
 

Regressive Impacts of Cap and Trade are Substantial 
 
 The costs of cap-and-trade systems, both implementation and 
the costs incurred as more expensive technologies replace older and 
less expensive coal-fired combustion, are far more likely to be imposed 
upon consumers with less possibility of rebating or tax-shifting.  More-
over, because cap-and-trade relies on market participants to determine 
a fair price for carbon allowances on an ongoing basis, it could easily 

devolve into a self-perpetuating 
province of lawyers, economists, 
lobbyists and other market partici-
pants bent on maximizing their 
profits on each cap-and-trade 
transaction.  The dollars that will be 
funneled into making the market 
work could be better spent reduc-
ing regressive taxes, protecting 
poorer households and/or helping 
consumers use less energy. 
 
  By allowing the worst pol-
luters to secure huge blocks of pol-
lution rights - and buy still more 
rights from abroad - carbon trading 
encourages inaction and blocks 
innovation.  In addition, the meas-
urements of emissions and carbon 
'offsets' that are needed can't be 
made, and global enforcement is 
impossible.  Carbon trading im-
pedes public discussion, and 
harms communities - mostly in the 
South - where industry is setting up 
carbon 'offset' projects to license its 
own continued pollution.  
Preventing catastrophic climate 
change requires an ambitious ap-
proach – one that can achieve a 
wholesale shift away from depend-
ence on fossil fuels. Scientists 
agree that the flow of coal, oil and 
gas from below ground into the air, 
oceans, and biosphere must be 
halted soon. Most remaining fossil 
fuels must be left in the ground. As 
biologist Tim Flannery explains, 
“There is so much carbon buried in 
the world’s coal seams [alone] that, 
should it find its way back to the 
surface, it would make the planet 
hostile to life as we know it.” Pre-
venting that from happening 
 cannot be achieved without large 
structural change in the way we 
use energy – changes that must 
start now if the necessary ground-
work is to be laid. Structural 
change requires investments aimed 
at the long term, shifts in subsidies, 
appropriate public works and other 

Continued on page 15 → 
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Spring Sierra Club-NYC Group General Meetings 
 

FEBRUARY 
 
MEET THE ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITTEE VOLUNTEERS 
 

Friday, February 23, 2007, 7:00 PM 
at the Judson Hall Memorial Church, 55 Washington Square south at Thompson 
Street ( side entrance) . Social Night, Wine and Cheese Party 
Discuss, Meet, and Plan our Actions. Bring your ideas and friends, leave with coordi-
nated concepts. Contact: our NYC Group Conservation Chair Diane Buxbaum      
(718) 855-2399 or dbuxbaum@earthlink.net 
 

MARCH 
 
“An Inconvenient Truth”  ( Nominated for an Academy Award) 
 

 Thursday, March 22, 6:30pm   

at the Council Senior Center, 241 West 72nd St. between Broadway and West End 
Avenue.  Yet another chance to hear Al Gore speak about global warming issues. Re-
freshments served.  
  

APRIL 
 
Brooklyn Matters/Atlantic Yards:  
Next Steps and Documentary Screening  
 

Friday, April 27th  
at the Judson Hall Memorial Church, 55 Washington Square south at Thompson 
Street ( side entrance) . Social Night, Wine and Cheese Party 
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By Lucy Koteen 

 In the waning days of Pataki’s Admini-
stration, our former Governor, current Assem-
bly Speaker Sheldon Silver and current State 
Senate Majority Leader Joseph Bruno spent 
a minimal amount of time unanimously ap-
proved the Atlantic Yards Project develop-
ment.  The largest development ever under-
taken by a single developer within New York 
City since its inception.  In addition to the 8 
acres of land that makes up the Vanderbilt 
Rail Yards around which the Project is 
planned, an additional 14 acres are planned 
for development.  The 14 additional acres are 
currently owned by a mix of private own-
ers, NYC (our streets and sidewalks that 
the developer plans to remove from public 
use), and a smattering of properties 
owned by the developer directly. 

 At the moment, Forest City Ratner 
Corporation (the Developer) is embroiled in at 
least two eminent domain lawsuits, one in 
State and one in Federal Court to address 
planned takings by the government on behalf 
of the Developer.  Under the most recent 
Federal ruling on eminent domain for the ex-
press purposes of economic development, 
the US Supreme Court ruled to allow the use 
of eminent domain, but in a clearly worded 
concurring opinion by Justice Kennedy made 
it clear that such use would not be appropri-
ate in the case of a single developer being 
the sole financial benefactor of the takings.  
As constitutionally important as those cases 
remain they didn’t speak to the heart of the 
shortcomings that the Sierra Club has seen 
with the development to date.   

 The Sierra Club did participate 
through an amicus brief in the argument over 
the conflict of interest held by the Developer’s 
attorney shifting positions from in house attor-
ney to agency attorney for oversight of the 
same development in a seamless arrange-
ment all paid for by the developer.  The trial 
judge did find in favor of our pleadings, but 
was later overturned by the State’s Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court. 

 Finally the Sierra Club will be getting 
its day in court as we file a challenge to the 
shortcomings of the Environmental Impact 

Sierra Club-Atlantic Chapter Chair Ken Baer addresses the media as he raises the 
Club’s concerns over the Empire State Development Corp.’s failure to protect the 
public’s interest in its review of the Atlantic Yards Project’s Environmental Impact 
Study—In addition to numerous shortcomings of the study, it also acknowledges 
failures to mitigate numerous congestion issues in the Downtown Brooklyn area. 

Statement and all subsequent decisions made which have relied 
upon said flawed document.  The crux of the matter for the Sierra 
Club is not about whether dense residential development is planned 
for this site (which may be appropriate), but rather the numerous 
concerns related to the unmitigatable impacts of the development 
set forth within the Environmental Impact Study.  Within NYC, a re-
current non-attainment area for Federal Clean Air Requirements, 
the development of unmitigatable increases in congestion without 
alternative localized offsets or even the highest of Green Building 
plans being currently utilized within the City is unacceptable.  As 
recently reported, Bank of America and the Durst Organization are 
currently building One Bryant Park, a building which is expected to 
be Platinum LEED certified (Leadership in Environmental and En-
ergy Design) skyscraper.  The 2.1 million square-foot building al-
ready under construction is expected to open in 2008.  Meanwhile 
in Brooklyn where the Atlantic Yards continue to be litigated, prom-
ises without binding agreements have only suggested that the Pro-
ject will meet Silver LEED certification lagging behind the market for 
large-scale development in NYC.  Continued questions related to 
the use of a drought year as the base measurement for stormwater 
and an existing Federal Consent Order related to excessive nitro-
gen outfall into the harbor suggest that proposed wastewater and 
stormwater holding and treatment will be inadequate to address the 
needs already forecast for the plan.  Finally, the Sierra Club has a 
consistent record of concerns related to poorly planned projects that 
fail public transparency tests like the plan at hand.  The idea that a 
public authority with ongoing financial concerns would be selling 
property at well below the appraised value and even at below alter-
native bids threatens the welfare of our public transportation system 
here in NYC.   

 With all of these things in mind it became clear at the Local, 

If the State won’t protect us— 
 We’ll See You In Court! 
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Depiction taken from Develop Don’t Destroy Brooklyn’s web-based materials and may be see online in fully colorized version. 

The depiction intends to show that three things—1) that the MTA’s Vanderbilt Rail Yard represents just over 1/3 of the property and is 
public property being given away at well under its officially appraised value and the alternative offer made by the Extell Corporation; 
2) that the taking of City Streets to create mega-blocks represents an area similar to the portion of open space “created” within the 
development and that the open space will serve primarily as a semi-private courtyard for the residential development; 3) that the    

Developer actually owns less than 1/3 of the land planned for development currently. 

State and National levels of leadership within the Sierra Club that litigation was called for and that the Sierra Club 
should throw its hat into the ring as a co-petitioner in the challenge of the Atlantic Yards’ Project’s EIS.  The Sierra 
Club recognizes that if the State is unwilling to protect us, we will have to seek protection through the forums pro-
vided to us within our Court System.  In spite of news reports to the contrary that the development is immanent the 
Sierra Club is here to say,  

“We’ll see you in Court!” 
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Roosevelt Island Tidal Energy Project 

By Edgar Freud 
 
 The first water turbine belonging 
to the Roosevelt Island, NY Tidal En-
ergy Project is providing electrical 
power to the Gristede’s super market 
and the parking garage.  An additional 
five generators near the Roosevelt Is-
land Bridge will be installed in February 
2007, before the spring fish migration. 
 
 This innovative project is a posi-
tive idea which has good promise of 
providing electrical energy without 
negatively affecting our environment.  
Using tidal motion to generate electricity 
avoids massive dam construction or 
blockage to the aquatic creatures.  It 
has great potential throughout the 
world. 
 
 The first turbine was installed on 
December 11, 2006.  It will be followed 
by the benthic habitant studies which 
require 18 month technology tests.  The 
tests are to ascertain the effects on the 
resident and migratory fish, cormorants, 
gulls, and the infrequently observed tur-
tles and seals.  Fish sonar and acousti-
cal monitors are installed and operating.  
Boat surveys of the fish and wildlife 
have been conducted for three years in 

order to receive NY State Department of Environmental Conser-
vation temporary permits, Coast Guard permits, Army Corps of 
Engineers’ permits, a temporary license from the Federal Elec-
tric Power Authority, and power connection protocol acceptance 
from ConEdison and First Capital-Keyspan. 
 
 The generators are mounted on the rocky bottom, adja-
cent to the shore, avoiding the shipping channels, even though 
the faster river flow is found in deeper water.  Turbine blades 
are 15 feet overall and require a 30 foot channel depth.  In gen-
eral, the tidal flow rates in the East River are about 2 meters per 
second.  This provides good turbine performance. 
 
 Verdant Power has applied for a federal license to oper-
ate a field of water turbines in the East River along the east 
channel shoreline from the southern tip of Roosevelt Island to 
Astoria.  The long term proposal is to install four hundred and 
ninety four 21 kilowatt generators capable of providing 10 Mega-
watts, enough electric power for 1,000 apartments. 
 
 There are about 200 stakeholders involved in harnessing 
this power source.  Stakeholder meetings are held for Roosevelt 
Island residents, fishermen, tugboat operators, and recreational 
boatman.  Sierra Club is a recognized stakeholder.  The third 
study kickoff meeting was held on January 4, 2007.  About 50 
people attended in the community room of the Roosevelt Island 
Development Corporation. 
 
 Further information is in FERC project numbers 12178 
and 12611 which are on the FERC website www.ferc.gov, and 
on the Verdant Power website www.verdantpower.com. 

Urban Development-  
By Olive Freud 

 Many of us are troubled by the seemingly endless plans for mega-development in our communities.  
We seem to be losing our share of sun, sky, open space, and movability.  That is probably why there were 
such a robust number of replies to our recent questionnaire on the maximum height of buildings that ap-
peared in the last two issues of City Sierran. 
 
 Over 90% of the responses favored limitations to building heights, with the most commonly preferred 
limits being 25 stories (250 feet) and 40 stories (400 feet).  As a result, the NYC Group Executive Committee 
passed the following resolution: 
 
 “Excessively tall buildings create hazards for firefighters and raise other concerns such as shadows on 
adjoining neighborhoods.  In addition, tall buildings are frequently proposed for areas already suffering from 
congestion.  Unless there are exceptional circumstances, new construction of buildings taller than 40 stories 
should not be allowed in New York City.  In many parts of the City, contextual consideration would mean that 
the actual height should even be lower.” 
 
 The time has come for thoughtful development in a sustainable fashion.  Height is only one of the pa-
rameters our Urban Development Committee must consider.   
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United Federation of Teachers 
52 Broadway, New York City 

elements of a sound energy policy. Cap and trade, with its narrow focus on nu-
merical targets and lack of understanding of how social and technological shifts 

are achieved, is not an effective way of achieving the changes required by global warming.  
 
 The Sierra Club’s long-standing policy of opposition to pollution trading has been a sound one, and regard-
less of the political consequences, the Sierra Club should stand both with the communities most effected by pollution 
trading globally and stand for a more sound, effective policy, and maintain its opposition to pollution trading. 

Continued from page 9 

New York Aquarium “ Behind-the-Scenes” tour – Sat-
urday, March 31 – Meet at aquarium entrance at 10am 
sharp for a 2-1/2 hour tour led by marine educator Bob 
Cummings. See sea otters, penguins, sharks, walrus, sea 
turtles, local & tropical fishes. Cost: $20 ( kids $10). To 
reserve, call (718) 318-9344. 
 
NYC SIERRA EARTH DAY event – Sunday, April 22 – 
Plumb Beach Restoration Cleanup & Planting, Ja-
maica Bay. Meet at the Plumb Beach parking lot on the 
Belt Parkway near Knapp St ( Exit 9).  Carpooling avail-
able. With help from National Park Service, NYCDEP, 
American Littoral Society, NYC Audubon and many other 
groups we expect to remove several tons of timbers and 
floatable debris from the entire site as well as plant over 
100 beach plumb, shadbush and other shrub species, plus 
several hundred culms of beachgrass. (This project will 
continue through April 27). For info, call Don Riepe (718) 
318-9344. Groups welcome. 
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NYC GROUP -  GENERAL MEETINGS Spring 2007 Calendar 
FEBRUARY 
 Meet The Environmental Committee 
 Volunteers 

  Friday, February 23, 7:00pm  at the 
 Judson Hall Memorial Church,  
 55 Washington Square S. at Thompson St. 
 (side entrance).  Social Night, Wine and 
 Cheese Party Discuss, Meet, and Plan our 
 Actions.  Bring your ideas and friends, 
 leave with coordinated concepts.  Contact: 
 Diane Buxbaum 718-855-2399 or  
 dbuxbaum@earthlink.net  

 

MARCH 

 “An Inconvenient Truth”  ( Nominated 
 for an  Academy Award) 

  Thursday, March 22, 6:30pm  at the 
 Council Senior Center, 241 West 72nd St.  

 Another opportunity to commune with 
 fellow Sierrans while listening to Al Gore 
 speak  about global warming issues. 
 Refreshments served.  

APRIL                                                                        

 Brooklyn Matters/Atlantic Yards:  

 Next Steps and Documentary Screening  

 Friday, April 27th 6:30 pm at Judson Hall 
 Memorial Church    

 Refreshments served. 

MAY                                                                        

 Jamaica Bay: An Urban National Park in      
 Distress  

 Friday, May 18th 6:30 pm at Judson Hall 
 Memorial Church    

 Refreshments served. 

JUNE                                                                        

 World Population and the Environment : 
 Dr. William Schlesinger, Dean of the Nicholas 
 School of Environmental Studies at Duke U.  

 Friday, June 15th at Judson Hall Memorial 
 Church      

 Refreshments served. 

Monthly the 2nd Thursday of each month 6:30-8:30 pm 
The NYC Group Executive Committee holds a public meeting at 40 Exchange Place, Suite 2010, NY, NY 10005  

 

SAVE THE DATE 
Sierra Club / Northeast Regional Committee (NERC) Cool Cities Training 
June 1 - 3, 2007 
Hulbert Outdoor Educational Center, a lovely setting in Fairlee, VT  

For inquiries, contact: mary.anne.jaffe@sierraclub.org, 518-587-9166       
 http://www.sierraclub.org/rcc/northeast/index.asp   Additional announcements on Page 15 
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