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Status of “"Greenhouse Gas”
[DOCUMENLS

New: York State Energy: Plamn — adopted by
Energy: Planningl Beard, Juner 2002

Recommendations terGevernor Pataki for
Reducingl New: York State Greenhoeuse Gas
Emissions (in collaboration with the New
York Greenhouse Gas lask Ferce) —
delivered to Governor's Ofifice, April 2003



NY: State; Energy: Plan

BIUeprint ter Infiorm Eneray’ decision making
Providesibroad! statewide energy. policy. direction
Considers:

transpertation

ERVIFGRAMERL

energy.

economic develepment:



NY: State; Energy: Plan

~ 65 Fecommendations

50 directly or indirectly: related to
transportation



Recommendations

Commit to al statewide goal of reducing
dgreenhouse gasi emissions; 5% below: 1990 levels
py: 2010, andF10%: below: 1990 levels by 2020

ihe State adepts the goal off reducing statewide
energy. use in 201010 a level that 1s 25% below.
1990 energy: Use per unit off Gress State Product.
In addition, the State adepts the goal of
INCreasing| the share off renewable energy: as a
PErcentage off primary. energy: use; 50%: by 2020.



Recommendations

Working with: regional and lecalf planning
Organizations, analyze and guantifiy, the
energy. tse and airpollution emissions
expected tor result firom! transportation plamns
and pregrams

Incluae in therState transpoertation: planning
and State Environmental Quality’ Review: Act
(SEQRA) related processes, consideration of
€O, productionand mitigation strategies,as
appropriate




Recommendations

Redirect transportation filnding toward
energy-efficient transportation: alternatives,
iINcltiding public transpostation, Walking, and
bicycling, and previde; Incentives to
encourage; greater Use of related alternatives
that iImproeyve! transportation: efficiency:

llarget open space ftnding te prevent
suburbani sprawl, promete Quality
Communities, reduce vehicle miles traveled,
and support, adept, and enhance
transportation measures that reduce energy:
Use and pollutant emissions



Recommendations

SUppert;, adopt, and enhance
transportation meastres that reduce
energy: tise and pollttant emissions; such
as Commuter Choice, Ozone Action; Days,
diesellvenicle retrofits, Impreved traffic
signal ceordination WithHlight emitting
diode; replacement technology,
transportation system management, and
other similar actions



Implementation: ofi
Recommendations

Consistent appreachl with air guality, €05
andl eneray: analysis

Consistent appreach Withr confermity

determinations in' non-attainment: areas

ldentification: off projects
Relationship: tor NYS coniormity: regulation
Regionally’ significant: transportation| pProjects




Objective

Consider the energy’ and greennouse
das! Impacts of transpertation actions

ASSess andl compare the energy:anad
dreenhouse das Impacts due torthe

Implementation: off projects; listed in

[IPs and Longl Range Plans



Determining the Need for
Analysis

Based! on all regionally’ significant projects
isted TIPsfand Plans

s Highway/Roadway: Prejects:
s [rafific;Signalization: Prejects
s [ransit/Rall Projects

a Other

(priojects identified as regionally signiticant: are to
pe follewed up at the proejects stage with'a
project-level energy: analysis)




Analysisi Guidelines

Assumptions and: Inputs

s Should be consistent with most Up-to-adate
operational infermations relevant te the
REtwerk beinglanalyzed

s [ravelldemand modell networks should be
updated to include all'regionally significant
Projects

s WWhere travel demand model not available,
project-level analysis shouldl be performed




Analysisi Guidelines

Pirect and Indirect Energy: Calculations for
= No Action; Scenario
a [[IP/Plan Scenario



Roeadway: liransportation
Projects

Direct Energy.— The energy: consumed: by
the vehicles using the:fiacility.

Indirect Energy.— All energy. inputs toe the
constrtction) operation, andmaintenance

Off a system



E ]

Preliminary

Not ga/gcd

Model based of project based, depending
on MPO©

For 2025 analysisiyear

Some; MPOs did additionalianalysis years
Confidence in trend, not absolute numBbEers
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GBNRTC Results

Direct Eneragy Reduction:
36 X 10° BTUs
(19.23%)

GREATER BUFFALO-NAGARA

T R0M RUSOTIONCIIO! | Gremnouse Gas Reduction

(19.26%)

Model based



GTC Results

Direct Eneragy Reduction:
0.025X10° BTUs
(0.02%)

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:
1 ton
(0.03%)

Model based



SMTC Results

Direct Eneragy Reduction:
-1.07X10° BTUSs
(-1.05%)

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:
21 tons
(1.13%)

Model based




ITCTC Results

Direct Eneragy Reduction:
0.198X10° BTUs
(1.81%)

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:
15 tons
(1.90%)

Model based



ECTC Results

Direct Eneragy Reduction:
172X10° BT Us
(11.75%)

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:

AP i ab il 3612 tons

(11.70%)

Preject based



HOCTS Results

Direct Eneragy Reduction:
NA

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:
0.01 tens
(1.79%)

Preject based



CDTC Results

Direct Eneragy Reductions:
5228X10° BliUs
(11.89%)

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:
111,521 tons
(11.89%)

Model based




PDCTC Results

Direct Energy: Reduction:
1.086X10° BiiUs
(2.55%)

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:
23 tons
(2.54%)

Model based



OCTC Results

Direct Energy: Results:
0.152X10° BTUs
(0.13%)

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:
3 tons

(0.12%)

Model based




NYMTC Results

MPQ
[ NYMTE
[ HocTe

Direct Eneragy Reduction:
6.555X10° BTUs
(0.57%)

Greenhouse Gas Reduction:
906 tons
(1.01%)

Model based



Results to come

m A/GETC
m BMTIS

m UCHIC



Statewide results

Direct energy: reduction:
5443X10° BliUs
(11.53%)

Greenhouse Gas Readuction:
116,883 tons
(10.90%)




MPQO Reaction

Both positive and negative
Integrated policy: direction from DO

FIPs and Plans canionly: affect small
PErcentage of energy’ amnd emissions

State needs to be leader in greenhouse
dasi reductions

Guidance, guidance, guidance




MPQO Reaction

[Force for positive change

Will' direct focus te energy: Use and greennouse
das EMmissIOns

[Fal-reachingl policy: objectives

PrOMOLES awWaleness of ISSUES

REcognizes) role off transportation

Promotes ongoing ride-sharing/ DM activities

Supporitsiinnevative project alternative; selection
decisionmaking




Eor more: iInformation on the
New: York State Energy: Plan:

Energy. Infermation)
energy. state. plan.asp



