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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: Richard A. Luthmann  

 

Campaign Manager: Robert J. Castro (347) 680-0810 

 

Press Secretary: David Martin (646) 483-5898 
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Campaign Address: 1811 Victory Boulevard 

 Staten Island, NY 10314 

 

Campaign Phone: (718) 530-1444 

 

Campaign e-mail: rluthmann@luthmannfirm.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? 

A:  Some say that a move to divest Pension Fund money from fossil fuels is a risky 

investment strategy.   I say that not executing upon a complete divestment plan is the 

risky move.   The vast majority of fossil fuel assets are owned by 200 publicly traded 

companies.  Eventually, these companies will burn through their entire reserves.  And 

when that day comes, the value in these companies will plummet.  By divesting from the 

200 largest fossil fuel companies, we can eliminate the risk to our own financial future.  

We must act before the carbon bubble bursts and send the signal to the market that 

such investments are risky. 

 

 

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. 

A: I believe that NYC should execute upon a plan to divest from fossil fuel companies 

for the reasons stated above. 
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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.)?  

A:  I will address three important sectors- Energy, Brownfields and Transportation. 

Energy – Hurricane Sandy showed that Staten Island was effectively cut off from the 

rest of the City, State and Nation at the height of the weather event and effectively and 

commercially for several weeks thereafter.  We must use green energy resources to 

allow Staten Island to remain self-sustaining and energy independent.  The grass and 

woodchips that are the feedstock of cogeneration are abundant after a storm event can 

be harnessed by the creation of a facility that can produce fuel for emergency response 

and can be available to sustain the local economy in times of emergency.  The Fresh 

Kills facility was closed in 2001 in a bi-partisan effort, led in large part by the great Eric 

Vitaliano.  Since then, more proactive steps should have been taken to develop green 

energy resources including solar, wind and hydroelectric power within the facility and in 

coordination with parkland redevelopment plan.  To ensure that future Staten Islanders 

have access to clean, affordable and reliable power, we must encourage public-private 

partnerships to reduce direct costs while capitalizing on best available practices.    

Brownfields – They represent important opportunities to meet responsible development 

needs, especially here on Staten Island.  As an attorney, I well know that the cleanup 

and responsible redevelopment of these sites can be complicated by uncertainty of 

legal obligations and difficulty in financing.   While existing environmental laws should 

be properly enforced, we have large developable footprints on our Island, especially the 

West Shore, which can benefit from responsible development.  We must balance our 

desire to commit all property owners to the public policy ideals embraced by New York’s 

forward-looking environmental laws with Staten Island’s practical need for a reasonable 

cost of entry and risk for those who would make firm commitments to remediate and 

responsibly develop land for economic development purposes.  I will further decrease 

environmental risk to lenders and owners with new insurance products and stronger 

legal protections, and increase the incentives available to Brownfield projects, so long 

as developers remain committed to advancing our shared environmental goals. 

Transportation - To support a vibrant economy now and for the future, we must 

demonstrate a commitment and maintain and expand our transportation assets.  Traffic 

and the related emissions can be reduced by a truly integrated Island public 

transportation grid.  This plan would begin with the immediate implementation of the 

North Shore light rail transportation alternative with an eye towards the completion of 

that project.  Additionally, we must build a South Avenue Transportation Center that will 

effectively connect the Island’s local and New Jersey-transversant express bus routes 

with the Light Rail.  Moreover, we must invest in our future through transportation 

projects and use green building materials.    
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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? 

A: Until every drop iota of methane is extracted from Fresh Kills and all of the other 

available and abundant green energy resources are developed on Staten Island, 

fracking should not enter the energy conversation.  Make no mistake about it, fracking is 

a dangerous process that we cannot permit.  Volumes of toxic, radioactive, and caustic 

liquid waste by-products pose storage, treatment, and disposal problems.  Regular 

operations, as well as accidents, can adversely impact the environment and public 

health.  Well casings that are intended to prevent methane and toxic liquids from 

contaminating groundwater are prone to failure. Studies have shown that 6-7% of well 

casings fail immediately, while 50% fail after 30 years.  We cannot tolerate this risk 

when other safe, green forms of energy are available. 

 

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? 

A:  Especially after Sandy, projects like the LNG port should be immediately halted until 

we have a comprehensive shoreline defense plan in place.  We must dovetail the plan 

to protect property owners in low-lying areas with our plan to protect the environment.  

The LNG port would discharge 3.5 million gallons of chemically-treated seawater used 

for pipe tests, generate significant underwater noise pollution, and dredge up over 20 

miles of seafloor. Economically, LNG exports, according to government projections, will 

drive up costs of manufacturing and electricity and increase the intensity of 

hydrofracking for shale gas expansion – leading to even more pollution impacts.  Port 

Ambrose will affect all clean ocean uses: fisheries, diving, recreation, tourism, and 

boating, as well as shipping, planned offshore wind facilities and even air traffic.  We 

deserve a better alternative.   

 

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? 

A:  The program was conceived as a multi-phased program to ensure that buildings are 

no longer burning No. 6 and No. 4 oil.  Of course we should promote sustainable 

alternatives, but we must keep our eye on the prize that the greatest immediate threat to 

air quality is the dirty oil. 
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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? 

A:  I strongly support this Bill, introduced by State Senator Diane Savino.  All natural gas 

contains some level of radon and potentially other radioactive substances.  In New York 

City alone, natural gas is currently the predominant fuel used for cooking by residents 

and will likely continue to be the predominant cooking fuel for many years. It is important 

that we do not allow the levels of radon in our gas supply to dangerously increase 

beyond levels established by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. It has been 

well documented that people exposed to radon have an increased likelihood of 

developing lung cancer. 

 

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? 

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

this promise?  

A:  The 2009 joint study conducted by Con Edison and LIPA concluded that an 

interconnection of up to 700 MW of wind power, located at the desired location in the 

Atlantic Ocean, would be feasible with upgrades to the respective transmission 

systems.  We should explore the feasibility of building new transmission lines from an 

on-shore receiver station to a new substation in Staten Island. 

 

Additional Statement: 

As Borough President, I will do all in my power to make the Office of the Borough 

President a “paperless” office.  By investing in technology, we can more effectively, 

more inexpensively and with a greater environmental consciousness, administer Staten 

Island.  We all must do our part to go green, and as Borough President, I will practice 

what I preach. 


