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Overview 

As all New Yorkers know, the rising seas, superstorms, and heat waves of climate changepose 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 $19Bin damages and necessitated a proposed adaptation effort of $20B. 

 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 degreesCelsius (3.6 Fahrenheit) which is the goal set by the UN. Assessing the fossil fuel 

companies at full value necessitatesa scorched planet. Shareholder resolutions that call for more 

“sustainable” use of fossil fuels do not offer a solution posed by the fossil fuel companies’ reserves—the 

problem lies in their business model. New York City cannot continue to invest in companies whose 

operation are threatening the future of 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 31th. This questionnaire was 

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

Rockaway Pipeline, United for Action, Fossil Free Fieldston 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: Mercedes Narcisse 

 

Campaign Manager: Michael Roberts 
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Press Secretary:  Raven Robinson 

 

Campaign Address: 9712 Flatlands Avenue, Brooklyn NY 11236 

 

Campaign Phone: (718) 927-9000 

 

Campaign e-mail: mercedesforcouncil@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 support divesting fossil fuel companies from NYC’s pension funds? Why or why 

not? How would you go about doing this? 

As a Registered Nurse I understand the impact that fossil fuels have on human health. 

While I’m not an economist I also know that a chief drawback to fossil fuels is the amount 

of pollution they create. Pollution is a classic example in economics textbooks of a negative 

externality. Pollution affects the health and quality of life of all people and leads to costly 

regulations designed to limit pollution. These controls represent a production cost, which 

firms pass on to consumers in the form of higher prices for goods and services. 

So it makes sense that a large, traffick-intense city like New York move away from fossil 

fuels. Pension fund divestments away from companies that promote fossil fuel use is one 

way that the city can leverage compliance and support programs away from our 

dependency on fossil fuel. 

For me there is an even larger incentive to work to move New York away from fossil fuel 

dependency and use: health care. The substances that come out of a car's tailpipe, such as 

carbon monoxide, sulfur oxide, nitrogen oxide, hydrocarbons and carbon dioxide, are 

harmful to our health and to the environment. Carbon monoxide affects the blood supply 

and can cause heart disease; sulfur dioxide causes acid rain; nitrogen oxide causes the haze 

over populated cities; carbon dioxide gases produce the greenhouse effect; and 

hydrocarbons cause cancer. That’s enough for me. 

The other way to limit and ultimately curtail fossil fuel use and dependency is on stronger 

local legislation. As a lawmaking body the City Council can pass legislation on clean fuel 
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use, clean and renewable energy and recycling laws that are based on the realities of 

today’s New York City. I will be a vocal and strong advocate for this process. 

 

 

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. 

 

I can’t point to a NYC case but the critical issues here are profit and demand. To simply 

attack the supply side of the problem is to dodge the real problem. The fossil fuel industry 

is so lucrative today not because investors buy their stocks, but because they sell things 

people want. Instead of focusing efforts only on divestment organizations should be leading 

the charge for a safer and cleaner future by weaning themselves off their addiction to dirty 

energy. 

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.)?  

Here is what I will do: 

1. Work with my colleagues at the City Council to enact specific legislation on new 

building construction that will have to comply with environmental friendly and 

meet certain standards set by city law. 

2. Clean energy and fuel for vehicle uses. Tax abatements and give backs for 

transportation companies that implement clean fuel, energy and are 

environmentally friendly.  

3. Set standards for renewable and alternative sources of energy including solar and 

wind. 

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. I understand the push by energy companies 

and the attraction to job creation that shale gas drilling produces. But I am very concerned 

with the very real potential for the poisoning of our water table.  

While the decision not to frack is a statewide one, I will use my voice to express my 

opposition to this risky gas-drilling practice. I will sponsor resolutions to put my position 

on record, lobby the governor and the senate by working with New York City’s state senate 

delegation urging them not to support hydrofracking and to put in place permanent 

legislation banning it. 
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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? 

I oppose any infrastructure that supports fracking and their expansion even before a 

decision – one way or another – is given. 

 The Liberty LNG port is a very risky project especially after the lessons we should 

have learned from Hurricane Sandy. Security of this project as well as protection of 

the environment are also major concerns to me.  As is the process of compressed, 

highly flammable and volatile liquefied gas so near to human habitat and the 

potential for tragic accidents to happen. 

 The Spectra and Rockaway pipelines should be terminated immediately. Again, as a 

Registered Nurse I’m concerned that these pipelines that would bring fracked gas 

from Pennsylvania to New York City will contain abnormally high levels of cancer-

causing radon. It is a proven fact that radon is a major cause of lung cancer in non-

smokers. Additionally, in order for the Rockaway Pipeline to be extend through the 

National Gateway Recreation Area, a designated wildlife sanctuary, the Senate has 

just passed a bill, HR2606, allowing the Gateway National Park to be used for a gas 

pipeline.  This will pave the way for other National Parks to be exploited and 

destroyed by the gas industry. 

Do you find it problematic that current City and Con Ed programs incentivize converting boilers burning 

#6 and #4 heating oils to natural gas instead of promoting alternatives to fossil fuels, such as biodiesel 

and solar thermal power for heating water, that are better for air quality? 

Yes I do. But again we must ask ourselves who benefits and profits from this deal? ConEd 

and other energy companies have no interest in promoting cheaper and cleaner energy. I 

think that a more informed “freshman class” of City Councilmembers can take on this 

issue as can the next mayor so that New York City is put on a path to clean, renewable, 

sustainable and alternative sources of energy. 

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 I will support this legislation. As I said before radon is a cancer-causing agent. Think of the 

increased burden and cost to our healthcare system by having to treat what could have been 

prevented in the first place. 

 

Renewable Energy 

There is a vast discrepancy between NYC's potential for generating 5,847 MW of solar power from 

rooftop installations, as illustrated by the NYC solar map (www.nycsolarmap.org), and the current 

amount of electricity generated by solar power in our city. We need to set higher goals than those 

http://www.nycsolarmap.org/
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outlined in PLANYC2011 which envisions a mere 60 MW of solar power in Con Edison's service area by 

2017.How would you make solar power more ubiquitous? What would you do to make solar power 

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

(reduce the time required for permitting, support a Feed-in-Tariff, as was recently implemented in L.A, 

mandate the installation of solar power on NYC government buildings, including public schools, as 

appropriate, and carry out a public education campaign about opportunities for solar power 

installations.)How many megawatts would you aim for by the end of your first term? 

I am not an expert on this and I would have to study and research this much more. 

However, I think that PLANYC2011 was a good first step to begin a conversation on 

reengineering and modeling the city in keeping with the realities of the 21st century. 

Instinctively, I support expansion of the megawattage in respect to Con Edison’s solar 

power expansion, 60 MW of solar power is way too limited. I will definitely push for public 

education on these issues as well as mandating solar power panels on NYC public 

buildings. 

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

this promise?  

There is a program that benefits New York City. The Long Island – New York City 

Offshore Wind Project is a public-private partnership being advanced by a collaborative 

that includes Con Edison, Long Island Power Authority (LIPA) and New York Power 

Authority (NYPA). This is an important move toward reducing the use of fossil fuels for 

electricity production. For New York City the potential use of offshore wind power will be 

a renewable resource that could provide a significant amount of clean energy to consumers. 

New York City must look at best practices and come up with enabling legislation that deals 

with the planning regime as it applies to offshore wind energy development. I am not aware 

that there was or is a specific legal planning framework governing offshore wind energy 

development for NYC. So I believe that with studying best practices, learning from 

professional reports and studies on the matter, and engaging the public, the City Council 

can take the lead in providing the legal and other frameworks for offshore wind energy. I 

will certainly be one of the individuals pushing for this to happen. 


