




































































Good morning.  My name is Sara Gronim and I am one of over 2700 members of 350Brooklyn, 

an organization that fights the climate crisis through local action. Last spring, we stood in strong 

support of this committee and the City Council as you passed a suite of historic legislation to 

take action in New York City. And we come before you today to convey our strong support for 

Int. 1720 and 270. 

I want to speak today about the particular risks of methane emissions and their impact on New 

York City’s responsibility to mitigate the climate crisis.  As the members of this committee well 

know, so called natural gas—a major source of electricity generation and building heat and hot 

water in our city—is primarily methane.  Gas companies try to claim that their product is better 

for the climate than is petroleum-based fuel oil because when you burn natural gas you 

produce less carbon dioxide.  Not no carbon dioxide, mind, but simply less. But what’s critical 

about methane is that it is a far more powerful a greenhouse gas in the first 20 years after its 

release than is carbon monoxide.  86 times more powerful.  And methane is released into the 

atmosphere during fracking, during processing, during its long-distance transportation, it’s 

released from compressor stations en route, and from the distribution lines under our streets.  

If we are going to accurately evaluate, then, whether actions we take are actually effective in 

reducing our carbon footprint, we need to accurately measure the methane that both National 

Grid and Con Ed are releasing from this leaking system and accurately assess the degree to 

which any interventions they take work.  

I want to draw your attention today to recent testimony from National Grid (which, as you 

know, holds the monopoly on providing gas to Staten Island, Brooklyn, and parts of Queens, as 

well as Nassau and Suffolk Counties.) in the rate case that is currently before the Public Service 

Commission.  National Grid is asking for a delivery rate increase of 17.78% for its NYC 

customers.  In the course of its testimony, National Grid is attempting to portray itself as a good 

citizen doing its part to reduce its greenhouse gas emissions and thus address the climate crisis.  

National Grid, it says, will reduce its methane emissions from its gas distribution system by 60% 

compared with 1990 by 2035. 

The primary way it is trying to do this is to replace leak-prone pipes in the city.  It offers charts 

that purport to show that it has already decreased its methane emissions by several thousand 

tons since 2014 and predicts a decrease by several thousand more in the near future. 

Except that National Grid apparently measured nothing.  Under cross-examination by Sane 

Energy’s indefatigable Lee Ziesche, National Grid doesn’t measure its leakage rate anywhere in 

its system.  Instead it takes a formula developed by the EPA that estimates average leakage for 

each type of pipe, that class of pipe’s “emission factor.”  When it replaces a length of pipe, it 

then uses this emission factor to make claims about how much methane loss National Grid has 

now prevented. Nothing about examining the pipe they’ve removed for leaks or any indication 

that they measured street-level methane before and after they replaced a given length of pipe.   



I want to say that as a former intensive care unit nurse—we never administered a drug to a 

patient in crisis and then assumed a result based on drug company estimations of average or 

typical response.  We always measured that patient’s response.  Averages are only rough 

predictors.  You can’t know if something made a difference in any particular instance unless you 

measure it. 

I would also add that under cross examination National Grid made it clear that they are only 

estimating the benefits to reduced methane emissions from replacing pipes.  They have an LNG 

trucking facility in Greenpoint that they are looking to expand and want to put in a CNG filling 

station on Staten Island—they had no information for Ms. Ziesche on methane emissions here. 

It’s not clear that they intend to measure anything at those facilities. 

It’s not that National Grid doesn’t know how to do this.  In 2014 the Environmental Defense 

Fund teamed up with Google Street.  The EDF attached a methane measuring device to the 

Google car as it went back and forth over streets on Staten Island. The data showed about one 

leak for every mile driven.  And the EDF shared this info and its method with National Grid. So 

actual measurement can be done and it should be done.  

We at 350Brooklyn commend the Committee on Environmental Protection for pursuing this.  

Our one reservation is about the 100-year specification in 270.  Methane is very powerful upon 

release.  Its impact peaks in about 12 years after release.  It then dissipates and virtually 

disappears from the atmosphere after about 20 years.  Thus the urgency of controlling it in the 

near term. Using the 100-year measurement for methane will average out the sharp peak of its 

effects and underplay its significance.  

Despite that reservation we commend the City Council for taking such a strong leadership role 

in the fight to address the climate crisis.  

Sincerely, 

Sara S. Gronim 

350Brooklyn member 

sgronim@erols.com 

 














