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1. New electric generation biomass facilities in the State of Vermont should not be utilized 
(i.e., proposed, permitted, and built) as they will not decarbonize the State’s electricity 
generation. 
 

2. The two existing biomass electricity facilities should not be expanded to generate more 
electricity than current production allows. The only potential exception to this is with 
respect to the development of a thermal application at McNeil, which is referenced 
below in 4(a).   

 
3. The Vermont Climate Council should commission an evidence-based study by an 

independent third-party expert that would be managed within the Climate Action 
Office. The study should include traditional ecological knowledge and should investigate 
if, when, and how to phase out Vermont’s two existing biomass electricity facilities; how 
a phase out or lack thereof could impact Vermont’s 2025, 2030, and 2050 GWSA 
greenhouse gas emission reduction requirements; the health, climate, and financial 
costs and benefits that could accrue to different sectors and constituents (e.g., local 
communities, s, land owners, etc.), and the alternative revenue streams and 
opportunities for the rural working economy, land owners, and others to pursue a just 
transition. The study should clearly look at the timeline of a phase out and the attendant 
ramp-up of clean energy replacements that would be needed.  

 
4. The Task Group recommends that two matters require further exploration: 

• Any expansion to the McNeil facility to accommodate additional wood 
combustion for co-generation of heat must be specifically investigated. The 
investigation must examine possible impacts on the health of residents of the 
adjacent communities.  It must also determine whether such an expansion 
would extend the operating life of a facility and therefore, cause health burdens 
to be borne longer-term.  Additionally, it must look at the expansion considering 
Vermont’s 2025, 2030, and 2050 GWSA emission reduction requirements.  An 
expansion of electricity production for the viability of the thermal application 
must be considered by conducting a life-cycle analysis which would clearly 

Pat Field
This type of expansion recommendation has not received the attention it needs.  We have not heard form the people who would bear the burden of this decision, nor have we gotten clear information about what the expansion would actually entail.  For example, it may lock in wood electricity generation for many more years because of an understandable financial desire to avoid stranded investments in the thermal infrastructure.  If this is going to be a recommendation, it requires attention and consideration that has not occurred yet.  I recommend noting it as something to be addressed later. 

Pat Field
Should we include air quality in here?

Pat Field
McNeil is on land that is listed on the state historical site for the most highly sensitive archaeology in the state. This needs to be mentioned. 

Pat Field
Only if it is additional fuel use? So, no investigation if the District heating plant can be done without any additional fuel use?

Pat Field
By whom, to what end?

Pat Field
think there should be investigation of what the long-term heat source will be. The McNeil station is 40 years old and will eventually be moth-balled.  If they lay brand new pipe in the ground to connect UVM and the Med center, what happens if McNeil is closed after 10 years? Will the district heat be supplied with Natural gas as a "bait and switch"? 
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demonstrate that the GHG emissions caused from the expansion of the biomass 
burned are significantly less than the GHG emissions avoided from the thermal 
application displaced, and on an adequate timescale.  
 

• Biomass for Heat at a Residential and Commercial Scale and the impact on 
Vermont’s forests bears further exploration as a climate solution. The Vermont 
Climate Council should consider forming a new task group to consider this topic 
explicitly, the right composition needed to do so, and the right process to ensure 
a clear directive and the capacity to support the task group. If a new task group 
is formed, members from this task group should be invited to participate so that 
the learning done through this process is carried forward into the new work. 
Additionally, consideration should be given to including representation from 
outside state government and the Climate Council process to have diverse 
opinions represented.   

 
5. GHG emissions from wood biomass electricity generation should be assessed at the 

point of combustion and GHG sequestration should be assessed in the Carbon Budget, 
so that those different numbers can be compared accurately over time.  The Task Group 
also recommends that a lifecycle GHG assessment provide sensitivity analysis around 
wood biomass GHG emissions relevant to the 2025, 2030, and 2050 timelines required 
by the GWSA.  
 

6. Engagement must occur with the residents of Burlington’s Old North End, Winooski, and 
other neighborhoods whose residents have been exposed to smokestack emissions and 
other adverse exposures related to the plant for some time.  Adverse impacts to public 
health, cultural resources, and quality of life should be assessed and quantified.  The 
Just Transition Subcommittee, in partnership with the Biomass Task Group, should lead 
such efforts in a respectful, consistent, and ongoing manner and consider the range of 
issues and needs for these communities that may extend beyond biomass. 

 
7. More public health monitoring must occur in and around the neighborhoods adjacent to 

McNeil and cited in the areas most sensitive to pollution. The Inflation Reduction Act 
makes funds available for such monitoring and should be utilized. Public health impacts 
should be an indispensable component of any future actions taken regarding biomass 
electricity generation in Vermont.  
 

 

Pat Field
Is this out of scope for this task group?  Can we make the recommendation anyway?

Pat Field
Or, a new group of those with detailed expertise in these issues?

Pat Field
The new committee should be diverse, a combination of State employees and other interested people. Limit the number of people directly connected with making money off from climate changes. 

Pat Field
Is this already included in the RFP/contract for the lifecyle assessment?

Pat Field
This is the GHG accounting recommendation that I believe would provide the clearest picture about emissions, sequestration, and meeting the GWSA's timebound reduction targets.

Pat Field
There should also be further investigation into additional studies that have been completed.

Pat Field
What about the monitoring that we talked about. Monitoring should happen at the point where the people live


