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energy economy in Pennsylvania and beyond.
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and empowering citizens to build sustainable
communities for future generations. With your
support, PennFuture is fighting big polluters
with legal muscle, enforcing environmental laws,
and supporting legislative policy that protects
public health. Thanks to you PennFuture is
engaging and educating citizens about the
realities of climate change, and giving them
the tools needed to influence lawmakers on
the issues.
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT AND CEO

Dear Supporter,

O n behalf of our board and staff, | am thrilled to share with you just some of the
successes and accomplishments we’ve collectively realized over this last year.

As the new President and CEOQ, | knew | was coming into an organization that knew how to
get things done for Pennsylvania’s environment and this report is evidence of that. From
fighting environmental racism and supporting the state’s Environmental Rights Amendment
to fighting the further unnecessary buildout of our plastics industry, the board, staff and
members of PennFuture have been on the job with focus, diligence and determination.

The thing | wish this report could convey however is the passion and commitment that are a
given in the way our board, staff and volunteers do their work. Early in my time here, | attended
a conference with other environmental groups. And, as you might expect, we were presenting
on multiple panels and manning a table to educate others on the clean water work we are doing.
The image that sticks with me is that table. Because what people walking by didn’t see was that
the person running it was simultaneously filing a court brief in a statewide case. Or that another
staffer was sitting on the floor working on press statements for an air quality win. All while two

other team members were presenting on connecting more deeply with rural communities.

We have had a lot of wins this year, but there remains a lot of work to do. | am energized by
PennFuture’s fight for environmental and climate justice. I’'m excited to advocate for policies
with a new Governor and a new legislature. And | am thrilled to be working with our board,
our staff, and our members on a new strategic plan to get it all done.

We are at the pivot point for so many issues. Public opinion, technologies, policies and markets
are all a wind at our backs to move to a clean and just future for all Pennsylvanians. | encourage
you to remain engaged with work and let us know where we can do more. The most precious
resource we have is our time and | thank you deeply for using some of that resource to support
our efforts.

Finally, a huge thank you to Jacqui Bonomo, our now retired former President and CEO. Our
paths have crossed on a number of issues over the years, from Growing Greener to the Regional
Greenhouse Gas Initiative. She was always a trusted voice representing our residents’ health

and environment and she will be sorely missed. | hope to be half the leader.

Patrick McDonnell
President and CEO
mcdonnell@pennfuture.org

WE ARE AT THE
PIVOT POINT FOR
SO MANY ISSUES ...
| ENCOURAGE
YOU TO REMAIN
ENGAGED WITH
WORK AND

LET US KNOW
WHERE WE CAN
DO MORE.
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WE ARE SO EXCITED
TO WATCH PATRICK
PUT HIS STAMP ON
THIS ORGANIZATION
AS HE BUILDS ON
THE FANTASTIC
LEGACY THAT HAS
BEEN IN THE WORKS
SINCE 1998.

MESSAGE FROM THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE BOARD

here are so many successes that | could point to over the last year, be it the
Tincredible success that the Democracy For All program has had or the major
legal wins protecting water quality across three major watersheds. However, it
became really clear what the Board’s biggest challenge would be last year when
Jacqui Bonomo announced her retirement. She was leaving some big shoes to fill

after several years of leading PennFuture to a lot of success.

Under the great leadership of Ellen Lutz, who headed up the Board’s search
committee, we set out to find the right person to lead this organization forward.
We felt that we needed a leader that knew Pennsylvania and understood the unique
issues and challenges that face our Commonwealth. We wanted a leader who could
simultaneously be out front and the face of the organization, while also helping to
maximize the efforts of our fantastic staff. We wanted a leader who understood

the importance of DEIJ work and knew the effects climate change were having an
outsized impact on communities of color. Lastly, we wanted to find a leader who
could lead with love and with compassion.

As we went through the search, we were amazed at the quality of candidates that
we had the chance to interview. Many of these candidates checked most of our
“wants”, however, there was one that rose to the top and checked all the boxes. We
were thrilled when Patrick McDonnell accepted our offer to take over as the CEO
& President of PennFuture. We felt his knowledge of the issues and his connections
around the Commonwealth, as well as his leadership style all fit the mission and
the needs that PennFuture currently faces. We are so excited to watch Patrick

put his stamp on this organization as he builds on the fantastic legacy that has
been in the works since 1998.

Lastly and most importantly, | want to thank you, our donors and supporters.
Without you, we could not continue our fight for clean water and air. We could
not honor the Pennsylvania constitution that assures every citizen of a clean and
thriving environment. So, thank you very much for your support.

Scott E. Tobe, CAP®
Chairperson
PennFuture

Pennsylvania’s watchdog for clean air, pure water, and a healthy climate.



Platinum In 2023, PennFuture again achieved the GuideStar/Candid Platinum Seal
Transparency of Transparency. This is the highest recognition by GuideStar/Candid, the
2023 world’s largest source of information on nonprofit organizations, of our
commitment to transparency and accountability to our supporters.

Candid.

Four of the impact metrics we are currently reporting on GuideStar are:

18,959

22,996

38
25,930
24,422
Number of legislative pieces Number of messages our supporters
PennFuture worked on. sent to decision makers.

L

6,012 324

2,127

8,650 358
Number of hours of legal services Number of media pieces

dedicated by PennFuture to on PennFuture’s work on

protecting the environment. A ko

For more information about PennFuture, visit our listing on GuideStar.org.
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FROM PENNFUTURE’S BLOG

Every year PennFuture publishes dozens of blogs by staff and invited writers. Here are excerpts of some of our
favorites for the fiscal year, July 1, 2021 through June 30, 2022.

You can read the complete blogs online at https://www.pennfuture.org/blog

( More than Skin-Deep: Environmental Racism, Justice, and Pennsylvania

July 7, 2021 | John Ukenye, Policy Analyst

We are a year out from the wave of protests, marches,
sit-ins, phone and text banking, and multifaceted advocacy
that shaped the Summer 2020. People began to question whole
systems, political, social, and economic alike: why did, in the
Land of Opportunity, the poor become poorer, the rich richer;
Black and brown people keep dying from situations others
individuals would not? Are there links between race and class,
does the white, Black, and brown working class have more in
common than meets the eye, and what does this mean for
environmental advocacy?

Article 1, Section 27 of the Constitution of Pennsylvania states
that “[t]he people have a right to clean air, pure water, and to

the preservation of the natural, scenic, historic and esthetic values
of the environment. Pennsylvania’s public natural resources are
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the common property of all the people, including generations
yet to come.” Yet, the conditions on the ground show that not
all groups have the same access to clean air or pure water.

Environmental Racism as a concept has its roots in the 1970s

and 1980s, but its earliest usage as a term was by pastor and

Civil Rights champion Dr. Benjamin Chavis. Dr. Chavis defined
“environmental racism” as “racial discrimination in environmental
policy-making, the enforcement of regulations and laws, the
deliberate targeting of communities of colour for toxic waste
facilities, the official sanctioning of the life-threatening presence
of poisons and pollutants in our communities, and the history

of excluding people of colour from leadership of the ecology
movements.”



Nationwide, Black Americans are three times more likely to die
from exposure to air pollutants than their white counterparts.
In Pennsylvania specifically, people of color are 39 percent

of the population living within three miles of existing and pro-
posed air polluting coal and fossil fuel power plants, while only
composing 22 percent of Pennsylvania’s total population.

In addition, the poverty rate is 60 percent higher within three
miles of the plants compared to the rest of the state. It is clear
that people of minority groups are facing the brunt of environ-
mental degradation at a harsher rate than other groups.

Looking at a more local level, specifically in Western Pennsylvania,
the race and ethnic disparities in access to clean air and water
persist. In Allegheny County, Environmental Health News and
the Environmental Health journal show air pollution levels

vary widely between neighborhoods, with the County region’s
most polluted census tracts being found in poor and minority
neighborhoods, while the census tracts with the cleanest air tend
to be in wealthier and whiter neighborhoods. The same data also
showed higher rates of air pollution-related deaths from coronary
heart disease in poor and minority neighborhoods. The story is
the same when it comes to water in the County. Higher levels of
lead exposure also correlated with rates of poverty of non-white
populations.

The Pittsburgh City Paper highlights the Pennsylvania
Department of Health’s 2018 Childhood Lead Surveillance Annual
Report that found that non-Hispanic Black children and Hispanic
children were 3.8 times more likely to have confirmed elevated
lead blood levels relative to their non-Hispanic white counterparts
in Allegheny County. And these same trends of disproportionate
pollution burdens being heaped on poorer communities and
communities of color extends throughout Pennsylvania. This is
indeed Environmental Racism in action: poorer, darker folks are
left to suffer the worst that bad environmental policy has to offer.

Is it simply that Black and brown populations face the brunt of
environmental degradation due to race alone? Many, including
myself, would say no -- income and class plays a role that impacts
some white populations and further compounds the weight of
the effects on those of minority races and ethnicities.

As defined by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Environmental Justice (EJ) is the fair treatment and meaningful
involvement of all people regardless of race, color, national origin,

or income with respect to the development, implementation and
enforcement of environmental laws, regulations and policies.

The reality is, however, that Pennsylvania’s heavily white, rural,
lower-income communities are, too, facing harsh impacts from
environmental degradation, specifically by the fracked gas
industry. Fracking wells in Pennsylvania’s Marcellus Shale region
are disproportionately located in poor rural communities, which
bear much of the weight of associated pollution. Heavily-fracked
communities face higher rates of numerous health effects
including preterm births, high-risk pregnancies, asthma, and
cardiovascular disease, with Western PA’s own Washington
County facing the highest number of direct deaths from frack-
ing-based air pollution in the entire Commonwealth.

Nevertheless, some policymakers in Pennsylvania have been
welcoming the industry with open arms and open pocketbooks in
the form of tax subsidies (see PennFuture’s latest report). State
legislators know of the harmful effects that this industry brings to
the air and water quality of their own constituents, yet continue to
ignore calls to stop working with this harmful and dying industry
and lie directly to the very people who elected them.

Moving forward, we should highlight the work of people who

live in our state fighting towards a more equitable approach to
environmental justice. We need to actively and loudly push back
on policymakers deliberately standing in the way of progress

on the environmental equity front. We need to continue to
educate our friends and neighbors on a better energy and labor
alternative to fracking, petrochemical, and other environmentally
degrading industries. We should lend an open ear to green job
makers nationwide and even internationally, and prioritize
family-sustaining, green jobs over dirty and dying industries.

Environmental Racism is, indeed, more than skin-deep, as income
and class clearly further heighten the impact. Fighting Environ-
mental Racism is integral to the larger idea of Environmental
Justice. The problems being faced by our largely-white, rural
neighbors are not that much different than that of a Black family
in the City of Pittsburgh. Both are being taken advantage of by
petrochemical and other dirty manufacturing corporate neighbors
that are doing anything but being “neighborly.” It is through unity
and solidarity between the workers, | believe, that we will be able
to breathe free, drink free, and live free.
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What Comes Next For Plastic Bags In Pennsylvania?

July 23, 2021 | Jessica O’Neill, Senior Attorney

uly began with the expiration of a statewide restriction on

banning the use of plastic bags. The development is welcomed
news for municipalities across the Commonwealth implementing
or considering bans on the ubiquitous plastic that too often
finds its way into local waterways as litter or becomes a costly
contaminant in recycling systems.

Credit likely goes to the legal challenge led by Philadelphia and
other Southeastern Pennsylvania municipalities and joined by
Pittsburgh. Their lawsuit likely discouraged the General Assembly’s
Republican leadership from renewing the bag-ban moratorium.

Originally passed in 2019, the amendment to Act 23 prohibited
enacting or enforcing any tax that would discourage the use or
sale of single-use plastic. After the General Assembly extended
the one-year restriction in 2020, this year the July 1 extension
deadline came and went as quietly as a plastic bag drifting in
the wind.

Media reports suggest “pending litigation” that revealed the
moratorium’s unconstitutional approach may have played a

role in legislators’ decision not to extend the ban — for now,
at least.

Are the days of plastic bags coming to an end?

This fall, the General Assembly could still take action to limit bag
bans. Philadelphia’s lawsuit mostly centers on the moratorium’s
procedural tactics.

With local plastics manufacturers and lobbyists representing the
grocery industry still opposed to local bans, supporters in the
General Assembly could potentially attempt to overcome their
mistakes and find new ways to prevent limits on single-use plastic.

The fact that this is up for debate shows how backward-minded
our state’s plastics approach has become. Nationwide, a dozen
states ban single-use plastic at the state or county levels. Virginia
state law specifically allows municipalities to issue fees on
single-use plastic if local leaders so choose.

Cities move forward
In the meantime, local action to transition away from single-use
plastics is gaining momentum.

The same day that the statewide moratorium expired, Philadelphia
announced implementation of the city’s single-use plastic bags
ordinance would begin, with enforcement starting April 1.

Philadelphia’s legislation prohibits retailers from using carryout
or delivery plastic bags less than 2.25 mils thick. The city will also
prevent use of paper bags that contain less than 40 percent
recycled content.

Pittsburgh appears next in line. City Council passed a resolution
in May saying that the city intends to pass a ban on single-use
plastic bags in the near future.
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With Pennsylvania’s two largest
cities taking action to eliminate plastic
waste, other towns and cities are likely to follow their lead.

Environmental and financial benefits

Let’s take a moment to remember why getting rid of single-use
plastics is a move in the right direction. Recent studies found
plastic bag bans in other states and cities resulted in significant
reduction in plastic bag consumption — in some cases, a decrease
of more than 70 percent.

Benefits of switching from single-use plastic bags to reusable bags
include:

o Less Litter: Plastic bags don’t like to stay in one place. Wind-
blown bags escape from trash bins, dump trucks and landfills
to pollute our streets, parks, streams and rivers. Currently, the
equivalent of one dump truck of plastic litter enters our oceans
every day. Microplastics can hang in the air, perhaps traveling
100 miles or more downwind. That’s why even our most pristine
places are getting covered in plastic trash.

» Cost Savings for Local Governments: In recent years, the value
of recycled waste has declined, leaving municipalities with
narrow operating margins when processing local waste.
Single-use plastic offers no post-consumer value, making it even
harder to be profitable when recycling. In fact, plastic bags can
jam equipment at material recovery facilities, at times causing
the entire recycling facility to shut down. Such work shortages
have cost cities millions of dollars.

« Reduction in Pollution: Plastics are manufactured using
resource-intensive petrochemical processes that require
burning significant amounts of fossil fuel, contaminating
local air and contributing to the climate crisis.

« Affordable Convenience: Consumers adopt new behaviors when
their options change. To help with this transition, reusable or
recyclable alternatives are widely available, affordable and
practical. Free tote bags should continue to be handed out at
public events. Local leaders can also allocate funds to programs
that help to ensure fees on single-use plastic are not punitive on
marginalized members of society. In cities like Washington, D.C.,
proceeds are spent on environmental remediation and educa-
tion efforts that directly benefit members of the community.

To ensure Pennsylvania does our part to address the growing
challenge of plastic waste, PennFuture will continue to monitor
the General Assembly and advocate for commonsense policies.
Phasing out single-use plastics makes sense both environmentally
and economically.

But if those arguments fail, perhaps those who celebrate liberty
should embrace the right for cities and towns to make their own
decisions, including the choice of how they manage their own
waste.



( Chasing Bitcoin is a Bad Investment for Pennsylvania

August 12, 2021 | Rob Altenburg, Senior Director for Energy and Climate

n August gth, 2021, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate

Change (IPCC) released its Sixth Assessment report, clearly
linking human-caused climate change to the extreme heatwaves
and severe weather events we see all around the world. While
it’s not too late to avoid the most severe effects, the situation is
projected to get even worse without immediate action to cut
carbon pollution.

Against that backdrop, it is shocking that our state government

is continuing to force Pennsylvanians to not only suffer the
consequences of climate change but to pay polluters massive
subsidies that will result in even more emissions. Invariably these
unsustainable businesses are boom-and-bust. They take the higher
profits while they can, before leaving PA taxpayers to pay to clean
up their mess.

PennFuture has written extensively on how this subsidy-then-bust
process is propping up fracking and petrochemical businesses in
Pennsylvania. This pattern can also be found in the incredibly dirty
waste coal industry, but now with an unlikely partner—Bitcoin.
One recent example is Stronghold Digital Mining—a new firm that
repurposes dirty waste-coal burning power plants to mine the
cryptocurrency known as bitcoin.

In late July 2021, Stronghold filed a form S-1 with the Securities
and Exchange Commission disclosing information about the
business and its finances. They report that they currently own

and operate the Scrubgrass waste coal plant in Venango County,
have a definitive agreement for the Panther Creek plant in Carbon
County, and a letter of intent to purchase a third plant—all for

the purpose of bitcoin mining. Unlike the fracking and petro-
chemical industry, Stronghold is at least open about the fact

that their business model requires significant taxpayer subsidies
for it to be viable.

Bitcoin is an energy intensive process and a growing
carbon polluter

The Bitcoin Network as a whole consumes a tremendous amount
of energy to run millions of special-purpose computers—known
as application-specific integrated circuits or ASICs—that attempt
to “mine” new blocks in the bitcoin blockchain. To create a new
block these computers race to find a special number that, com-
bined with the financial transactions and other data recorded in
the block, gives a result that meets specific criteria. This is a
trial-and-error process that is akin to picking the winning lottery
number, but much more difficult, often taking trillions of attempts
to find a working number. At the time of this writing, finding the
special number might earn the winning miner nearly $300,000
worth of bitcoins. But, if
someone else finds the
number first, losing miners
get nothing and must start
the process from scratch.
To be competitive, miners
build vast data centers
containing potentially
thousands of ASIC miners,
each testing many trillion of
these hashes every second.

According to data from the Cambridge Bitcoin Energy Consump-
tion Index, the network currently takes over g gigawatts (GW)

of power to operate and could be as high as 35GW. Even at the
low end of that range, that is enough electricity for over seven
million houses. Stronghold, for its part, reports that they
currently operate 1,840 miners that can cumulatively test around
85 thousand-trillion hashes per second (85 PH/S) and draw
about 4.1 Megawatts (MW) of power—enough to supply over
3,000 average houses.

Bottom line: it takes an obscene amount of energy to mine
bitcoin and now companies are looking to power that mining

by buying up cheap, dirty, outdated power plants just to run

the computers to do the mining. In the case of Stronghold, this
power is coming from the Scrubgrass waste-coal power plant and,
based on their 2019 emissions data, the existing mining is likely
resulting in over 6 tons of CO2 being emitted every hour. That’s
more than 6,700 vehicle-miles worth of pollution.

That is bad enough, but Stronghold reports it has a definitive
agreement to buy the Panther Creek waste-coal plant and has
signed a letter of intent to purchase a third plant. In all, they

are forecasting acquiring 57,000 miners by the end of 2022 and
consuming 193 MW of electricity. The exact pollution rate depends
on how these miners are split among the three plants, but it may
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be in the range of 278 tons per hour of CO2. Also, because this is
new demand on the grid, other generators may end up increasing
their output—and their pollution—to meet the demand that these
plants will no longer serve. That could easily add another 25 tons
of CO2 per hour—more than 30,000 vehicle-miles worth of
emissions—and possibly much higher.

Stronghold Digital Mining’s business model is an
environmental nightmare

Stronghold is selling its business model to investors as environ-
mental progress—it’s purchasing waste coal plants to power

its cryptocurrency mining while removing culm piles that scar
Pennsylvania’s landscapes and communities. Unfortunately,
this is a classic case of greenwashing.

Coal-fired power plants are all notoriously dirty, but waste coal
facilities are even worse. In addition to CO2, the Scrubgrass
plant’s most recent emissions report shows hundreds of tons
of sulfur dioxide, oxides of nitrogen, hydrochloric acid, carbon
monoxide, and more than a dozen other air pollutants including
neurotoxins, carcinogens, and smog-forming compounds.

In addition, the Trump administration rolled back critical air
quality protections for waste-coal plants (although PennFuture
and others have challenged this). While Stronghold claims that
their operation is “environmentally beneficial” because it burns
waste coal from piles that are currently polluting the land,

they barely mention the very real public health and financial
damages caused by increased air pollution and don’t consider any
alternatives to digging them up and burning them. Even if one
believes that some waste piles are so dangerous that the damage
and pollution from burning them could be justified, there is no
guarantee these are the ones that will be used.

Waste coal is always dirty, but the bitcoin industry has an addition-
al waste stream we should be concerned about—tons of electron-
ics waste from thousands of obsolete ASICs. Because of the
competitive nature of Bitcoin mining, the hardware has a very
limited useful life—in some cases as short as 18 months—before
new hardware renders it obsolete. We see this in Stronghold’s own
filing with many of their miners requiring 1,300 watts to calculate
13 trillion hashes per second (TH/s) where newer devices work
three times as fast for the same power. As highly optimized
“application specific” devices, there is little chance that any
obsolete devices will be reused.

Pennsylvanians are, once again, being forced to

subsidize pollution without any say

Another obvious problem with burning waste coal is the expense.
The reason why coal plants are closing across the country is
because they can’t compete with cheaper gas-fired power plants
and even cheaper clean renewable energy. A recent study on the
levelized cost of energy (LCOE) shows coal costing more than
$65 per megawatt-hour (MWh). Gas might be as low as $44/MWh
and renewable energy can be as low as $26/MWh. Compared to

a traditional coal plant like Homer City—which itself has faced
bankruptcy—Scrubgrass needs to burn more than three times as
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much fuel for the same generation. Even with low-quality fuel
that costs roughly half as much, it’s clear that waste coal is never
going to be the cheapest source of energy.

Stronghold claims that fuel costs, operational and maintenance
costs, and administrative expenses to operate Scrubgrass will
result in power costing $43/MWh. That seems very optimistic
since the company reported $17,629,051 in total 2019 operating
expenses in the S-1filing and 239,191 MWh of generation reported
to the Energy Information Administration. That suggests actual
costs over $73/MWh. The S-1lists income from energy sales for the
period of just over $29/MWh, which is slightly higher than the PJM
grid average of $25/MWh, but it also shows a $6 million operating
loss on $7 million in energy sales, so real costs operating the
facilities are likely much higher than their sales suggest.

Even if the company can bring the operating costs down to
43/MWh, it’s still a big leap to go to the $18/MWh Stronghold
claims they expect to pay for power going forward. To get to
that number requires significant state subsidies.

Subsidy #1: PJM Capacity Over-procurement

First, Stronghold expects to receive $6/MWh from the PJM
capacity market. This is a separate payment, in addition to the
purchase of energy, that our electric grid operator makes to
ensure sufficient generation capacity will be available in the
future. Companies get these payments if they bid low enough

to clear the capacity auction and are available to be dispatched in
the delivery year. Over-procurement of capacity has historically
acted as a subsidy for fossil fuels, but for 2022/23 PJM procured
much less capacity resulting in a market clearing price of
$50/MW-day, or about $1.7 million dollars a year for a plant like
Scrubgrass. With payments that low, the only way they will receive
$6.00/MWh is if the facility only ran at 35% capacity. There would
be no reason to purchase two additional waste coal plants if
Scrubgrass had that much spare capacity, so the company must be
counting on capacity prices in the future well over $100/MW-day.
That may have been common in the past, but there is no guaran-
tee payments will return to that level. If true though, this implies
billions of dollars in additional payments will come from the
pockets of ratepayers.

Subsidy #2: Tier Il Alternative Energy Credits

While most states have “Renewable” portfolio standards,
Pennsylvania has an Alternative Energy Portfolio Standard (AEPS)
program that subsidizes polluting resources like waste coal under



what is called Tier II. In 2019, Tier Il credits were not particularly
valuable averaging only $0.31/MWh of generation statewide.
Scrubgrass did better than average reporting $105,532 from this
source or $0.41/MWh, but going forward, their prospectus
estimates a huge jump to $15/MWh for these credits.

In 2020, our legislature changed the rules to the AEPS program
restricting where Tier Il credits could be generated. Instead of
coming from a qualifying facility anywhere in the PJM grid—

an area covering all or part of 13 states and the District of
Columbia, those credits will largely need to be generated within
Pennsylvania. Prices are expected to spike as a result and, in
fact, 2020 credits already shot up to $1.92 before this change
was finalized costing ratepayers over $21 million.

We don’t have a clear indication how high these prices will
actually go, but this doesn’t appear to have been a significant
concern for the Legislature, and it certainly didn’t stop them. If
prices actually go up to $15 per credit, it would cost Pennsylvania
ratepayers an additional $168 million. That is not only far more
that we pay for cleaner wind and solar credits, it is more than
the entire AEPS program cost in 2020.

Subsidy #3: Coal Refuse Reclamation tax credit

The next handout Pennsylvanian’s are providing these plants
comes in the form of the Coal Refuse Reclamation (CRR) tax
credit. This is a transferable credit of $4 for each ton of waste
coal these facilities burn. Perversely, this means a plant burning
dirtier and lower quality fuel gets a bigger handout per megawatt
hour. While the original tax credit was capped at $10 million, our
legislature again dug into the pockets of ratepayers in late 2020
doubling the cap to $20 million.

While currently the $4/MWh Stronghold expects to receive from
this subsidy is reasonable for a facility like Scrubgrass, the $20
million cap may already be fully utilized. That means that if the
company expands to three facilities and runs at higher capacity
like they claim, there will be proportionally fewer credits available
per megawatt hour in the future. That makes their claims in

the prospectus suspect, but there has already been talk in our
legislature about raising the cap on this handout yet again—

that would mean higher profits for these polluters.

Subsidy #4: RGGI Allowance Set-asides

At the same time we are giving significant handouts to buy

more pollution, Governor Wolf has directed the Department

of Environmental protection to move forward with programs

to begin to address the climate crisis. One of these is the CO2
Budget Trading Rule through which Pennsylvania will participate
with the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI). This program
sets a cap for allowable carbon pollution from electric generation
and requires that facilities purchase an allowance for each ton of
CO2 they emit.

Facing significant pressure from the legislature, this program
included—and then expanded—yet another handout for waste
coal generation. The program sets aside 12.8 million allowances
that, if needed, will be given to waste coal generation for free.

As a result, waste coal facilities can nearly double their 2019
generation and dump all the resulting pollution in the air without
paying the fees other polluters must pay. Of course, the citizens of
Pennsylvania will still pay the price for increased pollution and we
will all suffer the worsening effects of climate change if we don’t
focus on cutting harmful emissions.

Chasing bitcoin is a bad investment for Pennsylvania

After totaling up all the subsidies, Stronghold claims it will only be
paying $18 per megawatt-hour of electricity—or $11/MWh less than
average on our power grid. That is an amazingly low rate, if true,
but it’s far from a sure thing. Their projections are based on about
$16 in direct handouts for each ton of waste coal they burn, plus
free carbon allowances that may be worth in the neighborhood of
$8 per ton.

Even if the company receives all of those handouts, it still may not
be able to operate as cheaply as they claim. In addition to these
highly optimistic predictions, they are relying on indirect subsidies
in the form of weak regulation—specifically that the EPA will not
correct the abuses of the Trump administration, which weakened
the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards, among other rules.

Those cheap operating costs also have a big price. They neglect
the very real costs of public health and environmental damage
caused by the excess air pollution—particularly in the vulnerable
communities near these plants. The negative externalities these
plants cause but don’t pay for, when reduced to dollar values, the
citizens of Pennsylvania paying for all these damages could end
up being the single largest subsidy the facility receives.

Even if we pay the high prices and accept all the harms, this isn’t
a sustainable long-term business model. By design, the number
of bitcoins one receives for mining a new block decreases over
time and, if the value of each coin rises, the competition only
gets more intense. This creates a highly-competitive industry
with miners flocking to wherever electricity is cheap. Even if
sites like Scrubgrass make sense today, things can change
quickly if we don’t keep ramping up the handouts.

There is a better way. According to the waste coal industry’s
own numbers, proper disposal of the waste piles would only
cost $33 per ton and other options, such as stabilizing the piles
by planting beach grass, could be far cheaper. Instead of forcing
Pennsylvanians to hand over their hard-earned money to an
industry that turns one form of pollution into another, we
should be putting people to work actually solving the problem
of coal waste.

If Stronghold wants to truly be a sustainable and environmentally
beneficial company, it should ditch dirty coal and source its energy
from cheaper, scalable, and rapidly growing renewable energy. If
not, it’s no better than the other major polluters in Pennsylvania
or the failed coal companies that left these mountains of waste
coal behind in the first place.
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Civilian Conservation Corps: Then and Now
August 23,2021 | Annie Regan, Senior Program Manager

arlier this month, Promised Land State Park celebrated its

annual Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) Day in which the
public was invited to the Masker Museum filled with live music,
cake, CCC artifacts, and an honorary guest speaker, Cornelius
McHugh, a former CCC worker who had just recently turned 100.

We learned that the Civilian Conservation Corps played a critical
role healing our environment and putting Americans back to work.
It was established in 1933 amidst the Dust Bowl wherein forests
had been clear cut and burned, resulting in erosion and
sedimentation of local streams and waterways as

well as the Great Depression, in which 13

million people were suddenly unemployed

due to

an unregulated stock market crash.

This unique federal program established

by President Franklin D. Roosevelt put

3 million single men between the ages

of 18-25 to work, remedying the damage

done by the poor land practices of the

earlier centuries. While enrolled, some

learned to read, many obtained their high

school diploma and all learned a trade.

Purposeful work restored a sense of values,

taught essential skills and developed a work

ethic among these recruits.The CCC boys fought

fires, planted trees, built trails, campgrounds and roads, and
helped create the beautiful Promised Land State Park in the
Poconos area that so many visit today.

The CCC provided opportunities during a time without any social
programs in place. Cornelius had mentioned he started his work
for the CCC just five days after graduating high school. He had
earned $30 a month, in which he had sent $25 back home to his
family and kept $5 for himself--which he stated was efficient,
especially because there were no other opportunities. In addition,
the $5 he spent on cigarettes, candy, beer, and dates with local
girls helped contribute to the local economy.

Many of the CCC boys went on to fight in WWII, and when they

returned, they came home to a country that was prosperous and
had conserved its natural treasures and a nationwide system of

parks accessible to everyone.

The Civilian Conservation Corps had been a proven success,
building 800 state parks in eight years, while keeping local
businesses going and families fed. The success of the CCC in
rebuilding our nation has taught us that we do not turn our
backs on our fellow Americans in need and that we conserve
our lands and waters for future generations.
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And it’s time to bring it back, but with a modernized spin to it.

As communities in Pennsylvania and across the country continue
to face devastating economic conditions as well as the effects of
the climate crisis, a revitalized Civilian Conservation Corps would
enable us to invest in our workforce, our environment, and the
next generation of conservationists.

Earlier this year, Senator Bob Casey proposed a new bill, S.B. 2414,
for a revitalized CCC that will create federal conservation jobs,
support agricultural conservation and ensure we are
prioritizing environmental justice communities.

This bill comes after months of close collabora-
tion with regional advocates like PennFuture
and the Relmagine Appalachia coalition,
to ensure that this legislation will help
communities most impacted by the
combined impacts of the downturn of
the fossil fuel industry, the pandemic,
and an ongoing opioid epidemic that
has devastated families.

This CCC proposal prioritizes Black and
Indigenous people, working people with
low incomes, rural workers and returning
citizens. Seventy million Americans—one in
three adults—have a criminal record. By prioritizing
these marginalized groups, a revitalized CCC could
reverse the consequences of mass incarceration, by lifting barriers
to the formerly incarcerated, those battling with opioid addiction,
and their families.

Not only does this CCC proposal have a strong restorative justice
component, but it will assist with carbon absorption by restoring
wetlands, planting millions of diverse, native plants and trees, and
removing invasive trees and shrubs. A new CCC can help farmers
implement regenerative practices to restore the land by the new
extractive industry practices over the last decades, potentially
absorbing over 20% of all carbon emissions from the Appalachian
region alone.

According to a recent study from the Political Economy Research
Institute (PERI) and Relmagine Appalachia, relaunching the

CCC could create 57,000 jobs in Pennsylvania. How could we
pass that up?

This modernized Civilian Conservation Corps combines sound
environmental policy with family-sustaining jobs and training.
Similar to the lesson learned from the original CCC, we do not
turn our backs on fellow Americans in need and must work to
conserve our lands and water for future generations to come.



( PennEast Pipeline is Cancelled!

September 30, 2021 | Abigail M. Jones,
Vice President of Legal and Policy

E arlier this week it was announced that the PennEast Pipeline
company will cease development of its proposed fracked gas
pipeline determining that “further development of the project no
longer is supported.” The 120-mile, 36-inch diameter pipeline, which
was slated to run from Luzerne County in northeast Pennsylvania
through the Delaware River watershed to New Jersey, was unable
to get all necessary environmental permits.

PennFuture responded to this announcement with relief for our
environment and communities and thanks for everyone who
fought against this pipeline!

The decision to cease development of the PennEast pipeline

came as a welcome surprise, especially since the company just
won a big case with the U.S. Supreme Court that allowed the
company to use eminent domain on state-owned or controlled
lands in New Jersey. We knew something was going on when,
despite that win, PennEast decided to stop condemnation proceed-
ings in both New Jersey and Pennsylvania.

Condemnation occurs when the private property is taken for
public use and the landowner is given “fair market value” for that
property. In 2017, we joined with Save Carbon County and others
to highlight the unfair practices in which pipeline companies may
condemn private lands for pipeline right-of-ways even before the
pipeline route is finalized. Once condemned, the pipeline company
may access the property to do surveys and may even destroy some
of the natural resources on the land, like by clearcutting trees
along the proposed right-of-way.

In addition, PennFuture has been concerned with the PennEast
pipeline’s environmental impacts since its inception in 2014.
Impacts from the PennEast pipeline would have included degrada-
tion of streams, including special protection waters; loss of high
functioning wetlands; destruction of forest habitat and increased
invasive species; and increased greenhouse gas emissions, among
other things. PennFuture—both individually as well as with others,
including our key partners Delaware Riverkeeper Network (DRN)
and Clean Air Council—have submitted numerous public
comments opposing the various federal and state approvals the
PennEast pipeline needed. Additionally, among other actions
taken, PennFuture intervened in proceedings before the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, and our ally DRN has brought
numerous legal challenges against PennEast.

Many other local, regional, state, and federal groups fought against
the destructive PennEast pipeline. As result of this strong opposi-
tion, New Jersey had recently denied critical environmental permits
for the pipeline. This caused PennEast to propose to bifurcate its
process and build the PA-only portion of the pipeline in phases to
allow for construction to move forward, despite it being a pipeline
to nowhere, as PennFuture pointed out in our comments on the
“Phase One Amendment” proposal. And while PennEast has stated
that it is “examining the proper next steps in the regulatory process
as it pertains to the Phase One Amendment pending at FERC,” we
believe that the PennEast pipeline is dead in PA.

No doubt that the sustained legal, regulatory, and outreach efforts
of PennFuture and our partners resulted in the necessary delay of
construction of this project. And New Jersey’s forceful recognition
of the environmental harms of this pipeline and their denial of
key permits was critical to PennEast inability to quickly push this
pipeline through. But | don’t think we can overlook the fact that
this decision came from PennEast—and not the courts. This
appears to be a business decision rather than a conclusive legal
holding that the pipeline cannot be built. Because we are now at
a time when market forces show that investment in fracked gas is
no longer as profitable as it once was, such fierce and coordinated
opposition seems to be working to halt the fracked gas industry
from proposing facilities that may be operating on the margins.

But Pennsylvanians cannot rely on market forces, private business
decisions, or other states to protect us from harmful fracked gas
and petrochemical facilities. Our Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP) must do everything it can to live up to its name
and protect Pennsylvania’s environment. The DEP is a trustee
under PA’s Environmental Rights Amendment (ERA), Article I,
Section 27 of our state constitution. The ERA puts our right to
“clean air, pure water, and to the preservation of the natural,
scenic, historic and esthetic values of the environment” on par
with other First Amendment rights like free speech. Thus, DEP
must take seriously its fiduciary obligation to “conserve and
maintain [Pennsylvania’s public natural resources] for the benefit
of all the people”

To continue to issue approvals to an industry that we have seen
time and time and time again destroy our environment and
threaten the health and safety of our communities violates that
fiduciary duty of the trustee. Rather, DEP must look critically at
applications and promises made and must use its permitting
process to ensure that construction and operation of pipelines
will not harm our environment. DEP must continue to issue strong
enforcement actions against these companies when—and in PA

it appears to be when, not if - they destroy our waters, our lands,
our communities.

To end on a positive note, PennFuture is very happy that the
PennEast pipeline no longer seems to be a threat in Pennsylvania.
This news is a huge relief for PennFuture and the impacted
communities across the Delaware River watershed who have been
tirelessly working to defeat this terrible pipeline. We couldn’t have
gotten here without the support of our partners, supporters, and
members. And we will continue to fight to protect our communities
from the harmful impacts of the fracked gas and petrochemical
industries.
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Environmental Justice to Forefront

Philadelphia Energy Solutions Hearing Brings

November 19, 2021 | Adam Nagel, Campaign Manager

he case for environmental justice stood centerstage this week

during a hearing on the ongoing remediation efforts at the
former Philadelphia Energy Solutions (PES) refinery complex.
The Pennsylvania Senate Environmental Resources and Energy
Committee held its second hearing related to the former refinery
and the aftermath of the 2019 explosion and fire that ultimately led
it to cease operations. PennFuture proudly stood with community
members, public health experts, and environmental advocates to
call for a more vigorous cleanup at the site to guarantee a safer
and healthier environment for nearby communities.

The former refinery site includes an estimated 1,400 acres and
encompasses more space than Center City in Philadelphia. For a
time, it served as the largest refinery on the East Coast. But more
importantly, it served as a constant source of anguish and anger
for the surrounding communities as they suffered the ill effects of
living in such proximity to Philadelphia’s largest source of pollution
and environmental degradation.

It is important to remember that the refinery had struggled
financially for many years. PES entered Chapter 11 bankruptcy in
2018, only to reenter Chapter 11 following the 2019 explosion. Less
than a decade earlier, the site’s previous owner, Sunoco, deemed
the refinery so costly that it was prepared to close its operations
if a buyer could not be found. PES purchased the site only with
the promise of substantial subsidies and tax relief provided by the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

In many ways, the fire that caused the refinery site to close

served as a moment of hope for residents in South and Southwest
Philadelphia. Persistent odors emanating from the site began to
disappear. Residents began to envision a future use for the site free
of fossil fuels and they hoped for increased collaboration from the
new owners, which became Hilco Redevelopment Partners (HRP).

Although HRP has engaged in a sophisticated and concerted
promotional campaign to rebrand the site, the new owners have
often failed to substantively engage with surrounding communities
on the future use of the site, relying on vague plans to create a life
sciences hub and distribution center that will supposedly create
thousands of jobs. During testimony, PennFuture shared the
concerns residents have raised surrounding the narrow interpreta-
tion of public participation requirements established by Act 2.
Impacted residents have consistently voiced concerns that
information related to the remediation is not presented in a timely
manner and is not presented in a clear and concise manner. While
we recognize that this work began under the cloud of the COVID-19
pandemic and the associated restrictions on public gatherings,

we join community residents in calling for additional efforts

from Evergreen Resources Group, LLC (Evergreen), and HRP to
substantively engage with the public on the ongoing remediation
of the site.

PennFuture supports the efforts of organizations like the United
South-Southwest Coalition and their ongoing grassroots efforts to

12 Pennsylvania’s watchdog for clean air, pure water, and a healthy climate.

engage with residents, harness their collective power, and demand
accountability from Evergreen, HRP, the City of Philadelphia, and
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. The refinery may be closed
but much work remains to be done to ensure that the site is
remediated thoroughly and effectively to ensure the health and
safety of nearby communities. PennFuture hopes that the Environ-
mental Resources and Energy Committee will seek to strengthen
requirements surrounding public participation under Act 2.

Most importantly, we hope that this site serves as a stark reminder
of the critical need to rethink planning and development in
Philadelphia and Pennsylvania. No longer can we ignore that
low-income communities and communities of color have suffered
a disproportionate impact from historically racist practices like
redlining and short-sighted environmental policies that directly
harmed their friends and families.

Environmental justice must be at the heart of our policies related
to land use, zoning, and development. Environmental justice

must be at the heart of our environmental policies. Last month,
PennFuture proudly stood with Governor Wolf, the Pennsylvania
Legislative Black Caucus, advocates, stakeholders, and community
members, to support executive and legislative initiatives that
would codify and expand the Office of Environmental Justice
within the Department of Environmental Protection.

One of those initiatives, Senate Bill 189, was introduced by

State Senator Vincent Hughes and referred to the Committee in
February. PennFuture strongly supports this legislation and its
proposed aims of addressing environmental justice in low-income
communities and communities of color, integrating environmental
justice throughout the regulatory process, and developing a
statewide environmental justice strategy for the Commonwealth.

The remediation efforts at the former refinery complex have
further identified the need to review Act 2 and the requirements
contained within it. But, this process has also underscored the
need to prioritize the health and well-being of people and commu-
nities when decisions are being made with regard to land use,
zoning, and development. Senate Bill 189 will put Pennsylvania on
a path to do this and we hope that the Committee will take up the
legislation.

PennFuture will continue its efforts to craft and support

policies across all levels of government to advance the cause of
environmental justice and prioritize the health and well-being of
disproportionately impacted communities.

To view the hearing and read all submitted testimony, click here.



( PennFuture Asks PA Supreme Court to Protect Pennsylvanians’ Groundwater

and Environmental Rights
January 19, 2022 | Emma Bast, Staff Attorney

I n 1736, Benjamin Franklin coined the phrase: “An ounce of
prevention is worth a pound of cure” This proverb remains as true
today as it did in the earliest days of the Commonwealth, and is a
foundational idea to the state constitution’s Environmental Rights
Amendment (ERA): The Commonwealth, and the Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP), must look ahead into the future
when it comes to environmental impacts, and consider what the
outcome of something is going to be down the line.

This was the critical idea in the amicus—or “friend of the court”—
brief that PennFuture, with several key allies, filed before the
Pennsylvania Supreme Court on January 14, 2022. PennFuture
argued that the state’s ERA requires the DEP to consider the
environmental impacts of its decisions and the permits it grants
ahead of time, and not just rubber stamp projects and hope they
will get cleaned up later. It is common sense that sometimes the
best way to fix a mess is to never create it in the first place, and
that is especially true for environmental problems. Taxpayer
dollars, environmental impact, human and environmental

health, and the potential for unforeseen consequences matter.
Unfortunately, the DEP did not think about these things, so
PennFuture wrote a brief explaining to the Pennsylvania Supreme
Court why it should have.

In this case, which kicked off in 2003, the company Gibraltar

Rock had proposed to locate a rock quarry in the township of

New Hanover in Montgomery County. The problem is that the
quarry is right next door to a hazardous site that has contaminated
the local groundwater with a number of compounds that are
dangerous to people and the environment alike.

In 2005, the DEP issued a mining permit to Gibraltar Rock. The DEP,
it should be said, has a program separate from the mining program
that is specifically for the cleanup of contaminated sites like the
one in New Hanover. That program already was well aware of the
state of the hazardous site and the contaminated groundwater in
New Hanover.

One might assume that the DEP would coordinate these programs,
since it oversees both. One would be wrong.

In fact, when local citizen groups and the township ultimately
appealed the permit to the Environmental Hearing Board (EHB),
the EHB found that the DEP’s supposed coordination over the
years was “essentially meaningless,” and that the DEP had simply
“failed to give the matter any serious thought.” After a hearing
that lasted for four days, the EHB found that quarry mining would
not only be likely to make groundwater contamination worse, but
it would create new contamination of previously clean water! In
the end, the EHB found that the DEP did not do its job on several
fronts. First, it did not make sure that the quarry met the most
basic requirements of the mining law. Second, the DEP did not

do its constitutional duty to consider what would happen to the
environment if the quarry opened.

The quarry appealed, and the case next went to the Common-
wealth Court. The Commonwealth Court chose to ignore the
detailed, 84-page facts and analysis of the EHB. Instead, in a
surprise twist, the Commonwealth Court wrote that the quarry
company had agreed to clean up the groundwater—which was
incorrect—and then overturned the EHB opinion. The case is now
at the Pennsylvania Supreme Court.

PennFuture and our allies wrote a “friend of the court” brief to
ensure that the Supreme Court understands what is at stake here.
The Commonwealth Court opinion is contrary to years of Supreme
Court precedent, and if it stands, could lead to a huge rollback of
environmental protection. We argued three main points:

That the DEP has a duty under the ERA to consider in advance the
environmental impacts of its decisions, even when they are
impacts involving another DEP program;

The EHB properly decided the DEP failed to comply with its ERA
duty to consider groundwater pollution impacts from the nearby
contaminated site, and;

That the Commonwealth Court’s opinion on the ERA issue is
inconsistent with the Supreme Court’s prior ERA decisions and
unsupported by the record.

The brief was filed on behalf of Professor John Dernbach of the
Environmental Law and Sustainability Center at Widener University
Commonwealth Law School, the Delaware Riverkeeper Network,
Green Amendments for the Generations, and the Clean Air
Council.

The case is Gibraltar Rock, Inc. v. Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection, which has two docket numbers; there is
an identical brief filed in each. We will be sure to keep you in the
loop as soon as there is new information pertaining to this case.
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( Fallacy, Fiction, and Falsehoods: Debunking the Fossil Fuel Industry’s Stance

on Russia’s War in Ukraine

March 25,2022 | Rob Altenburg, Senior Director for Energy and Climate

On Feb. 24, Russia commenced its unprovoked and atrocious
invasion of its neighbor Ukraine. It didn’t take long for fossil
fuel interests in the United States to exploit this geopolitical and
humanitarian crisis for their own benefit, using the war to call
for increased fracking, fast-tracked permitting, new subsidies,
and relaxed environmental regulations here in America.

Unfortunately, the industry didn’t stop there. Nearly every day,
there are news articles, social media content and opinion pieces
from industry boosters who spread false narratives, myths and
other fallacies, all in an effort to further pad the pockets of
corporate polluters.

This is a running list of some of the most egregious bad-faith
arguments being put forth by the fossil fuel industry and their
legislative champions in media outlets, accompanied by fact-check-
ing of those arguments. Please continue to check back frequently,
as we will add to this list as we come across new content.

Myth: In a recent Op Ed piece, state Sen. Camera Bartolotta made
many false and disingenuous statements about Pennsylvania’s role
in combating Russian aggression. Notably, Bartolotta said Gov.
Tom Wolf “banned natural gas development in the eastern third

of the state” and “banned development of the state’s own natural
gas rights underlying publicly owned property.” Finally, the state
senator bluntly said “the U.S. needs Putin’s oil.”

Fact: There is a lot to unpack here. First, the Delaware River Basin
Commission—which is composed of Pennsylvania, New York,
New Jersey, Delaware, and a representative from the federal
government—voted to ban fracking in Pennsylvania’s portion of
the basin last year. Gov. Wolf is but one of many voting members
of the DRBC, and did not act unilaterally when the agency banned
fracking in the basin.
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Secondly, Gov. Wolf did not ban fracked gas development on public
lands in Pennsylvania. He placed a moratorium on new drilling,
which is a huge difference. Prior to that moratorium, Pennsylvania’s
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources leased more
than 250,000 acres of state forest lands in the Marcellus play, 65%
of which hasn’t been drilled (163,089 acres). The problem isn’t
availability of locations, it’s the economics. The companies drill
only when it makes economic sense, which it currently does not.
Saying that Gov. Wolf “banned” drilling on our public lands is an
outright lie.

Thirdly, the United States does not need Russian oil, as evidenced
by President Biden’s ban on Russian imports. Even before that ban,
roughly 8% of U.S. imports of oil and petroleum products came
from Russia—a modest amount by any measure.

Myth: In a March 23 news story concerning PennFuture and other
groups shutting down a liquefied natural gas plant in Bradford
County, the president of the Marcellus Shale Coalition said “the
worldwide need for U.S. natural gas exports has never been more
critical”

Fact: Europe, which is directly threatened by Putin’s turn to war,
has already come to the conclusion that an economy tethered
to fossil fuels is highly unpredictable, costly, and dangerous—
particularly when we factor in the impacts of climate change.

It’s not like Europe is clamoring for our energy exports. Germany
recently announced it is accelerating its timeline to achieve 100
percent renewable energy. The European Union is readying an
initiative to fast-track renewable energy projects and cut the
continent’s use of fossil fuels in half in eight years. And most EU
countries are ahead of schedule in their renewable energy goals
and are not slowing down. Clearly, fracked gas is not the answer.



Myth: In a March 8th editorial in the Pittsburgh Tribune-Review,
Pennsylvania state Sen. Gene Yaw said that “renewable energy
accounts for less than one third of global energy supply and
remains notoriously unreliable”

Fact: This is wrong on two counts. First, renewable energy—which
encompasses a huge range of sources, including wind, solar, and
hydroelectric—is in fact equally reliable to other energy sources.
No kind of power plant runs 24/7, 365 days a year, and operating
America’s electric grid always involves managing variability of
supply and demand at all times.

Second, it’s contradictory for Yaw to claim renewables are unrelia-
ble when he’s talking about a fossil fuel supply that has proven to
be—you guessed it—highly unreliable when it’s controlled by a
despot like Vladimir Putin. Fossil fuels have always been controlled
by whichever country or political entity sits atop them, which leads
to a great deal of volatility and weaponization of these products.
Nobody owns the sun and wind. They cannot be manipulated or
controlled for political or other gain.

Myth: In a letter sent to President Biden on March 2, the Senate
Natural Resources Committee claimed that President Biden is
responsible for soaring gas prices because of his hostile attitude
toward the oil and gas industry, including a moratorium on drilling
on public lands.

Fact: President Biden is currently outpacing his predecessor when
it comes to issuing drilling permits on public lands. According to
the Center for Biological Diversity: “the Biden administration
approved 3,557 permits for oil and gas drilling on public lands in its
first year, far outpacing the Trump administration’s first-year total
of 2,658 That’s not to mention that oil and gas companies have
thousands of leases on public lands that are unused and inactive,
which has nothing to do with President Biden, and everything to
do with energy companies’ own business choices.

Myth: In a recent Op Ed piece, U.S. Rep. Gus Bilirakis alleged that
scaling up domestic oil and gas is as easy as “flipping the switch.”

Fact: Domestic crude oil production in the U.S. is at historically
high levels with 2019, 2020, and 2021 exceeding production in all
other years. Production of natural gas in 2021 also reached an
all-time high both nationally and in Pennsylvania. Even if compa-
nies had the ability and desire to increase production it could take
years before we see significant changes. That’s not likely given the
fact investors are hesitant to pour more money into companies
that have underperformed in recent years.

Myth: Industry boosters are claiming that Pennsylvania is in a
position to increase LNG production and exports to Europe, and
say that “fracking may be America’s most powerful weapon against
Russian aggression.”

Fact: Liquified Natural Gas exports reached peak levels in 2021 at
just over 3.5 trillion cubic feet. Many European nations, including

the United Kingdom, France, Netherlands, Turkey, Spain, Portugal,
Lithuania, and Poland imported record high levels of American

LNG. Because our infrastructure is already operating near capacity,
meeting the demand in Europe required diverting production that
would normally be sold into Asian markets. At this point, increasing
exports to Europe will require major investments in infrastructure
on both sides of the Atlantic. Accomplishing this will take years and
cost, potentially, billions of dollars. Furthermore, this assumes that
Europe is looking to buy, but in fact, they are responding to this
crisis by accelerating their plans to move to renewable energy.

Myth: In his “End Russian Aggression Act,” state Rep. Seth Grove
has suggested that Pennsylvania’s participation in the Regional
Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) is somehow connected to or
impacted by Russia’s war and oil and gas exports.

Fact: Under the RGGI program, Pennsylvania’s electric generators
burning fossil fuels will pay market-based emission fees for each
ton of carbon pollution they emit. The proceeds from this program
will be invested in cost-effective programs to reduce energy
consumption and air pollution. The net result will be to help
diversify our generation mix and lower both our dependence on
fossil fuels and our exposure to a fossil fuel market Putin and
others can manipulate. Simply put, RGGI has absolutely nothing
to do with Russia or its oil and gas exports.

Myth: In a March 10 article in the New York Times, a fossil fuel
executive acknowledges “the need to tackle climate change,” but
said “that effort should take a back seat to the more urgent need
to increase fossil fuel production.”

Fact: Action on climate change has been taking a back seat for
decades, and this current moment is definitely not the time to
backslide any further. The science backs up that claim: many of the
impacts of global warming are now simply “irreversible,” according
to the UN’s latest assessment, and humans and nature are being
pushed beyond their abilities to adapt. It’s already well past time
for humanity to break its addiction to fossil fuels, and the industry
will always be looking for ways to stay relevant in a world that is
increasingly climate-conscious.

Myth: Weakening environmental protections will allow us to
increase production and become independent of foreign oil.

Fact: The US is already operating very near its all-time peak level of
crude oil production, with over 4 billion barrels produced last year.
In spite of this near-record production, the US still imported more
than 3 billion barrels of oil in 2021 with more than 245 million
barrels coming from Russia.

Pennsylvania is also operating near its peak levels of oil production,
but that represents a fraction of a percent of the national total with
less than 7 million barrels produced in 2021. The true path to
energy independence lies in strengthening and securing our grid
and reducing reliance on oil in the first place, not in rolling back the
environmental protections that let us breathe, drink clean water,
and enjoy the natural resources of our incredible state and country.
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PennFuture, Partners Halt Construction of Proposed Liquefied Natural Gas Plant

( in Bradford County

March 28, 2022 | Angela Kilbert, Staff Attorney

ennFuture, representing our partners Clean Air Council and

Sierra Club, secured a big legal victory on March 18 by obtaining
a settlement that halts the construction of a proposed Bradford
County Real Estate Partners (“BCREP”) Liquified Natural Gas
(“LNG”) facility near the Susquehanna River in Wyalusing
Township, Bradford County, in Northeastern Pennsylvania.

In August, PennFuture and our partners appealed a second
extension of the air pollution permit for the proposed facility
issued by the Department of Environmental Protection (“DEP”)

to the Environmental Hearing Board (“EHB”). In this challenge, we
objected to the second extension on several grounds, including
that DEP erred in granting the extension because BCREP had not
commenced construction at the Wyalusing facility, as required by
the regulations. Further, the second extension relied on outdated
and inappropriate pollution control technology. We also objected
to the second extension because the DEP relied on flawed analysis
resulting in insufficient and erroneous air emission limits, and
several other significant deficiencies as detailed in our Notice of
Appeal, which may be found here.

The parties agreed that BCREP will not move forward with
construction of the facility under its current air pollution permit
and will allow the permit to expire on July 22, 2022. In return,
PennFuture and our partners ended our appeal of the second
extension of the air pollution permit. If BCREP wants to build
this facility, the settlement requires them to go through the
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process of applying for and obtaining an entirely new air pollution
permit from DEP.

The proposed Wyalusing facility would have processed fracked
natural gas into highly explosive LNG for shipment by truck or train
through Pennsylvania communities to a proposed LNG export
facility in Gibbstown, New Jersey for transport to overseas markets.
This proposed LNG export scheme would endanger the health of
our communities and environment, increase fracking in Pennsylva-
nia, and lead to the further entrenchment of the fossil fuel industry.
If constructed under the current air permit, the Wyalusing facility
would have been permitted to emit over a million tons of green-
house gasses and hundreds of tons of other harmful air pollutants
annually, contributing to both climate change and dangerous air
pollution. To learn more about LNG and its dangers, please check
out our LNG Blog Series: LNG Blog #1, LNG Blog #2, LNG Blog #3,
LNG Blog #4, and LNG Blog #s.

PennFuture is working hard to protect our waters, our air, and our
communities from the dangers of the petrochemical buildout
across Pennsylvania. Halting the construction of this LNG facility
is an important step of that work and our fight for a clean energy
future.

If you are interested in supporting our work, please become a
member today!



( PennFuture Celebrates Lake Erie and Introduces New Erie Campaign Manager
During PA Clean Water Education Week

April 13,2022 | Jenny Tompkins, Campaign Manager for Clean Water Advocacy

ennFuture is celebrating its sixth annual PA Clean Water

Education Week, dedicated to showcasing the Commonwealth’s
unique waterways and advocating for their health by ensuring
sufficient state funding for protection and restoration initiatives.
Throughout the week, we highlight each of PA’s six major water-
sheds. Today we celebrate the Lake Erie Watershed!

There is much to appreciate about Lake Erie. The 11th largest lake
in the world by surface area, Erie provides drinking water to over
11 million people basin-wide. Erie is the warmest and shallowest
of the five Great Lakes and, subsequently, the most biologically
productive and diverse. Lake Erie also presents a success story

for clean water funding. Efforts of the 1970s, including the passage
of the Clean Water Act and the multi-national Great Lakes Water
Quality Agreement, addressed unabated industrial pollution,
agricultural runoff, and poor wastewater treatment that plagued
Lake Erie. More recent funding from the Great Lakes Restoration
Initiative provided extra assistance for priority cleanup locations
known as Areas of Concern, including Presque Isle Bay, which was
deemed safe again and delisted in 2013. Consistent support from
decisionmakers and dedicated clean water funding have allowed
Lake Erie and Presque Isle Bay to become the thriving recreational,
commercial, and cultural assets we know today.

In my first weeks with PennFuture in Erie, it became clear that
many Erieites are proud of the improvements made to their lake
and bay. However, we cannot take this progress for granted

and must remain unified in our resolve for protection of these
resources. Today, our lake faces complex challenges linked to
climate change, surface runoff, invasive species, legacy and
emergent industrial toxins, and pollution from the fossil fuel and
plastics industries. Watershed residents in historically burdened
communities, particularly communities of color, face compounding
and disproportionate impacts from legacy contamination and
other threats. For these reasons, we continue to advocate for the
funding necessary to limit the impacts of our built and agricultural
resources on water quality, to improve ecosystem and community
resilience, and to foster an appreciation of these resources among
all Pennsylvanians by ensuring everyone has access to outdoor
amenities, including our lake.

Sufficient funding is essential for protecting Lake Erie and our
watershed residents but is only one piece of a comprehensive
approach requiring policy change and involvement from

decision makers at all levels, businesses, academic institutions,
and a diverse array of citizen advocates. | am thankful for the
foundational work of our staff and community partners as out-
lined in Our Water, Our Future: A Common Agenda for Protecting
Pennsylvania’s Lake Erie Watershed. In collaboration with twelve
area environmental organizations, several resident scientists, and
a cohort of social justice reviewers, PennFuture outlined this
comprehensive framework needed to address water quality
concerns.

Clean water funding remains

a priority for the state budget

season, but we must advance

other aspects of the Common

Agenda. Stimulus funds under

the American Rescue Plan and

Infrastructure Investment and

Jobs Acts create opportunities to

fund many of our budget recommendations.

These relate to stormwater management, renewable energy and
electric vehicle infrastructure, orphaned and abandoned oil/gas
well plugging, brownfield reclamation, and other commercial and
neighborhood development efforts. We will advocate for watershed
communities getting their fair share of these funds and for the
prioritization of water quality and environment concerns in project
implementation.

Recognizing the disproportionate impact of environmental issues
and the COVID-19 pandemic on disadvantaged communities and
people of color, we seek to ensure stimulus investments and other
decision-making processes equitably benefit all communities and
promote inclusive decision-making. This includes ongoing involve-
ment in litigation with PennDOT and the US Highway Administra-
tion regarding the Bayfront Parkway reconstruction plans that
lacked of proper environmental consideration in project design
phases and will harm environmental justice communities.

New and improved policy at local and state levels will be essential
to placing Lake Erie Watershed communities on a sustainable,
long-term trajectory, particularly once stimulus funds are spent.
PennFuture and our partners continue to focus on landuse policies
that benefit water quality and human health, and legislative
safeguards against industrial, fossil fuel, and plastic pollution.
With collaboration and shared goals, the Erie region can set itself
on a new path, recognizing environmental and human health need
not be framed in opposition to economic prosperity. | welcome the
input of diverse partners across all sectors as we work toward this
vision for our watershed communities.

To remain up to date on our work in the Lake Erie Watershed,
please like and follow the recently launched PennFuture - Erie
Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram pages! These pages will cover
water quality education, local environmental news and events,
and provide local context for our other state and regional work.
Be sure to check out our Clean Water Education Week and Lake
Erie Watershed celebration posts from this week.

Water is central to the identity of many in Northwest Pennsylvania,
and we must work together to protect our most precious resource.
Thank you for celebrating Clean Water Education Week and the
Lake Erie Watershed with PennFuture. Please consider getting
involved in our other efforts to protect Lake Erie and our local
communities.
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{ Exhibiting Art and Fighting Climate Change

May 18,2022 | M. Travis DiNicola, Director of Development

ore than 25 years ago | argued in my Master’s thesis, for Art

Education at Penn State, that art museums should create
virtual museums online to increase their accessibility and improve
their educational outreach. If | was to write that thesis today it
would be somewhat different. First off, | probably wouldn’t have
to include a chapter on what the “World Wide Web” is or how a
hyperlink works. More importantly though, | would devote much
of the thesis to how art museums can embrace virtual technology
to reduce their carbon footprint.

It’s hard to imagine, but back in the mid-nineties there was actually
a lot of resistance in the art world to even posting digital photo-
graphs of works from their collections online. The concern, for
some, was that when an original work of art is “mechanically”
reproduced it becomes inferior to the original, destroying what
critic Walter Benjamin called its “aura” which diminishes the
viewers experience of both the original and the reproduction.
Others were worried that the dollar value of original works would
be compromised if viewers could “steal” (or copy and save) images.
Given the ridiculous growth of the global art market since, current-
ly valued at $65.1 billion dollars annually, | think the industry is
doing just fine.

| thought back to my thesis while reading an article about how

the auction house Christie’s has created an incredibly realistic
hologram of a fragile Degas ballerina sculpture, valued at

$20 million, that they are sending on a virtual world tour. |

haven’t seen the actual hologram in person but the photograph

of it is indistinguishable from a photograph of the original work.
It’s an amazing use of the technology created by a company called
Proto to beam high resolution holograms of actual people around
the world. Christie’s has chosen to use the tech primarily to reduce
shipping and insurance costs, but also, they say, because it reduces
their carbon footprint. This is a concern that unfortunately few
people in the art world had back in the nineties, when | was in

grad school, but is now on the forefront of everyone’s mind.

Since I've been with PennFuture I’'ve written a number of blogs
about how “EcoArtists” are creating works that use the environ-
ment as a subject matter, as a medium, and sometimes as a result
of their work. Most recently I hosted an online panel discussion
with a number of artists involved in creating the book EcoArt in
Action. For this article | want to focus specifically on how the
exhibitors of art - museums, galleries, and auction houses such as
Christie’s - are addressing their role in climate change.

Climate change, and its effects, are certainly on the radar of
museum professionals today. The Pérez Art Museum, recently
built on the bay in Miami and the Whitney Museum of American
Art’s Renzo Piano, located next to the Hudson River, were both
designed to withstand predicted flooding caused by climate
change. Last year the New Orleans Museum of Art had to close to
the public for a few weeks because of Hurricane Ida and get their
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power from emergency generators to keep the steady temperature
and humidity needed to protect their collection. Fortunately,
because of lessons learned from Hurricane Katrina, they had an
extreme weather event plan in place. Other museums have taken
notice. Today there is even a regular conference for museum
professionals on protecting their collections, and buildings, from
increased flooding called Keeping History Above Water.

But what can galleries and museums do to not just protect
themselves but to actually reduce their carbon footprint?

Some museums are making significant efforts to be more sustaina-
ble, such as getting Leadership in Energy and environmental Design
(LEED) certification for their buildings. LEED provides a framework
for healthy, highly efficient, and cost-saving green buildings. In
Pennsylvania both the Erie Art Museum and the Barnes Founda-
tion, among others, are LEED certified. Here is a list of the top 17
sustainable museums in the world, including one of my favorites,
the Grand Rapids Art Museum in Michigan.

These architectural efforts in building design are extremely
important but they don’t reduce the amount of energy used to
transport art — which is where the art world has the greatest



impact on the environment. The costs for packaging and shipping
art (think lots of bubble wrap and crates, cargo ships and airplanes,
security and couriers, plus insurance) for a “blockbuster” touring
exhibition to museums around the globe can be extraordinary.
Individual museums will often pay anywhere from around a
hundred thousand to a few million just for the transportation of
paintings. Transporting sculptures weighing thousands of pounds
can cost even more. The trend of museums offering “immersive”
experiences is certainly a result of this consideration - it is much
less costly (for the museum and the environment) to project
images of Van Gogh on a gallery wall than it is to ship all those
artworks to multiple museums. And given their popularity,
audiences are apparently okay with not seeing the original if they
can walk through a reproduction.

Perhaps the worst climate offenders in the art world are the huge
international fairs, such as Art Basel Miami, the Frieze Art Fair in
London and New York, and Art Dubai. When you take into account
the climate footprint of building temporary exhibition spaces, with
energy sucking lighting and climate control, and the thousands

of international jet-setters flying in and out to these events, the
environmental impact can be devastating. Acknowledging the
carbon footprint of the hundreds of art fairs held each year is
something the art world has just started to get comfortable in
talking about.

Of course exhibitors can’t reduce their footprint unless they know
how big it is. One group taking the lead on helping the art world do
this is the Gallery Climate Coalition. Their goal is to facilitate the
decarbonization of the visual art sector and promote zero-waste
practices. This international collective of hundreds of art profes-
sionals has a plan to reduce the carbon emissions from galleries,
museums, and fairs by at least 50% by 2030 (in line with the Paris
Agreement). One way they do this is by providing a free online
carbon calculator to determine the footprint of transporting
artworks to exhibits, fairs, and festivals. Last November they
hosted, online, the conference “Decarbonizing the Art World”

and published their “Decarbonization Action Plan”. Most of their
suggested actions recognize that the art world is not going to give
up the physical object anytime soon and therefore the tips are
practical, physical, ways to reduce waste and energy consumption
such as using LED lighting, reusable crates, and recycling packing
material. They also promote decarbonization through innovation,
such as utilizing virtual exhibits.

Though the early concerns from the art world about jeopardizing
an artwork’s “aura” have not prevented museums from being
online, there were still some who resisted creating virtual exhibi-
tions for a number of years because the poor quality of the
technology compromised the visitor’s experience. As the technolo-
gy improved this became less of an issue, yet many museums still

were reluctant to embrace virtual exhibitions because of a fear it

would reduce revenue from in-person visits. What has been encour-
aging to see during the past two years is that because of Covid
restrictions many museums and galleries, who couldn’t open their
physical doors, were “pushed” into having virtual versions of their
physical exhibits to be able to continue to reach their audiences. A
great example of this is “Our Blue Planet: Global Visions of Water”
created by the Seattle Art Museum and featuring works from the
museum’s permanent collection or on loan from local collectors -
minimizing transportation costs of the art.

Something many museums have recently realized was that these
virtual exhibits allowed them to reach a far broader audience while
reducing exhibition costs and their carbon footprint. In fact, so
many arts institutions started to create virtual content during the
past two years that Google launched Google Arts and Culture in
partnership with them as a response. Here you can “visit” almost
every major art museum in the world, including the Met, MoMA,
and the Philadelphia Museum of Art, without having to getin a
plane, train, or car.

Unfortunately the past few years have also seen one of the greatest
upheavals in the world of virtual art with the popularity of crypto-
currency and Non-fungible Tokens (NFTs). When | first heard about
these “digital markers” and how they could be used to identify the
one “original” image in a world of digital copies | was certainly
intrigued. For the first time, artists who work in the digital world
could make truly unique images that were protected with this
certification of authenticity. It sounded like a great idea. I'm not
going to dwell on this too much here because | wanted this blog to
focus on the positive changes the art world has been making
regarding climate change. NFTs are not a part of it. Unfortunately,
NFTs are a huge step backwards environmentally because they
rely on “blockchains” and the ridiculous amount of energy required
to run the computers creating them and cryptocurrency (a much
better explanation of how this all works was written by my
co-worker, Rob Altenburg). It’s a shame that the amount of money
associated with NFTs at this point is so great - literally billions
during the past year - that many people are choosing to ignore
their environmental impact. Someday there may be a way to
sustainably create NFTs, but it is a long way away from today’s
technology.

Despite my serious concerns about NFTs | am greatly encouraged
by the responsibility that museums and galleries are taking for
their role in fighting climate change and reducing their carbon foot-
print. And | can’t wait to see how this new hologram technology
will be used by museums, galleries, and artists to show and create
works all around the world without damaging the Earth. It is
certainly not something | could have predicted some 25 years ago.
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The True Cost of Convenience: The Impacts of Never-Ending Warehouse

Development

May 31,2022 | Donna Kohut, Campaign Manager

here are costs to irresponsible, endless development. The

current trend in Pennsylvania’s area of the Delaware River
Basin is the expansion of massive warehouses and logistics centers.
With these projects come the subsequent increase in truck traffic,
diesel fumes, infrastructure damage, and stormwater runoff.
Warehouses and logistics centers have severe consequences for
the health of the surrounding communities and the environment,
and very few benefits.

Driven by the convenience (and safety) of online shopping and the
expectation of receiving goods within 24 hours of clicking a button,
developers are purchasing land for the sole purpose of building
these behemoths. Now, the expansion of the warehouse house
empire is beginning to branch north from the current distribution
hub of the East Coast - the Lehigh Valley.

Folks living in the quiet, rural communities of the Pocono
Mountains are witnessing hundreds of thousands of square feet
of forest and wetlands get paved over and transformed into cubes
of convenient consumption. These communities are shocked and
dismayed, fighting to protect the pristine landscape and unique
biodiversity that characterizes the region. Oftentimes, they say
that they don’t want their region to mirror the distribution hub
of Lehigh Valley.
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And with good reason. Online shopping created a distribution

and logistics bubble that’s continued to grow for the last ten to
fifteen years in the third largest metropolitan area of Pennsylvania.
The distribution economy has created over 30,000 jobs across
Northampton and Lehigh counties. That’s a lot — about 11% of

local residents are employed in the industry. But these jobs come
at a high price.

While developers are offered tax breaks, taxpayers end up covering
the cost of damaged infrastructure and the increased need for
municipal services. What’s more is that communities that already
experience the impacts of pollution, heat deserts, and a lack of
green space are exposed to increased diesel fumes from heavy
truck traffic. In 2021, Allentown was considered the “Asthma
Capital” of the Northeast Mid-Atlantic region, according to the
Asthma and Allergy Foundation of America. Their studies show
that the combined issues of exposure to industrial businesses and
high-traffic roads with a lack of access to asthma specialists primes
residents for this illness. Because we know that communities of
color more often than not bear the burden of the cumulative
impacts of pollution, it should not be surprising that the city’s
population is 54% Latino and 13% Black or African American.

Yes, this industry provides jobs, but at what cost? And to whom?



Some wonder if what’s touted as “economic growth” is as robust
as it seems. According to local officials in Lower Macungie
Township - a community outside of the city of Allentown -

“If a warehouse employs 100 people but eats up 100 acres of
farmland, the Valley economy only nets one job per acre of
precious land lost.” This is not an efficient use of land, especially
when considering the loss of ecological services provided by that
land. The impervious surface - or pavement and buildings -
created by warehouses and distribution centers increases storm-
water runoff, which then increases the intensity and frequency of
flooding. Rather than soil and plants soaking up the rain, the water
sheds right off, inundating streets, storm sewers, and creeks. And
once again, the communities that experience the most flooding in
the Lehigh Valley tend to be Black and brown communities. The
environmental impacts continue to accumulate.

It is a different picture in the Poconos, however. There is a lot of
open space, fresh air, and clean streams. Wetlands and forests
abound - for now.

For Pocono residents, the development of warehouses and
distribution centers threatens the character of their rural
communities, the health of pristine streams, and the prospect
of generational wealth.

Over 30% of Pennsylvania’s waterways are polluted and degraded.
However, there are pockets of clean, pristine creeks and streams,
but they are few. Only 29 of Pennsylvania’s waterways are healthy
enough to receive the DEP’s special designation of Exceptional
Value. These are the cleanest, healthiest streams in the state.

They have intact and abundant ecosystems and contain pure water.
80% of them can be found in the mountain, wetlands, and forests
of the Poconos.

According to an industry white paper, warehouse developers are
looking to northeastern Pennsylvania to expand their empire for

a few reasons - decrease in unionization of workers, lower wages,
low taxes, and the land is cheap and abundant. While all of that is
good for profit, it is very bad for the communities and the environ-
ment. Recent plans brought in front of municipalities demonstrate
a willingness to build along Exceptional Value streams, which if
done poorly, could permanently reduce water quality, threaten
wildlife, and increase flooding.

The prevalence of warehouses reduces land values. Folks that live
in the Poconos tend to have long-term ties to the region. For some,
their house and property is their single source of wealth. It’s been
passed down through their family. But when a warehouse or
distribution center abuts the property line, land value suddenly
drops.

There are no guarantees that these massive buildings — usually
250,000 square feet or more - will be filled with what’s called an
“end user”. It’s all speculative. Developers may pave over wetlands
and impair trout streams without ever placing a business in the
building. There are some along Route 512 that have stood empty for
years. That’s likely to continue if Amazon’s business trends are any
indication. The online shopping giant is starting to lease its space
because it is unable to use it. The distribution bubble is on its way
to bursting. But because of the flawed land use and development
process currently in place, developers don’t need to guarantee
business in order to build.

Local government officials in the Lehigh Valley and the Poconos
realize that land use laws and zoning codes need to change to put
an end to this expansion. The Municipal Planning Code was
originally established to protect the health, safety, and character
of communities. Every municipality must allow for every “use”
included in the MPC. However, developers are taking advantage
of the term “warehouse”. When the term was initially included,
distribution centers that take up one million square feet of land
and boast 300-400 truck trips were inconceivable. But because
the term is included in the zoning codes, the use must be allowed.
That’s why municipal leaders are calling on state legislators to
take action and change the codes.

When we allow for the pervasive and unchecked development of
warehouses, we are choosing corporate profits and convenient
consumption over healthy communities and a healthy environ-
ment.
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{ Renewable Energy Projects Have Our Support, but Not At Any Cost

June 8, 2022 | Abigail M. Jones, Vice President of Legal and Policy

he science of climate change is unimpeachable: society must

transition to a clean energy economy to immediately lower our
carbon footprint, or face the consequences of irreversible damage
to the only home we have.

As Pennsylvania’s leading environmental advocacy organization,
PennFuture works daily to help achieve that goal in a place that is
one of the most notorious carbon polluters in the nation. What
that means is fighting against the proliferation of fracking and
petrochemicals and beating back attempts in Harrisburg to further
tether our economy to heavy industry while advocating for solar
and wind energy.

What it doesn’t mean, however, is embracing renewable energy
at any cost, or allowing developers to create a false dichotomy
of pitting renewable energy projects against pristine waters and
bountiful forests.

Which brings us to the proposed Swiftwater Solar project in the
Poconos, an 8o-megawatt solar field that developers intend to
build by clearcutting 470 acres of mature woodlands on the top
of a mountain right next to an Exceptional Value stream in
Pocono Township.

If you’ve been following PennFuture for a while, you know that
our focus in Northeast PA is to help protect the headwaters of
the Delaware River Watershed. And the stream at issue here -
Swiftwater Creek - is one that we have fought over already,
when these same development interests tried to strip away its
Exceptional Value protections.

What does it mean to be labeled as Exceptional Value? For
starters, only 2 percent of the thousands of streams and creeks
in Pennsylvania have that designation based on the exceptional
natural water quality and ecological value of the waters. Of that
two percent labeled as Exceptional Value or “EV”, 8o percent are
located in the Poconos. EV streams are unique and valuable
resources, including outstanding trout fisheries that provide
opportunities for recreation, aesthetic pleasure, and tourism.

PennFuture is in the business of transitioning to a clean energy
economy, but we’re also in the business of preserving these
precious waters for generations to come. That’s why PennFuture
submitted comments to the Pocono Township board of commis-
sioners asking them to delay a final vote on the project and instead
schedule a public hearing so community members and stakehold-
ers could have a meaningful opportunity to present evidence and
testimony of the impacts of Swiftwater Solar on the local environ-
ment. Unfortunately, the commissioners rejected that request and
approved the project at a meeting on June 6.

It’s important to note that PennFuture doesn’t stand alone in this
fight. A poll released by Our Pocono Waters in May found strong
support among Pocono residents for protecting the region’s
cleanest waters: 97% said that it was very important or somewhat
important “to protect and maintain Exceptional Value streams
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from added commercial development.” Throughout the process,
Brodhead Watershed Association has been active in voicing its
concerns of the environmental impacts of this massive mountain-
top project. As well, the Our Pocono Waters campaign submitted
a letter at the Planning Commission phase expressing the need
for more consideration on potential water quality impacts to the
EV Swiftwater Creek. If PennFuture’s call for a public hearing
would have been headed, these concerns could have been put
before the Township Commissioners for consideration. Instead
these concerns went unheard, and the project moves forward.
The deck was stacked against those who were worried about the
impacts of this massive energy development project - as it often
is at the land use level.

We realize that Swiftwater Solar was determined to be an “essential
service” under the local zoning ordinance and that, as a result, it
was a permissible use for this property. We acknowledge that Apex
Energy, the designer of the project, is one of the leading green
energy companies in the US and we support the work they — and
companies like them — do to develop more renewable energy
projects across the Commonwealth. We need more solar develop-
ment in Pennsylvania. But it has to be more thoughtful than that.

We must have responsible renewable energy development. And
we must protect sensitive natural resource areas. These must not
become mutually exclusive. We must not play into the fallacy that
we can only have one. We must not be forced to pit our environ-
mental interests against one another. There are best practices for
siting renewable energy projects - and, unfortunately in the case
of Swiftwater Solar, we just don’t see how clearcutting almost
500 acres of trees on top of a steep mountain in an EV watershed
is a good idea.

And so while PennFuture continues to fight for increased renewa-
ble energy projects, while we champion our legislature to put
money behind the development of large scale solar and wind
instead of fracked gas outlets, and while we embrace federal, state,
and local laws that encourage renewable energy, we must remain
vigilant that renewable energy developers look for thoughtful siting
locations and design elements that preserve rather than destroy
sensitive natural resources. Pennsylvanians should not be forced
into choosing one at the expense of the other.



We Must Continue to Work for Change

July 5,2022 | Jacquelyn Bonomo, PennFuture President and CEO

tanding on the doorstep to my retirement, announced in
February, the last few months have included a lot of reminiscing,
reflecting and taking stock.

It’s been wonderful to hear from so many dear friends and former
colleagues whom I've worked with across the country. You've
been so generous with well-wishes and advice about retirement.
Those working in our movement — the protection of our planet,
its environment, and all that inhabit it — are in pursuit of a
“greater good” and come to our work and mission through a
profession, an avocation, a passion, a personal imperative.

Mission binds us, and for me, has been a nearly unmatched priority
in my life. The opportunity to have done this work has been beyond
satisfying, both a privilege and a challenge, and has given me an
eco-family, in addition to my birth family.

There have been a small handful of people who have hired me
along the way, mentored me, supervised me, just given me a
chance, so thank you very, very much. And thank you to the folks
that have worked “for” me and always so brilliantly.

As | step away, in this moment, we all have grave concerns. Our
democracy, our climate, our freedoms, and future generations

are grievously threatened. The environmental movement is
realizing intersectionality with other movements. In my opinion,
the commonalities that are bringing us together are somewhat
tenuous. So what binds us needs to be elevated beyond the matters
(racism, ageism, classism, political affiliations, city folk or country
folk to name a few) that can pull us back into our separate corners.
We need to seek out any and all like-minded entities with whom to
work, to build power that can outlast the storms that have always
been on the horizon, but that are here now and that cannot be
under-estimated.

Here at PennFuture, we’ve taken important steps to bridge
divides. We created new programs around civic participation and
democracy, in part to open our organization to issues of concern
to communities of color. We've really ramped up our presence in
Pennsylvania’s mid-sized towns and communities — such as Erie,
the Lehigh Valley, and the Pocono northeast. And we are working
hard to raise funds to have more of a presence in the north-central
heartland counties. These places are strategic to power building,
to fight statewide threats that emanate from the underserved and
forgotten communities in these locales, and to put us into closer
contact with people who can help us figure out how PennFuture
can be successful with our work in such a divided state.

The organization | leave is healthy, and stable, and in the steward-
ship of very competent and committed individuals. 2022 will be an
important one for our state, particularly as we approach the fall
general elections. After that, we’ll know where things stand and
this knowledge will enable PennFuture, and our strategic partner
Conservation Voters of PA, to build their next strategic plan to
address those realities, and threats.

| take great pride in

the work PennFuture

has done since | came

here in 2015. Our thought

leadership has been elevated.

Our work on greener economic

development has made its way into state and federal policy.
We are positioned to offer expertise on emerging threats to
our climate — the fossil fuel dimensions of bitcoin mining, new
hydrogen hubs, refineries, plastics and petrochemical facilities.

A space | have always been personally comfortable in has been in
advocacy, and like me, PennFuture has been plain in using our voice
and influence to fight against industry’s influence on our legislature
and our communities. It’s not just in sports where “defense” is the
headline. So it has been with PennFuture’s essential work to fight
the onslaught of bad policies, bad proposals, and bad projects —
the vast majority to favor fracked gas and other fossil fuels —

that just keep coming. Our legal team has elevated its game in
response to these threats, and in addition to just fighting hard, is
always looking to test ideas and strategies that protect forgotten
communities and places against environmental harms.

We've won in the courts. We are moving Pennsylvania forward in
the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI), PennFuture’s
climate priority since October 2019. And this summer, in the midst
of the budget, we are seeing good possibilities for much-needed
environmental funding to be realized because of bi-partisan work
in the legislature. If this does happen, it will be a cause for celebra-
tion, not just for the green economy sectors (agriculture, outdoor
recreation and tourism), and land and waters that will benefit, but
for the outcome of having all political parties’ support for our
environment.

Something I've reflected on in these past months, has been the
coalition of groups that helped many years ago to “stop” the
damming of Nescopeck Creek, sort of my conservation origin
story. Involved were people of all political persuasions; there were
scientists, hunters, and anglers and Sierra Clubbers, and many
more involved. Pennsylvania has a rich natural heritage that for
decades was embraced by all. We must return to that place.

That day in 1984 when | made a promise to myself to fight the
damming of that free-flowing stream, | did what it took to put that
promise into action, and organized, and fought, and won. We must
be willing to carry on the fight when necessary, to build bridges
where we can and until we change hearts and minds, and our state.

Lastly, for the many, many years that | had the privilege to be in
this field, | came to work every day and tried to make something
happen, tried to create change. Between the fights, some losses,
and wins, | never lost hope that change is possible. This work is a
long-term proposition. | feel blessed to help carry the green flame
for four decades; and pass it onto others who | know will pursue it
with fight, endurance, and hope.
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FISCAL YEAR 2022 FINANCIAL SUMMARY

PennFuture is committed to charitable transparency. This is a summary from the Independent Auditor’s Report for the Fiscal

Years ending June 30, 2022. Complete audited financial statements for these years, and 9gos, are available upon request or by visiting
www.pennfuture.org/financial-information. PennFuture participates in GuideStar, the premier source for advancing transparency
in philanthropy. Financial information is also available at guidestar.org.

Revenues Category Notes Classification Sources of Income
$2,218,136 Grants and contributions includes memberships and non-cash Philanthropic support 95%
452,838 Instigated earned income includes gross rents, legal fees Earned income 2%
$82,713 Other includes sales of assets and other Other 3%
* Accounts accruing interest investment income Investment income 0%

TOTAL $2,353,687

*In FY2022 there was no investment gain but an investment income loss of $430,138

Expenses Category Notes Classification Program Expenses
$2,882,673 Program all programmatic dollars attributed Program 75%
M . .
$602,185 geigigfgg;tnigg all management and general attributed Operations 15%
$386,319 Fundraising all fundraising attributed Fundraising 10%

TOTAL 43,871,177

3%

Source of Income

Other

10%
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B Grants and contributions

M Instigated earned income

Program Expenses

B Program

B Management and general expenses

Fundraising


https://www.pennfuture.org/financial-information
https://www.guidestar.org

FISCAL YEAR 2021 FINANCIAL SUMMARY

Revenues Category Notes Classification Sources of Income
$3,786,643 Grants and contributions includes memberships and non-cash Philanthropic support 74%
$50,055 Instigated earned income includes gross rents, legal fees Earned income 1%
$946,578 Accounts accruing interest investment income Investment income 18%
$310,221 PPP loan forgiveness Paycheck Protection Plan Government 6%
$10,017 Other includes sales of assets and other Other 1%

TOTAL 45,103,514

Expenses Category Notes Classification Program Expenses
$2,607,752 Programs all programmatic dollars attributed Program 76%
$478,628 Management and all management and general attributed Operations 14%
general expenses 8 8 P 4
$330,708 Fundraising all fundraising attributed Fundraising 10%

TOTAL 43,417,088

1%

6%

[ Other

10%

Source of Income

B Grants and contributions
M Instigated earned income
71 Accounts accruing interest

1% B PPP Loan forgiveness

Program Expenses

[ Programs

B Management and general expenses

[l Fundraising

PennFuture FY2022 | ANNUAL IMPACT REPORT

25



THANK YOU TO OUR DONORS

26

We extend our gratitude to each donor who made a gift to PennFuture during our
last complete fiscal year, July 1, 2021 - June 30, 2022. The individuals, organizations,
and businesses listed here provide the philanthropic support that makes it possible
for PennFuture to do our work. Each gift makes an impact.

Foundation Support
Anonymous

The Campbell Foundation
Charles Stewart Mott Foundation

Chesapeake Bay Trust and Program
Partners including:

Environmental Protection Agency
Chesapeake Bay Program
Chesapeake Bay Funders Network
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation

Colcom Foundation

Community Foundation for the Alleghenies
Energy Foundation

Foundation for PA Watersheds

Funder Collaborative on Oil and Gas

George and Miriam Martin Foundation

Pennsylvania’s watchdog for clean air, pure water, and a healthy climate.

Heinz Foundation

Kentfields Foundation

Laurel Foundation

League of Conservation Voters
Moses Feldman Family Foundation
National Wildlife Federation
NRDC (Natural Resources Defense Council)
Otto Haas Charitable Trust
Pittsburgh Foundation

Spring Point Partners

William Penn Foundation

Woodtiger Fund



Leadership Circle - $1,000 and above

Anonymous

Mr. & Mrs. Lou Appell, 111

Nancy Bernstein

Lewis Clarke & Barbara Blynn
Jacquelyn Bonomo

Cynthia Carrow & James Kyper

Jane Cleary

Bruce Clendenning

Nancy Cohn

Diana & Alan Dakey

Anne & Jeff Dalke Family Charitable Fund
John Dernbach

Brock Dilling

Louise Dunlap’s Estate

Jaimie & David Field

Barbara & Steven Gold

Janet Haas & John Otto Haas 1856 Trust
John Hanger

Dr. Peggy B. Hasley

James Ingram & Shelia Grant

Robert Jennings, Jr.

Janis & Jonas Johnson

Sherwood Johnson

James & Sandy Jones

Ann Marie Judson

The Peter & Rhonda Keller Family Fund
Cecily Kihn

David Lane

William Lawrence, Ill

Robert Levin

Anne & Allan MacDougall, 111

Char Magaro

Marty & Jo Margolis — The Key Foundation
George & Miriam Martin Foundation
James Mauch

Deb & Steve McCarter

Joshua McNeil

Charles & Susan McPhedran

Sue & lan Milnes

Meta & Benjamin Neilson

Jamie Pate

David Richardson

Dr. Carolyn & Paul Rizza

Donald & Sylvia Robinson Family Foundation
Abigail Rome

Form Foundation Fund of TFEC, Seward &
Debra Ryan

Barbara Smith

Lou & Lynn Thieblemont

Scott Tobe

Mary Van Kerrebrook

John Vanco & Kelly Armor

David Whiteman

Corey Wolff

Nancy Wottrich & Bruce McNaught
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Rachel Carson Club -

$600 and above

Michael Daley

Ellen Lutz

Ann Foster

Charles King

Jeff & Ellen Lott

Prof. Michael Mann

Michael & Rachel Mark

Sam Morrison

Lawrence & Mary Ramsey

Prof. Jill Schneider

Mr. John Thompson

Tom & Dolly Wallace

Andrew Washburn &
Kathleen McCauley

Ms. Teresa Watson

Daily Defenders -

$365 and above

Adelman Family Philanthropic
Fund

Ann & Bernardino Albence

Carol Baker

Carl Balis

Charles Bier

Bruce Birchard

Clarence Brommer

Russell Collins

Drs. Beverly Cigler & Kent
Crawford

Mark Dodel

Deborah Fast & Menno Wiebe

David Fiedler

Barbara Fogal

Caren Glotfelty

Steve Heinz

Brian Hill & Laura Heeschen

Donna Hoffman

Sue Hostler

Ray lannuzzelli

Dr. Sidney Kahn

Timothy & Brenda Kauffman

Ms. Margee Kooistra

Fred Kraybill

H. Taylor Lamborn

Doctor Anja Landis

Brian Lang

Nicole Lawrence

Paula Lockhart

Susan Luebbert &
Christopher Hill

Melissa McSwigan

Matthew Mehrazar

Gino Mori M.D.

Dan Moscow & Sharon Strauss

Glenn Moyer

Suzette Munley

Gail Neustadt

Lorraine Peterson

Mrs. Susan Porter

Ms. Karen Reever

Suzanne Roth

Thomas Schmidt Ill, Esq.

Mary Bruce & James Serene

Marcus Sheffer

Scott Shepler

Shary & Gary Skoloff

Benjamin Speiser &
Valentina Vavasis

Cahal & Sarah Stephens

Harriet & Lawrence Stone

Elliott Weinstein

Linda Wigington

Clifford Young

Watchdogs -
$120 and above
Anonymous

Bill Alexander
Robert Altenburg
Bruce Arnold

Tracey Ash

Joann Aurand

Dr. Jennifer Baar
Kathlene Baldanza
Mary Barr

Jean Barrell

Dr. Wendy & Gabriel Battisti, IlI
Leslie Berger

Nancy Bergey
Candace Berkowiz
Cynthia Bilchak
Dave Blair

Alex Bomstein
Nancy Bonga
Nicholas Bonomo
Lisa Borghesi

Dr. Roger Bove
Tracy Bowes

Dr. Barbara Brandom
Dr. & Mrs. John A. Brendel
Dr. Margaret Brittingham
Barbara M. Brock
Baird & Carol Brown
Lloyd Brown

John Brugger

David Buck

Joel Burcat

Thomas Burnett

Todd Burns

Mr John Camburn

John Capowski

Rev. Carol Carlson
Marie Carota

Dr. Sally Carty

Mike Caterino

Mr. Tai Chang

Peg Church

Randy & Maryanne Cline
Dr. Peter Dalby

Mary Jo Daley

Eric Damon

Phyllis Davidson

Robert & Pamela DiNicola
Max Dobles

Sara & Tom Dougherty
David Drews

John Dulik

Craig & Cindy Dunn

Dr. William & Helen Elkins
Ms. Patty Elkis, AICP
Catherine Fant

James A Farmer, Il &
Elaine R. Axelrod

Patti Ferry

Ms. Regan Fetterolf

Mark Fichman

Catherine Fissell

Jack Fossett

Henry Frank

Ms. Rachel Frankford

William Frankovich

Jane Friedman

Liz Gallelli

Rodney Gasch

Kathy & James Gates

Mr. Walter Gerhard

Andrew Geronimo

Arthur Gershkoff &
Grace Loewenstein

Mes. Judy Gerzina

William “Rocky” Gleason

Debra & Jay Goldstein -
Goldstein Family Charitable
Fund

Fran Gough

Marjorie Greenfield

Robert Griffith

Dianne & Jeffrey Hall

Margaret Hamilton

Rev. John Harman

Joanne Harmelin
Nancy Harris

Stephen Harvey

Steve & Jane Heumann
Lois Hill

Mary Hogan

Jennifer & Irving Hollingshead
Susan Hoppe

Dr. Diana Hulboy
Cricket & David Hunter
Mr. Bryan Hutchinson
Mary Irmscher
Christopher Irwin

Erika lyengar

Dr. John Johnson
Michelle Jones
Candace Kammerer
Adam Katrancha
Harvey Katz

Dr. M. Irvil Kear
Adrienne Keenan

Mr. James Keenan

Paul Kelly

Mrs. Flo Kelly

Lisa Ketrick

Blythe Kropf

Franklin & Elizabeth Kury
Carolyn Lange

Neil Leary

Barbara Leo

Betsy Leppo

Larry Levine

Mr. Lawrence Levine
Stacy Levy

Mary Linkevich
Jennifer Turner & Kevin Long
Winifred Lutz

Maria Maciver

Brian MacWhinney
Joseph Manko

Patricia Marion

lla Anne Maslar

Laura & Timothy McCann
Mes. Lorraine McCarthy
Ms. Carol McCullough
Ann McGuinn

Mary Anne Mekosh

Millville Monthly Meeting of the
Religious Society Of Friends

John Molinda

Jane Moriarty

Edward Myers

Prof. Lawrence Nader

This is a listing of all donors to PennFuture during our last complete fiscal year, July 1, 2021-June 30, 2022. We have strived to be accurate in this recognition. If your name is
incorrectly listed please contact our Director of Development, M. Travis DiNicola, at dinicola@pennfuture.org or 717-214-7924 so that we can make the proper correction.
Please note that donations to PennFuture made after June 30, 2022 will be listed in our Fiscal Year 2023 Annual Impact Report to be published in February of 2024.
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Adam Nagel

Ms. Jean Najjar

Fran Nash & Sherron Biddle

Mr. D. Alfred Owens

Yvonne Paranick

Edie Parnum

Mollie Passernig

Hope Punnett

Carla Puppin &
Lawrence Lindsay

Douglas Quint

Martha & Ramen A. Raak
Family Fund

Mindy Ranney

Dr. Kenton Rexford

David Richman

Lionel Ruberg

Joan Russo

Candace & Bill Ryan

Mario Sangillo

Ms. Margaret Sayvetz

Ruth Schemm

Theodore Schmiechen

Kristin Scofield

William Seigart

Louise H. Shafer

Andrew Sharp

William Sharpe

Frank & Suzanne Shaw
Family Fund

Wendy Levin-Shaw &
Eddie Shaw

Dr.Stanley Shostak
Lisa Shulock & Nancy Feyler
James Smith

Dr. Christopher Smith
Curtis Smith

Joseph Solomon
Barbara Sonies
Matthew Stepp
Stephanie & Jim Stoner
Mr. Karl Striedieck

Mr. Bruce Stutz

Mark Szybist

Elizabeth Terry
Margaret Truntich
Lydia Vandenbergh
Dawn Van Denend
Julianne Whitehead
William Warren, Jr., Esq.
Kalle Weeks

Sally Weiner

Margaret Whelan

Tim White

Susanne Whitehead

Jennifer Wollenberg

Ms. & Mr. Stacie & Charlie Young
Mr. David Zanardelli

Sydelle Zove

PennFuture Members
Anonymous (2)
Catherine A. Contarino
Dr. Margherita Abe
James Abernathy

Dr. Warren Abrahamson Il
Ms. Harriet Ackerman
Jeralyn Adams

Sheryl Adams

Lainie Addessi

Marjorie Akin
Josephine Alexander
Wilbur Amand

Ms Catherine Anderson
Thomas Anderson

Jane Andrews

Jay Andrews

Mrs. M.Ellen Asbell
Aaron Asbury

Lisa Austin

Frank Ayers

Harry Back

James Baker

Cheryl Baker

Ball Ken & April Ball

Liz Ball

David Ball

Dr. Regina Bannan
Kathy Banos

Andrew Baram

Elaine Barkan

John Barna

Mr. Albert Barney Jr.
Dr. Beth Barol

John & Carolyn Barrows
Nancy Bartley

Fred Baurer

Mark Bayer

Donald Baylor

Ira Beckerman

Jeffrey Bedrick

Joyce Bell

Ms. Nancy Bender
Louis & Mary Ellen Benedict
Benedictine Sisters of Erie
John Bensinger

Ms. Mary Lou Benton

Mary Lou Bercheni &
David Whiteman

Joy Bergey

Henry Berkowitz

Sarah Berndt

Robert & Sarah Bernhardt

Marcia Berry

Douglas Berry & Solar
Renewable Energy

Karen Norvig Berry

Gregory Bondar & Elisa
Beshero-Bondar

Rosaire Betti

Frederick Bickerton Jr.

James Birdsall

Kristin Bisagna

Gregory Blackman

Phyllis Blumberg

Ms. Linda Blythe

Ed & Linda Bolla

Lily Bonga

Caitlyn Bongiovi

Carin Bonifacino

Ms. Jacquelyn Bonomo

Joanne Bosco

Patty Boston

Arnold Bradburd

John Brady

Ms. Carol Ann Brady, RN

William Brainerd

Anita Brant

Dan Brennan

Charles Brethauer

Laura Bricklin

Patricia Brill

Jasper & Lindsay Brinton

Robert Briselli

Melvin Brody

Joseph Brosky

Mr. Paul Brown

Brian Brown

Ms. Sarah Brown

John & Claudia Brown

Amanda Brozana Rios

Barbara Bruce

Amy Bruckner

Martin & Susan Bruegel

C. Scott & Cynthia Bucher

Melody Buck

Richard Burrill

Paul Burroughs

Loretta Butera

John Butler

Jess Cadorette

Ms. Roberta Camp

Benjamin & Rebecca Campbell

Russ Campbell

Karen Campbell

Barbara Carfolite

Dr. Mary Anne Carletta

Rob Carpenter

Juan Carro

Patricia Carson

Ms. Donna Carswell

Frances L Casher

Elizabeth Casman

Lourdes Castellanos

Joanne Castner

Carol Catanese

Dr. Maria G. Cattell

Ron Celentano

Silas Chamberlin

A. Samuel Chiodo

Edward Chowanes

William & Martha Christine

Linda Christman

Dino Ciabattoni &
Debbie DiBucci

Christen Cieslak

Janean Clare

Barry Clark

Mr. Roger Clark

Brian Clark

Theodore Clattenburg Jr.

Mrs. Luanne Clay

Barbara Clifford

Dave & Melissa Jo Closterman

James & Susan Coffey

Rosemary Coffey

Dana Cohen

Lois Cohen

Mr. Richard Cole

Phil Coleman

J.J. & D.M. Colleluori

Carol Collier

Frances Collins

Lawrence Collins

Hilary Cook

Mr. R. Bruce Cooper

Abby Jo Corbin

Ms. Jane Coyne

Jill Crafton

AnnaMarie Crelli

Shannon Crooker

Ms. Anne & Dr. James Crowley

Janet & David Crowther

Carol Fern Culhane

Mrs. Brinton Culp

This is a listing of all donors to PennFuture during our last complete fiscal year, July 1, 2021-June 30, 2022. We have strived to be accurate in this recognition. If your name is
incorrectly listed please contact our Director of Development, M. Travis DiNicola, at dinicola@pennfuture.org or 717-214-7924 so that we can make the proper correction.
Please note that donations to PennFuture made after June 30, 2022 will be listed in our Fiscal Year 2023 Annual Impact Report to be published in February of 2024.
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PennFuture Members cont.

Dona Cuppett

Marjorie Curtis-Cohen
Cynthia Daley

Dr. Christopher & Patricia Daly
Kathleen Daniels

Albert & Mary D’Antonio
Mary Davidson

Dr. Kenneth Davis
Michael Davis

Karen & Mark Davis
John & Dawson

Charles Day

Ms. Katherine DeAngelis
Clark & Betty Deforce
Judith Delestienne

Mr. Garth Dellinger
Patricia DeMarco, Ph.D.
Ms. Fran DeMillion

Mr. Arthur Denberg

Mr. Robert Depew
Deirdre DeVine

David DeVoe

David DeWalle

Dr. Kimberly DeWoody
Paul di Francesco

Rusty Diamond & Gary Smith
Linda Dietrichson

Ms Diane DiFante

Mrs Teri Dignazio
Constance DiLego

M. Travis & Michelle DiNicola
Katharine Dodge

Shirley Dodson

Dr. Robert Doll Jr.

Dean Donley

Dr. Edward & Mary Lu Donnelly
Margaret Mansfield & Ed Dreby
Nancy Drye

Linda Dudinyak

Jack Dudrick

Mr. Sean Duffin

Mrs. Michelle Dugan
Carol Sue Duling

Peter Duncan

Paula Dvorak

Michael Eannarino

Gail Easton

Mr Robert Eby

Clifton Edwards

Betty & Barrie Eichhorn
Pat Eiserer

David Eldredge

John Embick

Thaddeus Encelewski

Aimee Erickson

Janice Etchison

Jeffrey Evans

Mike Evans

Sherlene Evans

Frank Evelhoch Il

Janice Ewing

Mr. Richard Eynon

Heidi Fareri

Janine Fenell

Adolph Fernandez

Jane & Bob Ferry

Mary Figgatt

Kelly Finan

Mary Findlay

Dr. Thomas Fink

Dr. Jason Finn

Robert Fischer

Mary Fisher

William Fleckenstein

Lucine Folgueras

Mr. Charles Forsythe

Joanne & John Fossett

Bruce Foster

Karen Fraley

Dr. William & Mrs. Joan Freeman

Wayne Freese

Donald Friedman, MD

Esther Friedmann

Lani Fritz

Timothy & Joan Fulton

Mr. James Funk

Edward Gabsewics

John Gallagher

Cynthia & Daniel Gallo, Jr.

Phyllis Gardener

Elizabeth Garibaldi

Robert Garman

Roland Garofalo

Chuck Gassert

Joe Gavaghan

Richard A. Gaydos

Wendy Gebb

Ginny Gibble

Edwin Gilbert

Gloria Gilman

Nathan Glasgow

Mary Gleason

Elizabeth Good &
Mark Weakland

Robert & Mimi Goodling
Robert Goodman

Pete & Judith Goodman
Ms. Luana Goodwin
Sandra Goodwin

Ms. Sharon Gornstein
Sherri & Court Gould
Paul Grady

M. Eileen Graham

Dr. Thomas Graves
Mr. Grayfred Gray, |D
Christy Grecsek & Gary Powsner
Ms. Ann Green

Dr. Joseph Gregorio
Ted Grice

Dr. Barbara Grover
Michael Gumpert
Mrs. Heather Gustafson
Beverly Hahn

Joanne Hall

Julian Hall

Andrew Hamilton
Mr. Albert Hamm
Bryn Hammarstrom, RN
Ms. Lisa Hanzel
Eleanor Harding
Joseph Hardisky

Fran Harkins

Ms. Marilynn Harper
Veronica Harris
Peggy Hartzell

Alan Harvey

Lisa Hastings

Anne Hearn

Ms. Nancy Heastings
Mr. Peter Hecht
Michael Heiman
Mara Hellman

Diana Henne

Steven Hepler

Lynne Heritage
Janice Herman

Mr. Zig Herzog
Sherene Hess

Donna Hess

Chuck Heyn

Ms. Pamela Hime

Mr. Benjamin Hitmar
Patty Hoffman
Richard Hollenberg
David Holliday
Yvonne Holman
Larry Holman

Ms. Jennifer Holmes
Janice & Roger Horn
Mrs Kathleen Horwatt

Chris Horwitz
Sharon Houseal
Jane Hovde

Pat Howell

Mike & Robin Hoy

Dorothy Tanner Hufford &
William Hufford

Barbara Hughes

Mr. Robert Hughes
Colin & Bethany Hurley
Mrs. Ricki Hurwitz

Dr. David & Susan Hyman
Kengo & Shirley lkeda
Sheldon Isaac

Mrs. Laura Jackson
Martina Jacobs

Nancy Jensen

Fran Jermain
Jacquelyn Johns

Mr. Charles Johnson
Mr. Richard Johnson
Robert K. Johnson
Thomas Johnston
Harold Jones

Kay Jones

David Jowett

Karol Judy

John & Anna Mae Jungers
Lee Junker

Stephanie Kahn
Heide Kalbach

Mrs. Jean Kammer
Dawn Kane

Elizabeth Kapoor
Carol Karl

Martin Karl

Ms. Suzanne Kasenic
Ms. Leslie Kaufman
Mrs. Ellen Kaye

Rev. Myra Kazanjian
John Kearney

Robert Keck

Marian Keegan
Brenda Keener
Richard Keller

Mr. Robert Kelley Esq.
Tom & Becky Kennedy
Bert Kerstettert
Arundhati Khanwalkar
Kelly Kiernan

Maria Kiernan

Marie Killian

Kristen King

This is a listing of all donors to PennFuture during our last complete fiscal year, July 1, 2021-June 30, 2022. We have strived to be accurate in this recognition. If your name is
incorrectly listed please contact our Director of Development, M. Travis DiNicola, at dinicola@pennfuture.org or 717-214-7924 so that we can make the proper correction.
Please note that donations to PennFuture made after June 30, 2022 will be listed in our Fiscal Year 2023 Annual Impact Report to be published in February of 2024.
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Mr. Randy King
Robert Kinney

Donna Klaput

Nancy Kleinberg

Karl Kleiner

Mr. Larry Klotz

Jen Knapp

Barbara Knuth
Jessica Koellhoffer
Mtr. James Kohler
Steven Kokol

Mtr. Paul Komishock Jr.
Carrie Konold

Ms. Pam Kosty
Kathryn Kovacs

Ruth & Don Kovacs
William Kownacki

Sr. Constance Kozel
Diana Krantz

David Kreamer

David Krenn

Glenn Kricher

Sherry Krider
Christine Kula Beauregard
Carol Kumata

Cathy Kumor

Robert Kunz

Dr. David Kurtz

Brian & Rita Lacey
John Lahr

Angela Lambert
Phillip & Gail Landers
David DeVoe & Laura Lane
Brandon Lapsley
Deborah & David Larson
Magali Larson

Eloise Laskowski
Debra Latsha

Martin Laufe

Dr. Jenna Lay

Ms. Dorothea Leicher
Francis Leithead
David Lenker

Brad Lethaby

Mark Lichty

Gay Lipchik

Regina Litman
Barbara Litt

Juan Llarena & Mary Dwyer
Michael Lombardi
Mrs. Carissa Longo
Mrs. Doris Loud
Stephen Loughin
Julia Loving

Marsha Low
Jason Lubar
Michael Lynch

John Lyons - Lyons Den
Productions

Mr. Donald Mackowski
Mimi Maduro

Wilson Malcom

W. Blair Malcom

John Maletta

Mary Mammarella
Kateri Mankiewicz
Laurie Manney

James Mansfield
Bernadette Margel
Joyce Marin

Susan Markowitz
Joseph Marlin

David Marsh

Dr. Gail & Holman Massey
Dilla Mastrangelo
Karen Matyasovsky
Ms. Marilyn Maurer
James May

Dennis McAndrew
Mr. John McBride
Robbi McClane

Mr. John McDermott
Eileen McGuire

Meg MCGuire

Gilbert McGurl

Mary A. McKenna
Kate McKenney

Mr. Andrew McKinnon
Robert McKinstry, Jr.
Thomas McLane
Molly McLaughlin

Dr Judith McLean
Tom McNichol

Sharon Meagher
Peter Mecca

Lauro Medina Jr.
Michael Mehrazar
Lenore Melmeyer
Chris & Theresa Merli
Tom & Constance Merriman
David Meskers

Claire Meyer

Ellen & Roger Miller
Carl & Nancy Miller
Marjorie & Arthur Miller
Andrew Miller

Ms. Mary Lou Mills
Dr. Edwin Minkley, Jr.

Laurel Mitchell &
Benjamin Chaffee

Mike Molesvich

Ms. Karen Montgomery

Pamela Moore

Frances Moorman

Christopher Moran

Mr. & Mrs. Robert Morgan

Mr. James P. Morrison

Kathryn Morrow

Mary Jo Moss

Robert & Sandra Moyer

Lorraine Mozgai

Maureen Mulligan

Susan Murawski

Oretta Muro

Barbara Murphy

Linda & Denny Murray

Donald Mutchler

Maxine Myers

Damon Myers

Mr. Jonathan Nadle

Caitlin Nagel

Jack & Barbara Nagel

Julia Nakhleh

Martha Cownap

Kris Neiss

Mary Nelson

Sharon Newman

John Nikoloff

Michael Nixon

Diana Nolan

John Norcross

Emily Norman

Mr. Jay Notartomaso

Lois Oleksa

Mr. Steve Olshevski

Lori Olson

Mes. Jacklyn ONeil

Ms. Carol ONeill

Mrs. Eileen O’Rourke

Helen Ortmann

Peter Oswald

Loretta Ottinger

Joe Palmer

John & Marilyn Palmer

Pamela Paolino

Dennis Papalia

Carol & Paul Parowski

Ms. Cheryl Parsons

Georgette Pascotto

Susan Patrone

Gerald Patsiga

David Peacefull

Sarah Peelman

Robert & Barbara Pennell

Nicholas Petchel

Carolyn A Peters Michener

Mr. & Mrs. Gayle Peters-Coates

Alan Peterson

Christine Gregory Phillips &
James Phillips

Cora Pinhak

Mr. & Mrs. Bill & Betsy Piper

Carlo Pipitone

Maureen Pisano

Laurie Plank

Joseph Polansky

Ms. Carol Poleno

Dr. Deborah Polk

Ms. Jane Popko

Sonny Popowsky

Kevin Porter

Bryan Powell

Lorrie Preston

Sharon Price

Mr. Thomas Pritchett

James Proud

Vincent Prudente

John & Cynthia Purvis

Mrs. Dorothy Raizman

Pat Ramirez

Ms. Cheryl Rampelt

Susan Randle

Mrs. Sharon Rathi

Stephanie Ravett

Martha Raymond

David Reber

Patricia Redshaw

Charles Reichner

Heather Rice

Mrs. Susan Richards

Mary Richardson Graham

Tanya Richter

Marie Riegle-Kinch

Lisa Riley

Raina Rippel

Ms. Ruth Roberts

Elizabeth Robinson

Michael Robinson

Mr. Christopher Rogers

Cynthia Rogers

Sheridan Rogers-Frost

The Ropski Family

Phyllis Rosenbaum

Hal & Sue Rosenthal

Ann Rosenthal

Mr. James Ross

This is a listing of all donors to PennFuture during our last complete fiscal year, July 1, 2021-June 30, 2022. We have strived to be accurate in this recognition. If your name is
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PennFuture Members cont.

Seth Ross

David Ross

Mr. Douglas Ross

Celia Rostow

Morton Rubenstein

Myrna Rubenstein

Carole Rubley

Dr. Katy Ruckdeschel

Brian Rudnick

Christine Ruffner

Richard Ruhl

Ms. Janet Roslund

Judith Ruszkowski &
Kenneth Regal

Barbara Ryan

Claire Sadler

Mr. Daniel Safer

Nicole Salotti

Ms. Hannah Salvatore

Nicholas Sanders

Tim Sanders

Mrs Marilyn Sandler

Genevieve Santalucia

Erin Sartorius

Tom Saunders

Dr. Scott & Mrs. Kate Savett, Ph.D.

Elaine Schaefer

Ruth & Kenneth Schamberg
Michele Schasberger
Jean Scherfcunningham
Karen Schermerhorn
Barbara Schick

Mr. Michael Schmotzer
Dr. Michael Schneider
Don & Nancy Schoeps
Joan Parrish Schooley
Michael J. Schroeder

Mr. Stephen Schroettnig
Janet Schwartz

Lori Scozzafava

Malcom Seaholm

Roger Sealy

BJ Searcy

Mrs. Anne Searer
Elizabeth Secord

Greg Secord

Janet Seggern

Cecily & Geoffrey Selling
Janet & Martin Seltman
Ms. Diane Selvaggio
Barb Semian

Larry Seymour

This is a listing of all donors to PennFuture during our last complete fiscal year, July 1, 2021-June 30, 2022. We have strived to be accurate in this recognition. If your name is
incorrectly listed please contact our Director of Development, M. Travis DiNicola, at dinicola@pennfuture.org or 717-214-7924 so that we can make the proper correction.

Carl Shankweiler
Finley Shapiro

Joan Shapiro
Esteretta Sharp
Karen Shea

Tina Shelton

John Shepard
Howard Sherman
Kim Shiemke
Wanda Shirk
Jennifer Shukaitis
Larry Shultz

Ms. Janet Sidewater
Janine Siegel

Neill Simakas

Mr. Vernon Simonet
Mr. David Skellie
Jane & Paul Skerl
Stanley Slater
Jackie Smith

Jessie L. Smith

Lisa Smith

Anne Marie Smith
Robert G. Smith
Susan Smith

Mr. Nathaniel Smith
Ms. Wendy Smith
Leonard & Joan Smith
Mark Smith

Ruth & Brian Smith
Mr. Patrick Smith
Hannah Smith-Brubaker
Wayne Smithers
James Smoker
Suellen Snapp
Stephen Snell

Miss Sarena Snider
Mr. Thomas Snow
Mrs. Anita Soar

Dr. Gary & Sandy Sojka
Angela Sommers

Dr. John Sorrrentino
Patti & John Spadaro
Mark Spicka

Robert Spitz Foundation
Richard Sprenkle
Kate & Rick St. John
Mr. Christoph Stannik
Judith Starr

Julia Staver

Barbara Steinberg
Mary Ann Steiner
Marcia Stewart

James & Janet Stewart
Karen Stilp

Bonnie Stoeckl

John Stolz

Dr Andrew Stone

Mr Kevin Stoner
Bertram & Lynne Strieb
Steve Stroman

Ms. Edith Strong
Mrs. Rebecca Studer PhD
Loretta Susen

Dr. Jennifer Swann
Paul Swanson

Maria Swarts

Rabbi Robert Tabak
Kaori Takasu

Judith & William Tanner
Daniel Taroli

Halley Tarr

Ms. Arlene Taylor
Scott Taylor

Jill Taylor

Lou Temme

Freda Tepfer

Greg & Elise Thomas
Clifford & Carolyn Thompson
Virginia Thompson
Sally Thompson
Claire Thresher
Nancy Tkacs

Marlene Trambley
Carolyn Trimarchi
Olga Trushina

Mrs. Tamela Trussell
Gary Tuma

Phoebe Turner
William Tuscano
Sandy Unger

Mr. Richard Van Aken
Rev. Shawn Van Dyke
Nathan Van Velson
Alan Vandersloot
Richard Villastrigo
Kathryn Vincent
Tracy Viola

Greg Vitali

Andrew Wadsworth
Judy Walker

Vera & David Walline
Catherine Walline
Susan Walsh

Marlene Walsh

Leroy Walters

Diane Ward

Margaret Watts

William Wegener

Mr Paul Weinstein

Ronni Weiss

Patricia R. Wendell

Paige & Douglas Wendling

Amy Wenger

Carlin & Donna Wenger

Bev Weston

Laura & James White

Tim Wickard

Judy Wicks

Sam & Susan Wilder

Brenda Wilkins

John Williams

Thomas & Patricia Willis

Rebecca Wills

Kerry Wilson

Alice Wilson

Claudia Wilson

Janet Winters

Carol Wirth

Carrie Wissler Thomas

John Wojtnya

Karen Wolf

Stephen L. Wood

Terrence Woodnorth

Ms. Dottie Wormser

Dr. E.K. Worthington

Ms. Susan Wright

Frances Wright

Barbara Wyler

Drs. Judith Yanowitz &
Harry Hochheiser

Dr Sandra Yeager

Linda & Lee Yohn

Nancy Young

Thomas Yurish

Leora & Jonathan Zabusky
Charitable Fund

Mr. Peter Zacharias
Sally Zaino

Ken Zapinski
Matthew Zencey
Ellen Zeph

Leah Zerbe

Faith Zerbe

Nora Ziegler

Ms. Karen Zingermann
Michael Zuckerman
Pamela Zulick

Please note that donations to PennFuture made after June 30, 2022 will be listed in our Fiscal Year 2023 Annual Impact Report to be published in February of 2024.
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President’s Leadership Council Members

Joel Feldman

Jaimie Field

Caryle Glosser

Debra Wolf Goldstein
Peggy Hasley, MD MHSc.
Sherwood Johnson

Jim & Sandy Jones

Fred Kraybill

David Lane

Mark Lichty

Annie MacDougall
Char Magaro

Doug Neidich

Gail Neustadt

Edith Stevens

William Warren, Jr., Esq.

PennFuture’s President’s Leadership Council (PLC)
is a statewide group of diverse individuals who
provide thoughtful leadership and networking

on behalf of PennFuture to fulfill our mission of
leading the transition to a clean energy economy
in Pennsylvania and beyond.

The 2021 Celebrating Women in Conservation Award
Honorees - Northeast Pennsylvania

Young Woman of Conservation Leadership
Hannah Burke

Woman of the Watershed
Elissa Garofalo

Woman of Environmental Justice
Rashida Lovely

Woman of Environmental Education
Dr. Jessica Nolan

Woman of Environmental Media, Marketing, and Communications
Meg McGuire

Woman of Environmental Arts
Kelly Finan

Woman of Renewable Energy and Climate
Diana Dakey

Women of Lifetime Achievement in Conservation
Marian Keegan

Dr. Laurie Goodrich

Heidi Secord

Posthumous Woman of Lifetime Achievement in Conservation
Louise Dunlap (1946-2021)

PennFuture has staff throughout the state and
offices in Harrisburg, Pittsburgh, Philadelphia,
Erie, and East Stroudsburg.

Please visit our website at pennfuture.org
for updated contact information.
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At

PennFuture

Contact PennFuture:
info@pennfuture.org
717-214-7920
610 North Third Street
Harrisburg, PA 17101

www.pennfuture.org
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