
VETO MESSAGE:

 
                          VETO MESSAGE - No. 2
 
TO THE SENATE:
 
I am returning herewith, without my approval, the following bill:
 
Senate Bill Number 4917, entitled:
 
    "AN ACT to amend the public authorities law, in relation to creating
      a New York state greenhouse gases management research and develop-
      ment program"
 
    NOT APPROVED
 
  This  bill  would  create a New York State Greenhouse Gases Management
Research and Development  Program  within  the  New  York  State  Energy
Research  and Development Authority (NYSERDA). The program would author-
ize NYSERDA to provide grants for research that promotes  new  technolo-
gies  and processes that will avoid, abate, mitigate, capture or seques-
ter carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases by one  or  more  research
entities in New York State.
 
  This  bill  does not identify a source of funding for the new program,
but rather authorizes NYSERDA to use  any  monies  appropriated  in  the
budget  for  grants in amounts that do not exceed $150,000 per grant per
year.
 
  While the purpose of this bill is laudable, the bill is nearly identi-
cal to a bill that I vetoed in 2008 because  of  its  complete  reliance
upon  future  appropriations.  As  I  pointed  out then, decisions about
whether to create and fund new programs  should  be  considered  in  the
budget  process.    In  this  process,  the  State projects revenues and
considers initiatives in a variety of areas, including education, health
care, transportation, and economic development, to determine  where  the
State's  resources  are best spent. Especially in these difficult finan-
cial times, we can ill afford to do otherwise.
 
  Further, there is already a mechanism in place to  address  the  spon-
sors'  concerns. Since 2008, we have created the Climate Action Council,
which is scheduled to release a Climate Action Plan in September of this
year.  In addition to coordinating with the State energy planning  proc-
ess,  the  Council  is  authorized  to identify research and development
needs that may assist the State in meeting our goal of  reducing  green-
house  gas  emissions  80  percent below 1990 levels by the year 2050. I
believe it best to await the findings of  the  Council  before  enacting
legislation on the issue it is diligently exploring.



 
  In  any  case,  I  am  constrained  to disapprove this bill because it
contains the same flaw of the bill vetoed in 2008.
 
  The bill is disapproved.                    (signed) DAVID A. PATERSON
                               __________


