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Business Leaders And Republican Voters Support Obama’s Climate 
Plan. What Will GOP Candidates Do? 
By RYAN KORONOSWKI | Climate Progress | August 5, 2015  
CREDIAP PHOTO/JIM COLE 

A recent poll of Republican presidential primary voters in the early voting states of New 
Hampshire and South Carolina finds an unexpected result for the 17 candidates campaigning 
there. Most of these voters support regulating carbon pollution — even using President 
Obama’s Clean Power Plan (CPP). 
 
In New Hampshire, half of likely Republican primary voters said they favored the EPA’s proposal 
“to set strict carbon dioxide limits on existing coal-fired power plants with a goal of reducing 
emissions significantly by the year 2030,” while 42 percent opposed. In South Carolina, 52 
percent favored the proposal while 43 percent opposed it. Close to 60 percent of these voters 
in each state supported limiting carbon pollution. 
 
The survey, commissioned by the NRDC Action Fund and the League of Conservation Voters, 
talked to 400 likely GOP primary voters in each state. 
 
When asked about their state developing a plan “to reduce carbon pollution and increase the 
use of clean energy and energy efficiency” in order to meet federal government requirements, 
75 percent of South Carolina GOP primary voters are in favor, 45 percent strongly so. In New 
Hampshire, 74 percent favor their state developing a plan, with 42 percent strongly favoring it. 
This is exactly what the EPA had in mind when they wrote the regulations — for states to 
develop their own plans. 
 
For all the anti-climate rhetoric employed by GOP candidates looking for votes, only 20 percent 
of those in both states somewhat or strongly oppose this idea. Though support for the CPP 
drops after the poll’s respondents hear arguments from both sides, more than 40 percent in 
both states still agree with the arguments provided for the plan. 
 
Majorities of these voters in both states wanted candidates who supported renewable energy, 
energy efficiency, and cutting oil company tax loopholes. And almost two-thirds did not want to 
weaken environmental laws. 
 
Earlier this year, a poll found half of all Republicans nationwide supported government action 
to curb climate change. 
 

http://www.lcv.org/issues/polling/american-viewpoint.pdf
http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/02/3687076/white-house-announces-final-carbon-rule/
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/01/31/us/politics/most-americans-support-government-action-on-climate-change-poll-finds.html?_r=0


Looking at all voters in swing states, a new PPP poll out Wednesday found that after hearing 
about the CPP, majorities of between 66 percent and 55 percent in Colorado, Florida, 
Minnesota, New Hampshire, Nevada, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Virginia supported it. Higher 
majorities would favor candidates who supported the plan. 
 
This follows a Hart Research poll in November 2014 which found majorities of over 60 percent 
supporting the CPP in Colorado, Iowa, Michigan, New Hampshire, North Carolina, and 
Pennsylvania. Republicans in Colorado, Iowa, and North Carolina either favor or are evenly split 
on the plan. 
 
While the Democratic candidates either support the plan or want to make it stronger, their 
Republican counterparts came out swinging. 
 
Wisconsin Governor Scott Walker called it “the Costly Power Plan,” and later said it would be “a 
buzz saw to the nation’s economy.” Chris Christie, who pulled New Jersey out of the 
Northeast’s Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative when he became governor, said Obama’s plan 
was evidence of “the overregulation of the Obama administration.” Mike Huckabee said 
Obama’s “crusade against carbon” amounted to an “unconstitutional, executive power grab 
that will kill 1.4 million American jobs.” 
 
Hillary Clinton, who said she would build upon the rule, warned that advocates would need to 
defend the rule “because Republican doubters and defeatists — including every Republican 
candidate for president — won’t offer any credible solution. The truth is, they don’t want one.” 
 
Indeed, Ted Cruz upped the ante, saying that the “reckless policy” was a “lawless and radical 
attempt to destabilize the nation’s energy system,” and was “flatly unconstitutional.” He urged 
leaders “to stand up against this administration’s dangerous agenda of economic decline.” 
 
He did not explain why he thought the President of the United States would ever want to 
destabilize the electric grid or try to push the country into economic decline. And though 
opponents will fight the rule in court and in Congress, it’s got a strong legal rationale. 
 
Politico’s Mike Allen asked if the president was exaggerating the impacts of climate change, and 
Cruz said “there’s a different word than exaggerating that I might use.” He disputed the satellite 
data and climate models showed warming, accusing scientists of changing the data to meet 
their conclusions. “Enron used to do their books the same way.” To Cruz, climate change is the 
“perfect theory” for “any power-greedy politician” because it’s “always proven right.” 
 
For Cruz to be right, there would have to be a massive, ongoing, and uniform conspiracy among 
all the world’s scientists, despite the multiple lines of evidence confirming the science of 
climate change. Such a conspiracy would be impossible — a legitimate scientist has a huge 
incentive to find evidence disproving the consensus. And a recent study found that climate 
models are actually more accurate than previously thought. 
 

http://aufc.3cdn.net/ae95ea4da2c00733cc_9am6ib5ns.pdf
http://switchboard.nrdc.org/blogs/pkenneally/Sierra%20Club%20Poll.pdf
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/politics/2015/08/03/presidential-candidates-clean-energy-epa/31070771/
http://krqe.com/2015/08/03/the-latest-paul-says-hes-a-different-kind-of-republican/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/post-politics/wp/2015/08/02/hillary-clinton-promises-to-build-on-obama-climate-plan-as-president/
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/politics/2015/08/03/presidential-candidates-clean-energy-epa/31070771/
http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/06/08/3667019/carbon-rule-obstacles/
http://www.politico.com/multimedia/video/2015/08/ted-cruz-at-freedom-partners-policy-leaders-series-2015.html
http://www.nationaljournal.com/energy/ted-cruz-marco-rubio-climate-regulations-20150802
http://climate.nasa.gov/evidence/
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/2015GL064888/full
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/climate-consensus-97-per-cent/2015/jul/31/climate-models-are-even-more-accurate-than-you-thought


It’s not as clear whether the less-extreme Republican candidates will seek to make headway 
with their primary voters who support the Clean Power Plan by standing for regulating carbon 
pollution. But some may just refrain from attacking it. 
 
“Given today’s politics, I think it’s more likely that more moderate candidates may simply hold 
some of their fire against the Clean Power Plan if they take this poll to heart,” said David 
Willett, LCV’s senior vice president for communications. “And if they are paying really close 
attention, they should be issuing their own plans for how to address climate change instead of 
just attacking.” 
 
The schism between locals supporting climate action while their more conservative national 
“representatives” oppose it can also be seen in between the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and 
local chambers of commerce. 
 
The national group, the U.S. Chamber, is well-funded by large businesses — including fossil fuel 
and industrial corporations that oppose climate action. The trade group’s response to the 
release of the final rule was predictable — in fact, the Chamber’s president and CEO Thomas J. 
Donohue issued his statement well before the actual rule was released that day. He blasted the 
EPA’s “attempt to impose an unprecedented takeover of our energy system” and promised to 
block it, with “litigation if necessary.” 
 
Local chambers of commerce saw it differently. 
 
The National Advisory Council of Chambers for Innovation and Clean Energy, a network of over 
400 local chambers of commerce, issued a statement praising the economic opportunities that 
energy efficiency and renewable energy provide for local communities. 
 
“We welcome their inclusion in the Clean Power Plan and strongly encourage state leaders to 
include energy efficiency and renewable energy as big elements of our state plans,” 
the statement said. 
 
Those applauding the Clean Power Plan included chamber of commerce leaders from states 
such as Tennessee, Ohio, Arkansas, North Carolina, Utah, South Carolina, Missouri, Michigan, 
and Colorado. 
 
It’s not just local business pushing for climate action. Last week 365 companies, from corporate 
giants like Staples, Gap, and Nestle to smaller companies like breweries all sent a letter to the 
nation’s governors urging them to back the Clean Power Plan. A group of CEOs managing $12 
trillion called for a strong global climate deal. 

 

http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/05/3687684/gop-primary-voters-vs-candidates/  
  

http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/07/26/3683808/gop-field-climate-energy-ranked/
https://www.uschamber.com/press-release/us-chamber-statement-reaction-epa-s-unprecedented-efforts-restructure-nation-s
http://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20150803006095/en/Local-Chambers-Commerce-Clean-Energy-Options-Clean#.VcEChvlVhBe
http://www.ceres.org/issues/climate-change/clean-power-plan/clean-power-plan
http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/05/28/3663604/ceos-institutional-investors-climate-change-letter/
http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/05/3687684/gop-primary-voters-vs-candidates/


 
 
 

National Chamber group calls for more energy options 
By ED GEBERT | Times Bulletin Media |August 06, 2015  

VAN WERT — With the Environmental Protection Agency’s Clean Power Plan announced to 
push our nation’s reliance away from coal, some are looking to re-emphasize different sources 
of energy. The National Advisory Council of Chambers for Innovation and Clean Energy, a 
network of more than 400 local chambers of commerce, issued a statement this week about 
the release of the EPA’s Clean Power Plan. In part, the statement reads: “As local chamber 
leaders, we recognize that energy efficiency and renewable energy deliver real economic 
development opportunities to communities. We welcome their inclusion in the Clean Power 
Plan and strongly encourage state leaders to include energy efficiency and renewable energy as 
big elements of our state plans. We hope our state policymakers will develop a plan that 
benefits local economic development, minimizes economic hardship on businesses and 
consumers, and allows for flexible compliance opportunities,” the statement continued. 
 
One of the people behind the statement is the local President/CEO of the Van Wert Area 
Chamber of Commerce, Susan Munroe. She knows what is at stake with this issue. 
 
“Basically, Van Wert County has a huge economic development interest in clean energy and the 
pursuit of clean energy opportunities for our area. The entire state has as well,” Munroe 
pointed out. 
 
“We are looking at this, not primarily as an environmental issue, but as an economic 
development issue and opportunity to bring millions of dollars to our community, and hundreds 
of jobs in terms of the first two years of construction with a wind farm and the addition of 
permanent jobs as well.” 
 
The statement of the Advisory Council of Chambers of Innovation and Clean Energy calls on 
states to include items like energy efficiency and renewable energy part of state plans. The 
proposal introduced by President Obama earlier in the week sets goals for 47 states to cut 
carbon dioxide emissions in power plants. The specifics involve complicated formulas, but most 
agree that Ohio is on the list of states which will need to make major cuts in greenhouse gas 
emission. The President has vowed to bring the country’s greenhouse gas emissions down to 
26-28 percent below 2005 levels in the next ten years. 
 
“We definitely need to find out more about the President’s proposal,” Munroe stressed. “But 
we would encourage any type of emphasis that could be promoted in terms of encouraging job 
growth and financial growth from the pursuit of clean, renewable energy development in the 
state of Ohio.” 
 



Admitting that many companies are trying simply to reduce carbon emissions and being more 
environmentally-friendly, Munroe says there are other motives for many companies. 
“Those companies are seeing it as a better way and a more profitable way to do business 
because they are saving money on energy,” she continued. “They are wanting to develop in 
states that encourage renewable energy development as well.” 
 
One thing is sure, once Ohio knows it’s energy goals for 2025 and 2030, the state will have to 
work hard, and probably creatively, to be able to lower greenhouse gas emissions on time. 
 
“From technologies that make our electric grid smarter and more reliable to advanced batteries 
and more efficient buildings, clean energy is creating new market opportunities for our member 
businesses,” the statement reads. “While we look forward to better understanding the details 
of the Clean Power Plan, we are clear in our desire to see energy efficiency and renewable 
energy as critical components of the plan.” 
 
http://www.timesbulletin.com/Content/News/News/Article/National-Chamber-group-calls-for-
more-energy-options/2/4/196851  

 
 

  

http://www.timesbulletin.com/Content/News/News/Article/National-Chamber-group-calls-for-more-energy-options/2/4/196851
http://www.timesbulletin.com/Content/News/News/Article/National-Chamber-group-calls-for-more-energy-options/2/4/196851


 
 
 
 

 
Obama’s Clean Power Plan faces opposition from Republicans, coal 
industry 
The Kansas City Star | August 3, 2015  

 

President Barack Obama’s plan to sharply limit greenhouse gases from power plants, officially 
unveiled Monday, immediately drew opposition designed to delay or derail it. 
 
Legal actions challenging the plan are expected, and some Republican governors have said they  
might refuse to implement its provisions. 
 
Coal interests and 14 states including Kansas sued to block the plan at an earlier stage in the 
process, a suit that was thrown out in June because the rules were still a draft version. But now 
that the rules are final — and in some ways tighter than the earlier version — those states and 
more could file new action. 
 
“No challenge poses a greater threat to our future and future generations than a changing 
climate,” the president said Monday as he announced his most ambitious action to date to 
tackle the planet’s rising temperatures. “There is such a thing as being too late when it comes 
to climate change.” 
 
The president also dismissed criticisms of the plan as excuses for inaction, and said serious 
progress to reduce U.S. emissions would give the country more leverage to get other polluters 
such as China to take significant steps. 
 
But even before the president began speaking, Sen. Mitch McConnell of Kentucky, the Senate 
majority leader, said he would do everything in his power to combat “these deeply regressive 
regulations — regulations that may be illegal, that won’t meaningfully impact the global 
environment, and that are likely to harm middle- and lower-class Americans most.” 
 
The rules, a final, stricter version of a plan that the Environmental Protection Agency 
announced in 2012 and 2014, assign each state a target for cutting its carbon pollution from 
power plants. States will be allowed to create their own plans to meet the requirements and 
will have to submit initial versions of their plans by 2016 and final versions by 2018. 
 



The most aggressive of the regulations requires that by 2030, the nation’s existing power plants 
must cut emissions by 32 percent from 2005 levels, which is an increase from the 30 percent 
target in the draft regulation. 
 
It’s difficult to gauge the seriousness of some political pronouncements, or how much practical 
effect they might have — such as governors running for president saying they won’t implement 
the plan. But legal scholars are divided on the plan’s chances in court and expect it to go to the 
Supreme Court eventually. 
 
Experts on both sides of the issue say the rules are a novel and even audacious interpretation of 
the 1970 Clean Air Act. Under standard regulations, the EPA assigns emissions limits to polluting 
entities such as power plants and dictates how companies will meet the limits — for example, 
by installing pollution-reduction equipment in power plant smokestacks. 
 
But assigning states different targets and letting each create its own plan is a far different 
approach, and one some argue is clearly beyond what the law allows. 
 
In Kansas, where state utility regulators had filed extensive objections and asked that the EPA 
withdraw the plan, spokeswoman Jennifer Rapp said Attorney General Derek Schmidt was 
reviewing the plan carefully. 
 
“It appears from the EPA’s own summary that the Obama administration has failed to 
accommodate the comments that were offered by the attorney general, the Kansas 
Department of Health and Environment, the Kansas Corporation Commission, and 4.3 million 
others,” Rapp said. “Legal action is a likely outcome.” 
 
Republican Gov. Sam Brownback in May signed a law setting up the structure for Kansas to 
comply with the regulations but also putting several administrative hurdles in the way. 
 
On Monday he said, “The EPA failed to adequately consider the negative impact this 
overreaching regulation has on Kansas rate payers, resulting in higher electricity rates and 
greater uncertainty in grid reliability. The final rule released today is twice as bad for Kansas as 
the proposed rule released last summer and requires us to review not only the rule itself but 
reconsider the state’s overall approach to the Clean Power Plan.” 
 
In Missouri, Scott Holste, the spokesman for Democratic Gov. Jay Nixon, said, “The governor 
sent a letter to the EPA last year requesting flexibility in recognition of individual states’ unique 
circumstances. The administration will closely review these final rules to ensure Missouri 
families and businesses continue to have access to affordable, abundant, reliable and 
sustainable energy.” 
 
The Missouri Public Service Commission said it was reviewing the plan, which it noted was 
1,561 pages. 
 



Chuck Caisley, vice president of marketing and public affairs for Kansas City Power & Light, 
which has customers in both states, saw more flexibility in some extended compliance dates in 
the final version, but said the higher carbon emission reduction goals were likely to cause even 
higher electricity rates for customers. 
 
Caisley also said KCP&L had made substantial investments in renewable energy and efficiency in 
the past decade “to prepare for this and other EPA rules.” 
 
“More than 72 percent of our coal fleet has been retrofitted to significantly reduce emissions 
and improve air quality,” he said. “By the end of 2016, we are on track to have the largest 
energy-efficiency program per customer and the most renewable generation of any electric 
utility in Kansas and Missouri.” 
 
Other reaction was consistent with past pronouncements, with environmental groups generally 
in favor and big business interests opposed. 
 
John Hickey, director of the Missouri chapter of the Sierra Club, called the plan “a step towards 
improving the quality of life for low-income neighborhoods, communities of color, and 
vulnerable populations like asthmatics and the elderly, which have disproportionately borne 
the brunt of power plant pollution in Missouri for decades. We can protect Missouri’s health 
while growing our state’s economy and saving consumers money.” 
 
But Thomas Donohue, president and CEO of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, said the EPA was 
trying “to restructure our electricity system under the guise of restricting greenhouse gas 
emissions” and promised to “pursue all available options, including litigation if necessary, to 
block EPA’s regulatory power grab.” 
 
A different take came from the Chambers for Innovation and Clean Energy, a group of more 
than 400 local chambers. Among those signing the group’s statement in favor of the Clean 
Power Plan were James Heeter, CEO of the Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City, and 
Cathy Bennett, the local chamber’s vice president of public policy and programming. 
 
The group’s leaders, who say their chambers represent more than a quarter million businesses, 
praised the economic benefits of energy efficiency and renewable energy measures and said 
the plan could can act as a catalyst for economic development. 
 
Compiled by Greg Hack of The Star from staff, AP and New York Times reports. 
http://www.kansascity.com/news/government-politics/article29915449.html 
 

 
  

http://www.kansascity.com/news/government-politics/article29915449.html


 
 
Local Chambers of Commerce Welcome Clean Energy Options in Clean 
Power Plan 
Call on States to Make Energy Efficiency, Renewable Energy a Strong Part of State Plans 

 

Business Wire | August 3, 2015 
 
DURHAM, N.C.--(BUSINESS WIRE)--The National Advisory Council of Chambers for Innovation 
and Clean Energy, a network of more than 400 local chambers of commerce, issued the 
following statement today about the release of the EPA’s Clean Power Plan: 
 
“While we look forward to better understanding the details of the Clean Power Plan, we are 
clear in our desire to see energy efficiency and renewable energy as critical components of the 
plan.” 
 
“As local chamber leaders, we recognize that energy efficiency and renewable energy deliver 
real economic development opportunities to communities like ours across the nation. We 
welcome their inclusion in the Clean Power Plan and strongly encourage state leaders to 
include energy efficiency and renewable energy as big elements of our state plans. 
 
“We hope our state policymakers will develop a plan that benefits local economic development, 
minimizes economic hardship on businesses and consumers, and allows for flexible compliance 
opportunities. 
 
“From technologies that make our electric grid smarter and more reliable to advanced batteries 
and more efficient buildings, clean energy is creating new market opportunities for our member 
businesses. 
 
“While we look forward to better understanding the details of the Clean Power Plan, we are 
clear in our desire to see energy efficiency and renewable energy as critical components of the 
plan.” 
 
Chambers for Innovation and Clean Energy Advisory Council: 

 Steve Clark, President & CEO, Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce, AR 
 Doug Luciani, President, TraverseCONNECT, Traverse City Area Chamber, MI 
 James A. Heeter, President & CEO, Greater Kansas City Chamber of Commerce, MO 

http://www.businesswire.com/
http://cts.businesswire.com/ct/CT?id=smartlink&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.chambersforinnovation.com&esheet=51154615&newsitemid=20150803006095&lan=en-US&anchor=Chambers+for+Innovation+and+Clean+Energy&index=1&md5=4020275f38e7183994d517628d9855e9
http://cts.businesswire.com/ct/CT?id=smartlink&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.chambersforinnovation.com&esheet=51154615&newsitemid=20150803006095&lan=en-US&anchor=Chambers+for+Innovation+and+Clean+Energy&index=1&md5=4020275f38e7183994d517628d9855e9


 Cathy Bennett, Vice President, Public Policy and Programming, Greater Kansas City Chamber 
of Commerce, MO 

 Susan Munroe, President and CEO, Van Wert Area Chamber of Commerce, OH 
 Ryan Evans, Vice President of Business and Community Relations, Salt Lake Chamber of 

Commerce, UT 
 Christy Gillenwater, President & CEO, Southwest Indiana Chamber, IN 
 John Threadgill, President & CEO, Bartlett Area Chamber of Commerce, TN 
 John Tayer, President & CEO, Boulder Chamber of Commerce, CO 
 Angelique Espinoza, Public Affairs Director, Boulder Chamber of Commerce, CO 
 Marc Jordan, President & CEO, North Myrtle Beach Chamber of Commerce, SC 
 Kelly Thompson Clark, President and CEO, Cambridge Chamber of Commerce, MA 
 Sarah Kennedy, Director of Government Affairs, Cambridge Chamber of Commerce, MA 
 Bob Linscheid, President & CEO, San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, CA, Co-Chair of CICE 

Advisory Council 
 Aaron Nelson, President & CEO, Chapel Hill-Carrboro Chamber of Commerce, NC, Co-Chair of 

CICE Advisory Council 
 Diane Doucette, Executive Director, Chambers for Innovation and Clean Energy 

 
 

Local Chamber Leaders from Across the Nation* Respond to the Clean 
Power Plan 

*Including Arkansas, California, North Carolina, Utah, Ohio, South Carolina, Massachusetts, 
Missouri, Michigan, Colorado and Tennessee 

 
Chambers for Innovation and Clean Energy (CICE) is a national network of nearly 400 local 
chambers of commerce dedicated to helping chambers and member businesses successfully 
navigate and prosper in the clean energy space. 
 
Members of CICE’s Advisory Council offered these statements on the day of the release of the 
Clean Power Plan: 

 “The Salt Lake Chamber has helped make clean air and energy efficiency a priority in Utah 
because the energy business is a $5.3 billion industry in our state. We’ve seen the bottom 
line benefits to companies that implemented energy efficiency programs. Our population will 
also double in the next 30 years, and we expect that about 60 percent of energy needs can 
be met with energy efficiency investments.” 

 
Ryan Evans, Vice President of Business and Community Relations, Salt Lake Chamber of 
Commerce, UT 

 “We know firsthand how clean energy projects are a boon to the local economy. Our county 
was struggling before wind energy came to our community. Now the Blue Creek Wind Farm, 



pays $2 million annually in local taxes and nearly as much in landowner lease payments—
with public schools being the primary beneficiaries.” 

 
Susan Munroe, President and CEO, Van Wert Area Chamber of Commerce, OH 

 “The Kansas City Chamber of Commerce is the voice of business in our community—we are 
supported by 2,400 member businesses—and we know energy efficiency and renewable 
energy is good for business. It is good for job creation and good for growing fiscal vibrancy in 
the state and region.” 

 
Cathy Bennett, Vice President, Public Policy and Programming, Greater Kansas City Chamber of 
Commerce, MO 

 “Everything we can do is what we should do in terms of energy efficiency, energy diversity, 
and really looking at what is the next generation of energy. This, in my opinion, is why 
chambers really exist: We should be the ones that are thinking about what’s going be the 
demand in 10 years. And for our chamber, energy is at the top of that list because we don’t 
know where it’s going to come from, we don’t know how much it’s going to cost. And, when 
you put it in context with all those other things that businesses are worried about, it could be 
the thing that tips the whole scale to where businesses are just not competitive in our region. 
So energy efficiency really matters.” 

 
Doug Luciani, President, Michigan’s TraverseCONNECT (Traverse City Area Chamber) 
Chambers for Innovation and Clean Energy (CICE) is a national network of local chambers of 
commerce that recognize the economic development opportunity of clean energy. CICE works 
with local chambers to offer programs that help them and their member companies 
successfully navigate and prosper in the clean energy space. www.chambersforinnovation.com 
 
http://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20150803006095/en/Local-Chambers-Commerce-
Clean-Energy-Options-Clean#.VcT9kJ1VhBc 
  

http://cts.businesswire.com/ct/CT?id=smartlink&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.chambersforinnovation.com&esheet=51154615&newsitemid=20150803006095&lan=en-US&anchor=Chambers+for+Innovation+and+Clean+Energy&index=2&md5=2b94e093e553572374088308b5dd887e
http://cts.businesswire.com/ct/CT?id=smartlink&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.chambersforinnovation.com&esheet=51154615&newsitemid=20150803006095&lan=en-US&anchor=www.chambersforinnovation.com&index=3&md5=8d49701f3a69a7b0cb7e443a8640c6ab
http://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20150803006095/en/Local-Chambers-Commerce-Clean-Energy-Options-Clean#.VcT9kJ1VhBc
http://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20150803006095/en/Local-Chambers-Commerce-Clean-Energy-Options-Clean#.VcT9kJ1VhBc


 
 

 
 

White House clean energy plan gains support from companies with 
N.C. ties 
Aug 3, 2015, 5:55pm EDT 
 
A plan to increase the nation’s reliance on clean energy put forward by the White House on 
Monday is getting positive reviews from a number of businesses and interest groups in North 
Carolina. 
 
The plan establishes the first nationwide standards to limit carbon dioxide emissions from 
power plants. The new rule is a key aspect of President Barack Obama’s effort to combat 
climate change. 
 
Under the White House proposal, states would be required to develop a plan for utilities to 
meet certain carbon emission benchmarks in the coming years. By 2030, states would have to 
draw 28 percent of their energy from renewable resources like wind and solar. That marks a 6 
percent increase from what the White House had initially proposed. 
 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Administration is drafting a federal plan for states that 
decide not to write their own. 
 
The Clean Energy Plan 
 
The White House rule moves to create a clean energy incentive program that provides credits 
to states that move quickly to increase their reliance on renewable energy resources. It also 
creates a voluntary carbon emission trading market that will allow states to trade credits with 
one another without the need for interstate agreements. 
 
The plan also requires states to improve grid reliability. 
 
States are required to submit their plans by September 2016, but they may apply for a two-year 
extension if they need additional time. The compliance-averaging period begins in 2022, which 
would allow emission reductions to be phased in by 2030. 
Obama has set a goal of cutting the nation’s carbon emissions by 17 percent below 2005 levels 
by 2020. The president has also said the country should reduce emissions by between 26 
percent and 28 percent below 2005 levels by 2025. 
 
North Carolina benefits? 

http://www.bizjournals.com/triangle/search/results?q=Barack%20Obama
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/08/03/fact-sheet-president-obama-announce-historic-carbon-pollution-standards


Aaron Nelson, president and CEO of the Chapel Hill-Carrboro Chamber of Commerce, says he is 
still reading through the White House plan. But he says the fact that the administration has 
released one at all is a positive sign. 
 
“We like that there is flexibility for states to develop a plan that works for their individual 
needs, says Nelson, who also serves as co-chair of Chambers of Innovation and Clean Energy, a 
coalition of chambers of commerce from across the country that promote clean energy 
programs. 
 
Nelson says the Triangle has already been a key beneficiary of North Carolina’s clean energy 
programs, including the state’s Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard, 
which requires utilities to draw a certain percentage of energy from renewable resources. 
He says Chapel Hill has benefitted from companies like Strata Solar deciding to locate there, 
bringing hundreds of jobs to the community. “Rural communities also benefit when solar or 
wind companies move to establish a plant in their area,” Nelson says. 
 
Twenty-nine companies with ties to North Carolina have already called on Gov. Pat McCrory to 
move quickly to implement a carbon-cutting plan for the state. 
 
In a joint letter to McCrory, companies like Mars Inc.; New Belgium Brewing; Staples Inc.; VF 
Corp.; and Trillium Asset Management say North Carolina’s support for clean energy programs 
was part of the reason they moved to the state. Those companies have made similar arguments 
in letters to state lawmakers. 
 
Duke Energy President and CEO Lynn Good says in a statement that the company is still reading 
through the plan. 
 
“This ambitious plan seeks to build on the substantial progress Duke Energy and other utilities 
have made to reduce our environmental footprint," Good says. "Even without federal 
regulations, our company has reduced carbon dioxide emissions from our power plants by 22 
percent since 2005." 
 
North Carolina now draws about 7 percent of its energy from renewable resources and has 
reduced its carbon emissions by around 24 percent between 2008 and 2013. Clean energy 
supported about 23,000 full-time equivalent jobs and was responsible for $4.8 billion in 
revenue in 2014, according to figures provided by Ceres, a nonprofit sustainability advocacy 
organization. 
 
But not everyone is convinced the state’s renewable energy programs are worth it. 
Sen. John Alexander, R-Wake County, says while he supports the renewable energy industry, he 
thinks the incentives it receives “come out of taxpayer pockets." 
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The N.C. Senate Finance Committee, which Alexander sits on, is considering a bill that would 
freeze the state’s REPS standard at 6 percent. If left unchanged, that percentage would increase 
to 12.5 percent by 2020. 
 
Alexander says he is not necessarily opposed to the REPS requirement. But he says he needs to 
“review the data more closely.” He says he is also concerned about the cost of a 35 percent tax 
credit the renewable energy industry receives. That credit is scheduled to expire at the end of 
the year. 
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