The States as Green New Deal Policy Labs
By Caitlin McCoy

The Green New Deal resolution’s1 climate provisions illustrate the dramatic scope and scale of
the change needed to curb greenhouse gas emissions. The resolution envisions a ten-year
period of economic and societal change to begin making progress on its climate goals.
Policymakers will have to design programs that reduce emissions immediately and into the
future. These programs should be built with policy tools that are strong enough to drive
progress and flexible enough to adapt to changing circumstances. Fortunately, many of the
tools exist and are already in use.
The idea of a Green New Deal isn’t new—its name and some of its current principles can be
traced back to 2007.2 Also not new: borrowing from state activities to create federal policy. The
history of environmental policy is full of examples of states generating and testing programs to
address environmental issues which federal policymakers then adapt for their purposes. The
Green New Deal will likely follow the same path, and its federal policy package will borrow from
the states.
The Green New Deal resolution is a proposal for discussion. There’s no Green New Deal
legislation yet and we have few details about how the resolution’s goals might become a reality.
But states have been working to achieve similar goals for decades.
In this paper, I match climate goals from the Green New Deal resolution with state and local
efforts to achieve similar goals. States are a proving ground for policy tools and their work
reveals which tools are well-suited to the resolution’s goals. The Green New Deal has been
described as “…a holistic combination of solutions at every level—federal, state, and local—[that]
addresses many problems simultaneously.”3 The first step toward building a scheme that
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involves all levels of government is to assess the structures that already exist. Federal policy in a
Green New Deal will need to build on existing state and local policies and potentially transform
them.
In September 2018, think tank Data for Progress released a policy report4 which provides an
example of the policy brainstorming that needs to happen for the Green New Deal. David
Roberts of Vox described their report as, “…less a specific set of policy choices than an extensive
policy menu — a set of options for each of the program’s large-scale goals….It is something like
a detailed snapshot of the policy landscape, from which an architect could bricolage together a
plan.”5 The report sets out a variety of targets that are similar to the goals in the Green New
Deal resolution and provides a laundry list of possible policy and investment options for each
one.
I focus on three major environmental and energy goals from the Green New Deal (GND)
resolution. I pair each goal with two or more of the policy or investment options presented in
the Data for Progress report to evaluate how states have deployed similar policies in order to
achieve similar goals.
I.

GND Electricity sector goal: “meeting 100 percent of the power demand in the United
States through clean, renewable, and zero-emission energy sources, including— (i) by
dramatically expanding and upgrading existing renewable power sources; and (ii) by
deploying new capacity;”6
A. Establish high clean and renewable energy portfolio standards in every state

States have adopted and implemented renewable portfolio standards (RPS) for decades.7
Twenty-nine states, Washington, D.C., and three territories have enacted RPSs.8 Most RPS
policies require that a certain percentage of the energy sold by utilities in the state be from
renewable sources and most RPS targets are met through renewable energy credit trading.
Some states also require utilities to purchase the energy associated with the renewable energy
credits, and some require that the credits come from within the same region as the state. An RPS
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policy in a state doesn’t always signal that renewable energy generation capacity is increasing in
that state; a utility could be fulfilling its mandate by buying electricity or credits from renewable
generation outside the state. Some RPS policies have quotas for renewable capacity to be built
in the state, leading to renewable generation and associated jobs. Such policies have faced legal
challenges on the basis of the dormant commerce clause and need to be structured carefully to
avoid improperly favoring or protecting in-state generation.9
Regardless, RPS remains a powerful and affordable driver of renewable capacity. The Lawrence
Berkeley Lab found that about half the growth in renewable electricity generation and capacity
in the U.S. since 2000 is used to comply with state RPS policies.10 RPS policies accounted for 34
percent of new renewable energy capacity added in 2017.11 Compliance with RPS cost 2 percent
of average electric bills in RPS states in 2017.12
Looking forward, renewable generation will need to increase about 50 percent by 2030 in order
to meet existing state RPS requirements.13 Renewable electricity will then reach 15 percent of
electricity sales by 2030, an increase from 11 percent in 2018.14 These figures could go up if
more states adopt RPS and states with RPS policies raise their targets like California,
Connecticut, Massachusetts, and New Jersey did in 2018.
Over time, states have refined their RPS policies with design features to manage the costs of
compliance. Twenty states and Washington, D.C., have cost caps in their RPS policies to ensure
that consumers’ electric bills will not increase dramatically.15 Some states have cost caps of 6-8
percent of average retail rates and some are more restrictive with caps at 1-4 percent.16 These
caps could become less important as the price of renewable energy continues to drop and it
becomes more competitive with traditional generation sources.17
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States have also addressed price volatility in renewable energy credit trading markets, which can
complicate financing for renewable generation projects and raise costs.18 New Jersey and
Massachusetts have worked to mitigate this issue by requiring utilities to enter into long-term
contracts with generators for renewable energy credits.19 Longer contracts make financing less
expensive by reducing uncertainty and investor perceptions of risk.20 California and Illinois have
achieved these same goals by creating auction programs that the state’s electric utilities use to
procure generation to meet the RPS.21 The standardized procurement process reduces
regulatory burdens and provides stability for generators as utilities stick to a reliable schedule to
procure specific amounts of renewable energy.22
B. Enforce the Clean Power Plan to regulate carbon dioxide emissions from power
plants and;
C. Set federal and state prices on carbon, particularly corporate pollution
Although the Green New Deal resolution’s goal is to meet 100 percent of power demand with
renewable and zero-emission energy sources, reducing carbon and other pollutant emissions
from the power generation sector in the meantime will be necessary to reduce greenhouse gas
(GHG) accumulation. As detailed in a recent report from the Breakthrough Energy group, it
could be a while before we have a clean energy system given “…the sheer size and complexity of
existing systems, the degree to which these systems are embedded in our economy, and the
high public expectations of safety and reliability they must meet.”23
Additionally, plans to decarbonize the electric system will necessarily involve state action.
Policymakers could look to the Clean Power Plan as a model and set a nationwide emissions
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budget with caps tailored for each state. States would then submit compliance plans reflecting
their needs and opportunities, informed by their knowledge of their electric systems.
About a dozen states have programs that cap CO2 emissions and use tradeable emissions
allowances to comply with the cap. The Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) is a
cooperative effort among Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New York, Rhode Island, and Vermont to cap and reduce CO2 emissions from the
power sector in the region.24 RGGI functions by limiting the emissions of CO2 from electric power
plants with a capacity of 25 megawatts or greater, issuing CO2 allowances, and holding regional
allowance auctions.25 Simply put, the states agree to a regional cap and negotiate state
allowance budgets; over time, they may also employ mechanisms to adjust the cap and trigger
the release of reserve allowances if needed.26 RGGI currently covers 15 percent of emissions in
RGGI states and it could soon cover 17 percent, as Virginia is in the process of joining RGGI and
New Jersey plans to re-join.27
California’s landmark climate cap-and-trade law, AB 32, goes beyond CO2 and covers six other
greenhouse gases as well.28 It also goes beyond the electric power system to cover almost the
entire economy in the state. Under AB 32, 80 percent of California’s GHG emissions are covered,
including emissions from imported electricity, existing buildings, transportation, and industrial
sources.29 Washington state has tried to impose a price on carbon dioxide emissions through a
carbon tax and a regulation that creates a hybrid cap and trade program.30 Other states are
considering similar measures—lawmakers in 13 states have already introduced carbon pricing
bills in 2019.31
Both California’s and RGGI’s actions can be described as setting a price on carbon, given that
both systems set prices for the credits or allowances of GHG emissions to be bought and traded.
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These two programs combined cover 6 percent of emissions nationally; RGGI expansion would
raise coverage to 7 percent.32
However, these programs are not clear-cut success stories in terms of lowering emissions. Both
programs have faced criticism regarding their efficacy in reducing GHG emissions. Specifically,
critics have asserted that the caps employed in these programs are not tight enough to drive
reductions on the basis of the caps alone. In California’s case, reports have attributed drops in
emissions to increased hydropower and other climate policy measures.33 In RGGI’s case, reports
have found that the allowance price is relatively low, and it is difficult to say that it is responsible
for reductions that would not have occurred otherwise.34 Regardless, these programs offer
invaluable information and experience for designing cap and trade programs (and variations like
cap and reduce) in the U.S. The lessons learned from the design, implementation, operation, and
even the shortfalls of these programs can help inform future initiatives on the state or national
level.
II. GND building energy efficiency goal: “upgrading all existing buildings in the United
States and building new buildings to achieve maximal energy efficiency, water efficiency,
safety, affordability, comfort, and durability, including through electrification”35

A. Plan to set net-zero energy and high-performance buildings standards for new
commercial and residential construction and retrofit requirements for existing
structures
Most states have adopted building energy codes with energy efficiency requirements. The two
commonly used model codes are the International Energy Conservation Code (IECC) for
residential buildings and ANSI/ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1 for commercial buildings. 36
Four states have adopted residential building energy codes that are more energy efficient than
the 2012 or 2015 IECC, eight states and the District of Columbia have adopted the 2015 or 2012
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IECC or equivalent, and 28 states have adopted the 2009 IECC or a code between the 2009 and
2012 or 2015 IECC.37
The 2015 IECC can increase energy savings by 15 percent in comparison to the 2009 IECC.38
Jurisdictions are currently considering whether to adopt the 2018 IECC; many jurisdictions have
a process to adopt the newest IECC every three years. The 2018 IECC is estimated to be 2-5
percent more efficient than the 2015 IECC.39
For commercial building energy codes, seven states have adopted ASHRAE 90.1 (2013) or more
efficient codes, and seven states and the District of Columbia have adopted ASHRAE 90.1 (2010)
or a code between the 2010 and 2013 versions.40 Twenty-three states have commercial building
codes between 90.1 (2007) and 90.1 (2010).41
California’s Building Energy Efficiency Standards are a notable example of standards for new
buildings which were designed to tighten over time to reach high levels of efficiency and now
serve as the foundation for the state’s Zero Net Energy building plans. California has been
creating and adopting Building Energy Efficiency Standards since 1977, covering new
construction as well as additions and renovations to existing buildings. The state’s standards
have consistently tightened by 12-15 percent in each three-year standard revision and adoption
cycle.42 California’s 2019 standards, effective in January 2020, will take the final step toward zero
net energy for newly constructed residential buildings. Homes and multi-family buildings should
use a combination of improved efficiency and distributed renewable energy generation to meet
100 percent of their annual energy needs.43 These standards were crafted to implement the
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state’s goals of achieving net zero energy use in all new residential construction by 2020 and
commercial construction by 2030.44
California also has a Green Building Standards Code45 which provides mandatory and voluntary
requirements for new residential and nonresidential buildings with a focus on their
environmental impact and sustainability during construction and operation.46 The Green
Building Standards Code covers five areas: planning and design; energy efficiency; water
efficiency and conservation; material conservation and resource efficiency; and environmental
quality.47
California has faced challenges in adopting these standards, and there have been plenty of
incredulous headlines about the requirements and added costs (not unlike those generated by
the Green New Deal itself). That said, California has been wise to employ an incremental
approach. California has gradually increased the stringency of their energy efficiency
requirements over time with a predictable tightening every three years. California also set its net
zero energy goals for buildings in 2008, giving the regulated community time to prepare for the
changes.
For states without a history of progressive building standards or who are using an older code,
the adoption of a newer building code that dramatically maximizes energy efficiency may be
challenging. Some speculate that the 2018 IECC could be an opportunity for states that have
older codes like the 2009 IECC to jumpstart their efforts in the building sector and adopt the
new 2018 version.48
Improving the energy efficiency of existing buildings is more challenging than enhancing energy
efficiency in new construction. There are at least two ways of addressing existing buildings—
programs that require retrofitting and upgrades according to a timeline, and programs that may
require upgrades to the entire building if it is renovated in a significant way. Some policies
require that additions be built according to the most up-to-date building code and only trigger
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retrofitting of the entire building if the renovations surpass a percentage of the building’s value
or increase its floor area by a certain percent.
Boulder, Colorado has adopted the first approach, requiring energy efficient retrofitting in
accordance with a timeline to meet its goal of reducing its GHG emissions by 80 percent or
more below 2005 levels by 2050.49 In 2015, their city council adopted the Boulder Building
Performance Ordinance and set requirements for existing buildings to reduce energy use after
its 2015 GHG inventory revealed that over half of the city’s emissions footprint came from
commercial and industrial buildings, more than 3,700 buildings in total.50 Further analysis
highlighted major energy savings opportunities in the largest buildings.51 Capturing these
reductions would “require approximately $25 million in energy efficiency investments, and could
result in $10 million in energy cost savings annually…and the creation of over 120 jobs.”52 The
city decided to act—Boulder’s Municipal Code now requires privately-owned commercial and
industrial buildings and city-owned buildings to: (1) rate and report building energy use
annually53 and (2) implement efficiency requirements,54 including: performing energy
assessments every ten years; performing retro-commissioning every ten years and implementing
cost effective measures within two years of the study; and implementing one-time lighting
upgrades.55 Compliance deadlines depend on the square footage of the building and whether it
is new, existing, or city-owned.56
The City of Boulder offers rebates for energy assessments to help offset the costs for
commercial and industrial building owners who are subject to the Building Performance
Ordinance.57 The earlier the energy assessments are performed before the compliance deadline,
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the larger the rebate.58 The city also offers a robust compliance assistance program for building
owners and property managers.59
Chicago has adopted the second approach, requiring additions to meet the current building
code and retrofitting if the addition passes a certain threshold. In Chicago, if an addition
increases the building’s floor area by 25 percent or less, the new construction must conform to
the city’s current building code.60 If an addition increases the building’s floor area by more than
25 percent, the entire building must conform to the city’s current building code.61 The state of
Illinois takes a slightly different approach to retrofitting requirements. For state-owned buildings
in Illinois, retrofitting is required when “major renovations” occur, defined as “a project with a
construction budget that equals 40 percent or more of the building's current replacement
cost.”62 These policies recognize that retrofitting during renovations can reduce the cost and
provide an opportunity to upgrade components.63
B. Expand energy efficient appliance and equipment rebates
Appliances, equipment for HVAC systems, and water heaters are relatively easy to replace with
more energy efficient models, especially when compared with the difficulty and cost of
upgrading structural components of existing buildings. Appliances and equipment have much
shorter lifespans than the buildings in which they operate: 10-20 years for appliances compared
with 70-100 years for buildings.64 Given the opportunity for regular replacement and the
potential of these products to affect building energy use, many states offer rebate programs for
energy efficient appliances and end-use equipment to shrink the gap in price between more
energy efficient models and competitors and encourage people to choose energy efficient
models when they replace or spur early replacement.
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A major expansion in state rebate programs took place between 2010 and 2014 when the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE) developed the State Energy Efficient Appliance Rebate Program
(SEEARP) with funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. States had
the freedom to design their own programs, determining which products would be eligible for
rebates, setting the rebate amounts, and deciding to offer recycling bonuses for the items being
replaced.65 In the end, “SEEARP provided almost $300 million to the 56 U.S. states and territories
to support state-level consumer rebate programs….”66 It’s important to note that SEEARP was a
stimulus program meant to induce consumers to upgrade before a replacement was needed.67
Based on the results of the various state programs, DOE suggested that maximizing the rebates
available and the size of incentives led to greater participation and positive experiences with the
programs. DOE noted some ways of achieving that, including pairing federal rebate funds with
state rebate and tax incentive programs.68 For example, Maryland integrated SEEARP into the
existing rebate program structure run by utilities in the state. It selected products already
covered by utility rebates and used SEEARP funds to add additional rebates. Maryland also used
state funds from another program to cover the utilities’ additional administrative costs of
managing the enhanced rebates. By setting up the program this way, Maryland kept
administrative costs low overall and ensured that the utilities could not seek to recover
additional administrative costs from ratepayers.69 New Hampshire also used the SEEARP funds in
a way that was complementary to past and existing rebate programs by offering rebates on
products it hadn’t offered rebates on before: solar and ground-source HVAC equipment. The
state treated this as an opportunity to stimulate interest in these products and create a market
for them.70
Some states struggled to strike the right balance on the size of the rebate to offer and
experienced problems. Arkansas had significant participation at the beginning of its program
and as participation dropped off, it realized that people participating had been planning to
replace appliances. It was clear that the rebate was not high enough to induce people to replace
appliances earlier than they planned. After raising the rebate values, participation picked up
again.71 On the other hand, Iowa invested in marketing for the program, offered large rebates
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for specific appliances, and generated so much demand that the website and phone system for
the program crashed. In reflecting on lessons learned, Iowa stated that smaller rebate values
would have made demand more manageable and would have allowed the program to run
smoothly over a longer time period.72
The overall amounts and types of rebates under SEEARP were: “[a]pproximately 88 percent of
rebates issued (1,575,406) were for major appliances, 10 percent (177,903) for HVAC, and 2
percent (30,116) for water heaters.”73

III. GND transportation goal: “overhauling transportation systems in the United States to
eliminate pollution and greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation sector as
much as is technologically feasible, including through investment in— (i) zero-emission
vehicle infrastructure and manufacturing; (ii) clean, affordable, and accessible public
transportation; and (iii) high-speed rail”74

A. National electric vehicle charging infrastructure, including highways,
workplaces, and housing
Many states are working to expand electric vehicle charging infrastructure within their
jurisdictions. States are proceeding in different ways, depending on their goals, available funding
sources, and the type and amount of utility involvement in these efforts.
Some states, like Maryland, are planning to use funds allocated to them under the Volkswagen
settlement to facilitate electric vehicle use.75 Maryland’s final plan “reserves over $11 million for
electric vehicle charging stations, the maximum percentage allowed under the settlement….”76
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Minnesota recently released a new report outlining the state’s vision for increasing electric
vehicle (EV) use.77 The state currently has over 600 public charging station outlets, but plans to
expand the charging network to support its goal of powering 20 percent of the light-duty cars in
the state with electricity by 2030.78 The 20 percent figure assumes half of the vehicles will be
battery electric vehicles and half will be hybrid electric vehicles.79 A complementary state goal is
to have 200,000 electric vehicles registered in Minnesota by 2030.80
The New York Public Service Commission recently approved a plan by the state’s utilities to
install up to 1,074 fast chargers for public use over seven years. The utilities will be able to
recover the costs, up to $32 million, of investing in the chargers from utility ratepayers.81
Currently, there are only 78 DC fast-charger plugs82 available across New York state. Authorities
have estimated that about 1,500 fast chargers will be necessary to support the state's goal of
800,000 zero-emissions vehicles by 2025.83 One significant barrier to building out fast chargers is
the demand charges imposed by utilities for power-use during peak times. The utilities and New
York Public Service Commission have negotiated a work-around, providing incentives to balance
the demand charges. The incentives range from $4,000 to $17,000 for every plug installed,
depending on location and capacity, but can’t exceed the total cost of power delivery annually.84
Once a certain number of chargers are installed and used above certain rates (30-40 percent)
the demand charges will be balanced out.85
Virginia recently passed a bill that allows its Department of General Services, Department of
Motor Vehicles, and Department of Transportation to operate charging stations for EVs on any
property or facility controlled by agencies with charging fees set at prevailing market rates.86
This bill complements another new law that allows localities, public institutions of higher
education, and the Department of Conservation and Recreation to operate EV charging stations
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on their property and allows them to limit usage to employees and authorized visitors.87 Virginia
currently has about 550 EV charging stations and more than 1,250 charging outlets.88
Former California Governor Jerry Brown boosted his previous goal of having 1.5 million electric
vehicles on the road in the state by 2025 to 5 million by 2030.89 The state currently has 5,043
stations and 19,211 EV charging outlets, more than any other state.90 In order to reach its
ambitious goals, California has launched a multi-pronged effort involving a variety of agencies
to increase EV adoption and use while building out charging infrastructure.91 California’s 2016
Green Building Standards Code requires new one- and two-family dwellings and townhouses
with attached private garages to be wired to support an EV charger.92 For new multi-family
dwellings, where 17 or more units are constructed, three percent of the parking spaces provided
must be EV charging spaces capable of supporting future chargers.93
A new regional transportation initiative, the Transportation and Climate Initiative, was
announced in December 2018. Nine states and the District of Columbia have committed to
developing a cap for transportation emissions, similar to RGGI. The plan is to invest money
earned from the sale of credits, that can be bought and traded for compliance, in electric vehicle
infrastructure.94 The agreement between the states also mentioned that they are considering
coordinated electric vehicle infrastructure planning.
You can see amount of EV stations and chargers in each state at the Alternative Fueling Station
Data Center.
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B. Public procurement of 100 percent electric vehicles
States own nearly 500,000 vehicles in the U.S. Many states have adopted measures to increase
the fuel economy of their vehicles by adopting: 1) fuel efficiency standards, 2) fuel consumption
reduction mandates, and/or 3) mandates to procure a greater percentage of hybrid, electric, or
hydrogen-fuel vehicles.95 California, Washington, and Massachusetts have the most robust
policies.
California’s most recent action was the passage of S.B. 498 in 2017, which requires at least 50
percent of the light-duty vehicles in the state vehicle fleet to be Zero Emission Vehicles (ZEVs) by
2025.96 California defines ZEVs as battery-electric, hydrogen fuel cell, and plug-in hybrid-electric
vehicles.97 This new target builds on a previous mandate for at least 25 percent of state vehicle
purchases to be ZEVs by 2020.98 Additionally, A.B. 739 requires that 15 percent of newly
purchased heavy vehicles99 by state entities be zero-emission by December 31, 2025, and 30
percent by December 31, 2030.100
Washington established its State Electric Fleet Initiative in 2015, with goal that 20 percent of new
passenger vehicle purchases would be EVs by 2017.101 State agencies were required to achieve
average fuel economy of 36 mpg for their fleet by 2015.102 Agencies could purchase ultra-low
carbon fuel vehicles, which are excluded from average fuel economy calculation,103 or
conventional vehicles with average fuel economy of 40 mpg for light-duty vehicles and 27 mpg
for light-duty vans.104 Governor Executive Order 05-01 (2015) directed agencies to give priority
to purchasing and using hybrid and fuel efficient vehicles.105 Washington then took the step of
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requiring all state agencies and local governments to meet 100 percent of their fuel usage for
publicly owned vessels, vehicles, and construction equipment from electricity or biofuel, to the
extent practicable. 106
In Massachusetts, the Green Communities Act of 2007 required the state vehicle fleet to become
50 percent hybrid or alternative fuel by 2018.107 The state also set average fuel efficiency
standards for the fleet of 32 miles per gallon for passenger cars and 22 miles per gallon for light
duty trucks, vans and sport utility vehicles.108
Massachusetts is also a part of a multistate Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) on State
Zero-Emission Vehicle Programs which includes California, Connecticut, New York, Oregon,
Rhode Island, Vermont and Maryland. The states have committed to promote purchase of zero
emission vehicles in a variety of ways, including “…to establish ZEV purchase targets for
government and quasi-governmental agency fleets and report annually on ZEV acquisitions.”109
The overall goal is to ensure 3.3 million electric vehicles are in state fleets by 2025.110
C. Electrification of mass transit, buses, rail lines, and train engines
Electric buses are expected to become a larger portion of public transit given pledges that states
and cities are making to reduce emissions and electrify their bus fleets. About 33 percent of all
transit buses in the U.S. are projected to be electric by 2045.111
New York City’s Metropolitan Transit Authority has announced plans to convert the city’s public
bus system to an all-electric fleet by 2040.112 The fleet has more than 5,700 buses and is already
is testing 10 electric buses and has plans to purchase 60 more in the near future.113 California
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has committed to zero-emissions procurements for buses starting in 2029 with a statewide goal
of reaching 100 percent zero-emission bus fleets by 2040.114
Seattle has committed to increasing the amount of electric buses in the King County fleet
serving the Seattle metropolitan area. Specifically, King County announced plans in 2017 to
purchase 120 all-electric buses by 2020 and a goal of electrifying its entire bus fleet by 2040.115
The existing fleet contains about 1,400 buses (most of which are hybrids that rely on both diesel
and electrical power).116 Indianapolis has also committed to including electric buses in its public
transit fleet and has 13 electric buses in use now.117
Most light rail systems in the U.S. already run on electricity, systems like Boston’s T, New York
City’s Subway, Washington D.C.’s Metro, Chicago’s L, and San Francisco’s BART.118 The vast
majority of passenger rail and all freight rail in the U.S. is diesel-powered.119 Some passenger rail
lines have converted to electric power, specifically Amtrak’s Northeast corridor line and
Harrisburg, PA line,120 and one is undergoing electrification: the CalTrain in the San Francisco
Bay Area.121
These states, cities and transit systems show what is possible in terms of electrification and
illuminate a path forward toward completely electric systems.
Conclusion
The efforts of cities and states across the country are important starting points for planning the
ten-year mobilization outlined in the Green New Deal resolution. Federal policymakers have an
opportunity to design programs that can be plugged into existing state policy architecture. They
would be wise to take note of how states have faced challenges in these efforts and worked to
overcome them. Congress should make the most of the advantages of federal action: creating
more uniformity in climate efforts at the state level by establishing a federal floor and mobilizing
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federal resources to reach goals. The federal government needs to be mindful of the history of
state control over some of these critical areas targeted for change and the specialized
knowledge of subnational government units. Policymakers should craft cooperative plans that
take into account the balance of federal, state and local authority in these areas while driving
emissions down and transforming the country.
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