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Meenal Raval. Here to counter SEPTA’s points. 

SEPTA says this plant will not impact public health. 

• The neighborhood is already burdened with a great deal of air pollution 
and with associated illnesses. More than 1 out of 3 children in this zip code 
have asthma. 

• Your own department has published the emission increases from this 
plant, notably nitrogen oxide (NOx) and volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs). Both contributors to smog, which result in asthma.  

 
SEPTA also states that this plant will reduce Carbon Dioxide (CO2) 
emissions by 41%. 

• The project will reduce greenhouse gas emissions much less than SEPTA 
has claimed. Our calculations indicate that the reduction in greenhouse 
gas emissions will be no more than 20%. 

• SEPTA does not account for the potential impact of methane leaks 
throughout the process of extracting, transporting, and burning natural gas.

• SEPTA’s claim is based in part on an assumption that a large amount of 
coal will be used to generate electricity for our regional power grid in the 
coming years, but coal-fired power plants are rapidly closing down or being 
converted to use natural gas.

• In order to limit global warming to 1.5 or 2 degree Celsius, we need to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions to zero as quickly as possible. Building 
the plant will lock in greenhouse emissions for at least 20 years, and delay 
SEPTA’s transition to zero-emission sources of energy.



SEPTA is proud that this is a Combined Heat and Power (CHP) plant, which 
are considered to be very efficient. 

• SEPTA plans to use heat generated by the plant to displace three boilers – 
two gas and one oil – that will utilize just 35% (SEPTA number) of the 
plant’s heat byproduct.  

• CHP refers to a general technological approach that is not specific to any 
fuel source, but it assumes that you will actually utilize most of the heat. 

 
SEPTA claims this plant will increase their resilience during extreme 
weather. 

• SEPTA cites SuperStorm Sandy as a motivation for building the plant – to 
have an alternate power source in case of PECO outages during expected 
future severe weather.

• SEPTA experiences service interruptions/outages for many reasons, but a 
loss of PECO power to the nearby substation is not one of them. 

• SEPTA’s Regional Rail Service Improvement Program webpage outlines a 
variety of steps that SEPTA is taking to make its rail service more reliable. 
That document does not identify PECO power outages as a problem or list 
the proposed gas plant as a resiliency measure.

• Preparing for climate change related weather events by building a new 
fossil fuel-based plant with a 20-30 year lifespan is illogical.

• SEPTA has not been willing to carry out an analysis of alternatives that 
examine a full range of options for addressing the possibility that power 
outages will become more common in the future.


