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SPONSORS OF BILL:  
 
Energy and Technology Committee  
 
REASONS FOR BILL:  
 
To remove biomass as a Class I renewable as burning it can emit harmful pollutants into the 
air. 
 
 
RESPONSE FROM ADMINISTRATION/AGENCY:  
 
Claire Coleman, Consumer Council 
The proposed bill would remove future biomass facilities from Class I which will redirect 
ratepayer dollars to class I resources that better align with the energy and environmental 
goals of the state. While Bioenergy technologies are important role in tackling the state's 
waste problem, consumer costs are not immediately related, thus removing the ratepayer 
support for biomass will benefit Connecticut's ratepayers. 
 
NATURE AND SOURCES OF SUPPORT:  
 
Samantha Dynowski, State Director, Sierra Club Connecticut 
Sierra Club is in favor of section 1 to remove biomass fuels as a Class I renewable.  Forest 
biomass energy creates more toxic pollutants than fossil fuels.  Air pollution from biomass is 
linked to premature death from respiratory illnesses, cancer, and heart disease. The effects 
of this type of pollution tend to be felt the hardest in poorer communities and communities of 
color. 
 
Kendall Keelen, Staff Attorney, Conservation Law Foundation 

https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Bill&which_year=2026&bill_num=SB-422
https://www.cga.ct.gov/aspx/CGADisplayTestimonies/CGADisplayTestimony.aspx?bill=SB-422&doc_year=2026
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Connecticut must quickly adapt to zero-carbon renewable energy state-wide to reduce 
pollution and meet climate targets.  There are major sustainability concerns towards biomass 
production as it requires considerable feedstock resources which can in turn strip natural 
resources.  Combustion feedstock creates large amounts of pollution and greenhouse gases, 
and the fuel necessary for production also release pollutants.  Connecticut cannot adapt 
renewable energy projects that create harmful emissions, especially when there is a plethora 
of alternative zero-carbon options like solar, wind, and battery. 
 
Cary Lynch, Energy Policy Manager, The Nature Conservatory 
Using forest materials to produce energy can help landowners create income while keeping 
their lands forested. We support small, combined heat and power plants that use 
manufacturing and harvesting residues, as well as urban waste and materials that are 
removed from forests to preserve a forest's health.  However, those impacts to climate 
change from biomass should be determined by scientific analysis and any decisions made 
should incorporate the best available science.  We support the reclassification as the 
combustion of biomass can release harmful pollutants that can affect people's health, poor air 
quality can have detrimental effects on Connecticut residents, predominately affecting low-
moderate income communities.  In addition, while we support the reclassification, we do not 
know what the economic impact will be as they are a part of the state's waste management 
strategy.  Addressing concerns about air quality should be a priority despite the economic 
reliance on biomass-derived energy as there are numerous other renewable energy 
resources.   
 
Charles Rothenberger, Director of Government Relations, Save the Sound 
While biomass is a renewable energy source, it is not carbon-neutral due to the difference 
between the time within which carbon is released as biomass is burning compared to the time 
it takes for new biomass to grow.  Promoting the use of biomass energy will only increase air 
pollution as well as create public health and environmental justice issues.  While the 
percentage has decreased since 2014, biomass was still 45% of CT's RPS in 2022.   
 
NATURE AND SOURCES OF OPPOSITION:  
 
Betsy Gara, Executive Director, COST 
Municipalities are facing increasing costs when it comes to controlling solid waste.  Removing 
biomass facilities from the definition of Class 1, it would shut down the existing biomass 
facility, thus forcing towns to endure a larger cost associated with alternative waste 
management options, such as shipping out of state.  This bill compounds issues of cost by 
effectively eliminating a viable, environmentally sound disposable option.  COST 
recommends a more comprehensive and broader approach to addressing waste 
management issues. 
 
Susan Pronovost, Executive Director, CT Greenhouse Growers Association 
The greenhouse industry is one of the most energy-intensive areas of agriculture due to 
crops needing a controlled environment to grow.  Biomass is used in many of the state's 
production farms to bring down heating costs, and these biomass facilities are the most 
overarching and respectful ways to generate energy from a once living tree or shrub. 
Biomass is a true renewable energy and reduces the use of fossil fuels.  When sourced 
sustainably it is considered to be a carbon neutral option due to the released carbon being 
roughly equivalent to the carbon sequestered by the tree during its lifetime. If the Class I 
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status is repealed, agreements will no longer be negotiated between power companies and 
farms that frequently use biomass, which could have a negative economic impact on the 
greenhouse industry.   
 
Jodie Maro, Bristol Residents for Clean Air 
While they appreciate what the bill is trying to do, they feel that it highlights the inconsistency 
in Connecticut's renewable energy policy as the bill does not address the electricity 
generated by burning waste as a resource that falls under RPS.  Most trash now contains 
plastic, which is derived from fossil fuels.  They question "if burning oil is not considered 
renewable energy, why should burning plastic made from oil be treated as renewable 
electricity?"  They argue renewable energy incentives should be reserved for energy sources 
that truly reduce pollution and emissions, not to subsidize alternatives that emit fossil carbon 
and other toxic pollutants.  For these reasons, they urge the committee to change 
Connecticut's Renewable Portfolio Standard to make sure that the electricity created from 
burning trash can no longer be categorized as a Class II renewable energy. 
 
The following individuals oppose this bill citing broad reasons: 

- Percy Faith  
 
Reported by: Samuel Erickson Date: March 30th, 2026 

 
 


