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LEED Permitting CA Code Green 
Materials

Feasibility Legislation 
required

DOB discretion Legislation 
required

Legislation required

Enforcement Standards are 
built in 

Easy to enforce Standards are 
built in

Standards are 
built in

Stakeholders Developers likely 
to resist costs

Likely support 
among most

Signifi cant 
changes to status 
quo– broad opposi-
tion likely

Builders and devel-
opers likely to object 
to loss of freedom

PlanYC Substantial 
carbon emissions 
reductions

Substantial 
carbon emissions 
reductions

Substantial 
carbon emissions 
reductions

Emissions reduction 
likely but hard to 
measure
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Monitoring

Preparation

Adjustment
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A1
Identify the 
City’s stra-
tegic goals 
and guiding 
principles

A2
Pinpoint 
the City’s 
main 
rezoning 
and policy 
objectives

C
Develop 
model 
evaluation 
criteria and 
analysis 
metrics

B2
Examine 
case study 
to under-
stand the 
goals and 
purpose of 
rezoning

B1
Reconfi rm 
general 
goals of 
the City’s 
zoning 
resolution
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Criteria Ranking

Feasibility Accessibility High - Few 
main sources

High- Can 
be readily 
implemented

Medium-High
Allows faster 
assessment of CEQR 
on key variablesTime High - Less 

than one year

Comprehen-
siveness

Environment Medium - Some 
Subjectivity

Medium- 
Focuses on 
developers and 
environmentDevelopers High - Model 

is effective

City Low - Does not 
comprehensively 
address impact 
on the City

EVALuAtion MAtRiX FoR tHE RiSK ASSESSMEnt MoDEL
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Developer 
Costs

City Costs Environ-
mental 
Benefits

Developer 
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