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BEAFRZEBLT. . . 20055F ~ 20084
During past four years...2005-2008

» BAIRILF—REIIHTSERDOFREE L. 400%EZML ., 20084 (2(£1,200/EFJLIZELT:
» Annual investment in new renewable energy capacity up 400% - to $120 billion in 2008

Global Investment in Renewable Energy 2004-2008
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BEA4FEZELT. . . 20055 ~ 20084
During past four years...2005-2008

> BLAREDHRBEEIL. 250%EML. 121GWIZELT:
» Wind power capacity up 250% to 121 GW
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Wind Power Capamty, Top 10 Countries, 2008
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BE4FEZELT. . . 20055F ~ 20084
During past four years...2005-2008
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» KEEAREDEHEEEIEL. 600%F ML, 16GWEL LI
» Solar PV capacity up 600% to more than 16 GW
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BEAFBZEBLT. . . 20055F ~ 20084
During past four years...2005-2008

> BEEREBEOENLEKIGEFEFT (CSP) A 1980FEKLLIE . IO TIREL.
T A)ATII6GWDHDEEL8GWDCSPAVEER H

» Several new commercial-scale solar thermal power plants (CSP) have
come on-line for the first time since the 1980s, with 8 GW under
development, including 6 GW in the U.S.
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BE4FEZELT. . . 20055F ~ 20084
During past four years...2005-2008

> BRATIFILF—ORERIFEEEILT5%E0 . 280GWIC
» Total power capacity up 75% to 280 GW
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BE4FEZELT. . . 20055F ~ 20084
During past four years...2005-2008

Figure 5. Share of Solar Hot Water/Heating Capacity Existing,
Top 10 Countries, 2007
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» Solar hot water capacity ug 2 8%
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European Union
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Total = 126 gigawatts-thermal
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INMABRRBDEE=(T 600%E0
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Biodiesel production up 600%
to 12 billion liters/year

IR/—)LDEE=IF200%E 0
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Ethanol production up 200% to
67 billion liters/year
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Full-Year 2008 Growth vs. 2007

S RAFKE 29%
Wind power grew 29%
U KBAEEEER o0

©1  Solar PV production grew 90% Wind .
U RFERBEABRRE 0% Grid-tied Solar PV [N

Grid-tied solar PV grew 70% Utility-Scale PV _I
O KIBEARBE A FKER/R (200kWEL L) 300% A K12 &Y3GWI Solar HotWaterII

Utility-scale solar PV plants (> 200kW) grew 300% to 3 GW Biofuels .
U KEGEdaE 15%

n Small Hydrol
Solar hot water grew 15%
00 100 200 300
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Annual ethanol and biodiesel production both grew 34% Percent
CLINKA 8%

Small hydro grew 8%
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Power capacity milestone in 2008

KERUVEUIFTO T, AR Air-BHR-BFHEED
PHEDEERFIVEZDEAIRILF—REEEETELTEMLT
For the first time,
both the United States and the European Union
added more power capacity from renewables
than from conventional sources
(gas, coal, oil and nuclear)

CE:LAOLGAS, BILTEAIRILEF—DoDFHREEEFZROFKEERELYL DALY
(Note, however, that annual power generation from a unit of renewable capacity is
typically less than from conventional capacity)
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Pollcy Landscape
« T3MOEMNHEFEEZFEZEH/ITTLS

/3 countries now have policy targets
o HEZFRRLTVS3DENBERREIRILF—ZHELTLS
63 countries with policies to promote renewable power generation
o 4A5ME&18D N - BB - A ANFIT (EE 4% E A=) #ZALTLS
45 countries and 18 states/provinces/territories with feed-in tariffs
o 49DE - -BEHARPSEZEALTILND
49 countries, states, and provinces with renewable portfolio standards
o S55ME - -EBHNAARFES DERFIFF (TEERITTLNS
55 countries, states, and provinces with biofuels blending mandates
« HAPTOOLDRECEEEENBEMIZT ) - ENEBALTLS

5 million households and businesses worldwide voluntarily purchase
green power




Table 2. Renewable Energy Promotion Policies
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& & L Lo SL gl ‘?'?@ «é§ @é‘ & 0 F O
> < Q& &8 F o ec? K2 R S o 9 & . . —
Country & ng\‘}\o G’(S@ v §F K & o q?é ¢q‘° & Q°\°.§‘ q°$b [ Eﬁﬂ% EH& il B
Developed and transition countries Feed-in tariff
Australia v v v v O RPS
Austria v v v v v .
Belgium v Y, / v / Renewable portfolio standard
gana:?a (}) ) v ; v ® j 9 «  BAREBRE/BIBEMHLVEREL
roatia 0 T

Cyprus v/ v/ Capital subsidies, grants, or
Czech Republic v/ v v v/ v/ v rebates
Denmark v v v v v v S IR0
Estonia v/ v/ ° :]:Q :él E%*R *E &%
Finland v v v v :
S, , , , , y y , !p,vesjt'ment or gthe"r tax c\r’edlts
Germany v / v v v o HER/IRIL—HUmEATm
GCreece v v v o1 §oc
Hungary v v/ v/ J/ ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*ﬂ :I:B/% .
Ireland v v/ v v/ v Sales tax, energy tax, excise
oy j / / / / / tax, or VAT reduction
Japan @) v v v v v o  HS|IA[RELR I RILX—EIE
Korea v v v v v
Latvia v v/ v Tradable renewable energy
Lithuania v v v v/ certificates
Luxembour v v v . i
e Y / o IRINF—HEIRE/MHMER
yetherlands -/ .7 oY , Energy production payments
Norway v/ / / / or tax credits
Poland 4 4 4 4 v/ o Za — Al ,A
Portugal v/ v v v/ ;‘.’ JF} /5!)/7
Romania v Net meterlng
Russia 4 4 o2 IS .
Slovak Republic v/ / / s NHBRERME/ITFAFTUR
Slovenia v v Public investment, loans, or
Spain v v v v fi .
Sweden v/ v v v v v/ Inancing
Switzerland v/ o AN ok
United Kingdom 4 4 4 4 A E,]RR%)\*L . .
United States ™) * v/ v ) @) v/ * ™ ™) Public competitive bidding
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Cumulative Number of Countries/States/Provinces Enacting

Feed-in Policies

Table R10. Cumulative Number of Countries/States/Provinces Enacting Feed-in Policies

Year

1978
1990
1991

1992
1993
1994
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001

2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

Cumulative

Number
1

O & WwN

9

13
13
15
21
28
33
40
43
49
61

2009 (eary) 63

Countries/States/Provinces Added That Year

United States

Germany

Switzerand

Itaty

Denmark, India

Spain, Greece

Sri Lanka

Sweden

Portugal, Norway, Slovenia

France, Latvia

Algeria, Austria, Brazll, Czech Republic, Indonesia, Lithuania

Cyprus, Estonia, Hungary, Scuth Korea, Slovak Republic, Maharashtra (India)

Israel, Nicaragua, Prince Edward Island (Canada), Andhra Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh (India)
Karnataka, Uttarancha), and Uttar Pradesh (India), China, Turkey, Ecuador, Ireland
Ontaric (Canada), Argentina, Thailand

South Australia (Australia), A'cania, Bulgaria, Creatia, Macedonia, Uganda
Queensland (Australia), California (USA), Guiarat, Haryana, Puniab, Rajasthan, Tami
Nadu, and West Bengal (India); Kenya, the Philippines, Poland, Ukraine

Australian Capital Temritory (Austra’a), South Africa
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Cumulative Number of Countries/States/Provinces Enacting
RPS Policies

Table R11. Cumulative Number of Countries/States/Provinces Enacting RPS Policies
Year Cumulative Countries/States/Provinces Added That Year

Number
1983 1 lowa (USA)
1884 2 Minnescta (USA)
1996 3 Arzona (USA)
1857 6 Maine, Massachusetts, Nevada (USA)
1958 S Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin (USA)
1963 12 New Jersey, Texas (USA), italy
2000 13 New Mexico (USA)
2001 15 Flanders (Belgium); Austra’a
2002 18 California (USA); Wallenia (Belgium), United Kingdom
2003 19 Japan; Sweden; Manarasntra (India)
2004 34 Colcrado, Hawaii, Maryland, New York, Rhode Isiand (USA); Nova Scotia, Ontario, Prince Edward Island
(Canada), Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Madnya Pradesh, Orissa (India);, Poland
2005 38 District of Columbia, Delaware, Montana (USA); Gujarat (India)
2006 39 Washington State (USA)
2007 44 llincis, New Hampshire, North Caroiing, Oregon (USA); China

2008 48 Michigan, Missouri, Chio (USA); Chile; India
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EU Renewable Energy Targets - Share of Final Energy by 2020

Figure 12. EU Renewable Energy Targets—Share of Final Energy by 2020

Total (EU-27) | EEEEEEEEE—— 20 ! ‘
Malta D 10
Luxembourg EE—— 11 O Baseline (actual) 2005 Level
Hungary e 13 B Target by 2020
Cyprus o EEEEE—— 13
Czech Republic FEm— 13 Note: EU-wide target already adoLted; individual
Belgium O —— 13 national targets are only proposed by the European
Slovak Republic —— 14 Commission and still subject to review and
Netherlands EOE—— 14 confirmation by the member countries.
United Kingdom s 15
Poland I 15
Ireland e EEEEEEEE— 16
Bulgaria I 16
Italy e —— 17 Source: REN21 Renewables 2007 Global Status Report, www ren21 net
Greece E— 18
Germany e — 18
Spain E— 20
Lithuania IR 23
France e 23
Romania I 24
Slovenia I 25
Estonia I 25
Denmark E— 30
Portugal — 3 1
Austria EE—— 34
Finland E— 38
Latvia E— 42
Sweden IE— 49
0 10 20 30 40 50

Percent
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Share of Primary and Final Energy from Renewables, Existing in 2006 and Targets

Table R7. Share of Primary and Final Energy from Renewables, Existing in 2006 and Targets
Primary energy (IEA method) Final energy (EC method)

Country/region Existing share (2006) Future target Existing share (2005-06) Future target
World 13% - 18% -
EU-25/EU-27 6.5% 12% by 2010 8.5% 20% by 2020
Selected EU Countries
Austria 20% - 23% 34% by 2020
Czech Republic 4.1% 8-10% by 2020 6.1% 13% by 2020
Denmark 15% 30% by 2025 17% 30% by 2020
France 6.0% 7% by 2010 10% 23% by 2020
Germany 5.6% 4% by 2010 5.8% 18% by 2020
Italy 6.5% - 5.2% 17% by 2020
Latvia 36% 6% by 2010 35% 42% by 2020
Lithuania 8.8% 12% by 2010 15% 23% by 2020
Netherlands 2.7% - 2.4% 14% by 2020
Poland 4.6% 14% by 2020 7.2% 15% by 2020
Spain 6.5% 12.1% by 2010 8.7% 20% by 2020
Sweden 28% - 40% 49% by 2020
United Kingdom 1.7% - 1.3% 15% by 2020
Other Developed/OECD Countries
Canada 16% - 20% -
Japan 3.2% - 3.2% -
Korea 0.5% 5% by 2011 0.6% -
Mexico 9.4% - 9.3% -
United States 4.8% - 5.3% —
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EU Renewable Energy Targets - Share of Electricity by 2010

Figure 11: EU Renewable Energy Targets - Share of Electricity by 2010
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Lithuania 12%
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CzechR. 5-6% (8-10% by 2020)
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France 7% (10% by 2015)
Spain 12.1%
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@ Target by 2010

Source: REN21 Renewables 2007 Global Status Report, www.ren21.net
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Share of Electricity from Renewables, Existing in 2006 and Targets

Table R8. Share of Electricity from Renewables, Existing in 2006 and Targets

Country/region

World
EU-25

Selected EU Countries

Austria
Belgium

Czech Repubilic
Denmark
Finland

France
Germany
Creece
Hungary
Ireland

Italy
Luxembourg
Netherlands
Poland
Portugal

Slovak Republic
Spain

Sweden

United Kingdom

Existing share
(2006)

18%
14%

62%
2.8%
4.2%

26%

29%

10.9%

11.5%

13%
4.4%

10%

16%
6.9%
8.2%
2.6%

32%

14%

19%

49%
4.1%

Future
target

21% by 2010

78% by 2010
6.0% by 2010
8.0% by 2010

29% by 2010

31.5% by 2010

21% by 2010

12.5% by 2010

20.1% by 2010
3.6% by 2010

13.2% by 2010

25% by 2010
5.7% by 2010
9.0% by 2010
7.5% by 2010

45% by 2010

31% by 2010

29.4% by 2010

60% by 2010

10% by 2010

Existing share Future
Country/region (2006) target

Other Developed/OECD Countries

Australia 7.9% -

Canada 59% -

Israel - 5% by 2016
Japan* 0.4% 1.63% by 2014
Korea 1.0% 7% by 2010
Mexico 16% -

New Zealand 65% 90% by 2025
Switzerland 52% —

United States 9.2% —
Developing Countries

Argentina® 1.3% 8% by 2016
Brazil* 5% -

China 17% -

Egypt 15% 20% by 2020
India 4% —

Malaysia - 5% by 2005
Morocco 10% 20% by 2012
Nigeria - 7% by 2025
Pakistan - 10% by 2015
Thailand 7% -
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Biofuels Blending Mandates

Table R12. Biofuels Blending Mandates

Country
Australia
Argentina
Bolivia
Brazil
Canada
Chile
China
Colombia

Dominican Repub’c

Germany
India

taly

Jamaica
Korea
Malaysia
Paraguay
Peru
Phifpoines
South Africa
Thailand
United Kingdom
United States

Lruguay

Mandate

E2 in New South Wales, increasing to E10 by 2011; ES in Queensland oy 2010
E5 and BS by 2010

B2.5 by 2007 and B20 oy 2015

£22 to £25 existing (slignt variation over tme); B3 oy 2008 and B5 by 2013
ES by 2010 and B2 by 2012; E75 in Saskatchewan and Manitoba; ES oy 2007 in Cntaric
E5 and BS by 2008 (vcluntary)

£10 in 9 provinces

E10 and B10 existing

E15 and B2 by 2015

£5.25 and B5.25 in 2009, £6.25 and B6.25 from 2010 through 2014

ES by 2008 and £20 by 2018; E10 in 13 states/territories

E1 and B1

E10 by 2003

B3 by 2012

BS by 2008

B1 by 2007, B3 oy 2008, and BS by 2009, E18 (cr higher) existing

B2 in 2008; BS by 2011; E78 by 2010

B1 and ES by 2008, B2 and E10 oy 2011

E8-E10 and B2-B5 (proposed)

E10 by 2007 and B10 by 2012; 3 percent biodiese! share by 2011

£E2.5/B25 by 2008; ES/BS by 2010

Nationally, 130 bilion liters/year by 2022 (36 billion gallons); E10 in lowa, Hawaii, Missour], and Montana;
£20 in Minnesota; BS in New Mexico; E2 and B2 in Louisiana and Washington State; Pennsylvania 3.4 billion

ters/year biofuels by 2017 (0.9 oillion gallons)
ES by 2014; B2 from 2008-11 and BS by 2012
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A Collaborative Report by:
REN21 Renewable Energy Policy Network for the 21st Century
Institute for Sustainable Energy Policies (ISEP)
ICLEI-Local Governments for Sustainability

This report complements the REN21 Renewables Clobal Status Report by providing more detailed

information at the city and local levels about policies and activities to promote renewable energy. It is

intended to facilitate dialogue and illuminate pathways for future policies and actions at the local level.

This “working draft” version is intended to solicit comments and additional information. Data in this
draft are not necessarily complete or accurate.
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Europe - Selected Local Renewable Energy Policies

EMERCERICESC MARBKICES (BEMIBEHE BBKIC | FHRFr> Regulation based on legal Operation of municipal |Voluntary actions and

EEF*E Rl AVISDEE  |LH1EE R=ER Target responsibility and jurisdiction |infrastructure government as role model Info/

=T g 2w |8 2o [BA 1w B0 |20 (o [t [zom [BR SeN9 ["Jran | Building | Taxes| Other | Purch | Invest ] Utiity | Demo| Grants | Land | Other | "™
N)Ltea+ X X X X X X Barcelona X X X X X X
Ny X X X X X Berlin X X X X X
AAO—=+ X X X Bologna X X X
JTYRML X X X | X X X X Bristol X X X X X X X
A X Copenhagen X
JLES X X Cremona X X
ITAVINT X X X Edinburgh X X X
TLTYYIRING Y X X X X X Frederikshavn X X X X X
2241y X X X X X Freiburg X X X X X
FTILELFILAY X X X X Gelsenkirchen X X X X
I—FHRY) X X X Goteborg X X X
JI/—=T ) X X X Grenoble X X X
NI X X X X X X Hamburg X X X X X X
ANTIVITNY X X X X X X X Heidelberg X X X X X X X
SV RyIA X X X Languedoc reg X X X
A—4> X X X X Lausanne X X X
FARE— X Leister X
) X X Linz X X
avky X X X X X London X X X X X
<Rk X X X X X Madrid X X X X X
=3/ X X X X Milan X X X X
LA X X X Malmo X X X
550 X Milagro X
SaVRE— X X Miinster X X
AZ0 X X X X X Oslo X X X X X
FHORT+—F X X X X Oxford X X X X
AU X X Paris X X
RoI7z545 X X X Ponferrada X X X
O—X-7 LI RthA X X Rhone-Alpesr. | X X
o—< X X X X Rome X X X X
oI X X X X X Rovigo prov. X X X X X
LY X X X Samsg X X X
4L X X Seville X X
AbyoR)V L X X X X X X Stockholm X X X X X X
~—4 X X X The Hague X X X
~yL3— X X X Vaxjo X X X
At X X X X Walloon region X X X X
Ir—FY X X X X X X X X Woking Boro. X X X X X X X X
HS534 X X X X X Zaragoza X X X X X




United States - Selected Local Renewable Energy Policies

RKE DB B AT RILF—ER

7 BRIKICES

BEMEE LA BRI

fEHEv>

Regulation based on legal

Operation of municipal

Voluntary actions and

EREELAERICEDC

%*‘ﬂﬁ Rl AVI7DEE  |LBHEE R=y& Target responsibility and jurisdiction [infrastructure government as role model Info/

B i [ B |zt [BA |88 |Eh |E5 (MK [T [Toth R setting Urban | Building | Taxes | Other | Purch | Invest | Utility | Demo| Grants | Land | Other Promo
T —i\— X X X X X X X X Ann Arbor X X X X X X X X
TOTIURI X Anne Arundel X
TARY X Aspen X
F—RT1v X X X X X X Austin X X X X X X
IN—L— X X | X X X X Berkeley X X X X X X
KRR X X | X X | X X Boston X X X X X X
R—ILF— X | X X Boulder X X X
h3 X X X Chicago X X X
TUN— X X X X Denver X X X X
F—UXE Gainesville X
21212 X X X Honolulu X X X
Ea—Xbv X X X X X Houston X X X X X
NI—=F o7« X Howard Cty. X
JIYRE X X | X X Knoxville X X X X
o4y oEILR X X | X X Los Angeles X X X X
3TV X | x X | x X X X |Madison X | X X | x X x | x
U VT4 X Marin Cty. X
A —F— X X X X X X Milwaukee X X X X X X
IRTRYR X X X X X X Minneapolis X X X X X X
Zai—A—-YoxX X X X X X New Orleans X X X X X
—a1—3—9 X X X X X X X X New York X X X X X X X X
F—5UF X X X Orlando X X X
N—L TH—F X Palm Desert X
45T NI4T x | x x| x X X [Philadeiphia | X | X X | x X X
Evyin—4 X X X X Pittsburgh X X X X
R—rIUF X X X X X X Portland X X X X X X X
YIFAUk X X X | X | X X Sacramento X X X X X X
JILNL—D T 4— X X X X Salt Lake City X X X X
HUTINA X X X X X San Antonio X X X X X
HoT4IT X X | X X X X San Diego X X X X X X
YUI50V R X X X X X X X X X San Francisco X X X X X X X X X
YUkt X X X X San Jose X X X X
HUAEZH X X X X Santa Monica X X X X
Ho4a0—4 X X X X X Santa Rosa X X X X X
7RIV X X [ X X X X Seattle X X X X X X
VIR AITA— X Sonoma Cty. X
Y4 Ty X Southampton X
key—Y2 X X X [ X X X X Tucson X X X X X X X
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Japan - Selected Local Renewable Energy Policies

EMERLERICEDC A BARKRIZELS (BB LS BAKIC|[FRTv Regulation based on legal  [Operation of municipal |Voluntary actions and

Eﬁiﬁ il 1VI50&8  |LHKE Ry Target | esponsibity and jurisdiction  [infrastructure qovernment as role model |0

“T | e [ [eom [BA 5% [20 |22 o [£1 [zon |[3ER ] e Building| Taxes | Other| Purch | Invest | Utiity | Demo| Grants | Land | Other Promo
FE X X Chiba X X
fa X Fukuoka X
PN X X Hamamatsu X X
Nz X X Hiroshima X X
i X X X X |Hokuto X X X X
£ A X | X X X[ X | X X |lida X | X X | X X
#ENE | X | X X | X X X X |Kanagawapr | X | X X X
11§ X X X | X X X Kawasaki X X X X
M X X X X |Kitakyushu X | X X X
il X | X X Kobe X | X X
RAETH X X Kyotango X X
wE X X X | X X Kyoto X X X X X X
A X X Matsuyama X X
ATHE X Nagoya X | X
ik X Niigata X | X
N X Osaka X
BE X Saitama X X
b3 X X X X Sakai X X X
LI X X X | X X Sapporo X | X X X1 X X
& X X Sendai X
Gl X Shizuoka X
IR X X | X |X| X X | X | X | X X [Tokyo X X | X | X X | X | X X
e X X X X Tsuru X X
TR X X X X X | X X X Yokohama X X X X X X




hE. AVF, 7OT7EEOMB BATRILF—EER
China, India and Asia - Selected Local Renewable Energy Policies

BiEE ;ﬁﬁgﬁﬁt*éﬂﬂl:g’j( i}ﬁ;ﬁjﬁ_ﬁ’a‘ﬂﬂi&é B EMIAE LT BRI 'r%i_ﬁ\#—\;/ Taraet Regulation based onlegal | Operation of municipal - |Voluntary actions and ol
e IDEE otgﬁﬁﬁﬂ N=1-F ttg responsibility and jurisdiction |infrastructure government as role model nio
il |E% |$5é |%0)ﬁﬂ BA |?§L‘ﬁ |F§|"§j:| Fil |Eﬂﬁ |iiﬂ |%0)ﬂﬂ BES seting Urban|BuiIding| Taxes| Other| Purch | Invest | Utility Demo| Grants|Land|Other Promo
FE CHINA
AL EREN X X X Baoding X X X
bR L] X X X X | X Beijing X X X X X
IWRE M X X X Dezhou X X X
EREERT X X X X X X X Kunming X X X X X X X
THEEEEM X Lianyungang X
IWREBER X | X X X  |Rizhao X X X X
Lim X X X X | X Shanghai X X X X | X
LREFEH X Shenzhen X
EE X X X Taipai City X X X
XiEm X X | X X Tianjin X X X X
ALK ET X Wuhan X
AR INDIA
P SaVEL) X X X X Bhubaneswar X X X X
F— X | X X X X Delhi X X X X X
a—vUIyby—lL X |Coimbatore X
=57 X X | X |X X X Nagpur X X X X X X
7—Ya—t X X | X X X X |Rajkot X X X X X X
&= KOREA
ZILLEH X Busan X
KERGI X X X X X  |Daegu X X X X X
S LT X X X |Gwangju X X X
FMEAERELEMNS | X Jeju prov. X
Y VR T X Seoul X
zOMDT7OT OTHER ASIA
) P X Kuala Lumpur | | | | | | | [ X ] |
TIVh/HE AFRICA/MIDDLE EAST
7I4E X X X X Abu Dhabi X X X X
=785y X X Cape Town X X
AN X X Dubai X X
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K1:MAEHBEROBARIRILT—BR-FEID-HDRHEH

Table 1: Framework for Local Renewable Energy Policies/Activities

BE/ID M D |FENMET & OBEE/ID A ICBIT a0k Policy/Activity |Descriptions of Policies/Activities by Sub-
a5iE; Category Category
1. BiESRE (a) CO2HIF B & 1. Target setting|(a) COZ2 reduction targets

D) BHDEHEEBERRELIFFRDBAIRIL
F—HEXDEAHIVFERIRILF—DEE/E

(c) BBADITHR/ZYERRELI-FRODBARAIRIL
F—HEDEAHAWIBARIRILTF—DEIE/I=

() BRAIRIILF—RRERTOIEYMRIIEEDTIE
[2HFRENEL LTI E

(e) BB EM/AH O BHEIERAINS/ A
THHDOFERDES/IE

MILREBEHEEE0ET D, HAHWNEIMh—RZa—+
VST BEE. ZDD EEZ

(b) Future shares/amounts of renewable electricity
or energy for all consumers in city

(c) Future shares/amounts of renewable electricity
or energy for government operations and/or
buildings

(d) Future shares or absolute numbers of buildings
or homes with renewable energy installations

(e) Future shares/amounts of biofuels for the
government vehicle fleet and/or for public transport

(f) Other types of targets, for example to become
fossil-fuel free or “carbon neutral”

&2-8M 180D &ERTh &Hth 75 B gk
DHT, DalEH140D AR it
A BBRAEN, BRAIRILT—L&
CO2HIEDMA . LLLIENT 1
ArDEFEZELOTLVD

Of the 180 cities and local
governments in Tables 2—-8, at least
140 have some type of future target
for renewable energy and/or CO2.
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ZiE

(Table P1) Policy Examples: Targets for CO2 Emission Reduction

=740 (THH AN, XE)

2020FFTIZh—Ry=a—p3)L

Austin TX, USA

Zero net emissions (“carbon-neutral”) by 2020

TTL—F#=AMT)

012FFTITRBIZBVNTH—RYZ 1=, 2020E £ TIZBMIZ BN TH—RY
Z1—F5, 2010 £ TISTRO B E E20%H13H, (19945 1)

Adelaide, Australia

Zero net emissions in transport (by 2012) and buildings (by 2020), and
reduce 20% by 2010 for government own-use emissions (base 1994)

NFFFF=RF3Y7)

20105 F TIZ30%81H (2000 1) , 2020 F TISA—hRr=a—Pob

Ballarat, Australia

Reduce 30% by 2010 (base 2000) and zero net emissions by 2020

A AT (RRAY)

?(_)10E¥'@I:20%ﬁﬂ;]ﬁ(1999ﬁtt) ;20106 F TIZ— A B-YDCO2HH 23,15t 5 12HI

B

Barcelona, Spain

Reduce 20% by 2010 (base 1999); also reduce per-capita emissions
to 3.15 tonnes equivalent CO2/person by 2010

YU (R4Y)

2010 F TIZ25%H15 (19904 1)

Berlin, Germany

Reduce 25% by 2010 (base 1990)

N=gL—=(h) T4 V=T M, XE)

2050F FTISATR DS E80%AIH

Berkeley CA, USA

Reduce 80% in government own-use emissions by 2050

RO—=%(15)7)

2012 £ TIZ6.5%HI

Bologna, Italy

Reduce 6.5% by 2012

RANY (R Fa—ty Uil XE)

20125 FTICT%HEIR. 20504 F TIZ80%H!3H (19904 1)

Boston MA, USA

Reduce 7% by 2012 and 80% by 2050 (base 1990)

FREH(EE) 20155 FTIZ10%A1H (20055 1) Busan, Korea Reduce 10% by 2015 (base 2005)
AVH =T WA= hT4)  [2020FFTIZ20%81i ; 20505 F TIZ50%H1iH (2005 L) Calgary AB, Canada Reduce 20% by 2020; 50% by 2050 (base 2005)
SH3 ) 74M, XE) 20205 F TIZ25%HIiR ; 20505 F TIZ80%HIiH (1990 L) Chicago IL, USA Reduce 25% by 2020; 80% by 2050 (base 1990)

9IAANFY—F (21— —FF)

21T RRT020FFE TIZ20%AIR (19944 ) ; TS T2011FE TIZT0%HA!RL
20155 URIH—RY=a— b5

Christchurch, New Zealand

Reduce 20% by 2020 (base 1994) for community; reduce 70% by
2011 for local government council and carbon-neutral beyond 2015.

ARUN=HU(TUR—Y)

20155 F TIZ20%HIR; 2025 F £ TICA—RY =a—h5)L

Copenhagen, Denmark

Reduce 20% by 2015; zero net emissions by 2025

IREUI(TILA—45, HTH)

2020 £ TIZ20%H1355 (19904 1)

Edmonton AB, Canada

Reduce 20% by 2020 (base 1990)

T74TNI(R4Y) 2030 F TIZ40%HIiR (19924 1) Freiburg i. BR, Germany  |Reduce 40% by 2030 (base 1992)
TN FR)EM, hTH) 2010 E TIZ6%AIE; E VR RERFIT2010E E TIZ20%H155 (19944 1) Guelph ON, Canada Reduce 6% by 2010; 20% by 2010 for businesses (base 1994)
F g (5 E) 20205 F TIZ20%H17, (19905 L) Gwangju, Korea Reduce 20% by 2020 (base 1990)

INps U YOV =rd Wiva
)

2012F F TIZ20%H1 (1997 L)

Halifax NS, Canada

Reduce 20% by 2012 (base 1997)

NITWG(R4Y) 20205 F TIZ40%H8;. 20504 F TIZ80%HI5H (1990 L) Hamburg, Germany Reduce 40% by 2020 and 80% by 2050 (base 1990)
SIS (4 N 2020FF TIZ20%81i8 (19904 ) | E DR B T2012F £ TIZ10%, 20205 £ TIZ20% . Reduce 20% by 2020 (base 1990); 10% by 2012 and 20% by 2020 for
NS (EL3UE TS AR (20054 L) Hamilton ON, Canada businesses (base 2005)
AYTR=Y (F—AR5Y7) THROBEHEE20105ETIZ20%A1E Hepburn Shire, Australia  [Reduce 20% by 2010 for government own-use
£N0 )
H@H(BX) R R\ T20304 £ TI240-50%. 205045 TI=T0%AIH (20055 1) lida City, Japan ggg;)ce 40-50% by 2030 for households and 70% by 2050 (base
JIg (B A) 2010F FTIZ6%HIH, (19904 L) Kawasaki, Japan Reduce 6% by 2010 (base 1990)
EAMBE) 2050FF TIZ150%BIB (BANDRMBENLED. FHEEY(TRETD) Kitakyushu, Japan Reduce 150% by 2050 (net negative emissions)
RE(EX) 2010EF TIZ10%H1E Kyoto, Japan Reduce 10% by 2010
avkY (EE) 2010F FTIC20%H13H., 2050F £ TIZ60%HI5 (19904 L) London, UK Reduce 20% by 2010 and 60% by 2050 (base 1990)

OYUE VAR THI=T M, %
)

20305 % TIZ35%HIH (19904 L)

Los Angeles CA, USA

Reduce 35% by 2030 (base 1990)

TRY—F(RRA)

20125 FTIZ14%HE1,, 2050 F TI50%E1R

Madrid, Spain

Reduce 14% by 2012 and 50% by 2050

IWHMRIT—TY)

20126 F TIZ25%HI5 (19904 1)

Malmo, Sweden

Reduce 25% by 2012 (base 1990)

ARV (F—=ANT)

2010EF TIZ30%HIH. 2020FF TITh—HRyZ1—5)L; 2010 F TIZHRBAAI L
W —HEE50%HIE (19964 )

Melbourne, Australia

Reduce 30% by 2010 and zero net emissions by 2020; reduce street
lighting 50% by 2010 (base 1996)
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(Table P1): Policy Examples: Targets for CO2 Emission Reduction

EUMNA=ILTRIM, hT4)

20125 £ TIZ20%8135

Montreal QC, Canada

Reduce 20% by 2012

ET IR (A—RANSYT)

2030FFTITh—RYZa—b5)L; 20205 £ TSRO HHEED—RV =2~

Moreland, Australia

Zero net emissions by 2030; zero net emissions by government own-
use by 2020

3aVR4—=(F4Y)

20205 FTIC40%HIiH (1990 1)

Muinster, Germany

Reduce 40% by 2020 (base 1990)

2o (2a—I—F5UF)

2020 FTIC40%AIH (2001 F 1)

Nelson, New Zealand

Reduce 40% by 2020 (base 2001)

1AM F=ARIYT)

2008F MBAUL )7 LI T25%HIH; TI D H 8% 30%H1H (19955 1)

New Castle, Australia

Reduce 25% below 2008 BAU scenario; 30% for government own-use
emissions (base 1995)

Za—3-JmCRE)

20126 FTICT %A (1990 1)

New York City, USA

Reduce 7% by 2012 (base 1990)

=YL (F VAN, HTH)

2014 F TIZ6%AIE; £ R AEF T20%A1i5 (2004 1)

Oakville ON, Canada

Reduce 6% by 2014; 20% for businesses (base 2004)

FZRA/II-)

2030 FTIT50%HIiH (1991 1)

Oslo, Norway

Reduce 50% by 2030 (base 1991)

A8 (A VAN, HH5)

20126 F TIZ20%81i8 (1990 1)

Ottawa ON, Canada

Reduce 20% by 2012 (base 1990)

TATTNIAT (RUVIAZT M,
KEH)

2010 F TIZ10%H1i8 (1990 )

Philadelphia PA, USA

Reduce 10% by 2010 (base 1990)

R=FIUR(ALTUM KE)

2010FF TIZ10%H1i8 (1990 1)

Portland OR, USA

Reduce 10% by 2010 (base 1990)

O—X-7ILTR(IFVR)

2020 E TIZ20%H1H;

Rhéne-Alpes, France

Reduce 20% by 2020

BEBX)

2010FF TIT— A H1-Y6%HIiR (1990 L)

Saitama, Japan

Reduce 6% per-capita by 2010 (base 1990)

YILRLA DY T4— (240, KE)

10FEHTBEINEIE, TIR2040EETIZHEDLALNSTO%EIFEN R BE

Salt Lake City UT, USA

Reduce 3% annually for 10 years, with a long-term goal of reducing
emissions 70% from present levels by 2040

Y0V ZAHYTAL=T M, K
&)

20125 F TIZ20%H1i% (1990 1)

San Francisco CA, USA

Reduce 20% by 2012 (base 1990)

Reduce 6% per-capita by 2010 (base 1990); reduce 10% total by

IR (BR) 2010FFTIT— A &7-Y6%HI (1990 L) ; 2017 FEE TIZ2 A T10%HIiH (19904Lk) [Sapporo, Japan 2017 (base 1990)

STRIL(TIURIM, KRE) 20125 F TIZ7%HI 5 (19904 L) Seattle WA, USA Reduce 7% by 2012 (base 1990)

& (AX) 2010 £ TIT— A &7-Y 7% (19905 L) Sendai, Japan Reduce 7% per-capita by 2010 (base 1990)
YR (BE) 20204 FTIZ25%HI5H (19904 L) Seoul, Korea Reduce 25% by 2020 (base 1990)

AMIFRINL(RII—TY)

2015F £ TIZ— AL T-YCOUEH EX 3.0t~ AR (1990F — A=Y DHH E5.5t1t)

Stockholm, Sweden

Reduce per-capita CO2 to 3.0 tonnes/person by 2015 (base 5.5
tonnes/person in 1990)

URZ—=(F=ZFYT)

2030 F TIZ70%HIi8 (20064 1) ; 20504 F TIZT0%HIIR (19905 1) ; 20125 £ TIZAT
BIHH E%20%H1i5 (2006 1)

Sydney, Australia

Reduce 70% by 2030 (base 2006); reduce 70% by 2050 (base 1990);
reduce 20% by 2012 for government own-use (base 2006)

RER(BX)

2020 F TIZ25%H1i% (20005 1)

Tokyo, Japan

Reduce 25% by 2020 (base 2000)

FAVMAVAYA ATH)

20126 FTIC6%AII ; 2020F FTIZ30%AIIH; 20504 F TIZ80%HIH

Toronto ON, Canada

Reduce 6% by 2012; 30% by 2020; 80% by 2050

VIA4N—(Z2a—Y—FUK)

2021 FFTIT— AHFY40%HIR, 2051 FFTIZIZ2 =274 — AHFY80%HIH (1990%F
) 2021 FFETICSH OB EZ50%H1

Waitakere, New Zealand

Reduce 40% per-capita by 2021, 80% per-capita by 2051 (base 1990)
for community; reduce 50% by 2021 for corporate emissions

Jzobo(Z2—Y—FUF)

32274 T2020F £ TIZ30%, 20504 £ TIZ80%HI (20014 ) ; £ B DHH B
2020 % T1240%. 20504 £ TIZ80%HI3;

Wellington, New Zealand

Reduce 30% by 2020 and 80% by 2050 (base 2001) for community;
reduce 40% by 2020 and 80% by 2050 for corporate emissions

DAZRG (AW, HFH)

2018 FTIC20%H1iH (1998 1)

Winnipeg MB, Canada

Reduce 20% by 2018 (base 1998)

RIAMR—=R (21— &M, HF4)

2013FFTIZ6%HIR (20014 LL) ; BIARD B BZ20%H1H (1990 1)

Whitehorse YT, Canada

Reduce 6% by 2013 (base 2001); 20% for municipal own-use (base
1990)

NY—=n\—=(TT4yY220VET
W, hFH)

20124 F TIZ6%HI3H (20074E L) ;2020 F F TIZ33%; 2050 F F TIZ80% ; 2030F F TIZ
ETOHEVEYEN—RVZ21—SIVIZTD

Vancouver BC, Canada

Reduce 6% by 2012 (base 2007); 33% by 2020; 80% by 2050; and all
new buildings should be carbon-neutral by 2030

~JYa—(RAy1—TV)

2010F FTIT— A H1-Y50%, 2025F F TIZ70%HI

Vaxjo, Sweden

Reduce 50% per-capita by 2010 and 70% by 2025

#iE(BX)

2025 FTIZ— A 57-Y30%. 2050 % TIZ60%H1H

Yokohama, Japan

Reduce 30% per-capita by 2025; 60% per-capita by 2050




(RR3) : BARIARILF—

HEXDENDE G /M EBEIE

(Table P3): Targets for Share or Amount of Renewable Energy

NSFMNF—RRSYT)

2016FETITTRIILTF—HRED10%

Ballarat, Australia

10% of total energy by 2016

JbEmm (R E) 2010FETICREREN4A%. BEEREND6% Beijing, China 4% of electric power capacity by 2010 and 6% of heating capacity

> — - -
FINF— 2T L (AR 20124 £ TIZREE R T L — K2 B 2% Bl (20054E 1) Bhubaneswar, India t20/02(r)e0(2;ct|0n in conventional energy consumption by 2012 (compared
TYRRIL(ER) FEOBYMDIRILFE—FHD20% Bristol, UK 20% of energy used by new buildings

FIVAI)— (T ILIN—5M, 7HF5)

2036FETITTRIILF—HRED3I0%

Calgary AB, Canada

30% of total energy by 2036

=780 (ET775H)

20205 FETITIRILF—HREND10%

Cape Town, South Africa

10% of total energy by 2020

" 2012 FTIZIRILF—RED5%;2030FFTIZIRILE—HEE 5% of total energy by 2012; 15% reduction in (total/conventional)
RERLiTH (RRE) (Fa =/ K EY) 15%HlliE Daegu, Korea energy consumption by 2030
FILT(ADR)F M hT5) 2023 FFTIZIRILF—REDN25% Guelph ON, Canada 25% of total energy by 2023

JL/—9TI(TFUR)

IRIILF—HREDN21% (R (L8%)

Grenoble, France

21% of total energy (currently 8%)

Se IR (FRE)

2020 FTITTRIILF—HRED2%

Gwangju, Korea

2% of total energy by 2020

INYTPIDR(JINZRAL T, hF
)

AERRYICERINSIRILF—D30%

Halifax NS, Canada

30% of energy for commercial buildings

JIiE (B ) 2010FF TIZ8PJ Kawasaki, Japan 8 PJ by 2010

#FE(BXK) 2010FFTIZTIRILF—D3-4% Kobe, Japan 3-4% of energy by 2010

LRE—(&EH) 20105 FE TICTRILF—HRED10%. 20205 F TIZ20% Leicester, UK 10% of total energy by 2010 and 20% by 2020
ARy (EE) 20105 £ TIZE H665GWh, E4&280GWh London, UK 665 GWh of electricity and 280 GWh of heat by 2010
Ya—R 5T U— R (KAY) 2030 FTIZTHILE—HBBD100% (L;‘f;:’n"‘;'n@rassow district, - |1009, of total energy by 2030

Yarh—T AR AL (RAY)

2010-2015F FTICTTRIILF—REND100%

Lichow-Dannenberg
district, Germany

100% of total energy by 2010-2015

TRY—F (RRA2)

2020 F FTITIE BRH O AE20%H1H

Madrid, Spain

20% reduction in fossil-fuel use by 2020

2aVRI—(FAY)

20205 F TICTRILF—HRED20%

Miunster, Germany

20% of total energy by 2020

AR (F—REST)

2010FFETITEEITEASNSEND25%. AEDRADS0%

Melbourne, Australia

25% of electricity for residential buildings and 50% of public lighting by
2010

F—5T—IL(L(UF)

2012FETITRRR DT RIILF—HEZE3%HIH (20055 1)

Nagpur, India

3% reduction in conventional energy consumption by 2012 (compared
to 2005)

iR (BA)

20125 F TIZ3PJ

Niigata, Japan

3 PJ by 2012

F—Ya—k(UR)

2013FEFETIZHER DI RILF—HEE10%H1 5

Rajkot, India

10% reduction in conventional energy consumption by 2013

A—X-7ILTR(TFUR)

20205 F TICTRILF—HRED23%HIiE

Rhoéne-Alpes, France

23% of total energy by 2020

BEHEX) 20122FFTIZIRILEF—HREDG6.7% Saitama, Japan 6.7% of total energy by 2012
VILRLA Do T4—CKE) FEOEMTHEAINIIRILF—D10% Salt Lake City, USA 10% of energy used for new buildings
Lig(pE) 2010FFTIZIRILF—(BE) D5% Shanghai, China 5% of energy (capacity) by 2010

ARVORIVL(RDT—T

BAIRLX—RICL DM BEIEE80%ET D

Stockholm, Sweden

80% of district heating from renewable sources

YRN)—GFB)F M, 73#"5’“) IRILEX—D50%EHTh S Subury ON, Canada 50% of energy from “local sources”

Al (EE) 2020 F£TITRERBEDN12% Taipei City, Taiwan 12% of total power generating capacity by 2020
RERE(BX) 2020 F FTIZIRILF—REDN20% Tokyo, Japan 20% of total energy by 2020
RyL3—(RI—TV) IRIILEF—HREN100%(LBEEEEDET D) V&xj6, Sweden 100% of total energy (fossil-fuel free)
HEBR) 2025F FTIZHAIRILT—F10EI2 Yokohama, Japan 10-fold expansion of renewable energy by 2025




(RR5) A BREDITHRELDHEICEITSHE

ATIRILFT—EBABZRIE

(Table P5): Target for Local Government Own-Use Purchases of Renewable Energy

A=AT42 (THH M. KE)

20125 FTITRBLDREZAD100%

Austin TX, USA

100% of own-use electricity by 2012

RARY CRE)

REFTBELDHEEEND11%T, 2012EFTIZ15%I51F LIS

Boston, USA

11% of own-use electricity (currently), 15% by 2012

TN2—=22T W (AUR)

012FFTIRER IR —CLATHRELDEEENE15%HE

Bhubaneswar, India

reduce by 15% own-use conventional energy by 2012

TYRML(EE) TBBELDHEEEHD15% (FRE14%) Bristol, UK 15% of own-use electricity (14% currently)
AV =T ILA=58M, hF4)  |[202EFTIFTRBELOEEEHD100% Calgary AB, Canada 100% of own-use electricity by 2012
Yh3 (KE) 2006 FETICITHEBELDHEENND20% Chicago, USA 20% of own-use electricity by 2006
R =115 4 S = STk AEBE : , - '
Y9FARNFv—F (Z2—V—FUR) ;Jf) Fo=a—bILOREENLITRALILLRRBADI00% (B gggllztﬁgurch New 100% of own-use electricity from carbon-neutral supplier (currently)

ANYTR—=2 (F—RF37)

BB ATBESDHEN100%, 23t HERICHTHRAIZ8%

Hepburn Shire, Australia

100% for own-use in buildings, 8% for public lighting

Ea—RbY (THHRM, XKE)

THELNHEEND50% (FHE)

Houston TX, USA

50% of own-use electricity (currently)

N (B )

TBEL>DHEEND5% (HE)

Kawasaki, Japan

5% of own-use electricity (currently)

T4V (D4 RAVD UM, KE)

20105 FTITBBLDHEEEND20%

Madison WI, USA

20% of own-use electricity by 2010

SUBHFUR)AMN NTH)

UT4EVE—IIBITHITRELDEEEND100% HE)

Mississauga ON, Canada

100% of own-use electricity for city center (currently)

T=5T=IL(AUR)

0125 FTIHERE IR —ICLATBEBLDAEE N%E20%H!H

Nagpur, India

reduce by 20% own-use conventional energy by 2012

Z1-3-9(KE)

2008FETICITHELDEERDRAAEE2AFKWEA

New York City, USA

20 MW of wind power for own-use by 2008

AIAMIR(TILN—=5H T 5)

THELOHEEND0% (HHE)

Okotoks AB, Canada

80% of own-use electricity (currently)

T4FTIVITAT (RUVIARZT M,
XE)

0155 FTICHABENEYNDENHEEEND15%

Philadelphia PA, USA

15% of electricity for city buildings by 2015

R—FSURFLIUM, XEH)

20105 FTITRBLDREZAD100%

Portland OR USA

100% of own-use electricity by 2010

HUREZN(AYITHILZT M, KE)

TRELDEEEAD100% (HHE)

Santa Monica CA, USA

100% of own-use electricity (currently)

V== (F=ZF7)

THELNHEEEND100%

Sydney, Australia

100% of own-use energy

7+—%VJ (KE)

0MEETIITRELDHEENND20%

Woking Borough, UK

20% of own-use electricity by 2011

RR(BX) 2020F FTITRAHIMRERICE T HE I D5% Tokyo, Japan 5% of electricity by 2020 for public facilities
bEURGFURIAM, HTH) 20125 TISITBELDEEENND25% Toronto ON, Canada 25% of own-use electricity by 2012

YFZ—(F=Z7)

BMIZHTHTBELDHEENND100%:; HATERBAIZ20%

Sydney, Australia

100% of own-use electricity for buildings; 20% for street lighting

I IN—(Z2—Y—FUK)

20155 FTITRBLDHEEAD15%, 2020FF TIZ20%

Waitakere, New Zealand

15% of own-use energy by 2015 and 20% by 2020




R MABBAODBARIRILT—

BUR - TEEN D= DR A

Table 1: Framework for Local Renewable Energy Policy/Activities

BUER/IXD #HD

ENRT EOHBER/MD HHHICBT B EC

Policy/Activity

Descriptions of Policies/Activities by Sub-

aHiE, Category Category

2 HMEEE | BRADOEBRNTOMBORE. BBE. RUEH |2. Regulation |(a) Urban planning and zoning that encourages and

ERICES< 8 EHABRIRILT— ,ﬁ@iﬂjﬁﬁ{—ﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁa‘é%ﬁﬁi based on legal [integrates the local generation, distribution and use
FTEPRE DT (AR BRECEIEIED A2 TF |responsibilities |of renewable sources of power in the local

Ll [ZBA T B EH LUK \H%am

D) ASIDHEICEYBRIRILE—ZEHRATEHIX
(THAAALEEEAEE RU/RIERA (] : Ki5EE
7K/7\7-L\’€°7<Bﬁj':%sa&ﬁ‘* FOoIxR)LEF—EF=E.

;Eﬁ%ud)ﬁﬁow-s an‘l‘@%E@ﬁi’xj(f/ggkI
*)lxﬂr— DR ERTREMHEDRERF D)

(o) Bl I (T DIARIERR LR (B HER. BE
BED. M. AT FEHM . REH)

() Z DR (BAREODHBDICKYEHRDIToNT=
BARIRILT—(BEHANILETE. ERAD/ LA
FEAXILESICEAT2&EHF DT, h—RoFrovd
TURRL—RIZEAT5EHDOTEEL)

and jurisdiction

jurisdiction--including planning and zoning for public
transportation and electric vehicle infrastructure.

(b) Building codes and/or permitting that applies to,
or incorporates renewable energy in some manner.
Examples: mandates for solar hot water and solar
PV installations, zero-net-energy homes, shading
legislation, and mandated design review/scoping of
opportunities and potentials for renewable energy.

(c) Tax credits and exemptions within tax systems:
for example, sales, property and fuel taxes,
permitting fees, and carbon taxes.

(d) Other regulation, including municipal
departments mandated to promote or plan for
renewable energy, mandates for biofuels use in
vehicles or biofuels blending, and mandatory
carbon cap-and-trade.

F+=2-8M180M &R THEH A BIRADH T,

DIEKELFE D, BAIRILEF—IZBEE
Li-#mitEZL-oTHY., D ELE35M
BAIRILF—ICELELI-BERESEH
AlZHE-oTLS

Of the 180 cities and local governments in

Table 2-8,

at least half have some type of

urban planning that incorporates renewable
energy, and at least 35 have some type of
building code or permitting policy that
incorporates renewable energy




(RR7) : &R ETE
(Table P7): Urban Planning

TTL—R#H—RNSYT)

(77 L—FHRARHE (GOBECBARATIRLF—RiTEBET)

Adelaide, Australia

“Adelaide City Development Plan” calls for green buildings and
renewable energy technologies

[3bE0F - TR )L X —QEEE (2002-2010) (BRI RLF—FIR

“Plan for Energy Improvement in Barcelona (2002-2010)” includes

W RF (RRA2) QEEEEMSEEILERDHD) Barcelona, Spain increasing the share of renewable energy used
WDMIGE )] TRV IRV E—1TEEHE) Berlin, Germany “Berlin Energy Action Plan”

AT AN/ AN KE) [ hISIRITEIETEL Chicago IL, USA “Chicago Climate Action Plan”

K734 (UAE) Rt e R EBUR Dubai, UAE Sustainable Development Policy

TV (FUR)F ., hFH) i TR )L —5HE ] Guelph ON, Canada “Community Energy Plan”

I—FRY(RIz—TV)

I3—71)2050] (2050 FE F TIIE AL OLLEEEHEET S

Goteborg, Sweden

“Goteborg 2050” envisions being fossil-fuel-free by 2050

;\'J??“J’?Z(//i‘le*/T'J\IL viba
)

Mhigi T JL X —5TE |

Halifax NS, Canada

“Community Energy Plan”

TAIANIVLRTIVIET VIR EFEESE, BRIRILE—I2&YET

Developing Wilhelmsburg model urban district supplied entirely from

NYTILI(RAY) e Hamburg, Germany renewablos
it (BA) Mkt ig T RILF—E D3V | Hokuto, Japan “Hokuto New Energy Vision”
JIE (BX) MIBEHFIRILE—E D) Kawasaki, Japan “Kawasaki City New Energy Vision”
#E(BX) THEHIRILE—EDIV] Kobe, Japan “Kobe City New Energy Vision”
TN _— P T S p—— p " .‘ . .
OVRY () MURYIRILF—EBE 1 (2050F F CITMEF{RAIEER IR IIL X —D R T London, UK London Energy Strategy” calls for “sustainable energy system” by

LxBEY)

2050

ARV (A=A T)

M2020F AR ybIIvsav J(REBREDOH. AT RIL¥—  BAT
RILEX— ERERET)

Melbourne, Australia

“Zero Net Emissions by 2020 calls for green building design, energy
efficiency, renewable energy, and tree planting.

ARV T4—(AF0)

lProaire 2002-2010) (K& B L OMFOBREN RN ABH E4HIET
BCEEBEET A, HEICITMERICE AR IRILF—PRBEHEK
VATLEBENEEND, )

Mexico City, Mexico

“Proaire 2002-2010” targets reduced reduced air pollution and
greenhouse gas emissions. Projects include energy efficiency and
solar hot water in the residential sector.

2139 74— (KE)

PlaNYC 20301 (Kt LA BB R E. SERMEEZERNT 5)

New York City, USA

“PlaNYC 2030” encourages solar and distributed generation, pilot
projects

FET(FIAM AFH)

14572020} [ ASRES LUK RED EIEHE

Ottawa ON, Canada

“Ottawa 2020” and “Air Quality and Climate Change Management
Plan”

RILLTLIL(TZD)) TEMIZHIT ARG ILE—F RRETE Porto Alegre, Brazil “Program to Encourage the Use of Solar Energy in Buildings”

BEBX) [ESW-FmgHizrL¥—EDay ) Saitama, Japan “Saitama City New Energy Vision”

YA TA— R E) MLNLADST4—5 )~ | (BARBOBAEEHIIMHE)  [Salt Lake City, USA | B2 2K CIy Green” environmental plan includes wind power

L™ (hE) [ EEHBEATRILE—BRFERN) Shanghai, China “Regulations of Renewable Energy Development in Shanghai”

am(8E) BRI F—REE) Taipei City, Taiwan “Renewable Energy Promotion Plan”

=2 (BA) TRRHMBELETRET ALY —EIE1(2006) ;TR RIBEE AE] Tokvo. Jaban “Tokyo Renewable Energy Strategy” (2006); “Tokyo Environment
= (2008) . T IR SUEZ Bhxt 5k 1 (2007) yo. Jap Master Plan” (2008); “Tokyo Climate Change Action Plan” (2007)

FaAUMFRYAM, BFH) TR BE R TR X — 1T B EHEL Toronto ON, Canada “Sustainable Energy Action Plan”

B (AX) TEZHBHFIRILF—E DI Tsuru, Japan “Tsuru Regional New Energy Vision”

RYyLa—(RI—TV)

HMEERNEODBARERIY3—1 (- ASRYCO2HHEZHRIRT 2)

Vaxjo, Sweden

“Fossil Fuel Free Vaxjo” to reduce per-capita CO2 emissions

DY (Za—S—FUF)

BATRF—(RICEANRE) ZEHT SHRFE

Wellington, New Zealand

District planning encourages renewable energy, particularly wind
power

HREX)

FRCFFMETIRILF—EDay ] BERBICAREY. EXEH
B ABARBEDOBRE. T ENIEE. KBREKS AT LETH
JHEEEETS)

Yokohama, Japan

"Yokohama Energy Vision" targets commercial and public buildings,
electric vehicles, solar PV subsidies, green power certificates, and
solar hot water mandates




(RR8)  BEHELRIE DT
(Table P8): Building Codes and Mandates

N0 F (RRAY)

ETOHERVIFEALEDRENEMERRICHERB KBRS AT
LB60%ZEHEEDIT TS (BICARAVADTON HAKTEASH
=)

Barcelona, Spain

Mandates 60% of hot water heating energy from solar in all new
buildings and major renovations; was subsequently copied by 70 other
municipalities throughout Spain

N=L—H)TAI=T M. KE)

EXA. BAER VWCOIOEEROEMICABGAEBOZEARICH
FDRELETICEEREHOITTLS

Berkeley CA, USA

Mandated design review for solar PV installations in industrial,
commercial, and some residential buildings

WIPMIGEP))

OO DHEDEYICKBREKV AT LDZREEZEHEITTLS

Berlin, Germany

Mandates for solar hot water on some new buildings

R—=ILE— (RSN, KE)

HERHNEZELS (ETORYICERIEEE5RD)

Boulder CO, USA

No-shade building ordinance entitles all structures to sunshine

=755 (BT77)h)

B ERBEROT L —T IR L THEOEEICKBREKS ZT LD
REEEBOT

Cape Town, South Africa

Requires solar hot water in new houses for middle- and high-income
groups

LTOBEARKRRTADRER, RTIL. FIFEFE U500 L E OB

Requires solar water heaters in all government hospitals, hotels and

T)—(A4R) BUon-2TOREREMIZKBREKS AT LDHZREFEHDIT|Delhi, India jails and also in all residential buildings built on an area of 500 m2 or
W5 more
. e — . Requires solar hot water in all new residential buildings up to 12
IBLAEZEEH(PE) 12[FTOHREOERARY, BLUATILOERARNOHR % Lianyangang, China stories, and in new construction and renovation of hotels and

BITEVTABREKATLOBREEZRE DT TS

commercial buildings

e Ve R e G )

FEOBEXAEYMICKBREKIATLOZBEZEH O TS

Mexico City, Mexico

Mandates solar hot water for new commercial buildings

F=IT=IL(LUF)

1500mM L EDFHEDERRAEDICKBHE K AT LDREEER
DTS

Nagpur, India

Requires new residential buildings larger than 1500 m2 to install solar
hot water

YLI50V X3

100,000ft2LL ED 2 TOHEDEYEHRICTRLF—FERADS%E
BHRASDORBIRILE—ICEYRIRTHLERFE DD

San Francisco

Requires all new buildings over 100,000 ft2 to supply 5% of building
energy use from on-site solar

Y=Y (TUJ M. KE)

FEO—FETEEEKRBRBKIRATLE, RIFRICEATEDL
SICRYAF I OEFRELRIT NSRS

Tuscon AZ, USA

New single-family homes must include solar hot water or stub-out for
later installation

RR(BX)

KEADERR LR CABREKS AT LOTOMBAT L
¥R ORE RAETL, FAECTOFMERET L%
BB, KBIEKS RT LI KDV EE a5 )~ RE
HIEBETE EFTLB,

Tokyo, Japan

Requires property developers to assess and consider possibilities for
solar hot water and other renewables and report assessments to
owners; establishes tradable green-heat certificates based on solar
hot water

I—Yayb(qUR)

150m A E DFEDEEREY. FR. £ OMHAHIERICKBERREK
SRATLDEAEZRBEIHTTNS

Rajkot, India

Requires new residential buildings larger than 150 m2 and hospitals
and other public buildings to install solar hot water

ETOAHOEYITRIRILF—D40%E K IGEEKS X T LTHS

Requires all public buildings to use solar hot water for 40% of heating

VA TrEAR SEERS B (£5.184, 2008%F) Rio de Janeiro energy (State Law 5.184, 2008)
IWREB RS (PE) ZLTOIHEOENIKGREKATLOREERDD Rizhao, China Requires solar hot water in selected types of new buildings

YO0V R(MTAIVZT  KE)

100,000 ft2 (9,300m) LA EDFHEDEMI54D KGE TR ILF—DF|
RERDHD

San Francisco CA, USA

Requires new buildings over 100,000 ft2 (9,300 m2) to obtain 5% of
energy from onsite solar

H-R\n(I5TN)

AP L DBEEFTHEE(B00mMLLL) [CKBEBKS XT LD
BEERH O HEOBYICRKBIA LT —2H AT SO0 RE
LERTYSFIITERT D

Sao Paulo, Brazil

Mandates solar hot water in residences with four or more bathrooms
(larger than 800 m2), and requires new construction to provide the
possibility for using solar

[ERE R (FE)

12BUTDOEEDHEDENICKBREKATLOHKEERDD

Shenzhen, China

Requires solar hot water in new buildings less than 12 stories in height

NG—\—(TV)T4v>220VET
W, HhFTE)

B, FEMICKBIRNF—FRALATLEERICRYM TSI E
KD

Vancouver, BC

Requires buildings to allow for future roof-mounted solar

VA—FUT (EE)

EEA, TERAOEMI10%EEHNO BRI RILF—AKEL. &
YRIBELHRICCHPORBEEE DTS

Woking Borough, UK

Requires 10% of energy from on-site renewables in commercial and
residential buildings, and CHP in larger developments

A RET (RE)

ETOEEROEY. B, PR ATV, IRERSR, 12U T 0L
HOEYICKIGERBKS AT LOHKBEEEHE D T2 (BFFICLDRE
ERITTERTON-EEROBYLRFRISHRELD)

Wuhan, China

Requires solar hot water in all residential buildings, hospitals, schools,
hotels, recreation facilities, and public buildings less than 12 stories in
height. Same requirement for commercial buildings if constructed
using government investment.
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Table 1: Framework for Local Renewable Energy Policy/Activities

BUE/ID A D | DS & OBE /D HH R8T Bk Policy/Activity |Descriptions of Policies/Activities by Sub-
aEi; Category Category
3. WABBRG |QMABARKIZFEARIRILE—FTHROEEIZ# |3. Operation of |(a) Local government purchasing (and joint-
lc&z31>v75 ’%Téf:&’)l:ﬂﬁ)&%b_'cué Q)= 5{5{4(%&?@0)% municipal purchasing with other municipalities or with private
DES %ﬁ%@f’\é/l?]j_ﬁwﬁjn‘;;i;égg)jgDQ;*_J‘ZZ&;I;%—O)EEXEE infrastructure [sector) to integrate renewable energy into

CWAIN RART 7 =

EBALETC,

(b) BIAIKICL DT E . AR, BEill, 2B
BITHEATIRILTF—~DIRE

() AEDEHEITHT B H (EE Mg DR .
BAIRIILX—BEZE. BT Mg EIREEFIT). 48
BiEmEE Ryb A=A S E|LEE FLTIN
LOBEDEMBENEHADEELED)

government operations. Includes renewable
electricity, biofuels, and bulk purchasing for market
transformation programs.

(b) Local government investment in renewable
energy for government buildings, schools, vehicle
fleets, and public transport.

(c) Public utility regulation, including tariff regulation,
renewable energy targets, feed-in tariffs,
interconnection standards, net metering, and
portfolio standards; also designates private utility
policies of these types.

F+=2-8M180M AP Th&EM A B A
ADHT, DEH0n AT
A BBAEN, BoDA2D
FSOITRICEET ABRZE
£-oTLVS

Of the 180 cities and local
governments in Table 2-8,at least
90 have some type of policy related
to municipal infrastructure and
operations




(FRR10) - Ehx A2 DS EMHICEAT 46T ER. IRE. B

(Table P10): Transport Infrastructure and Fuels Mandates, Operation, Investment,
and Subsidies

FFL—R(A=RF5Y7)

ABAREICLANENADETELM0NABAREICLAKE

Adelaide, Australia

Operate solar-electric public buses and charge using 100% solar
electricity

TH=n—=EVAVil, XE)

BNETHEABONFREAT—Y 30 A0S

Ann Arbor MI, USA

Subsidies for public-access biofuels stations

NFF—hF-=2F7)7)

ARFEOBRYEICA(F T —E VAN BT AHE

Ballarat, Australia

Plan to use biodiesel in municipal fleet vehicles

RT4LTFON)

NEORBHELIIY I (HHENRT 555 Q07TFETO
E;_r%) BRRFEOEHEOBEALBVTILYI AR EDEZER

Betim, Brazil

Mandates for biofuels in public transport and taxis (plan through
2017); also preference to flex-fuel vehicles for municipal vehicle fleet
purchases.

AR (RYFa—ty UM, ¥E)

2TOERBHAOHLL EBENRBRMETHICLERS

Boston MA, USA

Mandate that all new municipal fleet vehicles be alternative fueled

ANA=(TF W N=3M, 7 F5)

BAMKAE D BEEIB55 £ UB0%FI A

Calgary AB, Canada

B5 and B20 used in municipal fleet vehicles

PVFN(TFVN)

BRAENNRISA\ AT RNER BT A3 E

Curitiba, Brazil

Plan to use biofuels in all municipal buses

;\'J??“/’]X(//\‘Z:l&?'ﬂ‘l\ ht
)

BiaA AN EHEL LV LOREREIBSEHR, 2EHADA
AT IRHFIR15% % BEBET S

Halifax NS, Canada

B5 used in municipal fleet vehicles and public transit; target of 15%
biofuels in fleet

Y=INLGF LA AN DY)

BRI A O EREIC A RHER AT A5 E

Markam ON, Canada

Biofuels used in municipal fleet vehicles

YA VAN, hT4)

RRFENBPES LU AN EREIBSERA

Mississauga ON, Canada

B5 used in municipal fleet vehicles and public transit

21— ANMF—=ARFY7)

NEOBEEEITB20EF A

New Castle, Australia

B20 used in public vehicles

57 FU5UFM, h14)

BRFAENBBEICB5E £ UB10%FIF

Ottawa ON, Canada

B5 and E10 fuels used in municipal fleet vehicles

R—=FIURFLIVN, KE)

ATHRTENALTOTA—ELBEUH VYV ERRIT A\ F %
BSRLUEI0TRATACLERHE DI £, i, AREEDHAH
DI AFEHAORE AT GRS DA (TR 7

IAOBR; BRHANBBEI (1 fHENR

Portland OR, USA

Mandate for biofuels blending BS and E10 for all diesel and gasoline
sold within city limits; biofuels investment fund to enhance
production, storage, distribution; biofuels infrastructure grants for
conversion of fueling stations; use of biofuels in municipal fleet
vehicles

AMIFRIL(RYI=TY)

0MELTICETORERENRNDS0%, 2025FFTIZ100% %34
TﬂJXXliI’Sl/ VTEITSE D3 E, T HELVRYERE) -
VEATEMSE S, M BRHOBEFTERORE,

Stockholm, Sweden

Plan to have 50% of all public transit buses run on biogas or ethanol
by 2011, and 100% of buses by 2025. Metro and commuter trains
run on green electricity. Investments in additional biofuels filling
stations.
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Table 1: Framework for Local Renewable Energy Policy/Activities

BER/MD A0 | HEHFES & DBER/ID HHICBAT BTk Policy/Activity |Descriptions of Policies/Activities by Sub-
TR Category Category
4. BEHWD |[(@Q)TEVARN—arTodzHh BIZLBEERAS (4. Voluntary (a) Demonstration projects, including participation in
HHEBRED TEVARN—232T700 DS MEET , KfE [actions and national pilot and demonstration projects. Often
,ﬁﬁ"t b;l'd)i"' DEEFLITHONEIENSL, government done with private sector.

E -
| 8 (D) FEMEEFEOCEEZICLIBARIRILT—~D selrvmg:sl a (b) Grants, subsidies, and loans for investments in
g role mode

RE. FBIE. BT

() B REEXDOERME., BMZEHEETHERE
HE BHEORT. V)V EBNEERUVRYSIE

renewable energy by homeowners or businesses

(c) Using local government land/property for
renewable energy installations
(leasing/selling/permitting). Can also include deals
that require developer promises for renewables and
efficiency.

BAIRIILF—ZFEATHIFI—
HF—~DBE. @€, EffI1E. 5
EDEELLIEHIFKICHENT—HRINT
H5 ;180D ETHEH A BABADIE.
WIELER50MIN LD BKREFE->TLY

%

Subsidies, grants, and loans for end-
users to install renewable energy are
very common in some specific
countries or regions; of the 180 cities
and local governments, at least 50
have these policies




(&RR14) :

BB, BIpkE., O—Y

(Table P14): Subsidies, Grants, and Loans

FTL—F#—=XF57)

KIEAFEBADHEE. 1KWLLEDD RAT AIZRL1000R )L/T vk

Adelaide, Australia

Subsidy for solar PV, A$1000/watt for systems > 1kW

TYVARTY G R (F—ARS)7)

KGRBKS AT LANDHBIE (35%)

Alice Springs, Australia

Subsidies for solar hot water (35%)

FARY (AATRM, KE)

KIBARBEADHBE QKWL EDS RT LI21,5008 L)

Aspen CO, USA

Subsidies for solar PV ($1500 for systems > 2kW)

F—=AT42 (THFH M. KE)

REBLUEEENDABAREELUVRBREKS AT LANOHHE. KIEEFE
BOERNFE—>

Austin TX, USA

Subsidies for solar PV and solar hot water in homes and businesses, and
low-interest loans for solar PV

e (R E)

R EBRE—MRY T RT L (B0ARTT/M) 8 & UKRE—RY 7 (35 AR TT/m) ~
DEHE

Beijing, China

Subsidies for ground-source heat pumps (50 RMB/m2) and water-source
heat pumps (35 RMB/m2)

N=YPL—RHVTHIL=T M XE)

EHIBTIREARE~DO—, FIEHEEL TRF (REZ E&AS37,5008 L)

Berkeley CA, USA

Loans to households for solar PV, repaid through property tax bills (up to
$37,500 per installation)

R (F1Y)

EAREEICBETIRELRE(0%) BLURGREBKS ZT L (30%) ~DHBE

Berlin, Germany

Subsidies for solar PV (40%) and solar hot water (30%) on apartment
buildings

RILE—(QOSEM, KE)

INRIEREE—2F045'5.4(3,000-5,0008 )L D E )

Boulder CO, USA

Small loan program ($3000-5000 loans)

HFAARFr—F (Z2—I—FK)

KBRBKS AT LANDBELELHFATER

Christchurch, New
Zealand

Lower permit costs for solar hot water

FU—({2F)

FERERMER (—BH1=YDBKA100-6000Y v M LIRE L DY) ~ D KIGHGE K
2 RT LIZ#HEI (6,000—60,000/LE —/2 RT L)

Delhi, India

Subsidies to non-commercial institutions for solar hot water on buildings of
system size 100—6000 liters hot water per day (6,000—-60,000
rupees/system)

FZ—T(Za—D—3UF)

RERBKSATLEHRET HEEITHLEATNERRK

Dunedin, New Zealand

Waives consent fee for residential solar hot water installations

#HEN(BX) FEAXBLXE. KBHBKI AT L AAREEAA~AOO—Y Kanagawa, Japan Loans to households for solar PV, solar hot water, and wind
JIg (BX) REAXGAREEANOHEYS THAKW, LBRIF3.5kW) Kawasaki, Japan Subsidies for solar PV for households (JPY 70,000/kW up to 3.5 kW)
RE(EX) REAAGAREEEANOHMSE GHAKW, LRIF4kW) Kyoto, Japan Subsidies for solar PV for households (JPY 50,000/kW up to 4 kW)

RIVILNTAHKED)

BRFRE~NERRUATEOKBIRLF—FAOGHOA—2T0Y 5 L (TERH
BEFIFNO—2(0-2%) TEM . MTDENRHEDEEICLYRET D)

Honolulu HI, USA

Solar Roofs Loan Program provides 7-year low-interest loans (0-2%) and
installation in partnership with local electric utility, for low-income residents

YU (D) TAIL=T M. KE)

KRBT INF—FIRL AT LANOBME (KIBAFEIZS00R L. KIFREKSRT L
I2300K L)

Marin County CA, USA

Subsidies for solar ($500 for solar PV, $300 for solar hot water)

L (B A)
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Matsuyama, Japan

12.5% of solar PV cost for systems less than 10 kW; JPY 1 million for
systems larger than 10 kW
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Maui County HI, USA

Subsidy for solar PV ($1000)
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Montgomery County MD,
USA

Electricity price rebate for clean energy ($0.005/kWh)
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Ototoks AB, Canada

Revolving fund provides finance for solar
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Orange County FL, USA

Subsidy for solar hot water ($200)
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Orlando FL, USA

Subsidy for solar PV in commercial buildings
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Palm Desert CA, USA

Loans repaid through property tax assessments ($5000 minimum)
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Porto Alegre, Brazil

Grants for installation of solar hot water in buildings (fixed grant per
installation)
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Rome, Italy

Subsidies for solar hot water (up to 30%) and solar PV (up to 60%)
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Sapporo, Japan

Subsidies for solar PV for households (10%)
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San Francisco CA, USA

SUDSI

households, $1500/kW for businesses and non-profit entities up to
€410 0NN
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Sonoma County CA, USA

Loans repaid through property tax assessments ($2500 minimum)
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Southampton NY, USA

Subsidies for solar PV ($2500)

&l (BE) ABHEKS AT LNDHEYE Taipei City, Taiwan Subsidies for solar hot water
RiETH (hE) HEE. 252200 —r . BOIWLEL Tianjin, China Subsidies, discounted loans, and tax rebates
- =R = N N B %4 o) R = sz - = . e B
=5 (BA) 2009, 2010FICKIGHFKE (10BAKW) BLUKBREKS AT L (BHEICL>TR Tokyo, Japan Subsidies for solar PV in 2009 and 2010 (JPY 100,000/kW) and solar hot
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water (up to JPY 33,000/m2 based on type)
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Toronto ON, Canada

Sustainable energy fund provides low interest loans for renewables
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Waitakere, New Zealand

Waives up to $500 of consent fee for residential solar hot water

HiR(BE)

KISHEBA~DHBIE (6755000 /KW, FK4kW)

Yokohama, Japan

Subsidies for solar PV (JPY 65,000/kW, up to 4 kW)
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Table 1: Framework for Local Renewable Energy Policy/Activities

BUE/ID A D | DS & D/ D B ICE8T 25k Policy/Activity |Descriptions of Policies/Activities by Sub-
aE1E; Category Category
5. BiRF* vy |DAHEATAT7XVvIoR—20E; BEFFEOKRE; X |S5.Information  |Includes public media campaigns and programs;

£

T—IRILE —DHE, 7A—S LOEERS  HHET
AL BORT—IRILE —IZKBEET7IER
O E, RT—IRIIVF—MAETAOIrDEFE ;O
S1ZTA—SMADERDORE, IRILF—EER
VGIST—AR—X ; BAIRILT—DFEEDHHT;
FREA— TEVANL— 30Oz IO RE
RUXE

promotion, and
raising
awareness

recognition activities and awards; organization of
stakeholders; forums and working groups; training
programs; enabling access to finance by local
stakeholders; enabling stakeholder-owned projects;
removing barriers to community participation;
energy audits and GIS databases; analysis of
renewable energy potentials; information centers;
and initiation and support for demonstration
projects.
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National and Regional Groupings/Associations of Cities and Local Governments

EU mREHN « EU Covenant of Mayors

c AR == T4 TRTS L « India Solar Cities Program

c F—RSYTF)—5—TFT4-TAS 5L« Australia Solar Cities Program
cUSY—5—TF AR T4-TBTS L « US Solar America Cities Program

- US mESIERRERTE - US Mayors Climate Protection Agreement

s BAR BAIRILF—BERTIYbT+—L + Japan Regional New Energy Policy Platform
« F4Y TEBARIRILF—100%hiz | « Germany “100% Renewable Energy Regions”

IR 17 71 B

International Collaborative Associations

e (LA ETINAZS A =T *vbT—% .~ <« |ICLEI Model Communities Network/

I BRI RILE— A= T T140 Local Renewables Initiative
« C40 I RIR)—F—J IL—T - C40 Cities Climate Leadership Group

B —5— T4 AT T47 « International Solar Cities Initiative



-

N O

FREFENDOETFDHELIEIR Research and Information About Individual Cities
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. Policies and targets: Which policies exist? What are future targets?
. Indicators: Which indicators best show the extent to which renewables are used or possible (actual and potentials),

and what do those indicators show for cities worldwide?

. Enabling (framework) conditions: What factors and conditions most influence (enable/inhibit) city action or inaction?

For example:
* What legal authorities exist that allow city action?
+ Do national or state policies help the city in its goals? Do they hinder?
+ Have city policies keyed off the national or state policies?
* Who are key stakeholders in regard to renewable energy and how do they participate?
« Is there a “renewable energy champion” within the city government?

. Influence on national policies: How are national policies affected by local policies?

Are there mechanisms by which local policy initiative eventually translates into national policy?

. Policy-making processes: What are the historical and ongoing policy-making processes related to renewables?

Who has shaped, led, and/or hindered those processes?

. Results: Have policies been effective? What are the impacts and outcomes? Evidence?
. Associations: How does the city participate with national or global associations related to renewable energy or

climate change? Which associations and what benefits result?



