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Executive Summary

INTRODUCTION

In 2001 the New England Governors and Eastern
Canadian Premiers (NEG/ECP) agreed to a
comprehensiveClimate Change Action Plan
with the long-term goal of reducing greenhouse
gas emissions in the region by 75-85%. As that
plan accurately pointed out, “global warming,
given its harmful consequences to the
environment and the economy, is a joint concern
for which a regional approach to strategic action
is required.* The Plan set the following goals:

* Reduce regional greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions to 1990 levels by 2010.

* Reduce regional GHG emissions by at least
10% below 1990 levels by 2020.

* Reduce regional GHG emissions by 75-
85% in the long-term.

Achieving each reduction benchmark of the
Climate Change Action Plan is vital and thus the
Plan includes eight “Action Items” to guide the
actions and policies of the states and provinces in
meeting those objectives. Since this voluntary
agreement was made emissions have risen.
While emissions in some states and provinces
have leveled off, none are on track to meet the
emission reduction goals.

As

in prior years, the 2007 Report Card

evaluates and grades the progress the states and

provinces have made towards achieving the eight
Action Items (“policy grades”). We are now less
than three years away from the first reduction
benchmark, reducing greenhouse gas emissions
to 1990 levels by 2010. As NASA scientist
James Hansen stated in 2006, “We have a very
brief window of opportunity to deal with climate
change... no longer than a decade, at the most.”

! New England Governors / Eastern Canadian Premiers
Climate Change Action Plan 2001. August 2001, dage

While progress has been made throughout the
region in a number of the categories, none have
made enough progress. None are on track.
However, a legally binding economy-wide
commitment to meet the levels of emissions
reductions outlined in th&limate Plan could
reverse this trend. California, New Jersey and
Hawaii have already committed to mandatory
caps for their states. Also, there must be specifi
mandatory policies to supplement the cap, such
as programs like the Regional Greenhouse Gas
Initiative.

Global warming pollution- mainly carbon
dioxide, comes from three major sectors:
electric, transportation, and buildings. Policies
and real actions that address emissions from
these sectors are what the New England
Governors and the Eastern Canadian Premieres
and their respective legislating bodies need to
reduce emissions.

HIGHLIGHTS

There is a large variation of policies and
programs being implemented throughout the
region to combat global warming. Certain states
and provinces have made significant progress to
reduce emissions within three major sectors:

l. Electric Sector
I. Transportation Sector

[ll.  Building Sector

Policies and programs highlighted are those
making the largest strides in reducing
greenhouse gas emissions from the major
contributing sectors. These are model policies
and programs that should be implemented
throughout the entire region.
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|. Electric Sector

Growing energy demand in the region has
resulted in our continued reliance on older,
dirtier fossil fuel power plants. Old and
inefficient homes and businesses are using far
too much electricity, which is both economically
and environmentally costly.

Policies and legislation that curb electricity use

and promote energy efficiency, and develop

more clean distributed generation and renewable
energy must be required. Here are examples of
effective policies that are being implemented in

the region to curb global warming pollution:

Regqgional Greenhouse Gas Initiative

It is the first regional agreement to reduce
GHG emissions from the electric sector.

As of 2007, all six of the New England states
signed onto the regional greenhouse gas
initiative (RGGI). RGGI sets an overall cap on
carbon dioxide (Cg emissions from electricity
power plants. The cap should hold £O
emissions from power plants constant at
approximately 2002-2004 levels from 2009-
2014, and then reduce emissions to 10% below
those levels by 2018.

Each state has the opportunity to determine
whether they will issue allowances or auction off
pollution permits equal to the cap amount.
Auctioning all emission permits to power
generators will yield revenue to reinvest in
programs that will help residences and
businesses become more energy efficient,
promote clean energy, and reduce rate-payer
costs. Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts,
Vermont and Maine are moving towards
auctioning all or nearly all of the pollution
permits.

This initiative in New England is a good start in
reducing emissions from the electric sector.
While the regulatory framework is a step
forward, the modest reductions in the near-term

are only a beginning to achieving the science-
based long-term reductions. Canada must follow
suit with a similar, but stronger initiative, arfet
RGGI cap must continue to decline over time
and mandatory caps must be applied to
additional sectors.

Efficiency Vermont is the first and most
effective statewide energy efficiency utility in
the country.

Any household, community, state, or province
seeking to reduce greenhouse gas pollution while
saving money must consider energy efficiency as
the resource of first resort as it is reliable,
measurable, clean, and cost-effective.

The Vermont efficiency utility works with
businesses and residential consumers to identify
opportunities for them to install more efficient
lighting, refrigeration systems, manufacturing
processes, etc. Through technical expertise,
training, financial incentives and creative
financing, Efficiency Vermont has helped
Vermonters save $200 million over the past six
years.

In Vermont studies have shown that investments
in energy efficiency can provide over 20 percent
of our future electric energy requirements over
the next 10 years with a net savings. In fact,
investing in efficiency is currently cheaper than
purchasing electricity from any other source. For
every dollar invested in energy efficiency, the
consumer saves thréeuring its first six years
of operation (2000-2005), Efficiency Vermont
cut Vermont's average rate of growth in
electricity requirements by over 50 percent. The
investment made by the efficiency utility ranged
from $25 to $31 per MWh, less than half the
price that Vermont utilities would have had to

2 Efficiency Vermont. 2005 Results Summary

% Optimal energy, Inc. for Northeast Energy Effiaign
Partnerships, Economically Achievable Energy Eéfiniy
in New England, May, 2005
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pay for electricity supply had this energy not
been saved.

In 2005, the Vermont legislature lifted the

funding cap that had been placed on the
efficiency utility and required that the utility be

funded to capture all cost-effective efficiency

potential. In the subsequent proceedings, the
energy efficiency budget was expanded by
nearly 100%. Vermont, with a statewide

population of less than 650,000 people, will be
investing $31 million dollars a year in energy

efficiency by 20009.

Despite  Efficiency Vermont's tremendous
success, there are still some areas that require
improving. For example, it has not played as full
a role in electric planning at the state leveltas i
should, nor has its rolling three year contract
allowed creative financing to capitalize
efficiency projects that might have a longer
timeline. Both the Vermont legislature and the
Governor's Department of Public Service have
expressed a desire to further strengthen theyutilit
and deal with these and other shortcomings that
are artificially limit the utility’s ability to dever
savings to Vermonters.

Efficiency Vermont needs to be expanded to
include home heating programs. The utility is
currently funded through a charge on electric
bills, not heating bills. Approaching energy

consumption from a whole building approach
will yield higher levels of efficiency and savings.

A 2006 study done by the Department of Public
Service determined that there is nearly $500
million worth of potential savings to be captured
over the next decade, at a 3:1 payback, for
building efficiency investments. Efficiency

Vermont's mandate should be expanded and
funded to reduce heating fuel needs.

* Efficiency Vermont. 2005 Preliminary Annual
Report

Least Cost Energy Planning

Least cost energy planning in Connecticut and
Rhode Island puts efficiency first.

While distinct from the Vermont approach,
recent legislation in Rhode Island and
Connecticut also puts them on track to achieve
all cost-effective efficiency. In 2006, Rhode
Island’s P.O.W.E.R coalition, an alliance of
business, consumer, and environmental interests
passed legislation creating a comprehensive
electricity state planning process and mandated
that investments in cost-effective efficiency be
made before ratepayer money is spent on
additional supply.

The Comprehensive Energy Conservation,
Efficiency and Affordability Act of 2006
established a “least cost procurement” mandate
in Rhode Island to ensure that new energy
procurements beginning in 2009 include the
purchase of all cost-effective energy efficiency,
distributed generation, renewables, combined
heat and power, and demand response.

The Public Utilities Commission (PUC) will
develop standards to regulate least-cost
procurement, with input from the Office of
Energy resources and a newly formed council
representing ratepayers and environmental
interests. Once the ground rules are established
by the PUC, distribution companies must submit
procurement plans to the PUC by September 1,
2008, and then every three years. Plans will
need to be approved within 60 days.

In 2007 the Connecticut General Assembly
passed energy legislation similar to the Rhode
Island model mandating that “resource needs
shall first be met through all available energy
efficiency and demand reduction resources that
are cost-effective, reliable and feasible.”

The law created a new energy planning board,
which  represents  consumers, business,
environmental groups, and state agencies that are
responsible for modifying and approving the
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resource and procurement plans. Connecticut’s
legislation also required the Department of
Public Utility Control to “decouple” the profits
of electric and gas utilities from their sales to
eliminate current utility incentives to increase
consumption and oppose conservation.

The Energy Conservation Management Board
which  oversees the current Connecticut
electricity and gas programs estimated that cost-
effective efficiency can eliminate all growth in
peak electricity demand and is working to
provide an analysis of the extent to which the
existing programs need to be expanded to meet
the new requirement to invest in all “cost-
effective efficiency.”

Utility Scale Renewable Energ

Energy from wind and biomass makes up
15% of Prince Edward Island’s power mix.

In 2004, the Prince Edward Island Department of
Environment and Energy released a provincial
Energy Frameworkand Renewable Energy
Strategy wherein a Renewable Portfolio Standard
(RPS) for electricity generation was proposed.
The document committed to an RPS for
electricity of at least 15% by 2010 and proposed
to evaluate the potential for having 100% of the
Island’s electrical capacity come from renewable
energy sources by 2015.

In 2006, the Renewable Energy Act was
proclaimed with the exception of a section
requiring utilities to have the capacity to obtain
the equivalent of 100% of electrical energy from
renewable energy sources by 2015. The current
Renewable Energy Act does however contain an
RPS for electricity of at least 15% renewable
sources by 2010. The Act also includes
Minimum Purchase Price regulations,
Designated Area regulations and Net-Metering
regulations.

In 2007, Prince Edward Island achieved the RPS
for electricity — three years ahead of schedule --
acquiring 15% of the province’s electricity from

wind and biomass. The current installed wind
capacity on PEI is approximately 73 MW, which
is owned both publicly through the provincial
government and by private firms.

Next Steps: To mitigate global warming
pollution from the electricity sector, all the New
England states and Eastern Canadian provinces
must ramp up their energy efficiency and
renewable energy programs. States and
provinces with significant wind potential must
remove siting barriers that prevent the
construction of utility scale renewable projects.
In addition to Renewable Portfolio Standards,
long-term contracts are needed to provide a
guaranteed funding source for new renewables.

Il. Transportation Sector

Greenhouse gas emissions from transportation
are both the largest and fastest rising. The
increased consumption of gasoline and diesel
fuel from motor vehicles-mainly cars, light

trucks, and SUVs- from increasing miles

traveled is the major cause.

The region urgently requires policies that
encourage low-carbon fuels and driving
efficiency, reduce sprawl, and promote clean
public transit.

Carbon Tax

Québec’'s carbon tax is the first in North
America and expands funding for transit.

In June 2006, the Québec government released
its 2006-2012 Plan to reduce its greenhouse gas
emissions to 6% below 1990 levels by 2012. The
24 measures included in the Plan are funded with
a new carbon tax of $200 million annually for a
total amount of $1-2 billion over the six year
Plan.

This is the first carbon tax in North America and
is aimed at big distributors of oil and gas,
including some of the largest emitters in the
province who consume more than 25 million

New England and Eastern Canada 2007 Report Ca@limate Change Action 6



litters per year. Impact on consumers is very low,
but the impact on greenhouse gas emissions will
be significant.

Transportation is the major contributor to
greenhouse gas emissions in Québec; therefore
$120 million of the $200 million annually will be
invested in a public transit initiative. This
amount supplements their normal investment in

public transit.
Sales Tax

Connecticut exempts efficient vehicles from
sales tax.

In 2007 Connecticut exempted all fuel-efficient
passenger vehicles that achieve 40 miles per
gallon or greater (city or highway) from the 6%
state sales tax. The sales tax exemption is
applied at the dealership (or other retail point of
sale). Connecticut previously had a sales tax
exemption which only applied to hybrids
achieving 40MPG or greater. The Honda Civic
Hybrid, Honda Insight and Toyota Prius
qualified under the previous law.

Connecticut law now also allows municipalities
the option of exempting 40MPG or greater
vehicles from part or all of local vehicle property
taxes.

Next Steps Throughout the region, there are
some effective policies in place to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions from transportation,
but no state or province is doing enough.
Greenhouse gas emissions from transportation
continue to rise year after year in each state and
province and more must be done.

Emissions from motor vehicles are a product of
two factors:

* How much carbon dioxide is released per
mile traveled
* How many miles are traveled

Policies need to address both of these factors to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions from this
sector. Fuel efficiency standards must be

increased and there must be more incentives for
consumers to purchase fuel-efficient vehicles.

Policies should also encourage the purchase of
vehicles that use alternatives to gasoline that
have lower life-cycle carbon emissions. New

types of insurance policies that reward drivers

who drive less must be encouraged.

Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) must be
decreased. No state or province has
significantly addressed VMT. Policies must be
implemented that encourage smart growth that
connects housing, jobs and transit, thereby
reducing sprawl. Transit systems throughout the
region need to be modernized, better funded and
expanded to enable seamless use by more
commuters.

Policies to reduce emissions from the

transportation sector need to be significantly
ramped up in every state and province. To meet
our emission reduction targets, each state and
province needs to coordinate its economic
development strategy and its transit strategy with
its conservation strategy.

I1l. Building Sector

Buildings are massive energy consumers and
therefore are large greenhouse gas emitters. The
potential energy savings from transitioning from
traditional to energy efficient green buildings is
enormous. Technology is readily available to
make buildings, residential and commercial, old
and new, more energy efficient, which will in
turn minimize waste, conserve water, and reduce
greenhouse gas emissions.

Policies must set minimal levels of energy
efficiency for buildings with methods for

inspector training and increased enforcement,
increase state and province green building
incentives, and expand efficiency programs for
existing buildings.
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Building Codes

The International Energy Conservation Code
(IECC) should set the minimum level of
energy efficiency for building codes.

Both Connecticut and Rhode Island have up to
date building codes. They are equivalent to the
2003-2006 IECC codes - meaning that there is a
minimal level of energy efficiency for new
residential construction; it is updated every three
years. Standards for the building envelope-
walls, ceilings, windows, floors, and
foundations, duct sealing, and insulation are
included in the provisions.

While Connecticut and Rhode Island have the
strongest building codes in New England, they
are not stringent enough or as well enforced as
they could be. Each state and province must
ensure all new construction is energy efficient.
Mandates should require that all new homes and
businesses use 20% less energy by 2015, 50%
less energy by 2020, and 80% less energy by
2030. States and provinces must also address
energy inefficiencies in existing buildings and
implement policies that leverage private and
public capital to renovate existing homes and
businesses.

Incentives must increase for green buildings in

each state and province. Some policies are in
place but they need to be expanded to cover a
greater spectrum. Heating, cooling, and lighting

our buildings consumes a third of our energy and
there is a tremendous opportunity to save money
and reduce pollution.

Policies that create tax benefits or faster apgrova
for green building construction would provide
builders with greater incentive to build more
efficiently thus saving tenants money and
reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

®“The State Energy Efficiency Scorecard 2006,” Aicgn
Council for an Energy Efficient Economy

Programs should also be available to help
existing homes and businesses upgrade to
significantly cut heating fuel and electricity

consumption. Consumers need both education
and financial assistance to overcome barriers to
efficiency.

CONCLUSION

Six years after the signing of the 20QlLimate
Change Action Plan, the states and provinces are
not on track to meet the 2010 pollution reduction
target. The necessary policies are not in place,
and global warming emissions are far from under
control. To get back on track, it is going to take
real leadership and mandatory policies.

While there are some innovative and effective

policies in place, no one state or province is a
climate leader, and no state or province has
passed a mandatory economy-wide carbon cap.
More must be done within all three sectors

throughout the region to reducing greenhouse
gas emissions to the science-based levels that all
of the New England Governors and Eastern

Canadian Premiers recommitted to in June.

With aggressive re-engagement from the
Governors and Premiers to prioritize energy
efficiency and renewable energy, and clean
transportation policies, the states and provinces
can get back on track to meeting the agreed upon
goals. And with the top executive officials as the
driving force behind climate policy in the region,
New England and Eastern Canada can once
again be driving forces for climate policy in their
respective nations.
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Climate Change Action Plan Summary

Background

In July of 2000, the Conference of New England Gowes and Eastern Canadian Premiers (NEG/ECP)
adopted Resolution 25-9 on global warming and mgpacts on the environment. The NEG/ECP
recognized that “global warming, given its harmfahsequences to the environment and the econoray, is
joint concern for which a regional approach totsiyec action is required.” To that end, in AugusR601

the NEG/ECP adopted a Climate Change Action Plahdét regional greenhouse gas emission reduction
goals and identified nine action steps that mugtken to achieve them. In June of this year, edc¢he
current New England Governors and Eastern Candéiamiers confirmed their commitment to these
goals at their annual conference.

Regional Goals
Short-Term: Reduce regional greenhouse gas (GH&seons to 1990 levels by 2010.

Mid- Term:  Reduce regional GHG emissions by attl&é8%0 below 1990 levels by 2020, and establish
an interactive five-year process, commencing in52@® adjust the goals if necessary and
set future reduction goals.

Long-term:  Reduce regional GHG emissions suffidjetat eliminate any dangerous threat to the
climate; current science suggests this will requaguctions of 75-85% below current
levels.

Action Steps Called for in the Climate Change Actin Plan

Establish a Regional Standardized GHG Emisdiorentory
Establish a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions@uoserving Energy
Promotion of Public Awareness

State and Provincial Governments Lead by Example

Reduce GHG Emissions from the Electricity Sector

Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation

Reduce and/or Adapt to Negative Social, Econ@n& Environmental Impacts of Climate Change

© N o g s~ w D PE

Decrease the Transportation Sector’'s GrowthHiGE&Emissions

*To view the complete Plan visit:http://www.negc.org/documents/NEG-ECP%20CCAP.PDF

New England and Eastern Canada 2007 Report Catlimate Change Action 9



Pollution Reduction Grades

The Climate Change Action Plan set goals of redutie region’s emissions of greenhouse gases @ 199
levels by 2010, 10% below 1990 levels by 2020, @&85% in the long-term. For this grading section,
each state and province has been graded on itsegogy making pollution reductions to meet itstfir
pollution reduction target in 2010. The gradesaaéollows:

State / Province 2007 Grade

Connecticut D
Maine F
Massachusetts C
New Hampshire F
Rhode Island F
Vermont F
New Brunswick F
Newfoundland and Labrador D
Nova Scotia F
Prince Edward Island D
Quebec D

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Profiles
(Million Metric Tons Carbon Equivalent)

1990 Emission 2002 Emission 2004 Emission % Change from 199(

Connecticut 41 40 45 0-9%
Maine 19 23 23 20-22%
Massachusetts 84 83 83 0%
New Hampshire 15 18 22 19-49%
Rhode Island 9 12 11 23-32%
Vermont 5 6 7 16-28%

* Due to the large yearly variability in the inveny data, percent change is based on emissionsfraeta2002 and 2004
respectively. 1990 is the baseline. Data recorded002 and 2004 is the most up to date and servéiseabest indicator of
emission trends for the states.

Province 1990 Emission 2000 Emission 2005 Emission % Change from 199
New Brunswick 16.2 20.4 21.3 31.3%
Newfoundland and Labrador 9.87 9.07 10.5 6.5%
Nova Scotia 19.5 21.4 22.7 16.2%
Prince Edward Island 2.07 2.29 2.28 10.2%
Quebec 85.3 85.7 89.4 4.8%

Sources: For the state data, graders referenced EPA's Btetggy Consumption, Price, and Expenditure
Estimates (SEDS) released June 1, 2007. The saitdeidfrom fossil fuel combustion only and therefo
does not include all global warming gases or s@urSéate emissions’ reporting is hot comprehenange

is a rough estimate at best; it is also severalsybahind. For the provincial data, graders refegdnThe
National Inventory Report: Greenhouse Gas Souroels Sinks in Canada 1990-2004. The Canadian
Government’s Submission to the UN Framework Corigandn Climate Change, April 2007.
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Overview of Regional Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
(Source: U.S. EPA and Environment Canada, MMT oR@Quivalent)

New England States Eastern Canadian Provinces

31990
W 2005

31990
2004

PN WS OO N OO

o

NB NL NS PE QU

Per Capita Greenhouse Gas Emissions

(Source: U.S. EPA, 2004 and Environment Canadd;,200
MMT of CO2 equivalent per person)

30+

251

204

151

101

CT ME MA NH RI VT NB NL NS PE QU
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Regional Summary of Policy Grades

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the region
to a Climate Change Action Plan with the eventusll g@f reducing the region’s emissions of greenbous
gases by 75-85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreeemisisions have risen and most states and provinces
are not on track to meet the global warming goalsis scorecard grades each state and provinckein t
progress towards achieving eight of the “Actionrtecategories agreed to in 2001. The overall grades

as follows:

State / Province 2007 2006 2005
Grade Grade Grade

Connecticut B- C+ B
Maine B- B B-
Massachusetts B- C- C+
New Hampshire C- D+ C-
Rhode Island C+ C+ B-
Vermont C C- C
New Brunswick B C- C+
Newfoundland and
Labrador C ® 5
Nova Scotia C C C-
Prince Edward Island B- B- B+
Quebec B+ B+ B-

In the following pages, each state and provinaggven the above, overall grade as well as gradethér
performance on the eight “Action ltems.” The grades followed by highlights of areas where theestat

province has performed well and those areas theat meprovement.

New England and Eastern Canada 2007 Report Catlimate Change Action
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Connecticut

In August 2001, the six New England Governors aveléastern Canadian Premiers committed the reégian
Climate Change Action Plan with the eventual gdakducing the region’s emissions of greenhousegag 75-
85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreement, Conndiiemissions have continued to increase and aremtrack
to meet the global warming goals. This scorecaades Connecticut on its progress towards achierigig of the
“Action Item” categories agreed to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory B
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy B
3. Promote Public Awareness B-
4. Government Leads by Example B
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector B+
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation B
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change D
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector D+
Overall Grade B-

Progress Made

In 2007, the energy bill PA 07-242 required Conioaittto participate in the Regional Greenhouse IBiistive,

and directed the state to auction almost 100%eptilution permits and use the resulting reveousenefit
consumers through energy efficiency and Classdwaible energy projects. The 2007 energy bill alaodated that
the electric utilities invest in all cost-effectiemergy efficiency before spending money on nevegaion or
transmission projects. This should have the effécémoving the monetary cap from the CT EnerdyctEncy
Fund as current demand for programs exceeds fun@imgenergy bill also increased Connecticut’s weise
energy standard from 7% Class | clean electriagityiog by the year 2010 to 20% by 2020. The enbiijgalso
added schools to the types of state constructidmemovation projects which must be built to th&BD Silver”
green building standard and be 20% more energgierti than the building code requires.

CT issued and approved the Clean Cars regulatimhgsacurrently awaiting an EPA waiver.

Improvements Needed

Connecticut is lagging on the implementation of ¢himate plan and not on track to reach the 20k0gy0
Connecticut should ensure that the necessary oilteductions are made by adopting a mandatotyadjdyarming
cap.

Connecticut should ensure that power plant emissimnnot increase by adopting strict global warngngssions
performance standards for new power plants. Cdimueshould also undo the change allowing the imgyiof
construction waste to receive subsidy as a “Classnewable electricity source and crowd out trellyan sources.
Increased reliance on diesel emergency generatioreét power needs is a step backwards.

Connecticut’s building heating efficiency prografasheating oil and natural gas customers laclabddi and robust
funding and are not adequate to meet consumer akeorahe climate plan goals.

The state should align transportation and planpoigy with its global warming goals; DOT should
calculate and minimize global warming impacts fibtransportation projects; Connecticut should adop
low-carbon fuels standard; Governor Rell shouldesan executive order to reduce black carbon sowot f
diesel equipment used on state construction poject

Grader: Clean Water Fund (860.232.6232).
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Maine

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the region
to a Climate Change Action Plan with the eventweall @f reducing the region’s emissions of greenkous
gases by 75-85% below 2001 levels. Since the valyr#001 agreement, Maine’s emissions have
continued to increase and are not on track to thesgglobal warming goals. This scorecard gradem&la

on its progress towards achieving eight of the f@citem” categories agreed to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory B
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy B
3. Promote Public Awareness C+
4. Government Leads by Example B+
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector B+
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation B-
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change D
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector C-
Overall Grade B-

Progress Made

Passed legislation authorizing the Regional Greesd@as Initiative, using the public auction of tradlowances,
and majority of the revenue for energy efficienoggislation also lifted the budget cap on efficigpcograms at
the Public Utilities CommissiorE(ficiency Maine).

Adopted significant improvements to the Renewalolgf®lio Standard, calling for 10% of electricity tome from
new renewables by 2017. First large wind farm in Nevwgland began operating in Mars Hill in 2007. AnotBg0
MW of wind farms have applied for permits. GoverBaldacci established a Wind Power Task Forcedatity
and recommend improvements to wind power polidiedi{ding siting and permitting issues).

The Public Utilities Commission launched its “10)0Darbon Free Homes” initiative to increase awassé
efficiency and clean energy options for the redidésector. Maine’siome Performance with Energy Star program
is now operational statewide, and has a basic rmiagkeampaign to increase public awareness.

Improvements Needed

Establish and fully fund efficiency programs foedticity and fossil fuel<Efficiency Maine programs should be
fully funded in accordance with the new statute;Hlome Performance program needs sufficient, stable funding.
Maine needs stronger policies to increase oil awdgfficiency in buildings and industry, includiagnandatory
building code for new homes.

Increase renewable power development, large anll. $vtzne needs to approve permits for appropnasited
large wind farms, and needs to reduce barriersramdase incentives for wind and solar in homesharsihesses.
Recommendations from the Wind Power Task Force meagl to be implemented.

Maine needs a strong, comprehensive strategydosportation emissions. The state should fund areation and
expansion of the Downeaster train service, estabiisentives for high-efficiency vehicles, and depea clear
strategy to promote smart growth and reduce velnidles-traveled.

Maine should update its climate action plan and/elgt engage citizens and institutions in reducngssions.

Grader: Natural Resources Council of Maine (207.622.318hyironment Maine Research & Policy Center (207.2985)
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Massachusetts

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the region
to a Climate Change Action Plan with the eventweall @f reducing the region’s emissions of greenkous
gases by 75-85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreemEssachusetts’ emissions have stopped increasing
but are still not on track to meet the global wargngoals. This scorecard grades Massachusetts on it
progress towards achieving eight of the “Actionmtecategories agreed to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory B
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy D+
3. Promote Public Awareness B-
4. Government Leads by Example B+
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector B+
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation C+
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change D+
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector C-
Overall Grade B-

Progress Made

Governor Patrick signed Massachusetts on to RG@invhis first 100 days of office. Since then, Madsusetts
was the first state to announce that 100% of it&R@llution permits would be auctioned off in aofjuter pays”
type program. The administration also made a pwdginmitment to meet all new electricity needs, Igeaivth,
with efficiency within the next three years.

Large-scale renewable energy projects, especlalyaf Cape Wind, are now publicly supported by &aer
Patrick. With the administration’s support, Capen@/could soon become the largest source of cleaewable
energy in all of New England. Governor Patrick alE® committed to increasing Massachusetts solaepto 250
megawatts over the next 10 years.

The Government’'s Lead by Example program has coatirio improve. Massachusetts is the first stathdmation
to explicitly include GHG emissions in the enviroembal review process.

Improvements Needed

While steps have been taken to reduce GHG emisstugre is no comprehensive, state-wide policy thas
emissions and sets science-based reduction tafgeeconomy-wide cap with short, medium, and laergnt
emission reduction targets is vital to avoiding weast impacts of global warming. There is alsdor@er a

publicly available Climate Action Plan. RemovingtRlan from public access, instead of strengtheitiiga
serious step backward.

Massachusetts’ energy efficiency programs nee@ texpanded to capture all cost-effective efficiemMdgndatory
efficiency programs for home heating fuels- oil aradural gas- need to be created. Decoupling,venébstituted
through legislation or regulation, should be uralegh to remove disincentives to utility efficientgasures and
current incentives for utilities to invest in efacy should be strengthened. Green building ineesishould also
be adopted in order to substantially reduce GHGgioms from buildings.

Funding for improvements and expansion of the MBI&& not grown to meet growing demand and emis$ions
transportation continue to increase. More mustdyedo increase mass transit and reduce urbanlspraw

Graders: Clean Water Fund (617.338.8131, x211), Conservatam Foundation (617.850.1721), Environment Massaetis
Research and Policy Center (617.747.4400).
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
New Hampshire

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the region
to a Climate Change Action Plan with the eventweall @f reducing the region’s emissions of greenkous
gases by 75-85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreerNemt Hampshire’'s emissions have continued to
increase and are not on track to meet the globahwmg goals. This scorecard grades New Hampsinire o
its progress towards achieving eight of the “Actitem” categories agreed to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory B
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy D+
3. Promote Public Awareness C-
4. Government Leads by Example B
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector C-
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation C
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change D+
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector D-
Overall Grade C-

Progress Made

A Renewable Portfolio Standard was signed intotlaw year, calling for 24% total renewables by 2025
Also, Governor Lynch issued an executive ordentiiaite development of a Climate Action Plan, tolge
a task force to set goals and take public input,tarempower the Dept. of Environmental Servicedr#dt
the plan. In anticipation of the plan, New Hampshevised its greenhouse gas emissions inventory.

RGGI implementation legislation has been draftedhfiion next year along with a favorable statezHje
economic analysis.

A detailed study of the local impacts of climat@fe on state resources was completed with inpuot fr
various stakeholders and scientists.

Building codes are now on par with the internatl@tandards. Energy saving programs have been
maintained including those to retrofit state builgs and energy efficiency incentives to utility tousers.
(Continued funding of these programs may be ingedyp)

Improvements Needed
The state still has no comprehensive plan thatifiemnthe necessary timelines and emission redasti
needed to avoid the worst impacts of global warming

Greenhouse gas pollution from transportation comrt$nto grow in NH, yet the state has yet to adopt a
clean cars standard or make significant investmardaiernative transportation.

Strong RGGI legislation to address power plant &@uction needs to be passed next year.

The state needs to establish a set of minimumiefity standards for key appliances sold in thestat
Stable and enhanced funding for state governméniegicy and demand-side conservation measures is
also needed.

Graders: Clean Water Fund (603.430.9565); Environment Newpishire Research and Policy Center (603.229.3222)
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Rhode Island

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the region
to a Climate Change Action Plan with the eventweall @f reducing the region’s emissions of greenkous
gases by 75-85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreemRénide Island’s emissions have continued to
increase and are not on track to meet the globahwmg goals. This scorecard grades Rhode Islantson
progress towards achieving eight of the “Actionmtecategories agreed to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory B-
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy B
3. Promote Public Awareness C
4. Government Leads by Example C+
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector B
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation B-
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change C-
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector D
Overall Grade C+

Progress Made

Rhode Island is quickly becoming a regional leadidinin the energy sector, and the legislature lessed
several measures promoting solutions to global wagmn 2007 Governor Carcieri signed on to the
Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI). The Rhisthnd General Assembly passed strong
legislation to govern RGGI implementation and ttagess first utility led natural gas efficiency gmam
began.

In addition, Governor Carcieri set a goal of pradg0% of Rhode Island’s energy from native resesr
by 2010 —including 15% from wind-- and also conédca survey of potential sites for wind farms ia th
state. Implementation of the state’s new “least-pogcurement” mandate began and the Rhode Island
Senate confirmed the first members of the EnerdgiBfcy and Resource Management Council to
oversee implementation, including a representatitee environmental community.

Improvements Needed

Scientists agree that in order to address the @nolbif climate change we need at least 80% redusciion
global warming pollution by the year 2050. Rhosland has yet to legislate a state cap for emission
levels that includes the short and long term radadargets in various sectors to help us get there

Rhode Island has not done enough to reduce greselyasses from the transportation sector, whittreis
largest contributor to global warming pollution.thdugh the state has adopted the clean car stanttard
reduce pollution from cars and trucks, it has degry little to reduce how much those cars and tswarle
driven.

The state needs clean, affordable transportatiemailtives to help cut our emission levels. Investhin
more frequent and reliable public transportatiawises is necessary. Bicycles lanes for commuiamgl,
sidewalks for walkability and better access to jutshnsit also need to be a priority.

Graders: Clean Water Fund (401.331.6972), Conservation LaunBation (401.351.1102) Environment Rhode Island
Research and Policy Center (401.421.6578)
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Vermont

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the region
to a Climate Change Action Plan with the eventweall @f reducing the region’s emissions of greenkous
gases by 75-85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreendeninont’'s emissions have continued to increase
and are not on track to meet the global warmindsyoéhis scorecard grades Vermont on its progress
towards achieving eight of the “Action Item” cateigs agreed to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory B
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy B+
3. Promote Public Awareness D
4. Government Leads by Example B
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector C-
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation B
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change D
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector D+
Overall Grade C

Progress Made:

In 2005 Vermont joined the Regional GreenhouselGitiative the state led the region by requiringtth
100% of the revenue generated through the inigdtienefits consumers with an emphasis on investing
energy efficiency and renewable energy. Desp#gdbvernor’s opposition, the Vermont Public Service
Board approved the state’s second commercial vand find has adopted slightly improved net metering
rules. The most significant progress in 2007 wasnbnt’s success in protecting its clean car stalsjla

in Federal district court, from a legal challengettve automobile industry.

Improvements Needed:

2007 was a year in which Vermont had the potetithke a leadership role in the region througbrsgr
support of renewable energy and an “all-fuels” apph to energy efficiency. Unfortunately, Governor
Jim Douglas vetoed the comprehensive energy leigislthat would have moved Vermont forward in
these areas.

For Vermont to get on track to reduce its globatmiag pollution in line what the scientific commii

says is necessary to avoid the worst impacts dfagiwvarming, Vermont must adopt an economy wide cap
on global warming pollution that is in line with wheminent scientists have indicated is necessary t
stabilize the climate.

A comprehensive energy efficiency effort needsddumded to help Vermonters reduce their winter
heating bills as well as rising summer coolingshiWermont’s renewable energy standard needs to be
strengthened to realize the state’s potential dolpce 50% of it electricity with Vermont based neable
energy by 2020.

Compact transit oriented development must be stipgp@ong with the implementation of a strict fix-i
first policy to ensure that transportation dollare going to existing infrastructure, not new rpaoiects.

A Green Jobs Corps needs to be created to traiwonkforce to develop and implement our clean eperg
economy.

Grader: Vermont Public Interest Research and Education K80d.223.5221)
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
New Brunswick

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the region
to a Climate Change Action Plan with the eventwsll g@f reducing the region’s emissions of greenkous
gases by 75-85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreenienv Brunswick’s emissions have stopped
increasing but are still not on track to meet thebg warming goals. This scorecard grades New
Brunswick on its progress towards achieving eighihe “Action Item” categories agreed to in 2001.

Climate Change Action Item Grade

Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory

Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy
Promote Public Awareness

Government Leads by Example

Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector

Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation

Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change

Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector

NoOUhAWN

W ooOmOwmO>>

Overall Grade

Progress Made:

Premier Shawn Graham launched New Brunswick’s @Gitghate Action Plan designed to cut greenhouse
gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2012 and lay tbergtwork for a 10% reduction below that by 2020.
This will require New Brunswick to cut its 2012 esions by 7.1 million tons, a reduction of 30.6%.

The publicly owned agency Efficiency New Brunswszkw its budget rise to $26 million so it can previd
energy efficiency incentives to all sectors acikfuels. The timeline for the Renewable Portoli
Standard target to provide 10% of New Brunswickisrgy need from low impact renewable sources was
moved up from 2016 to 2012.

For the first time, New Brunswick will develop amdplement a public transportation policy to helmbr
about emission reductions from the transportatemcs. It will also require that all solid waste
commissions to capture their landfill methane astdldish centralized composting with curbside pipk-
for organic wastes.

Improvements Needed:

New Brunswick has no plans to set regulatory limitandustrial greenhouse gas emissions, the lion’s
share of which are caused by NB Power and Irvilg Distead, the provincial government is an active
supporter of increased production of electricity aefined petroleum products to supply the manket i
southern New England. It has given its approvaNB Power to burn petroleum coke to reduce thest c
of production, which increases the carbon interdiitthat electricity by 25%.

Premier Shawn Graham and his Energy Minister Jagk dte also enthusiastic boosters of Irving Oil’s

plan to construct a 300,000-barrel/day refineryickted to supplying the US market. There is agngs
need for New Brunswick’s economic growth stratempé¢ integrated with its climate action plan.

Grader: Conservation Council of New Brunswick (506.458.8)747
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Newfoundland & Labrador

In August 2001, the six New England Governors awud éastern Canadian Premiers committed the regicm
Climate Change Action Plan with the eventual gdaleducing the region’s emissions of greenhousegay 75-
85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreement, Newfounttl&a Labrador’'s emissions have continued to increasd
are not on track to meet the global warming godlsis scorecard grades Newfoundland & Labradot®priogress
towards achieving eight of the “Action Item” cateigs agreed to in 2001.

o
P
e
o

Climate Change Action Item

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory A
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy B-
3. Promote Public Awareness B-
4. Government Leads by Example C+
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector C+
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation C-
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change B-
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector D
Overall Grade C+

Progress Made

The approval of second wind power project (25MW) advanced research on wind-hydrogen-diesel geoerat
pilot for remote communities continues. The Susthi@ Development Act passed and government is rgovin
forward to establish a Round Table on Sustainalkele@pment

In September a Provincial Energy Plan, called “Bouy Our Energy” was released; it outlines polictians
intending to update the climate change action @apport mechanisms for investment in renewableggr@ojects,
develop a five- year Conservation and EfficiencgrPby 2008 and commits monies to fund a low incemergy
efficiency and conservation program,. It goes feirtty committing to adopt policy calling for 25% mdw vehicles
(2008-2011) to be energy efficient, provide grdatshome pre and post home energy audits, andesregpolicy to
ensure all new provincial buildings exceed theenirmodel National Energy Code by 25% and LEEDeSilv
standard where possible.

Improvements Needed

Newfoundland and Labrador’s Climate Change ActitanRurrently has no targets or timelines to enshakits
actions link to clear, performance based benchrnthggswill help achieve the plan’s goals. GHG esiuss have
risen 6.5% since 1990. With new large scale deveéoyis in the oil, gas, and mining sectors beingicamned, it is
imperative that the government follow through csoenprehensive GHG reduction strategy with multgibke-
holders, that outlines strategies to regulate lardestry and meets and exceeds the NEG/ECP tagdtmelines.

The Energy Plan houses encouraging policy actiumsever the province must ensure it implementsetlaetions
and prioritize investment in all cost effective myeefficiency for all fuel types, adopt Californiéehicle Emission
Standards, adopt a provincial government greenupeogent policy, introduce a minimum energy standarsew
buildings and appliances, and implement a provimeizofit program for all existing buildings. NLlso lacks an
energy efficiency and conservation agency to dgwvptogramming to educate and deliver efficiencygpams.

Increased reduction strategies for transportatierabso needed. Incentives and programs to redersemp vehicle
use, to improve commercial fuel efficiency, andniorease the purchase of fuel-efficient vehiclesrereded.
The development of a comprehensive land use mareagelicy needs to be fast tracked to promote grop
planning, sustainable development and adaptatitimetampacts of climate change.

Grader: Sierra Club of Canada — Atlantic Canada Chapte®.738.7848)
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Nova Scotia

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the regian
Climate Change Action Plan with the eventual gdakducing the region’s emissions of greenhousegay
75-85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreement, Nowi&s emissions have continued to increase anchaire

on track to meet the global warming goals. Thisrecard grades Nova Scotia on its progress towards
achieving eight of the “Action Item” categories egd to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory A
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy C-
3. Promote Public Awareness B-
4. Government Leads by Example C+
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector C-
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation C-
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change D+
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector C-
Overall Grade C

Progress Made
GHG emissions in Nova Scotia are up 16% betweef 288 2005. Emissions reduced slightly betweed 200
2005. Nova Scotia is thé%highest per capita polluter amongst the regiondwipces.

The government adopted tBavironmental Goals and Sustainable Prosperity Act, which legislates a 10%
GHG reduction below 1990 levels by the year 202Bis frameworkAct is propelling a strategic planning
process that is expected to deliver significanbadn areas such as government procurement, ee@iission
standards, energy efficiency, renewable energy&i@ reductions.

The government introduced a mandatory renewableggrstéandard for NS to produce 10% of its eledfyici

from new renewable energy resourc€anserve Nova Scotia has also continued to develop some best-practice
energy efficiency programs with the same amoutiieding allocated to efficiency before the agency’s
inception. Public awareness has been promoteddhra province-wide buy local campaign, supporttier
Climate Change Centre, and making Al Gorslnconvenient Truth available to all school boards and

libraries in Nova Scotia.

Improvements Needed

The goals outlined by the government need to bg iimiplemented. This includes implementation of
California vehicle emission standards, a governrsastainable procurement policy, and a detaileidragian
to reduce GHGs. Nova Scotia must recognize thet @ve modest 10% GHG reduction goal cannot be
achieved without sector regulations that mandat&@tiuctions.

The province must prioritize the implementatioraafomprehensivenergy Efficiency Act, which orders
investment in all cost-effectively achievable affitcy improvements for all fuel types and inclutegding,
equipment and appliance standards; public accolityabnd a combined heat and power action plan.

NS must increase per capita sustainable transortiatrastructure investments to the CanadianayerWe
must also minimize vulnerability to climate changgacts and prevent adaptation costs from skyraudxéty
implementing a provincial coastal policy.

Grader: Ecology Action Centre (902.442.0199)
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Prince Edward Island

In August 2001, the six New England Governors aveléastern Canadian Premiers committed the reégian
Climate Change Action Plan with the eventual gdakducing the region’s emissions of greenhousegag 75-
85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreement, PEI's somis have continued to increase and are not ok toameet
the global warming goals. This scorecard graddoRHEs progress towards achieving eight of thetién Item”
categories agreed to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory A
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy C-
3. Promote Public Awareness C
4. Government Leads by Example C+
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector A
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation C-
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change B
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector C-
Overall Grade B-

Progress Made
As of 2007, PEI has met its Renewable Portfolim&sad (RPS) for electricity, three years aheactbédule. The
15% RPS for electricity has been fulfilled usingeanbination of privately- and publicly-owned wingstallations.

The Department of Environment, Energy and Forestigaged the Vermont Energy Investment Corporation t
conduct an energy efficiency potential study armbmemend cost-effective, all-fuel energy efficieqprpgrams. In
July 2007 the provincial government announced shabdishment of an Office of Energy Efficiency (OHE&r PEI.
Operational procedures, programs and a funding amesin for the OEE, a division of the Department of
Environment, Energy and Forestry, have yet to mmanced.

At the 2007 Conference of New England Governorskastern Canadian Premiers (NEG-ECP) all parties
unanimously passed Resolution 31-1, which incotesrkey recommendations developed at the Mini$teoium
on Energy and the Environment. Furthermore, a@@ Council of the Federation meeting, PEI, alaitg 11
additional provinces and territories, agreed tgpadalifornia Vehicle Emission Standards.

Improvements Needed

PEI has not yet released a climate change actéom pAs one of the regions most vulnerable to tiygeicts of
climate change, PEI requires a comprehensive giratéh concrete actions to reduce greenhouse@HS|
emissions by at least 10% below 1990 by 2020. &by, PEI's GHG emissions are approximately 10%vab
1990 levels.

To promote energy efficiency, the province showhmit to investing in all energy efficiency imprawents that
can be cost-effectively achieved, for all fuel typeSince there is no provincial building or enetgge on PEI, the
province should adopt, Island-wide, a minimum epetgndard for new buildings as well as establisiy@ams to
retrofit the existing building stock.

PEI lacks a comprehensive policy on land-use ptamto control for sprawl, to mitigate and adapth® impacts of
climate change, and to promote smart growth. Appate land-use planning can also mitigate the tega
environmental impacts from the agricultural sectdre province should invest additional resourcés éfternatives
to passenger vehicle transportation.

Grader: Environmental Coalition of Prince Edward Islaf@92.566.4696)
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Climate Change Scorecard — 2007
Québec

In August 2001, the six New England Governors avel éastern Canadian Premiers committed the regian
Climate Change Action Plan with the eventual gdakducing the region’s emissions of greenhousegay
75-85%. Since the voluntary 2001 agreement, Queb&wissions have continued to increase and aremot
track to meet the global warming goals. This scang grades Quebec on its progress towards achieigt
of the “Action Item” categories agreed to in 2001.

1. Establish a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Inventory A
2. Establish and Release a Plan for Reducing GHG Emissions and Conserving Energy A
3. Promote Public Awareness C-
4. Government Leads by Example C+
5. Reduce GHG from the Electricity Sector A
6. Reduce Total Energy Demand Through Conservation B+
7. Reduce / Adapt to Impacts of Climate Change B
8. Reduce GHG from the Transportation Sector C+
Overall Grade B+

Progress Made

It has been a year since the release of the QuUeH&reduction plan. Published in 2006, the Plar®§2R012)
aims to reduce Québec’s emission to 1,5% below 1898ls by 2012. In 2007, the federal government
announced 358M$ to finance additional measures )(4ihdit, if implemented correctly, will allow Québéx
reduce its emissions by 6% below 1990 levels by220he Plan announced last year included a newonarb
tax (200M$ per year, 1,2G$ over the duration of pfen) that will come into effect by October 20Qfie
adoption of the California standards for car emoissj the improvement of the existing building coaled the
capture of methane from landfills. This plan is glea with an energy strategy (2006) and a pubbodit
policy (2006) that also call for new energy effruty and renewable objectives and new public investnto
increase public transit. In June 2007, the Quéle@ranment minister proceeded at the first yeargpess
report on the implementation of the Plan. While,ngnalelays in the implementation of the plan were
underlined by the minister’'s report, she annountted the implementation will be closely monitoreada
annual report progress will be made. The ministas @&lso very receptive to hear about new measarbs t
adding to the plan.

Improvements Needed

A year after the announcement of the action plary iew measures have been implemented. The well-
received plan in 2006 is now facing a crucial tegdrds have to be translated into actions. Whilelige
decided to move forward with its carbon tax, theegament did it with more than 6 months behind dcife
The good news is that by October this year, theenpdmom the carbon tax will fill the Green Foundath
finances the rest of the measures included in the. On the other hand, while Québec has a goad fpla
reduce its emissions, it still invests enormouslyhie development of new roads, bridge and highwaysban
areas and does not have a systematic approachrawlsieduction initiatives. Moreover, Québec has to
implement rapidly all of the measures announcadtsiplan. It also has to package additional measiwrerder

to meet the 4Mt reduction that allows the provitwelosely respect Kyoto. The government of Quabedso
developing its proper GHG inventory but the lastedafrom 2003, there is a need to produce new agddat
inventories. Finally, the province has to work gvelop a post-2012 plan and quickly cap its headystries
and create a carbon market with other Canadiarinmes.

Grader: Equiterre, (418.522.0006, poste 2261)
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Methodology

Individual state and provincial governments havenbgraded against the commitments made in the New
England Governors / Eastern Canadian Premiers (HEB) Climate Change Action Plan of 2001 (to
view the complete NEG/ECP Plan, please visithttp://www.negc.org/documents/NEG-
ECP%20CCAP.PDRhat in June was recommitted to by all curremhidstrations. There are two overall
grading categories, one measuring how well theestahd provinces are implementing the recommended
policies in the Plan (“policy grades”) and one measy whether they are on track to meet the 2010
emissions reduction target (“pollution reductionadgs”). The NEG/ECP Plan provided us with a
framework for analysis that could be relatively exttjve and applicable to each state and provindben
region.

For the policy grades, governments were evaluatgginat a “best case scenario” of where the
governments should reasonably be at this poinbénrégional Plan’s implementation — keeping in mind
both what is reasonable to expect and the efftuds will be necessary to turn the tide of rising @H
emissions and meet the emissions reduction targets.

Each state and province was given a grade in eiiffierent sections, which coincide with the firsglet
“Action Items’ from the NEG/ECP climate plan. To achieve an “grade for a particular section, states
and provinces would not necessarily need to halhg foet the section goal enunciated in the regional
Plan, but simply to have done the best that isoresly achievable at this juncture. To arrive atgbction
grades for théction Items, a series of “sub-questions” was developed, b&agely upon specific steps
that were recommended in the NEG/ECP Plan as @tesliould be taken to achieve the goals of thet eigh
Action Items. A number score from 0 to 4 was then assigned ¢th e& these “sub-questions,” with the
scores then used to determine the grade for thibse

The eight section grades were then averaged teeaati the overall state or provincial grade. (Note:
grades were given for state and provincial progtessrdsAction Item 9: The Creation of a Regional
Emissions Registry, as it was deemed too difficult to gauge individstate and provincial contribution to
this cooperative goal.) Eadktion Item from the NEG/ECP Plan was given equal weight @ ghading
process.

To obtain the information necessary to accuratetyeseach section for the policy grades, the gr@unos
individuals who conducted the scoring worked witlvaaiety of entities in their respective states and
provinces. Although this work varied between th#edent jurisdictions, most of the grading was done
with the help of executive branch staff, state arnavincial environmental regulators, agency stedif

the various energy, transportation, developmenteamdronmental agencies and other key individuals a
appropriate. Every effort was made to gather thstnttworough and current information regarding state
and provincial efforts to reduce greenhouse gassars.

For the pollution reduction grades, the graderduatad whether the states and provinces were ok toa
hit the 2010 pollution reduction target. Gradersdughe most current emissions inventories to dstabl
trends. The Canadian federal government curreniljlighes a comprehensive GHG inventory for the
provinces through 2005. For the U.S. states thera B-4 year lag for having their GHG inventories
updated because of delays in receiving certainrédpvernment energy data. To determine trends fo
the New England states, graders used EIA data ft@mEPA. It is only a rough estimate for actual
emissions and does not include emissions fronmoalices.
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To obtain more detailed information on how the grgdvas conducted for a specific state or province,
please contact the “graders” listed on the bottbthat state or provincial summary page, or contact

United States: Katy Krottinger, Clean Water Fun&sShachusetts, 617-338-8131, x211
Canada: David Coon, Conservation Council of NewBwick, 506-458-8747

The following are examples of the criteria we usetb grade the states and provinces:

1. Establishment of a Greenhouse Gas Emissiomntaxky
Is there an inventory going back to 1990 for atitees? Is it updated every three years?

2. Establishment of a plan for reducing GHG emissiand conserving energy
Is there a comprehensive climate plan? Was it edeatith public input which has clear targets and
timetables? Is it comprehensive? Is there a eegubgress review and is the plan updated acagigdin

3. Promotion of Public Awareness

Are there programs to promote dialogue on climdtange among groups like conservationists, land
managers, energy users, businesses, non-proétgetieral public, students, etc.?

Is the effectiveness of this outreach measured?

4. Government Leads by Example

Is there a comprehensive public sector energy temuprogram with goals and a baseline?

Is there a policy to encourage purchase of fuatiefit vehicles?

Are government staff, including facilities managersunicipal officials, university and other emplege
educated and trained on how to reduce greenhogsengiasions within departments?

Does the state invest in efficiency upgrades ifgaak is less than 10 yrs?

Is there a good policy that addresses province/statstruction and sustainable building design?

Are there requirements for the use of “environmiénfaeferable” products?

5. Reduce Greenhouse Gases in the electricitgrsect

Is there a Renewable Portfolio Standard or sinpifagram that mandates increased renewable energy?
Are there additional prov/state programs to pronme® renewable energy, cogeneration, and distabute
generation and are the programs working?

Has the province or state joined regional/nati@fiarts to reduce carbon intensity of power plaush as
the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative?

6. Reduce total energy demand through conservation

Are there efficiency programs in place to addrdsmajor types of fuel and do they address all sexct
residential, commercial, industrial? Are they sebuand appropriately funded?

Doest the government promote EnergyStar or EnegSuidgrams?

Is there a program promoting green buildings acatissectors?

Are there stringent commercial and residential gyefficient building codes and are they enforced?

7. Reduce and/or Adapt to Negative Social, Econ@nd Environmental Impacts of Climate Change
Does the prov/state fund research on impacts aampktaiion?

Does the prov/state identify areas susceptiblatastrophic events and document changes?

Are the emergency management agencies involved?

8. Decrease greenhouse gas emissions from theptdation sector
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Has the prov/state adopted the California cleas s@andard or an equivalent?

Is there a program to create financial incentiveause/purchase of low-emitting vehicles or equné?
Is mass transit ridership stable at a high levdlfanded appropriately?

Is the GHG impact for new public transportationjpets calculated and used for planning?

Has there been investment in ports and rail systeraacourage non-car/truck use?

Is there a prov/state strategy for reducing sprawl!?

Prov/state works actively and effectively with r@ggal/local planning entities to promote smart gtoRvt
Do zoning laws encourage compact, mixed-use dexedop?
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