Local governments’ post-Kyoto commitments
Introduction and conclusion by the chairperson of the meeting, Dr. Karl-Ludwig Schibel, member of the Board, Climate Alliance

· Introduction
· Democratic governments are elected by their citizens, they act on the basis of their platforms and respond to the political will of the people. Business enterprises are market driven and respond in their decisions and priorities to investment opportunities. Local governments derive their power from the votes of their citizens. They differ from national governments in that they are acting in a circumscribed, relatively homogenous territory in direct contact with their electorate. 

Governing a municipality has been compared to managing a business. But there is a crucial difference: city governments must enact economically viable solutions that find the consensus of the citizens. They have to achieve this consensus in matters that pertain directly to the lives of their citizens: 

· urban planning and zoning, 

· sustainable mobility and air quality, 

· an integrated waste management with acceptable tariffs, that minimizes the impacts on underground water, the air and the natural environment, 
· energy, 

· water, 

· risk prevention and management 

– all of these are fields of activities where local governments are acting under the watch of their citizens and with their expectation of doing so for the common good.

In the field of activity that interests us – climate protection and climate risk reduction – cities and towns have a distinct and specific role to play. It is in there, in the cities and towns, where people drive cars and use energy for lighting, heating and air conditioning. And it is there, where more than half of mankind lives – and as you know the percentage is growing rapidly - that a substantial part of the reduction of GHG emissions has to occur. So, together with national governments, international bodies and private enterprises it is the city administrations that must create the climate friendly urban centers of tomorrow.

How towns and cities must change in order to lower their GHG emissions has been the concern of the Climate Alliance and of others for the last fifteen years and I think we can say that today we have a rich body of knowledge, we have sophisticated instruments and efficient methodologies and we are working intensively on reliable methods of measuring, monitoring and evaluating our progress.

Conclusion

We heard in the preceeding presentations how cities encourage and promote the construction of low energy buildings and the retrofitting of existing ones, how they plan for mixed quarters, the use of renewable energy and the application of the parameters of bio-architecture, in order to further changes in life styles and behavior towards sustainable mobility, energy saving, and waste reduction. Many administrations have achieved impressive results starting on their own door step, i.e. reducing City corporate GHG emissions, and we will be talking about that as well. Our concluding topic and an important subject of debate was what lessons can be drawn from the urban forerunners in climate protection for the post-Kyoto process. How can the experience of Munich in Germany, to take a concrete example, that is on a path to cut CO2 emissions on their territory by 50% until 2025, bear on the debate on the paradigms and perspectives of a post-Kyoto regime?
The examples of Cologne, Heidelberg, and Sacramento seem to me to give some clear indication of what should be and to some extent already is the role of local and regional governments in offering guidance on the post-Kyoto regime. To say it in one sentence: cities and towns provide an extensive and immensely valuable laboratory for experimentation with policies and measures designed to foster mitigation and adaptation - for climate risk reduction in the largest sense.

They have taken and are taking decisive commitments that live up to the challenge of climate change and they are trying to follow through on these commitments with an impressive variety of strategies and actions. Nation states and international bodies by their very nature have to move much more slowly, they are less flexible, and the solutions they adopt are, by the very nature of the democratic process, compromises. What is more, the solutions that are being adopted in national and international politics very frequently have been developed, applied, tested, and brought to maturity in a local or regional context. We heard, for example, a few days ago at this conference the environmental commissioner of Southern Tyrol present the ClimateHouse. For the last six years the City and the Province of Bolzano haven been developing this method and procedure of energy certification of buildings. They have elaborated a method for obtaining reliable results, they worked on simplifying these methods to make them easily applicable and they put a lot of effort into communicating about the ClimateHouse and its advantages to property owners and other stakeholders.
The ClimateHouse today is firmly established in Southern Tyrol, other members of the Climate Alliance like the Region of Lombardia, as well as the regions of Veneto and Tuscany currently are adopting this method and are adapting it to their needs. I am convinced that in the next legislature the federal government will adopt a somewhat milder version of ClimateHouse and turn it into national Italian legislation.

There are many examples of this kind: the small town of Weiz in Austria that is on its way to become 100% carbon free, Zurich and its sustainable mobility policy, Barcelona and the requirement to install solar thermal collectors in new buildings, the collaboration of the cities of Dresden, Stuttgart, Venice and the Province of Ferrara in defining common grounds for their adaptation and mitigation policies – all of this provides a rich fund of experiences and data on how to effectively and democratically reduce the climate risk.

Is that enough? Of course not. It does not suffice to have experiences and data; they have to find their way into the debate on post-Kyoto commitments. This we consider our function as city networks – Climate Alliance, ICLEI (which at this moment is getting under way with its Municipal Leaders Summit on Climate Change), Energie Cités and others - to keep the attention on the very real problems climate change is creating today in and for our cities and the solutions that have to be adopted there. If we want to maintain and improve the livability of our cities and towns in the North and in the South the urban centers of the rich countries, Rome, Vienna, and Berlin, Heidelberg, Cologne, and Montreal, Los Angeles, Seattle and New York must take the lead in reducing GHG emissions.

If our discussion today made a small contribution toward moving the experiences and practices of towns and cities into the post-Kyoto discourse of the international climate change community I will be more than satisfied.
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