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Climate Change Performance Index 2015
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Key data for all countries covered by the CCPI

Country CCPI Rank* Share of Share of World Share of Global Share of Global Primary
2015 | 2014 Global GDP Population CO; Emissions™® Energy Supply
Chinese Taipei 54 53 0.97% 0.33% 0.76% 0.78%
Korea 55 55 1.69% 0.71% 1.75% 1.97%
CCPI 2015 » Overall Results « World Map e Tha"
index
2015




Energy Structure in Taiwan
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Institution Environmental Crisis and Movement
1998 National Energy Conference 1986  Anti-Dupont Movement
2001 National Council for sustainable late Anti-nuclear movement - 9
development 1980s )X f O kS
; Noomm‘c FuiIushinm
2005 The 274 National Energy Conference 1995  Anti-Binnan Industrial Park ;I— ‘g E‘ﬁ—F E] -5
\ —{BTa B
2006 National Sustainable Economy Conference 1998  Anti-Bayer Chemical Plant
movement
2009 The 3% National Energy Conference 2008  Taichung High-tech Park Pollution
2009 Green Economy and New Energy Industry 2010  Anti- Kuokuang
Flagship Plan Petrochemical Plant movement
2010 Low Carbon Economy and Society Plan 2012  Taichung High-tech Park and water
Cr1S1S

2012 Development Guideline for Energy Policy

2012 National Climate Change and Adaptation




Locations and
Types of
Power Plants
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GHG Emission
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Energy Governance at the
Central Government Level

» Three decades of anti-nuclear movement represents ideological struggles
without concrete progress for renewable energy

» Industrial transition: moving out to China replacing upgrading and innovation

» Energy democracy, decentralization or green empowerment issue
hardly concerned



Taipei as a Compact City

» (1)High density, small blocks, mixed land-use,
» (2)Barrier free and friendly design for pedestrians and bikes,

» (3)Open spaces links to various type of activities

» Other strength:
» Recycling policies,

» Protection of trees, monuments and historical buildings




2012: Climate Change Adaptive Plan by the
Council for Economic Planning and
Development + Taipei city

>
>
>

Approach: strategic planning, rolling wave planning, and bottom-up approach
Goal:

(1) to establish the climate change adaptation planning framework and
platform;

(2) to analyzes the trends and the impact of climate change;

(3) to clarify the impact of climate change in key sector with the concept of
vulnerability;

(4) analysis the impact of climate change vulnerability;
(5) analysis of the key issues;

(6) review both policy and related programs; (7) proposal of climate change
adaptation strategy and action plan.




Challenges for Energy Plan of Taipei

» Prone to flooding and landslide caused by
frequent rainstorms

» Rising demand; stability of supply and diversity of
sources

» Energy plan should be incorporated into urban
planning development review and urban renewal
review.
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Learning From Seoul

FERVRTIA - 21
Establish and operate an 10
energy foundation
B R R ARE

Create citizen lifestyle with 09
energy-saving actions

IR HEAERBETL SR

Create 40,000 green 08
jobs in energy sector

01 Make Seoul a aty ot sunugnt where
the entire city is a PV plant (320 MW)

R E A
nz Enshl L= I.TII'EIH]‘ L=l ]

sufficiency of core facilities
by fuel cells (230 MW}

"One Less Nuclear Power Plant

10 key action plans

U2 Improve energy
efficiency of buildings
{houses, commercial
buildings, schools, etc.)

04 Realize a Smart Lighting
City by LED (dissemination
of 8 million LED units)

HEEN R

Secure 150,000 memberships 07 é-é
for car-sharing scheme

Reinforce design standards for 06
new buildings by introducing

4:/\ ?ﬁ@kl‘_ 1@5;’&_ nd other measures
2 IR 2

05 Launch 2030 City Master Plan’

with a view to energy-efficient
urban structure
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Reduce Nuclear Power Consumption Plan
Taipei 2016

New Energy 0.28%

Energy Saving 11.17%
o
Building Energy Efficiency 2.98% L 8 . 61 /0

Green Transportation 4.199%



Green Transport
in Taipei City:
Mass Transit System
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MRT Taipei

» 500 meter walk distance to MRT station
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NGOSs: multi-mobilization roadmap +
social robustness
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Taiwan Environmental Protection Union
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1
Citizen solar power plant
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Energy Empowerment
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Energy Governance in Taipei city

» Weak linkage between vision plan, action plans and policy

» Little cross-bureau collaboration within the government

» Not challenging developmentalist urbanization based on high energy
consumption




