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Eröffnungsansprache zum Seminar 
“What Price Energy Transformation”

von Ecologic Institute und GMF

am 28. Februar 2008, 11:00 Uhr
Dänische Botschaft, Rauchstrasse 1, 10787 Berlin.

What Price Energy Transformation? A Three-Part Strategy Seminar on Transatlantic Dimensions of Energy, Environment and Security.

Until a few years ago the discussion about energy was mainly a domestic policy issue for governments around the world and was focussed on national energy supplies and since the first oil crisis in the seventies – also in Germany – a debate on energy security. In view of the drastic increase of CO2 emissions, partly due to swiftly growing industries and economies in booming countries such as China, India, and Brazil, energy has increasingly become a synonym for climate change and thus a matter of international concern. Consequently, the importance of carbon-reduced and renewable, climate-friendly energy sources has grown significantly and become a leading subject of international political debate and a strong concern for citizens in Europe and increasingly also for citizens on the other side of the Atlantic.

The issues evolving around climate change and energy security have now also become one of the main topics in the transatlantic dialogue between governments. The subject, however, has so far received a different approach from each partner. Germany, and likewise Denmark, have focussed more strongly on questions evolving around the impact of energy on the environment and have argued in favour of mandatory emission cuts. In contrast, the debate in the United States is primarily focussed on aspects of energy security and the wish to become more independent from supplier countries perceived to be problematic. The White House and Congress have in the past both insisted that international regimes to reduce emissions must be economically viable and include major developing countries. Some interviews by US-officials in the last days have indicated that US-policies might become more flexible in this respect. I hope that my optimism with regard to a future US-policy against climate change will become true.
Yet, despite these conceptual differences, there are a large number of practical issues, where 
the transatlantic partners can cooperate. For instance, together we can shape the framework and market conditions for a future transatlantic emission trade. We can try to establish common standards in areas like energy efficiency and bio fuels, and we can further open up our markets for each other to create opportunities for companies to provide new ecologic technology to consumers. US companies have formed a “Climate Action Partnership”, which could closely work with German business initiatives. Likewise US Federal States and Länder as well as cities should expand their cooperation across the Atlantic. Partnerships between Bavaria and California, Rhineland-Palatinate and South Carolina, Berlin and Los Angeles are promising steps in that direction. In spite of the upcoming US-elections we will in a very pragmatic way try to move as many steps forward as possible aside the present US-government and will after the elections continue to intensify our efforts, independently from which candidate will be elected as the next president.
Today’s “Three-Party Strategy Seminar on Transatlantic Dimensions of Energy, Environment and Security” offers a good platform for discussion as it deals with the triad of energy, environment, and security and with opportunities for transatlantic cooperation. The seminar also offers a forum which allows to frame economically acceptable strategies for the reduction of climate-altering emissions. It can therefore help to find a common denominator for the transatlantic partners to build their energy policies upon. I find it especially significant and helpful that this seminar is taking place in the Danish embassy in Berlin. Like Germany, Denmark and the other Nordic countries have taken over a leading position in the international discussions against climate change and have been strongly in favour of renewable energies.
Since many years, Germany has recognized the problem of lacking energy efficiency and the resulting economic and ecological impact at an early stage. It has engaged in relevant international treaties and strongly invested in renewable energies. The German government has introduced a number of initiatives with regard to energy and its environmental and economic impact. As you all know, in the year 2000 it was decided that until 2020 all nuclear reactors should be closed. Another law was passed in the year 2004 which seeks to regulate the utilization of renewable energy. The law is a contribution to the goal of increasing the portion of renewable energy sources in the general electric supply to a minimum of 12,5% by the year 2010 and 20% by the year 2020. Furthermore, the government has set up subsidiary incentives for private households who opt to change their energy sources to renewable ones.
Germany also has a key position in promoting the spread of renewable energy sources in the European Union. The most notable reform initiative by the EU aims at reaching the so-called “20-20-20” goals: 20% emission reduction, a 20% portion of renewable energy sources, and a 20% energy efficiency enhancement by the year 2020. There are even plans to reduce the emissions by 30% under the condition that other important countries such as the Unites States agree to commit to binding reduction goals as well.

So far, the United States have not been willing to bind themselves to carbon reduction initiatives unless countries such as China or India agree to accept emission limits, as well. While the national US government and Congress have been sceptical about binding commitments, a number of states such as California and Florida have openly taken a different stance. Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger, for instance, has stressed the importance of preserving the environment through initiatives such as the involvement in the International Carbon Action Partnership (ICAP), supported by several European Union countries, U.S. States, and Canadian provinces.

Like the other EU member states, Germany has already committed itself to international regimes such as the Kyoto-Protocol and the results worked out at the Bali conference (“Bali roadmap”). A new agenda was created which calls for talks over the next two years with the goal of finding a new accord on how to reduce emissions after the expiration of the Kyoto-Protocol. An agreement was found to set up a United Nations fund to aid poor countries in adapting to the effects of climate alterations, as for example droughts and floods. However, so far no emission reduction targets have been set and no plan evolved as to how both developed and developing countries can jointly find a way to share the weight of reducing emissions. 
This situation makes the transatlantic dialogue on the challenges of climate change, energy security, and energy efficiency ever more necessary. We should strive for common transatlantic solutions for an efficient policy against climate change, common rules (e.g. emission trade), common standards (e.g. for energy efficiency), and a common market for environmental technologies. If Europe and North America do not cooperate on these issues that are so vital for our future, it is unrealistic to expect that we can get China, India, Brazil and other major developing economies on board. Once again, transatlantic cooperation is not the sole, but an absolutely indispensable element of the solution to the problem. Your seminar offers an ideal framework within which possible solutions can be construed and debated, and economic consequences of new energy efficiency measures can be weighed out. On this note, I wish all the participants of the seminar successful and fruitful discussions and I look forward to the results presented in the end.
