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Conditions for Policy Development

The 11th Five-Year Plan S F
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* A growth rate of 9.5% 9.5%G DP 1 K- I 55 17t

* 8.5% GDP growth for policy
development

* 9.5% GDP growth for policy
development
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Strategies to Meet the 20% EI Target:
Scenarios for 9.5% GDP growth

Vehicle fuel tax

Increase export costs for high energy-
consuming products, reducing tax
reimbursements, or levying taxes.

Set advanced energy consumption levels for
new production.

Increase investment in garbage and waste
water treatment and rail transport in cities
with sustainable development; step up
technological R&D .

Green buildings: 50% energy efficiency
improvement in 60% of new buildings
Household sector: energy-saving electrical
appliances (energy efficiency standards);
solar water heaters.

Transportation sector: public transportation
and non-motor vehicle transportation,
energy-efficient cars.
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Strategies for 20 % EI Target:
Increasing Export Costs for High Energy-Consuming Products
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e Aluminum: Reduction from 12.5 million tons
to 9 million tons
e Lead and zinc: Reduction from 5.6 million
tons to 4 million tons
e Calcium carbide: Reduction from 12.7
million tons to 8 million tons
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Strategies to Meet the 20% EI Target:
Scenarios for a 9.5% GDP Growth Rate—Fuel Tax
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Tax Rate Proposal 2
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The Impact of Energy Taxes on GDP
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Sub-Sector Energy Savings
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Primary Energy Demands, Policy Scenarios for a 9.5% GDP Growth Rate
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Energy Intensity, Policy Scenarios for a 9.5% GDP Growth Rate
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Energy Intensity, Policy Scenarios for a 8.5% GDP Growth Rate
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Sub-Sector Contributions to the 20% Target, Policy Scenarios for a 9.5% GDP Growth Rate
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Positive Effects of Energy Intensity Reduction on Policy Implementation under Various Scenarios
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Policy Recommendations

Fiscal Policies:

» Adopt the fuel tax and publicize the agenda
for adoption of energy taxes ASAP.

* Publicize the timetable for measures
supporting the reduction of tax
reimbursement.

Investment Policies:
» Step up investment in environment-friendly

facilities, including urban garbage and IR X
waste-water treatment. These facilities could NI JE

profit by increasing charges, allowing YAIREIAIE
KL ﬁﬂ)Lﬂ B

absorption of non-government investment.
« Step up investment in the public transit
system, especially rail.

* Increase national investment in
technological development. Use bonds and
other channels to further pool non-
governmental capital.

Policy Recommendations (continued)

« Step up efforts to meet EE goals.

« Significantly raise EE standards for existing

technologies, using the granting of market access Y ,\JJF[JU

as a mechanism.

e Implement building codes for EE. e J

Policies for new and renewable energy:
« Develop new and renewable technologies

» Use of solar water heaters and disseminate the
strategies used by Qinghuangdao. A g

Environmental policies:
« Strengthen environmental policies to impact
industry and energy development.

 Encourage eastern provinces to step up i
industrial restructuring and investment in restoring

the environment. A )];I,vv N2z
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Policy Recommendations (continued) ﬁﬁﬁiﬂw(("f)

Transportation Policies: ZAFBE
) Achleve energy savings l:_)y _clfevelopmg - KAOREBEAATHE, BwHEIFANNRE,
public transportation and limiting private cars. . e i

A AT AAT AT

* Build a transit system suitable for walking
and cycling instead of one that is car

dependent. KRB ) AT2: Bl (AT %%

SENE Y Wl
* Encourage the use of electric bicycles,
including the use of bicycle-only lanes during /M GEFRT -
rush hour (e.g. Zuoanmen).
Household Energy Consumption: - fIKEEFEH . B,
* Encourage purchase of EE appliances.

- JESRAE AT RE LA
N

 Encourage low energy consumption in
food, beverage, local products, etc.




