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green rating motivators

Åevaluate alternatives

ïefficiency and effectiveness

ïminimization of liability

ïcustomer satisfaction

Åbenchmarking/continual process improvement 

Åthird-party reporting requirements

ïfunding

ïregulatory

ïvoluntary

Åmarketing/communicating organizational story

ïpolitical competition to be the ñgreenest cityò

ïanticipate/prevent negative publicity

ÅShared global goals

ÅOthers



ÅAir Quality

ðClimate Change

ðGreen Fleets

ðEnergy

ÅCommunity Gardens

ÅGreen Buildings

ðGreen/cool roofs

ðEfficiency

ðWater Quality

ÅRecycling

ðComposting

ðE-Waste

ÅResource Use

ðPlastic Bags

ðPlastic Bottles

ðLandfill Space

ðBrownfield Reclamation

ÅTransportation

ðMass Transit

ðTOD

ÅWater Quality

ðConservation

ðStormwater Mitigation

ÅOthers

green rating topics



Åvoluntary membership (comprehensive)

ðICLEI-Local Governments for Sustainability (STAR communities)

Åvoluntary membership (issue specific)

ðU.S. Green Building Council (LEED)

Åthird party survey/evaluation 

ðSustainLane

ðNational Geographic

green rating types



charting a clear path for sustainability & 

livable communities for all



Åcollaboration among:

ðICLEI

ðU.S. Green Building Council

ðCenter for American Progress

Åinspired by the success of LEED

ÅICLEI administers program

founding partners



gold $  75,000

US Green Building 

Council

Johnson Foundation

silver $  50,000 

City of Seattle

bronze $  25,000

American Institute of Architects 

City of Chicago

City of Dallas

City of Portland

National League of Cities

U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency

Westchester County

sponsors



Åchart clear path for meaningful actions

Åstandard to measure/validate achievements 

and recognize opportunities to improve

overview

Åimprove sustainability and livability of 

U.S. communities



Themes

existing local frameworks

no common set of definitions

difficult to compare with others 

reduced opportunity to leverage 

change and share lessons learned



meet the needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of future 
generations to meet their own needs 

--Brundtland Commission

Åprovide all citizens with equal and high quality 

opportunities to live, learn, work and play

Åprotect and restore the environment, and 

celebrate the services that nature provides

Åhealthy, safe, affordable and inclusive

definition



Åflexibility to address differences

ðsize and capacity

ðlocal or regional priorities

scope

Ågoals, policies and practices

ðoperations 

ðservices

ðareas of influence



Åstrategic planning tool to improve 

decision-making

Åenhance accountability to citizens

Ålocal jurisdictions will apply to 

become a STAR Community

audience

Åelected officials/local 

government staff



Åbenchmark performance

Åvalidate achievement and recognize 

progress over time

Åallows for comparison

rating system

Ånational voluntary, consensus-based 

rating system

Åstandard goals and performance 

measures



Åcost effective to implement and 

validate performance ðbased on 

triple bottom line

Åbalance cost and rigor

criteria

Åleadership 

Åensure scientific validity and 

technical rigor



Åflexible:  accommodate existing 
municipal programs

Åinclusive:  encourage participation 
from small and large communities

criteria

Åaddresses regional conditions

Åweight importance of issue

Åeducate and facilitate information 
sharing 


