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march 10 2009
dallas tx



green rating motivators

A evaluate alternatives
i efficiency and effectiveness
I minimization of liability
I customer satisfaction
A benchmarking/continual process improvement

A third-party reporting requirements

I funding
I regulatory
I voluntary
A marketing/communicating organizational story
I political competition 88

I anticipate/prevent negative publicity
A Shared global goals
A Others



A Air Quality
d Climate Change
d Green Fleets
d Energy

A Community Gardens

A Green Buildings
d Green/cool roofs
d Efficiency
0 Water Quality
A Recycling
0 Composting
0 E-Waste

green rating topics

A Resource Use
d Plastic Bags
0 Plastic Bottles
o0 Landfill Space
0 Brownfield Reclamation

A Transportation
d Mass Transit
o TOD

A Water Quality
d Conservation
8 Stormwater Mitigation (2

A Others




green rating types

A voluntary membership (comprehensive)
d ICLE}Local Governments for Sustainability (STAR communities)

A voluntary membership (issue specific)
d U.S. Green Building Council (LEED)

A third party survey/evaluation
d SustainLane
d National Geographic
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founding partners

A collaboration among: 0@

o ICLEI B Q
d U.S. Green Building Council ﬁ

d Center for American Progress STAR

COMMUNITY INDEX

A inspired by the success of LEED

A ICLEI administers program




SPONSOI'S

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



overview

A improve sustainability and livability of
U.S. communities

A chart clear path for meaningful actions

A standard to measure/validate achievements
and recognize opportunities to improve



existing local frameworks
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definition

A provide all citizens with equal and high quality
opportunities to live, learn, work and play

A protect and restore the environment, and
celebrate the services that nature provides

A healthy, safe, affordable and inclusive

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

--Brundtland Commission




scope

A goals, policies and practices
d operations
d services
d areas of influence

A flexibility to address differences
d size and capacity
0 local or regional priorities




audience

A elected officials/local
government staff

A strategic planning tool to improve
decision-making

A enhance accountability to citizens

A local jurisdictions will apply to
become a STAR Community




rating system

A national voluntary, consensus-based
rating system

A standard goals and performance
measures

A benchmark performance

A validate achievement and recognize
progress over time

A allows for comparison




criteria

A leadership

A ensure scientific validity and
technical rigor

A cost effective to implement and
validate performance dbased on
triple bottom line

A balance cost and rigor




criteria

A flexible: accommodate existing
municipal programs

A inclusive: encourage participation
from small and large communities

A addresses regional conditions
A weight importance of issue

A educate and facilitate information
sharing




