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Source: World Bank, IEA, E3G calculations. [p) provisional results. *France 3GW 2015 data for Japan, Italy & Canada not yet available
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Coal scorecard comparison

G7 coal phase out progress

KN Poor performer Risk of new coal Plant retirements International impact
PSS i pravanant Market Government Market  Government Private Government
Clear progress drivers policy drivers policy sector actions  finance
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Source: Endcoal Global Coal Plant Tracker, Kiko Network, E3G analysis, Sierra Club. Canada profile includes closure of one plant in 2005 as 7

part of Ontario coal phase out plan. *Includes confirmec retirements up to 2020
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67 Coal Dynamics 2010-16 and beyond* May 2016
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L e Planned -1653w

Cancelled reﬁremem
= Retired
= Closurerannounced - - o s N - 75
= Policy commitments
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -100

Source: EndCoal Global Coal Plant Tracker, Kiko Network Japan Coal Map, Sierra Club, E3G analysis. Canada profile includes closure of one
plantin 2005 as part of Ontario coal phase out plan. *Includes coal plants with firm closure dates already announced plus closures due to 9
result from government policy commitments.
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Coal scorecard comparison

G7 coal phase out progress

N Poor performer Risk of new coal
Needs improvement Market  Government
Clear progress drivers policy
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Coal scorecard comparison

G7 coal phase out progress

I3 Poor performer
=2 Needs improvement

Clear progress

E+N Ccanada

BB France

Germany

Bl italy

[@] Japan
UK

E= USA

May 2016

R ol @
Risk of new coal Plant retirements International impact
Market Government Market = Government Private Government
drivers policy drivers policy sector actions  finance
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Source: E3G assessment
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67 ranking: coal phase out

six scores, weighted across three progress indicators.

1St

USA 5 1

2nd [l France 2 0

3rd

4th  [*J canada 25 2
5th ) naly 0 9
6th == Germany 0 A

CT L] Japan 0 5

October 2015

Countries ranked good to bad by action to phase out coal power

An aggregate ranking of G7 country performance towards phase out of coal power. Each country shows

Clear Poor
progress performer  [YNIIIN summary

Policy efforts capitalising
on market dynamics.
Strong international leadership

Political direction impacting
internationally. Needs to
complete domestic phase out

Ageing power plants are ripe for
retirement. Political interest but
policy incoherence

Ontario has shown the way. Alberta
set to follow. Federal efforts can
be accelerated

Enel moving but must prioritise
coal phase out. Government needs
to get a grip

Climate leadership undermined by
coal lobby influence on policy and
international finance

Worst performer in every
category. Must turn off the tap
of new coal plants

Assessment scoring based on qualitative analysis by E3G. See ‘coal scorecard comparison’ chart for greater detail on specific scoring.
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May 2016

67 ranking: coal phase out

Countries ranked good to bad by action to phase out coal power

An aggregate ranking of G7 country performance towards phase out of coal power. Each country shows
six scores, weighted across three progress indicators. Change compared to October 2015.

Change Clear Poor
progress performer Performance summary

st
1 = 5 1 Over 100 GW of retirements.

USA

=2nd

France 2 0 Strong international leadership
prior to Paris.

UK 2025 coal phase out commit-
UK o 3 1 ment made, now policy delivery
required. Ageing plants retiring.

=2nd

Alberta 2030 phase out commit-
Canada 0 2.5 1 ment a major step forward. Needs
- to be matched at federal level.

4th

Political rhetoric must result in
Italy - 0 2 firm commitments and a phase
out plan.

5th

Starting to consider phase out
Germany o 0 3 timeframes. Initial retirements
planned but insufficient.

6th

_ Needs to address new coal plant
Sapan 0 5 risk, both at home and abroad.

7th

o B QJE ® |2 [

14

Assessment scoring based on qualitative analysis by E3G. See "coal scorecard comparison’ chart for greater detail on specific scoring.
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" | Ranking: 4th in G7 May 2016

v T@’@E&BEE‘J?&E&%JL No change since October 2015
Current coal use Risk of new coal power plants
Electricity %) Market drivers Government policy
from coal
in 2014 . ..

y Retirement of existing coal power plants

\‘ Market drivers Government policy
=

20%
International impact

Private sector actions Government finance
77777777777777777777777777 9 Poor performer = Needs improvement

*2015 data not yet available
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Current coal use

Electricity
generated

from coal
in 2015

Trend since 2009
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Ranking: joint 2nd in G7
No change since October 2015

May 2016

Risk of new coal power plants
Market drivers Government policy

v Clear progress = Needs improvement

Retirement of existing coal power plants

Market drivers Government policy

= Needs improvement = Needs improvement

International impact

Private sector actions Government finance

= Needs improvement v Clear progress
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. » Ranking: 6th in G7 May 2016
FA DR RREEL No change since October 2015
Current coal use Risk of new coal power plants
Electricity Q&) Market drivers Government policy
from coal
in 2015

Retirement of existing coal power plants
D . Market drivers Government policy

Trend since 2009 = Neds improvement
—_— N\ International impact

40 ™ .
8 Private sector actions Government finance

09 ' 15
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Ranking: 5th in G7 May 2016

I] 1327 OBRENGRREL | No change since October 2015

Current coal use

Electricity
generated

from coal
in 2014*

Trend since 2009

09 - 14

*2015 data not yet available

Risk of new coal power plants

Market drivers Government policy

= Needs improvement = Needs improvement

Retirement of existing coal power plants

=&

/)

i

| Market drivers Government policy
CEED

= Needs improvement # Poor performer

International impact

\ - - -
Private sector actions Government finance
= Needs improvement % Poor performer
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Current coal use

Electricity
generated
from coal
in 2014

Trend since 2009

40%

*2015 data not yet available

Ranking: 7th in G7 May 2016

® H ZIKGDE%EE‘J?EEFJ%%JJ: ‘ No change since October 2015

Risk of new coal power plants

Market drivers Government policy

Retirement of existing coal power plants

Market drivers Government policy

X Poor performer 4 Poor performer

International impact

Private sector actions Government finance

4 Poor performer 4 Poor performer

E3G 21




E e

E3G

Ranking: joint 2nd in G7 |
D L ~— May 2016
HE OB 75 A R BELL Up one place since October 2015
Current coal use Risk of new coal power plants
Electricity :‘c-)o Market drivers Government policy
|
rom coa
in 2015 _ o
y Retirement of existing coal power plants
l] ' Market drivers Government policy
&

Trend since 2009 -

International impact

\ - - -
Private sector actions Government finance
* Poor performer = Needs improvement
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- " Ranking: 1st in G7 May 2016
KE DRI ERREBEL No change since October 2015
Current coal use Risk of new coal power plants
Electricity t& Market drivers Government policy
from coal
in 2015 _ o
y Retirement of existing coal power plants
// \ . .
I Market drivers Government policy

Trend since 2009 E Nl v Clear progress ¢  Clear progress

50%

International impact
‘ Private sector actions Government finance
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