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The purpose of this study is to clarify features, effects and problems of the Environmental Agreements
by the case of Long—term Agreementl, Benchmarking covenants and Long-term Agreement2.

LTA1 was concluded between the Dutch government and industrial groups. |ts target was to improve 20%
of the energy efficiency until 2000 from the base year of 1989. LTA1 was evaluated successful because
the target was achieved. However there were some problems, for example, 1) half of industries didn’ t
achieve their targets, 2) Municipalities didn’ t take part in LTA1, 3) Small and medium firms were not
included.

After that, the government concluded two agreements among industrial groups. The one was Benchmarking
Covenants (1999), and the other was LTA2 (2001). The most important feature of Covenants is that the
energy intensive industry pledges to be among the world leaders in terms of energy efficiency by no
later than 2012. Other features are that the government has agreed not to impose any extra specific
national measures governing energy conservation or C02 reduction on the participating companies.
However there are some significant problems. For example, what method will be used for the assessment
of energy efficiency among countries? The information, which indicates the progress of measures by
companies, is not opened.

The Dutch environmental agreements indicate that they do not have enough effectiveness to improve the
energy efficiency for industries because of |ightened measures and complicated policies.




