
An advance brief from the State and Trends of Carbon Pricing 2016 report, to be released late 2016

CARBON PRICING WATCH 2016

At a glance – accord in Paris,  
China ETS on the horizon 
2015 witnessed an historic global step forward in taking 
action on climate change. World leaders reached an 
agreement on December 12, 2015 at the 21st Conference 
of the Parties (COP 21) to the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) in Paris to keep 
the global average temperature increase well below 2°C 
and pursue efforts to hold the increase to 1.5°C.1 On April 
22, 2016, at a special ceremony in New York, about 90% of 
the Parties to the UNFCCC signed the Paris Agreement,a 
and 15 Parties deposited their instruments of ratification.2, b 
This agreement could not be more timely, as 2015 marked 
the warmest year since records began in 1880.3 

As of May 1, 2016, 162 intended nationally determined 
contributions (INDCs), representing 190 Parties, 
had been submitted to the UNFCCC. These INDCs 
outline the intended national efforts toward reducing 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and climate resilient 
development under the Paris Agreement. More than 90 
of the submitted INDCs include proposals for emission 
trading systems (ETSs), carbon taxes and other carbon 
pricing initiatives.4 Parties stating in their INDCs that 
they are planning or considering the use of domestic or 
international market mechanismsc account for 61 percent 
of global GHG emissions. Most of these Parties request 
financial and technological support through international 
carbon markets. Among the Parties planning or 
considering the use of market mechanisms are three of 
the world’s five largest emitters.d 

a 175 Parties (174 countries and the European Union) signed the Paris 
Agreement at the special ceremony on April 22, 2016.
b The Agreement will remain open for signature until April 21, 2017. 
See details in the section “International carbon pricing update” below.

c Including Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest 
Degradation and sustainable forest management, conservation of 
forests, and enhancement of carbon sinks (REDD+) mechanism.
d China, India and Brazil. The other two Parties, the US and the EU, 
did not state the use of market mechanisms in their INDC, despite 
carbon pricing initiatives already being implemented at a regional, 
national and/or subnational level.
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Ahead of the COP in Paris, an unprecedented alliance 
of Heads of State, city and state leaders, with the 
support of heads of leading companies, joined forces 
to urge countries and companies to put a price on 
carbon.5 In addition, Paris saw the launch of the Carbon 
Pricing Leadership Coalition (CPLC).6 The CPLC brings 
together governments, business and non-government 
organizations (NGOs) that seek to take action to 
accelerate the global uptake of carbon pricing.e 

The launch of the G7 Carbon Market Platform7 and the 
New Zealand-led declaration on carbon markets8 during 
COP 21 also recognize the importance of carbon pricing 
initiatives in reducing GHG emissions. Furthermore, the 
global aviation sector may implement an international 
carbon offsetting mechanism in 2021, details of which 
are expected to be approved later this year. These 
initiatives all underscore the growing momentum for 
countries to voluntarily embrace carbon pricing to 
mitigate climate change and build climate resilience. 

In 2016, about 40 national jurisdictions and over 20 
cities, states, and regions, including seven out of the 
world’s ten largest economies,f are putting a price on 
carbon, as displayed in Figure 1. These jurisdictions 
are responsible for almost a quarter of global GHG 
emissions.g On average, carbon pricing initiatives 
cover about half of the emissions in these jurisdictions. 
This translates to about 7 gigatons of carbon dioxide 
equivalent (GtCO2e) or about 13 percent of global 
GHG emissions, as displayed in Figure 2. This figure 
represents a threefold increase over the past decade.h 

Since 2015, four new carbon pricing initiatives have been 
implemented or scheduled for implementation:

 – The Republic of Korea ETS started on January 1, 
2015;

 – The Portugal carbon tax entered into force on January 
1, 2015, covering all energy products used in non-EU 
ETS sectors;i 

 – On January 1, 2016, British Columbia launched an 
ETS that will cover the liquefied natural gas (LNG) 
facilities that are currently under construction, once 
they become operational; 

 – Australia is back on the carbon pricing map with the 
introduction of a safeguard mechanism to limit and 
price emissions on July 1, 2016. This establishes a 
new ETS, following the abolishment of the Australian 
Carbon Pricing Mechanism in 2014. 

A major step forward for carbon pricing took place 
in 2015 with China developing its plans for a national 
ETS. The Chinese President Xi Jinping announced in 
September 2015j that the national ETS will commence 
in 2017.9 Early unofficial estimates show that following 
this launch, about half of global GHG emissions will be 
generated by jurisdictions that are putting a price on 
carbon.k Furthermore, emissions covered by carbon 
pricing initiatives are estimated to almost double from  
13 percent to about 25 percent of global GHG 
emissions, as illustrated in Figures 2 and 4. 

e The Carbon Pricing Leadership Coalition (CPLC) is a voluntary 
partnership of governments, businesses, and civil society organizations 
that works to catalyze action toward the successful design and 
implementation of carbon pricing initiatives around the world, helping 
maintain competitiveness, create jobs, encourage innovation, and 
achieve meaningful emissions reductions. Launched in 2015 at 
COP 21, the Coalition brings together leaders from government and 
business to build the evidence base for successful carbon pricing; 
to mobilize business support; and to have constructive dialogues, 
country by country, about how to advance effective carbon pricing. 25 
governments and over 100 leading businesses and strategic partners 
have thus far joined the CPLC to contribute to these efforts.
f The seven economies are the United States, China, Japan, Germany, 
UK, France and Italy. Carbon pricing initiatives are implemented at a 
subnational level in the United States and China. The world’s largest 
economies were determined using the World Bank’s gross domestic 
product data for 2014.
g Figures as of May 1, 2016. For the purpose of the Carbon Pricing 
Watch, carbon pricing refers to initiatives that put an explicit price on 
GHG emissions. Carbon prices are therefore expressed as a value per 
ton of CO2e.
h In 2006, carbon pricing initiatives covered 4 percent of annual global 
GHG emissions; in 2016, this figure stands at 13 percent.

i For further details on the Republic of Korea ETS and Portugal carbon 
tax, please refer to Kossoy et al., State and Trends of Carbon Pricing, 
September 2015.
j This announcement was made on September 25, 2015 as part of 
the “United States (US)-China Joint Presidential Statement on Climate 
Change.”
k The authors estimate that the emissions to be covered under 
the Chinese national ETS will be about half of China’s national 
GHG emissions, based on the sector scope, as stated in the “US-
China Joint Presidential Statement on Climate Change” and public 
emissions data from the International Energy Agency. Others informed 
researchers have judged that the GHG emissions coverage will be 
about 40-60% of China’s total GHG emissions. These estimates have 
not been validated by Chinese authorities.
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In addition, Mexico announced the framework for a 
registry of national emissions that, together with other 
existing policies, will allow the implementation of a 
national carbon market starting in 2018. Canada is 
exploring options for carbon pricing on a national level. 
Manitoba, Ontario and Québec signed a memorandum 
of understanding that stated their intention to link their 
ETSs under the Western Climate Initiative. Alberta 
is planning to transition to an economy-wide carbon 
pricing system from January 1, 2017. At the same 
time, initiatives in South Africa and Kazakhstan have 
experienced setbacks over the past year.l 

In 2015, governments raised about US$26 billion in 
revenues from carbon pricing initiatives.m This represents 
a 60% increase compared to the revenues raised in 
2014, which was estimated to be about US$16 billion. As 
shown in Figure 3, the observed carbon prices span a 
wide range from less than US$1/tCO2e to US$137/tCO2e.  
About three quarters of the covered emissions are 
priced at less than US$10/tCO2e. The total value of ETSs 
and carbon taxes in 2016 is just below US$50 billion, 
similar to the value reported in the State and Trends 
of Carbon Pricing 2015.n This relative stability is due 
to increases in various carbon tax rates being offset by 
the temporary suspension of the Kazakhstan ETS and 

lower carbon prices in most ETSs. If the Chinese national 
ETS is implemented, early unofficial estimates suggest 
that the total value of ETSs and carbon taxes could 
potentially double to about US$100 billion.o 

Over 1,000 companies reported to CDP in 2015 that they 
are currently using an internal price on carbon or plan to 
do so within the next two years.10 Of these companies, 
435 disclosed the use of internal carbon pricing in 
2015—almost triple the number compared to 2014.11 
The largest increases came from companies located 
in emerging markets—particularly Africa and Asia. On 
April 22, 2016, the United Nations Global Compact 
(UNGC) called for a minimum internal carbon price level 
of US$100/tCO2e by 2020 in order to be consistent with 
a 1.5–2°C pathway.12 The corporate carbon price range 
reported to CDP in 2015 spans from US$1/tCO2e to 
US$357/tCO2e,13 and six companies have disclosed that 
they are using price levels that are consistent with the 
UNGC recommendation. 

Looking ahead, the implementation of the Paris 
Agreement could enable jurisdictions to expand their 
carbon pricing initiatives and facilitate cooperation. The 
alignment of domestic and international carbon pricing 
initiatives with other domestic-level climate mitigation 
actions will be a key priority. To continue to build 
momentum, the High Level Panel on Carbon Pricing, 
a group of government leaders and international 
organizations, set forward a global target to double 
the emissions covered by carbon pricing initiatives to 
25 percent by 2020 and to double this coverage again 
within a decade.14 

l South Africa has delayed its carbon tax for another year and 
Kazakhstan has temporarily suspended its ETS.
m Authors’ calculations, based on auction revenue reports of 
the different ETSs, payments into Alberta’s Climate Change and 
Management Fund, and the annual budget of governments with carbon 
taxes in place. 
n The total value of the ETS markets was estimated by multiplying 
each ETS’s annual allowance volume for 2016, or the most recent 
yearly volume data, with the allowance price on April 1, 2016. The 
total value for carbon taxes was derived from official government 
budgets for 2016. Where the allowance volume (for an ETS) or budget 
information (for a carbon tax) was unavailable, the value of the carbon 
pricing initiative was calculated by multiplying the GHG emissions 
covered with the nominal carbon price on April 1, 2016. No information 
was available on the amount of emission reduction credits which could 
be generated under the Australian safeguard mechanism; therefore, 
this was not included in the value calculation. 

o The value was estimated based on the approximate emissions 
covered under the Chinese national ETS multiplied by the weighted 
average carbon price over all carbon pricing initiatives globally in 
2016. This estimate has not been validated by Chinese authorities and 
is not based on official sources. 
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Figure 1. Summary map of existing, emerging and potential regional, national and subnational carbon pricing initiatives 
(ETS and tax) 
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Figure 2. Regional, national and subnational carbon pricing initiatives: share of global emissions covered
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Note:	Only	the	introduction	or	removal	of	an	ETS	or	carbon	tax	is	shown.	Emissions	are	given	as	a	share	of	global	GHG	emissions	in	2012.	Annual	changes	in	global,	regional,	
national,	and	subnational	GHG	emissions	are	not	shown	in	the	graph.	Data	on	the	coverage	of	the	city-level	Kyoto	ETS	were	not	accessible	and	the	British	Columbia	Green-
house	Gas	Industrial	Reporting	and	Control	Act	(GGIRCA)	does	not	cover	any	emissions	yet;	their	coverages	are	therefore	shown	as	zero.	The	information	on	the	Chinese	
national	ETS	represents	early	unofficial	estimates	based	on	the	Chinese	President’s	announcement	in	September	2015.
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Note: Prices	on	April	1,	2016.	Prices	are	not	necessarily	comparable	between	
carbon	pricing	initiatives	because	of	differences	in	the	number	of	sectors	covered	
and	allocation	methods	applied,	specific	exemptions,	and	different	compensation	
methods.
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International carbon pricing update 
The Paris Agreement and INDCs

As of May 1, 2016, 177 Parties have signed the 
Agreement, and 16 Parties have deposited their 
instruments for ratification.15 The Agreement will remain 
open for signature until April 21, 2017. Any Party to the 
UNFCCC that has not signed the Agreement by then may 
deposit its instrument of accession after that date.  
A Party to the UNFCCC that has signed the Agreement 
may deposit its instrument of ratification, acceptance 
or approval following signature. The Agreement will 
enter into force when it has been ratified by at least 55 
Parties to the UNFCCC that collectively account for at 
least 55 percent of global GHG emissions. Once the 
Agreement enters into force, its provisions will become 
legally binding on those Parties who have ratified it and 
its operation will be governed by the COP serving as the 
meeting of the Parties to the Paris Agreement.

INDCs were requested by the COP as part of laying 
the groundswell for the adoption of the Agreement. 
Of the 162 submitted INDCs,p more than 90 include 
proposals for ETSs, carbon taxes and other carbon 
pricing initiatives.16 Parties stating in their INDCs that 
they are planning or considering the use of domestic or 
international market mechanismsq account for 61 percent 
of global GHG emissions. More specifically, five INDCs 
mention the use of domestic market mechanisms only, 
representing almost a quarter of the global emissions. 
Also, 96 INDCs state intentions to use international 
market mechanisms only; the Parties that submitted these 
INDCs account for about a third of the global emissions. 
Some INDCs also state that their pledged mitigation is 
dependent on the availability of market mechanisms on a 
bilateral, regional or international scale.17 

Carbon pricing is mentioned in paragraph 137 of the 
COP decision, which recognises the “important role of 
providing incentives for emission reduction activities, 
including tools such as domestic policies and carbon 
pricing.” 

Article 6 of the Paris Agreement is particularly relevant 
for carbon markets. Article 6.1 recognizes that Parties 
can voluntarily cooperate in the implementation of 
their nationally determined contributions (NDCs)r to 
allow for higher ambition in mitigation and adaptation 
actions. Articles 6.2 to 6.7 introduce instances of such 
cooperative approaches. 

Articles 6.2–6.3 cover cooperative approaches where 
Parties meet their NDCs by transferring mitigation 
outcomes internationally. Such transfers should be 
voluntary, promote sustainable development, and 
ensure environmental integrity. They should also follow 
accounting principles approved by the COP to avoid 
double-counting. The nature of the internationally 
transferred mitigation outcomes (ITMOs) has not yet 
been defined. ITMOs might cover outcomes from various 
existing and future market-based approaches, e.g., 
European Union Allowances (EUAs), credits from the 
Japanese Joint Crediting Mechanism, REDD+ credits, 
or mitigation outcomes issued from the new mechanism 
established under Article 6.4. Articles 6.2-6.3 thereby 
provide a basis for facilitating international recognition 
of cross-border applications of subnational, national, 
regional and international carbon pricing initiatives.

Articles 6.4-6.7 establish a mechanism for countries to 
contribute to GHG emissions mitigation and sustainable 
development. This new mechanism is under the authority 
and guidance of the COP serving as the meeting of the 
Parties to the Paris Agreement. It is open to all countries 
and the emission reductions can be used to meet the 
NDC of either the host country or another country. 
The mechanism is intended to incentivize mitigation 
activities by both public and private entities. It will go 
beyond offsetting, as it aims to deliver overall mitigation 
through voluntary contributions in a way that is yet to be 
clarified. A share of the proceeds from activities under 
the new mechanism will be used to cover administrative 
expenses. In addition, some of the proceeds will be 
disbursed to support the adaptation needs of developing 
countries that are particularly vulnerable to the adverse 
effects of climate change. The Subsidiary Body for 
Scientific and Technological Advice will work on the 
rules, modalities and procedures for this mechanism. 

p Number of INDCs submitted as of May 1, 2016. EU-28 countries 
submitted a joint INDC on March 23, 2015.
q Including a Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest 
Degradation and sustainable forest management, conservation of 
forests, and enhancement of carbon sinks (REDD+) mechanism.

r INDCs vs. NDCs: INDCs are voluntary statements which were invited 
by the COP without prescription related to form. NDCs are legally 
distinct and will be under the Agreement as and when it enters into 
force. They will be governed in the main by Article 4 of the Agreement. 
Each Party to UNFCCC who wishes to become a Party to the 
Agreement will have an obligation to communicate an NDC. The level 
of prescription attached to these will be determined by the negotiations 
of the operative elements of Article 4, which mainly take place under 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Paris Agreement.
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Clean Development Mechanism  
and Joint Implementation 

International demand for Kyoto credits—Certified 
Emission Reductions (CERs) and Emission Reduction 
Units (ERUs)—is almost exhausted. The European 
Union (EU), which was the biggest source of demand 
historically, has most likely already fulfilled its demand 
for international credits. In 2015, EU ETS installations 
exchanged just under 23 million CERs for EUAs. This 
means that to date, EU ETS installations have used 
almost 1.5 GtCO2e of CERs and ERUs of the total 1.6 
GtCO2e allowed.18 The remaining 0.1 GtCO2e of residual 
demand is likely to already be in the hands of EU ETS 
installations. No other substantial source of demand 
for CERs is available. Due to these conditions, half of 
the projects that had issued CERs by the end of 2012 
ceased issuance beyond this date.19 The CDM Executive 
Board is investigating ways to broaden demand for 
CERs and participation in the CDM.20 Some carbon 
pricing initiatives at the national level still provide the 
possibility of demand for CERs, such as in Korea, 
Mexico and South Africa, although the demand is 
currently limited to domestic CERs. Also, paragraph 107 
of the COP 21 decision encourages Parties to promote 
the voluntary cancellation of Kyoto credits. Additionally, 
some results-based finance (RBF) initiatives, where 
(a part of) the credits are not used by the buyer for 
compliance purpose, are additional sources of demand 
for CERs. The UNFCCC Secretariat estimates that the 
annual demand from RBF initiatives could amount to 
around 30 million CERs.21, s This includes initiatives such 
as the Norwegian Carbon Procurement Facility, and 
the World Bank’s Pilot Auction Facility for Methane and 
Climate Change Mitigation, Carbon Partnership Facility 
and Carbon Initiative for Development.

Results-based finance

The use of RBF mechanisms has continued to expand 
and develop. The Nitric Acid Climate Action Group 
was launched at COP 21 by the German Government. 
This initiative will purchase CERs generated from nitric 
acid emissions mitigation projects until 2020, on the 
condition that these projects will continue mitigation 
post-2020. Furthermore, on November 30, 2015, the 
World Bank announced the Transformative Carbon 
Asset Facility. Expected to be operational in late 2016, 
this facility will provide RBF to developing countries for 

the implementation of large scale emission reduction 
programs with a focus on sectoral or policy-level 
programs. The initial target funding of US$500 million 
will support about 10-15 programs, and is expected to 
leverage over US$2 billion of finance.22 In addition, in 
March 2016, the Green Climate Fund Board decided to 
assess the applicability of RBF to sectors supported by 
the fund.23 

Aviation sector

At the Assembly that will take place from September 
27–October 7, 2016, the International Civil Aviation 
Organization (ICAO) is expected to decide on a Global 
Market-Based Measure, which is part of the basket 
of measures to achieve carbon-neutral growth post-
2020.24 If adopted, the Carbon Offsetting Scheme for 
International Aviation (COSIA) will start in 2021.25 The 
CDM Executive Board, among others, is working with the 
ICAO on the design of the COSIA.26 

Regional, national, and subnational  
carbon pricing update
Carbon pricing has been implemented or is scheduled to 
commence in about 40 national and over 20 subnational 
jurisdictions, as displayed in Figure 1. As illustrated in 
Figure 3, the range of prices observed is broad, as each 
price reflects a different national or regional context. 
In 2015, carbon pricing raised about US$26 billiont in 
government revenues—an increase of US$10 billion, or 
60%, compared to 2014. This trend is attributed to the 
growth in auction revenue in California and Québec as 
a result of expanded GHG coverage, and a substantial 
tax rate increase in France. Details on the main 
developments in carbon pricing over the past year are 
presented below.u 

Australia

The Emissions Reduction Fund (ERF) has been used 
since April 2015 by the Australian Government to 
purchase emission reduction credits from approved, 
voluntary emission reduction projects through an 
auction.27 To prevent the overall increase in domestic 
emissions, a safeguard mechanism will be added to 
the ERF from July 1, 2016, establishing an ETS. The 
safeguard mechanism requires facilities with annual 
emissions of over 100 kilotons CO2e to limit their emissions 

s This does not include the potential demand from the new Nitric Acid 
Climate Action Group.

t Authors’ calculations, based on auction revenue reports of 
the different ETSs, payments into Alberta’s Climate Change and 
Management Fund, and the annual budget of governments with carbon 
taxes in place. 
u Countries and regions are listed in alphabetical order.
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to their individual absolute baseline levels.28 Facilities 
that exceed their emission baseline levels can purchase 
and surrender Australian emission reduction credits for 
compliance.29 The Australian government intends to 
review the ERF and safeguard mechanism in 2017.30 

Canada

Back as a strong player in the climate space, carbon 
pricing is now under consideration on a national level in 
Canada. The “Vancouver Declaration on clean growth 
and climate change”31 released on March 3, 2016 
includes a commitment to form several working groups, 
one of which will focus on carbon pricing mechanisms. 
These focus groups will make proposals for a national 
climate policy framework in fall 2016. 

Developments on the provincial level in Canada include 
the entry into force of the Greenhouse Gas Industrial 
Reporting and Control Act (GGIRCA) in British Columbia 
on January 1, 2016. This established an ETS that will 
cover the LNG facilities currently under construction, 
once they become operational.32 Facilities under the 
GGIRCA will need to meet a GHG emission intensity 
target, purchase local offset credits or pay into a 
technology fund at a rate of CAN$25/tCO2e (US$19/tCO2e). 
The facilities will also be subject to the British Columbia 
carbon tax.

Alberta is planning to transition to an economy-wide 
carbon pricing system from January 1, 2017, increasing 
the overall coverage of carbon pricing from 45 percent 
of Alberta’s GHG emissions to 78–90 percent. In 2017, 
a carbon tax of CAN$20/tCO2e33 (US$15/tCO2e) will 
apply to facilities not covered by the Specified Gas 
Emissions Regulation (SGER)—the current carbon 
pricing initiative in Alberta. Facilities under the SGER that 
meet their compliance obligations through contributions 
to the Climate Change and Environmental Management 
Fund already faced this carbon price from January 1, 
2016 onward.34 The carbon price will further increase to 
CAN$30/tCO2e (US$23/tCO2e) for SGER and non-SGER 
facilities from January 1, 2017 and 2018, respectively. 
The economy-wide carbon price initiative will be revenue 
neutral. The new carbon pricing legislation is expected 
by spring 2016.35 

Manitoba, Ontario, and Québec signed a memorandum 
of understanding that stated their intention to link their 
ETSs under the Western Climate Initiative.36 This follows 
separate announcements from Manitoba37 and Ontario38 
in 2015 of their respective plans to introduce ETSs. 
Ontario published its draft ETS legislation on February 
25, 2016.39 If it receives legislative approval, the ETS will 
be launched on January 1, 2017, covering 82 percent 
of Ontario’s annual GHG emissions.40 The design and 

scope of the Ontario ETS is similar to the California and 
Québec Cap-and-Trade Programs.41 With an expected 
carbon price of CAN$18/tCO2e (US$14/tCO2e) in the first 
year of operation, the Ontario ETS will generate about 
CAN$1.9 billion (US$1.5 billion) in revenue per year. The 
revenue will be invested in GHG emission reduction 
programs and energy efficiency programs.

China

On September 25, 2015, the Chinese President 
announced that the Chinese national ETS will 
commence in 2017.42 To prepare for this launch, the 
National Development and Reform Commission has 
requested the reporting and verification of historical 
GHG data from 2013 to 2015 for the sectors that are 
to be included in the national ETS by June 30, 2016.43 
From these sectors, provinces are compiling a list 
of companies with an annual energy consumption 
of more than 10,000 standard coal equivalent in 
any year over 2013–2015—these companies will be 
potential candidates for inclusion in the national ETS. 
Guangdong44 and Chongqing45 have already published 
their lists. The seven pilot ETSs are to be merged into 
the national ETS under unified rules and a detailed 
transition plan is under development.46 

Global coverage of carbon pricing initiatives

Annual value of implemented  
carbon pricing initiatives

Emissions covered by 
carbon pricing initiatives

Total emissions from jurisdictions 
with carbon pricing initiatives 

If the Chinese national 
ETS is implemented

If the Chinese national 
ETS is implemented

Just under 

US$50
billion

Potentially up to 

~US$100
billion

Note: the information on the Chinese national ETS represents early 
unofficial estimates based on the Chinese President’s announcement in 
September 2015.

Figure 4. Global coverage and annual value of carbon 
pricing initiatives
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The pilot ETSs in Beijing, Chongqing, Guangdong, 
Hubei, Shanghai, Shenzhen and Tianjin have continued 
to evolve and some have expanded over the past year. In 
the Shanghai ETS pilot, the scope increased to cover the 
shipping sector,47 while the Beijing ETS pilot expanded 
to cover the transport sector as well as power and 
cement companies in Chengde, Hebei, and Erdos and 
Hohhot in Inner Mongolia.48 The mandatory participation 
emissions threshold was lowered in the Beijing ETS in 
2015, from 10,000 tCO2e to 5,000 tCO2e.49 In addition, 
changes were made to the coverage criteria in the Hubei 
pilot ETS. The ETS coverage criteria had been based on 
historical energy consumption over 2010–2011. However, 
in 2015, this timeframe was expanded to 2009–2014, 
leading to the inclusion of an additional 29 companies.50 
Despite the inclusion of additional companies, the 2015 
cap in the Hubei ETS decreased from 324 MtCO2e in the 
previous year to 281 MtCO2e, in line with their mitigation 
ambition.51 

The China Certified Emission Reduction (CCER) scheme 
has continued to grow: as of April 1, 2016, 501 CCER 
projects were registered, and a total of 27 MtCO2e of 
credits were issued by 100 of these projects.52 The 
total transaction volume of CCERs in the pilot ETSs 
was 36 MtCO2e, with the Shanghai ETS accounting 
for 71 percent of this volume.53 The price of CCERs is 
dependent on the pilot ETS in which it can be used for  
compliance, ranging from RMB13/tCO2e to RMB33/tCO2e 
(US$2–5/tCO2e).v The CCER prices are also influenced 
by quantitative limits on CCER usage for compliance 
purposes, which are between 5–10 percent of the 
annual emissions depending on the pilot ETS.

EU

To provide greater price stability and predictability in 
the EU ETS, the market stability reserve was legislated 
in October 2015 and will start shaping the supply of 
allowances from January 2019.54 In addition, in July 
2015, the European Commission put forward a proposal 
to revise the EU ETS post-2020.55 The key changes 
include an increase in the annual cap reduction factor 
from 1.74 to 2.2 percent, better targeted and updated 
rules for free allocation of allowances to sectors at the 
highest risk of carbon leakage, and the establishment of 
funds to finance low-carbon innovation in industry and 
modernization of the energy sectors in lower-income 
member states. The proposal does not include any 
provisions for the use of international credits after 2020. 
The other two legislative bodies of the EU, the European 

Council and Parliament, are currently discussing the 
proposal. So far, the proposal has not led to a significant 
increase in the EUA price, due to the persisting oversupply 
in the EU ETS. The EUA price was €5/tCO2e (US$6/tCO2e) 
on April 1, 2016.   

Finland

In January 2016, the carbon tax rate for light and heavy 
fuel oil, coal and natural gas increased from €44/tCO2 
(US$50/tCO2) to €54/tCO2 (US$62/tCO2). The purpose 
of the increase is to encourage the use of biomass 
and low emissions heating fuels, and improve the 
competitive position of peat and natural gas, especially 
compared to coal.56 

France

The carbon tax in France puts a carbon price on the use 
of fossil fuels not covered by the EU ETS, such as in the 
residential, service and transport sectors. The carbon tax 
rate increased from €14.5/tCO2 (US$17/tCO2) to €22/tCO2 
(US$25/tCO2) from January 2016, following the trajectory 
to reach €100/tCO2 (US$114/tCO2) in 2030.57 The 
government also announced the introduction of a carbon 
price floor for the electricity sector in France. Further 
details on the carbon price floor will be announced later 
this year.58 

Japan

The second compliance period of the linked Saitama 
and Tokyo ETSs started on April 1, 2015. The emission 
reduction target compared to the historical baseline 
emissions level for office buildings and district heating 
and cooling facilities in this compliance period increased 
to 15 and 17 percent under the Saitama and Tokyo ETSs, 
respectively.59 For other (industrial) facilities, the target 
increased to 13 and 15 percent, respectively. At the start 
of the second compliance period, trading between the 
Saitama and Tokyo ETSs commenced; as of February 
2016, only about 2,400 tCO2e Saitama credits had been 
purchased by entities under the Tokyo ETS.60 

Kazakhstan

Kazakhstan has suspended its ETS for two years starting 
from January 1, 2016 to address the imbalances in the 
system.61 Over this period, the government will revise 
the rules on the issuance of emissions allowances, free 
allocation and the price stabilization reserve. These 
new rules will also reflect changes to the economy that 
have taken place since the Kazakhstan ETS rules were 
designed. During the suspension period, ETS facilities 
do not have a compliance obligation, but they are 
nonetheless required to report their emissions. 

v The prices are based on CCER transaction data on the Shanghai 
Environment and Energy Exchange and the Beijing Environment 
Exchange between September 2015 and March 2016. Other pilot ETSs 
rarely disclose CCER prices.
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Mexico

Since the implementation of the carbon tax in 2014, 
the tax has generated almost US$1 billion in revenue.62 
The existing carbon tax in combination other climate 
initiatives, for example, the framework for a registry of 
national emissions and Clean Energy Certificates, are 
expected to enable a carbon market in 2018.

New Zealand

International trade of Kyoto credits in the New Zealand 
Emission Unit Register (NZ EUR) ceased on November 
18, 2015,63 after New Zealand met its compliance 
obligation from the first commitment period of the Kyoto 
Protocol. Any holders of New Zealand Assigned Amount 
Units (AAUs) will be provided with an equivalent number 
New Zealand Units. All other Kyoto units from the first 
commitment period in the NZ EUR will be cancelled 
in 2016. The New Zealand Government is currently 
reviewing the ETS, with a focus on the implications of 
removing the “one-for-two” transitional measure. This 
measure currently allows non-forestry ETS facilities to 
surrender one emission allowance for every two tons 
of CO2e emitted, thereby halving their compliance 
obligation.64 

Norway

In 2016, the carbon tax rate in Norway ranges between 
NOK29–436/tCO2e (US$4–53/tCO2e), depending on 
the fuel and sector, compared to NOK25–427/tCO2e 
(US$3–52/tCO2e) in 2015.65 The Norwegian Government 
is considering reforms to the current carbon taxation 
system, which would introduce a single tax rate of 
NOK420/tCO2e (US$51/tCO2e) for all non-ETS sectors.66 

Republic of Korea

Since the start of the Republic of Korea ETS on 
January 1, 2015, there have been low volumes of trade 
on the allowance market. No transactions took place 
between January 16 and October 6, 2015, and the total 
transaction volume in 2015 was 0.3 MtCO2e, representing 
a small share of the 573 MtCO2e cap.67 In 2016, trade 
remains limited—as of May 1, 2016 the most recent 
trade took place on April 18, 2016, at a record high of 
KRW18,450/tCO2e (US$16/tCO2e). The limited allowance 
trade has led to high demand for Korean offset credits 
over the past year, including Korean CERs,w which are 
also eligible for compliance under the ETS. Korean 
offsets credits are now priced at a similar level to Korean 
allowances.68 

Slovenia

On April 1, 2016, Slovenia brought its carbon tax law in 
line with EU rules by removing exemptions on liquefied 
petroleum gas and natural gas.69 A carbon tax rate of 
€17/tCO2e (US$20/tCO2e) now applies to these fossil 
fuels; this rate also applies to other fossil fuels. 

South Africa

In November 2015, South Africa published a draft 
Carbon Tax Bill, which announced a delayed start date of 
January 1, 2017.70 Under the draft legislation, offsets can 
be used for compliance and tax exemptions starting from 
60 percent up to a maximum of 95 percent will apply. 
This means that the effective tax rate will be between 
R6–48/tCO2e (US$0.4–3/tCO2e), compared to the full 
tax rate of R120/tCO2e (US$8/tCO2e). Following a public 
consultation process, South Africa is currently revising 
the bill.

Switzerland

On March 23, 2016, Switzerland’s Federal Council 
approved the Paris Agreement and announced plans 
to revise the Federal Act on the Reduction of CO2 
Emissions (CO2 Act).71 This revised CO2 Act could 
result in an increase in the carbon tax rate from the 
current level of CHF84/tCO2e (US$88/tCO2e). A public 
consultation on the revision of the CO2 Act will be held in 
summer 2016.

Following eight rounds of negotiations which started in 
2011, Switzerland and the EU completed negotiations 
on January 25, 2016 to link their ETSs.72 The agreement 
needs to be signed and ratified by both sides before it 
can enter into force. The timeline for this step is open. 
When the agreement enters into force, Switzerland 
needs to have integrated the aviation sector into its ETS 
to be consistent with the sectoral coverage of the EU 
ETS.73 

Ukraine

The Ukrainian Government published a concept ETS 
legislation in September 2015.74 The legislation aims to 
establish an ETS which is in line with the EU ETS from 
2017, with a goal to join the EU ETS in 2019. The full 
legislation is expected by late 2016.75 

w CERs need to be canceled before they can be converted to Korean 
offsets.
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United States

On a national level, the final rules of the US Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s Clean Power Plan (CPP) were 
announced on August 3, 2015.76 The CPP aims to reduce 
emissions in the power sector by 32 percent of 2005 
levels by 2030. Each state has an individual target and 
states have the flexibility to choose their own compliance 
mechanisms, including emissions trading.77 Following 
legal action by some states, the US Supreme Court 
suspended the implementation of the CPP on February 
9, 2016 pending a judicial review.78 Nonetheless, 
some states continue to support and prepare for the 
implementation of the CPP,79 including California and the 
RGGI states.80 

Developments on the subnational level include the 
2016 program review of the Regional Greenhouse Gas 
Initiative (RGGI). This review is currently underway and 
focuses on post-2020 cap setting, flexibility mechanisms 
and broadening the RGGI market.81 In addition, New 
York—one of the RGGI states—is engaging with other 
RGGI states to investigate linking RGGI to the linked 
California and Québec Cap-and-Trade programs, as well 
as the planned Ontario ETS.82 

There has been mixed progress on the other ETSs under 
consideration in the US. In January 2016, Washington 
State released its draft Clean Air Rule which would 
establish an ETS in 2017 covering about 60 percent of 
the state’s GHG emissions.83 The rule will be updated 
by spring 2016, and adoption is expected by summer 
2016.84 In Oregon, various bills were launched in the 
past year to establish an ETS; however, these bills 
were not passed by the legislature.x Despite these 
difficulties, Oregon continues to actively consider the 
implementation of market-based approaches to reduce 
GHG emissions.85 

Corporate carbon pricing update
Corporate carbon pricing is now becoming a widely used 
tool for corporate strategic investment decisions, helping 
companies shift to lower-carbon business models. In 
2015, 435 companies reported to CDP that they are 
using an internal price on carbon—almost a threefold 
increase from the previous year.86 An additional 583 
companies stated that they are planning to implement 
an internal carbon price over the course of 2016–2017.87 
Of the companies that have publicly disclosed that they 
are using an internal price on carbon, 94 percent are 

located in countries where mandatory carbon pricing 
is in place, scheduled for implementation or under 
consideration at a national or subnational level. The 
reported corporate carbon prices in use are diverse, 
ranging from US$1/tCO2e to US$357/tCO2e. This range 
is broader than the mandatory carbon price range, 
indicating that some companies are moving beyond 
the use of internal carbon pricing as a strategic risk 
management tool to evaluate the potential impact of 
carbon pricing initiatives on their operations. These 
companies are also using it to explore cost savings 
and revenue opportunities through innovation. The 
UNGC has called for businesses to adopt an internal 
carbon price of at least US$100/tCO2e by 2020, which 
will be needed to keep GHG emissions consistent with 
a 1.5–2°C pathway.88 In 2015, six companies disclosed 
internal carbon pricing levels that are consistent with this 
recommendation. 

Together with the CPLC,89 other initiatives have provided 
substantial technical information, allowing government 
and businesses leaders to take informed decisions 
on policy design and implementation. The Partnership 
for Market Readiness provides support to prepare 
and implement climate change mitigation policies—
including carbon pricing initiatives—in order to scale 
up GHG mitigation.90 The World Bank’s Networked 
Carbon Markets is exploring how a future international 
carbon market could accommodate a “patchwork” of 
different, domestic climate actions.91 Through the Caring 
for Climate initiative’s Business Leadership Criteria on 
Carbon Pricing, companies are also demonstrating their 
commitment to leadership on corporate carbon pricing.92 
As of February 2016, 67 companies have committed to 
align with the criteria: setting a material internal carbon 
price, showing public support for carbon pricing and 
communication on these activities. 

In addition, institutional investors are actively engaging 
with governments on the risks of weak climate policy and 
the need for a carbon price through the Global Investor 
Statement on Climate Change.93 As of December 2015, 
409 institutional investors representing over US$24 trillion 
in assets had signed the statement. Signatories to 
the statement commit to engage with governments to 
support climate finance, assess low-carbon investment 
opportunities, and build capacity to assess their climate 
risks and opportunities. They will also work with the 
companies in which they invest to minimize climate risks. 

x Between January 2015 and April 2016, bills to introduce carbon 
pricing have been proposed to both the House (HB3176, HB3250, 
HB3252, HB3470) and the Senate (SB965 and SB1574-A) of Oregon.



13

1 Source: UNFCCC, Historic Paris Agreement on Climate Change - 
195 Nations Set Path to Keep Temperature Rise Well Below 2 Degrees 
Celsius, December 12, 2015, http://newsroom.unfccc.int/unfccc-
newsroom/finale-cop21/.
2 Source: UNFCCC, Opening for Signature and High-Level Signature 
Ceremony Convened by the UN Secretary-General, April 22, 2016, 
http://unfccc.int/paris_agreement/items/9511.php.
3 Source: NOAA National Centers for Environmental Information, State 
of the Climate: Global Analysis for Annual 2015, n.d., accessed April 6, 
2015.
4 Source: UNFCCC, Synthesis Report on the Aggregate Effect of the 
Intended Nationally Determined Contributions, October 30, 2015.
5 Source: World Bank, Leaders Unite in Calling for a Price on Carbon 
Ahead of Paris Climate Talks, October 19, 2015, http://www.worldbank.
org/en/news/press-release/2015/10/19/leaders-unite-in-calling-for-a-
price-on-carbon-ahead-of-paris-climate-talks.
6 Source: Carbon Pricing Leadership, Homepage, accessed May 5, 
2016, http://www.carbonpricingleadership.org/.
7 Source: Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation, 
Building and Nuclear Safety, G7 Opens Carbon Market Platform to 
Countries Worldwide, December 2015.
8 Source: Ministry for the Environment, Ministerial Declaration on 
Carbon Markets, December 12, 2015.
9 Source: National Development and Reform Commission, China Starts 
the National Carbon Emissions Trading System in 2017, September 26, 
2015, http://qhs.ndrc.gov.cn/qjfzjz/201509/t20150930_753474.html.
10 Ibid.
11 Source: CDP, Putting a Price on Risk: Carbon Pricing in the 
Corporate World, January 28, 2016.
12 Source: United Nations Global Compact, UN Global Compact Calls 
on Companies to Set $100 Minimum Internal Price on Carbon, April 22, 
2016, https://www.unglobalcompact.org/news/3381-04-22-2016.
13 Source: CDP, Putting a Price on Risk: Carbon Pricing in the 
Corporate World, September 2015.
14 Source: World Bank, Leaders Set Landmark Global Goals for Pricing 
Carbon Pollution, April 12, 2016, http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/
press-release/2016/04/21/leaders-set-landmark-global-goals-for-
pricing-carbon-pollution.
15 Source: UNFCCC, Paris Agreement - Status of Ratification, accessed 
May 6, 2016, http://unfccc.int/paris_agreement/items/9444.php.
16 Source: World Bank, Carbon Pricing: It’s on the Move, November 30, 
2015, http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2015/11/30/carbon-
pricing-its-on-the-move.
17 Source: UNFCCC, Synthesis Report on the Aggregate Effect of the 
Intended Nationally Determined Contributions, October 30, 2015.
18 Source: European Commission, Updated Information on Exchange 
and International Credit Use in the EU ETS, May 2, 2016, http://
ec.europa.eu/clima/news/articles/news_2016050201_en.htm.
19 Source: UNFCCC, Annual Report of the Executive Board of the 
Clean Development Mechanism to the Conference of the Parties 
Serving as the Meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol, November 
12, 2015.
20 Source: UNFCCC, Options for Using the Clean Development 
Mechanism as a Tool for Other Uses, February 22, 2016.
21 Source: Ibid.
22 Source: World Bank, Carbon Pricing: It’s on the Move, November 30, 
2015, http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2015/11/30/carbon-
pricing-its-on-the-move.
23 Source: Green Climate Fund, Decisions of the Board – Twelfth 
Meeting of the Board, March 29, 2016.
24 Source: ICAO, Market-Based Measures, accessed April 6, 2016, 
http://www.icao.int/environmental-protection/Pages/market-based-
measures.aspx.

25 Source: ICAO, Draft Assembly Resolution Text on a Global Market-
Based Measure Scheme, March 11, 2016.
26 Source: UNFCCC, Annual Report of the Executive Board of the 
Clean Development Mechanism to the Conference of the Parties 
Serving as the Meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol, November 
12, 2015.
27 Source: Australian Government Clean Energy Regulator, About 
the Emissions Reduction Fund, February 15, 2016, http://www.
cleanenergyregulator.gov.au/ERF/About-the-Emissions-Reduction-Fund.
28 Source: Australian Government Clean Energy Regulator, 
The Safeguard Mechanism, January 13, 2016, http://www.
cleanenergyregulator.gov.au/ERF/About-the-Emissions-Reduction-
Fund/the-safeguard-mechanism.
29 Source: Ibid.
30 Source: Australian Government Clean Energy Regulator, The 
Safeguard Mechanism - Overview, April 6, 2016, http://www.
environment.gov.au/climate-change/emissions-reduction-fund/
publications/factsheet-erf-safeguard-mechanism.
31 Source: Canadian Intergovernmental Conference Secretariat, 
Vancouver Declaration on Clean Growth and Climate Change, March 
3, 2016.
32 Source: Government of British Columbia, Explore B.C.’s LNG 
Projects, accessed April 5, 2016, https://engage.gov.bc.ca/lnginbc/
lng-projects/.
33 Source: Alberta Government, Carbon Pricing, accessed April 5, 
2016, http://www.alberta.ca/climate-carbon-pricing.cfm.
34 Source: Alberta Government, Climate Change and Emissions 
Management Act: Specified Gas Emitters Regulation, December 23, 
2015.
35 Source: Alberta Government, Fiscal Plan 2016-19, April 14, 2016.
36 Source: Manitoba Government, Memorandum of Understanding 
Concerning Concerted Climate Change Actions and Market-Based 
Mechanisms, December 7, 2015.
37 Source: Manitoba Government, Manitoba Introduces Comprehensive 
Plan to Address Climate Change, Create Green Jobs, December 3, 
2015, http://news.gov.mb.ca/news/index.html?item=36950.
38 Source: Ontario Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change, 
Cap and Trade System to Limit Greenhouse Gas Pollution in Ontario, 
April 13, 2015, https://news.ontario.ca/opo/en/2015/04/cap-and-trade-
system-to-limit-greenhouse-gas-pollution-in-ontario.html.
39 Source: Ontario Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change, 
Ontario Posts Cap and Trade Regulation, February 25, 2016, https://
news.ontario.ca/ene/en/2016/02/ontario-posts-cap-and-trade-
regulation.html.
40 Source: Ontario Ministry of Finance, Jobs for Today and Tomorrow: 
2016 Ontario Budget, February 23, 2016.
41 Source: Government of Ontario, Ontario’s Climate Change Strategy, 
December 18, 2015.
42 Source: National Development and Reform Commission, China Starts 
the National Carbon Emissions Trading System in 2017, September 26, 
2015, http://qhs.ndrc.gov.cn/qjfzjz/201509/t20150930_753474.html.
43 Source: National Development and Reform Commission, 
Notice on the Focus Work for Realising a Well-Operating National 
Emissions Trading System, January 11, 2016, http://qhs.ndrc.gov.cn/
qjfzjz/201601/t20160122_791850.html.
44 Source: IdeaCarbon, Guangdong Will Have 266 Companies in 
China’s Domestic Carbon Market, March 15, 2016, www.ideacarbon.
org/archives/31368.
45 Source: Chongqing Development and Reform Commission, 
Chongqing Municipal Development and Reform Commission Respond 
to the Offer to Be Included in the List of Enterprises in the Domestic 
Emissions Trading Market, February 22, 2016, http://www.cqdpc.gov.
cn/article-1-22585.aspx.

References 



14

46 Source: IdeaCarbon, Guangdong Will Have 266 Companies in 
China’s Domestic Carbon Market, March 15, 2016, www.ideacarbon.
org/archives/31368.
47 Source: Shanghai Municipal Development and Reform Commission, 
On the Issuance of the Shanghai Carbon Emissions Units, February 22, 
2016, http://www.shdrc.gov.cn/gk/xxgkml/zcwj/zgjjl/23039.htm.
48 Source: Beijing Municipal Commission of Development and Reform, 
Beijing, Inner Mongolia, Hohhot and Ordos Conduct Inter-Regional 
Cooperation in the Trade of Carbon Emissions, March 24, 2016, http://
www.bjpc.gov.cn/zwxx/tztg/201603/t10058058.htm.
49 Source: Ibid.
50 Source: Hubei Provincial Development and Reform Commission, 
The Provincial Development and Reform Commission on the Issuance 
of Carbon Emission Units and Allocation Plan of Hubei Province, 
November 25, 2015.
51 Source: Ibid.
52 Source: National Development and Reform Commission, China 
Certified Emission Reduction Exchange Info-Platform, accessed April 
5, 2016, http://cdm.ccchina.gov.cn/ccer.aspx.
53 Source: Shanghai Environment and Energy Exchange, Homepage, 
accessed April 5, 2016, http://www.cneeex.com/.
54 Source: European Commission, Structural Reform of the European 
Carbon Market, accessed April 5, 2016, http://ec.europa.eu/clima/
policies/ets/reform/index_en.htm.
55 Source: European Commission, Amending Directive 2003/87/EC 
to Enhance Cost-Effective Emission Reductions and Low-Carbon 
Investments, July 15, 2015.
56 Source: Finlex Data Bank, Government Proposal to Parliament to 
Amend the Legislation on the Taxation of Energy, September 28, 2015.
57 Source: French Ministry of the Environment, Energy and the Sea, 
The Taxation of Energy Products Applicable in 2016, February 16, 
2016, http://www.developpement-durable.gouv.fr/La-fiscalite-des-
produits,11221.html.
58 Source: French Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International 
Development, Official Statements on Foreign Policy on May 6, 2016, 
April 25, 2016, http://basedoc.diplomatie.gouv.fr/vues/Kiosque/
FranceDiplomatie/kiosque.php?type=bafr.
59 Source: Tokyo Metropolitan Government Bureau of Environment, 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Commitments and Emissions 
Trading Scheme, May 30, 2014.
60 Source: Tokyo Metropolitan Government Bureau of Environment, 
Emissions Trading Data, February 2016.
61 Source: Ministry of Energy of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Press 
Release on the Improvement of the Ecological Legislation of the 
Republic of Kazakhstan, March 10, 2016, http://energo.gov.kz/index.
php?id=5181.
62 Source: Minister of Environment Rafael Pacchiano Alamán, CPLC 
High-Level Assembly Inaugural Meeting, April 15, 2016.
63 Source: Government of New Zealand, Emissions Unit Register, 
accessed April 5, 2016, http://www.eur.govt.nz/.
64 Source: New Zealand Ministry for the Environment, New Zealand 
Emissions Trading Scheme Review 2015/16, November 2015.
65 Source: Norwegian Department of Finance, Taxes, Fees and 
Customs in 2016, September 25, 2015.
66 Source: Government of Norway, Pricing the Environment, December 
9, 2015.
67 Source: Korea Exchange, Daily / Closing Price, accessed April 
28, 2016, http://global.krx.co.kr/contents/GLB/05/0506/0506030102/
GLB0506030102.jsp.
68 Source: Ibid.
69 Source: Government of Slovenia, Environmental Tax Regulation on Air 
Pollution Caused by the Emission of Carbon Dioxide, March 25, 2016.
70 Source: Government of South Africa, Draft Carbon Tax Bill, 
November 2, 2015.
71 Source: Swiss Federal Office of the Environment, Climate Change: 
Bundesrat Approves Paris Agreement and Defines Future Benchmarks, 
March 23, 2016, http://www.bafu.admin.ch/klima/03449/12696/index.
html?lang=de&msg-id=61096.

72 Source: Swiss Federal Office of the Environment, Linking 
of the Emission Trading Systems of Switzerland and the EU: 
Negotiation Process, January 25, 2016, http://www.bafu.admin.ch/
klima/13877/14510/14882/14883/index.html?lang=en.
73 Source: Swiss Federal Office of the Environment, Linking the Swiss 
and EU Emissions Trading Schemes, January 25, 2016, http://www.
bafu.admin.ch/klima/13877/14510/14882/index.html?lang=en.
74 Source: Ukrainian Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources of 
Ukraine, Concept Implementation in Ukraine: Permission of a Trading 
System Unit for Greenhouse Gas Emissions under Directive 2003/87/
EC, September 14, 2015.
75 Source: National Accreditation Agency of Ukraine, Implementation 
of ISO Standard 14065: 2015, April 6, 2016, http://naau.org.ua/
vprovadzhennya-standartu-dstu-iso-14065-2015/.
76 Source: United States Environmental Protection Agency, Overview of 
the Clean Power Plan, August 6, 2015.
77 Source: Environmental Protection Agency, Carbon Pollution Emission 
Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating 
Units; Final Rule, October 23, 2016.
78 Source: State of West Virginia, Proposed EPA Rules for New and 
Existing Coal-Fired Power Plants, accessed April 4, 2016, http://www.
ago.wv.gov/publicresources/epa/Pages/default.aspx.
79 Source: Attorney General of New York, Joint Statement By A.G. 
Schneiderman, States, Cities And Counties In Response To Temporary 
Stay Of Clean Power Plan, February 10, 2016, http://www.ag.ny.gov/
press-release/joint-statement-ag-schneiderman-states-cities-and-
counties-response-temporary-stay.
80 Source: California Environmental Protection Agency Air Resources 
Board, Amendments to Mandatory Reporting and Cap-and-Trade 
Regulations, February 26, 2016.
81 Source: RGGI, Key Items for 2016 Program Review Stakeholder 
Discussions: Program Elements and EPA Clean Power Plan (CPP), 
November 17, 2015.
82 Source: New York State, Governor Cuomo, Joined By Vice President 
Gore, Announces New Actions to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
and Lead Nation on Climate Change, December 14, 2015.
83 Source: State of Washington Department of Ecology, Ecology 
Releases Draft Rule to Cap Carbon Pollution, January 6, 2016, http://
www.ecy.wa.gov/news/2016/002.html.
84 Source: State of Washington Department of Ecology, Public Input 
Spurs Updates to Clean Air Rule, Ecology to Incorporate Feedback 
into New Draft Rule, February 26, 2016, http://www.ecy.wa.gov/
news/2016/026.html.
85 Source: State of Oregon, Senate Bill 5701, February 25, 2016.
86 Source: CDP, Putting a Price on Risk: Carbon Pricing in the 
Corporate World, January 28, 2016.
87 Source: Ibid.
88 Source: United Nations Global Compact, UN Global Compact Calls 
on Companies to Set $100 Minimum Internal Price on Carbon, April 22, 
2016, https://www.unglobalcompact.org/news/3381-04-22-2016.
89 Source: Carbon Pricing Leadership, Leadership Coalition, accessed 
April 7, 2016, http://www.carbonpricingleadership.org/leadership-
coalition/. For additional information about the CPLC, please refer to the 
session “At a Glance”.
90 Source: Partnership for Market Readiness, Supporting Action for 
Climate Change Mitigation, March 23, 2016, https://www.thepmr.org/
content/supporting-action-climate-change-mitigation.
91 Source: World Bank, Networked Carbon Markets, November 11, 
2015.
92 Source: Caring for Climate, Carbon Pricing, accessed April 7, 2016, 
http://caringforclimate.org/workstreams/carbon-pricing/.
93 Source: Investor Platform for Climate Actions, Investor Actions, 
accessed April 7, 2016, http://investorsonclimatechange.org/.



15

© 2016 International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development/The World Bank 
1818 H Street NW, Washington DC 20433 
Telephone: 202-473-1000; Internet: www.worldbank.org 
Some rights reserved 
1 2 3 4 18 17 16 

This work is a product of the staff of The World Bank with 
external contributions. The findings, interpretations, and 
conclusions expressed in this work do not necessarily 
reflect the views of The World Bank, its Board of 
Executive Directors, or the governments they represent. 
The World Bank does not guarantee the accuracy of 
the data included in this work. The boundaries, colors, 
denominations, and other information shown on any map 
in this work do not imply any judgment on the part of The 
World Bank concerning the legal status of any territory or 
the endorsement or acceptance of such boundaries.

Nothing herein shall constitute or be considered to be a 
limitation upon or waiver of the privileges and immunities 
of The World Bank, all of which are specifically reserved.

Rights and Permissions

 
This work is available under the Creative Commons 
Attribution 3.0 IGO license (CC BY 3.0 IGO) http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/igo. Under the 
Creative Commons Attribution license, you are free to 
copy, distribute, transmit, and adapt this work, including 
for commercial purposes, under the following conditions:

Attribution—Please cite the work as follows: World Bank 
and Ecofys. 2016. “Carbon Pricing Watch 2016” (May), 
Washington, DC. Doi: 978-1-4648-0930-9-1 License: 
Creative Commons Attribution CC BY 3.0 IGO

Translations—If you create a translation of this work, 
please add the following disclaimer along with the 
attribution: This translation was not created by The World 
Bank and should not be considered an official World 
Bank translation. The World Bank shall not be liable for 
any content or error in this translation.

Adaptations—If you create an adaptation of this work, 
please add the following disclaimer along with the 
attribution: This is an adaptation of an original work 
by The World Bank. Responsibility for the views and 
opinions expressed in the adaptation rests solely with the 
author or authors of the adaptation and are not endorsed 
by The World Bank.

Third-party content—The World Bank does not 
necessarily own each component of the content 
contained within the work. The World Bank therefore 
does not warrant that the use of any third-party-owned 
individual component or part contained in the work will 
not infringe on the rights of those third parties. The risk of 
claims resulting from such infringement rests solely with 
you. If you wish to re-use a component of the work, it is 
your responsibility to determine whether permission is 
needed for that re-use and to obtain permission from the 
copyright owner. Examples of components can include, 
but are not limited to, tables, figures, or images.

All queries on rights and licenses should be addressed 
to the Publishing and Knowledge Division, The World 
Bank, 1818 H Street NW, Washington, DC 20433, USA; 
fax: 202-522-2625; e-mail: pubrights@worldbank.org.

ISBN (electronic): 978-1-4648-0930-9-1 
DOI: 10.1596/978-1-4648-0930-9-1

Design: Meike Naumann Visuelle Kommunikation 

Imprint



This report was prepared jointly by the World Bank and Ecofys.

A World Bank team consisting of Richard Zechter, Thomas Michael Kerr, Alexandre Kossoy, Grzegorz Peszko, Klaus 
Oppermann, and Nicolai Prytz conceptualized this report.

The Ecofys team consisted of Noémie Klein, Long Lam, Lindee Wong, Maarten Neelis, Sam Nierop, Yannick 
Monschauer, and Tom Berg, supported by a SinoCarbon team composed of Qian Guoqiang, Liu Ying, Chen Zhibin, 
Meng Binzhang, and Huang Xiaochen.

Definition of carbon pricing: For the purpose of the State and Trends of Carbon Pricing report series, and also 
applicable to this brief, carbon pricing refers to initiatives that put an explicit price on greenhouse gas emissions. This 
includes emissions trading systems, offset mechanisms, carbon taxes, corporate carbon pricing and results-based 
finance, using a metric directly based on carbon (i.e. price per ton of CO2e). Policies that put an implicit price on 
carbon, for example removal of fossil fuel subsidies, fuel taxation, support for renewable energy, and energy efficiency 
certificate trading, are not included as they are outside the scope of this brief.


