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TJOANNEUM RESEARCH Due to the signing of the so-called Kyoto protocol Austria is committed to a mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions until 2008—2012 by 13 % compared
Forschungsgesellschaft mioH to the base year 1990. There exist many proposals of possible measures to achieve this aim, however, they vary in efficiency respective to the achievement
Technlglsc;[giteemocj of objectives as well as to the usage of public funds. Furthermore, in the past additional effects of greenhouse gas mitigation measures, so-callec

Scfioral Boley co-effects, have been disregarded, although these co-effects (mostly co-benefits) have considerable impacts on the well being of population, which

e it el 216 could lead to a better enforceability of climate change mitigation measures. Thus, this study provides a tool to connect intended advantages of climate

8010 Graz, Austria change mitigation measures with the through these measures generated and certainly not intended, but absolutely desired advantages (or also undesired

Phone +43 316 876-14 88 disadvantages). Thereby, decision makers are given the possibility to valuate and rank climate change mitigation measures in dependence on society’s
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worthiness of different kinds of advantages of these measures.
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