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Vaidehi Shah, Singapore Environment Council 
The Singapore Environment Councils has submitted 11 key recommendations, three of them 
include 

 A National Green Transport Strategy that goes beyond electric vehicles and public 
transport, but look at behavioural change 

 Environmental issues should be made mainstream and have a presence in the education 
system 

 Reintroduce rationing exercises 
 
 

Howard Shaw, Halcyon Group 

 We have a long way to go with efficiency, especially with green buildings, which face a 
lot of challenges, in terms of old and existing buildings. There needs to be more 
communication to property owners and higher energy consumers in terms of the benefits 
at the economical level 

 For land transport, we have a world-class integrated system, but what will get the bulk of 
our population to use it on a day-to-day basis, and what is going to help trigger demand? 
If you are a private vehicle user, how does one make the energy efficient vehicle or the 
electric vehicle the next sexiest thing to own? I still see a lot of large capacity 
vehicles.There are behavioural and mindset barriers we still need to jump. We are great 
with the hardware, but still need to look at the software – consumer perception and 
behaviour  

 It is called the National Climate Change Strategy, but we can go beyond the national 
level. Singapore has contributed a lot of tech and goodwill to region and internationally, 
as seen with what we have done with our water supply. We’ve helped make the world a 
more sustainable. We could do the same with energy use and climate change. We 
should integrate is an element of international collaboration into the strategy 

 We always use the term sustainable cities, but I don’t actually think we can’t make a city 
sustainable, we can make a city more sustainable. There is an assumption that by 2030, 
70% of people with be living in cities, and in 2100 it is estimated that around 10 billion 
people will be living in the cities because of migration from rural communities, which is 
not sustainable.  
 
What Singapore can do to contribute to climate change and overall environmental impact 
is with our intellectual capacity (I’m now involved in a project with the Singapore-
Massachusetts Research and Technology Institute) to come up with a challenge to 
design a rural community that integrates all the technical elements that we in Singapore 
are so familiar with, covered with a layer of good social science and behavioural analysis 
so that people living in a rural environment can enjoy all the economic and comfort 
benefits of someone living in the city. Not to reverse the migration, but to slow this 
migration.  
 
It’s about empowering the broader mass and Singapore can actually do a lot in that part, 
and in a sustainable model, will reduce problems that we experience here, such as the 
haze from Sumatra, which obviously has huge implications in terms of carbon emissions. 
This prize is something we are going to launch in January, it will take a year to run. We 
are going to have to implement this - a pilot rural community, where people would rather 
live in their villages that move to the city. We have to empower people and give them 
dignity. When we have done that, they have ownership, they will stop burning and cutting 
down their habitats. This is an indirect way that Singapore can contribute to climate 
change. We contribute very little in terms of absolute greenhouse gases, but we can 
contribute a lot more in terms of regional reduction. And being a global citizen, that is an 
area we can look into. 

 
 
 



 

 

 
David Chou, evHUB  

 We could get people into buses quicker, and using space in the bus more effectively, by 
moving to the back. 

 In our climate it’s very warm, how do we get people to walk or get people living up to 20 
minutes away, home? I have some suggestions: 

o Electric van shuttles: During peak hour, it can take people quickly to their homes 
in designated loops 

o Bike sharing scheme: There is now a trial in New York looking at the demand for 
bicycle sharing stations, where people can vote on Google Maps. This needs 
infrastructure but technology is getting much better, such as anti-theft measures.  

o Survey: We could find out how to increase the use of particular train stations, and 
perhaps introduce electric vehicles to boost these numbers 

 How do we nurture this sense to be more of a global citizen? How do we make it happen 
apart from education? How can we make it interesting, fun or a cool thing to do? 
Singapore had a lot of success with the recent F1, which raise a lot of attention and 
sponsorship but it’s not green. Perhaps Singapore could host the world’s green electric 
supercar race and take it to a certain level of prestige and be the international event of 
choice. 

 
 
Abigail Alling, Biosphere Foundation 

 There are hardcore lessons that apply to everyone. Through a misuse of resources, such 
as trash and plastic pollution, population etc, a community in Bali is experiencing a loss 
of coral reefs. One key thing we talk to them about is how important is to convey that 
healthy ecosystems are more robust; healthy complex ecosystems with top predators 
have a chance to recover much more quickly and withstand change. The more effort to 
have greenery in your backyard, and to bring coral reefs in your seas, keep managing 
sewage, trash and recycling well, are absolutely essential. Education is instrumental, and 
we all play a part and can make a difference. Singapore is on the frontline as one of the 
leading cities in my experience, and has an unprecedented opportunity to take a stand.  

 
 
Michael Quah, National University of Singapore 

 Go beyond technology. Despite the crowd, Singapore has a fantastic transportation 
system, so you want to ask yourself, will policy statements or an increase in public 
transportation – clearly understanding the last kilometre problem – be a better solution 
than no cars, even electric cars, that then turn your roads into parking lots. Sometimes 
the simple policy idea might be better. This are the issues you have to look at that go 
beyond it. 

 The other simple thing I want to look at is the importance of personal behaviour. If 
behaviour has positive benefits, people will do it. As we focus on technology, also 
recognise the human component of it. 

 
 
PK Wong, A*Star 

 I’m going to talk about technology, and the technology that I manage for A*STAR is 
carbon capture and storage and utilisation. The reason why I’d like to talk about it is 
technology that could potentially allow us to use fossil fuel and still allows us to reduce 
our carbon footprint. Let’s face it, for the next decade, we are going to use fossil fuels 
and a lot of it. For Singapore especially, while we are doing a lot of work on renewable 
energy.  Singapore really doesn’t have the natural resources to develop renewable 
energy, for example we cannot do hydroelectric, there’s no geothermal energy, for solar 
we can only provide less than 20% of the national needs, and nuclear energy is difficult 
for Singapore because the land area is too small. CCS and CCU is likely to be one of the 



 

 

key technologies that will help us to continue to enjoy a high standard of living and 
economic growth, and economic growth costs energy. 

 
 
Allan Lim, Alpha Biofuels 

 Singapore is in a very good position to take leadership in the climate change solution. I 
say this because we have the top 3 renewable energy companies in Singapore, like REC, 
Neste, and Vestas, who is doing research here. We also have a lot of good institutions 
like ISEAS and universities, we have a government supportive in developing clean 
technology solutions. Yet when we go out to sell solutions, for every five solutions we sell 
to foreign and developing countries, we sell one in Singapore. That is an interesting 
phenomenon to me, as an entrepreneur. While we are good at developing solutions, we 
are not good at not adopting it. I would say that a lot of start-ups in the clean technology 
industry resonate with this, we always find customers overseas, and when it comes to 
Singapore, we either do not have economies of scale, we are too expensive, we are not 
applicable, because we have all this infrastructure and why would we create new ones? 
We need to propose to NCCS to find ways to spur more adoption into the clean 
technology that will come up in future. I challenge NCCS, or rather Singapore to look at a 
shift in paradigm beyond the 3Rs, and redevelop a new set of 3Rs: 

o Rethink – Rethinking what Singapore really needs in 2030, going from housing to 
transportation all the way to what kind of industries we want in Singapore – Is 
Jurong Island the kind of industry we want to develop in 2030? Do we want to 
move some of these to our neighbouring countries? Our energy power plants – 
do we want to decentralise power?   

o Reprioritise – It is about human interaction with climate change. It is uniquely 
Singaporean to come up with technology to deal with a problem like waste 
separation. The solution is to go to the public and grassroots and tell them to 
separate their trash properly. If we can reprioritise this kind of mentality, introduce 
policies to be able to change that, it will bring us a lot of advantage in terms of 
thought leadership in Asia. 

o Resolve – We can talk about technologies, changing behaviour and how we can 
implement policies, but whatever policies that NCCS recommends will make 
some people unhappy, right down to the last guy in the hawker centre selling 
char kway teow. If you tell him to use a paper plate instead of a plastic/styrofoam 
plate, he’ll tell you that you are crazy to waste money. We encourage our political 
leaders to make good decisions and have some resolve in doing what is right for 
2030 and head towards that direction. 

 
 
Sanjay Kuttan, DNV Clean Technologies 

 When we think about change, there are four equal dimensions: leadership, process of 
getting there, technology and mindsets. Everyone has touched on various forms on 
these areas. From a technology perspective, there are three things we really need to 
think about: the availability of the technology, the sensibility of the technology, and its 
adaptability to the community. The timeline is really now and soon. We will need to ask, 
what can we do now, and what can we do soon?  

 
 
Eugene Tay, Low Carbon Singapore / Green Future Solutions 

 We should not just look at technology-based solutions. We should look at a softer 
approach to creating digital change, whether it is marketing, branding, design thinking, 
social change, web 2.0, mobile apps.  

 The government should do less, and let the people do more. Trust the people to do more; 
if the government does everything, the people will do nothing. There needs to be more 
opportunities for people to do more. 

 



 

 

 
 
Jessica Cheam, The Straits Times / Eco-Business.com 

 I’d like to see a stronger use of legislation in the National Climate Change Strategy. 
Singaporeans are more passive than not and it sometimes takes some time for them to 
adopt new practices. If a place in Malaysia can ban plastic bags, I don’t see why 
Singapore cannot use legislation to put that into effect. I don’t mean to use a very hard 
stick and ban everything that is bad, but to maybe phase out products that are less 
energy efficient or mandate little things like charging 10 cents at Cold Storage or NTUC, 
and we can automatically instil a sense of responsibility among the consumers as to 
whether they should be more responsible and environmental conscious.   
 

 

 
The floor is made open to the public 
 
 
Anant, Biosphere Capital 
PK, how does taking my carbon dioxide and pushing it in the ground (carbon capture and 
storage), you’re just giving people a licence to pump more carbon in the air, how does it 
solve the problem? For transport, David spoke of transport solutions but you left out energy 
efficiency. Why not stop thinking of the old model of herding people, and instead have 
people work differently and try telecommuting instead? Not everyone has to go to the CBD 
five days a week. What do you think of that?  
 
 
PK Wong – CCS is a way to reduce the carbon footprint it is not the perfect solution problem 
but is a bridge-in solution. We need to have energy efficiency and conservation and other 
methods, and CCS will complement other efforts.  
 
Michael Quah – The goal would be then – I agree with PK, it is an interim solution – if we are 
honest about it, for the next 100 years or so, if we look at all the projections, we are still in a 
fossil age. Singapore is alternative energy-disadvantaged. Whether you like it or not, size 
matters, because we are small, we cannot catch a lot. In fact, if you can recycle C02 into fuel 
again, if you have the ability… again the question is, at what energy penalty? And how do 
you get renewable hydrogen or even nuclear hydrogen, if you want to go further? So think of 
CCS as the tandem, and CCU. 
 
David Chou – It’s clear when you have larger cities, the carbon footprint is a lot higher per 
person, our buildings are going to be higher, and people are going to be living in closer 
proximity. Until we all live in one big building where it is a one stop centre with the train 
station or office or airport, it’s about what we can do in the interim.  
 
 
Albert Sim, NUS Alumni 
I’d like to share that the UN has an informative report on cities and climate change, in here 
you can find out why Singapore has one of the highest carbon footprint in Asia. I’d like to ask 
a question, if the government comes up with more money, people can do more. An example 
on recycling – I’m a volunteer on recycling, and I’ve noticed lots of reusable items like books 
are sent to the trash. Incineration plants cost almost a billion and Pulau Semakau, almost 
half a million. So imagine, if the government comes out with a small percentage of this 
money instead of building future incineration plants for people to do something for a 
recycling movement, it will be much more worthwhile and can be showcased in an Asian 
context. The government create more incentives by giving out money and people can do 
more.  
 



 

 

 
Michael Quah – If you think about it, if you draw the energy pie of Singapore as to why the 
carbon footprint is so high, you’ll find that a huge portion of it has to do with bunkering fuels, 
because Singapore as a refinery, you produce fuel for the rest of the world to use.  In that 
report, they count that against Singapore, now rightly so because you make money out of it, 
but any small country with a small population that then produces oil for the US and Europe to 
use, if it is counted against you, it can’t be helped. In a way it is an unfair calculation. My wife 
reminds me that lot of statisticians use data as if a drunk uses a lamp post, for support, not 
for illumination. So that one is the use of statistics for support, not for illumination.  
 
 
Annie Ang, fresh graduate of NUS 
I was a member of the NUS Students Against the Violation of the Earth. I’ve always found it 
very hypocritical that in NUS has multimillion-dollar research at NUS on carbon capture and 
alternative fuels yet our state of environment in environmental education among our 
undergraduates and graduates is pathetic. Our recycling rate is 12%, all our recycling bins, 
as far as I’ve noticed, are contaminated. I have stopped so many people as an 
undergraduate from throwing recyclables in the bin, and rubbish into recycling bins. It’s great 
to talk about government administration, giving money to people, having more money and 
disinvesting in incineration plants and environmental education, but if that is the state of the 
best universities in Singapore, how do you plan to address this issue? 
 
 
Jessica Cheam – I think it comes down to personal responsibility. 
 
Allan Lim – I share your sentiment and frustration, but what is your solution? I think there is a 
syndrome among Singaporeans called the Ah Kong syndrome, where the government 
should come out with all the money. The truth of the matter is if we continue to think that the 
Ah Kong theory works, then we don’t have to be here. The solution is somewhere in the 
middle, between the government and the grassroots. How do we combine these two 
together?  
 
Eugene Tay – I’m also an NUS alumni. In the past, the recycling rate at NUS was 0%, and I 
can safely say that NUS is better at recycling than NTU and SMU. An important thing I’d like 
to say is that all these efforts need time, don’t expect instant results. Regarding the previous 
question about needing money to do things, the money doesn’t always have to come from 
the government, but from businesses too, there are a lot of companies that want to do good, 
and are happy to give money. You don’t necessarily need to have a lot of money to do things, 
if you’d like to know more, you can come and talk to me. 
 
Michael Quah – I think your very passion at describing the problem, gives you the ability to 
answer it, because you said is that while the facilities and bins are there, people don’t do it. 
So ultimately, your organisation should continue with education and outreach. A priority is 
culture change. Technological solutions are easy, people solutions are the hardest. 
 
 
Alek Cannan 
Can you comment on carbon tax? 
 
 
Howard Shaw – Carbon taxation is a term and branding. At the end of the day, we are 
subjected to carbon tax in some shape or form, such as the road tax system, if you drive a 
higher capacity vehicle, you pay more tax, and likewise high energy users are subjected to 
different charges and tariffs. It is not called a carbon tax, but there are ready systems in 
place to penalise high energy users. 
 



 

 

 
Michael Quah – The issue of carbon tax versus cap and trade is an interesting. The tax is a 
levy the government makes on something. How would the government use the tax money? If 
you use carbon credits, it goes to the private sector. Who makes the money? The planet, the 
poor people, or the people in Gucci or Armani (bankers), or the growers of sustainable palm 
oil? You decide whether you prefer the carbon credits or the carbon tax. 
 
 
Billet, Energy Carta, NUS 
A lot of people who don’t recycling, it goes beyond education. Students know how to be 
environmental, but what is the incentive? How do we benefit those who do good things? 
 
 
Vaidehi Shah – Everyone wants an incentive. The flipside of that is probably gratitude. I 
believe that rather than constantly trying to look for incentives, we should look for ways to 
focus on what we have right now. People fundamentally owe it to the environment; the 
environment doesn’t owe it to us to make it more convenient for us to be environmentally 
friendly. This is something that we should tell others. 
 
Jessica Cheam – We should aim to have education and instil a sense of responsibility so 
that the feel good factor is enough, you don’t need incentives. 
 
 
Low Chip Koon 
I’m from a local global warming study group. A lot of the time, the debate is centred around 
the energy issue. There’s another side of the issue, which is agriculture. The green economy 
and sustainable economy needs green energy, but also a green diet. Meat production 
causes a lot of greenhouse gases and it is an inefficient way of using the world’s resources. 
Climate scientists like the Director of NASA, Dr James Hansen, and UN IPCC Chairman 
Rajendra Pachauri have asked people to adopt a plant based diet, saying it is the fastest 
action each individual can do to make an impact. Meat production uses a lot of water and 
land. So a lot of people have been asked to go on a Meatless Monday or Meatless Thursday 
to help reduce resource consumption. I would ask the panel your views on that. 
 
 
Eugene Tay – Going vegetarian has to be a personal choice. It cannot be forced top down, 
but bottom up, and so we’ve seen movements like Meatless Monday or Veggie Thursday. 
Beef is the most carbon intensive of them all. If you can’t go vegetarian, just don’t eat beef. 
 
 
Bhavani Prakash, Eco Walk the Talk 
For food, there is a lot that Singapore can do. In terms of biodiversity, we could look at 
banning shark fin to protect the oceans, encourage local agriculture, urban farming, we could 
become a role for that in the region. Also, technological solutions - not the kind of genetic 
modification that kind that biotech research that favours seed companies, but type of food 
development that Howard talked about, and development of that supports rural communities 
in Asia. That needs to be developed with climate resilience. And that’s the kind of forward 
thinking, proactive thinking that Singapore needs to encourage food security. Is there 
anything that the panel can add to that? 
 
 
Howard Shaw – Food security is a big issue for us, and has a direct link to climate change. 
One of the SEC’s suggestions included enhancing food security issues. Currently we import 
98% of our food supply and of course, that has a huge carbon greenhouse gas efficiency 
elimination as well; some of it comes from as far as the States and Australia. The nearest 
source of supply for fruit and vegetables is Malaysia. 



 

 

 
I don’t think it is realistic for Singapore to be sustainable in terms of food production but I 
think it is realistic to set targets to around 10-20% of our local food production. There are 
farms in Singapore, I am actually part of the Kranji Countryside Association. They have a 
short term lease and are unwilling to invest more to upscale their intensity, but potentially 
with a bit of assistance and reassurance. I mean, they can boost yields easily by 40-60%, no 
problem, we are talking about green leafy vegetables, high yield crops, and this is grown 
traditionally in open fields. With the technology we have and the know-how, we could really 
increase local food production and reduce our carbon footprint from what we have to import. 
 
 
Serene Tang,  
Regarding incentives, leave a beautiful world for your grandchildren, and to address a 
previous comment about NUS not recycling as they should, it depends on their mindset, and 
it starts from young. I’m wondering if the government is pumping more money into educating 
the young. When I was young, school did not teach me about this, but I learnt all of this from 
documentaries and reading outside of curriculum. 
 
 
Eugene Tay – In my housing estate, the kindergarten there is already teaching children 
about the 3Rs. It is happening in primary, secondary and kindergartens. 
 
Howard Shaw – The education in school is important but these actions have to be reinforced 
by their parents in the home. All the future parents here, you have to play a big role. 
 
Sanjay Kuttan – We’ve grown up looking to leaders. Do we believe there’s a tipping point? 
Do we believe that climate change is going to happen and we are going to be exterminated? 
Until people are convinced of that, isn’t that enough of an incentive? Isn’t that enough to 
push the right policies? I’m not sure that everyone is convinced that climate change is 
happening. That is really the problem. If we all thought doomsday would be happening in 
2020 because of the tipping point, or whenever that tipping point is, we would not be having 
this conversation, we would be implementing solutions already. 
 
Eugene Tay – A recent Gallup survey was conducted in Singapore. In 2010, they asked how 
serious is climate change for you and your family, and 65% of respondents said that they 
believe so. 
 
 
Unanswered questions/suggestions 
 
Simon Fischer, Amida Recruitment  
What is the Singapore government doing to have the right pool of talent? 
 
*inaudible name*, from Thailand 
I’d like to share that people in Singapore will just do what they are told, and so the 
government should just implement policy. 
 
Ken Hickson, Sustain Ability Showcase 
I’m very proud of what Singapore is doing and can do in this area. One way think would 
really help – and I’ve seen this in other countries – is setting targets. That target should be 
sustainable in terms of reducing carbon emissions to a certain level, and it should be clear 
on how we can achieve those targets. Those targets can be used right through the 
community, what peoples, homes, businesses, right through the board. Just like the 
Greenmark target to have 80% of buildings be green by 2030. Show people how to use 
these targets. I’d like to make that suggestion and also see if the government is setting those 
targets? 



 

 

 
Vivian Claire Liu 
If I may just offer a couple of suggestions. Be the change you want, taking up your share of 
making this earth as sustainable as we can, and having the government take relief in certain 
areas. How much does NEA make from hawker centres? Offer hawkers discounts to 
compensate them for costs. The government enjoys a strong financial advantage in financial 
resources, so it makes sense for the government to take the lead in some areas. At the 
individual level, we can all do something - I don’t drive a car and rely on public transport – 
that’s a personal choice, I don’t expect everyone to do that. May I also suggest a website 
that has information disclosure on the carbon footprint of various activities, on driving a car 
for a certain distance, acquiring vegetables and meals from local farms in Yishun or from 
Australia and the US? This gives us a sense of the carbon imprint we are making, and the 
individual has to decide. That can be taken up by an NGO, a student group, or by the 
government, who have a lot of statistics, it depends who has the core competencies. One 
last point, KPIs - some things cannot be measured, but there are some things that need to 
be meansured. What are the KPIs for NCCS and individual agencies, say over the next 5 – 
10 years? I would encourage each NGO here to think about it as well. Again, it could be 
disclosed via a website, for everyone to see. 
 
Kylie 
I have only been here for a week, and I’m moved to see that there are so many people are 
concerned about climate change. I have been working with a marine conservation 
organisation. It kind of shocked me to see the number of fish, and the destruction that has 
happened on the reef. Could you give us an indication of what coral destruction means to 
climate change? A lot of Singaporeans must dive in the area, and are really enjoying the 
area. What is really happening in Southeast Asia and do you think there is a way to reconcile 
with what’s happening with the coral reefs? Do you think there really is a way back from this? 
Or do you think that we just really have to be protecting these areas? How do you plan to 
continue with Biosphere Foundation, and the work on the reef? Are there things that people 
can be doing as divers or people interested in the marine environment? How can 
Singaporeans get involved? 
 
 

 
Suggestions 
 
 
Wayne Wong 

 Less Refrigerant-based air conditioning 

 More tropical-friendly buildings please. Singapore as it is, is one really hot rock.  

 And wear less. Coats and neck ties are not meant to be worn here (many forgot these 
origins from cold climates). In other words, Singapore should Stop acting cool - by 
copying the West - but by developing its own Equatorial Style. 

 Plant more trees, say maybe put a fragrant plant into every toilet. 
 
 
Serene Tang 

 Fine buildings/ bus/ trains that has an air temperature of below 22 degrees. No, I do not 
mean the set temperature but the actual measured temperature. Does not make sense 
for any public area to be colder than that. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Pui Cuifen 

 It would be great to have urban vegetable farming along corridors, on flat roofs, interim 
green spaces... where residents of an estate have the ownership to care for the farms 
within their area. The current community in bloom is great - but it requires a group of 
neighbours to come together first, and manage the farm. 

 Plants along walkways with signages that say "food for residents, by residents; take what 
you need for cooking dinner, but do leave some for others!"  

 Food compost bins near the urban farms. 

 Some useful ideas from Japan - carbon labelling for products, and creative 
communication to children on carbon footprinting   

 
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=10150349973892304&set=a.1015034997354
7304.348439.735267303&type=1&theater 

 
 
Benjamin Tan 

 We should also have green walls. They will shield the building from the sun and cool it 
down thus reducing the loading on the aircon and the energy bills. 

 
 
Alvin Kiang 

 Recommendation on carbon tax 

 Petrol (gasoline) in Singapore is taxed at 40 cents per litre. Fossil diesel in Singapore is 
not taxed at all. Please tax fossil diesel the same amount. Such a move would also 
benefit the biofuel business. 

 
 
Chris Crawley, Skycool 

 Singapore has corporatized a number of businesses, ranging from Surbana (skills from 
HDB design) to airports (CAG spinout from CAAS) to the recent NParks corporatization. 
Singapore has often been positioned as a great laboratory setting due to the country's 
size and ability to made decisions relatively quickly. One way for the government here to 
both be positioned as a global leader in the green sector, as well as to convert this into a 
business, would be to aggressively green the government sector - which is primarily 
buildings, but also some transport, as well as the military.  

 
Detailed records could be kept on each project, which would allow not only an overall 
view on progress but also analysis of the comparative benefits of various solutions. 
Information from the private sector could also be captured, since GLCs form about 25% 
of the economy here. This knowlege base could then be corporatized, through consulting 
pitched to other cities around the world that want to go green in the most rapid, cost 
effective manner. 

 
 
Charles Stewart Lee 

 Magneto Hydrodynamic Fluid Conditioning for all vehicles. It increases efficiency 
between 15-35 % - depending on vehicle- and reduces most emissions emitted by cars 
by 80%+. CO is in the 95% + reduction range. Can be achieved- nationwide- within a 
year, enabling SMRT to reduce subsidies on Public Transport that can then be used to 
fund more green initiatives such as local farms and growing plots in HDBs. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=10150349973892304&set=a.10150349973547304.348439.735267303&type=1&theater
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=10150349973892304&set=a.10150349973547304.348439.735267303&type=1&theater


 

 

Olivia Choong, Green Drinks Singapore 

 For households, the government might want to consider installing smart meters that 
automatically calculates the price of electricity based on homeowners’ usage. People will 
then be more conscious of how much money they are literally burning through their 
lifestyle. The electrician installing the meters will have to input the electricity price rate 
accordingly. Meter readers could be trained on how to programme these meters so that 
they can update the meters when they do their regular readings, since the price of 
electricity varies. These meters will be free of charge, installation is free also. 

 Government ministers have to talk more about climate change in the media so that 
everybody gets it, and are not complacent. The best person to raise this is PM Lee. The 
government could introduce initiatives like rebates on cleaner vehicles, cleaner diesel, 
push for a low carbon lifestyle, green construction  etc, so that the public will begin taking 
it seriously 

 Make it cheaper for people to buy diesel cars, and promote the use of biodiesel.  

 More national educational campaigns need to be run to encourage a smart lifestyle, 
communicating that it’s not only the right thing to do, but also the wise thing to do. A 
booklet can be sent to every household documenting ways to do so, MRTs could have 
posters/stickers, and informative television and radio advertisements can be broadcast.  

 Earmark particular documentaries and make it mandatory for students to watch them as 
part of their basic curriculum. 

 At MOE, ensure that all new teachers understand environmental issues by including a 
module as part of their training, so they are able to weave it into the teaching curriculum 
for the youth.  

 Discontinue products like toxic paint, and make it mandatory for people painting the 
outside of their homes/apartments to use light-reflecting eco paint, so that homes are 
cooler and require less air conditioning. 

 Ensure that new buildings do not have cladding around air conditioning units. URA 
makes it mandatory for shopping centres to have cladding because it is considered 
unsightly, e.g. 313@Somerset. The cladding reduces the air conditioning’s efficiency and 
because the unit has to work harder, it wears out quickly.  

 Test-bed technology like air-powered cars, which are being tested in Europe and 
America. 

 Make supermarkets declare the carbon footprint of their fresh produce, the same can be 
done for electronics. Stores could slowly phase in this “carbon tagging” process. It could 
be a ballpark figure for that section of food/electionics, depending on which country the 
produce/product is from. 

 Instead of a yearly Earth Hour, we could do a monthly one, in different suburbs. 

 Make CSR for all businesses mandatory. 


