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UNEP and the Executive Director in the News
Financial: Bayer plants 300,000 trees around the world to combat climate change  


20/12/2007 13:04  (19:56 minutes ago)

The FINANCIAL -- In 2007 the Bayer Group planted some 300,000 trees around the world to contribute to the fight against climate change. With these efforts the Leverkusen-based Group is supporting the “Plant for the Planet: Billion Tree Campaign” of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) as one of its six official partners from the private sector.

According to Bayer Group, this campaign has been a complete success: The ambitious goal of planting a billion trees around the world in the course of the year with the help of organizations and individuals has already been exceeded, as more than 1.5 billion new trees have now been planted.

“We are glad to be able to contribute to the success of this ecological solidarity campaign spanning the world,” comments Dr. Wolfgang Plischke, the member of the Board of Management of Bayer AG responsible for Innovation, Technology and Environment. ”It is another expression of our wide-ranging commitment to climate protection”.

"Only a few weeks ago the Leverkusen-based Group launched its “Bayer Climate Program”, with which it wants to further reduce CO2 emissions from its production facilities and develop new solutions for increasing climate protection and dealing with climate change. In the next three years the Group will invest EUR 1 billion in climate-relevant research and development and various projects." Bayer Group reports.

 “I am delighted to say that an initiative to catalyze the pledging and the planting of one billion trees has achieved and indeed surpassed its mark. Bayer is setting a good example and through its commitment has contributed significantly to the Billion Tree Campaign. We would like to thank Bayer for being one of the key corporate backers of the initiative along with governments, communities, NGOs and inidvidual citizens," says Achim Steiner, UN Under-Secretary General and Executive Director of UNEP, which along with the World Agroforestry Center catalyzed the campaign. "The overwhelming success of the global tree-planting exercise is a further sign of the breathtaking momentum witnessed this year on the challenge for this generation – climate change”.

“I am elated beyond words at the global interest and action that was motivated by the Billion Tree Campaign. I knew we had it within us as a human family to rise up!” says a delighted Professor Wangari Maathai, Nobel Prizewinner from Kenya and patron of the initiative.

 Bayer Group announces, that planting trees is globally considered an effective measure to protect the climate and combat climate change. Trees not only bind the greenhouse gas carbon dioxide, they also counteract desertification and soil erosion. According to estimates, the 300,000 trees planted by Bayer alone will reduce the carbon dioxide content in the atmosphere by some 7,500 metric tons per year.

 According to Bayer Group, almost two dozen Bayer Group companies around the world have joined the initiative. Working together with UNEP and more than 1,000 schools in the area of Nairobi, Kenya, where UNEP is headquartered, Bayer AG has planted 100,000 trees. Bayer Corp. in the United States contributed an equivalent number. At both locations Bayer employees lent a strong hand. This was also the case in many other countries where Bayer, often in cooperation with environmental organizations,  participated in the global tree-planting campaign – Australia, Belgium, Brazil, the Czech Republic, El Salvador, Greece, Guatemala, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Malaysia, the Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Singapore, Slovakia, Thailand, the United Kingdom and Venezuela. The just under 200 participants of the TUNZA International Youth Conference, which Bayer AG hosted this August under its partnership with UNEP, all planted a tree as a personal and symbolic contribution to the success of the campaign. ________________________________________________________________________

The States Man: The Himalayan Corridor

The Himalayan kingdom of Bhutan is rated as one of the leading ten global hotspots in the world exhibiting a rich treasure-trove of biodiversity. The country boasts of a varied biodiversity ranging from tropical plains to alpine highlands. The country has lapped up many awards for recognising environment as the prime focus of its developmental plans. The United Nations Environmental Programme has adjudged Bhutan with the Champion of the Earth award for outstanding commitment in prioritising the preservation and sustainable use of the environment. The country has an excellent environmental track record and its development policy has been pursued in line with the UN millennium development goals.
The King of Bhutan, Jigme Singye Wangchuck has won the 2006 J Paul Getty award for three decades of unique approach to conserve the environment of the Himalayan kingdom. One of the world’s most prestigious awards in the field of conservation, the award is administered by World Wildlife Fund (WWF) and look forward to promote conservation and raise public awareness. The award offers recognition to individuals in any one of the three annually rotating fields including political leadership, scientific leadership and community leadership. The King has formulated a series of policies and laws that have a profound impact on the environmental conservation of the land. This includes the promise to keep at least 60 per cent of the country’s total land under forest cover. The King has exhibited a farsighted approach in preserving some of the fascinating wildlife habitats of the world. Besides, the King has initiated Bhutan Biological Conservation Complex- a joint project of Bhutan government, WWF and other partners to look after a host of national parks and forest corridors that make up 36 per cent of the land. Here’s a quick glance on the popular floral and faunal species that thrive in the Dragon kingdom. 
There are around 3,281 floral species per 10,000 sq km of land, 770 avian species, 5,500 species of vascular plants, 165 mammalian species, 50 species of rhododendrons, 600 species of orchids and 300 species of medicinal flora.
The land always gives priority to conservation practices rather than economic exploitation of its forest resources. The royal government has its primary focus on conservation and sustainable utilisation of natural resources. The country prides in having the largest proportion of land covered with protected forests and about 26.23 per cent of the pristine Himalayan kingdom has been declared as national parks. The total forested area is around 72.5 per cent that ranges from evergreen forests in the sub-tropical region to deciduous in the hills and evergreen conifers in the temperate and alpine ranges. The Department of Forest and Forestry Department Corporation were set up in 1952 and since then scientific forest management came into practice and were put into effect. Apart from sustaining the rich water and biological resources that form the base of immense hydropower potential, forests contribute to 9.4 per cent of the country’s GDP. 
It is conservation and sustainable utilisation of natural resources that form the prime focus of the royal government and the Forestry Services Division has taken up an improved system of protected area management in 1993. Around 35 per cent of the land area is protected by some conservation practicing agencies. Today Bhutan can claim that it has the largest land under forest cover in the world and the only country that has banned smoking in public places. Here environmental issues are taken care with utmost sincerity than its neighbouring countries.
Some of the serious environmental challenges confronted by the Forestry Services Division are poaching, illegal felling of trees and fire. Owing to pressure mounting on forest resources, afforestation activities on barren land are being initiated to increase forested land. Around 17,874 hectares of land area has been brought under afforestation scheme. The participation of masses in the preservation and management of forests through education is also encouraged. A number of schemes on social forestry are promoted in the form of community and private forests of the country.
One of the unusual faunal residents has been the Takin, the national animal of the country. The land also is a home to snow leopards, bears, red pandas, rhinos, elephants and tigers. The dense forests of Bhutan at a height of above 4,000 metre form the habitat of the royal Bengal tiger. The National Conservation Plan of the land records that there are 24 globally threatened faunal lives in the country. Bhutan is an avian paradise and forms the winter abode of the vulnerable black-necked crane that is endemic in the Tibetan Plateau. Nearly 11,000 species of black-necked crane are present across the globe of which 500 species are in Bhutan particularly Phobjikha Valley in Wangdue and Dzongkhag and Bomdiling in Yangste.
A large number of floral species are in bloom in summer months like primrose, anemone, lady-slippers and edelweiss and “Blue Poppy” is the national flower of the Himalayan country. Quite recently, around nine per cent of the country’s land area has been designated as biological corridors that connect the protected areas.
________________________________________________________________________
All Africa: Csir Warns of Danger

Ghanaian Chronicle (Accra)

NEWS

20 December 2007

Posted to the web 20 December 2007

By Issah Alhassan

Kumasi

The Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR) has warned of a serious threat to our land areas, particularly in the River Afram Headwaters Forest Reserve, as a result of the invasion of a foreign plant, called pulp mulberry, which is fast taking over the forest reserve.

The pulp mulberry, scientifically known as Broussonetia  papyrifera, which was introduced into the country in 1969 by an Indian expatriate, Dr. Kadamby, upon the recommendation of the Forest Research Institute of Ghana, as part of a programme to identify tree species for the local production of industrial fiber, has been identified to be counterproductive to the activities of farming communities, where these are found.

According to Mr. Ebenezer Owusu-Sekyere, the plant site Co-ordinator of the River Afram Headwaters Forest Reserve, and a research fellow at the CSIR, the plant currently covers an area conservatively estimated at 180 kilometres square, and stretches from Pra-Anum Forest Reserve at Amentia, in the Eastern Region, through Kumasi, in the Ashanti and to Sunyani, in the Brong Ahafo.

It is reportedly causing a nuisance to farmers at Bibiani, Goaso and Gambia Number 1 and 2 in the Western and Brong Ahafo regions respectively.

Explaining the characteristics of the plant, and its effects on the country's forest reserves, at a workshop funded by the United Nation Environmental Programme (UNEP), and the Global Environmental Fund (GEF), on the theme "Removing barriers to Invasive plant management in Africa," Mr. Owusu-Sekyere said the plant, an evasive weed, which regenerates quickly and spreads easily, as a result of its mode of dispersal, has been known to be responsible for the lower yields of food crop farms in the communities.

He indicated that the pulp mulberry exhibits aggressive growth, and quickly invades and disturbs lands, displacing native plants and threatening the ecological system of the forest.

He noted that interactive programmes, with affected farmers at Abofour, Offinso and the Afram plains, have revealed that control of the weed has been very difficult, and some of the strategies adopted by the local farmers, like slash and burn, and mechanical tillage systems have not been effective.

The research fellow, further pointed out that the Forest Service Division, and other important stakeholders, in forest estate, did not have any plans for its control, a situation which, according to him, posed a great danger to the survival of our forest reserves, particularly in the catchment areas.

He said management's measures on the plant, up to date, had been ad hoc, with a provision of short-term direct in the farmers' field, but noted that work on the management of the plant was being funded by the African Development Bank (AfDB), in collaboration with the Forest Research Institute of Ghana, and some selected fringe communities, whose lands face constant threats from the plant.

The National Programme Co-ordinator of the UNEP/GEF, Mr. De-Graft Johnson, said a comprehensive programme was needed to ensure regular training, and education in identification, prevention and management of the pulp mulberry.

He said educating the community, about appropriate land management strategies, to reduce the susceptibility of the forest reserve to the plant's invasion, would help prevent the spread of the pulp mulberry in the Afram Headwaters Forest Reserve. ________________________________________________________________________

Scoop NZ: Thousands of volunteers take place in community tree planting days around Waitakere every year.

Waitakere is doing its bit to green New Zealand, and the planet.

Known as the “Eco-City”, Waitakere has planted almost 200,000 trees this year- a staggering 196,124 in fact. The bulk of these were native trees.

This is part of a general planting programme in parks, stream corridors and road reserves etc, and Waitakere is also part of the United Nations sponsored programme Plant for the Planet: Billion Tree Campaign.

The campaign aimed to plant a billion trees around the world this year- one million of those in New Zealand.

Waitakere deputy mayor Penny Hulse is delighted that her Council’s pledge to plant trees for that campaign contributed so significantly to the national total.

“Even more pleasing is that tens of thousands of trees in Waitakere were planted by community groups and volunteers. People here truly care for the environment and take real ownership of our streams, parks and even their own backyards. They rolled up their sleeves and got the job done.”

Several years ago Waitakere City Council distributed a million eco-sourced native seeds to residents who propagated and planted their own flaxes and grasses. Another initiative is the annual “Trees For Babies” planting days, where parents of new borns plant a tree in a local park in honour of their child.

“Global warming and climate change is a reality,” says Mrs Hulse. “When you have ice-bergs off the coast of Dunedin as we did in 2006 you know the planet is in real trouble. By planting trees and taking other measures such as reducing rubbish and car travel people can make a difference, it’s as simple as that.”

Mrs Hulse adds that trees and shrubs not only absorb carbon, but also play a vital role in controlling soil erosion and improving water quality and stream flows. “Tree plantings also create new habitats and increase biodiversity- and more trees create better looking towns and neighbourhoods,” she says.

The global Billion Tree Campaign was inspired by Professor Wangari Maathai, Africa’s foremost environmental campaigner and a 2004 Nobel Peace Prize winner. Professor Maathai founded the Green Belt Movement in Kenya and is responsible for planting more than 30 million trees throughout Africa.

Achim Steiner, UN Under-Secretary-General and UNEP Executive Director, in announcing the success of the Billion Tree Campaign says: “There had been a few cynical smiles and shaking of heads when the Campaign was launched. But citizen after citizen, community after community and country after country, have proved the doubters wrong and demonstrated an abiding truth in 2007.”

________________________________________________________________________

Other Environment News

BBC: EU cap on air emissions from 2012
EU ministers have agreed to impose carbon emissions quotas on airlines in an attempt to fight climate change.

The Environment Commissioner, Stavros Dimas, said a strong signal had to be sent, although MEPs had wanted carriers to be included in the EU emissions trading scheme in 2011, not 2012.

The United States opposes the idea and has threatened legal action.

And the airline industry fears the cost of the carbon trading scheme could force some carriers out of business.

Increasing emissions

But Mr Dimas, said that aviation was responsible for 3% of carbon emissions, more than the steel industry which was already part of the trading scheme.

He said aviation emissions had doubled since 1990 and were predicted to double again by 2020.

Under the trading system, the EU limits the amount of carbon dioxide that industry is allowed to emit.

The airlines would have to meet their quotas, either by cutting their emissions or by buying credits from other industries.

Environment ministers meeting in Brussels agreed that airlines would have to buy 10% of permits upfront at auction in 2012, substantially lower than the proportion suggested by the European Parliament.

They also set the cap on emissions at the average level from 2004-2006.

Smaller operators would be exempt from the scheme because of the potential threat to their survival.

Campaigners unimpressed

Campaigners against climate change have complained that the agreement does not go far enough.

Tomas Wyns of Climate Action Network Europe said that the ministers had failed to implement ambitious targets and were threatening the EU's credibility and leadership in international climate change negotiations.

But UK environment secretary, Hilary Benn, said that Europe had taken "a bold step" in the week after the Bali agreement.

The deal will now have to be negotiated with the European Parliament.

________________________________________________________________________

Telegraph: Aviation to be included in EU emissions trading

Last Updated: 12:01am GMT 21/12/2007

Airline passengers face paying up to £13 more for the price of a return flight as a result of an EU agreement to include aviation in the European emissions trading scheme.

Airline passengers face paying up to £13 more for the price of a return flight as a result of an EU agreement to include aviation in the European emissions trading scheme.

Aviation to be included in EU emissions trading

Airlines will have to buy carbon credits from renewable-energy schemes to cover any growth

The scheme, which applies after 2012, means growth in greenhouse gas emissions from flying will have to be cancelled out by buying "carbon credits".

The decision by EU ministers to include aviation in the Emissions Trading Scheme means emissions from aviation will be capped at 2004-06 levels. Airlines will have to buy credits from renewable-energy schemes or emission-reduction schemes to cover any growth.

If they choose to pass on the cost of the credits to passengers, they will be able to charge up to €9 (£6.50) per flight, leading to an extra cost per person of as much as £13 on the cost of a return trip.

The scheme will apply to all flights between EU countries and flights taking off from or landing in an EU country, including all intercontinental flights, not simply the part of the journey in European airspace.

advertisement

Hilary Benn, the Environment Secretary, hailed the agreement by all 27 EU countries supporting the proposal as a bold step by Europe following the Bali agreement.

He said "I welcome this agreement, which the UK has long campaigned for. This immediate step following Bali demonstrates our commitment to making sure that aviation plays its part in tackling emissions."

Airlines will be regulated by the EU country in which they run the majority of their flights. Any airline in breach of the regulation will face legal action.

The adopted proposal now goes to the European Parliament.

Environmental campaigning group WWF said the decision let the aviation industry off too lightly.

"This is a Christmas gift to the aviation industry which should be required to do its fair share in tackling climate change" said Delia Villagrasa, Senior Advisor at WWF's European Policy Office.

"The sector's carbon emissions are growing by four to five per cent per year, and ministers' failure to grapple with this is completely at odds with the European pledge to reduce emissions by 20-30 per cent by 2020."

She said such a "lenient" approach to airlines was a backward step from the Bali climate change pledges.

Friends of the Earth (FoE) described the aviation deal as "feeble", and urged more measures, including a tax on aviation fuel - currently zero-rated for VAT.

FoE aviation campaigner Richard Dyer said: "These feeble proposals will do little to curb the growing impact of European air travel on global warming. Aviation is the fastest growing EU source of carbon dioxide emissions. This deal will not do much to force airlines to become more efficient.

"It fails to tackle air travel's extra climate impact at altitude and is likely to give the aviation industry windfall profits from the handout of free pollution permits.

"Last week the EU called for tough climate action at Bali. It must now show global leadership and put forward a much tougher scheme as well as other policies to curb the mounting threat from growing aviation emissions.

"The UK Government should also take action at home. It must include Britain's share of international aviation and shipping emissions in its Climate Change Bill, and scrap its insane plans to expand our airports." ________________________________________________________________________

Xinhua: EU member states agree to impose emission quotas on aviation

    BRUSSELS, Dec. 20 (Xinhua) -- European Union (EU) environment ministers on Thursday agreed to impose carbon dioxide emission quotas on the aviation industry as from 2012.

    "Today's political agreement on including aircraft in the emissions trading scheme sends an important signal about the EU's determination to put in place concrete measures to combat climate change," said EU Environment Commissioner Stavros Dimas.

    Under the scheme, the EU caps carbon emissions for the aviation industry. The airlines would have to meet their quotas, either by cutting their emissions or by buying credits from other less-polluting industries.

    But smaller operators would be exempt from the scheme because of the potential threat to their survival, said Dimas.

    Dimas said emissions from aviation industry account for 3 percent of EU's overall greenhouse gas emissions, higher than many other sectors, such as steel, which are already covered by the emissions trading scheme.

    "All sectors should contribute in a fair way in fighting climate change," Dimas said.

    Emissions from aviation have doubled since 1990 and if unchecked, may double again by 2020, he said.

    The political agreement now needs to be negotiated with the European Parliament, which has said it wanted lower caps and the year 2011 as the starting date for the measures.

    The EU scheme covers not only airlines within its territories, but also airlines that fly to and from EU airports. The scheme has met opposition from the United States, which has threatened legal action.

    The airline industry fears the cost of buying carbon credits could force some carriers out of business. ________________________________________________________________________

AFP: EU agrees curbs on airline emissions from 2012

BRUSSELS (AFP) — European Union environment ministers agreed Thursday to impose carbon dioxide emissions curbs on airlines from 2012, but environmentalists and EU lawmakers said the plans did not go far enough.

Under the agreement, airlines flying not only within the EU but also to or from the 27 nation bloc will be included in Europe's emissions trading system, like other energy-hungry industries have been since 2005.

"The eyes of the world are upon us. We have to send out a strong signal to the rest of the world," Portuguese Environment Minister Francisco Nunes Correia said while chairing talks with counterparts in Brussels.

"Air traffic must contribute to climate protection, there's no alternative," German Environment Minister Sigmar Gabriel said.

EU governments will now have to find a compromise with the European Parliament, which had sought an earlier start date of 2011 and also has to approve the plans in a second reading.

EU lawmakers from both sides of the parliament's political spectrum warned that the ministers had watered down the package too much and that they would not be able to approve it without changes.

"It is regrettable that the council (of ministers) wants to start so late with emissions trading in aviation," said conservative MEP Peter Liese, who has steered the legislation through the assembly.

"European Parliament as co-legislator will not accept that this weak decision comes into force unchanged", he said.

Under the plans, airlines would have to meet quotas either by reducing their emissions or buying carbon dioxide credits from other less polluting industries.

"This is a bold step by Europe -- in the week after the Bali agreement - which shows the EU leading in the fight against dangerous climate change," said British Environment Secretary Hilary Benn.

"By including aviation in the EU emissions trading scheme with a tough cap, we are ensuring that airlines which do go above their limit will need to cancel out their emissions elsewhere through the trading scheme," he added.

But environmentalists said that the ministers should have set tougher quotas for airlines.

"This is a Christmas gift to the aviation industry which should be required to do its fair share in tackling climate change," said World Wildlife Fund campaigner Delia Villagrasa.

"Europe took a strong stance at the Bali climate talks, but seems to have taken a backward step with this lenient approach towards the aviation sector," she added.

The airline industry warned earlier this year that some carriers survival would be at risk because the sector would have to spend over 45 billion euros (65 billion dollars) between 2011 and 2022 buying up credits from more fuel-efficient industries to meet their quotas.

EU planes account for about half the industry's carbon dioxide emissions worldwide.

Aircraft carbon dioxide emissions account for only about three percent of the global total but they have increased by 87 percent since 1990, according to the European Commission.

Their real impact on global warming is amplified two to four times because planes flying at high altitude leave condensation trails which add to the greenhouse gas effect.

Washington has threatened to take legal action against the EU quotas plans and other members of the International Civil Aviation Organization rejected European proposals in September for international airline emissions targets.

The ministers' agreement comes a day after the European Commission sparked controversy with plans to fine carmakers that miss proposed cuts in carbon emissions from new cars, slammed by both industry and environmentalists. ________________________________________________________________________

IHT: EU scales back plans to limit airline emissions
By James Kanter

PARIS: European Union governments on Thursday scaled back a draft law that would regulate emissions from any airline landing in or taking off from Europe. But the ministers still agreed to implement key measures within five years - raising the stakes in a battle with the United States over global environmental regulation.

EU environment officials have promoted the airline bill as the centerpiece of a European effort to lead the world in reducing greenhouse gas emissions, but the U.S. government and many airlines have insisted there should be an international agreement first.

Airlines also say the EU action could cost billions of euros and drive up ticket prices. But EU ministers said they had struck a victory for the environment despite their revisions, which include delaying the start date by one year and reducing the amount of permits that airlines would have to buy.

"This is a bold step by Europe in the week after the Bali agreement which shows the EU leading in the fight against dangerous climate change," said Hilary Benn, the British environment secretary. He was referring to a UN conference in Indonesia this month at which governments pledged to make deep cuts in emissions.

"It's a shameful end to a year filled with promise for action on climate change," said João Vieira of Transport and Environment, a group based in Brussels that campaigns for sustainable transport. "If environment ministers get their way, the scheme simply won't cut emissions, and will end up being yet another subsidy to the aviation industry."

Vieira said that the aviation rules as they now stand would let the aviation industry pollute 90 percent more than it did in 1990 - even as other industrial sectors in Europe are making progress toward lowering their emissions compared with 1990 levels.

At a meeting in Brussels, EU ministers agreed to delay the start of the system by one year, to 2012, compared with the recommendation for 2011 made last month by the European Parliament. The ministers also proposed that carriers buy 10 percent of the permits they need under an auction system, with the rest distributed free of charge - although the parliament had recommended that airlines should be obliged to buy a quarter of all permits.

The legislation must still go back to the parliament for a second reading early next year before final approval by governments, expected by the end of 2008.

The system would set a limit for how much carbon dioxide airlines will be able to emit, allowing them to sell surplus permits if they fly less or use greener technology, and punishing them with extra costs if they want to use more fuel.

Aage Dünhaupt, a spokesman for the German carrier Lufthansa, said it was inevitable that legislation would eventually come into force now that governments had backed the proposal. But he complained that the rules were unfair to airlines like Lufthansa because of the high levels of congestion over European skies.

Dünhaupt said the congestion was forcing the carrier to emit more than was necessary, and he said that his airline would lobby for air-traffic control systems to be simplified as a precondition for final approval of the legislation.

"We are not generally opposing the scheme, but we do need to have it in a broader context, especially to make flight paths quite a lot shorter," he said.

The proposal mirrors an existing carbon credit trading system the EU uses to combat global warming and meet its emissions targets under the Kyoto Protocol.

Under the current system - which exempted airlines - governments set carbon dioxide limits for producers of power, cement, fuels, pulp and paper.

Companies must then purchase credits if they exceed those targets.

Airlines will be regulated by the EU country in which they run the majority of their flights.

Under a compromise reached Thursday over how revenue from the auction system would be spent, governments agreed to put funds raised from the auctions toward national climate-protection programs - although spending the money on those programs would not be mandatory.

The airline industry has been fiercely lobbying against the legislation and has branded the moves by Europe as an ineffective regional attempt to tackle a problem that requires a global solution.

U.S. government officials have said that the Europeans risk breaking rules on international aviation rules if they force non-European airlines into the system. Airline lobbyists have warned that Europe risks igniting a trade war with the United States if it insists on moving ahead without an international agreement.

At the Federal Aviation Administration in Washington, Daniel K. Elwell, the assistant administrator for aviation policy, planning and environment, said, "they've softened it a little bit in timing and baselining, but it is still on the face of it a unilateral imposition of standards worldwide."

Any limits on airline carbon releases should be negotiated through the International Civil Aviation Organization, he said. "Unilateral approaches are not the way to go," he said.

Elwell would not say what position the United States would take on the idea of carbon quotas if the issue arose in ICAO. But he said that American carriers had become more efficient and were emitting less carbon dioxide now than they did in 2000, while European airlines, he said, were producing more.

Vieira, of Transport and Environment, said aviation was the fastest-growing source of greenhouse gas emissions and 10 times more polluting than competing modes of transport.

He said that environmental groups would continue to lobby to ensure that the final legislation contained provisions that would force airlines to buy more allowances than other regulated industries, to compensate for the more severe kinds of damage aircraft are believed to be causing while emitting greenhouse gases at high altitudes. ________________________________________________________________________

Reuters: EU: airlines to join gas trading scheme in 2012

Thu Dec 20, 2007 11:05am EST

BRUSSELS, Dec 20 (Reuters) - European Union environment ministers agreed on Thursday that airlines flying in and out of the bloc would join its gas emissions trading scheme in 2012, an EU diplomat said.

EU governments will now negotiate with the European Parliament the final deal on including air carriers in the scheme, which is designed to fight climate change. The parliament wants airlines to join the system in 2011. ________________________________________________________________________

Xinhua: Schwarzenegger to sue federal agency over emissions waiver

   　LOS ANGELES, Dec. 20 (Xinhua) -- California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger on Thursday announced his intent to file a lawsuit to challenge the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) denial of California's tailpipe emissions waiver request.

    Schwarzenegger said he would file the lawsuit in the District of Columbia Court of Appeals "as soon as possible," which is expected to be within the next three weeks.

    "I am extremely disappointed by EPA's decision to block the will of millions of people in California and 16 other states who want us to take tough action against global warming," the governor said.

    The EPA on Wednesday denied California's long-standing request for a waiver from federal law to implement its own regulations to slash greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles.

    In announcing the decision, EPA Administrator Stephen Johnson said, "The Bush administration is moving forward with a clear national solution -- not a confusing patchwork of state rules."

    "EPA's denial of our waiver request to enact the nation's cleanest standards for vehicle emissions is legally indefensible and another example of the failure to treat climate change with the seriousness it demands," Schwarzenegger said.

    "We will sue to overturn this ruling as quickly as possible. I have no doubt that we will prevail because the law, science and the public's demand for leadership are on our side. Anything less than aggressive action is inexcusable."

    The California law calls for a 30-percent cut in tailpipe and other vehicle emissions by 2016 and is a key piece of the state's aggressive efforts to reduce global warming.

    Under the U.S. Clean Air Act, California is entitled to impose stricter air pollution standards than the federal government as long as it first obtains a waiver. In the last three decades, more than 40 such waivers have been issued.

    By implementing these standards, California would be eliminating greenhouse gases equivalent to taking 6.5 million cars off the road by the year 2020. If all the other states with similar plans follow through, that figure would grow to nearly 22 million vehicles and would cut gasoline consumption by an estimated 11 billion gallons a year.

    Over the last year, Schwarzenegger has lobbied the federal government, meeting and sending letters to both President George W. Bush and Johnson.

    Last month, the governor announced California's lawsuit against the agency for failing to act.

    "California's vehicle greenhouse gas standards are part of a carefully designed, comprehensive program to fight climate change through 2050," said Schwarzenegger.

    "It is disappointing that the federal government is standing in our way and ignoring the will of tens of millions of people across the nation. We will continue to fight this battle," he said. ________________________________________________________________________

Time: California's Clean-Air Slapdown

Environmentalists harbor no illusions about the Bush Administration. From a 2001 decision to weaken regulations on arsenic in drinking water to its antagonistic performance at last week's U.N. climate change talks in Bali, the White House has consistently opposed green goals. But Wednesday's move by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) denying California and 16 other states the right to set their own standards for carbon dioxide emissions from automobiles was an unpleasant surprise, even by Bush standards. The announcement, made by EPA Administrator Stephen Johnson, temporarily torpedoes state efforts led by California to drastically reduce CO2 emissions from cars by treating the greenhouse gas as a pollutant that could be regulated like any other. The California initiative, part of the state's landmark climate change plan, could have provided a nationwide model for cutting automobile emissions, one of the single biggest sources of greenhouse gas in the U.S. "The Administration has done a number of indefensible things on the environment and global warming," says Jim Marston, director of the state climate initiative for Environmental Defense. "But this is the worst in terms of process, and the one that will be most harmful to the health and safety of the American people."

The EPA's action came after California had waited nearly two years for federal approval of its new auto regulations. Under the Clean Air Act, California has the right to pass auto emissions standards that are tougher than federal ones — a recognition of the state's historical struggles with air pollution. In this case, the state proposed rules that would have required automakers to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 30% in all new cars and light trucks by 2016, beginning with the model 2009 year. All California needed was a waiver from the federal government, which has been virtually automatic over the past decades — until this decision, the first time the EPA has said no. "It's absurd," says Michelle Robinson, director of the clean vehicles program for the Union of Concerned Scientists. "There is no reason for the Administration to squash this program."

The EPA's Johnson argued that California's regulations had been preempted by national fuel economy legislation just been signed into law by President Bush, which requires all new cars and trucks to meet a toughened 35-mpg standard by 2020. He also contended that CO2 — unlike the pollutants that cause smog and other local problems — causes an essentially global problem, and therefore California's request didn't meet the "extraordinary and compelling" justification needed for a state waiver under the original Clean Air Act. "The Bush Administration is moving forward with a clear national solution — not a confusing patchwork of state rules," said Johnson. "I believe this is a better approach than if individual states were to act alone."

But that's simply not true. The new national fuel bill sets 35 mpg as a federal fuel economy floor, not a ceiling — and in any case, California officials contend that their rules would require at least 36 mpg by 2016, with room to grow. The idea that there would suddenly be a "patchwork" of state CO2 regulations seems unlikely as well, since only California has put forward its own standards, with 16 other states ready to adopt Sacramento's rules, in line with California's role as a national leader on environmental regulation. And several recent court cases have recognized the right of states to regulate CO2 as a pollutant like any other. The fact that at international climate meetings the White House has actually advertised state efforts like California's as evidence of American action on global warming only adds to suspicions that the EPA's ruling is essentially political. "If dealing with the most serious environmental threat of our time in our biggest state tackling its largest source of greenhouse gas pollution isn't extraordinary and compelling, I don't know what those words mean," says Marston.

California Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger sharply criticized the EPA, and announced that the state would seek to overturn the decision in court. They'll have a strong case — Johnson's own lawyers in the EPA argued that the agency would be unable to defend the move, the Washington Post reported. But it's likely to take half a year or more for the case to make its way through the courts, delaying efforts to control greenhouse gases. Coming after a string of relative victories for the environmental movement — the first federal climate change bill just passed out of committee, and the new energy bill represents the first increase in fuel economy standards in decades — the EPA move is especially disheartening. "It's going to take time, and it does set back progress," says Robinson. "But there's going to be a wave of opposition to this."

That wave is already growing throughout the U.S., where state and local governments have taken aggressive steps on global warming in the absence of federal guidance. But the EPA's decision leaves little doubt that the Bush Administration, with a year left in office, has no interest in meeting environmentalists halfway — or perhaps, at all. "This is the Administration showing its true colors," says Robinson. "They're attempting to undercut progress even as they get ready to walk out the White House doors." Change is on its way, but 2008 may be a lost year for global warming, at the very moment when we can't afford to lose a day. ________________________________________________________________________

Reuters: China says U.S. must do more on climate change
Thu Dec 20, 2007 5:27pm IST

BEIJING (Reuters) - China is glad a climate change roadmap agreed last week in Bali has drawn the United States to the negotiating table, but the world's only superpower must do more to tackle global warming, a top official said on Thursday.

Yu Qingtai, China's climate change ambassador, said Beijing was satisfied with the hard-won plan, finally agreed after two weeks of talks overran by a day into a dramatic final session marked by tears, booing and a series of standing ovations.

Nearly 200 nations agreed to launch negotiations on a new pact to fight global warming after a last-minute reversal by the United States allowed a breakthrough.

The deal is important because it draws in countries that currently do not have a binding international obligation to cut greenhouse gas emissions, Yu said, but they could still do more to help others.

"The United States is an important contributor of emissions both in total and on a per-capita basis. It has both advanced technology and ample funds," he told a briefing.

"So on the issue of tackling climate change, America should display a more positive, more constructive role."

China says rich nations should bear much of the burden for tackling global warming in the short term because of their historic responsibility for causing the problem.

Developing nations want more help with technology and cash for adapting to a warmer world and Yu said the poorest countries, still struggling to feed their people, could not be expected to pay for expensive emissions-cutting technology.

"Giving very detailed targets to the least developed countries is not realistic because they do not have this kind of capacity. Their most important problem is making sure their people are fed and sheltered," he said.

China's rapidly growing economy means it is no longer at this level, and it is expected to overtake the United States as the top emitter of carbon dioxide as early as this year -- bringing international pressure to curb emissions.

Beijing says domestic energy efficiency targets are already having an impact but Yu also told Reuters before the Bali talks that Beijing would be willing to do more in return for Western help with clean technology.

He also shrugged off the impact of an intervention by his delegation which had caused the head of the U.N. Climate Change Secretariat, Yvo de Boer, to rush out near to tears and brought angry rebukes from at least one other developing nation delegate.

"The intervention wasn't directed at a specific person, it was just to ensure that there was a smooth process," Yu said, adding that China supports de Boer's work. ________________________________________________________________________

New Scientist: News review 2007: Reality of climate change hits home

    * 22 December 2007

    * From New Scientist Print Edition. Subscribe and get 4 free issues

    * Jim Giles

A temperature of -32.1 °C doesn't feel warm. But in Concordia, Antarctica, it qualifies as positively balmy; last year the temperature plummeted to -77.8 °C. The likely cause for this year's warming is emissions of greenhouse gases, which hit record high levels in the atmosphere in 2007. Glaciers are shrinking three times as fast as they were 20 years ago, and the oceans are absorbing less carbon, weakening a brake on global warming.

Yet amid the rising tide of gloomy scientific findings there is a glimmer of hope. The world has never been more aware of climate change, and most key players now acknowledge that comprehensive emissions reductions will be needed to keep it in check.

When the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) released its latest assessments, the world's media accepted the now overwhelming evidence that global warming is real and dangerous. Gone are the days when sceptics, often funded by the oil industry, would get undeserved attention, and fewer opinion editors now earn dunces' caps for publishing pseudo-science by climate change deniers.

While the IPCC shared the Nobel peace prize in October for its efforts in highlighting the risks of climate change, arguably the most significant moves came in the US Congress. No fewer than 12 bills have been proposed, one of the most prominent calling for cuts in emissions of 60 per cent by 2050. A tough and truly global agreement on emissions won't happen tomorrow, but with a new US president due it may not be long till America finally commits to the cause. ________________________________________________________________________

Christian Science Monitor: A rural teacher with global reach
Greg Craven of Monmouth, Ore., shot a low-tech video on climate change that is attracting a major online audience.

By Brad Knickerbocker | Staff writer of The Christian Science Monitor

Monmouth, Ore.

Greg Craven is flat out. The fifth-period physics class he teaches is about to start, and there's still lesson planning to do. But at his cluttered desk over by the window, he's e-mailing last-minute changes to his guest column scheduled to run tomorrow in The Oregonian newspaper. And a producer from National Public Radio in New York has called about setting up an interview.

You could say this all illustrates chaos theory, he observes – searching for underlying order in things that seem random. Which relates to global climate change, as Earth heats up from a multitude of causes. Which relates to why this young high school science teacher in rural Oregon is juggling so many things on a wintery gray afternoon at Central High School here in Monmouth.

It all started last spring. Mr. Craven posted a nine-minute, 33-second clip on YouTube, the video-sharing website featuring everything from "stupid pet tricks" to presidential candidates pandering to voters.

Called "The Most Terrifying Video You'll Ever See," it attempted to explain the reality and risk of what he says is "likely to be the greatest threat that humanity has ever faced."

The video is low-tech – just a guy in a purple T-shirt standing at a whiteboard drawing a simple diagram to illustrate his point: The best available science shows us headed toward a global-warming disaster unless we take urgent steps to prevent it.

Craven also produced a follow-up YouTube clip, which takes into account criticisms he received, called "How It All Ends." Together the videos have "gone viral." They've rocketed around the Internet, spawning postings elsewhere and the creation of special websites by those impressed with his work. So far, the videos have attracted more than 4 million views, a query from a book agent, and a call this week from ABC's "Good Morning America" TV show.

The work also has received kudos from experts who've seen it.

"It's amusing, and transmits the idea of risk management very effectively," says Michael Oppenheimer, professor of geosciences at Princeton University in New Jersey and a lead author of this year's reports by the United Nations' Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). "About two-thirds of the way through, he takes off his neutral cap and decides to advocate for the 'let's act' side," Dr. Oppenheimer says. "After that, the pitch is a little more traditional, but no less effective."

Bud Ward, editor of The Yale Forum on Climate Change & The Media, says Craven's work "sets an exceptional example of effective communications on a complex subject."

The Oregon Science Teach­­ers Association, which recently named Craven its "Outstanding Teacher of the Year," calls his main video "a very well thought out discussion of climate change."

After Craven made "How It All Ends," he spent six weeks fueled by pizza and energy drinks producing an "expanded package" of 44 YouTube videos delving into climate issues in more detail – such things as "the mechanics of global climate change," "scare tactics," and "why there is still debate." He had to break it up, because YouTube videos can't exceed 10 minutes in length. The project finally totaled out at six-plus hours of videos and 108 pages of script, amounting to nearly 70,000 words.

It was all a little rough on the family.

"He would work at home when we were asleep and at school when we were awake," says his wife, Jodi Coleman, who taught grade school for eight years before becoming a full-time mom. "We just didn't see much of him, and I tried to keep the kids out of his hair."

The productions are simple and plain-spoken. Craven talks rapidly into his home computer, occasionally trading comments with his "foil" – himself wearing funny hats and occasionally firing off tabletop pyrotechnics of the type he uses in class.

The first video received several thousand comments – many of them dismissive or critical, some of them scary and threatening. And though he cites such highly regarded sources as the National Academy of Sciences and the American Association for the Advancement of Science (but not the IPCC, which itself is controversial), many climate-change skeptics remain unswayed by his arguments.

Climate-change skeptic Warren Meyer, a Phoenix businessman whose blog includes many detailed postings and videos on climate change, calls Craven's video "a clever kind of sleight of hand," particularly regarding the likely economic costs of major government policies.

"He argues that one buys car insurance without actually knowing if he is going to crash his car or how much such a crash might cost," Mr. Meyer says. "I would retort, 'Yes, but you wouldn't pay $35,000 for car insurance if you only had a $30,000 car.' Costs matter a lot, as does the magnitude of risk."

Thomas Demelo, a junior in Craven's chemistry class, is not totally convinced by his teacher's arguments about global warming. "It really did get me to think about it, though," he says. Thomas, who's been taught by Craven since freshman year, calls him "a really good teacher who likes what he's teaching and gets the class involved."

Alicia Brown, a senior in Craven's physics class, likes his emphasis on critical thinking, as well as his ability to get students excited about the subjects he teaches.

"He's made a history and English nerd like me like math and science," she says.

So far, the 44 additional videos have not taken off like "The Most Terrifying Video You'll Ever See" and "How It All Ends."

"That's the nature of a nonlinear system," Craven says with a hint of disappointment. "But I get a number of contacts a day, and that keeps me going. People have said I've changed their behavior.... People have made websites and discussion forums."

He realizes it's all a bit quixotic.

"My mission in this is to change the culture," Craven says, "so that a policymaker can't turn around without somebody saying 'Hey! What are you doing about climate change?' We need significant changes in the basis of our modern society, which is cheap, easily accessible fossil fuels."

His efforts have become a bit bewildering and sometimes exhausting. "It's been hard to think I'm not delusional.... I need to get back to being a husband and a daddy," he says, speaking of Jodi and their young daughters, Katie and Alex.

But something keeps pushing him forward.

"This line from a Dave Matthews song – 'Did I do all that I could?' – kept running through my head," he says. "If this doesn't save the world, it at least allows me some moral absolution. It allows me to know that my daughters will forgive me because I did the best I could."

More from Greg Craven

In introducing his 44 YouTube videos on climate change, now available with scripts on several websites, Greg Craven says, in part:

"Please take this script as the starting point in a folk process. That means that you are welcome and encouraged to improve upon it – whether that means correcting typos, bringing it into line with the actual video (so that it is an actual transcript), condensing it and refilming your own version, adding to it with your own original material, whatever – go for it!... I am explicitly putting this all into the public domain, so that you do not need my permission for anything. Do whatever you want with it – just get the ideas to spread as widely and quickly as possible! I'd suggest that you put a note at the top of any new version you create, specifying the nature of the changes you made, so that posterity can sort it all out when the history is written of how we all saved the world – I mean, our own hides – through the nonlinear system of Internet communications." ________________________________________________________________________

Inquirer: NDCC bracing for effects

First Posted 12:48pm (Mla time) 12/21/2007

ILOILO City — The country’s disaster response and management agencies are preparing for the adverse impact of climate change on the weather patterns.

National Disaster Coordinating Council (NDCC) executive officer Glen Rabonza said they expect stronger typhoons that could trigger calamities in the country.

“Even without climate change, we are already battered by natural calamities. So, this could get worse,” Rabonza said in an interview Monday.

For the month of November, three typhoons passed through the Philippines: Kabayan, Lando and Mina.

The environment and development organization Germanwatch last week reported that the Philippines was No. 1 in the 2006 Global Climate Risk Index, the most affected among the countries that suffered from storms, floods and weather extremes last year. This was a jump from the ranking of 51st in 2005.

Germanwatch reported that storms in the Philippines resulted to at least 1,267 deaths and losses totaling $4.5 billion.

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), a scientific intergovernmental body, has issued four reports citing general increases in global average air and ocean temperatures, widespread melting of snow and ice and the rising global average sea level due to the warming of the climate system.

The warming is blamed on increased volumes of greenhouse gases, including carbon dioxide, methane and nitrous oxide that have altered the balance of the atmospheric system.

While the government is preparing for the impact of the climate change, Rabonza said, the intensity of the impact should be scientifically established.

“We must be very cautious not to cause unnecessary alarm to people like prematurely calling for an evacuation because of an unexpected rise in water level in a particular area. This is the importance of a scientific basis for assessments and corresponding policy decisions,” said Rabonza.

Rabonza said at least two researches are ongoing to establish the specific impact of climate change in the Philippines.

The World Bank-funded climate change adaptation project started this year and would be completed in three years. /Inquirer

________________________________________________________________________

Baltimore Sun: Bay & Environment

For a few hours yesterday, it seemed an eerie peace had broken out on Capitol Hill.  It was almost as if the greens and the auto lobby were holding hands and singing in unison about the glories of higher fuel efficiency standards. But it was like a total eclipse -- rare and fleeting.   By sunset, the knives were out again.  Perhaps it was a hallucination -- or an illusion.   

In the morning, President Bush signed a bill boosting fuel efficiency standards for the first time in 32 years.  And it wasn't just a little -- it was a meaty 40 percent hike, from 25 miles per gallon to 35 miles per gallon by 2020.  Both Sierra Club and General Motors sent out press releases praising the same bill.  How often does that happen?  Greenpeace and the White House appeared to be on the same page. 

Carl Pope, director of the Sierra Club, said in a press release: "As it becomes ever clearer that urgent action is needed to combat global warming, this bill will make real progress by achieving a quarter of the cuts we need by 2030 if we are to avert the most catastrophic effects of a warming climate."

Rick Wagoner, Chairman of General Motors, said: "GM commends the Congress and President for passage of an energy bill. The new fuel economy standards within the bill set a tough, national target that GM will strive to meet."

But if you looked carefully at the rhetoric about the Energy Bill, which also mandated the production of more ethanol, you could sense that the Republicans and Democrats were focused on different things.  The Republicans and General Motors didn't talk about global warming -- they talked about "energy independence."  Regardless of whether they believe that climate change is a problem, they wanted to reduce the amount of American cash flowing to hostile oil-producing governments in Venezuela and Iran, for national security reasons.  The Democrats also said they want to reduce dependence on foreign fuel -- but they were singing a different tune, mostly about climate change.

By night fall, it became clear just how different the songs were.  At 6:15 p.m. the public relations agents for the Bush EPA were frantically calling reporters across the country, informing them of a hastily-arranged telephone press conference with EPA Administrator Stephen L. Johnson.  During the 6:30 p.m. teleconference, Johnson said that his agency will block the efforts by California, Maryland and 15 other states to create programs to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles by 30 percent by 2016.   Johnson suggested that Bush signing the Energy Bill was enough -- and that his agency didn't have to do anything more to reduce greenhouse gas pollution.  He said his agency would not grant Califnoria's request for a waiver that would allow it and the other states proceed with their "clean cars" programs. Johnson said a federal standard was preferable to a "patchwork" of different state regulations. (But this was misleading -- the alternative idea, approved by Congress in 1967, is two separate auto emission standards, California's and the federal standards, and states for decades have had the option to choose between them).

What really happened here?  Why would the President act green in the morning -- and then undercut that image by nightfall?  Perhaps it was just as Bush's EPA Administrator said -- that the administration felt that federal standards were better in principal for a universal problem like climate change. But that doesn't square with the Republican party's long-standing position that state rights should be respected.

Maybe the president was essentially forced to sign the fuel efficiency standards, because they were backed by Democratic-led majorities in the House and Senate.   But he wasn't forced to grant the EPA waiver to allow California and Maryland to move forward with climate change programs. So he did only want he absolutely had to do, and no more.

David Doniger, climate center policy director for the Natural Resources Defense Council, said it wasn't necessarily the case that Bush was forced to sign the Energy Bill, because he faced a veto-proof majority. Bush had threatened to veto an earlier version of the bill, which would have mandated more spending on alternative energy like wind power, and the killing of tax breaks for big oil companies.

But Bush backed the final version of the bill, because it had been weakened to his liking by Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, a Democrat. Reid knew he didn't have the two thirds majority necessary to override a veto, and so he removed many of the parts of the bill most objectionable to Bush.  Bush didn't get everything he wanted, however -- for example, the president wanted to have a provision in the bill that would have subordinated California's pollution control regulations to the federal Department of Transportation. Reid and Congress rejected this.

But Bush accepted the tightened fuel economy standards -- although Doniger said this was more of a passive acceptance of legislation that was driven by House Majority Leader Nancy Pelosi, a Democrat (and former Baltimorean), as well as Reid and others.

So why would both decisions be announced in the same day, as part of the same news cycle? Doniger speculated that the Bush administration had a tacit deal with the auto industry. "It looks like there was a quid pro quo...they (the Bush administration) said you're going to have to live with the fuel economy standards... But we are going to keep you from having to live with the (tougher) California standards."

The White House asserted that Bush had been pushing Congress for the increased fuel efficiency standards.

In fact, during Bush's last State of the Union address,the President made a proposal for a 20 percent reduction in the use of gasoline over the next 10 years. The next day, he said translated to an increase in fuel economy by four pecent a year.  But Doniger noted that the Democrats did almost all of the lobbying to pass the bill, and Bush didn't twist any Republican arms to get them to vote for the fuel efficiency standards.  "They didn't lift a finger to get it done," Doniger said of the White House.

This isn't the White House's version of events.  According to a Bush administration press release, the President deserves credit for launching the idea in his January "State of the Union" address. "The bill the President signed ....responds to the challenge of his bold 'Twenty in Ten' initiative, which President Bush announced in January.  It represents a major step forward in expanding the production of renewable fuels, reducing our dependence on oil, and confronting global climate change."

Most observers agree that the program by California, Maryland, New York and 14 other states would have reduced more greenhouse gases quicker than the federal program.  But the federal program will help, too.

Brad Heavner, director of Environment Maryland, an advocacy group, said he thinks voters will come away more repelled that the President denied the state initiatives than happy that he signed the federal law.

"I think its disasterous for the Republican party that the preident is fighting all these clean energy policies," Heavner said. "I really think its surprising."

But not everybody likes the increased fuel efficiency standards.  They will certainly mean smaller cars in the future -- and some Americans like big old gas guzzling SUV's and Hummers.

The conservative Competitive Enterprise Institute sent out a press release warning: “American families now face the prospect of paying more for food, gas, and vehicles... Under the guise of addressing our energy problems, the Congress and President have made them worse. The new law includes an increase in fuel economy regulations for cars and light trucks, making a program that already contributes to thousands of highway deaths a year even more deadly. The federal rules for new vehicles force carmakers to downsize their new vehicles, making them less crashworthy in the case of an accident."

This safety argument doesn't seem to square with other reports that SUV's tend to flip over more often. And while big trucks may be more safe to those inside their armored walls, they may not be so safe to the drivers of regular sized cars that happen to get crushed beneath the high bumpers of the big trucks.

Any thoughts on this debate, dear readers? ________________________________________________________________________
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UNEP or UN in the news

Left out of the UN, decisions are made for us

By Chen Lung-chu 陳隆志, Thursday, Dec 20, 2007, Page 8 

On Oct. 12, the Norwegian Nobel Committee announced that it was awarding the Nobel Peace Prize to former US vice president Al Gore and the UN's Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). 

They were given the award for their "efforts to build up and disseminate greater knowledge about man-made climate change and to lay the foundations for the measures that are needed to counteract such change."

The IPCC is a scientific intergovernmental body set up by the World Meteorological Organization (WMO) and the UN Environment Program (UNEP). It is responsible for assessing "the latest scientific, technical and socio-economic literature produced worldwide" with relevance to the problem of climate change.

Thanks to the efforts of the IPCC, the UN has been able to pay greater attention to the risks of global warming. In 1992, it passed the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), building a fundamental framework through which the international community can address global warming.

To further reduce greenhouse gas emissions, the UNFCCC member states passed the legally binding Kyoto Protocol on Dec. 11, 1997. 

The Kyoto Protocol is a control agreement restricting greenhouse gas emissions and reducing the impact of climate change on the environmental ecology. 

Article 3 of the protocol states that the signatory 38 industrialized countries and the EU have to reduce their overall greenhouse gas emissions to at least 5 percent below 1990 levels during the five-year commitment period between next year and 2012.

According to Department of Health statistics, Taiwan in ranked 22nd in the world in terms of total carbon dioxide emissions in 2005. From the perspective of sustainable global development, Taiwan is also a member of the global village, and thus has the responsibility and obligation to participate in the global reduction of carbon dioxide emissions.

From the perspective of the relationship between rights and obligations, it is true that Taiwan is not a UN member state, nor is it a member state of the UNFCCC. 

UN environmental protection agreements are thus not binding for Taiwan. But given Taiwan's economic strength, the UNFCCC member states will likely expect Taiwan to fulfill the relevant obligations.

As only a UNFCCC signatory, Taiwan is unable to participate in diplomatic negotiations and discussions about the flexibility mechanisms for the reduction of greenhouse gases and cannot make its voice heard on the international stage. However, after agreements are made, Taiwan is forced to accept the decisions.

This state of affairs makes it clear that it is necessary for Taiwan to gain UN membership. This is the only way that the international community will pay attention to the opinions and rights of Taiwanese.

Chen Lung-chu is the chairman of the Taiwan New Century Foundation.

Translated by Eddy Chang 

http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/editorials/archives/2007/12/20/2003393306 
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Eco-City Shows The Way In Saving The Planet

Friday, 21 December 2007, 11:51 am

Press Release: Waitakere City  

Eco-City Shows The Way In Saving The Planet

Waitakere is doing its bit to green New Zealand, and the planet.

Known as the “Eco-City”, Waitakere has planted almost 200,000 trees this year- a staggering 196,124 in fact. The bulk of these were native trees.

This is part of a general planting programme in parks, stream corridors and road reserves etc, and Waitakere is also part of the United Nations sponsored programme Plant for the Planet: Billion Tree Campaign.

The campaign aimed to plant a billion trees around the world this year- one million of those in New Zealand.

Waitakere deputy mayor Penny Hulse is delighted that her Council’s pledge to plant trees for that campaign contributed so significantly to the national total.

“Even more pleasing is that tens of thousands of trees in Waitakere were planted by community groups and volunteers. People here truly care for the environment and take real ownership of our streams, parks and even their own backyards. They rolled up their sleeves and got the job done.”

Several years ago Waitakere City Council distributed a million eco-sourced native seeds to residents who propagated and planted their own flaxes and grasses. Another initiative is the annual “Trees For Babies” planting days, where parents of new borns plant a tree in a local park in honour of their child.

“Global warming and climate change is a reality,” says Mrs Hulse. “When you have ice-bergs off the coast of Dunedin as we did in 2006 you know the planet is in real trouble. By planting trees and taking other measures such as reducing rubbish and car travel people can make a difference, it’s as simple as that.”

Mrs Hulse adds that trees and shrubs not only absorb carbon, but also play a vital role in controlling soil erosion and improving water quality and stream flows. “Tree plantings also create new habitats and increase biodiversity- and more trees create better looking towns and neighbourhoods,” she says.

The global Billion Tree Campaign was inspired by Professor Wangari Maathai, Africa’s foremost environmental campaigner and a 2004 Nobel Peace Prize winner. Professor Maathai founded the Green Belt Movement in Kenya and is responsible for planting more than 30 million trees throughout Africa.

Achim Steiner, UN Under-Secretary-General and UNEP Executive Director, in announcing the success of the Billion Tree Campaign says: “There had been a few cynical smiles and shaking of heads when the Campaign was launched. But citizen after citizen, community after community and country after country, have proved the doubters wrong and demonstrated an abiding truth in 2007.” 

Notes and background information: 

Worldwide 32 million acres of forest, equivalent to the size of England, are destroyed each year and yet planting and natural expansion of the forest replaces less than 14 million acres.

In New Zealand indigenous and exotic forests account for less than a third of total land area where once forests covered two thirds of the country. Last year exotic forest replacement was the lowest for 60 years.

It is estimated that the one million trees planted this year in New Zealand mitigate the annual emissions of nearly 45,000 cars.

The government of Costa Rica, a popular eco-tourist destination, planning to be ‘carbon neutral’ by 2021, has planted 6.5 million trees this year and plans a further 7 million next year. 

More information about Trees for Survival and the New Zealand campaign to plant one million trees can be found on www.tfsnz.org.nz 

http://www.scoop.co.nz/stories/AK0712/S00267.htm 

...............................................................

KT CEO Honored for Sustainable Management 

Nam Joong-soo, CEO of KT, was named as the winner of this year's Sustainable Management Award by the Ministry of Commerce, Industry and Energy, the company said Thursday. 

Nam is the first individual to win the award. The government inaugurated the award last year to encourage private and public businesses to become more responsible to society and the environment surrounding them. 

The awarding committee said that Nam directed KT to publish the telecommunication industry's first report on corporate social responsibility in accordance with the guideline of the United Nations Environment Programme from 2006. KT also has supported its employees in participating in volunteer activities as its IT Supporters project.

Nam has worked as the chief executive of Korea's largest telephone and Internet service company since 2003. He is to start his second term next March. 

The award ceremony will take place today at 10:30 a.m. in the Korea Chamber of Commerce and Industry building in central Seoul.

http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/biz/2007/12/123_15891.html 
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Ban Ki-moon reflects on his first year as UN Secretary-General

19 December - Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon today looked back on his busy first year in office, which took him to nearly 40 countries or territories on six continents to push for progress in four main areas – United Nations reform, climate change, human rights and the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), and international security.

“I have not sat still this year,” said Mr. Ban, who has flown over 125,000 miles since taking office at the start of this year.
He reiterated his call for the need to “change the UN culture and re-engineer the United Nations for life in our fast-modern world.” While the UN must reform to better respond to global challenges, it must simultaneously attain the highest standards in ethics, transparency and accountability, he added.

To this end, the Secretary-General is working to reorganize key departments, including the Department of Peacekeeping Operations and the Department of Political Affairs.

Mr. Ban also highlighted his efforts in the fight against global warming, which he has called “the defining issue of our era” and which he has made his top priority.

Those efforts – including his trips to places such as Antarctica and the Amazon and his convening of the largest-ever gathering of heads of State to discuss the issue – culminated in the landmark UN Climate Change Conference in Bali, Indonesia, which ended last week.

In Bali delegates “took a vital first step” towards reaching a comprehensive accord to replace the current Kyoto Protocol which expires in 2012, the Secretary-General said.

“This is the year’s key achievement,” he declared.

This year marks the halfway point for the MDGs, eight targets to slash poverty and other ills by 2015, and the Secretary- General pointed out that despite progress made, challenges remain.

“For the poorest of the world’s poor, economic and social advancement should be considered an innate human right,” he said, adding that he will expend great effort in 2008 to bolstering the UN’s role in development.

In the 132 days he has spent on the road this year, Mr. Ban said he has visited a half dozen UN peacekeeping missions, including the UN mission in the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC) known as MONUC to the Mission in Haiti (MINUSTAH).

He highlighted the crucial role of the UN in Lebanon, Iraq, Bangladesh and the occupied Palestinian territories.

At the same time, he noted that “no geopolitical issue has absorbed more of my time than Darfur.” While no advances towards peace were being made last year, there are peace talks underway now and a joint African Union-UN peacekeeping force is on the verge of deployment, he pointed out.

“The challenge for the coming year is to work continuously with the [Sudanese] government, rebel movements, representatives of civil society and regional leaders, as well as the UN Security Council and the international community, to ensure the ultimate success of both the talks and the military mission,” he said. 
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Bayer plants 300,000 trees around the world to combat climate change (Financial)


The Himalayan Corridor (The States Man)


CSIR Warns of Danger (All Africa)


Thousands of volunteers take place in community tree planting days around Waitakere every year. (Scoop NZ)
































