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Irish Times (Ireland): Ecological protection fits well with core Catholic values

15 December 2009

Chinese premier Wen Jiabao promised China would reduce its carbon intensity by 45 per cent by 2020.
All that this means is that China’s carbon emission will not grow as fast as the economy.
Unless the US and China agree to cut emissions significantly, the goal of keeping the global temperature rise below two degrees will not be achieved. 
Achim Steiner, of the UN Environment Programme, has said the costs to humanity and the planet of failing to reach an agreement at Copenhagen would be “extremely high”. 
In a letter to The Times, 11-year-old Joseph Baverstock-Poppy put it more graphically and poignantly: 
“I am 11 years old and when I am 31 my house will probably be flooded and the quality of my life ruined . . . Politicians must achieve something in Copenhagen that works and helps my generation – the future. 
We all need to do something now before it is too late.”
UN secretary general Ban-Ki moon has pleaded with religious leaders to lobby governments to set high targets for cutting greenhouse gas emissions; to contribute generously to the.

 Adaptation Fund that was set up to help poor countries adapt to environmental changes; and to make clean technology available to poor nations.
In this light, the publication of The Cry of the Earth , the Irish bishops’ pastoral reflection on climate change, is timely. 
It calls on the Government to support a treaty which includes a 25-40 per cent cut in greenhouse gas emissions and the provision of money for the Adaptation Fund.
The reflections in The Cry of the Earth are grounded in solid Catholic theology.
While many believers are familiar with the call to good stewardship of creation in the Bible, and especially in Genesis 2:15, many would not be aware of the rich theology of creation in Catholic belief.
In The Cry of the Earth , the bishops focus on creation as the work of the Trinity. 
In the Incarnation, Christians believe God entered into the material world in the person of Jesus.
In preaching about the coming of the Kingdom of God, Jesus envisaged a world where peace, justice and harmony would reign.
The bishops insist human wellbeing must not be achieved at the expense of plundering ecosystems.
Furthermore, in the resurrection of Christ, all matter is transformed and taken up into the life of the Trinity. 
This is the wellspring of Christian hope in the face of the ecological crisis. But while hope is a gift, it also calls for committed action.
The bishops propose: 1. setting up groups to study the document; 2. calling Catholics to support Trócaire’s Climate Change Campaign; 3. an environmental audit of Catholic parishes; 4. joining with Churches Together in Britain and Ireland (ctbi.org.uk); 5. enrolling Catholic parishes in eco-congregations (ecocongregation.org); and 6. promoting “Creation Time”. 
This will involve devoting the four or five Sundays each year before the feast of St Francis to celebrating the Earth as a sacred planet filled with God’s vibrant presence.
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Xinhua (China): Wind energy can meet 65 percent of tabled 2020 emissions cuts by rich nations: GWEC 
15 December 2009

The Global Wind Energy Council (GWEC) on Monday released calculations showing that wind energy alone could achieve up to 65 percent of the emissions reductions pledges by industrialized nations.

"Wind power is rapidly emerging as a key technology towards a low carbon, resource efficient green economy," said Achim Steiner, UN under secretary general and executive director of the UN Environment Program (UNEP), told a joint press conference of the UNEP and the GWEC in Copenhagen.

In the GWEC's most ambitious scenario for wind energy development, wind could produce 2,600 terawatt hours of power and save 1.5 billion tons of carbon dioxide in 2020, which would represent between 42 percent and 65 percent of the emissions cuts pledged by developed countries.

A UN panel of climate scientists were proposing a 25-40 percent cut in carbon emissions by rich nations by 2020 in order to keep global warming under control. 
According to the GWEC, global wind energy alone could contribute 34 percent of a 25 percent emissions reduction and 21 percent of a 40 percent reduction.
GWEC Secretary-General Steve Sawyer called on developed countries to "substantially" raise their pledges on emissions reduction and assistance to developing countries' emissions reduction programs.

The United States has pledged to reduce its carbon emissions by17 percent from 2005 levels by 2020, equivalent to a reduction of 4 percent compared with 1990 levels. 
The European Union has committed to a reduction of 20 percent from 1990 levels and promised to raise the goal to 30 percent if others also aim high.
 "The economics and the benefits of renewables and in particular wind power are becoming increasingly convincing -- Copenhagen is the moment for governments and world leaders to match this reality with convincing decisions on emission reductions, financing and technology," said Steiner.
 A total of 110 heads of state and government will convene in Copenhagen later this week for a climate summit to endorse efforts on reaching a deal to fight global warming.
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Tree Hugger (Blog): Monitor Climate Pledges on New UNEP Site

14 December 2009

The United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) unveiled a new Web site that allows users to track the promises of countries to reduce the emission of greenhouse gases. 
The Web site is currently following the pledges made by 27 members of the European Union and more than 25 other nations--and is updated as more proposals are made at COP15.
The executive director of UNEP, Achim Steiner, said that from now on anyone can follow, from the comfort of their own home, plans and policies of governments in the area of combating global warming.

According to the agency, the major goal of negotiations at COP15 is for nations to agree on allowing the global temperatures to rise no more than 2°C compared to 18th century levels.
In order to achieve this, emissions must be reduced by 44 billion tons by 2020.

Up until now, following all the reduction pledges released by different nations and understanding where they fit into the overall goal of making some difference was quite difficult--but no longer.
The Web site includes a bar-graph which clearly shows where the negotiations stand today and what the world can expect from COP15 if all the pledges made are lived-up to.

Accountability and transparency in deciding policy stem from an educated public demanding it. 
And, when it comes to decisions of global consequence like those being hashed out in Copenhagen, Web sites like the one created by UNEP are invaluable for allowing everyone do to their duty of staying informed.
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_________________________________________________________________
Bua News (South Africa): Copenhagen summit enters second week
14 December 2009
The marathon United Nations climate change summit in Copenhagen, Denmark, has entered its second week today.

Environment ministers, including South Africa's Buyelwa Sonjica, will hold closed-door meetings to hammer out disagreements over a draft agreement to combat global warming.

World leaders, including United States President Barack Obama, President Jacob Zuma, Chinese Premier Wen Jiabao are this week expected to join more than 15 000 participants taking part in the summit

The leaders will be greeted with over 100 real-life stories demonstrating the devastating impact global warming has on the lives and livelihoods of people around the world.

The UN Environment Programme (UNEP) has installed a UN Climate Wall - high-tech touch-screens broadcasting the sights and sounds of a changing climate - near the conference hall.

The urgency of a definitive and fair climate deal is the underlying theme of the strong messages posted on the UN Climate Wall by scientists, civil society representatives, political and business leaders, public figures, UN officials and ordinary people.

"Reaching an agreement in Copenhagen is a political and moral imperative," said Satinder Bindra, UNEP Director of Communications and Public Information.

According to Bindra, the lives of millions have already been impacted by climate change and millions more will suffer if nothing is done.

"We wanted the voices of the most vulnerable to be heard as their fate, and the fate of the planet, lies in the balance."

Meanwhile, on Sunday police detained more than 200 climate change activists in downtown Copenhagen.

Riot police detained activists at the tail end of the demonstration when some of them started vandalizing buildings.

An estimated 40 000 people joined the mostly peaceful march toward the suburban conference center where the conference is being held.
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_________________________________________________________________
ANGOP (Angola): Environment minister in Copenhagen
14 December 2009
The Angolan Environment minister, Fatima Jardim, arrived on Monday in Copenhagen, Denmark, to join an Angolan delegation attending the summit on climate changes, which started last December 07.

 

Angola's permanent representative to the United Nations Environmental Programme (UNEP), ambassador Ambrosio Lukoki, is also expected this Monday in Copenhagen to attend the same event.

 

With the participation of 192 countries, the summit will focus on the obtaining the historic results to curb global warming.

 

Another objective of the participants to the event is to reach an agreement on the binding targets to reduce the emission of carbon dioxide, aimed at preventing that the increase of the global temperature becomes superior to two degrees Celsius relating to the pre-industrial era.

 

The fight against deforestation, financing the adaptation to climate changes and the mechanisms of monitoring the commitments, which should be assumed by different states, shall also be discussed during the next six days.
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Media News Wire (Blog): European Atlas of Environmental Change and Climate Communities shows impact of global warming seen from space
13 December 2009
The rapidly changing environment of parts of Europe is chronicled in a new atlas of change, launched today by the European Environment Agency ( EEA ) and the UN Environment Programme (UNEP). 
The significance of global warming and its alterations in Europe's climate and economy are vividly depicted via 'before-and-after' satellite imagery. 
At the same time, the Atlas provides an important opportunity to show some positive environmental changes thanks to community initiatives on the ground, emphasising the importance of local action to combat climate change. 

One of the 15 sites analysed was in Dedoplistskaro, eastern Georgia.
 The drying out of agricultural fields due partially to the destruction of previously existing windbreaks after the Communist era, along with real local changes ( increased temperature and decreased precipitation in recent decades ) is being countered by the replanting of saplings to restore the windbreaks and modified agricultural practices.
 The changes in the landscape can be seen in a pair of images taken nearly twenty years apart (1986 and 2009). 

Based on UNEP's concept of the "Atlas of our changing environment", the images compiled here tell the stories: there are few more powerful ways of communicating about change happening on the earth's surface and related problems to human well-being and economy, than the view from space showing vast changes taking place in various landscapes, accompanied by photos at ground level to illustrate what are the ( frequently negative ) impacts on ecosystems, human beings and their livelihoods; indeed, impacts that are literally changing peoples' ways of living. 

"Before and after satellite images provide scientifically provocative evidence of environmental change sweeping across the planet. 
Similar atlases have been produced by UNEP and partners for the globe, for Africa and for individual countries there. 
These products are already catalyzing debate and action. UNEP believes that the new atlas can do the same for Europe, providing a trigger for reflection, policy change and action among governments by framing the kind of discussion that a tower of documents can never hope to achieve", commented Achim Steiner, UNEP Executive Director. 

The stories in the Atlas describe one site in detail for each of the 15 chosen countries.
 Where possible, the effects of the community initiatives are shown by satellite images over a longer period of time, supported by images showing environmentally-relevant land cover change in that country. 
A web application will be released which will allow users to interact with the information and give them the opportunity to access more underlying data. 
The European Space Agency, as well as SPOT-Image and the "Planet Action" Initiative, provided multi-temporal images for many of the scenes portrayed on the DVD. 
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_________________________________________________________________
Bonner Presseblog (Germany): Ocean acidification from CO2 emissions causes substantial irreversible damage to ocean ecosystems

14 December 2009

The Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity released today a major study, Scientific Synthesis of the Impacts of Ocean Acidification on Marine Biological Diversity. 
The launch of the study, which was prepared in collaboration with the UNEP World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC), is a major event to mark Oceans Day during the current climate change negotiations in Copenhagen and highlights the direct link between climate change, ocean health, and human well-being.
 According to the study, seas and oceans absorb approximately one quarter of the carbon dioxide emitted to the atmosphere from the burning of fossil fuels, deforestation, and other human activities. 
As more and more carbon dioxide (CO2) has been emitted into the atmosphere, the oceans have absorbed greater amounts at increasingly rapid rates.

Without this level of absorption by the oceans, atmospheric CO2 levels would be significantly higher than at present and the effects of global climate change would be more marked.

However, the absorption of atmospheric CO2 has resulted in changes to the chemical balance of the oceans, causing them to become more acidic.
It is predicted that by 2050, ocean acidity could increase by 150%.
This dramatic increase is 100 times faster than any change in acidity experienced in the marine environment over the last 20 million years, giving little time for evolutionary adaptation within biological systems. 
“Ocean acidification is irreversible on timescales of at least tens of thousands of years, and substantial damage to ocean ecosystems can only be avoided by urgent and rapid reductions in global emissions of CO2.
 Attention must be given for integration of this critical issue at the global climate change debate in Copenhagen,” said Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary of the Convention.
“This CBD study provides a valuable synthesis of scientific information on the impacts of ocean acidification, based on the analysis of more than 300 scientific literatures, and it describes an alarming picture of possible ecological scenarios and adverse impacts of ocean acidification on marine biodiversity,” he added.
Among other findings, the study shows that increasing ocean acidification will mean that by 2100 some 70% of cold water corals, a key refuge and feeding ground for commercial fish species, will be exposed to corrosive waters. 
In addition, given the current emission rates, it is predicted that the surface water of the highly productive Arctic Ocean will become under-saturated with respect to essential carbonate minerals by the year 2032, and the Southern Ocean by 2050 with disruptions to large components of the marine food source, in particular those calcifying species, such as foraminifera, pteropods, coccolithophores, mussels, oysters, shrimps, crabs and lobsters, which rely on calcium to grow and mature.
An emerging body of research suggests that many of the effects of ocean acidification on marine organisms and ecosystems will be variable and complex and will affect different species in different ways.
 Evidence from naturally acidified locations confirms, however, that although some species may benefit, biological communities under acidified seawater conditions are less diverse and calcifying (calcium- reliant) species absent.
 Many questions remain regarding the biological and biogeochemical consequences of ocean acidification for marine biodiversity and ecosystems, and the impacts of these changes on oceanic ecosystems and the services they provide, for example, in fisheries, coastal protection, tourism, carbon sequestration and climate regulation.

Dr. Thomas E. Lovejoy, Biodiversity Chair of Heinz Center for Science, Economics and the Environment, in the Preface to the publication, noted: “This publication by the CBD on the impacts of ocean acidification on marine biodiversity is very timely and germane, as it confirms again how great the stakes of sustainability are in the climate change negotiations”.
 “It is expected that a continuing effort be made within CBD, in collaboration with relevant international organizations and scientific communities, to build upon this publication, further enhancing scientific research on ocean acidification, particularly its biological and biogeochemical consequences, including the accurate determination of sub-critical levels of impacts or tipping points for global marine species, ecosystems and the services and functions they provide,” he added.
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COP-15 in the News

Financial Times (US): China no longer wants money 

14 December 2009 
He Yafei, China’s vice foreign minister and most senior climate negotiator, told the FT on Sunday that his country would not be demanding funding from the developed world to help it combat climate change. 
This is just as well, as US climate change envoy Todd Stern has emphatically ruled out any US aid for China, saying China was wealthy enough to fund its own efforts. 
However in the same interview, Mr. He voiced concerns that rich countries were preparing to blame Beijing if the Copenhagen talks failed. 
China has long feared being blamed for the failure of climate talks - far more so than, say, many US Congress members. 
While China is talking (and arguably, playing) tough at the talks, and has been doing so in the months and years leading up to the meeting, it is realistic. 
China, along with other big economies, has already ceded ground on some areas - technology transfer, for example. 
Mr. He also spoke to Xinhua, telling the official outlet that failure was ‘not an option’ and emphasizing China’s commitments so far: Mr. He said China is doing no less than other countries, and even better, in combating climate change. 
He cited China’s carbon intensity reduction target, saying China aims higher than developed countries. 
Carbon emissions per unit of GDP in developed countries were reduced by 26 percent from 1990 to 2005 and will decrease by 30-40 percent by 2020 under their current commitments, but China has pledged a 40-45 percent cut, he said. 
It seems fairly clear that China believes the ball is now in the US court - but as a column at China.org.cn acknowledged, much will hinge on what the US Congress does: Due to American domestic politics and the economic recession, many world leaders have legitimate reasons to question whether the U.S. is truly dedicated to de-carbonization. 
But as Christopher Caldwell wrote in the Weekend FT, responsibility for emissions is not as simple as it appears : It is less accurate to say that China has a large carbon footprint than to say that China is the place where the world’s carbon footprint is located. 
The gases its factories emit are required to manufacture the stuff that western consumers think they need. 
China’s pollution makes the US and Europe cleaner than they would be if they did that manufacturing themselves. 
Similarly, US pollution, the result more of consumption than production, enriches the exporting countries of Europe and Asia. 
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_________________________________________________________________
Guardian (UK): Copenhagen climate change talks stall

15 December 2009
A fraught day in Copenhagen yesterday saw disputes cause the loss of five vital hours of negotiating time and the UN and Danish organizers accused of sidelining developing nations by holding informal consultations with selected countries.
"The disaster has already begun because we have not closed the gap an inch. We have not moved," a senior Asian negotiator said. 
"We are just trying to paste over it with political rhetoric."
The rancor that has run through the summit between developed and developing nations broke out again when the Africa group of countries and others accused the UN chair of the conference of trying to "kill" the Kyoto protocol. 
The issue is that Kyoto is the only legal treaty compelling rich nations to slash their greenhouse gas emissions. But rich states complain that Kyoto makes no demand on developing countries, particularly China and India, whose carbon emissions have risen fast and will dominate future growth.
The lost time was "very regrettable", said the climate change secretary, Ed Miliband. 
"We have not done a brilliant job today.
 We are now four minutes to midnight." Ministers began arriving yesterday for the high-level political section of the talks.
The negotiations run on twin tracks: a Kyoto track and a non-Kyoto track. 
The US, Japan, Australia and others want a draft treaty to be taken from the non-Kyoto track.

But after a lengthy time-out and frantic diplomacy from the UN and Danish hosts, it was agreed that the twin-track approach would continue.
This means world leaders will have to contend with two draft treaties when they make the final decisions, which is seen as a victory for the developing nations.
Victor Fodeke, head of the Nigerian special climate change unit, said: "Africa is on death row. 
It has been sidelined by some countries. If there is any attempt to remove one of the tracks of negotiations, then it's obvious the train will crash."
Miliband said: "There can be an overall political decision expressed in the two documents. There is a real will for substance. I understand the anxiety of developing countries not wanting to declare an end to the Kyoto protocol before a new agreement is in place."
A Downing Street source said there was still time to get a deal: "I expect this agreement to be finished by the time the leaders come, except for final numbers. But it will take leaders to put those in."
The tension in Copenhagen continued last night as police were involved in fresh confrontations with protesters in the Christiania area of the city. 
Riot police reportedly used tear gas on people attending a party in a marquee, as helicopters circled over the area, an abandoned military barracks near the city centre which has been occupied by alternative lifestyle groups since the 1970s. 
Since Saturday more than 1,000 protesters have been arrested.
Gordon Brown will fly to Copenhagen today, two days earlier than planned. He is expected to focus on the vexed issue of how much money needs to flow from north to south to pay for dealing with global warming. 
A Downing Street spokesman said: "The prime minister has reprioritized his diary to ensure he can put the time that is required into shaping the next few days."
Other leaders arriving early include prime ministers Kevin Rudd of Australia and Sheikh Hasina of Bangladesh.
The time-out was called by the chair of the talks, Connie Hedegaard, the Danish climate minister.
 But her proposal that a core of ministers from 50 out of 192 nations gather to hammer out a compromise text merely incensed those left behind. "Developed nations won't come to the table with real numbers. That is the main obstacle preventing progress," said Su Wei, China's top negotiator.
The US administration attempted to sweeten a deal for developing countries with the promise of a $350m (£215m) fund for clean energy technologies, such as wind and solar power. The US energy secretary, Stephen Chu, likened the initiative to the breakthrough in seed technology after the second world war that dramatically boosted food production. "We need a game-changer like the green revolution was for agriculture," he said.
Chu claimed he detected no sign of resentment from the developing countries. "I don't feel that at all that there is any mistrust," he said. "Perhaps in discussion they may see me as a scientist and say: 'Let's just get on with it. Let's solve the problem'."
Barack Obama has dispatched more than half a dozen members of his team to try to demonstrate America's commitment to cutting emissions and bringing in energy-efficient technologies, but much persuading remains to be done, say observers.
"Because the Senate hasn't acted [to pass climate change legislation], I think there is quite a lot of interest in what the US is willing to commit," said Jane Lubchenco, who heads the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration.
There is one American leader whose green credentials are often seen as impeccable – Al Gore, left. The former vice-president was treated like a rock star when he arrived at the summit to release reports on the melting of the Arctic ice cap. 
He told the packed room that there was a 75% chance that the entire cap would melt in summer in the next five to seven years.
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Independent (UK): Hopes of global emissions deal at Copenhagen begin to fade

14 December 2009
Gordon Brown will travel to the UN Climate Change Conference in Copenhagen tomorrow, two days ahead of most other world leaders, in an attempt to break the deadlock over a new global-warming agreement.
Any accord looks a long way off, with substantial differences remaining between developed and developing countries about what the world needs to do in the face of rising global temperatures, and how to pay for it. 
Meanwhile outside the conference hall, police were taking a tough approach to thousands of climate-change activists who have descended on the city to push for an agreement before the conference concludes on Friday. 
Yesterday, around 200 hundred activists were arrested as they attempted to march on Copenhagen docks in protest at emissions from worldwide shipping. 
This followed the arrest of nearly 1,000 protesters on Saturday during a march in the city.
By flying out tomorrow, Mr Brown is hoping to raise the ambition of the final agreement, so that targets for cutting greenhouse-gas emissions are tough enough to restrict global warming to no more than C above pre-industrial levels, the limit regarded as the threshold of dangerous climate change. 
Achieving this is by no means certain since there is a wide range of potential targets for both developed and developing countries. 
The Independent reported on Saturday that the targets are still inside square brackets in the negotiating text, meaning that none has yet been agreed.
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AP: Tense atmosphere clouds climate talks

14 December 2009
The atmosphere at the U.N. climate conference grew more tense and divisive after talks were suspended for most of Monday's session — a sign of the developing nations' deep distrust of the promises by industrial countries to cut greenhouse gas emissions.
With only days left before the conference closes Friday, at least one world leader said he would come early to try to salvage the negotiations, and others reportedly were considering the move.

The wrangle over emission reductions froze a timetable for government ministers to negotiate a host of complex issues. 
Though procedural in nature, the Africa-led suspension went to the core of suspicions by poor countries that wealthier ones were trying to soften their commitments and evade penalties for missing their targets.
Talks were halted most of the day, resuming only after conference president Connie Hedegaard of Denmark assured developing countries she was not trying to kill the Kyoto Protocol, the 1997 document that requires industrial nations to cut emissions and imposes penalties if they fail to do so. 
Kyoto makes no demands on developing countries.
Among the issues put on hold: whether China will be asked to make sacrifices similar to those demanded of the United States and other rich nations; whether it will open its carbon books to outside inspection; how to ensure every country counts its carbon emissions the same way; and how to raise a steady flow of money for poor countries to combat climate-linked economic disruptions such as rising seas, drought and floods.
The delay came just days before President Barack Obama, Chinese Prime Minister Wen Jiabao and more than 110 other world leaders were scheduled to arrive to cap two years of negotiations on an agreement to succeed Kyoto.
British Prime Minister Gordon Brown's office said he would go to Copenhagen on Tuesday — two days earlier than planned — to try to inject momentum into the talks. Brazil's President Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva and several others reportedly were considering early arrivals.
Former Vice President Al Gore told the conference that new data suggests a 75 percent chance the entire Arctic polar ice cap may disappear in the summertime as soon as five to seven years from now. 
Gore, who won a Nobel Peace prize for his work on climate change, joined the foreign ministers of Norway and Denmark in presenting two new reports on melting Arctic ice.
The world leaders are aiming for a political agreement in Copenhagen rather than a legally binding treaty. 
Still, the goal is to nail down individual targets on emissions cuts and financing for developing countries in a deal that can be turned into a legally binding text next year.
Conference officials were struggling to cope with the increasing crush of people, which will only get worse when the leaders arrive with large delegations and their own press corps.
More than 40,000 people applied to attend the conference, already straining to accommodate 15,000. 
Nongovernment agencies, which sent thousands of people, were told only 1,000 will be allowed in at one time on Thursday and Friday. 
Journalists will be confined to a media center and forbidden from mingling.
Throngs of newly arrived delegates, journalists and activists waited for hours to pass security and get accreditation Monday, the start of the conference's second and final week. Authorities shut down the subway stop outside the hall because it was too crowded.
Police detained up to 200 people after protesters set fire to street barricades in a downtown Copenhagen neighborhood.
 Protesters hurled fire bombs at helmeted riot officers who responded with tear gas, police spokesman Johnny Lundberg told The Associated Press.
 He said there were no immediate reports of injured.
It wasn't immediately clear whether the unrest was connected to the climate conference.
Police briefing detained 1,200 people durimg demonstrations by climate activists over the weekend.
The negotiations were meant to extend the Kyoto pact for at least another five years, with deeper emission targets for rich countries. 
A separate stream of talks dealt with the United States — which rejected Kyoto — and obligations by the developing countries in exchange for tens of billions of dollars a year.
The Africans protested when Hedegaard wanted to lump all the talks together.

"We are seeing the death of the Kyoto Protocol," Djemouai Kamel of Algeria, the head of the 50-nation Africa group, told reporters.
Mohammed Nashid, the president of the Indian Ocean archipelago nation of the Maldives, helped resolve the deadlock with an impassioned speech to the African nations to return to the talks, delegates said.
Outside the conference, Nashid voiced his frustration.
"In all political agreements, you have to be prepared to negotiate. You have to be prepared to compromise, to give and take. That is the nature of politics. But physics isn't politics. On climate change, there are things on which we cannot negotiate," he said.
U.S. special climate envoy Todd Stern said that with leaders due to arrive soon "any lost time is unhelpful." 
He added that in any complex negotiation "it never goes smoothly, never according to plan. There are always bumps."
Canada's Environment Minister Jim Prentice said the dispute set back the talks. "We have lost some time. There is no doubt about that," Prentice said.
Sakihito Ozawa, Japan's environment minister, said the African demand to spend more time on the industrial nations' targets "wasn't feasible."
"When I listen to the comments made by the developing countries, it made me very worried," he said, accusing those nations of trying to disrupt the conference.
On the sidelines of the talks, U.S. Energy Secretary Steven Chu announced a new program drawing funds from international partners to spend $350 million over five years to give developing nations solar energy systems and other clean energy technologies to poor countries. 
The U.S. share of the cost will be $85 million, with the rest coming from Australia, Britain, Netherlands, Norway and Switzerland.
The International Energy Agency said $8.3 trillion will be spent on new energy in the next 20 years, but the entire amount could be recovered in cheaper energy and in energy efficiency. 
IEA director Nobuo Tanaka told reporters 93 percent of the additional energy needed by 2030 will be required by developing countries.
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Reuters: African protest hits U.N. climate talks in final week

14 December 2009
A protest by African nations accusing rich countries of doing too little to cut greenhouse gas emissions slowed U.N. climate talks on Monday just four days before world leaders are due to forge a deal in Copenhagen.
After a five-hour standoff, the African nations let talks restart after assurances their objections would be heard. 
They accused the rich of trying to kill off the Kyoto Protocol, which obliges many industrialized nations to cut emissions until 2012.
"We're talking again," said Kemal Djemouai, an Algerian official who leads the group of African nations at the December 7-18 meeting. 
Talks on a pact to succeed Kyoto have been sluggish since they started two years ago in Bali, Indonesia.
But negotiators have scant time to reach a new U.N. deal to fight global warming at a summit of 110 world leaders on Friday, shifting the world economy from fossil fuels in a bid to avert heatwaves, floods, mudslides or rising sea levels.
In Washington, the White House said President Barack Obama was working this week to help advance the Copenhagen talks ahead of his visit for the summit.
And White House spokesman Robert Gibbs said developing countries such as China and India would have to do their part to reach a climate accord. 
China is the top greenhouse gas emitter ahead of the United States.
After overcoming the African objections in Copenhagen, negotiators on Monday appointed pairs of ministers from poor and rich nations to seek solutions to the most contentious issues ahead of the summit.
Ghana and Britain would examine ways to raise billions of dollars in new funds to help the poor, Grenada and Spain would look at disputes about sharing out the burden of emissions cuts by 2020. Singapore and Norway would look at a possible levy on bunker fuels to help raise funds.

Despite the huge amount of work ahead, U.S. climate envoy Todd Stern said: "The desire will be that nothing is booted upstairs," for Obama and other world leaders to hash out when they arrive in Copenhagen.
Earlier, African delegates said that the rich were trying ditch the Kyoto Protocol, which binds almost 40industrialized nations to cut greenhouse gas emissions by at least 5.2 percent below 1990 levels by 2008-12.
KILL KYOTO
Australian Climate Minister Penny Wong accused the African nations of staging a "walkout" and said it was "not the time for procedural games" so close to the end of the meeting, for which 35,000 people are registered.
At the heart of the dispute, developing nations want to extend the 1997 Kyoto Protocol and work out a separate new deal for the poor. But most rich nations want to merge Kyoto into a single new accord obliging all nations to fight global warming.
Industrialized nations want a single track largely because the United States never ratified Kyoto. They fear signing up for a binding new Kyoto while Washington slips away with a less strict regime.
In a sign of the impacts of warming, a report by former U.S. Vice President Al Gore and Norwegian Foreign Minister Jonas Gahr Stoere said world sea levels could rise by up to 2 meters by 2100, with worrying signs of a thaw in Antarctica.
"It is now estimated that sea levels will rise between 0.5 and 1.5 meters by 2100, and in the worst case by 2.0 meters. 
This will affect many hundreds of millions of people living in coastal areas," they said in a report.
Maldives President Mohamed Nasheed said that it may be too late to help low-lying island states. "If all the developed nations stop their emissions today, and if we take business as usual, we will still drown," he said.
And a group of activists dressed as polar bears staged a protest urging the talks to "save the humans."
Differing from the African nations, a senior Chinese envoy said that developing nations' top concern was to secure funds from the rich to pay for carbon emissions cuts and cover the cost of adapting to a warmer world.
"If you list them in order of priorities, the most pressing issues where developing countries want to see results are: firstly finance, secondly emissions reduction targets, third technology transfer," He Yafei, China's deputy foreign minister, told Reuters.
Many world leaders will turn up early to try to bridge the gaps.
British Prime Minister Gordon Brown would travel to Copenhagen on Tuesday, his office said.
Brown hopes to meet Australia's Prime Minister Kevin Rudd, Norwegian Prime Minister Jens Stoltenberg and Ethiopia's Prime Minister Meles Zenawi before other leaders begin arriving.
Organizers said the formal start of the intensive, high-level stage of talks in Copenhagen would be held on Tuesday evening (1630 GMT), when U.N. Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon will address an opening ceremony.
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Time (US): Climate-Change Talks in Copenhagen Enter a Deep Freeze
14 December 2009

Dealing with bureaucracy is an occupational hazard of covering U.N. events — sort of like the kidnapping risk faced by war correspondents in Afghanistan, if somewhat less dramatic. 
So it seemed like business as usual when I arrived early Monday morning at the Bella Center in Copenhagen to pick up my badge to enter the U.N. climate-change summit.
The queue snaking outside the convention center was savagely long, stretching as far as one could see, but I figured I'd spend an hour, two at most, out here in the bitter Danish cold.
I nearly froze my toes off.
The administrative logistics at the conference were proving as jungly as the climate negotiations themselves. 
What followed for us — the journalists, activists and academics who had descended on the city over the weekend to attend the second week of climate negotiations — was a six-hour ordeal of blind waiting and misinformation. 
At one point, those of us in the middle of the throng were told by the yellow-jacketed Danish politi that a new line had just opened up, so we rushed to the fenced entrance of the Bella Center, only to join a milling scrum that had even less direction than we did. 
There we stood, and stood, and stood, waiting for some sign of what might happen next.

Perhaps the uncertainty outside the conference center was indicative of the events on the other side of the walls, where negotiations had entered a deep freeze. 
Early in the day, representatives of developing countries, including India, China and African nations, halted talks and threatened to walk out, saying that developed countries were refusing to do their part to reduce greenhouse-gas emissions.
The strike was temporary — after meeting with Danish Minister Connie Hedegaard, head of the summit, negotiators from developing countries rejoined the talks — but their threat of a walkout underscored the deep divisions that remain between rich and poor nations. 
That gap has not diminished in the second week of the summit, during which heads of state are expected to finalize the architecture of a new climate deal. 
"This could be a disaster if [developing nations] decide to walk out of the negotiations," said Barry Coates, executive director of Oxfam New Zealand. "We are very concerned about this escalating."
Back outside, as the hours ticked away and our extremities grew numb, bits of bureaucratic half-truths began floating through the crowd. 
First, we heard that the machines that print new IDs had broken down. 
Then we were told that it was simply taking longer than expected to process people and that those of us at the front of the queue — where I had arrived, thanks to a few well-thrown elbows — would be admitted to the conference in an hour or two. 
That was around 11:30 a.m. More than two hours later, I had somehow ended up traveling backward in line.
A crowd that had started out in good humor began to turn ugly, drowning out nearby demonstrators' chants of "We want climate justice" with angry shouts of "Let us in!"

There are two major channels of debate within the summit as well: one involving a new, longer-term climate deal and the other focusing on the future of the Kyoto Protocol, whose first phase of emission-cuts requirements ends in 2012. 
Poor countries' central concern is that rich nations are looking to phase out the Kyoto Protocol — which demands cuts from developed countries but asks virtually nothing of developing nations — in favor of a new pact that would redistribute the burden.
Representatives of poor nations have a legitimate point. 
For now, the Kyoto Protocol is the only legally binding international pact with mandatory carbon-emission cuts. 
While developed nations, including the U.S., have already put pledges of new cuts on the table, nothing has been signed in a treaty — and it's clear that such language won't be achieved in Copenhagen, in part because the U.S. cannot fully commit to emission reductions until the Senate passes the circulating cap-and-trade bill. 
"We have a situation that developed where issues pertaining to Kyoto Protocol were not on the table and that led the Africa group to make a decision ... not [to] participate in any negotiations until the issues of Kyoto Protocol are discussed," Lumumba Stanislaus Di-Aping, Sudan's envoy, told reporters at the summit.
But the walkout does not mean that negotiations have collapsed or, as some media report had it, are in "chaos" — at least not in any more chaos than is typical for U.N. climate talks. 
"This is all part of the negotiating dynamic, especially as you get close to the endgame," said Jake Schmidt, international climate-policy director for the Natural Resources Defense Council.

We are fast approaching the endgame, though, and at some point the deep divisions — including how much aid developed nations will give to finance climate adaptation and how that money will be delivered — will need to be bridged. 
Meanwhile, the stakes could not be higher: a new tally by several climate groups showed that even if every nation made good on the carbon pledges they've put on the table so far, the amount of atmospheric carbon would still rise to a level that is well outside a climatic safe zone. 
The hope is that once world leaders show up this week, they can provide the political will to push through a deal — or something resembling one.
As for the crowd outside the Bella Center, no amount of political will would gain us entry to the summit — at least not today. 
The issue was of simple capacity. 
There are more than 40,000 delegates, activists and journalists registered with the U.N., but the Bella Center can safely hold only about 16,000 people. 
You can't negotiate with a fire code, much as you can't, as environmentalists who push for sharper carbon cuts are fond of saying, negotiate with nature.
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Telegraph (UK): Copenhagen climate summit: developing countries return to talks

14 December 2009
The group staged a walkout over accusations that richer countries were seeking to use the UN-sponsored conference to dodge their obligations to cut carbon emissions.
Poorer countries fear that the Copenhagen talks will kill off the 1997 Kyoto Protocol, which committed industrialized states to reduce greenhouse gases, with financial penalties for failure.
Their call for an extension of Kyoto is opposed by some industrialized states because the US - the second-largest emitter after China - remains outside the process, having refused to ratify the protocol.
The suspension of work came as Climate Change Secretary Ed Miliband acknowledged that the 192-nation conference was ''not yet on track for the kind of deal we need'' and said ''more urgency'' was needed to solve problems.
Speaking in Copenhagen, Mr Miliband urged delegates to make progress before national leaders arrived later this week.
''I think that the very clear message for negotiators and ministers is we need to get our act together and take action to resolve some of the outstanding issues that we face,'' he said.
Downing Street announced that Gordon Brown, the Prime Minister, would fly to the Copenhagen conference on Tuesday - two days earlier than planned - to throw his weight behind efforts to reach a deal.
Mr Brown has already identified the need to help developing countries mitigate carbon emissions and adapt to the impact of global warming as one of the key elements to any agreement.
The Prime Minister's spokesman said Mr Brown remained ''optimistic'' that a political deal could be reached by Friday.
The G77's chief negotiator Lumumba Stanislaus Di-Aping, from Sudan, said that today's walkout was prompted by the failure of the Danish presidency to put industrial nations' emissions targets at the top of the agenda.
Mr Di-Aping told BBC Radio 4's World at One: ''We decided to stop and reflect on what is happening, because it had become clear that the Danish presidency - in the most undemocratic fashion - is advancing the interests of developed countries at the expense of the balance of obligations between developing and developed countries.
''What we want is a process that is democratic, that allows us full participation, that ensures the safety and lives of the developing countries in Africa and small island states.
''We want a deal that will save the Kyoto Protocol and we want finance and mitigation targets and commitment periods signed at this conference. If that doesn't happen, I am afraid we can't accept the idea that we are going to create a new legal instrument.''
He added: ''The EU in particular is pursuing a strategy of killing the Kyoto Protocol, hiding behind the US. Their issue is that they don't want to commit to ambitious targets commensurate to the risk.''
Campaigners said that the developing countries were right to focus attention on the issue of carbon cuts in rich-world industrialized states.
Jeremy Hobbs, executive director of Oxfam International, said: ''Africa has pulled the emergency cord to avoid a train crash at the end of the week.
 Poor countries want to see an outcome which guarantees sharp emissions reductions, yet rich countries are trying to delay discussions on the only mechanism we have to deliver this - the Kyoto Protocol.
''This not about blocking the talks - it is about whether rich countries are ready to guarantee action on climate change and the survival of people in Africa and across the world.''
Nelson Muffuh, Christian Aid's senior climate change advocacy co-ordinator, said: ''Africa has been driven to this by the lack of progress on key substantive issues such as strong mitigation targets, and the lack of offers of financial support from rich countries to poor to help them deal with climate change.
''We need far more robust emission targets from wealthy countries and much more finance.''
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BBC News (UK): Copenhagen climate summit negotiations 'suspended'

14 December 2009

Negotiations at the UN climate summit have been suspended after developing countries withdrew their co-operation.

Delegations were angry at what they saw as moves by the Danish host government to sideline talks on more emission cuts under the Kyoto Protocol.
As news spread around the conference centre, activists chanted "We stand with Africa - Kyoto targets now".
But talks between the parties were expected to resume in the afternoon and informal discussions continue.
The countries that have suspended co-operation are those which make up the G77-China bloc of 130 nations. These range from wealthy countries such as South Korea, to some of the poorest states in the world.
The G77-China bloc speaks for developing countries in the climate change negotiation process.
Blocs representing poor countries vulnerable to climate change have been adamant that rich nations must commit to emission cuts beyond 2012 under the Kyoto Protocol.

But the EU and the developed world in general has promoted the idea of an entirely new agreement, replacing the protocol.
Developing countries fear they would lose many of the gains they made when the Kyoto agreement was signed in 1997.
They point out that the Kyoto Protocol is the only international legally binding instrument that has curbed carbon emissions, and also that it contains functioning mechanisms for bringing development benefits to poor countries such as money for investment in clean energy projects.

Previously during this meeting - formally called the Conference of the Parties (COP) 15 - developing countries have accused the Danish chairs of ignoring their concerns.
G77-China chief negotiator Lumumba Di-Aping explained why the bloc had taken the decision to withdraw its co-operation.
"It has become clear that the Danish presidency - in the most undemocratic fashion - is advancing the interests of the developed countries at the expense of the balance of obligations between developed and developing countries," he told BBC Radio 4's The World at One programme.
"The mistake they are doing now has reached levels that cannot be acceptable from a president who is supposed to be acting and shepherding the process on behalf of all parties."

Last week, the Pacific island nation of Tuvalu forced a suspension after insisting that proposals to amend the UN climate convention and Kyoto Protocol be debated in full.
'Losing time'

At a news conference earlier in the day, UK Climate Secretary Ed Miliband said that for the developed world to commit to further cuts under the Kyoto Protocol would be "irresponsible for the climate".
He said it would leave some of the world's biggest emitters without targets for cutting emissions.

Many developing countries have been arguing for a "twin track" approach, whereby countries with existing targets under the Kyoto Protocol (all developed nations except the US) stay under that umbrella, with the US and major developing economies making their carbon pledges under a new protocol.
Kim Carstensen, director of the global climate initiative with environment group WWF, said that much more movement was needed on the Kyoto Protocol negotiations here.
"The point is being made very loudly that African countries and the wider G77 bloc will not accept non-action on the Kyoto Protocol, and they're really afraid that a deal has been stitched up behind their backs," he told BBC News.
While understanding the G77 position, he said the suspension could affect progress towards a deal.
"We're losing time, and that's a serious matter; because for every minute we lose on one issue, the chances of getting to the bottom of the next issue diminish."
The Danish government has yet to make any formal response; but Australian Climate Minister Penny Wong described the suspension as "regrettable".
Yvo de Boer, executive secretary of the UN climate change convention, predicted that the negotiations would get back on track in the early afternoon.
"The vast majority of countries here want to see the continuation of the Kyoto Protocol," he said.

"I'm not aware that any countries are trying to block anything."
An African bloc walkout during preparatory talks in Barcelona in November proved unpopular with other developing countries, in particular some small island nations.
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BBC News (UK): Copenhagen negotiators struggle to save talks

15 December 2009
Climate change negotiators have been working through the night in Copenhagen to try to rescue plans for a global agreement from collapse.

Heads of state start to appear in the Danish capital later in the day, ahead of a hoped-for signing on Friday.
But several issues remain to be solved ahead of the summit's climax.
Correspondents say suspicions among poor countries that rich ones are ganging up on them - which prompted a walk-out on Monday - remain strong.
They say that with the end of the conference looming, the general hope is that minds will increasingly become concentrated and real concessions emerge from both sides.
In one hopeful sign, China has indicated it will not accept any money from a fund being set up by the West to help poorer nations tackle climate change.
A senior Chinese source told BBC News that China will not accept a single dollar.

The possibility had upset many in the United States, who feel Beijing is now well-enough off to pay to clean up its own act.
Chinese deputy foreign minister He Yafei said in Copenhagen that Beijing was committed to achieving a good outcome.
China's willingness to make a deal pleases the rich West, but alarms some poor countries, says the BBC's environment analyst Roger Harrabin.
They fear China will strike a compromise with other big players that will not be strict enough to protect the most vulnerable nations from climate change, our correspondent adds.
Deep distrust

Developing nations staged a five-hour walkout on Monday, only returning after their key demand - separate talks on the Kyoto Protocol - was met.
The bloc, which represents countries vulnerable to climate change, has been adamant that rich nations must commit to emission cuts beyond 2012 under the Kyoto Protocol.
They have been arguing for a "twin track" approach, whereby countries with existing targets under the Kyoto Protocol (all developed nations except the US) stay under that umbrella, with the US and major developing economies making their carbon pledges under a new protocol.

But the EU and the developed world in general has promoted the idea of an entirely new agreement, replacing the protocol.
Talks were halted most of the day, until conference president Connie Hedegaard of Denmark assured developing countries she was not trying to kill the Kyoto Protocol.
'Catastrophic failure'

The White House said President Barack Obama, who is due to address the conference on Friday, was "committed to pursuing an accord that requires countries to take meaningful steps".

But spokesman Robert Gibbs acknowledged there was a great deal of work to be done.
"There's no doubt that there are issues that will remain outstanding for quite some time," Mr Gibbs said.
UN chief Ban Ki-Moon, speaking to reporters in New York before he was to leave for Copenhagen, warned that "time is running out".
"If everything is left to leaders to resolve at the last minute, we risk having a weak deal or no deal at all. And this would be a failure of potentially catastrophic consequence."
Campaign group Greenpeace said the summit had five days "to avert climate chaos".
Emissions targets so far offered by Western leaders such as Mr Obama amounted to "peanuts", the group added.
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LA Times (US): Climate negotiators eye the 'forgotten 50%' of greenhouse gas pollutants

14 December 2009
International negotiators are quietly making progress here on steps to reduce "stealth" pollutants that contribute to climate change, including soot, refrigerants and methane gas, which together account for nearly as much greenhouse gas pollution as carbon dioxide.

Carbon dioxide, of course, is the poster gas for global warming. 
Disagreements over how to reduce its emission from cars, factories and power plants have dominated the Copenhagen climate talks so far.

But carbon dioxide accounts for only half the world's greenhouse gas emissions.
And while top leaders postured and negotiated over a host of issues related to carbon emissions in the first week of the summit here, behind the scenes diplomats have worked toward compromises on a few simple strategies to reduce the other pollutants that cause global warming.
Those sources include so-called black carbon, soot from incompletely burned fossil fuels and biomass, including that produced by ships and cooking stoves that collects in the atmosphere and on ice and prevents sunlight from being reflected back into space; hydro fluorocarbon chemicals, known as HFCs, used in refrigerators and air conditioners worldwide; and methane, which emanates from coal mines and landfills.

Many scientists and environmentalists say reducing the "forgotten 50%" of pollutants will be faster, easier and substantially cheaper than cutting carbon dioxide, and could buy the world time in its climate clock race.

"We can eliminate -- not just cut -- one of the six greenhouse gases this week," said Durwood Zaelke, a longtime environmental lawyer who is president of the Institute for Governance and Sustainable Development. 
"This can buy us more than a decade of delay" against the worst effects of climate change, he said.

Even as developing and developed nations have clashed over several issues, there has been broad support for the goal of reducing non-CO2 emissions. 
However, some nations are worried about moving to phase out HFCs before enough replacement chemicals are produced.

Negotiators here, however, are heavily focused on the high-profile issue of reaching a deal on CO2 emissions -- particularly the Obama administration, which stands to lose political capital at home and abroad if no such agreement materializes.

The administration appears loath to push provisions that could distract from the focus on carbon dioxide.
At the same time, environmental advocates in Copenhagen say they worry that the "forgotten 50%" could slip out of a final agreement unless the United States champions their inclusion more vigorously.

"There is a huge political opportunity for a clear administration win on an issue where they desperately need one," said Paul Bledsoe, a former Clinton White House official who works on climate-change issues, and who joined Zaelke in urging the Obama team in January to act quickly on the "forgotten 50%" of emissions. "So far, they've left it languishing."

President Obama has repeatedly called for phasing out HFCs and the Environmental Protection Agency has taken strides to reduce the United States' black carbon output.
American officials are set to unveil a modest black carbon spending initiative this week.

Because HFC regulation is handled through a decades-old treaty that aims to phase out pollutants that deplete the ozone layer, writing an HFC declaration into the agreement, a U.S. official said in Copenhagen, is "not something that we think is necessary."

Action on black carbon and hydro fluorocarbons is a particularly appealing goal for island nations concerned that the world may be nearing "tipping points" of global warming, in which increased greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere start a chain reaction of temperature rise that would lead to their nations being swallowed by rising seawater.

The island nations are desperate for measures that will reduce warming in the short term.

Black carbon is an ideal target because it stays in the atmosphere for only a few weeks, compared with 100 years for carbon dioxide, meaning that if black carbon emissions were eliminated, atmospheric heat-trapping would drop quickly.

In addition, the world has a successful track record of replacing harmful chemicals akin to HFCs, which replaced ozone-depleting refrigerants in the 1980s and '90s. 
Many scientists say HFCs could be replaced by either existing chemicals or those that chemical companies will quickly produce in the event of a phase-out, if the ozone treaty history is a guide.

Over the last week, Zaelke, Bledsoe and their allies in several national delegations to the talks have pushed to include a few sentences in a new climate agreement, which they say would allow the world to move swiftly against both substances.

One provision would create a fast-acting program to tackle several non-carbon-dioxide contributors to the greenhouse effect, including black carbon.
The fund would go toward providing nations with more efficient cookstoves or paying them to reduce black carbon output from shipping.

Another provision would simply direct the parties to the Montreal Protocol -- a 1987 treaty that phased out chemicals depleting the ozone layer -- to phase out HFCs using the same mechanism.

Under the Montreal Protocol, ozone-depleting chemicals were phased out quickly and, at a $2.4-billion total cost, far more cheaply than any large-scale proposed reduction in carbon dioxide emissions.

European, South American and island-nation delegates have pushed for those measures, which have been included in the most recent key draft texts that have circulated among negotiators.

But U.S. officials maintain that the Montreal parties don't need help from a climate agreement to regulate HFCs, even though the signatories decided at their last meeting to wait for direction from climate negotiators before going ahead with a phase-out.

U.S. negotiators appear bogged down in intense discussions over basic components of carbon dioxide emissions limits, such as whether developing countries will make clear in the agreement that they will carry out reduction pledges and that they are open to international verification that they are meeting their commitments.

Other delegates say that if the United States championed the non-carbon-dioxide proposals in a final agreement, it could gain support from developing nations that have complained of being marginalized -- and perhaps help break the carbon-dioxide logjam.

"In the middle of all the despair and animosity," said Romina Picolotti, Argentina's former environmental secretary, "there's this big opportunity . . . to get a fair deal here on something."
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Guardian (UK): Young people negotiate Copenhagen deal using Google Wave

15 December 2009

Among the millions of people scrutinizing the final week of Copenhagen, more than a thousand of them will be analyzing events using an particularly innovative online approach.

The Global Youth Panel is a team of more than 1,000 young people from 140 countries who are using Google's much-hyped communication tool Wave to virtually collaborate on a climate change debate.
Access didn't come easy to some of those participating in the online debate between 15 to 25 year olds around the world.
The Global Youth Panel has some inspiring stories from Iranian debaters who bypassed web censoring software and a Bhutan who team persuaded their ISP to offer extra bandwidth. 
Meanwhile a coordinator in Cambodia gave IT training to 30 kids from "some of the poorest, most destitute families in Cambodia" so they could take part.
Last night, the young panelists were discussing whether protests, such as those at the weekend when more than 1,000 people were arrested, would have any effect on the negotiations. 
Debate was split from participants who said "if we want to see real meaningful change, we need people to organize, and engage in direct actions" to those who countered that "the immense demonstrations against the Iraq war are, despite their size, an example of protests having very little effect."
In the past week, they've also used Wave to discuss the likelihood of a successful deal (60% thought there would be) to whether the hacking of climate scientists' emails would influence the talks (a surprising 64% said yes, despite feeling elsewhere online that Copenhagen had pushed the email story off the agenda).
With its global reach, the scale of the project is of a magnitude larger than a recent web project by the UK government to create a "people's manifesto" for Copenhagen, in which online users cooperated in creating a set of demands to politicians at Copenhagen. 
The final text involved 32 people and 41 editing versions.
But why use Wave rather than, say, email or Wiki-style software? David Crane of Debatewise, which organized the youth panel, says "there's no way we could get this many people debating in real-time otherwise." 
He also points to Wave's real-time typing feature as being useful for such a fast-changing event as Copenhagen, because it makes it easy to answer a question before it's fully typed.
Google Wave's co-founder Lars Rasmussen is unsurprisingly "delighted" at this use of his service, and says he hopes Wave can continue to help "tackle important global issues like climate change across geographies and cultures."
Of course, what would be truly innovative is if delegates, governments and the UN started adopting some of these web tools.

Such virtual collaboration might go some way to countering criticism that the climate talks are excessive over-peopled jollies, not to mention trimming Copenhagen's estimated 41,000 tonne carbon footprint.
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AFP: Clock ticking to get UN climate deal: Miliband

14 December 2009
 Climate Change Secretary Ed Miliband urged negotiators on Monday to work faster to clear away a thicket of problems threatening the global warming talks ahead of a UN summit here on Friday.
"There are still issues of substance and process to be overcome in the coming days," Miliband told a press conference as the 12-day marathon entered its final week.
"Leaders are practically on their way," said Miliband, who is secretary of state for energy and climate change.
"Leaders always have a very important role in this. But frankly it's also up to negotiators and ministers not leave everything up to the leaders, but to get our act together."
The Copenhagen talks aim at securing a political strategy for tackling climate change.
If endorsed by more than 120 heads of state and government on Friday, it would secure national pledges for reducing -- or backing forecast growth in -- carbon emissions.

It would also set up mechanism for channeling potentially hundreds of billions of dollars in aid for poor countries needing low-carbon technology and help to beef up defenses on climate change.
But a draft blueprint, released last Friday, has run into serious objections over emissions burden-sharing and vagueness on funding commitments.
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Reuters: Main issues and progress in Copenhagen climate talks

14 December 2009
Following are key issues yet to be agreed, and some areas of possible agreement if draft texts are approved.
ONE TREATY OR TWO?
* No agreement yet on whether to extend Kyoto and add extra national commitments under a separate pact, or end Kyoto and agree one new treaty which specifies actions by most countries.
* Kyoto limits the emissions of nearly 40 industrialized countries from 2008-2012, but excludes the United States, the world's second biggest carbon emitter.
* A new climate deal should include climate action from many more countries, most negotiators agree.
LONG-TERM GOAL
* No agreement yet on a long-term goal to avoid dangerous climate change.
* Developing nations prefer a goal to limit overall warming to 2 degrees Celsius rather than a target to halve global greenhouse gas emissions by 2050 -- which they are concerned may limit their economic growth if rich nations do not take enough of the burden.
* A U.N.-drafted text suggests at least a halving of emissions by 2050. Countries have not voted on that text yet.
MID-TERM RICH NATION EMISSIONS CUTS
* No agreement yet on how far individual rich countries should cut their emissions by 2020 versus 1990 levels.
* Industrialized nations have proposed bids which so far add up to cuts of about 14-18 percent.
* Developing nations including China are insisting on cuts of at least 40 percent.
* A U.N.-draft text suggests rich countries collectively cut emissions by at least 25-40 percent by 2020

CLIMATE ACTION BY DEVELOPING NATIONS
* No agreement yet on how far poorer countries should commit to targets to curb growth in greenhouse gases.
* Developed countries want poorer countries to "stand behind" their targets through some kind of international inspection, which developing nations reject.
FINANCE
* No agreement yet on how much rich nations should pay developing nations in the short or medium term to help them fight climate change.
* Rich nations have suggested about $10 billion per year from 2010-2012 which China and African nations have rejected as not enough.
* Developing nations have suggested figures of at least mid-term $200-$300 billion climate aid annually by 2020, compared with a European Union proposal of $150 billion.
EXCLUDED SECTORS, LOOPHOLES
* No agreement on whether to include aviation and shipping, and make it mandatory to include farming and forestry in targets.
* Kyoto excludes greenhouse gases from aviation and shipping, responsible for at least 5 percent of global emissions.
* Under Kyoto it is voluntary for industrialized countries to include in their targets emissions from land use, including deforestation and farming.
* Combined, farms and deforestation account for a third of global greenhouse gases.
ROLE OF CARBON MARKETS
* No agreement yet on how to scale up carbon finance, where rich nations pay for emissions cuts in developing countries through trade in carbon offsets.
* No agreement on how to streamline an existing scheme under Kyoto's clean development mechanism, which deployed $6.5 billion last year in developing nations. 
The European Union wants the scheme to invest tens of billions annually by 2020.
* No agreement on whether to allow emissions cuts from new sectors to qualify for carbon offsets, including nuclear power, carbon capture and storage and conserving forests.
* A draft text proposed a larger scheme whereby whole sectors such as power generation could earn carbon credits, instead of individual projects such as wind farms.
FORESTRY
* Mounting agreement on rewarding tropical countries which slow deforestation under a new deal.
* The latest draft text addressed key issues on looking after the interests of indigenous people but activists complain that has been moved out of a legally binding part of the text.
* Another issue is whether to allow plantations to earn carbon offsets if they are planted on former virgin forest land.
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NY Times (US): China and U.S. Hit Strident Impasse at Climate Talks
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China and the United States were at an impasse on Monday at the United Nations climate change conference here over how compliance with any treaty could be monitored and verified.

China, which last month for the first time publicly announced a target for reducing the rate of growth of its greenhouse gas emissions, is refusing to accept any kind of international monitoring of its emissions levels, according to negotiators and observers here. 
The United States is insisting that without stringent verification of China’s actions, it cannot support any deal.

The stalemate came on a day of public and private brinkmanship as the talks moved into their second and final week. 
Earlier Monday, a group of poor nations staged a brief walkout from the bargaining table, and a chaotic registration system left thousands of attendees freezing outside the conference hall and forced the temporary closing of the subway stop near the Bella Center, where the meetings are being held.

The slow progress of the climate negotiations could pose problems later in the week, when the heads of government begin arriving. It is not customary for so many technical, financial and emotional issues to be unsettled when national leaders sit down to negotiate an agreement.
President Obama and other world leaders have said that they hope to reach some interim agreement at the Copenhagen talks, but that a binding global accord is not likely to be completed until next year.

Negotiators for the United States and China have been trading public accusations in recent days and making little progress in negotiations on the critical issue of treaty compliance.

Chinese negotiators have said little during formal negotiation sessions here, where they have been working in partnership with the developing countries.

They have made clear that they do not expect money from the industrial powers to help make the shift to a more energy-efficient economy.

But they will not accept any outside monitors to ensure that they are indeed making the changes that they have promised to reduce the amount of carbon dioxide and other pollutants emitted per unit of economic output.

“I think there’s no doubt that China, when it says 40 to 45 percent reduction in energy intensity, is serious about that,” said Ed Miliband, the British secretary of state for energy and climate change. 
“The more challenging hurdle is finding a formula for ensuring the outside world that an avoided ton of gas is in fact a ton.”

He Yafei, the Chinese vice foreign minister, said China’s laws would guarantee compliance.

“This is a matter of principle,” even if it scuttles the talks, he said in an interview with The Financial Times.

American officials said that despite nearly a year of negotiations with the Chinese, there were still fundamental problems that may not be fixed here before the meetings end. 
The United States says it believes that the Chinese emissions target is too low — a top American official called it “disappointing” the day it was announced. 
Without a stronger emissions commitment and an agreement to international monitoring by China, Congress is unlikely to approve a tough new domestic climate regime for the United States.

“If China or any other country wants to be a full partner in global climate efforts, that country must commit to transparency and review of their emissions-cutting regime,” said Representative Edward J. Markey, Democrat of Massachusetts and a co-sponsor of the climate and energy bill that passed the House in June. 
“Without that commitment, other governments and industries, including those in America, will be hesitant to engage with those countries when they try to partner on global warming.”

And the Chinese refusal to accept verification measures could also lead to calls for punitive tariffs on Chinese goods coming into the United States. 
The House bill allows for the imposition of tariffs on goods from countries that do not constrain their carbon output.
A group of 10 Democratic senators wrote to Mr. Obama two weeks ago warning that the Senate would not ratify any treaty that did not protect American industry from foreign competitors who do not have to meet global warming emissions limits.

That threat could, paradoxically, help drive the Chinese to cement a deal here, an American official said. “Their No. 1 motivation is to avoid border tariffs,” the official said.

Barbara Finamore director of the China program for the Natural Resources Defense Council, said the top Chinese leadership was pursuing a cautious and calculated strategy as the talks near a decisive phase this week.

“They’re going to wait until the last hour of the last day and just as the other side is walking out they’ll say, ‘Hey, come back.’ 
Just as they do every day in every market in China,” Ms. Finamore said. “That’s why they’re the best negotiators in the world.”

As the dispute between China and the United States was playing out in private, a group of poor nations threw the talks off track for a time with a public protest. 
They complained that the industrial countries were doing too little to curb their own climate-altering emissions and consigning them to perpetual poverty.

Representatives of several African officials demanded that the rich countries sign a binding treaty that included a large transfer of wealth to the developing world. 
They brought the public sessions of the meeting to a halt at midday, but delegates began returning to the large conference hall as evening fell, and the talks resumed in desultory fashion.

John Hay, a spokesman for the United Nations body sponsoring the conference, said: “The plenary was suspended. 
A slew of technical meetings have not taken place. It’s an indication of how adamant the G-77 are about these issues,” he said, referring to the group of less-developed nations.

In New York on Monday, Ban Ki-moon, the United Nations secretary general, warned the negotiators in Copenhagen that leaving too much for the heads of state and government to hammer out at the end of the week risked enfeebling any final deal.

“There is no time left for posturing or blaming,” he said at a news conference, before leaving for the Danish capital. 
“If everything is left to leaders to resolve at the last minute, we risk having a weak deal or no deal at all, and this will be a failure of potentially catastrophic consequences.”

Todd Stern, the chief American negotiator, acknowledged that Monday had been a difficult day but said that progress continued to be made.

“In any big and complicated negotiation, and this may be the biggest and most complicated ever, it never goes smoothly,” he said. 
“It never goes as planned. There’s always bumps. There’s always zigs and zags, people getting up and down, and that’s to be expected.”
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NY Times (US): Four Sides to Every Story

14 December 2009

CLIMATE talks have been going on in Copenhagen for a week now, and it appears to be a two-sided debate between alarmists and skeptics. But there are actually four different views of global warming. A taxonomy of the four:

DENIALISTS They are loud, sure and political.
Their view is that climatologists and their fellow travelers are engaged in a vast conspiracy to panic the public into following an agenda that is political and pernicious. Senator James Inhofe of Oklahoma and the columnist George Will wave the banner for the hoax-callers.

“The claim that global warming is caused by manmade emissions is simply untrue and not based on sound science,” 
Mr. Inhofe declared in a 2003 speech to the Senate about the Kyoto accord that remains emblematic of his position.
 “CO2 does not cause catastrophic disasters — actually it would be beneficial to our environment and our economy .... The motives for Kyoto are economic, not environmental — that is, proponents favor handicapping the American economy through carbon taxes and more regulations.”

SKEPTICS: This group is most interested in the limitations of climate science so far: they like to examine in detail the contradictions and shortcomings in climate data and models, and they are wary about any “consensus” in science. 
To the skeptics’ discomfort, their arguments are frequently quoted by the denialists.

In this mode, Roger Pielke, a climate scientist at the University of Colorado, argues that the scenarios presented by the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change are overstated and underpredictive. Another prominent skeptic is the physicist Freeman Dyson, who wrote in 2007: “I am opposing the holy brotherhood of climate model experts and the crowd of deluded citizens who believe the numbers predicted by the computer models .... I have studied the climate models and I know what they can do. The models solve the equations of fluid dynamics, and they do a very good job of describing the fluid motions of the atmosphere and the oceans. They do a very poor job of describing the clouds, the dust, the chemistry and the biology of fields and farms and forests.”

WARNERS: These are the climatologists who see the trends in climate headed toward planetary disaster, and they blame human production of greenhouse gases as the primary culprit.
Leaders in this category are the scientists James Hansen, Stephen Schneider and James Lovelock. (This is the group that most persuades me and whose views I promote.)

“If humanity wishes to preserve a planet similar to that on which civilization developed and to which life on earth is adapted,” 
Mr. Hansen wrote as the lead author of an influential 2008 paper, then the concentration of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere would have to be reduced from 395 parts per million to “at most 350 p.p.m.”

CALAMATISTS: There are many environmentalists who believe that industrial civilization has committed crimes against nature, and retribution is coming. 
They quote the warners in apocalyptic terms, and they view denialists as deeply evil. The technology critic Jeremy Rifkin speaks in this manner and the writer-turned-activist Bill McKibben is a (fairly gentle) leader in this category.

In his 2006 introduction for “The End of Nature,” his famed 1989 book, Mr. McKibben wrote of climate change in religious terms: “We are no longer able to think of ourselves as a species tossed about by larger forces — now we are those larger forces. Hurricanes and thunderstorms and tornadoes become not acts of God but acts of man. 
That was what I meant by the ‘end of nature.’”

The calamatists and denialists are primarily political figures, with firm ideological loyalties, whereas the warners and skeptics are primarily scientists, guided by ever-changing evidence.
 That distinction between ideology and science not only helps clarify the strengths and weaknesses of the four stances, it can also be used to predict how they might respond to future climate developments.

If climate change were to suddenly reverse itself (because of some yet undiscovered mechanism of balance in our climate system), my guess is that the denialists would be triumphant, the skeptics would be skeptical this time of the apparent good news, the warners would be relieved, and the calamatists would seek out some other doom to proclaim.

If climate change keeps getting worse then I would expect denialists to grasp at stranger straws, many skeptics to become warners, the warners to start pushing geoengineering schemes like sulfur dust in the stratosphere, and the calamatists to push liberal political agendas — just as the denialists said they would.
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Independent (UK): Brown offers £1.2bn in a bid to break climate deadlock

15 December 2009
Gordon Brown is preparing to offer more money from Britain to help the world's poorest countries combat climate change in an attempt to break the deadlock at the Copenhagen summit.
Aides to the Prime Minister, who has already announced £1.5bn over the next three years for African and other nations affected by global warming, said he is also planning to contribute to a separate £15.3bn global fund to reduce deforestation. A payment of similar proportions would mean an extra £1.2bn coming from British taxpayers.
However the Prime Minister faces questions about how Britain will find the money when it has a £178bn budget deficit in the current financial year. 
The £1.5bn will come from the existing budget of the Department for International Development. 
Any top-up would be new money which would have to found despite the squeeze on public spending signalled in last week's pre-Budget report.
Mr Brown will travel to Copenhagen today, as will the Prince of Wales, who is due to give an impassioned speech when he opens the Presidents-and-Prime-Ministers section of the meeting, which will see 120 world leaders come together in the Danish capital between now and Friday.
He will call on the 192 countries taking part in the conference to seize the moment and "step back from the brink" of climate change.
The interventions from Britain's heir to the throne may turn out to be timely, as yesterday the negotiations about constructing a new world climate treaty, which have not been going well, became enmeshed in grandstanding and brinkmanship, and were held up for five hours after a protest by African countries about the course the talks were taking.

Although negotiations later resumed, the lost time was regarded by many observers as something the process could not afford.
Prince Charles will stress just how important the Copenhagen moment is when he opens the "high-level segment" of the meeting, in a ceremony with the UN secretary-general, Ban Ki-moon, the Danish Prime Minister, Lars Lokke Rasmussen, and the Kenyan Nobel Prize-winning environmentalist Wangari Maathai, founder of the Green Belt Movement and a friend of the Prince.
Describing climate change a "a risk multiplier", he will tackle head-on the argument of climate sceptics such as the Danish professor Bjorn Lomborg – although he will not refer to him by name – that you should not devote major resources to tackling global warming as there are other more pressing social problems such as poverty, food security and water stress.
Such issues, while priorities in their own right, are inextricably linked with climate change, which will simply multiply their risks if not tackled, the Prince will say. 
He will tell delegates that while mankind has the power to push the world to the brink, mankind also has the power to bring it back into balance.
He will also address an issue in which he has taken a long-standing personal interest: deforestation.
 Currently accounting for about a fifth of all the carbon dioxide emissions causing the global climate to warm – as much as world transport – deforestation is a major theme of the talks, and the Prince will remind delegates that the battle against climate change cannot be won unless the battle against deforestation is won as well.

While the Prince cannot address the talks themselves and their problems, Mr Brown most definitely can. 
His early trip to Denmark is to talk about the vital issue of "the numbers" – just what are the targets for cutting emissions of CO2 which countries should sign up to, and how much money should the rich developed countries be prepared to offer the developing countries to move towards low-carbon economies. 
These are matters which can really only be decided by heads of state and government, and Mr Brown wants as ambitious a deal as possible.
In the House of Commons he told MPs: "This financial agreement must address the great injustice that is climate change: that those hit first and hardest by climate change are those that have done least harm. 
In fact, 98 per cent of those [countries] most seriously affected and dying live in the poorest countries that account for only 8 per cent of global emissions. 
So it is essential that we honour our responsibility for helping meet the costs they face in adapting to, and mitigating the consequences of, climate change."
He will tonight begin an exhausting round of one-to-one meetings with other leaders in an attempt to narrow differences between rich and poor nations. 
His first talks will be with leaders from Africa, hard-hit small island states, the European Union and Mr Ki-moon.
Aides said Mr Brown, who has a long track record on rallying the world to tackle poverty in Africa, is trusted by developed and developing nations alike after also winning plaudits for his rescue of the banks. 
They said he was going to Denmark early after realising at the G20 summit in London in April that it took days to prepare the ground for a deal at such international gatherings.
Mr Brown said: "The agreement at Copenhagen must be ambitious, global, legally binding within months and be consistent with a maximum global warming of two degrees and be the fairest financial settlement for the poorest countries."
Developing countries want a continuation of the present international climate treaty, the 1997 Kyoto protocol, which does not commit them to anything, but imposes legally binding emissions cuts on the rich countries – except the US, withdrawn by President George Bush in 2001.
Developed countries such as Britain want a new treaty which would bring the US back in, as well as emerging economies such as China and India, which are now huge CO2 emitters themselves.
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Reuters: Japan to offer $10 bln to fight global warming: report
14 December 2009
Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama will unveil the aid offer on December 18 when he attends a U.N. climate conference in Copenhagen, the Tokyo Shimbun daily reported.
A pledge of funds from rich countries to help poorer ones fight global warming will be a key ingredient for any climate change deal in Copenhagen, where talks slowed on Monday due to a protest by African nations accusing rich countries of doing too little to cut greenhouse gas emissions.
The European Union has promised around $3.5 billion a year for three years as its contribution to a start-up fund that could eventually grow to $100 billion or more annually. 
The United States says it will do its fair share but has not yet promised anything beyond $1.2 billion for this year.
Environment Minister Sakihito Ozawa last week declined to say how much Japan -- the world's fifth largest emitter of greenhouse gases -- would contribute, but said the government wanted to pay more than a previously announced $9.2 billion over three years.
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Guardian (UK): Steven Chu pledges $350m clean tech fund to sweeten deal at Copenhagen

14 December 2009

The Obama administration tried to sweeten a climate change deal for developing countries today with the promise of a $350m fund for the development of new clean energy technologies.
The fund will be used to encourage the development of renewable energy projects such as wind and solar power and more energy efficient appliances in the developing world.
In an appearance at the climate change summit in Copenhagen, the energy secretary Steven Chu likened the initiative to the breakthrough of seed technology which helped lift countries in Asia out of poverty. "We need a gamechanger like the green revolution was for agriculture," he said.
Chu's appearance before a packed hall at the US pavilion was part of an ambitious outreach effort by the Obama administration to persuade a sceptical international community it is serious about taking action on climate change. It comes amid rising rancour between rich and poor countries. 
The talks were suspended for five hours today, with negotiators from African and other developing countries accusing the Danish chair of ignoring their concerns.
But Chu said he detected no sign of resentment from the developing countries. "I don't feel that at all that there is any mistrust," he said. 
"Perhaps in discussion they may see me as a scientist and say: 'let's just get on with it. let's solve the problem'."
He followed up with an appeal for cooperation. "Rather than competing and trying to bargain to the last advantage let's approach this all with a feeling of will and compassion and endurance for the long road ahead," he said. 
"In the end whatever happens the world has to act on it."
Obama has dispatched more than half a dozen senior members of his team to try to demonstrate America's commitment to cutting emissions and bringing in new energy-efficient technologies.
Chu described the initiative as an expansion of agreements reached earlier this year with India and China for joint research on energy efficiency, electric vehicles, and carbon capture and technology. 
Under the initiative, the US will provide $85m over five years to the fund. Italy will provide $30m and Australia $5m.
Chu used charts to show the Obama administration committing to the highest levels of spending on energy research since the oil crisis of the 1970s, with the $80bn investment in green technology in the American economic recovery package.
He singled out two promising areas of research: batteries and the development of powerful wind turbines in a more compact size.
But despite the high-visibility campaign – and the huge crush of people trying to get into the room – America still has some explaining to do.
"Because the Senate hasn't acted [to pass climate change legislation], I think there is quite a lot of interest in what the US is willing to commit," said Jane Lubchenco, who heads the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration.
But there is one American whose green credentials are often seen as impeccable - Al Gore. 
The former vice-president was treated like a rock star when he made his debut at the conference centre to release two new reports on the melting of polar ice in the Arctic. 
He told the packed room that there was a 75% chance that the entire ice cap could be ice-free by summer in the next five to seven years.
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Reuters: Copenhagen summit carbon footprint biggest ever: report

14 December 2009
Delegates, journalists, activists and observers from almost 200 countries have gathered at the Dec 7-18 summit and their travel and work will create 46,200 tonnes of carbon dioxide, most of it from their flights.
This would fill nearly 10,000 Olympic swimming pools, and is the same amount produced each year by 2,300 Americans or 660,000 Ethiopians -- the vast difference is due to the huge gap in consumption patterns in the two countries -- according to U.S. government statistics about per person emissions in 2006.
Despite efforts by the Danish government to reduce the conference's carbon footprint, around 5,700 tonnes of carbon dioxide will be created by the summit and a further 40,500 tonnes created by attendees' flights to Copenhagen.
The figure for the flights was calculated by the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), while the domestic carbon footprint from the summit was calculated by accountants Deloitte, said Deloitte consultant Stine Balslev.
"This is much bigger than the last talks because there are many more people here," she said, adding that 18,000 people were expected to pass through the conference center every day.
"These are preliminary figures but we expect that when we do the final calculations after the conference is over, the carbon footprint will be about the same."
Deloitte included in their calculations emissions caused by accommodation, local transport, electricity and heating of the conference center, paper, security, transport of goods and services as well as energy used by computers, kitchens, photocopiers and printers inside the conference center.
Accommodation accounted for 23 percent of the summit's greenhouse gas emissions in Copenhagen, while transport caused 7 percent. 
Seventy percent came from activities inside the conference center, she said.
"We have been forced to put up some temporary buildings in order to provide the delegation rooms because the number of participants is so much larger than expected," said Balslev.
"For instance the U.S. delegation has ordered an area that's five times as big as last year."
The temporary buildings housing delegation offices are not well insulated and are warmed by oil heaters, so this area is the most energy-wasteful, she said.
The researchers assumed that 60 percent of conference participants would catch public transport to and from the conference but Balslev said that was probably optimistic.
Balslev said most of the energy used by the conference was from coal fired power stations that power the electricity grid, but some was from wind power.
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NY Times (US): Australia’s Rudd Looks for Success in Copenhagen

14 December 2009

Fresh from failing — twice — to pass his widely contested plan to reduce Australia’s greenhouse gas emissions, Prime Minister Kevin Rudd headed to Copenhagen on Monday hoping to succeed internationally where his domestic agenda has thus far fallen short.

Mr. Rudd is expected to play a key, behind-the-scenes role in the negotiations. 
He accepted an invitation from Prime Minister Lars Rasmussen of Denmark to join the U.N. secretary general, Ban Ki-moon, and President Felipe Calderón of Mexico as “friends of the chair” to help press other leaders to commit to action.

In the two years since Mr. Rudd received a standing ovation from delegates at a U.N. conference for reversing Australia’s longstanding refusal to ratify the Kyoto Protocol — his first official act as prime minister — he and his ministers have been fighting an increasingly fractious battle over the best way to reduce greenhouse gas emissions at home.

Earlier this month, the Australian Senate rejected, for the second time this year, the government’s plan to implement a carbon pollution reduction system. 
The agreement would have placed Australia in the company of the European Union and other countries that already have, or are now debating, a “cap-and-trade” style approach to cutting greenhouse gases.

The Senate, where the balance of power is controlled by pro-business conservatives and a vocal minority of climate change skeptics, voted, 41-33, on Dec. 2 to reject the government’s plan to set a nationwide cap on greenhouse gas emissions and issue pollution permits to be bought and sold on a newly created carbon market.

Australia’s constitution allows the prime minister to call a general election when a bill that has been passed in the lower house of Parliament fails to pass through the upper house after two attempts, signaling an intractable deadlock.
Mr. Rudd has said that he does not want to call an early election, and opinion polls suggest that he faces little threat from his conservative opponents regardless of whether elections are held early in the year or in November, as expected.

The Senate’s rejection was a blow to Mr. Rudd’s global ambitions.

Many political observers said that Mr. Rudd and his 100-member-plus delegation to Copenhagen had hoped to present Australia’s emissions trading system as an example of the developed world’s willingness to commit to binding targets.

Australia’s overall share of greenhouse gases is small relative to the rest of the world, but its heavy reliance on coal-fired electricity makes it one of the world’s largest polluters per capita.

“Australia is really trying to bridge the gap between some of the developing and developed countries,” said Frank Jotzo, the deputy director of the Climate Change Institute at the Australian National University.

“There is a huge credibility gap in terms of what the rich countries have been doing in their domestic policies.

If Rudd had gone with his carbon pollution reduction scheme in place, then that would have been a huge boost to Australia’s credibility in those negotiations.”

Mr. Rudd’s domestic woes have not gone unnoticed.

The minister for climate change, Penny Wong, said in Copenhagen on Monday that she had fielded multiple questions from colleagues about whether the government’s recent setbacks would affect Australia’s negotiating position.

And Sarah Palin, the former vice-presidential candidate in the United States, pointed to the Australian Senate’s rejection of the cap-and-trade bill as evidence of growing public unease over climate change legislation.

“I think it would have added extra momentum had Rudd gone to Copenhagen with an emissions trading scheme in his back pocket,” said Michael Fullilove, the director of the global issues program at the Lowy Institute for International Policy and a Brookings Institution fellow.
“But having said that, I think the battle is still in front of him, and it’s all to do with how much ingenuity he can bring to the debate.”

The prime minister, who served years in Australia’s diplomatic corps before turning to politics, has been accused by his critics — including the media mogul Rupert Murdoch — of spending too much time trying to burnish Australia’s image on the global stage, rather than focusing on issues at home.
Mr. Rudd has also been pushing for a nonpermanent seat for Australia on the U.N. Security Council and for expanded cooperation in the Asia-Pacific region.

“I have a simple view that we’re here to make a difference. And for Australia to make a difference in the world, you’ve got to be active in the world stage,” Mr. Rudd told CNN this month, shortly after co-hosting a round-table discussion on climate change in Singapore that was attended by President Barack Obama and President Hu Jintao of China.

“What I sensed was a strong resolve to land that sort of agreement at Copenhagen,” he said.
“It’s still going to be tough. But we’re still in the business of making a difference, and that’s what I’m doing most nights of the week.”
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Guardian (UK): The idea behind our global climate simulator

14 December 2009
The idea behind our new global carbon emissions interactive is that it does for global climate policy what our quick carbon calculator does for individuals.
You specify the year when global emissions will peak and the annual rate at which they decline thereafter and it tells you what will happen. 
For each scenario, three graphs appear: the first showing emissions between now and 2100; the second showing how those emissions will change the concentrations of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere; and the third plotting the resulting temperature rise.
One purpose of the tool is to illustrate a fact that many people, including some policy-makers, seem not to have grasped: that even when we start reducing global emissions, we're still adding to the concentration of greenhouse gas emissions in the air. 
Hence an early peak in emissions is necessary but not sufficient to keep us the right side of a 2C rise. 
We also need an ambitious plan to decarbonise the world's energy systems as quickly as possible after the peak. 
2C is widely regarded as the threshold for dangerous climate change, although many developing countries at the UN climate talks in Copenhagen have been arguing that we should be aiming for 1.5C. 
The tool shows you just how hard that really is. 
The number crunching behind the interactive is based on cutting-edge data from the Met Office.

As the tool shows, only the most ambitious of the Met Office's scenarios – a peak in 2016 followed by a 5% cut each year thereafter – means that we'll be more likely than not to avoid the 2 degrees threshold. 
And even that isn't a given. 
The shaded areas on the concentration and temperature graphs reflect scientific uncertainty about things such as the future rate of CO2 absorption by the oceans (to use the jargon, these areas show the 5th and 95th percentile outcomes for each scenario). 
As they make clear, even the most ambitious scenario could plausibly lead to a 2.5C temperature rise.
A 2020 peak followed by a 1% annual decline, which at the time of writing seems a more realistic outcome of the Copenhagen summit, gives us a temperature rise of between 2C and more than 3C – or higher still if the graphs were continued beyond 2100. 
In other words, a 2020 peak would give us almost no chance of avoiding two degrees unless it was coupled with a very ambitious rate of decline.
For reference, the tool shows a red line illustrating what's likely to happen if the world makes no effort to reduce emissions: a temperature rise of more than four degrees by the end of the century.

To keep the graphs legible, we haven't included the shaded uncertainty area around this line. If we had, the possible rise in temperature under this business-as-usual scenario would have been even higher.
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Telegraph( UK): Copenhagen climate conference: ocean acidification could leave one billion hungry

14 December 2009
As the world struggles to reach an agreement on global warming, the UK Environment Secretary said pollution is having a particularly damaging effect on the two thirds of the world covered by oceans.
He explained that carbon dioxide is being absorbed at a faster rate than at any time in the previous 21 million years, causing ocean acidification.
The process dissolves the shells and skeletons of key marine life and is in danger of destroying whole ecosystems.
“Why should we worry about this?” he asked “Because there is marine life that is affected by that change. In particular animals and plants that have a calcium carbonate skeleton and that other marine life feed on. When you think that one billion people depend on fish as their principle source of protein this is something we should worry about.”
Mr Benn’s comments follow a UN report that warned ocean acidification is an “underwater time bomb”, which cannot be reversed in less than tens of thousands of years. It is predicted 70 per cent of cold water corals could be exposed to corrosive water by 2100.
The report was released at the Copenhagen climate summit in order to put pressure on world leaders to reduce the amount of carbon dioxide being released by cars and factories as part of a new deal on global warming.
The oceans provide half of the world’s natural resources, including food, and absorb a quarter of annual carbon dioxide emissions.
Mr Benn warned that Britain would be particularly badly affected if acidification continues to take places at current rates.
Britain is the third most vulnerable country to the effects of acidification, after Japan and France.

This is partly because its waters are host to one of the world’s most productive fisheries, and partly because the seas around the British Isles are both cold and especially saline, which makes them particularly prone to acidification.
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LA Times (US): Solar industry groups release report in Copenhagen

14 December 2009
As the United Nations Climate Change Conference enters its second week in Copenhagen, several international solar organizations released a report today summarizing solar power goals around the world.

The report covers solar industry activity in several countries and regions, and includes data on job growth and carbon dioxide emissions offsets associated with solar targets.

By 2020, European Union countries are aiming to rely on renewable resources for 20% of energy consumed. 

If the European photovoltaics industry is able to meet up to 12% of the region’s electricity demand by then, it could translate into 5.5 million jobs in Europe and the reduction of at least 220 million metric tons of carbon dioxide per year by 2020, according to the report.

India hopes to install 20 gigawatts of solar facilities by 2020, while China is aiming to produce 20 gigawatts-peak, when the sun shines strongest.

The U.S. hopes to use solar technologies to offset 570 million metric tons of carbon dioxide emissions by 2020 while creating 882,000 related jobs, according to data provided by Solar Energy Industries Assn. (SEIA) in Washington, D.C.

“Those countries willing to invest in solar will see substantial economic returns,” said SEIA chief executive Rhone Resch in a conference call with reporters this morning. 
“Our goal is to make solar as easy to connect to your home as it is to connect to Internet.”

Solar photovoltaics are being targeted to produce 10% of the country’s electricity by 2020, while drawing from solar thermal techniques used for water and space heating and cooling for 3% of electricity needs.

According to the plan, another 2% of electricity will be drawn from concentrating solar power (CSP) technology, which uses mirrors to reflect and concentrate sunlight before converting it to heat.

The photovoltaics could directly and indirectly create 676,000 jobs while avoiding 380 metric tons of carbon dioxide emissions each year by 2020. 
Solar thermal technology will create 139,000 jobs while offsetting 114 metric tons of carbon dioxide per year, according to SEIA. 
Concentrating solar power (CSP) technologies will lead to 67,000 jobs and 76 metric tons of offset carbon dioxide emissions.
Around $1.1 trillion in gross investment will go into efforts to meet the solar power goals between now and 2020, according to SEIA. 
But to reach the target, photovoltaics must expand from the 1.5 gigawatts currently installed to 350 gigawatts, while thermal solar technology must grow from 1 million square meters currently in place to 70 million square meters.
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AP: World's mayors tackle climate change on their own

14 December 2009
It isn't easy getting Italy's city dwellers out of their Fiats, off their Vespa scooters and onto bicycles to ride to work, "like here in Copenhagen," says an Italian environmental official.

"It isn't a matter of painting a right lane and saying, 'This is a bike lane,'" explained Emanuele Burgin, a Bologna provincial councilor. "We realize we're far away from this."
But Copenhagen's lord mayor has her problems, too. 
Finding enough parking space for all those bikes is just the beginning.
"First, we must get rid of our coal plants, and we need to get that subway expansion built," Ritt Bjerregaard told The Associated Press. She also wants even more Copenhageners cycling than the one-third who pedal each day to the office or school.
Bjerregaard and some 80 other mayors and local officials, including New York's Michael Bloomberg and representatives of Tokyo, Jakarta, Toronto and Hong Kong, have converged on the Danish capital in their own climate and energy summit. 
They'll compare notes on how cities can combat climate change and save money on energy and other costs.
This five-day "cities summit," opening Monday, will parallel the second week of the U.N. climate conference, intended to boost international efforts to reduce emissions of carbon dioxide and other gases blamed for global warming. 
President Barack Obama and more than 100 other national leaders will attend that U.N. conference in its final days.
Today's cities and towns consume two-thirds of the world's total primary energy and produce more than 70 percent of its energy-related carbon dioxide emissions, the International Energy Agency reports. That will grow to 76 percent by 2030, the agency says.
Most comes from electrifying and heating private, commercial and municipal buildings.
In a report last week, the IEA's executive director, Nabuo Tanaka, said local authorities "have significant potential to reduce greenhouse gas emissions" through renewable energy and other means. "Yet relatively few are taking up the challenge," he said.
Cities face many obstacles to becoming more "climate-friendly" — from extensive old infrastructure that would be cost too much replace, to political interests that resist City Hall's plans.

The New York example is illustrative.
New York City last week approved legislation requiring owners of larger buildings to conduct energy audits and replace insulation and take other steps toward energy efficiency.

But under pressure from developers and real-estate interests, the measures were stripped of requirements for more costly improvements, such as total overhauls of heating systems and replacing windows.

Similarly, Bloomberg's efforts to cut traffic in Manhattan by charging fees to drive cars in certain neighborhoods was blocked by New York State politicians.
London succeeded where New York failed. In 2003, then-Mayor Ken Livingstone introduced a daily "congestion charge" — the equivalent of $16 — on cars and trucks entering the central city during business hours.
Other big cities are also trying to lead on climate. Sao Paulo, Brazil, for example, a sprawl of 11 million people, has by law set as a goal a 30 percent reduction in emissions by 2013.
It has already achieved 20 percent since 2005, chiefly through its new system of generating biogas for energy at landfills, instead of allowing waste methane, a greenhouse gas, to rise into the skies.
Here in this city of 1.2 million, Bjerregaard also has set ambitious goals.
Copenhagen reduced its CO2 emissions by 20 percent from 1995 to 2005. The lord mayor plans to reduce it by another 20 percent by 2015, and then to become "carbon-neutral," free of fossil fuel for core needs, by 2025.
Wind turbines off this port city's shores and on land now supply at least 13 percent of Copenhagen's electricity, and at least 14 percent more comes from biofuels and waste incineration.

Copenhagen has 190 miles (307 kilometers) of heavily used bicycle paths, and an excellent public transport system. It even offers urbanites "home visits" by climate consultants to help families become more energy-efficient.
Rows of scores of bicycles outside buildings are a common sight in this clean, modern city. Foreigners "laugh when they hear that bicycle parking also is a problem" Bjerregaard said.
To reach its ultimate goal, the city plans to switch power and heat generation fully from coal to biomass — specifically, wood chips, which are less than 2 percent as polluting as coal.

Copenhagen's unique "district heating system" — 97 percent of the city is linked to the waste heat generated by electricity plants — will make it easier to convert.
"In the United States, heating is seen as a private matter that's up to individual citizens to decide," Bjerregaard said. 
"Here in Denmark we operate with a common approach, a strong community mentality."
She also is pushing completion of an important new line on Copenhagen's elevated-and-underground Metro train system, opened only in 2002, and improvements in the convenient bus system.
"We are far behind when it comes to the Metro," she said. As for the buses, "If we create these lines where they drive fast, and people can see how fast they drive, we can have more people take public transportation."
Although Italians may not be filling up bicycle lanes, their municipal leaders sound intent on rolling back CO2 emissions, even if they're starting late: Italy's emissions have grown since it accepted the 1997 Kyoto Protocol climate deal, rather than declined as required.
Burgin, at a weekend briefing at the climate conference, said energy savings and conversion in the city of Milan alone could have met one-seventh of Kyoto's demands on Italy. And he said Italian cities are fast catching up on controlling emissions.
"Climate change allows you to interpret your plans in terms of emissions. Until now everything we planned was planned in terms of money," he said.
The city of Rome's environmental chief, Paolo Giuntarelli, said his city intends to be the "first capital in Europe with an ambitious plan for energy self-sustainability." 
Although Copenhagen may beat them to that distinction, the Romans have a serious motivation.

"We are bidding to host the 2020 Olympics," Giuntarelli said, and Rome believes only a "green" city can snare that prize.
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Reuters: Chinese farmers struggle with climate change

14 December 2009
Villagers here plough their narrow, terraced fields dug into the brittle slopes much as they have for generations, with wooden ploughs and donkeys.
But the seemingly timeless rhythms of this village in Yongjing County, Gansu province, have been changing.
Over the past 20 years, summers have become hotter and drier, rains now come later and droughts more often, and winter now sets in late and mild enough so farmers can grow corn, which would not mature here 10 or more years ago, said Pu Yanjun, resting at midday from plowing his soil before winter.
"Water is our biggest problem, Gansu, they say, has nine years of drought every 10 years," he said, hunkered over a lunch of flat bread and potatoes in his neat courtyard home.
"Now the rain often doesn't come when we need it, and then it rains when we don't need it. If it rains now, it will be useless anyway."
The threats from climate change for areas such as Zhongzhuang are at the heart of negotiations 6,843 km (4252 miles) away in Copenhagen, where leaders will be locked in talks this week seeking a new international pact on fighting global warming.
Greenhouse gases from human activity are trapping more solar heat in the air, feeding planetary warming likely to stoke droughts, disrupt rainfall, and threaten crops in many areas.
For China, with its 750 million strong farming population, such changes could strain food security in coming decades.

Poor villages in environmentally stressed areas such as Yongjing County are likely to suffer first and worst.
"Once you get into the remote communities in poorer parts of China, people are very exposed to climate hazards," said Declan Conway, an expert on climate change and agriculture at the University of East Anglia in Britain who has studied what could happen to China's farmers.
"Those people are already quite vulnerable, and it's quite likely that with an increase in the frequency of extreme weather events, they're going to feel it more in the future."
NO MEAT THIS YEAR
For Ma Tuili, a 25-year-old mother, the pressures of this harsh landscape come down to the buckets of water she hauls from the family well each day, measuring them out so supplies last her family of five through the usually dry winter until rain arrives.
She and the 100 or so other residents of Zhongzhuang are mostly Hui, a Muslim group ethnically close to the country's majority Han Chinese people.

They grow wheat, potatoes, and corn, and herd goats and occasionally cattle.
Their daily diet is potatoes, flat bread baked on the side of stoves, and noodles. Meat is a luxury many said they ate perhaps two or so times a year, during the Lunar New Year and Muslim festival of Eid. Ma said a bad harvest and debts accumulated last year had made even that impossible.
"We didn't have meat for the (Lunar) New Year this year, so I fried dough balls instead," she said, between bouts of heaving water from the well. "I was thinking, 'Why can other people eat well but we can't?' We work hard here, but we don't get rich."
Farmers said fields here produced about 100 kg of summer wheat per mu, less than a third of the national average, on family plots of two or three mu. 
Most said their families earned between 2000 yuan and 3000 yuan a year -- some much more -- skidding close to outright poverty, especially in bad years.
The changing climate has been making it harder for them to climb out of poverty, despite government programs to raise incomes and improve water availability, found a recent study of Yongjing and other vulnerable parts of China sponsored by Oxfam and Greenpeace.
"There's less rain than before. The droughts have been getting worse," said Cai Wenfu, a 20-year-old farmer, resting after coaxing a braying donkey to finish plowing a plot.
"The hardest part of life is not having enough rain so there is not enough to eat. It's not like that every year, but we were down to two meals of bread a day in the last bad drought."
The study found that since the 1980s, average temperatures here have risen, rain has decreased, and droughts are more frequent. .

Average annual precipitation was 323 millimeters in the 1970s; between 2008 and 2008 the average was 279 mm.

"There's an association between these changes and reversion to poverty," said Lin Erda, one of China's top experts on climate change and agriculture, who helped write the study.
"There are uncertainties about how global warming will affect agriculture, but the risks are big, and they will first hurt the farmers in arid and semi-arid vulnerable regions."
Without potentially expensive adaptation through improved irrigation and improved crops strains, average productivity of major grains per every acre of land planted could fall between 13 and 24 percent in coming decades, said Lin, who works at the Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences in Beijing.
In Zhongzhuang, the hazards of weather did not act alone, but rather in league with illness, debt, or family problems.
Cai Yanguo said the family's main well ran dry last year and they had to borrow money to buy water trucked in. 
She had not heard from her husband, away working, for many months and her daughter, Cai Wenlan, now 14, quit school for lack of money.
A neighbor, Cai Yanming, said his family of four could not afford proper medical care for his wife, Fa Tumei, suffering from a bad spine and painful abdominal problems.
"We're running out of money. I don't want to go away for work but there's no choice," said Cai Yanming, a slight, haggard 37-year-old.
LEARNING TO ADAPT
China's leaders, too, are openly worried about global warming threatening efforts to cut poverty and maintain food security.
The country's grain production has recently reached record levels, despite damage from droughts, floods and frost.
In 2008, China enjoyed a fifth straight year of bumper harvests, with grain output at a record 525 million tonnes.
But China's top meteorologist, Zheng Guoguang, has warned that global warming raised the risk of a stretch of bad weather that could be disastrous for the world's most populous nation.
In October, Premier Wen Jiabao, who will go to the Copenhagen summit later this week, visited Dingxi in Gansu, near to Yongjing, and warned of the environmental strains and water shortages threatening the region's farmers.
The government in Yongjing has promoted building wells that trap rainwater and help families endure dry seasons and drought. Wealthier villages use plastic sheeting to keep more moisture in the soil, and experts are promoting drought-resistant crops.
While wheat crops have been buffeted by drought in recent years, the warmer autumns have allowed farmers to shift to corn, which is planted and matures later.

But biggest adaptive step China's farmers are likely to take is moving away to towns and cities to find work, poorly paid but with better prospects than eking a living from the dry land.
"Everyone is forced to go out to work, even if you're not willing to.

I'm older but I also have to, said Zhang Dezhong, a man in his 50s who said he had found work digging on road works.
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Independent (UK): Sunspots do not cause climate change, say scientists

14 December 2009
Leading scientists, including a Nobel Prize-winner, have rounded on studies used by climate sceptics to show that global warming is a natural phenomenon connected with sunspots, rather than the result of the man-made emissions of carbon dioxide.
The researchers – all experts in climate or solar science – have told The Independent that the scientific evidence continually cited by sceptics to promote the idea of sunspots being the cause of global warming is deeply flawed.
Studies published in 1991 and 1998 claimed to establish a link between global temperatures and solar activity – sunspots – and continue to be cited by climate sceptics, including those who attended an "alternative" climate conference in Copenhagen last week.
However, problems with the data used to establish the correlation have been identified by other experts and the flaws are now widely accepted by the scientific community, even though the studies continue to be used to support the idea that global warming is "natural".
The issue has gained new importance in the light of opinion polls showing that nearly one in two people now believe global warming is a natural phenomenon unconnected with CO2 emissions.
Public distrust of the accepted explanation of global warming has been exacerbated by emails leaked from the Climatic Research Unit at the University of East Anglia, which appeared to suggest that scientists were engaged in a conspiracy to suppress contrarian views.
Many sceptics who accept that global temperatures have risen in recent decades suggest it is part of the climate's natural variability and could be accounted for by normal variations in the activity of the Sun. 
Powerful support for this idea came in 1991 when Eigil Friis-Christensen, director of the Danish National Space Centre, published a study showing a remarkable correlation between global warming and the length of sunspot cycles.
A further study published in 1998 by Mr Friis-Christensen and his colleague Henrik Svensmark suggested a possible explanation for the warming trend with a link between solar activity, cosmic rays and the formation of clouds.
However, many scientists now believe both of these studies are seriously flawed, and that when errors introduced into the analysis are removed, the correlations disappear, with no link between sunspots and global warming. 
Peter Laut, a former adviser to the Danish Energy Agency who first identified the flaws, said there were practically no observations to support the idea that variations in sunspots played more than a minor role in global warming.
Mr Laut's analysis of the flaws is accepted by most scientists familiar with the research, including Paul Crutzen, an atmospheric chemist at the Max Planck Institute in Germany, who won a Nobel Prize for his work on understanding the hole in the ozone layer. 
"There is definitely a problem [with these studies]. Laut has really pinned it down but the [sunspot] argument keeps reappearing and its quite irritating," Professor Crutzen said.
Professor Stefan Rahsmstorf, of Potsdam University, agreed: "I've looked into this quite closely and I'm on Laut's side in terms of his analysis of the data."
Some scientists believe the flaws are so serious that the papers should be retracted or at least the authors should acknowledge that their work contains problems that question the correlations they have apparently established.
"Their controversial papers must be retracted or at least that there will be an official statement by them acknowledging their mistake," said Andre Berger, honorary president of the European Geosciences Union.
Messrs Svensmark and Friis-Christensen stand by their studies and continue to believe there is evidence to support their sunspot theory of global warming, despite the doubts first raised by Laut.
"It's not a critique of the science or the correlations, it's a critique of person," Mr Friis-Christensen said. 
"It's a character assassination. [Laut] is not interested in the science, he's interested in promoting the idea Henrik did something unethical."
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Other UNEP News
Brunei News (Asia): climate change threatening survival of Himalayan communities-UN

14 December 2009
Climate change is posing a serious threat to communities in the Hindu Kush-Himalayan region, bringing both drought and catastrophic floods to hundreds of millions of people, according to a new United Nations-backed report.
Food security, housing, infrastructure, business and even the survival of people living in mountainous regions and their neighbours in river basins downstream in the region are extremely vulnerable to climate change, it said.
The publication was launched last weekend in Copenhagen, Denmark, where nations are hammering out an ambitious new deal.
Its findings are based on research carried out by five teams in China, India, Pakistan and Nepal to assess the changing realities brought on by climate change.
“The acute experiences of people in this region are living proof of the pressures some societies are already enduring as a result of the onset of climate change adaptation here is not just a necessity but a question of local communities very survival,” said the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) Executive Director Achim Steiner.
Temperature increases in the Himalayas seems to be more dramatic than the global average, with 0.6 degree centigrade rises reported in the Himalayas per decade, compared with the worldwide average of 0.74 degrees centigrade over the past century.
The new report found that extreme climate events are destroying crops; depleting water resources; depleting livestock and cropland; and dealing a blow to agricultural productivity.
It called on governments to boost local adaptation strategies and long-term resilience, not just disaster management, a press release issued by the UN Information Center (UNIC) said here on Sunday.
Additionally, the publication appealed for a new Blue Revolution in Asia to enhance the efficiency of irrigation and water use to make more water available for crop production.
Nepal, which is normally known for its water abundance, has experienced extreme droughts, some lasting for years, while in some parts of India, embankments to contain the Koshi River have led to water logging and even calamitous flooding.
The report is a result of a two-year pilot assessment that was a joint effort by UNEP, the Centre for International Climate and Environmental Research (CICERO) and the International Centre for Integrated Mountain Development (ICIMOD).
In another study released on Sunday, the UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) found that fisheries already facing challenges triggered by over-fishing and habitat loss are not adequately prepared to deal with the problems arising from climate change.
Particularly vulnerable are small island developing states, with at least 50 per cent of their animal protein intake being fish. 
But also at risk are inland fisheries, the vast majority of which are located in Africa and Asia and threaten the food supply and livelihoods of some of the world’s poorest people, the report noted.
Since most aquatic animals are cold-blooded making them sensitive to temperature fluctuations, global warming, it found, will have a significant impact on the reproductive cycles of fish.
In the North Atlantic, cod will be especially hard-hit given that temperature changes in plankton populations are already impacting the survival rates of young cod.
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The star (MALYASIA): Need to tackle building sector
15 December 2009
Almost no country in the world can hope to achieve carbon dioxide-reduction targets without including the building sector into their plan of action, declared a United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) expert, Dr Arab Hoballah.
Hoballah, who heads the Sustainable Consumption and Production Branch of UNEP, delivered this sobering assessment at the International Green Buildings Conference 2009, the anchor event of the Singapore Green Building Week held in the last week of October.
What he says makes sense once we consider these figures from UNEP and OECD (Organization for Economic Cooperation And Development): the built environment accounts for 25 to 40% of total energy use worldwide, 30 to 40% of solid waste generation, and 30 to 40% of greenhouse gas emissions.
Other estimates point out that if the energy consumed in manufacturing the steel, cement, aluminum and glass used in building construction is included, the amount of energy consumed can easily exceed 50%.
Speaking against the backdrop of the conference theme of Build Green: The Future Is Now, Hoballah bemoaned that not many governments, corporations or institution realize the immense role of buildings in stemming carbon dioxide emissions.
“There are just so many low-hanging fruits for picking just by the implementation of simple measures, especially in the retrofitting of existing buildings,” he said.
However, harvesting the so-called low-hanging fruits still requires critical thought, and the need to be wary of populist measures like asking people to change light bulbs.
Maria Atkinson, Lend Lease Corp’s head for sustainability, cautioned against reliance on measures like white certificates.
“Handing out (energy efficient) light bulbs is not the solution. These measures hardly make a dent, and there is no guarantee that the bulbs that are given out are even installed,’’ said Atkinson, who is founding CEO of the Green Building Council of Australia.
A strong advocate for incentives to drive emission-reduction in the building sector, she said the building sector was quite often ignored by policymakers when they attempt to find solutions to curb emissions. 
“Governments need to know the emission from each building on each street, and this can already be done.’’
A huge part of the problem, according to the UNEP-Sustainable Building and Climate Initiative (UNEP-SBCI), is that no common measurement or baseline has been developed that enables different parties to measure the contribution and role of different buildings in different climatic conditions.
As it is, there is no universal agreement on what constitutes a sustainable building, though SBCI’s Think Tank on Global Benchmarks, composed of leading building experts from around the globe, is leading an open process to develop a globally accepted system to define sustainable buildings.
This lack of awareness about the possibilities offered by sustainable construction methods can mean a lot of frustration for the early adopters, especially those wanting to retrofit sizable buildings to be more efficient.
Obtaining financing can be a barrier, as financial institutions are unfamiliar with the tradeoffs and paybacks.
While speakers at the conference roundly acknowledged that change was taking place, they asserted that the pace was way too slow.
A pressing problem is the low rate of replacement or retrofitting of inefficient buildings all over the world.
Market and policy failures, as well as behavioral resistance, stand in the way of achieving the significant progress that the world so urgently needs.
Prominent Malaysian architect, Raja Datuk Kamarul Bahrin Shah, urged for governments to lead the way.
“These matters cannot be entirely left to the discretion of the private sector. 
The government has to step in with the right carrots and sticks to guide things towards the right direction. 
In this regard, the Singapore government has taken many positive steps. Malaysia should adopt this approach closely.
“It is no longer time for just making policy announcements, but to deliver the long-awaited follow-through in the implementation.
Guidelines have already been there for a long time. 
What is needed is political will to make things happen,” he said.
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Xinhua (China): Carbon emissions cause irreversible damage to ocean ecosystems: study
14 December 2009

The sharp increases in carbon dioxide emissions are causing irreversible damage to the ocean ecosystems, which could take tens of thousands years for the oceans to recover, a new study warned on Monday.

According to the study, released by the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) in collaboration with the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP), by 2050, ocean acidity could increase by 150 percent, 100 times faster than any change in acidity experienced in the marine environment over the last 20 million years.

Seas and oceans absorb approximately one quarter of the carbon dioxide emitted to the atmosphere from the burning of fossil fuels, deforestation and other human activities.

"As more and more carbon dioxide has been emitted into the atmosphere, the oceans have absorbed greater amounts at increasingly rapid rates, " says the study.

The absorption of atmospheric carbon has changed the chemical balance of the oceans, making them more acidic, which means that by the year 2100, some 70 percent of cold water corals, a key refuge and feeding ground for commercial fish species, will be exposed to corrosive waters.

"Ocean acidification is irreversible on timescales of at least tens of thousands of years, and substantial damage to ocean ecosystems can only be avoided by urgent and rapid reductions in global emissions of CO2," said Ahmed Djoghlaf, executive secretary of the CBD.
"Attention must be given to the integration of this critical issue at the global climate change debate in Copenhagen," he added.
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Green and Save News (Blog): Energy-Saving Buildings Play Big Role In Solving Climate Change
14 December 2009

The importance of energy-efficient buildings in mitigating effects of climate change was highlighted Friday at the climate conference taking place in Copenhagen.
The United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) released a report Dec. 11 urging that buildings be considered as a major component of any strategy concerning emissions reduction.

UNEP’s report, "Buildings and Climate Change - Summary for Decision Makers,” emphasizes that buildings are an untapped area of great potential to thwart climate change.

The report is a result of three years of study by UNEP's Sustainable Buildings and Climate Initiative (SBCI), a think tank and partnership between the United Nations and leading companies and organizations in the building sector.

Buildings account for more than 30 percent of worldwide energy use. 
However, buildings present huge possibilities to reduce energy consumption and related greenhouse gas emissions. 
Globally, buildings generate the equivalent of 8.6 billion tons of CO2 a year, according to the report, and this amount is expected to nearly double over the next two decades. 
Population growth and urbanization are cited as the impetus for new construction growth.

For example, new construction in China over the next ten years will be so prolific that it will equal the size of all existing buildings in the United States, the report says. 
Investment in new buildings is also expected in South Africa.
UNEP warns booms like these will likely double the amount of pollution associated with energy use in buildings.

Along with the report, the climate summit served as the debut of SBCI’s global Common Carbon Metric for Buildings to measure energy efficiency and greenhouse gas emissions of buildings. 
The new metrics were created in conjunction with the International Energy Agency, International Standardization organization, World Green Building Council, International Initiative for the Sustainable Built Environment and Sustainable Buildings Alliance as well as private sector companies and associations.
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ENVIRONMENT NEWS FROM THE
UN DAILY NEWS
14 December 2009 

It’s now or never in bid to curb climate change, Ban warns

At the start of the most critical week in global efforts to forge a new deal to curb climate change Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon warned today that the world stood at the crossroads between a sustainable future and a path to catastrophe.
“Now is the moment to act,” he told a news conference at United Nations Headquarters in New York ahead of the culmination later this week of the UN climate change summit in Copenhagen, where some 115 heads of State and government, including the leaders of the world’s top two emitters of greenhouse gases, China and the United States, will gather to hopefully seal the deal on an agreement.
“Seldom in history has a choice been so clear. We can move toward a future of sustainable green growth, or we can continue down the road to ruin. We can act on climate change now, or we can leave it to our children and grandchildren – a debt that can never be paid, that threatens our planet and its people,” he added.
“I call on the world’s leaders to lead. Time is running out. There is no time left for posturing or blaming. Every country must do its part to seal a deal in Copenhagen.”
Mr. Ban appealed to negotiators to redouble their efforts, find room for compromise and make a final push. “If everything is left to leaders to resolve at the last minute, we risk having a weak deal – or no deal at all. And this would be a failure of potentially catastrophic consequence,” he said.
UN officials have said there are three key layers of action that governments must agree to in the course of the Copenhagen summit: fast and effective implementation of immediate action on climate change; ambitious commitments to cut and limit emissions, including start-up funding and a long-term funding commitment; and a long-term shared vision on a low emissions future for all.
Mr. Ban voiced confidence in a successful outcome as he himself prepares to leave to join the summit, citing new commitments from industrialized countries, emerging economies and developing nations, and deploring recent efforts to derail progress by those who try to claim that the science about climate change is unconfirmed.
“They are wrong. The science is clear and settled. Climate change is real, we are the primary cause, and it is up to us – here and now – to deal with it,” he said.
“Greenhouse gases continue to rise. Climate impacts are escalating. Nature does not negotiate. In Copenhagen, we must summon the moral and political will to act in a spirit of compromise and common sense.”
He acknowledged that the negotiations are difficult and complex – “among the most ambitious ever to be undertaken by the world community” – and noted the strong passions and hard bargaining under way.
“But we also see tangible progress on core issues of technology cooperation and financing. We have reached substantial agreement on ‘fast track’ funding for mitigation and adaptation,” he said, adding that governments are moving toward the common goal of laying a foundation in Copenhagen for a robust, fair and comprehensive agreement that can be turned into a legally binding climate treaty as early as possible in 2010.
“Looking ahead, we need greater clarity on a robust finance package for the middle and longer-term. It is essential that we leave Copenhagen with a clear understanding of how we will meet the financing challenge through 2020.”
Mr. Ban also announced that he would appoint Kenyan Nobel Peace Prize winner Wangari Maathai as a Messenger for Peace on climate change, calling her “an excellent choice” in light of her long record of achievement in environmental conservation and sustainable development.
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UN climate talks back on track after brief suspension

Talks resumed at the United Nations summit in Copenhagen, Denmark, today after African nations briefly suspended negotiations over the future of the Kyoto Protocol, currently the only legally binding pact on climate change.
While many industrialized countries are hoping to merge the Protocol and the outcome of the Copenhagen meeting, this entered its second and final week today, into a single agreement.
However, their developing counterparts, among the least responsible for greenhouse gas emissions, want to extend the Protocol past 2012, when its first commitment period ends, and hammer out a separate agreement this week in Copenhagen.
“I think this is not just an African concern,” Yvo de Boer, Executive Secretary of the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), told reporters today. “I think that the vast majority of the countries here want to see a continuation of the Kyoto Protocol.”
To this end, informal consultations kicked off in Copenhagen today, he said, with the Kyoto Protocol topping the list of discussion topics.
Mr. de Boer said that talks are halfway up the hill whose summit is an agreement reached by world leaders at the end of the two-week Copenhagen meeting.
“I think we’re queuing up for the cable car, but the rest of ride is going to be fast, smooth and relaxing,” he noted.
One of the remaining challenges, the official pointed out, is “how to capture countries’ commitment, countries’ willingness to act in a final agreement at the end of this week.”
The ministerial portion of the conference, to be attended by Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon, will kick off tomorrow, while the high-level segment – which will see the participation of 115 heads of State – will begin later this week.
Mr. Ban, who departs for Copenhagen today, emphasized at his end-of-year press conference in New York today that “decades of effort will come down to this one critical week” in the Danish capital.
“Seldom in history has a choice been so clear,” he said, exhorting negotiators to redouble their efforts and make the final push towards a new agreement.
“If everything is left to leaders to resolve at the last minute, we risk having a weak deal – or no deal at all,” the Secretary- General said. “And this would be a failure of potentially catastrophic consequence…
“As we depart for Copenhagen, I am confident that a fair deal is within our reach – a deal that can be embraced by all nations, large and small, rich and poor.”
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ENVIRONMENT NEWS FROM THE

S.G’s SPOKESMAN DAILY PRESS BRIEFING

14 December 2009 

TRANSCRIPT OF THE PRESS CONFERENCE BY SECRETARY-GENERAL BAN KI-MOON
 UN HEADQUARTERS, NEW YORK
OPENING REMARKS BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL
Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 

It is a great pleasure to meet you in Conference Room 4. 
I understand that Room 226 is going to be renovated.  
I hope you will bear with this inconvenience for better facilities, better conditions.  
Again, I am pleased to have this press conference, for the first time together with my new Spokesperson, Mr. Martin Nesirky. 
You have already been working with him for two weeks. 

I am sure that you will continue to work with him very closely, with the responsibilities as a Spokesperson.  
I hope you will work with him amicably and harmoniously.  Thank you very much.

 As you know, I am on my way to Copenhagen this afternoon. But I wanted to come here before I get on the plane.
Ever since taking office, almost three years ago, you have heard me speak on climate change as the defining challenge of our era.  

At every stop, at every turn, I have stressed that climate change is the leading political and economic issue of our time. 

Now is the moment to act. 

In Copenhagen, decades of effort will come down to this one critical week. 

Seldom in history has a choice been so clear. We can move toward a future of sustainable green growth, or we can continue down the road to ruin.

 We can act on climate change now, or we can leave it to our children and grand-children—a debt that can never be paid. It will threaten the future of our planet and its people. 

Today, I appeal to all the world’s leaders who will join us in Copenhagen — some 115 heads of state and government — to do what this moment requires.  

I call on the world’s leaders to lead. 

Time is running out. There is no time left for posturing or blaming. Every country must do its part to seal a deal in Copenhagen.  

I appeal, especially, to the negotiators working together at this very moment.  

I appeal to them to redouble their efforts … to find the room for compromise … to make a final push in this final stretch.  

If everything is left to leaders to resolve at the last minute, we risk having a weak deal — or no deal at all. And this would be a failure of potentially catastrophic consequence. 

As we leave for Copenhagen, I am confident. 

In recent weeks, we have seen new and unprecedented political momentum.  

Every week has brought new commitments — from industrialized countries, emerging economies and developing countries. 

 In common purpose and shared resolve, governments are moving toward our common goal: to lay a foundation for a robust, fair and comprehensive agreement that can be turned into a legally binding climate treaty as early as possible in 2010.  

Lately, there have been efforts to derail this progress. Some have tried to claim that the science is unconfirmed.  
They are wrong. The science is clear and settled.  Climate change is real, we are the primary cause, and it is up to us – here and now – to deal with it. 
Yes, the negotiations are difficult and complex.  

Indeed, they are among the most ambitious ever to be undertaken by the world community. 

But they are necessary.  

Greenhouse gases continue to rise. Climate impacts are escalating. Nature does not negotiate. 

In Copenhagen, we must summon the moral and political will to act in a spirit of compromise and common sense.  

In recent weeks, I have consulted closely with developed and developing countries alike, seeking to build bridges …to strengthen trust … to encourage governments to forge a global deal for the global good. 

In recent days, especially, I have been closely following developments in Copenhagen. 

As I say, we always knew these negotiations would be difficult. We are seeing strong passions and hard bargaining.  

But we also see tangible progress on core issues of technology cooperation and financing. We have reached substantial agreement on “fast track” funding for mitigation and adaptation.  

Looking ahead, we need greater clarity on a robust finance package for the middle and longer-term. It is essential that we leave Copenhagen with a clear understanding of how we will meet the financing challenge through 2020. 

We must also recognize that Copenhagen is only a beginning.  Ultimately, success will be measured by our progress on the ground. 

That is why, in Copenhagen, I will attend to some practical matters of implementing an agreement. 

 Recently, World Bank President Robert Zoellick and I sent a joint letter to an interested group of Heads of State and Government proposing how the UN system and the World Bank will work together to implement an agreement on deforestation and related issues.  We will follow up in Copenhagen.  

I will also launch the report of my advisory group on energy and climate change.  The decisions we make on our energy future will have far-reaching implications for climate change and development.

 Finally, I am pleased to announce that I will appoint Nobel Peace Prize winner Wangari Maathai as a Messenger for Peace on climate change issues.  That ceremony will take place tomorrow afternoon in Copenhagen.  Professor Maathai’s long record of achievement in environmental conservation and sustainable development makes her an excellent choice. 

 Ladies and Gentlemen,

 As we depart for Copenhagen, I am confident that a fair deal is within our reach … a deal that can be embraced by all nations, large and small, rich and poor. 

 Let me close by noting that two UN personnel from the African Union-United Nations Mission in Darfur (UNAMID), abducted in August, were freed yesterday after more than 100 days in captivity. 

 I appreciate the efforts of the Government of Sudan and others on their behalf and reiterate that the primary responsibility for the safety and security of all humanitarian and peacekeeping personnel lies with the Host Government.

Thank you and I will be happy to receive your questions. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

Q:  Mr. Secretary-General, on behalf of United Nations Correspondents Association, welcome and good luck to your trip to Copenhagen.  But as of today, there is still a risk of the collapse of the summit.  How can you characterize success for the UN at the end of the week in Copenhagen? 

SG:  I do not agree with the characterisation of this process, [as a] “collapse”.  We’re still in the process of negotiation.  As I said, negotiation is very tough and difficult and complex.  We knew that this would be very difficult.  However, I am reasonably optimistic that we will come out of Copenhagen with a deal that is fair, comprehensive, equitable, and will be politically binding; which will immediately turn into negotiations for a legally binding treaty.  This agreement, which will be reached in Copenhagen, will have immediate operational effect, including the short-term funding facilities to be provided to developing countries from 2010, next year.
 Q:  Mr. Secretary-General, on climate change, as you know, there has been some progress on cooperation in technology and financing.  But the two sides are still fairly far apart in Copenhagen.  What specific proposals are you taking to try and bridge the differences on issues like the insufficiency of money that the Group of 77 is talking about? The Small Island States are saying that the temperature is too high; they want to bring it down to 1.5° Celsius.  Can you tell us some of the specific ideas that you’re bringing there to try and make the deal work?

 SG:  First of all, I would like to help you to understand the nature of this negotiation.  It is the Member States who negotiate, who propose certain ideas in all the aspects of four elements.  The United Nations provides a forum.  And I as Secretary-General try to facilitate ongoing negotiations, try to bridge the gap among groups of countries or among the proposals.  That is why I’ve been meeting, individually and collectively, a wide range of Member States to help bridge the gap between the developing and the developed countries.  

 There is clearly a gap between the two groups -- a gap in the trust.  There is almost a convergence of strong support among Member States for fast track, short-term funding facilities, in the order of $10 billion.  I think that is first of all a good start to bridge the gap between the two groups.  But of course, there is concern expressed from the developing countries that that may not be sufficient enough.  That is why, as I have just said in my opening remarks, that Member States should leave Copenhagen with a clear idea and more clarity. What would be the way for a mid- and longer-term, and bigger, larger financial support package up to 2020 and beyond – that would be more important in bridging the gap. Therefore, I’m going to urge them to agree on an initial formulation of this longer-term financial support and also the magnitude of financial support up to 2020.  Now, this $10 billion, annually up to 2020, is short-term funding to fill the gap before we have this legally binding treaty as soon as possible next year.  

 I understand, through my consultations with many Member States, that they are in agreement and understanding this approach.  That was confirmed in the joint consensus declaration adopted which was adopted in the Commonwealth Summit meeting a couple of weeks ago in Trinidad and Tobago.  But as this is a very complicated and difficult negotiation process, we will have to meet again with many leaders.  I’m going to meet with together [Danish] Prime Minister {Lars Lokke] Rasmussen, first of all, African Group leaders, the leaders of the Alliance of Small Island States (AOSIS), and also leaders from the least developed countries.  Through these meetings, we can first of all bridge the gap of understandings and positions among the countries, and we’ll be able to have a deal sealed – to seal a deal in Copenhagen.
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UNEP News at COP-15
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