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Bangkok Post (Thailand): Taking some positives from Copenhagen
27 December 2009

It should not come as a surprise to anyone that the Copenhagen Climate Summit failed to achieve its purpose of coming up with a clear plan to drastically reduce global emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG). 
It would have been nothing short of miraculous if it had, considering the obstacles in its path.
These include the growing divide between developing and developed nations which has reframed the debate on globalisation and doomed unilateral agreements within the World Trade Organization, as well as the enormous influence and power of the oil industry.

On top of these practical obstacles and many others is the uncertainty of climate change itself.

It seems clear that the theory is based on good science, and that there really is a greenhouse effect that is already warming the Earth.
 We can see this most vividly in the changes taking place in the Arctic. But even the best models cannot predict what happens next.

According to some models we may be on the brink of, or already past, a ''tipping point'' in atmospheric carbon dioxide levels that will free huge amounts of methane, a potent GHG, from frozen tundra and usher in a worst-case scenario regardless of what humans do about their GHG emissions.

On the other hand, it may be that the greenhouse effect will be moderated or cancelled out by a natural general cooling of the Earth. 
Not long ago scientists were predicting that we were heading into another ice age. The frigid temperatures across Europe at the moment are no doubt driving anxieties about global warming from many people's minds.

But despite the uncertainty, there is no doubt that the climate change debate has been good for the planet. 
One very significant concrete achievement leading up to and coming out of Copenhagen is Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation (REDD), which makes it profitable for locals in developing countries around the world to protect their forests rather than chop them down for short-term profits.
 Regardless of whether or not one believes in global warming, it is intuitive that the health of the planet depends on its ''lungs''.

Each year, 16 million hectares of forest land around the world disappears. 
Deforestation is expanding and accelerating into the remaining areas of undisturbed forest, and the quality of the remaining forests is declining. 
Despite all the rancour over climate change at the moment, nearly everyone believes that REDD can be a powerful force in helping to slow or halt this suicidal phenomenon.

It should also be apparent to all, even climate change deniers, that the burning of fossil fuels is taking a steady toll on the quality of life on Earth.

The United Nations Environment Programme reported in November 2008 that thick brown clouds of soot, particles and chemicals stretching from the Persian Gulf to Asia threaten global health and food supplies. 
These atmospheric brown clouds contribute to glacial melting, reduce sunlight and help create extreme weather conditions that impact agricultural production, said the UNEP.

The clouds are also present over parts of Europe and North and South America.

The climate change issue has forced a serious debate on fossil fuels and it has resulted in significantly more funding for alternative energy projects. 
A case in point is the recently announced 1,160-rai, nine billion-baht jlphotovoltaic solar-cell farm in Lop Buri which will have a total capacity of 73 megawatts, a joint project of the Thai unit of Hong Kong-based China Light & Power (CLP), Egco Group and Mitsubishi.

Reportedly it will be the largest such facility in the world. CLP Thailand's managing director, Woramol Khamkanist, said Thailand was chosen because ''the government provides full support for renewable energy''.

''We can enjoy a tax holiday, subsidies and soft loans that will make the project commercially viable.''

Some may see this as a waste of government money, but in fact it is an important investment in the future of Thailand, since aside from the environmental issue the country has no appreciable fossil fuel reserves.

These sorts of projects won't make much of a dent in GHG emissions in the short term, but they are laying the groundwork for a non-carbon economy that, without the climate change debate, might not have begun until years down the road.
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El Mundo (Spain): Oriente Próximo se seca

28 December 2009

Imagínense un Oriente Próximo convertido en puro desierto.
 Un Egipto con temperaturas tan extremas que hacen insoportable el turismo e impensable la agricultura, un Líbano sin bosques ni cedros, un Creciente Fértil convertido en un arenal estéril y un Irak -antes conocido por sus jardines de Babilonia- reducido a un inhóspito páramo.

No se trata de ciencia ficción, sino de las previsiones científicas para este siglo. Con o sin cambio climático, dentro de 15 años todo Oriente Próximo tendrá carestía de agua. En sólo 80 años, dejará de ser fértil. La desertificación del mundo árabe se acelerará por el incremento en las temperaturas -perceptible ya en la región- si los líderes políticos no imponen medidas que frenen el deterioro y la zona será la más afectada del mundo, sólo por detrás de las islas más pequeñas del planeta, por el preocupante fenómeno.

Ésas son algunas de las conclusiones del informe 'Cambio Climático en el Medio Ambiente Árabe', que gracias al Foro Árabe por el Medio Ambiente y el Desarrollo alerta a los responsables regionales de las consecuencias de la gestión insostenible de recursos energéticos. 
Elaborado por el científico egipcio Mustafa Tolba, durante 17 años responsable del Programa Medioambiental de la ONU (UNEP), y por el libanés Najib Saab, secretario general del Foro Árabe y uno de los más reputados expertos en ecología de la región, el informe trata de concienciar de los riesgos y llamar a la acción antes de que sea tarde.

Asesor de la UNEP y dedicado activista, Saab insiste en considerarse optimista "porque aún tenemos tiempo, pero hay que actuar ya. 
No podemos seguir negándolo, hay que tomar acciones con o sin el cambio climático". Tras los decepcionantes resultados de la Cumbre de Copenhague, Najib Saab explica por qué Oriente Próximo es tan vulnerable al desastre.
"Al margen del cambio climático, esta es una zona seca, como lo es parte de España. El uso insostenible del agua y la agricultura insostenible sólo contribuyen a empeorar el problema incluso en lo que se llama el Creciente Fértil, que incluye Líbano, Siria, Irak y Jordania. 
Un estudio japonés de 2008 afirmaba que a finales de siglo se habrá perdido todo signo de fertilidad", asegura.

"Parte del problema ha sido creado por el hombre, como es el caso de las presas turcas construidas sin consideración o las malas prácticas agrícolas. 
En Irak, Egipto y Siria se inunda las superficies cultivadas en lugar de regarlas, lo cual es malo para el suelo y para el agua. En Egipto, el 30% del agua fresca es destinada al riego. Imagine esto sumado al ascenso de temperaturas. 
Si no se toman medidas, en 2025 todos los países árabes salvo quizás Irak y el Líbano sufrirán sequía". Sobra decir que eso implicará movimientos de población y, en última instancia, hambrunas.

Políticas insostenibles

Presidente del centro de recursos medioambientales MECTAT y responsable de la prestigiosa revista Al Bia wal Tanmia(Medioambiente y Desarrollo), Najib Saab ha dedicado su vida a la ecología. En 2003 fue reconocido con el premio Global 500, concedido por el UNEP y que en años anteriores recayó en Jacques Cousteau, Jimmy Carter, Jane Goodall o Sir David Attenbourgh, entre otros. 
Su posición facilita que algunos políticos le escuchen, lo que no significa que sigan sus consejos. La responsabilidad, repite Saab, recae en los Gobiernos y son éstos los que deben cambiar sus políticas.

"Toda la región tiene un bajo nivel de eficacia en el uso de la energía. No hay regulaciones, no se penaliza a quienes consumen de forma excesiva. 
Cuando se da la energía casi gratis, no se puede exigir un consumo moderado". Es otro ejemplo más de las muchas políticas insostenibles, como la construcción de islas artificiales en Dubai, Kuwait, Qatar, que se dan en la zona.
 "Eso es una absoluta locura", incide. "No se han hecho estudios del impacto medioambiental de esas islas, pero el constante movimiento de arena que requieren interfiere en la naturaleza". 
Además, el crecimiento del nivel del mar las condenará tarde o temprano a la categoría de atracciones subterráneas. "No pueden ser usadas como estructuras temporales, no hay visión a largo plazo", destaca.

El mismo problema va a sufrir los 41.500 kilómetros de costa árabe donde han sido construidas ciudades. "Las regulaciones deben cambiar para mantener las construcciones temporales y las infraestructuras lejos de la línea costera".

Energías limpias

Najib Saab no es contrario al uso de combustibles fósiles -"no podemos condenar a China o India a no tener combustible", afirma- pero sí exige el desarrollo de tecnología limpia para explotarlos. "El mundo necesita recursos energéticos y por eso hay que desarrollar energías limpias, incluido un uso limpio del petróleo".

Las medidas a adoptar para evitar el desastre, a su juicio, son claras: "La promoción de la desalinización del agua de mar es vital. 
Casi todos los recursos acuíferos subterráneos han sido sometidos a un desarrollo insostenible. En Emiratos, gracias a eso muchas históricas plantaciones de dátiles están desapareciendo".

A ello hay que sumar cambios en las legislaciones urbanísticas y modificaciones del hábito de consumo de combustible y de los hábitos agrícolas. 
"Hay que desarrollar variedades de cultivo que necesiten menos agua o sobrevivan con agua desalinizada y que se adapten a las nuevas estaciones, que ya están cambiando. 
En Siria se están secando zonas enteras y eso está provocando movimientos de población. No queremos ser alarmistas, pero en el desierto no se puede cultivar".

Sin embargo, el científico duda de que los regímenes árabes, tan poco aficionados a la crítica y tan dependientes del petróleo, vayan a cambiar una sola de sus políticas al respecto si no reciben presión exterior. "Ellos no van a parar, pero pueden ser obligados a hacerlo por los líderes internacionales. 
Por eso todo depende de EEUU y de Europa".
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AFP: China defends role at Copenhagen
25 December 2009

China has defended its role at this month's climate change talks in Copenhagen, saying Premier Wen Jiabao played a key part in sealing an accord, after critics blamed Beijing for blocking negotiations.

"One can see from the tortuous and difficult process of the summit that China played a crucial role," said a lengthy official record of Wen's attendance at the summit posted on the foreign ministry website late Thursday.

A diplomatic battle of finger-pointing and sharp recriminations has erupted over the summit's final agreement, which has been widely panned for its failure to oblige countries to carry out concrete greenhouse gas emissions cuts.

Britain's climate change minister Ed Miliband said earlier this week that China had vetoed attempts to give legal force to the accord and had also blocked an agreement on reductions in global emissions.

But China's foreign ministry promptly slammed the comments, saying "such an attack was made in order to shirk the obligations of developed countries to their developing counterparts and foment discord among developing countries."

According to Thursday's report, Wen held several key meetings last week when he arrived in Copenhagen, including talks that lasted more than two hours with representatives of island nations most at risk of global warming.

The report indicated annoyance over a meeting arranged late Thursday "to discuss a new text," saying China -- which was on the list of participating nations -- had not been notified.

"Premier Wen felt quite astonished," according to a similar account published by state news agency Xinhua, adding that he had convened an emergency meeting to discuss how to handle the situation.

He eventually sent vice foreign minister He Yafei as his emissary. Xinhua quoted He as telling meeting participants that "any scheme in darkness would probably lead to a fruitless summit."

On December 18, the final day of talks among world leaders, developing and developed countries met to discuss the final document but failed to make headway, according to the report.

"At that moment, some countries were even preparing a failure statement for the summit. A few nations' leaders even made irresponsible remarks, criticising China," the report said.

"At the last minute, Premier Wen once again played a key role," deciding to meet leaders of Brazil, South Africa, and India to make one final effort, the report said.

Eventually, an agreement was reached with the United States and some European nations, and pushed through the next day.
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Deutsche Welle: German environment minister blames China, US for climate stalemate

26 December 2009

German Environment Minister Norbert Roettgen told the news magazine Der Spiegel that the Chinese were not concerned about climate protection but instead about hindering the process.

He also said that in the United States, the political elite had not succeeded in winning support for climate protection. 

The comments come amid the backdrop of criticism levelled by the German government over the attitude of countries like the US and China following the disappointing outcome at the United Nations Climate Summit in Copenhagen earlier this month.

The climate conference of 193 countries agreed merely to "take note" of a new Copenhagen Accord to fight global climate change, after two weeks of talks in the Danish capital. 
The accord is not legally binding, and does not commit countries to agree a binding successor to the Kyoto Protocol.

Referring to US President Barack Obama and the Chinese Prime Minister Wen Jiabao in particular, the German minister said they had settled for the lowest common denominator.

"China does not want to lead and the United States cannot lead,” Roettgen, who belongs to Chancellor Angela Merkel's Christian Democratic Party, said. 

He said the "low point" of the climate talks came when China failed to accept a unilateral offer by industrialized countries to reduce CO2 emissions by at least 80 percent by 2050.

Lashing out at the US, Roettgen told the magazine "they only want cheap money for consumption, and do not want to limit their CO2 emissions."

Niebel's appeal to developing nations

Meanwhile, German Development Minister Dirk Niebel called on China and other emerging countries to endorse a binding climate agreement.
In an interview to be published in the Monday edition of the Hamburger Abendblatt newspaper, the minister, who's from the Free Democratic Party – junior partners to Merkel's conservative bloc – said these countries should realize that Germany would not settle for a mere continuation of the Kyoto Protocol, which is due to run out in 2012.

Kyoto limits the emissions of nearly 40 developed countries from 2008-2012, but the United States never ratified the Protocol and it does not bind the emissions of developing nations.

Niebel said China had acted in Copenhagen as if they were like other developing countries, while they were in fact among the world's biggest emitters of greenhouse gases. 

Niebel called for emissions trading at the global level. "Global warming can best be limited by the instruments of the market economy," he said. 
That way, each country gets a certain amount of carbon credits, Niebel pointed out, adding that those who want to emit more will have to purchase emission rights from other countries.

German government blamed

The leader of the Green party, Juergen Trittin, accused environment minister Roettgen and Chancellor Merkel of doing too little to ensure success at the Copenhagen summit.

"The federal government has failed," Trittin told the Welt am Sonntag newspaper. 

Two more rounds of climate talks are scheduled to be held in Bonn and Mexico next year, where negotiators hope to nail down what they failed to achieve in Copenhagen.

The goal is to complete a signable treaty in Mexico City in December 2010 and have it take effect from 2013, after the current roster of pledges under the Kyoto Protocol expires.
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AP: Mexico wants binding climate accord at 2010 summit
24 December 2009

Mexico will push for a binding international agreement to cut greenhouse gas emissions when it hosts the next climate change summit in Mexico City in the coming year.

Mexico seeks to accomplish what the recent Copenhagen conference failed to do — get developed and poorer nations to agree to a 50 percent emissions cut by 2050, as compared to 2000 levels, according to a statement issued by the Environment Department Thursday.

A historic U.N. climate conference ended earlier this month with only a nonbinding accord — after two weeks of debate and frustration — that was short on concrete steps against global warming.

The agreement brokered by U.S. President Barack Obama with China and others set up the first significant program of climate aid to poorer nations. Although it urged deeper cuts in emissions of carbon dioxide and other gases blamed for global warming, it did not require them.

Critics are now calling the accord window dressing to cover deep divisions between China and the U.S. and poor and developed countries and say that the conference was a failure.

Mexico's statement Thursday did not say how it would resolve the fractious debate and acknowledged it is "a big challenge for the country." A formal date for the 2010 conference has yet to be set.

Mexico has long cast itself as a bridge between developed nations — it is a member of the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development — and smaller, poorer countries.

The Mexican government says environmental degradation, pollution and consumption of nonrenewable resources costs the country about 7.8 percent of its economic output annually.

Air pollution, water depletion, deforestation cost the country 872 billion pesos ($67.6 billion) in 2007, the most recent year for which data was available, according to a report published Thursday by the National Statistics, Geography and Information Institute.

The country's GDP was about 11.17 billion pesos ($866 million) in 2007.

The biggest costs involved air pollution (about 4.5 percent of GDP) and oil and gas consumption, equivalent to about 1.5 percent of GDP.

The biggest sources of pollution and energy consumption came from households, transportation, mining and agriculture.

Mexico spent only about 0.7 of its GDP to offset the environmental costs through conservation, reducing emissions and other measures, and the department said such spending would have to be almost 10 times greater to truly affect the damage.
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AP: Greenpeace will keep up pressure on global warming
24 December 2009

Greenpeace will keep up the pressure on leaders it believes let the world down on global warming, the head of the international environmental group said Thursday.

Kumi Naidoo, Greenpeace's executive director, spoke in an Associated Press interview in Johannesburg on a visit to his home country after last week's U.N. climate change summit in Copenhagen. 
Back in Copenhagen, four Greenpeace activists will spend Christmas in a Danish jail facing trespassing charges because of a summit protest.

Greenpeace had pushed for a legally binding agreement to reduce global warming and give poor countries money and technology to cope with climate change. The Copenhagen talks fell short of those ambitions, producing a nonbinding political agreement that has been denounced even by some of its key drafters.

Naidoo said the flurry of criticism since the talks concluded over the weekend "is going to put more pressure on leaders.

"One thing our political leaders have learned is that they have to up their game," he said. "We hope they've learned that they have to come, in the month to follow, with more specific commitments and that they have to do more political work back home."

He said citizens and groups like his have to ensure leaders don't delay action and opportunities to continue negotiating until the next round of talks next year in Mexico City. Already, he said, too much time has been lost.

"Given that time is running out, I think that people have a right to feel extremely let down by their political leaders," he said.

But he said Copenhagen did produce consensus that can be built on, including broad agreement that developing countries that have not contributed to global warming and are likely to be hardest-hit by climate change need help to cope. 
The Copenhagen meeting, he said, also saw political acknowledgment of what science says about climate change.

"Bottom line is, not one head of state got up and said: `I question the science,'" Naidoo said.

Naidoo said a Greenpeace climate-change team that worked for the 18 months before Copenhagen has been replaced with fresh campaigners, "so we won't lose momentum." But he said the jailing of the four activists from the Netherlands, Norway, Spain and Switzerland has been a distraction.

Three have been jailed awaiting charges since crashing a Dec. 17 banquet Danish Queen Margrethe II hosted at the Danish parliament for heads of state attending the climate conference. The protesters unfurled a banner reading: "Politicians talk, leaders act." The fourth was arrested the following day, accused of helping plan the protest.

Naidoo said it was a Greenpeace tradition to appear at trials stemming from such a protest, in part as an opportunity to publicly explain the group's motives. He said there was no reason not to grant the four bail, particularly so close to the holidays.

But, he said, Danish authorities appeared to be taking a hard line because of embarrassment over the security breach. 
The protesters' limousine, fitted with a fake police light, joined a convoy of vehicles — including one carrying U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton — on the way to the dinner.

Bail applications were rejected Wednesday, with the four ordered held until a Jan. 7 hearing at which they expected to be charged with trespassing, falsifying a license plate and impersonating a police office, Naidoo said.

"To deny folks bail to be home with their families over Christmas and New Year's ... seems unnecessarily inhumane and cruel behavior on the part of the Danish authorities," Naidoo said, adding he would return to Copenhagen for the January hearing.

Danish police did not return calls seeking comment on the case Thursday.
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ENN (Blog): Ecosystems strain to keep pace with climate
26 December 2009

Earth's various ecosystems, with all their plants and animals, will need to shift about a quarter-mile per year on average to keep pace with global climate change, scientists said in a study released on Wednesday.

How well particular species can survive rising worldwide temperatures attributed to excess levels of heat-trapping "greenhouse" gases emitted by human activity hinges on those species' ability to migrate or adapt in place.

The farther individual species -- from shrubs and trees to insects, birds and mammals -- need to move to stay within their preferred climate, the greater their chance of extinction.

The study suggests that scientists and governments should update habitat conservation strategies that have long emphasized drawing boundaries around environmentally sensitive areas and restricting development within those borders.

A more "dynamic" focus should be placed on establishing wildlife corridors and pathways linking fragmented habitats, said research co-author Healy Hamilton of the California Academy of Sciences.

"Things are on the move, faster than we anticipated," she told Reuters. "This rate of projected climate change is just about the same as a slow-motion meteorite in terms of the speed at which it's asking a species to respond."

The new research suggests that denizens of mountainous habitats will experience the slowest rates of climate change because they can track relatively large swings in temperature by moving just a short distance up or down slope.
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TreeHugger (Blog): Deforestation Increased as World Prepared for COP15

December 27, 2009

During COP15 earlier this month, Brazil stood out among developing nations for its bold commitments to curbing carbon emissions and reducing deforestation of the Amazon rainforest--and was perhaps the most vocal in its disappointment of the results. 

Last year, Brazil pledged to reduce deforestation 80 percent by 2020, and it seemed they were on track to fulfill it: the rate of deforestation had dropped to 64% of what it was in 2005. 

This last November, however, as the world set its sights on the conference in Copenhagen and Brazil prepared to do its part in finding a solution to climate change, 75 square kilometers of Amazon rainforest was destroyed.

The Amazon watchdog group The Institute of Man and Environment (Imazon), was the first to discover the recent devastation, according to a report by Globo. 

The number of 75 square kilometers is 21% higher than in November 2008, when deforestation cleared 61 square kilometers of rainforest.

The majority (66%) of the deforestation occurred in private areas or in various stages of ownership. The rest of deforestation was reported in agrarian reform settlements (28%) and 6% in protected areas.

Currently, 20 percent of the Amazon rainforest has been destroyed and numerous solutions for saving the remaining 80 percent have been presented. 

Up until now, much of Brazil's success in curbing deforestation has come from stepped-up enforcement of logging rules and from adding greater oversight of ranching operations. 

Recently, however, Brazil's President Lula offered amnesty to ranchers from tough new regulations which were intended to take effect this month.

Nevertheless, battling deforestation has long been a priority of the current Brazilian leadership, and how they respond to reports of increasing levels of deforestation will reflect upon their commitment to combating climate change. 
According to the Government, the decrease in expected rate of deforestation in the Amazon would result in a reduction of emissions in the country of 580 million tons of CO2 per year.

Imazon, which monitors the Amazon via satellite, points out that the figure of 75 square kilometers destroyed in November could actually be quite higher--as it was only possible to monitor 68 percent of the rainforest due to cloud cover.
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AFP: China adopts law to boost renewable energy industry
26 December 2009

China's national assembly Saturday signalled the country's commitment to reducing greenhouse gas emissions by adopting a law supporting its renewable energy industry.

The new law, an amendment to one on renewable energy adopted by the National People's Congress standing committee, obliges electricity grid companies to buy all the power produced by renewable sources.

It also empowers the State Council's energy department, the electricity regulatory agency and its finance departments to determine the amount of renewable energy available in the country's overall power generating capacity.

Power companies will be obliged to take up all of that capacity, and those refusing to do so will be fined an amount up to double that of the economic loss of the renewable energy company, Ni Yuefeng, vice-president of the assembly's environmental affairs commission, told reporters.

The law was adopted after China was criticised for obstructing the adoption of a treaty on climate change during last week's international summit in Copenhagen.

The new law in fact showed China's commitment to reducing greenhouse gas emissions, Ni said.

"The new law will help China reduce its emission of greenhouse gases in a voluntary manner," Ni told a briefing.

Back to Menu
=============================================================
ROAP MEDIA UPDATE

THE ENVIRONMENT IN THE NEWS

Monday, December 28, 2009

UNEP or UN in the news


RI secures climate supports through bilateral deals in Copenhagen – The Jakarta Post

Erwida Maulia, The Jakarta Post, Jakarta   | Wed, 12/23/2009 10:16 PM | National 

The outcome of the Copenhagen climate change summit may be only “morally-binding”, but the Indonesian delegation hasn't come home empty-handed.

Rachmat Witoelar, alternate head of the Indonesian delegation to the summit, told a press conference here Wednesday that Indonesia had successfully secured support from a number of countries and international organizations to help it mitigate climate change.

Rachmat said the pledges of support were secured through bilateral meetings conducted on the sidelines of the summit in Copenhagen.

“[The pledges of support] are very significant; the funds are huge,” the former environment minister said, though stopped short at specifying the figure.

Norway, the US and Britain, for example, have stated their willingness to provide financial support for efforts to reduce emissions from deforestation.

Germany, meanwhile, has agreed to help Indonesia preserve its forests with technical assistance, and New Zealand will develop global partnership in climate change research in the field of agriculture.

Other countries that have inked deals with Indonesia in terms of climate change mitigation cooperation are Australia, Switzerland, the Netherlands and Italy.

Two international organizations following suit are the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) and the World Meteorological Organization (WMO).

The UNEP has agreed to develop its partnership with Indonesia on oceanic issues (blue carbon) and Technology Need Assessments follow-up, while the WMO for the preparations of an intergovernmental meeting in mid January to form the so-called High Level Task Force Team, which will formulate work concept for the Global Framework for Climate Services.

“Prof. Emil Salim has been proposed to be a member of the team,” Rachmat said, referring to another former environment minister.

Rachmat further explained, although the only outcome of the Copenhagen climate summit, which is a document called the “Copenhagen Accord”, was only “morally-binding”, not legally-binding, Indonesia is quite satisfied with the substance.
http://www.google.com/url?sa=X&q=http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2009/12/23/ri-secures-climate-supports-through-bilateral-deals-copenhagen.html&ct=ga&cd=we7JKFdpf7w&usg=AFQjCNH0us93VTg3kK4B6JI0pnY4zbhy6g
…………………………………………    
Taking some positives from Copenhagen – Bangkok Post

Published: 27/12/2009 at 12:00 AM 

Newspaper section: News 

It should not come as a surprise to anyone that the Copenhagen Climate Summit failed to achieve its purpose of coming up with a clear plan to drastically reduce global emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG). 
It would have been nothing short of miraculous if it had, considering the obstacles in its path.

These include the growing divide between developing and developed nations which has reframed the debate on globalisation and doomed unilateral agreements within the World Trade Organization, as well as the enormous influence and power of the oil industry.

On top of these practical obstacles and many others is the uncertainty of climate change itself.

It seems clear that the theory is based on good science, and that there really is a greenhouse effect that is already warming the Earth. We can see this most vividly in the changes taking place in the Arctic. But even the best models cannot predict what happens next.

According to some models we may be on the brink of, or already past, a ''tipping point'' in atmospheric carbon dioxide levels that will free huge amounts of methane, a potent GHG, from frozen tundra and usher in a worst-case scenario regardless of what humans do about their GHG emissions.

On the other hand, it may be that the greenhouse effect will be moderated or cancelled out by a natural general cooling of the Earth. 
Not long ago scientists were predicting that we were heading into another ice age. The frigid temperatures across Europe at the moment are no doubt driving anxieties about global warming from many people's minds.

But despite the uncertainty, there is no doubt that the climate change debate has been good for the planet. 
One very significant concrete achievement leading up to and coming out of Copenhagen is Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation (REDD), which makes it profitable for locals in developing countries around the world to protect their forests rather than chop them down for short-term profits. 
Regardless of whether or not one believes in global warming, it is intuitive that the health of the planet depends on its ''lungs''.

Each year, 16 million hectares of forest land around the world disappears. Deforestation is expanding and accelerating into the remaining areas of undisturbed forest, and the quality of the remaining forests is declining. 
Despite all the rancour over climate change at the moment, nearly everyone believes that REDD can be a powerful force in helping to slow or halt this suicidal phenomenon.

It should also be apparent to all, even climate change deniers, that the burning of fossil fuels is taking a steady toll on the quality of life on Earth.

The United Nations Environment Programme reported in November 2008 that thick brown clouds of soot, particles and chemicals stretching from the Persian Gulf to Asia threaten global health and food supplies. 
These atmospheric brown clouds contribute to glacial melting, reduce sunlight and help create extreme weather conditions that impact agricultural production, said the UNEP.

The clouds are also present over parts of Europe and North and South America.

The climate change issue has forced a serious debate on fossil fuels and it has resulted in significantly more funding for alternative energy projects. A case in point is the recently announced 1,160-rai, nine billion-baht jlphotovoltaic solar-cell farm in Lop Buri which will have a total capacity of 73 megawatts, a joint project of the Thai unit of Hong Kong-based China Light & Power (CLP), Egco Group and Mitsubishi.

Reportedly it will be the largest such facility in the world. CLP Thailand's managing director, Woramol Khamkanist, said Thailand was chosen because ''the government provides full support for renewable energy''.

''We can enjoy a tax holiday, subsidies and soft loans that will make the project commercially viable.''

Some may see this as a waste of government money, but in fact it is an important investment in the future of Thailand, since aside from the environmental issue the country has no appreciable fossil fuel reserves.

These sorts of projects won't make much of a dent in GHG emissions in the short term, but they are laying the groundwork for a non-carbon economy that, without the climate change debate, might not have begun until years down the road.
http://www.bangkokpost.com/news/local/30063/taking-some-positives-from-copenhagen
…………………………………….
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Lessons for new climate talks – Malaysia Star

Earthtrends by MARTIN KHOR

The new round of talks on climate change next year should learn from Copenhagen’s mistakes: there should be no undermining of the open, inclusive and multilateral way of making decisions. 

IT’S been 10 days since the Copenhagen Climate Conference ended but the aftershocks from its failure are still reverberating.

Leaders, mainly from Europe, are pointing fingers at other countries. It makes for a bad ending to 2009. 
It does not bode well for 2010, during which there will be a second and maybe final chance to get a real agreement on an issue involving humanity’s survival.

We need to look forward, build on what was achieved in 2009, and prepare to sprint towards the new December 2010 finishing line. But first, the misinformation put out in the past few days has to be corrected.

Britain’s Climate Minister Ed Miliband, backed by other British individuals, has incredibly turned on China as the villain that “hijacked” the conference. The evidence he gave was that China vetoed an “agree­ment” on a 50% reduction in global emissions by 2050 and an 80% reduction by developed countries.

There was indeed a “hijack” in Copenhagen, but it was not by China.

The hijack was organised by the host government Denmark, whose Prime Minister convened a meeting of 26 leaders in the last two days of the conference in an attempt to override the painstaking negotiations taking place among 193 countries throughout the two weeks and in fact in the past two to four years.

That exclusive meeting was not mandated by the climate convention. Indeed, the 130-strong G77 and China, representing developing countries, had explicitly told Danish Prime Minister Lars Rasmussen not to come up with his own “Danish text” to be negotiated by a small group that he himself would select.

Despite assurances that there would not be such a Danish text, the Danish government produced just such a document, and it convened exactly the kind of exclusive group that would undermine the United Nation’s multilateral, participatory and transparent process.

Under that process, two working groups had been trying to decide on the issues of the climate agenda (mitigation, adaptation, finance, tech­nology, a shared vision and further Kyoto Protocol commitments) in an inclusive manner.

It was clear that Copenhagen could not adopt a full agreement, or even a core agreement, simply because basic differences remained in key areas.

Copenhagen should thus have been used to close as many gaps as possible and bring forward the most up-to-date documents arising from the two working groups (with the differing positions as options) for continued work with a new deadline to finish in 2010.

It should have been designed as a stepping stone. Unfortunately, the host country and the UN leadership called on heads of states and governments to come to “seal the deal”, and selected 26 of the 110 top leaders who came in secret.

They were given a draft Danish document that mainly represented the developed countries’ positions, thereby marginalising the developing countries’ views.

By hijacking the conference from the inclusive negotiations downstairs to the secret conclave upstairs, the host country was apparently hoping to get for the developed countries what it could not get from the legitimate process.

Meanwhile, most of the thousands of delegates were diligently working for two weeks on texts on the many issues, often way past midnight.

The chairs of the working groups produced up-to-date reports containing draft decisions that contained texts that in their view represented the latest state of play.

These reports, which went through hours of discussions by the thousands of delegates representing all the members, were finally adopted by the conference.

They should have been announced as the real outcome of Copenhagen, together with a decision to resume and complete work next year.

It would not have been a resounding success, but it would have not been a failure. And it would have helped to build the trust and confidence needed to complete the work.

Instead, the organisers chose to convene the small group of leaders, and opened themselves to the meeting being criticised as illegitimate and the document being rejected.

The failed attempt by the Danish presidency to impose an overriding process of a small leaders’ meeting with its own accord onto the only legitimate multilateral process is the reason why Copenhagen will be considered a disaster.

The accord itself is weak, mainly because it does not contain any commitments by the developed countries to cut their emissions in the medium term, as they are mandated to do by the Kyoto Protocol and the Bali Action Plan.

Perhaps the reason is that the national pledges so far announced amount to only a 11%-19% overall reduction by the developed countries by 2020 (compared to 1990), a far cry from the over 40% that recent science requires.

To deflect from this great failure on their part, the developed countries tried to inject long-term emission-reduction goals of 50% for the world and 80% for themselves (by 2050 compared to 1990).

When this failed to get through the 26-country meeting, some countries, especially Britain, are now blaming China for the failure of Copenhagen.

In fact, these targets, especially taken together, have been highly contentious during the two years of discussions.

They would result in a highly inequitable outcome where developed countries get off from their responsibilities and push the burden onto developing countries.

Together, they imply that developing countries would have to commit to cut their emissions overall by about 20% in absolute terms and at least 60% in per capita terms.

They would have to severely curb not only their emissions but also their economic growth prospects, especially since there is no genuine plan for financial and technology transfer to help them shift to a low-emission path.

The developed countries have already completed their industrialisation on the basis of cheap carbon-based energy and can afford to take on an 80% goal, especially since they have the technological capacity.

For a minimally equitable deal, they should commit to cuts of at least 200% to 300%, or move into a negative emission territory, to enable developing countries the space to develop.

Fortunately, these targets are absent from the accord. The negotiations next year can thus consider what is a fair and equitable way to share the costs and burdens of adjustment to a climate-friendly world.

Learning from Copenhagen’s mistakes, the countries should return to the multilateral track and resume negotiations in the Climate Con­vention’s two working groups as early as possible. They can start with the two reports passed at Copen­hagen as reference points.

There should not be more attempts to hijack this multilateral process, which represents our best hope to achieve final results.

The bottom-up democratic process is slower but also more steady, compared to the top-down attempt to impose a solution by a few powers that will always lack legitimacy in decision-making and sustainability in implementation.
http://thestar.com.my/columnists/story.asp?col=globaltrends&file=/2009/12/28/columnists/globaltrends/5374433&sec=Global%20Trends
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Climate change: Will our grandchildren revile the 'lost decade'? - Sin Chew Jit Poh

Climate Change Summit Copenhagen Features 2009-12-28 10:13 

The first decade of the 21st century dawned with a global strategy to fight climate change but ended in chaos and the UN system in tatters while greenhouse gases spewed with few constraints.

"Future generations will rue the years of inaction," Steve Sawyer, a veteran observer who heads the Global Wind Energy Council (GWEC), a Brussels green industry association, says grimly.

"Some generations will rue it very much -- those that survive."

In 2000, the world placed its faith in the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), the creation of the famous Rio summit.

But the following year, the vehicle started to shake and its wheels began to rattle when US President George W. Bush abandoned the Kyoto Protocol, the sole treaty to set down targets for curbing carbon gases.

Crippled by the walkout of the world's wealthiest economy and biggest carbon emitter, Kyoto limped along, failing to brake a relentless surge in heat-trapping gases.

In 2007, in its landmark Fourth Assessment Report, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) issued a blunt warning.

Without swift action to slow, halt and reverse the growth in emissions, the world was on course for between 1.8 and 4.0 degrees Celsius (3.2-7.2 degrees Fahrenheit) of warming, the UN's top climate scientists said.

By century's end, hundreds of millions could be at threat from drought, flood, storms, rising seas, disease, malnutrition and homelessness.

The shock report reduced the lobby of climate skeptics to a rump, galvanised public opinion and nailed climate change to the top of the political agenda.

On December 18 2009 in Copenhagen, leaders' rhetoric -- and the UN format itself -- were put to the test.

The day had been billed as the moment when humankind would unite, each nation pledging a sacrifice towards a global pact that, from 2013, would shrink climate change from mortal peril to manageable risk.

Instead, it became a finger-pointing fiasco.

Terrified the talks would collapse, a couple of dozen leaders from the most powerful countries -- including the United States, the European Union, Japan, China, India and Brazil -- huddled over a so-called "Copenhagen Accord."

They gathered around a table, frenziedly adding or crossing out text on the planet's future before eventually settling on the lowest common denominator.

They set a goal of limiting warming to 2 C (3.6 F) -- but did not say when carbon emissions should peak, which scientists say has to be around the middle of the next decade.

Nor did they identify key staging points in the medium or long term, in 2020 and 2050. And national pledges on carbon emissions were voluntary, carrying no penalty if breached.

Within hours, the document was savaged when it was put to the wider community of nations. The most outspoken lashed it as a "coup d'etat" against the UN system, a stitchup by an elite, a betrayal of the poor and a slap to expert opinion.

In the end, the critics were sidelined. The conference gavelled the Accord through without even putting it to a vote. UN credibility lay in ruins and the blame game began.

Why did things go so wrong in Copenhagen? And what can be salvaged?

Some say the fudge was inevitable and even argue the outcome is not so bad.

They note that Barack Obama, scrapping Bush's climate legacy and gingerly steering an emissions bill through Congress, had scant room to offer deeper US concessions in Copenhagen.

Then there are China, India and Brazil, hostile to anything resembling a binding emissions target, arguing they have the right to exploit fossil fuels to rise out of poverty.

Yet these high-population countries have become mega-polluters in their own right, accounting for the bulk of the 29-percent surge in carbon emissions between 2000 and 2008, the latest year for which figures are available.

Seeking an agreement in Copenhagen was like trying to square a circle, says WWF's Kim Carstensen, who blames "the lost years" of the Bush era for turning climate debate into trench warfare.

For UN chief Ban Ki-moon and others, the deal at least is the first to combine rich and poor nations in a single framework for emissions pledges.

They argue it provides a matrix for work that could lead to a fully-fledged treaty next December in Mexico City.

Other commentators are gloomier.

They blame the complex UNFCCC process, a spider's web of a thousand interlinked strands, where decision-making is driven by consensus among 194 nations. This offers plenty of room for delaying tactics or sabotage.

"In Copenhagen, we saw greater political will than ever, yet a handful of ideologically-driven countries nearly thwarted a deal," says Elliot Diringer, vice president for international strategies at the Pew Center on Global Climate Change, a US think tank.

"It's time to assess whose interests the process really serves. If the process can't be reformed, it may be time to forge coalitions of the willing."

If so, the toughest question of all emerges: Can nation-states, built by definition to defend national interests, rise to the challenge of serving the global good?

Carstensen agrees the future for cutting deals on carbon emissions could lie with a smaller, nimbler arena. It could be bilateral or a gathering of major emitters -- a format ironically proposed by Bush, a devil to green campaigners.

Even so, says Carstensen, "we will still need a global framework around climate action -- and we don't have anything better than the UN to do this. So I think the UNFCCC will continue to have a role."

Joris den Blanken of Greenpeace brands Copenhagen "a historic failure" by political leaders.

Yet he contends the setback should not mask a more positive, underlying change.

"This decade must be seen as the decade when people woke up to the challenge of climate change and began creating a climate movement," says den Blanken.

"Over the next few years, as awareness grows and the effects of climate change unfortunately become more apparent, politicians will have no other choice but to fall in line." (By Richard Ingham/ AFP)
http://www.mysinchew.com/node/33221
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ENVIRONMENT NEWS FROM THE

S.G’s SPOKESMAN DAILY PRESS BRIEFING

24 December 2009 

COPENHAGEN ACCORD IS GREAT STEP FORWARD

Asked about the outcome of the Copenhagen Climate Change Conference, the Spokesperson said that the Accord reached in Copenhagen was an important step forward. 

The United Nations remains fully engaged and will continue to be active, including the Secretary-General himself, to ensure that this beginning is built upon going into the next year, he added. 

Asked about how the UN Department of Public Information United Nations was conveying the message of a successful outcome in Copenhagen, Nesirky said that the Secretary-General had spoken many times about this, as well as other UN officials. 

He said that climate change would remain one of the Secretary-General’s priorities, along other existing ones. 
He also noted that the Department of Public information was putting out information related to the Copenhagen Accord reached last week.

Asked about the availability of the Copenhagen Accord, the Spokesperson later informed that the Accord could be accessed at www.unfccc.int. 
He added that the dates for COP-16 in Mexico are 29 November to 10 December 2010. COP-17 will be in South Africa in 2011.
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