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UNEP and the Executive Director in the News
UN News Center: UN calls for strengthening of environmental laws in armed conflict

Environmental protection laws in times of conflict should be clarified, strengthened and enforced o better protect States’ natural assets during times of war, according to a report released today by the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP).

The report, drawing on the expertise of 20 legal specialists, underlines the need to modernize international law regulating warfare, and include a new legal instrument that will “demilitarize” and protect ecosystems such as groundwater aquifers, agricultural and grazing lands, parks, national forests and habitats of endangered species.

International law regulating warfare was developed in an era of State-against-State conflicts, but today the overwhelming majority of conflicts are internal, meaning that many environmental provisions are not applicable.

"I call on Member States to clarify and expand law on environmental protection in times of war,” Secretary-General Ban Kimoon said in a message released today. “Existing legal instruments should be adapted to reflect the predominantly internal nature of today's armed conflicts.”

While the Geneva Convention addresses environmental protection, experts deem its wording too “stringent and imprecise,” and recommend that the threshold for environmental damage be defined as severe environmental impacts over several hundred square kilometers and damage that persists for a period of several months or over a season.

At the outset of any conflict, critical natural resources and areas of ecological importance would be delineated and The UN Daily News is prepared at UN Headquarters in New York by the News Services Section of the News and Media Division, Department of Public Information (DPI)

designated as “demilitarized zones,” according to the report, entitled Protecting the Environment during Armed Conflict: An Inventory and Analysis of International Law.

“Destroying and damaging the natural assets and ecological infrastructure of a country or community should be an issue of highest humanitarian concern,” said Achim Steiner, UN Under-Secretary General and UNEP Executive Director.

“The loss of freshwaters and grazing lands to croplands and forests not only leads to direct suffering, but also undermines the survival, the livelihoods and the opportunities for people to recover during and after a conflict,” he added. 

The report calls on the General Assembly to request the International Law Commission to carry out a review of the existing laws relating to the environment and conflict, and to create a UN body to monitor violations and process compensation for environmental damage.
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The United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) announced this week that Sri Lanka has been admitted to the United Nations initiative on Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation in Developing Countries (REDD) Programme. Sri Lanka’s membership comes amid a call by Dr. Palitha Kohona, Sri Lanka’s Permanent Representative to the UN at the UN General Assembly’s Second Committee that “sufficient incentives must be provided to forest hosting countries to maintain them” and “to ascribe a carbon value to natural forests, enabling that carbon value to be traded in the global carbon market”. 

Along with Sri Lanka, Argentina, Cambodia, Ecuador and Nepal were accepted as new UN REDD partners, increasing the total membership to fourteen. 

The UN REDD was launched as a collaborative partnership between the Food & Agricultural Organisation (FAO), the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) and the United Nations Development programme (UNDP). The UN REDD was designed to help countries combat climate change by reducing deforestation and investing in sustainable development. 

The programme aims at generating up to thirty billion US Dollars in annual funding from developed countries with already promising commitments from Denmark, Norway and Australia. More than thirty seven million Dollars REDD funding was approved last year for mitigation programmes in Panama, Tanzania, Congo and Viet Nam. 

Several multilateral agencies such as the World Bank and the Global Environment Facility (GEF) are collaborating on UN REDD with numerous other entities including the Secretariat of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, regional development banks, bilateral donors, research institutions and NGOs.  

The significant flow of REDD funds has been described as a reward for the meaningful reduction of carbon emissions and in support of new, pro-poor development programmes, conservation of biodiversity and securing vital ecosystem services.
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Jerusalem Post (Israel): UNEP Europe head ponders Israel's 'solar paradox'

United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) European Regional Director Christophe Bouvier invited Israeli diplomat Ron Adam to lunch in Geneva late last month with only one topic on the agenda: Israel's solar energy production.

"I usually talk to UN people about all sorts of reports, issues with Gaza and other political issues," but Bouvier wanted to talk about what he called the "Israeli paradox," said Adam, who is deputy permanent representative, Mission of Israel to the UN and International Organizations, Geneva. 

Adam spoke to The Jerusalem Post by phone Sunday during a visit here. 

According to the diplomatic communiqué Adam sent back about the more than hour-long meeting, Bouvier wanted Adam to relay to all the relevant government authorities that the UN was concerned about the fact that while Israel was the foremost exporter of solar technology in the world and an incubator for solar technologies, it was last in actual production of electricity from solar energy. 

Bouvier cited specific statistics in megawatts which showed that Israel's solar production was not only lagging behind world leaders like Germany, the US, South Africa and Spain, but even fell short compared to countries like Senegal, Eritrea and Mexico and a host of others. 

Bouvier then offered UN assistance to correct what he said was a missed opportunity to exploit Israel's latent potential. 

Adam cited in his letter that Bouvier has been a frequent visitor to Israel and was very familiar with it. 

Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu was reportedly very interested in Adam's communiqué. 

Netanyahu has recently expressed more interest in environmental matters. He called on Israel to find a substitute for oil within 10 years at the President's Conference a few weeks ago. He has reportedly also expressed interest in leading the Israeli delegation to the UN-sponsored climate change negotiations in Copenhagen next month. 

The National Infrastructures Ministry responded by saying that it was working as hard as possible to find solutions and remove obstacles to the production of clean energy. 

"Since his first day on the job, the minister [Uzi Landau] has put a special emphasis on removing the obstacles standing in the way of clean energy production," National Infrastructures Ministry spokesman Chen Ben-Lulu said Sunday night. 

"The minister recognizes the value of producing clean electricity and the ministry has been working very hard to ensure that the country reaches the goal set out of 10% of electricity from alternative sources by 2020," he said. 
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Other Environment News
AFP: US seeks climate framework, not legal pact: experts

November 8, 2009

Lack of action on the climate change bill bogged down in the US Senate will not stop Washington from seeking a framework to curb carbon emissions at next month's summit in Copenhagen, experts say.

"I don't think that anyone is expecting a legal pact at this point," Michael Levi, an expert on climate issues at the New York-based Council on Foreign Relations, told AFP.

But US President Barack Obama already hinted this week that the United States would seek to create a "framework for progress" at the summit, which he said would pave the way to stem a "potential ecological disaster."

No one expects the United States to arrive in Copenhagen with definitive targets for cutting its emissions of greenhouse gases or set numbers for helping developing nations combat climate change, two prerequisites for a deal, according to Levi.

"The Senate will still be working on the bill when Copenhagen begins and ends," he said, and possibly not agreeing on final wording until next year.

The summit in the Danish capital has been set up to seal a treaty to succeed the landmark Kyoto Protocol -- which the United States never signed. Kyoto's obligations to cut carbon emissions expire in 2012.

The Republican minority in the Senate and a Democratic lawmakers from coal industry-reliant states are however fiercely opposed to the creation of a scheme for cutting carbon emissions, known as "Cap and Trade," which aims to promote development of clean energy sources.

"There is a big question as to whether a deal can be made on the architecture of an agreement without one on the content," Levi said, however.

The United States, unlike other participating countries, such as those in the European Union, could likely be willing to sign on to a framework of an agreement, without putting a finger on hard numbers, Levi added.

The House of Representatives in June narrowly passed the plan to curb carbon emissions by 17 percent by 2020, but the bill -- already criticized by other developed nations as not ambitious enough -- is bogged down in the Senate, where a slightly more ambitious version calls for a 20-percent cut by 2020.

Critics of "cap and trade" say the plan would boost electricity bills and cost jobs -- persuasive arguments with the US economy struggling to regain its footing as the recession drags on and the national unemployment rate exceeds 10 percent.

Large numbers of US lawmakers also reject the idea of a binding climate commitment for the United States without similar accords for major emerging powerhouses such as China. Taken together the two nations are the world's largest carbon dioxide emitters, amounting to 40 percent of the total output.

Todd Stern, Obama's special envoy for climate change, told US lawmakers this week that the United States cannot commit to a deal in Copenhagen if "major developing countries make no commitment at all," adding that "no country holds the fate of the Earth in its hands more than China."

Some developing nations employ "dubious interpretations" of former climate change agreements "to prove they don't have any responsibility for action," Stern lamented in November 4 testimony before the House Foreign Affairs Committee.

Despite such obstacles, the Copenhagen summit "might still present an opportunity to significantly advance the international climate effort," Eileen Clausen, president of the non-profit organization Pew Center on Global Climate Change, told lawmakers at the same Foreign Affairs hearing.

"We have believed for some time that it would not be feasible to achieve a full, final ratifiable agreement in Copenhagen," she said, noting that domestic issues for some nations including the United States will prevent them from bringing the "specific and binding commitments" needed for a ultimate deal.

But Clausen said the summit may be able to produce an agreement on the "fundamental architecture of a post-2012 framework, which would provide a basis for then negotiating towards specific commitments in a final legal agreement."

Back to Menu
________________________________________________________________

AP: G-20 finance officials: Too early to end stimulus

November 7, 2009

Finance officials from rich and developing countries have pledged to maintain emergency support for their economies until recovery is assured, but failed to reach a clear agreement to bear the cost of fighting climate change.

There was also a mixed reaction among the Group of 20 leading rich and emerging nations Saturday to a British-led push to consider a fund for bank bailouts, possibly financed by a tax on financial transactions, to ensure that taxpayers don't bear the brunt of any future rescues.

The grouping — representing around 90 percent of the world's wealth, 80 percent of world trade and two-thirds of the world's population — said in a statement after talks in St. Andrews, Scotland, that economic recovery is "uneven and remains dependent on policy support."

U.S. Treasury Secretary Timothy Geithner said U.S. jobs figures out Friday showing unemployment at a 26-year high of 10.2 percent "reinforced that this is still a very tough economic environment."

While the "process of growth is now beginning," that fledging growth still needs to be reinforced to create jobs and get businesses investing to underpin the recovery in the housing market and elsewhere, Geithner said.

"If we put the brakes on too quickly, we will weaken the economy and the financial system, unemployment will rise, more businesses will fail, budget deficits will rise, and the ultimate cost of the crisis will be greater," he told reporters in Scotland. "It is too early to start to lean against recovery."

The statement smoothed over divisions among G-20 nations about whether it was time to start talking about exit strategies to unwind recent massive stimulus measures. Germany, France and Russia have called for a joint plan on when countries should start repaying debt, and the European Central Bank has indicated it will soon start withdrawing some of its emergency lending to banks.

On climate change, the G-20 officials also said they wanted "an ambitious outcome" at a major UN conference in Copenhagen next month — but did not commit to a funding package to help poorer nations adapt to a warming climate.

European nations have promoted a global climate fund of some euro100 billion a year ($148 billion at the current exchange rate) by 2020 — combining government and private finance — as an incentive for poor developing nations to agree to tight curbs on greenhouse gas emissions.

Swedish Finance Minister Anders Borg, whose country holds the rotating European Union presidency, said no deal on financing would mean that "we will end up with a very difficult situation in Copenhagen."

German Finance Minister Wolfgang Schaeuble said an agreement was scrapped because of emerging nations' unwillingness to contribute.

"Basically a group of emerging nations made it clear that they were unwilling to invest their own funds in the fight against climate change," he told reporters. "We were prepared for that and it was obvious that the industrialized countries would of course bear most of the burden."

Schaeuble indirectly blamed those countries' opposition on the failure of other rich nations — such as the U.S. — to pay up.

Geithner made no promises on climate change on Saturday, saying only that progress was being made and that discussions in Scotland showed "there is now an understanding of its place in business and economic impetus for us all."

There was also little traction for British Prime Minister Gordon Brown's call for urgent consideration of a global fund to rescue troubled banks, possibly financed by a tax on financial transactions.

Brown said such a measure was necessary because "it cannot be acceptable that the benefits of success in this sector are reaped by the few but the costs of its failure are borne by all of us."

Supporters of measures such as a so-called Tobin tax — a flat tax on currency transactions named after the Nobel Prize laureate James Tobin — say the money would protect countries from spillovers of financial crises. Critics argue the tax would simply dry up world financial flows.

Geithner said that the U.S. wanted to focus "on building a system where taxpayers are not exposed to losses if the government has to step out in the future to put out the financial fires," but ducked any clearer comment on Brown's proposals. 

Russian Finance Minister Alexei Kudrin said he was "skeptical about such tactics." 

"Gordon Brown is well known as the person who raises taxes all the time," he added. 

But Sweden's Borg said there was a "strong argument for a stability fee or stability tax on bank assets." 

Brown said the International Monetary Fund would report back to the G-20 in April on how global levies on speculation might work. 

The climate issue has been the focus of small-scale protests around St. Andrews. Around 200 demonstrators gathered at West Sands beach on Saturday with a group dressed as bankers sticking their heads in the sand. 

The officials also emphasized the need for quick implementation of banking industry reform, saying that stronger standards should be developed by the end of 2010 that could be put into force by the end of 2012 as financial conditions improve. 

The G-20 is comprised of Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Britain, Canada, China, France, Germany, India, Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Mexico, Russia, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, South Korea, Turkey, the United States and the rotating EU presidency. 
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AFP: Kenya PM blasts African tactics at climate talks

November 7, 2009  

Kenyan Prime Minister Raila Odinga Saturday criticised a walkout by African states during climate talks in Barcelona as "grandstanding," and said it did not help developing countries' case.

"I believe for example that grandstanding ... like walking out of meetings like African delegations did in Barcelona just doesn't help. You cannot just run away from this problem," Odinga told AFP in an interview.

African countries staged a show of force during a five-day meeting in Barcelona, boycotting one of the twin tracks in the talks for a day, accusing rich countries of dragging their feet on curbing greenhouse-gas emissions.

They demanded cuts of more than 40 percent from advanced economies by 2020 over 1990 levels.

Odinga said the outcome of the Barcelona talks left him feeling "very pessimistic" about the chances of an international climate change deal being struck at next month's Copenhagen conference.

"I am very pessimistic about the outcome of Copenhagen. Up to now no firm commitment has been made by developed countries to support developing countries' to adapt to the effects of climate change," Odinga said in an interview with AFP, calling it "very worrying and disappointing".

This week's talks in Barcelona, the last multilateral talks before the final Copenhagen summit next month, left a lot of uncertainties and mean that a full treaty will not be signed before 2010 at the earliest.

Odinga reiterated that African countries are seeking the setting up of an international fund topped up with 200 billion dollars a year to help poor countries deal with the consequences of climate change brought on for the most part by the industrialisation of the developed world.

Odinga, one of the African leaders most involved in climate change negotiations said he hoped "common sense is going to prevail" and that a compromise will be struck.
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Reuters: G20 makes little progress on climate financing

November 8, 2009

Rich countries and developing nations fought over climate change on Saturday, failing to make progress on financing ahead of a major environmental summit in Copenhagen next month.

Britain, which was hosting a meeting of G20 finance ministers in Scotland, was determined to push toward a $100 billion deal to cover the costs of climate change by 2020.

But talks got bogged down in a row with large developing countries about who should foot the bill.

"There was a heated argument," Russian Finance Minister Alexei Kudrin said.

"I think we should be very careful in approaching the possibility of piling big new commitments onto developing countries as this can put a brake on the pursuing of other crucial tasks such as the eradication of poverty."

The climate change discussion had dragged on for hours and a French official said the debate was so intense there was a risk the final statement would not mention climate change at all.

In the end, they agreed on the need "to increase significantly and urgently the scale and predictability of finance to implement an ambitious international agreement."

European Union leaders agreed in October that developing countries would need 100 billion euros a year by 2020 to battle climate change.

About 22-50 billion euros of the total will come from the public purse in rich countries worldwide and the EU is expected to provide between 20 and 30 percent of that.

"It's a bit disappointing because we would have liked to have done a little bit more work," said French Economy Minister Christine Lagarde, adding that Europe's offer was "substantial."

STUMBLING BLOCK

China is often denounced by Western critics as the main obstacle to agreement, because it argues developing countries should not submit to binding international caps on emissions while they grow out of poverty.

In turn, China and other emerging powers have said the rich countries have done far too little in vowing to cut their own greenhouse gas output, and in offering technology and money to the Third World to help cope with global warming.

"We have not come as far as we had hoped even this morning," said German Finance Minister Wolfgang Schaeuble.

"We have not reached an agreement. There is still some work to do. I hope everybody knows that Copenhagen must not be a failure."

A European source said there was also frustration in a sunny St Andrews at the stance of the United States, who were sitting on the fence over climate change financing.

A 175-nation U.N. meeting in Barcelona ended on Friday with little progress toward a global deal on climate change but narrowed options on helping the poor to adapt to climate change, sharing technology and cutting emissions from deforestation.

The final U.N. preparatory meeting before Copenhangen re-opened a rich-poor divide on sharing the burden of curbs on greenhouse gas emissions and criticism of the United States for not tabling a formal, carbon-cutting offer.

About 40 world leaders will go to Copenhagen next month to improve the chances of clinching a climate deal, the United Nations has said.

British Prime Minister Gordon Brown, addressing the G20 delegates, said climate change was a test of global cooperation every bit as stern as the world financial crisis.
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Reuters: Q+A: Climate change finance -- how does it work?

November 8, 2009

Discussing how to pay for efforts to combat climate change was a major theme at Saturday's meeting of finance ministers and central bankers from the Group of 20 leading economies.

Ministers made little visible progress in sorting out the thorny issue of how rich countries should help poorer ones fight global warming, but did agree that a big increase in funds was needed.

Following is a guide to the financing issue ahead of a United Nations summit on climate change in Copenhagen next month:

WHAT IS CLIMATE CHANGE FINANCE?

It covers a broad range of proposals to fund schemes in the developing world which reduce emissions of carbon dioxide and other gases that cause climate change.

The schemes are usually based on funding from governments and investors in richer countries -- in part because a dollar of spending can achieve a greater reduction in emissions in the developing world. Possibilities for cheap reduction of emissions in developed countries have largely been exhausted. Moreover, spending money on fighting climate change is not a priority for many developing countries, which blame industrialized nations for the problem. They argue spending on health, education and other poverty-reduction measures bring more immediate improvements to the quality of life.

Some schemes aim to mitigate the effects of climate change -- for example by boosting flood defenses -- where this is cheaper or more urgent than trying to reverse global warming.

WHO WOULD PAY?

Primarily governments and investors in rich countries. The European Union estimates effective action would cost 100 billion euros ($149 billion) a year, around a quarter to a fifth of which would be funded by taxes.

How the taxes would be levied is unclear. Options include charging firms for permits to emit carbon dioxide, taxes on financial transactions, and a tax on actual carbon dioxide emissions.

Private sector investment can be attracted since many schemes help save money by reducing energy costs. Some governments are also keen to have private sector involvement because they believe profit-driven investors are better at picking successful energy-saving technologies than civil servants or non-profit groups.

WHO WOULD RECEIVE THE MONEY?

Some funds would go directly to governments -- either administered by the World Bank, as some rich countries prefer, or via the United Nations, preferred by some poorer countries.

Other funds could pay for carbon emission credits which would go to firms that proved their investments had helped reduce carbon dioxide emissions. The UN has recently expanded such a scheme.

WHY ARE GOVERNMENTS SO IMPORTANT?

Public sector funding to combat climate change is crucial because the benefits of avoiding climate change will be felt too far in the future for the private sector to spend optimal amounts of money.

Also, the benefits of solving the climate problem will be felt by the entire population, not merely by investors.

WHO SUPPORTS/OPPOSES?

The EU supports greater rich-world financing of measures to tackle climate change, and has its own internal market for permits to emit carbon dioxide. It has promised to pay its "fair share" of the 100 billion euro annual costs.

The United States and Japan have both agreed in principle to help poorer countries fight climate change, but have been even vaguer about the details.
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AFP: Japan eyes solar station in space

November 8, 2009

It may sound like a sci-fi vision, but Japan's space agency is dead serious: by 2030 it wants to collect solar power in space and zap it down to Earth, using laser beams or microwaves.

The government has just picked a group of companies and a team of researchers tasked with turning the ambitious, multi-billion-dollar dream of unlimited clean energy into reality in coming decades.

With few energy resources of its own and heavily reliant on oil imports, Japan has long been a leader in solar and other renewable energies and this year set ambitious greenhouse gas reduction targets.

But Japan's boldest plan to date is the Space Solar Power System (SSPS), in which arrays of photovoltaic dishes several square kilometres (square miles) in size would hover in geostationary orbit outside the Earth's atmosphere.

"Since solar power is a clean and inexhaustible energy source, we believe that this system will be able to help solve the problems of energy shortage and global warming," researchers at Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, one of the project participants, wrote in a report.

"The sun's rays abound in space."

The solar cells would capture the solar energy, which is at least five times stronger in space than on Earth, and beam it down to the ground through clusters of lasers or microwaves.

These would be collected by gigantic parabolic antennae, likely to be located in restricted areas at sea or on dam reservoirs, said Tadashige Takiya, a spokesman at the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA).

The researchers are targeting a one gigawatt system, equivalent to a medium-sized atomic power plant, that would produce electricity at eight yen (cents) per kilowatt-hour, six times cheaper than its current cost in Japan.

The challenge -- including transporting the components to space -- may appear gigantic, but Japan has been pursuing the project since 1998, with some 130 researchers studying it under JAXA's oversight.

Last month Japan's Economy and Trade Ministry and the Science Ministry took another step toward making the project a reality, by selecting several Japanese high-tech giants as participants in the project.

The consortium, named the Institute for Unmanned Space Experiment Free Flyer, also includes Mitsubishi Electric, NEC, Fujitsu and Sharp.

The project's roadmap outlined several steps that would need to be taken before a full-blown launch in 2030.

Within several years, "a satellite designed to test the transmission by microwave should be put into low orbit with a Japanese rocket," said Tatsuhito Fujita, one of the JAXA researchers heading the project.

The next step, expected around 2020, would be to launch and test a large flexible photovoltaic structure with 10 megawatt power capacity, to be followed by a 250 megawatt prototype.

This would help evaluate the project's financial viability, say officials. The final aim is to produce electricity cheap enough to compete with other alternative energy sources.

JAXA says the transmission technology would be safe but concedes it would have to convince the public, which may harbour images of laser beams shooting down from the sky, roasting birds or slicing up aircraft in mid-air.

According to a 2004 study by JAXA, the words 'laser' and 'microwave' caused the most concern among the 1,000 people questioned.

Back to Menu
________________________________________________________________

AFP: Kenya plans nuclear plant in next five years: PM

November 7, 2009

Kenya hopes to build its first nuclear power plant in the next five years with help from France, Prime Minister Raila Odinga said on Saturday.

"We want to establish a nuclear plant. We want to start with a plant of the average of between 1,000 and 2,000 Megawatts (output) and we are looking at five years from now," Odinga said in an interview with AFP.

Odinga said nuclear power was one option Kenya was considering as it looked for ways to reduce its greenhouse gas emissions.

"We want to begin the cooperation right now so we can begin the training of personnel who will man this plant in the future, and France has offered to cooperate in that scheme of things," he said.

France was more experienced in nuclear power than many other countries, Odinga said, as nearly 80% of the country's energy is nuclear-generated, and Kenya hoped to draw on this expertise.
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Africa: Continent Can Help Mitigate Climate Change

Africa Focus (Washington): On the eve of the climate change summit in Copenhagen this December, momentum for action still falls far short of that needed to avert catastrophe. Africa will suffer consequences out of all proportion to its contribution to global warming, which is primarily caused by greenhouse gas emissions from wealthy countries. But Africa can also make significant contributions to mitigating (i.e. limiting) climate change. Stopping tropical deforestation is one of the most cost-effective means to slow the growth of greenhouse gases. Ending gas flaring in Africa's oil-producing countries could reduce carbon emissions and, as a bonus, also provide cleaner electricity. Environmental activists in Africa people like Nnimo Bassey in Nigeria, Wangari Maathai in Kenya, and Marc Ona Essangui in Gabon are thus also on the frontlines against global warming. The damage from gas flaring and deforestation shows up both on the ground and in satellite photographs on the Internet. Reversing the damage will require both local and global action. 

In Africa, as around the world, awareness is growing that climate change is not a remote threat but an immediate danger causing more frequent "extreme weather conditions" of drought and flooding. Ice is melting at the poles and on Mount Kilimanjaro. The waters of Lake Chad are disappearing. Drought cycles in East Africa are becoming more unpredictable. Africa is particularly vulnerable to climate change, notes the International Panel on Climate Change. Factors such as dependence on rain-fed agriculture and the impact of warming on the spread of disease reinforce multiple preexisting stresses. Like AIDS, the threat is already here. The toll is rising. Even more damaging effects will play out over decades. Yet global warming comes primarily from greenhouse gas emissions outside Africa. Much of Africa's share, moreover, comes from extracting natural resources to be exported

African countries have prepared a common position for Copenhagen, stressing strong targets for emissions reduction by developed countries and global responsibility to aid Africa in reducing emissions and adapting to change. But attention at the conference will center elsewhere. The United States and China are the two largest contributors to global warming, followed by Europe and emerging powers such as India, Brazil, and Russia. Africa's leverage in the negotiations is limited. Whatever is decided in global talks, the crucial test will be what happens on the ground. When it comes to Africa's natural resources, the prospects for change depend squarely on African governments, on foreign companies and their home-country governments, and on the pressures that can be mobilized by national and international civil society. Two sectors well illustrate the point: oil production with its by-product of gas flaring, and deforestation, the result both of local land-use pressures and the export of tropical woods.

The U.S. Commission on Climate and Tropical Forests, in a report released this October, stressed that mitigating climate change by preserving the forests of the developing world, especially the Congo Basin, was "a vital national interest." Under pressure from international and local NGOs, China and the EU have committed to helping curb illegal logging in the Congo Basin. The May 2009 African Ministerial Conference on the Environment (AMCEN) in Nairobi also called for action against deforestation to be included in the new global climate regime. http://www.pambazuka.org/en/category/features/59823
Global: Climate Treaty Talks May Go On For Another Year

UN News (Barcelona) “I don’t think we can get a legally binding agreement by Copenhagen. I think that we can get that within a year after Copenhagen,” UN climate chief Yvo de Boer said Thursday. A global treaty to protect the world’s climate may need a whole extra year of negotiations, the United Nations’ top climate-change official, Yvo de Boer , said in an interview Thursday. De Boer said insufficient progress has been made to conclude a treaty at the UN climate change conference in Copenhagen next month. “I don’t think we can get a legally binding agreement by Copenhagen,” he told Bloomberg Television in Barcelona, where he’s overseeing the penultimate round of preliminary talks that end Friday. “I think that we can get that within a year after Copenhagen,” he said. A week of UN-led negotiations in Barcelona has highlighted the gap that divides rich and poor countries on fundamental issues such as emissions reduction and financing. Developing countries are not satisfied with a political agreement in Copenhagen. They prefer a legally binding treaty – a “Kyoto 2” – that sets limits to industrialized countries’ greenhouse gas emissions. “I do not know of anything called a politically binding agreement,” Lumumba Di-Aping, a Sudanese envoy, who speaks for a group of 130 developing nations and China, told reporters Wednesday.

“They are worth very little. Tell me of any politician who delivered on his political manifesto.”Few delegates at the Barcelona talks seemed to believe Thursday that a legally binding climate pact is still within reach in Copenhagen. The discussion was rather how long the delay would be. "There is a lot of work still to be done," said Artur Runge-Metzger, head of the European Commission delegation. Toughening the text to make it legally binding "should be done as early as possible...three months, six months," he told reporters according to Reuters. John Ashe, chairman of a working group to extend the existing Kyoto Protocol, said failing a December deal, negotiators should wrap up at the next meeting in Bonn around May, as happened in 2000.

"We did it before, can do it again," he said. Some other delegates said it could take longer, partly because domestic US climate legislation will not be ready this year despite a vote by a Senate panel on Thursday in favor of a Democratic climate bill. A Japanese official said "unless it's agreed within six months after Copenhagen it will perhaps be the following year because of the US mid-term elections". About a third of the US Senate is up for re-election in November 2010. A British official said it was likely to take "at least 6 months ... ideally no longer than a year" to agree details. According to a roadmap laid out in Bali, Indonesia, in December 2007, international negotiations to agree on a successor to the legally binding Kyoto Protocol are to be concluded in Copenhagen in December 2009. http://en.cop15.dk/news/view+news?newsid=2524
Kenya: World Can Contain Climate Change Through Smart Agriculture - FAO

PANA (Nairobi): “The twin battles to improve food security for a growing world population and contain climate change can be fought on the same front” the world's farmland, FAO said in a news report released Thursday. Agriculture not only suffers the impacts of climate change, it is also responsible for 14 per cent of global greenhouse gas emissions, said the UN food and agriculture agency. Agriculture has the potential to be an important part of the solution, through mitigation" reducing and/or removing â" a significant amount of global emissions, FAO says. Some 70 per cent of this mitigation potential could be realised in developing countries. "Many effective strategies for climate change mitigation from agriculture also benefit food security, development and adaptation to climate change," said FAO Assistant Director-General Alexander Maller. "The challenge is to capture these potential synergies, while managing trade-offs that may have negative impacts on food security." The most important technical options for climate change mitigation from agriculture are improvements in cropland and grazing land management and the restoration of organic soils and degraded lands.

Nearly 90 per cent of the technical mitigation potential of agriculture comes from soil carbon sequestration. These options involve increasing the levels of organic matter, of which carbon is the main component, in soil. This can translate into better plant nutrient content, increased water retention capacity and better structure, eventually leading to higher yields and greater resilience.

Kenya: WHO Supports Research On Genetically-Modified Mosquitoes

PANA (Nairobi): The World Health Organisation (WHO) has supported on-going research to sterilize the malaria-causing mosquito insects and called on countries to prepare policies that would enable them to effectively utilize the results of a study on how to stop the vector from reproducing.

Researchers are working on slowing down malaria virus transmission by using methods such as sterilizing the mosquitoes through genetic modification to stop them from passing on the disease-causing virus and with the aim of stopping the reproduction of the vector. “The research is targeting the genetic make up of the mosquitoes so that they are unable to transmit the pathogens and modify the insect so that it cannot reproduce,” said Dr. Yeya Toure, a researcher from WHO’s Special Programme for Research and Training in Tropical Diseases. Research on how to genetically modify the mosquito that carries malaria, the Anopholes gambiae, is expected to move forward to field trials where researchers will put the mosquitoes in a cage and monitor its effects on the wild mosquitoes, which carry the virus which causes malaria. Dr. Toure said the genetically-modified mosquito would pass the genes to the wild mosquitoes once it was released and the result was that the wild mosquitoes would not transmit the virus.

WHO is currently working with other African states to provide the information needed to allow the use of such technologies in the fight against malaria in the continent. WHO is doing this, with the support of TDR, the Special Programme for Research and Training; the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation (BMGF); and the United States Foundation for National Institutes of Health (FNIH). However, African medical facilities may still be decades away from effectively embracing these new technologies. African scientists attending a global malaria conference, which kicked off in Nairobi, the Kenyan capital, on 2 November, said African laboratories were largely inadequate to tackle the challenges related to such modification. "As African scientists, we have some needs. There are few African institutes that can modify these mosquitoes. The people will need to be trained, we also need equipment and funding to do so, said Wamdaogo Guelbeogo, from the Centre of National Research, Burkina Faso.

Development of a draft framework of guidance is expected within the next year, to be followed by public consultation to gather input from civil society, policy-makers and other groups, convenors of the Pan African Malaria Conference in Nairobi, said. It is intended to help develop standard procedures for efficacy and safety testing; address ethical, legal and social issues; and recommend processes for independent testing. The guidelines will help countries make decisions on trials and use of the GM mosquitoes. In addition, three regional biosafety training centres are being funded, to be located in Africa, Asia and Latin America, to provide training on the use of GM mosquitoes.

Scientists insist that alternative, non-GM approaches are also needed, such as radiating mosquitoes to make them sterile. This has been used in agriculture for over 50 years to control agricultural pest insects.

General Environment News

DRC: Deadly Gas Flows Add To A Lake’s List Of Perils 

New York Times (Goma): It was 10 p.m. in early April when Dieudonne Masha and a neighbor were walking home along the shores of Lake Kivu after a round of drinking. As the neighbor tells it, the two were confronted by a pair of soldiers patrolling the area, who asked to see their identity cards. Mr. Masha did not have his.  “He decided to make a run for it,” said the neighbor, Innocent Rwagatore.  Mr. Masha fled to a nearby rocky ditch. When his body was found the next morning, in the place where he had apparently been crouching for hours, there were no signs of violence. The city of Goma and the surrounding area of eastern Congo hold many dangers, including armed rebellions, famine and volcanic explosions.  But there is another, more mysterious threat as well: large reservoirs of methane and carbon dioxide lying deep beneath Lake Kivu’s surface and along its shores. While the gases can be tapped for energy, they can also kill. Mr. Masha is believed to have died instantly when he hid in an invisible bubble of carbon dioxide, known as a mazuku, or “evil wind” in Swahili. When Flavius Josephus, a first-century historian, referred to the Sea of Galilee in ancient Judea as an “ambition of nature,” he could also have been speaking of Lake Kivu. A freshwater lake split between longstanding adversaries, Congo and Rwanda, Lake Kivu is a hub of commerce that sits in a seismically active region, with lava occasionally flowing into it from nearby volcanoes. 

The eruption of Mount Nyiragongo near the lake’s northern shore in 2002 stimulated new interest in the gas fields beneath Lake Kivu’s surface: 392 billion cubic yards of carbon dioxide and 78 billion cubic yards of methane slowly building toward a saturation point, or potential release. It could take centuries, scientists say, but some experts argue that another eruption of Mount Nyiragongo or nearby Mount Nyamulagira — Africa’s most active volcano — could set off a devastating gas release. Similar events have been recorded at least twice before, both times on lakes in Cameroon during the mid-1980s. In one case, over 1,700 people were killed. But Lake Kivu is many hundreds of times bigger, and scientists say the amount of gases trapped underwater is larger. 

The lake’s rare chemistry has also presented a financial opportunity. The World Bank has earmarked over $3 million for delicate gas extraction that could harvest years of energy for the countries of the African Great Lakes region, and it has been promoted by Rwanda and Congo as a centerpiece of the new and shaky peace between the former enemies. According to Rwanda’s minister of energy, nearly 60 companies have come forward expressing interest in extracting gases, particularly methane, from the lake. The likelihood of a major gas release remains unknown. Some of the scientists studying the lake have been hired as consultants for the big-money deals. But war and a lack of resources — this stunningly beautiful region remains one of the poorest in the world — also make the lake and volcanoes difficult to monitor closely.  “The problems of the lake are not just chemical, they are political,” said Dr. Dario Tedesco, a volcano expert who is writing the United Nations’ contingency plans for Mount Nyiragongo’s next eruption. Still, the mazukus are a chilling and constant reminder of the power within the earth. According to Dr. Tedesco, nearly 100 people like Mr. Masha die each year from the carbon dioxide vents along Lake Kivu’s northern shore. Stories of people feeling breathless and lightheaded when swimming in the lake are common, which could contribute to the many drownings there. In the aftermath of the Rwandan genocide in 1994, many died from mazukus that sent clouds of gas into jam-packed refugee camps along the lake. “We’ve known for a long time,” said James Nzumuka, Goma’s district mayor. Signs displaying skulls and warning of the mazuku danger are spread around the area, and children have been told to stay away from the lake. 

At Goma’s public beach, a rocky stretch where motorcycles are washed and baptisms performed, fishermen speak of the many other perils of life by the lake, telling stories of deadly piracy over expensive nets used to catch sambaza, a local sardine-size fish. Other boats, overloaded, tip and sink. Swelling storms have thrown others into the lake, where, according to the National Geographic Society, lightning strikes more frequently than anywhere else in the world. Many of the deaths seem preventable. Every dry season Goma’s children die, not from thirst, but from drowning. From June to August, when the rains stop, so does the regular water supply to many of the city’s residents. In a summertime ritual, children go to the lake to fetch buckets of water. Many do not know how to swim. Such was the case for Marie Bazimuka’s son Abu Bakar, 11, who disappeared in July while fetching water from the lake with a friend. His body was found two days later, near the spot where he had gone missing. “During the dry season, the lake likes to kill people,” said Mrs. Bazimuka, who considers herself deeply religious. “It’s a kind of demon, a devil.” For Goma, which has struggled mightily to form a semblance of a functioning government, keeping track of the deaths is difficult. A calamity division of Goma’s police force, which was established last year, reported that nine bodies were found in the lake last August; the mayor’s office recorded 14. Neither has a record of Abu Bakar’s death in July. According to Mrs. Bazimuka, who said three other children died the same day, most deaths are not reported. “The best protection the government could give us is to provide water,” said Edward Wilondje, whose son Fisto, 17, drowned after going to fetch water in August 2006. “It’s always the same issue.”
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	· Japan, Mekong nations agree to cooperate on environmental issues  - Xinhua
· Flood-hit areas in Thailand declared disaster zones  - AsiaOne



Japan, Mekong nations agree to cooperate on environmental issues  - Xinhua

    TOKYO, Nov. 7 (Xinhua) -- Japan and five Mekong nations agreed Saturday to cooperate on issues such as environmental protection and climate change in the next ten years. 

    In the first summit that opened Friday, Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama and leaders of the five countries of Cambodia, Laos, Myanmar, Thailand and Vietnam adopted the Tokyo Declaration, urging enhanced cooperation between the two sides on the environmental issues. 

    To encourage the region's further development, Japan pledged more than 500 billion yen (5.6 billion U.S. dollars) in official aid to the countries along the Mekong River over the next three years from fiscal 2010. 

    The Japanese premier will also meet separately with Cambodian Prime Minister Hun Sen, Lao Prime Minister Bouasone Bouphavanh, Myanmar Prime Minister Gen. Thein Sein, Thai Prime Minister Abhisit Vejjajiva and Vietnamese Prime Minister Nguyen Tan Dung later in the day. 

Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama (3rd L) gestures at the end of a photo session with leaders of the Mekong river region (L-R) Cambodian Prime Minister Hun Sen, Laotian Prime Minister Bouasone Bouphavanh, Myanmar Prime Minister Thein Sein, Thai Prime Minister Abhisit Vejjajiva and Vietnamese Prime Minister Nguyen Tan Dung at the State Guest House in Tokyo November 6, 2009. 

http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/2009-11/07/content_12404509.htm
…………………………………….

Flood-hit areas in Thailand declared disaster zones  - AsiaOne

Sun, Nov 08, 2009

The Nation/Asia News Network  

 Districts in five provinces affected

Flood-affected districts in Narathiwat, Satun, Trang, Songkhla and Phatthalung were yesterday declared disaster zones as the South was hit by torrential rain.

In the province of Songkhla, inundation led to the suspension of train services to the southernmost provinces and beyond.

Following four days of torrential rain and rising flood levels that were expected to increasingly affect residents, Narathiwat Governor Thanon Vejkornkanon yesterday declared all 13 districts in the province as disaster zones.

Narathiwat Disaster Prevention and Mitigation chief Khetha Khekarat said the floods had affected 10,264 families in 193 villages and damaged at least 5,000 rai of farmland.

Meanwhile, local officials and villagers managed to dig out four bodies from under thick mud. The four were members of a family of eight who had gone missing after Friday's landslide in Sri Sakhon district.

Songkhla yesterday declared Chana district as a flood disaster zone, following the Friday declaration of Saba Yoi, Na Thawi, Thepha, Hat Yai, Muang, Khlong Hoi Khong, and Rattaphum districts. The Songkhla Disaster Prevention and Mitigation Office reported that flooding had occurred in 11 out of its 16 districts and affected 41,004 residents, damaged 10 houses, 3,450 rai of farmland, 70 roads and 18 bridges. The initial estimate of damage was about Bt3.68 million.

Train services from Hat Yai to Sungai Kolok in Narathiwat were paralysed yesterday as a 600-metre section of the track between Chana and Wat Kuan Meed stations was under deep water. All southern trains were therefore stopped at Hat Yai. The State Railway of Thailand could not confirm if the services would be resumed today pending further development of flood situation and railway damage assessment.

Trang province's Rassada, Wang Wiset, Palian and Na Yong districts were also declared flood disaster zones.

The Banthat Mountain Range Wildlife Reserve indefinitely closed six waterfalls after the heavy rains continued and the water level was rising with reddish muddy appearance.

The Sairung, Prai Sawan, Kachong, Ton Te, Ton Tok and Lam Plok falls will remain closed until further notice or after the rains have stopped for more than seven consecutive days.

Meanwhile, the Special Task Force Unit 11 in Yala yesterday dispatched three UNIMOG military vehicles and two flat-bottom boats to help those affected by the flooding.residents to travel through the flooded Yala-Ban Niang Road and Tha Sab-Lam Mai Road. Since Yala's all eight districts suffered from flooding, local administrations set up centres to tackle flooding, landslide and storms to assess the damages and assist the affected residents.

The Thai Meteorological Department warned provinces from Surat Thani southwards of heavy rains and possible flash floods in the next couple of days.

Downpours continued in Surat Thani's Tha Chana and Chaiya districts, while a massive inflow of seawater flooded beachside villages and roads.

The night-time island-hopping ferries from Nakhon Surat Thani, Koh Samui, Koh Pha Ngan and Koh Tao piers suspended their services.

In related news, the central province of Samut Prakan was yesterday hit by flooding triggered by a second round of massive inflows of seawater, following a similar incident two days earlier. The Sukhumvit Road towards Muang Samut Prakan and Pak Nam Market was under 80cm-deep floodwater, causing traffic jams.

http://news.asiaone.com/News/Latest%2BNews/Asia/Story/A1Story20091108-178509.html
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Delegates discuss way forward in UN climate talks

The Washington Post, November 6, 2009, by KATY DAIGLE and ARTHUR MAX

BARCELONA, Spain -- U.N. climate negotiators said Friday that, despite low expectations for setting legally binding emissions targets next month, it is still possible to conclude a strong, 192-nation deal to define future work in fighting global warming. 

Countries most vulnerable to climate change said they were incensed that rich nations were rethinking the timetable for concluding a legally binding treaty. 

Delegates were spending the final day of U.N. climate talks in Spain hammering out a draft accord in which rich nations would make hard pledges to reduce emissions and to finance aid to help the world's poorest cope with the effects of Earth's rising temperatures. 

The idea of next month's U.N. climate conference in Copenhagen ending with a political deal, rather than a legally binding agreement, disappointed developing nations already suffering severe droughts, floods and other catastrophes blamed on rising temperatures. 

The shift follows acknowledgment that several countries, including the United States, may not be politically ready to sign a legal pact by next month. 

Yvo de Boer, the U.N. official who is shepherding the talks, assured that negotiators were still aiming to achieve a significant deal that would set specific goals. 

Nations would agree to stick to their promises while negotiating the details of the treaty, taking as long as another year. 

"Governments can deliver a strong deal in Copenhagen, and nothing has changed my confidence in that," de Boer said. 

While he said he could not guarantee promises would not be broken, it would be difficult for developed countries "to wiggle out" of written commitments they make in a Copenhagen deal. 

The deal may take the form of consensus decisions, including an overarching statement of long-term objectives, along with a series of supplemental decisions on technology transfers, rewards for halting deforestation, and building infrastructure in poor countries to adapt to global warming, delegates said. 

De Boer said he was looking to the United States to announce a clear emissions target for 2020. "A number from the president of the United States would have huge weight," de Boer said. 

Legislation is making its way through the U.S. Congress that set slightly different goals for reducing carbon emissions, and Jonathan Pershing, the chief U.S. delegate to the U.N. talks, declined to say whether the U.S. will be ready to submit a target for the Copenhagen accord. 

At the same time, he said President Barack Obama has the authority to make a commitment without congressional approval, "but a decision on whether or not we will do it has not yet been made." 

The Copenhagen deal now expected would carry the authority of world leaders who would sign it. De Boer suggested 40 heads of government would be attending the Copenhagen summit, though the Danish government said that number was not yet been confirmed. 

The head of the bloc of developing nations criticized rich nations for failing expectations after two years of tough negotiations for a legal treaty. 

"Nonperformance, nondeliverance and noncommitment by the developed countries is acting as a brake for any meaningful progress," Sudanese delegate Lumumba Di-Aping said. "We need a real change of heart and mind by the developed countries," which he accused of seeking to "relieve themselves of the commitment by asking the poorest of the world and the most vulnerable and the most underdeveloped to subsidize their high standard of living." 

Di-Aping also complained that rich nations so far were offering too little in emissions cuts. Scientists say industrial countries should reduce emissions by 25 to 40 percent from 1990 levels to avoid climate catastrophe. Di-Aping said their pledges amounted to 11-15 percent. 

The head of the Indian delegation, Shyam Saran, said Copenhagen's success would depend on rich nations presenting significant reduction targets, but that an agreement by all 192 nations could still be binding. 

"We don't share view that it is no longer possible. If it were no longer possible, we would rather pack up and go home," Saran said. 

The delegate from Sweden, which holds the rotating EU presidency, downplayed the tumult in negotiations and said a serious deal can still be reached next month. 

"We are going to change the fundamentals of industrial civilization, so it's no wonder there is a lot of activity going on in a negotiation like this," Anders Turresson said. 

Some delegates warned, however, that a watered-down deal could face trouble at Copenhagen. 

"We look forward to Copenhagen with optimism, but we will not accept a weak, green-wash outcome," said Alf Wills, the chief negotiator for South Africa. 

A bloc of 43 island nations urged leaders of the world's industrial nations to double efforts toward concluding a legally binding pact during the December summit. 

"Weak political declarations are not the solution," said a statement by the chairman of the Alliance of Small Island States, Grenada delegate Ambassador Dessima Williams. 

The charity group Oxfam International said the outrage was "understandable." 

"Rich countries must recognize that tens of thousands of forced climate migrants, increased food shortages and spiraling climate debt is not just a reality faced by poor nations, but will ultimately affect us all," said Oxfam climate adviser Antonio Hill. 

A Copenhagen deal would hinge on decisions that can only be taken at the top political level. They include: carbon emission reduction targets by 2020 from industrial countries; firm plans by developing countries to reduce the growth of their emissions; specific short- and long-term financial commitments to poor countries to adapt to climate change; and a mechanism for distributing the funds that will be controlled by the developing countries. 

Even an interim deal would clear the way to mobilize funds to help poor countries. The EU has said euro5 billion to euro7 billion ($7.4 billion to $10.4 billion) would be needed in the next three years for developing nations to begin planning their first steps toward controlling their emissions and protecting themselves against the effects of climate change. 

By 2020, the EU says, $150 billion (euro101 billion) a year is needed to fight climate change in the developing world. 

The delay in brokering a legally binding document is significant. The only instrument for controlling carbon emissions, the 1997 Kyoto Protocol, expires in 2012. Unless a new treaty is in place by then, no regulations will exist, threatening chaos among industries relying on predictable rules for their business development. 

Issues to resolve for Copenhagen climate talks

The Washington Post, November 6, 2009

A list of key points negotiators hope to clarify before meeting for a decisive U.N. climate conference next month in Copenhagen, Denmark. 

EMISSIONS TARGETS - Industrial nations are asked to make specific pledges for reducing greenhouse gas emissions by 2020, while developing nations should state how they are reducing emissions growth. Scientists say industrial countries should reduce emissions by 25 to 40 percent from 1990 levels to avoid climate catastrophe. So far their pledges amount to far less. Developing nations want their rich counterparts to commit to cut emissions by at least 40 percent from 1990 levels. 

CLIMATE AID - Industrial nations are asked to contribute to a global climate aid fund to help the world's poorest cope with the effects of climate change. An interim deal at Copenhagen would clear the way to mobilize some funds. The European Union estimates euro100 billion, or about $150 billion, a year will be needed by 2020 to fight climate change in the developing world, with euro5 billion to euro7 billion needed in each of the next three years. 

AID DISBURSEMENT - Nations must agree on a mechanism for distributing funds both to help the developing world transition to low-carbon energy production as well as to aid poor nations hit by droughts, floods and other climate-linked disasters. Unlike current international funding agencies such as the World Bank, the new body would give developing countries an equal if not greater voice in how money is spent. 

TREATY FRAMEWORK - Negotiators must agree on the shape of a legally binding treaty. Developing nations want the 1997 Kyoto Protocol to be extended beyond its 2012 expiration, with expanded emission reductions pledges for 37 industrial countries. The United States rejected the protocol because it excluded obligations for developing countries, and it does not want to join now. It is unclear whether a second parallel agreement is required, whether Kyoto would be scrapped altogether, or whether the Kyoto terms would be cut-and-pasted into a single new document. 

Climate Treaty May Need Extra Year

Reuters, November 6, 2009, by Gerard Wynn and Richard Cowan

BARCELONA/WASHINGTON - A U.N. climate treaty may need an extra year beyond a December deadline to agree details, delegates at U.N. talks said on Thursday even as a U.S. Senate committee approved a carbon-capping bill.

The November 2-6 meeting of 175 nations in Spain, the last session before a U.N. accord is due in Copenhagen next month, turned gloomy about salvaging a strong deal after two years of negotiations.

World leaders have also said in recent days that Copenhagen may merely agree a politically binding deal rather than a full legally binding treaty. In Spain, negotiators suggested extensions from three months to a year or more.

Toughening a Copenhagen text if it fall short of a binding deal "should be done as early as possible ... three months, six months," said Artur Runge-Metzger, head of the European Commission delegation.

A British official said it was likely to take at least six months and "ideally no longer than a year" to agree details. After Copenhagen, the next meeting of environment ministers is in Mexico in December 2010.

Talks to agree on a U.N. pact began in Bali, Indonesia, in December 2007 with a two-year deadline to agree a pact meant to fight a rise in temperatures, more floods, droughts or rising sea levels.

But recession has hit many nations and carbon-capping legislation in the United States, the biggest emitter after China, is unlikely to be ready this year despite a vote by a Senate panel on Thursday in favor of a Democratic climate bill.

John Ashe, chairman of talks to extend the existing Kyoto Protocol, said negotiators should wrap up at the next meeting of officials in Bonn around May if Copenhagen stalls, as happened when a previous U.N. meeting was suspended in 2000.

"We did it before, we can do it again," he said.

And a Japanese official said "unless it's agreed within six months after Copenhagen it will perhaps be the following year because of the U.S. mid-term elections." About a third of the U.S. Senate is up for re-election in November 2010.

BOGGED DOWN

The Barcelona negotiations have got bogged down with disputes between rich and poor including a day-long boycott by African nations who accuse the rich of failing to set themselves deep enough 2020 goals for curbing greenhouse gas emissions.

"It seems that somewhere, someone decided 'let's shift gear, let's make sure we don't move so much'," said Bruno Sekoli of Lesotho, chair of the group of least developed nations.

Still, he said a delay was better than a "very bad deal."

In Washington, the U.S. Senate Environment and Public Works Committee approved a Democratic bill that would require industry to cut emissions of greenhouse gases by 20 percent by 2020 from 2005 levels.

"I think this is a great signal for Copenhagen that there's a will to do what it takes to advance this issue," committee Chairman Barbara Boxer told reporters after her panel voted.

But Democrats are likely to fall far short of their goal of passing legislation in the full Senate before Copenhagen as Boxer's bill lacks enough support for full approval.

Yvo de Boer, head of the U.N. Climate Change Secretariat, has said Copenhagen should at least set 2020 greenhouse gas emissions goals for rich nations including the United States, agree actions by the poor to slow their rising emissions, ways to raise billions in funding and mechanisms to oversee funds.

Also in Barcelona, the World Bank announced $1.1 billion funding for clean energy and preparation for climate change in Africa, from a total pot of $6.3 billion pledged by donors in funds for developing nations.

General Environment News


Lower-carbon future? Try natural gas

The Washington Post, November 6, 2009, by Tony Hayward

The public debate on climate change can seem beguilingly simple: alternative fuels good; fossil fuels bad. If we burn less of the latter and use more of the former, the argument goes, we will be well on our way to a lower-carbon future. 

But shaping our energy future will be more complex than simply using less fossil fuel and more alternatives. Getting to a lower-carbon world while also providing the increasing energy needed to power a growing economy requires a more nuanced approach. 

Renewable energy sources -- wind, solar, biofuels -- have an important role, and BP, the energy company I head, is investing significantly in all. Still, the shift to alternatives can't happen overnight. Global energy needs and the sheer scale of our business make this impossible. 

The issue, then, is not a choice between fossil fuels and alternatives but, rather, what combination can achieve the fastest carbon reduction at the lowest possible cost using available technology? 

Answering that question requires recognizing that not all fossil fuels are created environmentally equal. We can reduce carbon emissions significantly if we burn cleaner, less-carbon-intensive fossil fuels while also moving in a deliberate and affordable way toward alternatives and increased efficiency. Fortunately, there is a feasible path toward this goal. 

Seriously tackling carbon dioxide levels over the next two decades will require addressing the use of electricity -- and coal in particular. Electricity generation produces 41 percent of the CO2 the United States emits, the largest single source. Coal generates half of all U.S. electricity, but 80 percent of the resulting carbon. Coal has to be cleaned up or replaced. 

Is there a path to cleaner coal? In theory, yes: It's called carbon capture and storage (CCS), which essentially involves reverse-engineering a gas field, putting the carbon back in the ground rather than taking it out. (BP is a major investor in demonstration projects to test CCS at scale.) With government support, large-scale implementation of CCS could be achievable by roughly 2020. But even then, substantial costs will be associated with its use. 

What about nuclear power? All-out nuclearization, a la France, would be costly and difficult to achieve in the United States, and the environmental payoff would be slow. 

I don't think we can afford to wait. Until renewables gain a sizable share of the power sector, CCS becomes available, and nuclear energy ramps up, the only realistic option is increasing use of natural gas. 

Gas is far and away the cleanest-burning fossil fuel, generating at least 50 percent less carbon per kilowatt hour than coal, and almost zero sulfur oxides, mercury and particulate ash. And because gas-fired power stations can be easily switched on and off (unlike those fired by coal), it is the ideal complement to intermittent power sources such as wind and solar. 

Gas has long been held back by concerns about security of supply and the related issue of price volatility. But in the past four years, the landscape of the U.S. natural gas supply has been transformed. Thanks to the innovative use of technologies such as hydraulic-fracturing and horizontal drilling, reserves previously thought inaccessible are now recoverable. 

This "unconventional" or "tight" gas -- for example, in shale deposits or coal-bed methane trapped in coal seams -- is abundantly available in many areas. Production from one field where the new techniques were pioneered, the Barnett Shale near Fort Worth, has itself almost turned around the production of natural gas in the United States. 

Major discoveries have been made not only in such traditional gas-producing states as Texas and Louisiana but also in Ohio, Michigan, Pennsylvania and Upstate New York. BP estimates that the United States now has 50 to 100 years' supply of recoverable natural gas. 

All this is highly significant for the rest of the world, because those technologies have only just begun to be applied to unconventional gas resources elsewhere. 

We at BP believe there is the potential to find and develop tight gas and shale gas in North Africa and the Middle East, Europe, China and in the southern cone of Latin America. There's also potentially high-quality coal-bed methane in Australia and Southeast Asia. 

So it's fair to ask: Why does the Waxman-Markey climate bill in the House all but ignore natural gas in favor of the most expensive fuels (wind and solar), as well as the most carbon-intensive (coal)? 

An effective cap-and-trade mechanism would treat all carbon equally, whether it comes out of a tailpipe or a smokestack. A uniform, equitable carbon price would cost-effectively influence the choice between coal and gas, allowing informed investment in more sustainable and economically attractive gas plants. 

The rewards for getting this right could be substantial. BP estimates that increased use of natural gas could achieve as much as 30 percent of Waxman-Markey's target CO2 reductions -- at a fraction of the cost of other options. 

Natural gas is frequently described as a "bridge fuel" to a lower-carbon future. By using existing technology and infrastructure, it can be much more. It can be a "destination fuel." Natural gas is here. It's cleaner. It's affordable. 

What are we waiting for? 

Democrats move on emissions bill
The Washington Post, November 6, 2009, BY Julie Eilperin

Disregarding a Republican boycott, Democrats on the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee passed legislation Thursday that would impose a mandatory curb on greenhouse gas emissions. 

The move to report out the bill sponsored by  Sen. John F. Kerry (D-Mass.) and the panel's chairman,  Sen. Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.), highlighted the divisiveness of the current proposal, as well as Democrats' eagerness to demonstrate they are making at least some progress before international climate talks next month in Copenhagen. 

Even as the panel approved the measure on a vote of 11 to 1 -- with  Sen. Max Baucus (D-Mont.) opposing it because he said it included climate targets that are too steep and would not do enough to protect farmers -- attention shifted to Kerry's efforts to collaborate with  Sens. Lindsey O. Graham (R-S.C.) and  Joseph I. Lieberman (I-Conn.) on a different bipartisan measure that would seek to expand the number of nuclear reactors and oil drilling off U.S. coasts. Many senators see these talks -- rather than the bill approved in committee -- as the main vehicle for any legislation that would reach the floor. 

Scott Segal, a lawyer at the firm Bracewell & Giuliani who represents energy and manufacturing interests, said Thursday's vote "is more the end of the beginning than the beginning of the end." 

Former vice president Al Gore, in a meeting Thursday with The Washington Post's editorial board, said he hopes the negotiations between Kerry and Graham, with the aid of the administration, will "produce a consensus bill before Copenhagen," empowering U.S. negotiators at the talks. 

Gore added that he knows President Obama and his aides are "having discussions" about Obama attending the climate talks in December. He said, however, that he "has no indication" that a final decision has been made. 

The Kerry-Boxer bill would cut the nation's greenhouse gas emissions 20 percent by 2020 from 2005 levels by compelling industries releasing carbon dioxide and other gases linked to global warming to buy a dwindling number of pollution credits over time. They would be able to trade the permits -- 31 percent of which would be auctioned initially -- with other emitters, including some that would not be covered by the overall carbon limit. 

Charles T. Drevna, president of the National Petrochemical & Refiners Association, said he does not understand why Democrats are choosing to refine the climate bill outside of the committee. 

"I always thought that was the chore of the committee," said Drevna, whose industry is receiving just 2.25 percent of free pollution allowances. "It's frustrating to see for whatever reason -- political expediency, the Copenhagen deadline -- [the panel] pass something out that all realize has no chance of passage." 

Boxer issued a statement saying the panel acted "in full accordance with longstanding committee and Senate rules." 

Committee Republicans decried the move, saying the Environmental Protection Agency should have conducted a full economic analysis of the measure, which would have cost taxpayers $350,000, agency officials said. 

"Republicans want and expect to participate in any bill about clean energy, but taxpayers expect us to know what this bill costs before we start voting on it," said  Sen. Lamar Alexander (Tenn.), who sits on the panel and also chairs the Senate Republican Conference. 

Baucus, who had sought to bring the measure's 2020 reduction target down to 17 percent and wanted additional provisions concerning the agriculture industry, said he will continue to work to craft a more politically viable piece of legislation. 

Myron Ebell, director of energy and global warming policy at the Competitive Enterprise Institute, said the Democrats' move would ultimately hamper their ability to pass legislation on the issue. "We congratulate Chairman Boxer and the committee's Democrats for their methods. They have so poisoned the atmosphere in the Senate that there is now no doubt that the Kerry-Boxer energy-rationing bill is dead," he said. 

Environmental groups at odds over new tack in climate fight

The Washington Post, November 6, 2009, by David A. Fahrenthold

MANHATTAN, KAN. -- A curious debate has broken out among American environmental groups, as the Senate balkily starts to focus on the threat of climate change. 

Is this really the time to talk about the threat of climate change? 

Now, some groups have muted their alarms about wildfires, shrinking glaciers and rising seas. Not because they've stopped caring about them -- but because they're trying to win over people who might care more about a climate bill's non-environmental side benefits, such as "green" jobs and reduced oil imports. 

Smaller environmental groups, however, say this is the wrong moment to ease up on the scare because that might send the signal that a weaker bill is acceptable. 

At the heart of this intra-green disagreement is a behemoth of an unanswered question: Even after years of apocalyptic warnings about climate change, how much will Americans really sacrifice to fight it? 

"It's a lack of faith in the American public," said Kieran Suckling of the Center for Biological Diversity, an Arizona nonprofit, talking about the light-on-climate ads used by bigger groups. "If the scientists, the environmentalists in our country do their jobs, and explain the test of climate change, the public will come along." 

"Instead of doing that job," Suckling said, "we're running away from it." 

Playing down the threat from a warming climate may come with a cost for environmental groups, if it appears to give senators license to weaken measures aimed at helping the environment, such as limits on greenhouse gas emissions. 

Already, the push for energy "made in America" has given industry an opening to press for things some green groups don't want: more offshore drilling in U.S. waters and more support for the American coal business. 

Lou Hayden of the American Petroleum Institute said his group does not debate environmentalists about climate science. But he said it will fight environmentalists on the jobs question, saying that the climate bill would kill more than it would create. 

"Is it easier to respond to the jobs [argument] and to the kind of operational economic questions? Yes," he said. 

'Beginning stages'
This summer, the House passed a bill that would limit emissions by 2020, using a complex system called "cap and trade" that would allow companies to buy and sell allowances to pollute. 

But this week has shown that the Senate will be a much harder sell. On Thursday, a Senate committee voted 11 to 1 to pass a climate measure based loosely on the House legislation, with Republicans boycotting the vote. But a day earlier, a trio of senators said they were coming up with a separate climate bill -- making the one passed Thursday somewhat irrelevant. 

"We're just at the beginning stages here," said Sen. John F. Kerry (D-Mass.), the lead sponsor of the original bill and one of the senators working on the new measure. 

Polling over the past decade has shown that solid majorities of Americans consider global warming real, and a significant threat, though few call it a top priority. Washington Post-ABC News polls this year have shown that a steady but thin majority of Americans, 52 percent in the most recent survey, favor cap-and-trade. 

One poll done this fall for the Pew Environment Group found 76 percent of likely 2010 voters think global warming is happening now or will happen in the future, and 71 percent called it a serious threat. But another survey, done about the same time by the Pew Research Center, caused a stir after it found that the number of people who saw solid evidence that warming is happening had shrunk from 71 percent to 57 percent since April 2008. 

Now, given the slow progress in the Senate, some green groups say they want to broaden their appeal beyond committed environmentalists, to the skeptical, the agnostic and the distracted. 

That means minimizing doomsday predictions and focusing on positives: A climate bill will create jobs in the renewable-energy industry and keep money away from oil-state villains. 

No more 'warming'
In 2006, for example, a well-known TV spot from the Environmental Defense Fund and the Ad Council showed global warming as a speeding locomotive bearing down on a little girl. 

This year, however, the train is gone. So is the word "warming." Instead, one spot from the EDF shows solar panels and windmills, while an announcer talks about jobs and a reduced dependence on foreign oil. 

"We need more renewable energy that's made in America and works for America, creating 1.7 million jobs," the narrator says. The spot doesn't mention the word "climate" and instead talks about cutting "carbon pollution," using a phrase common in recent ads by several groups. 

"It's two words that are pretty easily understandable," said Daniel Lashof of the Natural Resources Defense Council. "I mean, scientists like to talk about 'greenhouse gases.' Nobody knows what that means." 

On Tuesday night, climate activist Nancy Jackson addressed one of the most climate-skeptical audiences in the country: Kansans. She was speaking to college students here in Manhattan -- a town where one religious leader was able to draw congregants to screenings of "An Inconvenient Truth" only by passing out Nerf balls, so they could hurl them at the image of Al Gore. 

"Take climate change off the table, okay?" Jackson said, after reciting evidence that the climate really is changing. "You don't have to buy it for everything I'm about to say, because everything we do [to combat climate change] is a good idea for at least three other reasons." 

She told the students that Kansas has an abundance of wind, sun and crops such as corn and prairie grasses -- all potential sources of renewable power. The message worked, at least on 21-year-old student Matthew Brandt. He said he doesn't believe in climate change, but -- after hearing Jackson's talk -- he was interested in windmills. 

"I plan to have a wind turbine on my property" after graduation, Brandt said. "I figure it's a good investment." 

The World Wildlife Fund, one of the groups critical of the good-news approach to climate advocacy, is running its own ads underlining fears about what climate change will bring. In Montana, the ads talk about increased wildfires. In Indiana, it's floods. In Maine, stronger storms. 

"The reality is, we need to save ourselves," said Carter S. Roberts, the group's president. "The connection between an intact planet and people's well-being . . . is the part of the equation that's missing." 

U.S. Ex-Im Bank To Promote Renewable Energy Exports

Reuters, November 6, 2009, by Tom Doggett

WASHINGTON - The U.S. Export-Import Bank on Thursday said it will provide up to $250 million to help finance exports of U.S.-built-and-designed technology used in generating renewable energy including solar, wind and geothermal.

"We want to help American manufacturers produce green technology for the world," said Fred Hochberg, chairman and president of Ex-Im Bank. "This common sense approach is good for the environment. It's good for business, and it's good for American workers."

The renewable financing facility is part of the Ex-Im Bank's new comprehensive carbon policy it adopted to support U.S. exports that fight global warming.

The bank said it wants to become a leader in financing climate-friendly technologies made by U.S. companies, including those that cut greenhouse gas emissions and boost energy efficiency.

Global investment through 2030 could total $2.1 trillion for wind turbines and $1.5 trillion for solar photovoltaic panels, according to the U.S. Energy Department.

China alone is spending about $9 billion a month on clean energy, the department said. The Ex-Im Bank will help U.S. companies get some of that business.

The bank will support U.S. renewable exports by guaranteeing repayment of loans given to companies in case they default, providing export credit insurance and making direct loans.

The Bank's carbon policy also supports the Obama administration's plan to create jobs in the new green economy.

"In the coming years, there will be a vigorous effort to limit carbon pollution that will require a massive deployment of clean energy technologies," U.S. Energy Secretary Chu said last week at a Senate hearing on climate change legislation.

"The only question is which countries will invent, manufacture, and export these clean technologies and which countries will become dependent on foreign products?" he added.

Chu pointed out that the United States manufactured more than 40 percent of the world's solar cells in the mid 1990s, and the U.S. share today is just 7 percent.

The Ex-Im Bank said it would also push the other 29 industrialized countries that are members of the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development to create financing incentives for projects that spew fewer greenhouse gas emissions.

U.S. Requests Talks With Mexico Over Tuna Dispute 

Reuters, November 6, 2009, by Roberta Rampton

WASHINGTON - The United States on Thursday sought formal talks with Mexico to settle a spat between the neighbors over which international body should hear a complaint about "dolphin-safe" tuna.

In March, Mexico filed a World Trade Organization complaint challenging U.S. labeling rules for tuna caught using methods less harmful to dolphins that swim near the fish.

The United States bars the "dolphin-safe" label on tuna caught by boats using purse seine nets that also snare dolphins -- a technique used by Mexican vessels, the U.S. Trade Representative's office said.

The USTR argues the dispute should be heard by a North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) panel instead of the WTO. It said it has now asked for formal consultations with Mexico on the issue.

The move came after Mexico asked the WTO to start the process of choosing panelists to hear its complaint against the United States.

For trade disputes involving conservation and environmental issues, the United States says NAFTA is the proper forum if the respondent requests it. This is the first such NAFTA venue challenge, the USTR said.

"We are enforcing the right that the United States, Canada and Mexico negotiated in the NAFTA," USTR spokeswoman Debbie Mesloh said in a statement.

"This is an important right that has not previously been invoked by a NAFTA party, and defending our right under this clause preserves and strengthens the NAFTA dispute settlement regime."

Study: Managing Emissions Intensity

The New York Times, November 6, 2009, by John Collins Rudolf

“Emissions intensity” – the amount of atmospheric carbon generated from fossil fuel use per unit of gross domestic product – fell globally in all but two years between 1994 and 2006, according to a World Bank study released earlier this week.

But emissions reductions in individual countries presented a mixed picture, according to Masami Kojima, the lead energy specialist with the World Bank, and one of the authors of the study, which highlights to challenge of de-coupling emissions from economic growth. 

Between 2001 and 2006, for instance, emissions in countries like Italy and China grew rapidly relative to GDP. Emissions from fossil fuel use in the United States continued to rise alongside economic growth as well, but at a slowing rate between 2001 and 2006 — largely because of emissions reductions by the American industrial sector, the study found. 

“The United States is definitely on the right track,” said Ms. Kojima.

India, though still far from stabilizing emissions relative to economic growth, also showed some progress. “Given where India is today, the fact that they’re improving, even at that low level of development, is pretty impressive,” said Ms. Kojima. 

A handful of countries, including Denmark and Germany, drastically reduced emissions, both over all and in relation to economic growth. 

The study did not analyze the specific policies within each country that led to changes in emissions, but Warren Evans, the director of the World Bank’s environment department, said that countries that succeeded in reducing emissions while still expanding their economies should be examined closely by other nations during upcoming climate talks in Copenhagen. 

“It would be helpful to policy makers in Copenhagen to pay attention to these results, particularly to lessons learned in countries that have been successful in reducing energy intensity,” Mr. Evans said in a statement.

Syngas With Carbon Capture at Cook Inlet

The New York Times, November 6, 2009, by Stefan Milkowski

When developers approached Cook Inlet Region Inc., an energy and resource development company in Anchorage, Alaska, with the idea of using underground coal gasification to tap into a huge coal field nearby, officials thought the plan sounded too good to be true. 

A well would be drilled into a coal seam deep underground. Oxygen or air would be injected to start a combustion process, and the resulting synthesis gas, or syngas, would be produced through a second well. 

Carbon dioxide could be stripped out before burning the syngas to make electricity. 

“The more we learned, the more we thought, well, maybe it will work,” said Jim Jager, C.I.R.I.’s director of communications. After turning down proposals to mine coal at the site – Mr. Jager cited a desire not to “destroy” the land – the company recently announced plans to develop an underground coal gasification project with a 100-megawatt power plant and carbon capture and sequestration technology.

As the nation looks for ways to burn coal without producing so much carbon dioxide, developers, researchers, and environmentalists are all approaching underground coal gasification, or U.C.G., with cautious optimism. 

“The technology is promising,” said George Peridas of the Natural Resources Defense Council. “It’s at a stage where we need additional research and development and pilot projects. We are watching closely, and we hope that it succeeds.” 

In its September report, “Coal Without Carbon,” the nonprofit Clean Air Task Force called for large-scale government investment in research and development of U.C.G. 

The technology is not new. The Department of Energy’s Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory studied it extensively in the 1970s and 1980s, and the former Soviet Union developed several underground coal gasification plants, one of which is still operating.

Other plants are up and running in Australia and South Africa. 

What is new, according to Lawrence Livermore’s Roger Aines, is combining underground coal gasification with carbon capture and storage technolgoy. 

Because carbon dioxide can be removed from syngas before combustion, capturing the greenhouse gas should be a lot cheaper than with a traditional coal-fired power plant. Stripping the carbon dioxide pre-combustion leaves the syngas with a carbon footprint similar to that of natural gas. 

By converting the fuel to hydrogen, the carbon footprint could be eliminated completely. While U.C.G. is not a realistic substitute everywhere coal is mined – it’s best for getting at coal seems deep underground – it could potentially triple the total amount of coal accessible for use in the United States, according to Mr. Aines. 

And there’s already a lot of coal. “It’s an enormous resource,” he said, “if we can make good on it.”

Sea turtle advocates sue State Department

San Francisco Chronicle, November 6, 2009, by Peter Fimrite

A California sea turtle advocacy group and a Florida fishing association filed a federal lawsuit in San Francisco Thursday accusing the U.S. State Department of allowing foreign fishermen to sell shrimp in the United States caught by nets that kill sea turtles.

The lawsuit filed by the Turtle Island Restoration Network in Forest Knolls and the Mayport Village Association claims regulators hardly ever monitor overseas shrimp fleets but nevertheless allow them to sell shrimp in violation of the Endangered Species Act.

"They are required to certify countries that sell shrimp in the United States every year. The truth is most times they don't even visit the country," said Todd Steiner, a Marin County-based biologist who is executive director of the Turtle Island Restoration Network. "Shrimping kills more sea turtles than all other fishing technologies combined. They drag nets for six or seven hours at a time and the sea turtles drown in the nets. They can't come up for air."

Steiner said U.S. fishermen are required to use a grate-like contraption called a Turtle Excluder Device, or TAD, that allows turtles to pass through nets, but foreign fishermen regularly ignore that rule, killing tens of thousands of turtles.

"Our Mayport shrimpers are struggling to survive, while foreign fleets get a free pass on the law and flood the market with cheap shrimp," said Al Millar, representing the Mayport Village Civic Association and its small fleet of family shrimpers based in the historic village of Mayport, Fla. 

The lawsuit, filed in U.S. District Court in San Francisco, accuses the State Department of failing to enforce the use of TADs by foreign shrimp vessels and demands additional environmental oversight and review of the foreign shrimp certification process. The shrimp fishery, the country's top seafood import, was worth $3.9 billion last year. 

A State Department spokesman said the office was not prepared to comment. 

Imports of shrimp from Costa Rica were recently banned after environmentalists connected to the nonprofit Turtle Island network presented evidence that boats were not using excluder devices. But, Steiner said, there are 15 other nations that were certified with little, if any, scrutiny.

"We can't go around the world to different countries and provide that data," he said. "They're supposed to do it." 

Americans are gluttonous when it comes to shrimp, downing more than 500,000 tons a year, about 90 percent of which is imported. 

Empire State Building goes green the retro way

San Francisco Chronicle, November 6, 2009, by Robert Selna

San Francisco is on the forefront of the effort to reduce greenhouse gases while adding new, environmentally sustainable buildings. Owners of the Empire State Building, meanwhile, are on a mission to slow global warming by taking an old building and making basic repairs. 

"There are no solar panels, and we are not planting a green roof," said Anthony E. Malkin, president of the company that manages the Empire State Building. "Everyone talks about going with high-tech materials. We went low-tech." 

Malkin spoke at San Francisco's Moscone Center on Thursday at a conference convened this week by the Urban Land Institute for developers, planners and other real estate professionals. 

Malkin and a team of engineers and designers presented the results of a study on the world-famous building and a plan they say will reduce its annual energy use by nearly 40 percent, eliminate 105,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide each year and save $4.4 million yearly, by 2013. 

The retrofit solutions focused specifically on the 102-story building, which is 2.6 million square feet and has 6,500 windows and an observation deck open for 18 hours, seven days a week. 

But the team - which was coordinated with the help of the Clinton Climate Initiative - wants its experience to provide a replicable model for how older buildings can be renovated to significantly cut energy use and, as a result, the greenhouse gases created by the production of that energy. They predict that such improvements will attract tenants based on the cost savings and green cachet. 

Given the regal stature of the building, which was completed in 1931, most of the solutions seem relatively mundane. The project sponsors said that half of the energy reductions will result from adding a coated film between two glass panes on the windows and insulating the space between radiators and walls. The building's cold water, ventilation and light systems also will be improved. 

Many estimates place the operation of buildings as responsible for 50 percent of the carbon dioxide emissions in the United States. In big cities, that percentage can be higher. In New York, for instance, 78 percent of greenhouse gas emissions come from the city's buildings. 

San Francisco boosted its reputation as one of the nation's most environmentally progressive cities in August 2008, when the Board of Supervisors and Mayor Gavin Newsom approved an ordinance requiring that all new, large commercial buildings be certified under guidelines set out by the Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design program. The rules did not apply to existing buildings. 

The LEED system has become the industry standard for so-called green buildings. It is based on a long checklist that translates to ratings based on accumulated points. The fact that the system does not demand quantifiable energy savings, however, recently prompted calls for a change to the requirements. 

The city of San Francisco and owners of some of San Francisco's notable skyscrapers, including the Transamerica Pyramid, are working to improve their energy standards and many have applied for or received LEED certification.

Climate negotiators seek deal instead of treaty

San Francisco Chronicle, November 6, 2009 by Katy Daigle and Arthur Max

With the U.S. Congress struggling to agree on sharp cuts in greenhouse gases or how to fund them, European officials said Thursday they were striving for a political agreement instead of a new treaty to allow the United States and other rich nations to make commitments that are not legally binding.

The revised thinking was an implicit admission of defeat: The two-year timetable for crafting a landmark treaty will miss its deadline, and that failure threatens to deepen the distrust between rich countries and poor nations reeling from drought and failing crops caused by persistently warmer weather.

The treaty had been due to be completed in December at a 192-nation conference in Copenhagen, Denmark.

European and U.N. officials are now suggesting a political deal, rather than a legal accord under which industrial countries would commit to firm targets for reducing emissions of heat-trapping carbon dioxide and allocating funds for poor countries, while developing countries would specify their plans for low-carbon growth.

Such a deal would not be legally binding, but would carry the authority of world leaders who would come to Copenhagen to sign off on it. Nations would agree to stick to their promises while they continue negotiating the details of a treaty, taking as long as another year.

The delay is significant. The only instrument for controlling carbon emissions, the 1997 Kyoto Protocol, expires in 2012. Unless a new treaty is in place by then, no regulations will exist.

Despite the troubled passage of U.S. legislation, delegates at the U.N. talks in Spain had not given up hope the Obama administration will bring specific pledges to the final round of negotiations in Copenhagen.

Legislation working its way through Congress would reduce U.S. emissions by about 4 percent below 1990 levels. The Europeans and developing countries have complained, however, about the Washington's "low ambitions."

Former Vice President Al Gore, who won the 2007 Nobel Peace Prize along with the U.N. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change for highlighting global warming, suggested the United States may not need the legislation to pass to help secure a global agreement next month.
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UN official still hopeful for strong climate deal as latest talks end

 As the last negotiating session before next month’s United Nations climate change conference in Copenhagen concluded today, a senior official with the world body called on countries to push ahead to deliver on a strong international agreement to tackle global warming.

“Copenhagen can and must be the turning point in the international fight against climate change – nothing has changed my confidence in that,” said Yvo de Boer, Executive Secretary of the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC).

“A powerful combination of commitment and compromise can and must make this happen,” he told a news conference in Barcelona, the site of the final round of talks ahead of the 7 to 18 December meeting in the Danish capital.

In Copenhagen, governments are expected to agree to a successor to the Kyoto Protocol, the 1997 treaty – part of the overall UNFCCC – which has strong, legally binding measures committing 37 industrialized States to cutting emissions by an average of 5 per cent against 1990 levels over the period from 2008 to 2012.

Over 4,500 participants from 181 countries participated in the five-day gathering, during which progress was made on the issues of adaptation, technology cooperation, reducing emissions from deforestation in developing countries and mechanisms to disburse funds for developing countries.

Little progress was made, however, on mid-term emission reduction targets of developed countries and finance, according to a news release issued by the UNFCCC. These are two key issues that would allow developing countries to limit their emissions growth and adapt to the inevitable effects of climate change.

“Without these two pieces of the puzzle in place, we will not have a deal in Copenhagen,” said Mr. de Boer, adding that “leadership at the highest level is required to unlock the pieces.”

At the high-level climate change summit held in New York in September, heads of State and government pledged to achieve a deal in Copenhagen that spells out ambitious emission reduction targets of industrialized countries, as well as nationally appropriate mitigation actions by developing countries with the necessary support, and significantly scaled-up financial and

technological resources.

“I look to industrialised countries to raise their ambitions to meet the scale of the challenge we face,” said Mr. de Boer. 

 “And I look to industrialized nations for clarity on the amount of short- and long-term finance they will commit.”

Mr. de Boer said developed countries would need to provide at least $10 billion to enable developing countries to immediately develop low-emission growth and adaptation strategies and to build internal capacity.

At the same time, developed countries will need to indicate how they intend to raise predictable and sustainable long-term financing and what there longer-term commitments will be.

“Negotiators must deliver a final text at Copenhagen which presents a strong, functioning architecture to kick start rapid action in the developing world,” said the Executive Secretary.

“And between now and Copenhagen, governments must deliver the clarity required to help the negotiators complete their work,” he added
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COMMITMENT AND COMPROMISE NEEDED TO MOVE CLIMATE NEGOTIATIONS FORWARD 

· The last negotiating session before the Climate Change Conference in Copenhagen in December is ending today, in Barcelona, Spain.
  

· Speaking at a press conference, the Executive Secretary of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), Yvo de Boer, said that Copenhagen can and must be the turning point in the international fight against climate change. 
  

· A powerful combination of commitment and compromise can and must make this happen, he added.
  

· De Boer said that the Barcelona talks had seen progress on adaptation, technology cooperation, reducing emissions from deforestation and mechanisms to disburse funds for developing countries.  
  

· However, he also said little progress was made on two key issues: mid-term emission reduction targets of developed countries and financing. In that regard, de Boer stressed that leadership at the highest level was required to unlock the pieces. Between now and Copenhagen, governments must deliver the clarity required to help the negotiators complete their work, he added. 

 

TOUGHER LAWS MUST BE ENFORCED TO PROTECT THE ENVIRONMENT DURING CONFLICT 

· Laws protecting the environment in times of conflict should be strengthened, enforced and clarified as a way to protect a country’s natural assets during wars. 
  

· That’s according to a new report by the UN Environment Programme (UNEP), released today. 
  

· Among others, the report recommends determining and designating critical natural resources and areas of ecological importance as “demilitarized zones” at the outset of any conflict.
  

· The report also says that it might be necessary for a permanent UN body, perhaps under the General Assembly or the Security Council, to monitor violations and process compensation for environmental damage. 
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