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AFP: China strives for first 'green' Expo
4 February 2010

China, the world's number one emitter of greenhouse gases, aims to hold the first "green" World Expo in Shanghai, as the sprawling metropolis tries to shed its polluted past and become eco-friendly.
With less than three months to go before Expo opens on May 1, an army of workers is hurrying to turn what was once China's oldest shipyard into an environmentally friendly oasis in the heart of the country's biggest city.
Solar power, recycled rainwater, hybrid engine buses -- organisers and countries participating in the six-month event, expected to draw up to 100 million visitors, are sparing no effort to create a "Better City, Better Life."
"Green thinking, protecting the environment, harmony, low carbon -- these are ideas that not only will we display at Expo, but we need to make each visitor feel them," said Shanghai Mayor Han Zheng.
It will be China's largest solar generation project, said Xu Bo, assistant commissioner general for Expo.
Carbon dioxide emissions will be significantly reduced as a result of the measures taken, said Xu.
Several Expo pavilions have been designed to harness the sun's rays.
Solar panels cover the roof of China's national pavilion, "The Oriental Crown," a 60-metre-tall red upside-down pyramid -- one of a handful of buildings that will remain at the 5.3-square-kilometre (two-square-mile) site.
The separate urbanisation theme pavilion -- big enough to house four passenger planes -- is covered in solar panels, and all the lighting used to illuminate the building at night is energy-efficient.
Organisers say the two buildings alone will reduce carbon dioxide emissions by 2,500 tonnes by generating the equivalent in electricity of burning 1,000 tonnes of coal -- still Shanghai's main source of power.
The exterior of Japan's pavilion, which officials compare to a giant purple silkworm cocoon, is an intricate layer of flexible solar cells designed to generate between 20 and 30 kilowatts per hour.
The facade of the Swiss Pavilion also experiments with solar batteries that emit flashes once fully charged. The Swiss building also takes rooftop gardens to a new level with a rooftop meadow.
As a sign of the official willingness to make the environment a priority, authorities have warned that factories in the Yangtze River Delta up to 300 kilometres (186 miles) away could be shuttered if on-site air quality is sub-par.
"We'll monitor air quality each day and if it's negative, we'll take emergency measures, including production control or even shutting down certain heavy-polluting companies," said Zhang Quan, head of Shanghai's environmental protection bureau.
Perhaps the most eye-catching eco feature at the Expo site is "Sun Valley" -- visitors are greeted at the main entrance by six 40-metre-tall steel and plastic funnels.
The transparent vase-like structures channel the sunlight and breeze underground to provide natural light and cooling.
They also collect rainwater that will be used to flush toilets and run sprinklers for the vast green spaces that cover a third of the venue.
Beneath "Sun Valley," an underground network of 700 kilometres of pipes will use thermal energy from the earth and river water to provide natural heating and cooling for the site, organisers said.
For transportation, visitors will be ferried around in buses with hybrid engines, and a Chinese electric bicycle manufacturer has donated 100 electric cars and 300 electric bikes for Expo staff.
Shanghai's green initiatives do not stop at the Expo gates -- the city is striving to become a model for sustainable development in China with flagship projects such as an offshore wind farm built southwest of the city.
In an assessment of the Expo's possible impact, the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) said an event of this scale would inevitably lead to a massive increase in carbon emissions unless serious measures were taken.
Lo Sze Ping, who wrote the report, said the air quality in the city has already improved and investments such as expanding metro and train services to a total of 400 kilometres of lines will leave a lasting green legacy.
"What is interesting to see is how the Expo has helped improve the environment in the city over the past 10 years, and what it will do for the next 10 years," Lo said.
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Zee News (India): UN chief has no role in IPCC fix over Himalayan glacier
4 February 2010

United Nations: Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon has no role to play in the present controversy engulfing IPCC's report on climate change, the UN panel which is headed by R K Pachauri, an official said today. 

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change report erroneously claimed that the Himalayan glaciers would melt away by 2035 on which the UN has relied very heavily in its effort to combat the climate crisis. 

"The Secretary-General is obviously aware of these reports and what's been happening in the last few days and weeks but ultimately it is for the IPCC to address this," his spokesperson, Martin Nesirky told journalists here. 

"It is not really for the Secretary-General to weigh in on this specific report. 

There are many reports that there are many other aspects to the work on climate change, which is absolutely vital so I think the most important thing to focus is on the road to Mexico," he added. 

The most recent accusation against the panel's work is that its chairman, Rajendra Pachauri, may have known before the Copenhagen summit that its assessment report had seriously exaggerated the rate of melting of the Himalayan glaciers. 

The next big climate change conference will be held in Mexico, later this year. Nesirky also stated that Ban did not "rest his case purely on the IPCC.
 There is an enormous body of evidence and information out there from various different sources not just from the IPCC." An error is one report does not undermine the entire science that has is clearly proven," he stressed. 

Responding to whether Ban would set up an independent investigative commission, his spokesperson, pointed out that the IPCC was an "inter-governmental" body. 

"Do remember that the IPCC is an intergovernmental body?it is not a UN body. 
The IPCC's website, however, describes itself as 'the leading body for the assessment of climate change, established by the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) and the World Meteorological Organisation (WMO)." 

A republican ranking member on the US committee on Science and Technology, Paul has sent a letter to Ban calling for an independent investigation into the IPCC. 

"The totality of these events has unfortunately challenged the integrity and trust of the IPCC as a whole," Broun wrote. 

"While the concept of the IPCC investigating itself without any independent overview was cause enough for concern, the clear disregard for the importance and magnitude of the implications at hand is baffling. 

In 2007, the IPCC shared the Nobel Peace Prize with environmentalist Al Gore. Admitting that the credibility of the IPCC had been damaged, in an interview with the Guardian, Pachauri reiterated that he would not resign.

"You can't expect me to be personally responsible for every word in a 3,000-page report," the scientists said. 

"I don't do too many populist things, that are why I'm so unpopular with a certain section of society," he added.
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Fast Company (US): Davos: Bottom up solutions from the top of the mountain
3 February 2010

Since the wrap up of COP-15, a lot of attention has been devoted to debating "Who lost Copenhagen?" Last week in Davos, a far more promising question was being asked: "How can business and consumers create a sustainable economy from the ground up?"

It's nearly impossible to discern the true "mood of Davos," because there are simply too many micro-communities amid the 2,500 participants. 
But for those of us focused on sustainability, there were many reasons for optimism.
First, if the World Economic Forum's annual meeting in Davos is a barometer of the global business and policy agenda, sustainable business now has a clear seat at the table. It wasn't long ago that sustainability was a fringe topic; today, it is one of the six formal "pillars" of the event.
Second, the gathering tackled the hard questions, particularly in the debate around sustainable consumption. Granted, it's easy to be cynical about how real the debate is when it unfolds at an event where many arrive via helicopter (I took the train). 
But while I worked with more than two dozen CEOs from across several industries to debate their vision for a sustainable future, I saw a seriousness of purpose that bodes well.
Third, the debate over the fundamental values driving the global economy rages on. French President Sarkozy challenged Davos Man and Woman to build a more moral form of capitalism. His words resonated with many--and angered many others.
 But they reflected and catalyzed a much-needed debate on just what kind of economy we want and need. And the question of values involved not only bankers' bonuses, but also the role of business in promoting sustainable outcomes.
 UN environment chief Achim Steiner delivered a stirring wake up call (literally, it was early Saturday morning) for business to advocate for a binding global climate treaty.
But in the end, there was a consensus view--which I share--that as much as a global climate deal is crucial, we can't wait for that to save us. 
The future depends on sustainability as a driver of innovation that stimulates consumer demand for different products and services.
So when companies begin looking at new avenues for innovation--like the Green Xchange, an open source platform launched by Nike in Davos--that's a win.
When a group of designers and sustainability experts explore the creation of a Web- and mobile-enabled portal to information sources about products and services, that's progress. 
If social entrepreneurs like Harish Hande of Selco continue to spread solar power across India, the fight against energy poverty advances.
 And when a group of CEOs gets serious about the creation of common metrics they can use to drive water and energy reduction across all their products, that's a great step forward.
None of these ideas relies upon a globally binding treaty. If all these pockets of innovation grow and advance, we may begin to see the building blocks of an economy that is on a more sustainable footing.
It is possible that by the time climate negotiators gather again in Mexico in December 2010, the magic numbers are not G20 or even the 193 countries negotiating through the UN process, but the "G-7 billion." 
The seven billion of us who are consumers and who can make a real difference with the choices we make.
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Rue89 (Blog): La Corée du Sud championne dans la course à l'économie verte
3 February 2010

La Corée du Sud figure de proue de l'économie verte : la semaine dernière, son président Lee Myung-Bak expliquait à Davos les choix écologiques de ce dragon asiatique, qui l'amènent à consacrer six fois plus de fonds à une économie verte que la moyenne des pays industrialisés.
Une ONG basée à Genève, spécialisée sur question de l'eau, l'environnement et la santé, le « Global Institute for Water Environment and Health » (GIWEH) lançait récemment un appel avec le Programme des Nations Unies pour l'Environnement (l'UNEP) afin que les Etats intensifient une politique mondiale basée sur l'économie verte. Avec pour exemple phare la Corée du Sud. Pour Nidal Salim, directeur de GIWEH :

« C'est le premier pays au monde qui a apporté une réponse drastique à la crise financière avec un méga projet d'économie verte ».

Mustapha Kamal Gueye, responsable des questions économiques pour l'UNEP, confirme 
« Dès janvier 2009, en réponse à la récession croissante, la Corée annonçait son intention de consacrer plus de 80% de ses fonds de relance - 38,1 milliards de dollars, soit l'équivalent de 3,6% de son PIB - à une économie verte. »

Le gouvernement a présenté un projet national afin de créer 960 000 nouveaux emplois et poser les fondations de la croissance économique : trente six projets incluant l'assainissement des eaux, le traitement des déchets, la création de réseaux de transports écologiques, la construction de deux millions de « maisons écologiques ».

A titre de comparaison, les pays industrialisés n'investissent pas plus que 0,6% de leur PNB. Or ces Etats ont été nominalement désignés dans la liste du protocole de Kyoto comme devant impérativement réduire entre 2008 et 2012 leurs émissions de gaz à effet de serre de 5% par rapport à 1990.

La Corée du Sud particulièrement vulnérable aux changements climatiques

Et l'économiste de relever que plus des deux tiers de la relance verte de la planète vient d'Asie, avec en tête la Chine qui y investit 5,2% de son PIB, suivi de la république de Corée et du Japon.

En juillet dernier, Séoul faisait un pas de plus, avec l'annonce d'un plan quinquennal, de 2009 à 2013, visant à dépolluer et aménager les berges des quatre principaux fleuves qui sillonnent le pays : Han, Geum, Yeongsan, Nakdong. Coût de l'opération : 83,6 milliards de dollars.

La Corée du Sud est particulièrement vulnérable aux changements climatiques. Entre 1912 et 2008, la température du pays a augmenté de 1,74°C, ce qui est largement au-dessus de la moyenne mondiale (0,6°C). Inondations et sécheresses, déjà dévastatrices, vont s'empirer.

Parmi les objectifs clés, le gouvernement se fixe de sécuriser suffisamment de ressources en eau en installant des systèmes de contrôle, en améliorant la qualité de l'eau et en restaurant les écosystèmes des fleuves et de leurs affluents. 
Trente quatre espaces particulièrement pollués seront réaménagés. Nidal Salim précise :

« Grâce à ce plan quinquennal, 90% de l'eau des quatre rivières sera de bonne qualité d'ici 2010. Cela entraînera la création de 340'000 emplois supplémentaires et les gains indirects sont estimés à 31 milliards de dollars. »

Autre problème de la Corée du Sud : sa dépendance aux énergies fossiles.
 Le pays, qui importe 97% de ses combustibles, subit de plein fouet les hausses des coûts du pétrole. La stratégie coréenne prévoit que la consommation d'énergie renouvelable passera de 2,7% en 2009 à 3,78% en 2013, et à plus du double en 2020.

Véritable laboratoire expérimental, l'exemple coréen pourrait être suivi par d'autres vu les urgences planétaires.

D'ici 2030, les besoins en énergie dans le monde augmenteront de 45%, ce qui entraînera une augmentation équivalente des émissions gaz à effet de serre », avertit Mustapha Kamal Gueye.

La température moyenne doit augmenter de 6° ces 100 prochaines années. Les premiers touchés sont les pays les moins développés. L'orientation vers une économie verte est une solution non négligeable pour l'élimination de la pauvreté d'ici 2015. 
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Guardian (UK): Climate change researchers must be more open, says chief scientist
3 February 2010

The government's chief scientist has called on climate researchers to be more open when dealing with critics and transparent when they make errors.

In an interview with the Guardian, John Beddington urged scientists to share data freely even though some sceptics sought to cherry-pick facts to fit a political argument. 
He said: "Scepticism and criticism is the way science grows. Where at all possible, data and analyses should be available so that people can do the challenging in an unhindered way."

He said that as climate science became a more politically charged issue demand for public scrutiny would grow. "In general, there's got to be a predilection for being as open as possible."

Beddington was speaking as the third part of a Guardian investigation of emails stolen from the University of East Anglia in November revealed the extraordinary lengths scientists went to in order to frustrate Freedom of Information Act requests for data and email correspondence. 
The hacked emails reveal the intense and prolonged pressure the scientists were under from a small but determined group of climate sceptics and their extreme resistance to sharing information.

• In December 2008, Dr Phil Jones, the head of the Climatic Research Unit wrote to colleagues about Steve McIntyre, a blogger who had made repeated requests: "I am supposed to go through my emails and he can get anything I've written about him. About two months ago I deleted loads of emails, so have very little – if anything at all." Jones says this was a routine deletion and not connected to any FoI request.

• In another email CRU deputy director Dr Keith Briffa expressed resistance to revealing emails. "Our private inter-collegial discussion is just that – PRIVATE ... none of us should submit to these requests."

• Back in February 2005, before the UK's FoI Act came into force, Jones foresaw the danger it posed to scientists. "[Climate sceptics] have been after the CRU station data for years. If they ever hear there is a Freedom of Information Act now in the UK, I think I'll delete the file rather than send to anyone."

Last week the Information Commissioner's Office released a statement condemning the university for its handling of FoI requests from the climate sceptic David Holland. 
The UN's climate change body and its chief, Rajendra Pachauri, meanwhile remained under pressuretonight after a defiant interview in the Guardian in which he refused to resign or personally apologise for a false statement about Himalayan glaciers in the IPCC's 2007 report.

Though a number of senior scientific figures, including Beddington, said they did not believe Pachauri should resign, several urged the IPCC to address unanswered questions and set out measures to avoid repeating damaging mistakes.

Bob Watson, who preceded Pachauri as IPCC chair, said it remained unclear how the Himalayan glacier claim, that all could melt by 2035, was published.
 "Was it missed by all experts and all governments? Or did someone spot it and comment on it and then it was ignored by the authors?" he told the Guardian. "And, if so, why didn't someone react to it? All of this is meant to be heavily documented."

One of Pachauri's closest associates said today that a way of dealing with mistakes was needed.
 "Something we need and do not have is a process that lets us move aggressively in admitting an error has occurred," said Chris Field, co-chair of Working Group II, which oversaw the 2007 report containing the glacier claim – though Field assumed the post after 2007.

Beddington said: "Mistakes have been made so there is a need to think about the procedures. 
As set out, they're probably OK but one needs to be thinking and posing to the IPCC in the future, how are you going to avoid these sorts of mistakes?" He stressed that while "large proportions" of climate science were unchallengeable, other areas were uncertain and scientists should acknowledge that.

Campaigners were split on what needed to be done to restore the IPCC's credibility. "The person at the top ... will make mistakes, everybody does," said John Sauven, head of Greenpeace.
 "Can Pachauri be trusted to be honest, open and transparent if a mistake is made? Does he have the confidence not only of the scientific community but the wider public?"

But another NGO, which requested anonymity, said the public perception of climate science was damaged: "Pachauri is the problem. He has to go. This has set everything back years."
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BBC News: Harrabin’s Notes: Reforming the IPCC climate body
3 February 2010

REFORMING THE IPCC

The hue and cry for the head of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) Rajendra Pachauri is in full spate, and he is defiantly refusing to apologise personally for the Glaciergate bungle.
But we should pause for a moment to ask if this particular manhunt will produce a better system of climate science.
Dr Pachauri heads an organisation set up to advise governments on the latest knowledge of climate science, potential impacts, and economic and social solutions.

The task is split into three working groups. Is it realistic to assume that the overall chair will check the reference footnotes in all three sections of a 3,000-page report? I think not.
The Glaciergate mistake (important not because it was made, but because it was not spotted) was the responsibility of WGII.
 As I mentioned in a recent column, the same working group also failed to reference fears over the Amazon rainforest properly, even though the science itself was solid.
The co-chairs who oversaw WGII have served their term. They were the British scientist Professor Martin Parry and Argentinian meteorologist Dr Osvaldo Canziani.
Professor Parry has repeatedly refused to answer my questions about the genesis of the errors, and his out-of-office assistant now says he is travelling for a month.

But the question we need to ask is how the IPCC can be reformed in a way that doesn't make it worse.
Some critics want the IPCC abolished altogether, but without a mutually-accepted source of information it is inconceivable that nations of the world will be able to agree a joint resolve to cut emissions (this is exactly the outcome that fossil fuel lobbyists in the US have sought).
Hard to resist?
China is demanding that future IPCC reports contain "sceptical" points of view, which will go some way to satisfying complaints from sceptics that their views are brushed under the carpet in the name of consensus.
It will be hard to resist this demand; but if granted, it will place more onus on the main authors of the report to draw up a synthesis of opinions and explain why they favour one over another. There is an argument for creating full-time posts of the role of working group chair - currently a spare time job.
There is also an argument for a core of inter-governmental experts sitting in the same place, filtering information together, asking for further research in certain areas. 
But libertarians will see this as consolidating power in the hands of the few, which will lead to huge rows over who should be appointed to this "Climate Supreme Court".
Then there is the question of what to do about so-called "grey literature" - evidence that has not gone through a scientific peer-review process, like the WWF claim over glaciers.

I was shocked to see WWF "science" included in the IPCC report, but several scientists have since said that it's essential to spread the search for climate facts beyond the narrow realms of peer-reviewed journals. 
They point out that the IPCC set out to be inclusive, allowing input from firms, pressure groups and ordinary people.
Indeed on the BBC World Service programme World Have Your Say this week, Indian campaigner Vandana Shiva argued for more emphasis on "people's science" - the knowledge of farmers passed from generation to generation of when the rains should come. 
This is a different form of knowledge, she says, but cannot be written off just because it has not been written up.
Mighty task
The question of timing is another vital one to be addressed.
Currently, the IPCC reports every four to five years. But the science is changing all the time, and negotiations over emissions are ongoing.
What's more it can take two to three years from a scientific paper first being written to having it published and approved by the IPCC.
That can lead to a massive delay. How the IPCC tackles this is one of the most difficult questions.
Finally (for now - because there will be other issues) there is the matter of openness. I do not think that the IPCC will be allowed to publish again without greater transparency - that means better labelling of categories of "grey" material, and scrutiny from the worldwide web.
The web is the home of right-wing bloggers who campaign politically against the IPCC. But, for all its frequent vitriol and false accusations, the blogosphere has been proven at least partially right on occasions. Any future iteration of the IPCC will have to find a way of taking the serious bloggers seriously.
A final few thoughts on Dr Pachauri.
I note that he is being mocked in some newspapers for "not even being a scientist". Dr Pachauri is indeed an economist. He was appointed after the Bush administration staged a coup to oust the previous IPCC chair - a scientist who was making too much noise about climate change.
The Americans thought Pachauri would promote a development-centred economist's view and soft-pedal on the science.
He did for a while, but then became exasperated by politicians' sluggishness on cutting emissions. After years of being hounded by sceptics he is now snarling defiance like an animal at bay.
However, Dr Pachauri rashly dismissed initial allegations over Glaciergate. He might be undone by allegations over an alleged conflict of interest between his research institute and his IPCC role - a conflict he denies.
And there are many, including some environmentalists, who think he should go. But whoever takes over his IPCC role will have a mighty job on their hands.

Back to Menu
_________________________________________________________________

Telegraph (UK): UN climate change chief won't apologise for glacier claim
3 February 2010

Dr Rajendra Pachauri, the head of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), said the assertion in its 2007 report had “cost us dear” in the fight against global warming and helped boost the efforts of sceptics. 

Despite the IPCC previously admitting it had made a mistake in its assessment on climate change, Dr Pachauri refused to personally apologise for the error because he was not responsible for that part of the report.

In an interview published on Wednesday, the IPPC chairman said a personal apology would be a "populist" step as he continued to refuse calls to resign. 

“You can’t expect me to be personally responsible for every word in a 3,000 page report,” he said. 

"I don't do too many populist things, that is why I'm so unpopular with a certain section of society. 

"We're in an information society today and we have to respond adequately and professionally. We've been weak in that regard to be honest. The IPCC is starting to realise we're living in a very different world to what we had in 1988.” 

Dr Pachauri, who claimed he was subject to lies about his personal income and lifestyle, admitted the mistake had seriously damaged the IPCC’s credibility and 

While he claimed it was an isolated mistake, that he put down to human error and which was “totally of character" for the panel, had undermined the "basic truth" that human activity was causing temperatures to rise. 

The IPCC admitted that the prediction was based on a report written in a science journal and even the scientist who was the subject of the original story admitted it was not based on fact. 

Dr Syed Hasnain, an Indian scientist then based at Jawaharlal Nehru University in Delhi, said that the claim was "speculation" and was not supported by any formal research. 

The article, in the New Scientist, was not even based on a research paper – it evolved from a short telephone interview with the academic. 

"I think this mistake has certainly cost us dear, there's no question about it," Dr Pachauri said. 

"Everybody thought that what the IPCC brought out was the gold standard and nothing could go wrong. But look at the larger picture, don't get blinded by this one mistake. 

"The larger picture is solid, it's convincing and it's extremely important. How can we lose sight of what climate change is going to do to this planet? What it's already doing to this planet?" 

The IPCC's remit is to provide an authoritative assessment of scientific evidence on climate change. 

In its most recent report, it stated that observed reductions in mountain ice in the Andes, Alps and Africa was being caused by global warming, citing two papers as the source of the information. 

The IPCC report, which is published every six years, is used by government's worldwide to inform policy decisions that affect billions of people. 

The Sunday Telegraph disclosed at the weekend that one of the sources quoted was a feature article published in a popular magazine for climbers which was based on anecdotal evidence from mountaineers about the changes they were witnessing on the mountainsides around them. 

The other was a dissertation written by a geography student, studying for the equivalent of a master's degree, at the University of Berne in Switzerland that quoted interviews with mountain guides in the Alps. 

Dr Pachauri defended the IPCC's use of so-called "grey literature" – sources outside peer-reviewed academic journals, such as reports from campaign groups, companies and student theses. 

He told The Guardian that reports of further errors in the IPCC report linked to grey literature were spurious and the result of a "factory" of people "only there to create pinpricks and get attention". 

He also refuted some newspapers claims that he lives a lavish lifestyle and wears $1,000 suits, calling them “ridiculous and it's a bunch of lies”. 

He said his modest salary from the research institute that employs him is fixed in the range of 190,000 rupees (£2,600) a month. 

He received only travel expenses for chairing the IPCC.
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Independent (UK): Scientist in climate row speaks out
3 February 2010

The scientist at the centre of the "Climategate" controversy last night denied claims that he covered up flawed data about rising world temperaturs. 

Professor Phil Jones, the former head of the University of East Anglia's climatic research unit, said the 20-year-old study questioned by sceptics "stood up to scrutiny" and was corroborated by more recent work. The UEA's research centre has been under fire from climate sceptics since 13 years of emails were stolen from its servers and posted online in November in the run-up to the UN climate talks in Copenhagen.

One newspaper claimed that Professor Jones deliberately withheld information from Douglas Keenan, a *independent student of climate change, who used a freedom of information request to query data from Chinese weather stations used in the 1990 study on global warming. 

Professor Jones said he was certain that the study, which drew on 42 urban and 42 rural sites, was correct because it was validated by the new data. "I am confident.... the site movements that might have taken place at some of the sites were not that important to affect the average of the 42 sites," he said.

The disputed paper was one of several referred to by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) in its 2007 assessment of global warming, which suggested urbanisation had only a small effect on rising temperatures. 

Mr Keenan raised concerns with the professor about the lack of detailed locations for the weather stations, arguing that some had "moved" during the course of the research and had subsequently rendered the data doubtful. 
He also accused Wei-Chyung Wang, of the University of Albany in the US, who supplied Prof Jones with the data, of scientific fraud – a charge the university cleared him of following an inquiry. 

Yesterday, Professor Jones said the UEA responded Mr Keenan's request for information and supplied the temperature data and locations of weather stations. 
He said the study had also used climate records from Australia and what was then the USSR – about which no questions had ever been raised. Some of the Chinese sites might have moved to warmer or cooler places, and it was the large-scale average that was the key issue, he said.

Mr Jones said he was concerned that the latest allegations would undermine some aspects of climate science. "I feel tremendously pressurised by all this but I'm trying to continue my work in the science.

"I think it's very important and it's potentially very serious for the future of mankind in decades to come." 

Insisting that he "wholeheartedly" stood by the part of the IPCC's report to which he contributed, the academic added: "The work we do at the UEA is only a small part of climate science, Thousands of climate scientists around the world support our results."

No regrets: UN climate change chief refuses to apologise over false claim

The chief of the UN's climate change body has refused to apologise over a mistake in a landmark 2007 report on global warming which incorrectly claimed that the Himalayan glaciers could melt away by 2035.

Dr Rajendra Pachauri, left, chair of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, said it would be hypocritical to apologise for the false claim that was made two years ago, as he was not personally responsible for that part of the report. 

In an interview with 'The Guardian', Dr Pachauri said a personal apology would be a "populist" step adding that it was an isolated mistake, down to human error and "totally out of character" for the panel. 

Refusing to resign, he added that the claim did not change a "basic truth" that human activity is causing temperatures to rise.
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AFP: Global warming good for trees, bad for ducks: studies
3 February 2010

Global warming is good news for trees, which are thriving in higher temperatures and longer growing seasons, but bad news for ducks and other waterfowl, whose wetland habitat may dry up and disappear, two studies show.
A study by researchers at the Smithsonian Environmental Research Center (SERC) in Maryland indicates that higher temperatures, longer growing seasons and increased levels of carbon dioxide brought by climate change are helping trees in temperate climates to grow faster.
The researchers studied data on how many trees there were in 55 forests in the eastern United States during a 22-year period, as well as 100 years of local weather measurements and 17 years of carbon dioxide measurements.
Their findings, which were published this week in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Science (PNAS) show that recent tree growth "greatly exceeded the expected growth," and they hypothesized that the spurt was due to climate change.

"Increases in temperature, growing season and atmospheric CO2 have documented influences on tree physiology, metabolism and growth and likely they are critical to changing the rate of ... growth observed," says the study.
Rising temperatures have increased the metabolic processes of trees and extended their growing season, while higher levels of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere could be spurring tree growth through carbon fertilization, the study says.
But for ducks and other waterfowl, rising temperatures are bad news, according to a separate study conducted by researchers from the US Geological Survey and South Dakota State University and published this week in the journal BioScience.
That study found that the prairie wetlands that stretch across five north-central US states and into Canada, where numerous species of duck, waterfowl and amphibians feed, breed and shelter, could dry up if temperatures rise by four degrees Celsius.
A model developed by the researchers to try to understand the impact of a warmer climate on the wetlands projected major reductions in water volume, a shortening of the time water stays in the wetlands, and changes to vegetation in the vast area, which reaches across North and South Dakota, Minnesota, Montana and Iowa and into Canada.
If temperatures rise by four degrees Celsius, parts of the North American prairie will become too dry for waterfowl and other parts will have too few functional wetlands and nesting habitat to support historical levels of wetland species, W. Carter Johnson, one of the authors of the study, said.
Wetland species need a minimum amount of time in water to complete their life cycles. Mallards, for example, need at least 80 days of surface water for their young to grow and be able to fly and for breeding adult ducks to molt, or grow new feathers.
"The prairie wetlands are highly vulnerable to climate warming and less resilient than we previously believed. It's difficult to imagine how to maintain today's level of waterfowl populations in altered climate conditions," study author Glenn Guntenspergen of the US Geological Survey.
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Guardian (UK): Climate scientists withheld Yamal data despite warnings from senior colleagues

3 February 2010

t seems hard to believe that a handful of tree trunks dragged from frozen bogs in Siberia could undermine the argument about man-made climate change. But that is the claim that has been made by sceptics in recent months.

The claim is wide of the mark, but in the 1,073 emails stolen from the University of East Anglia last November the row over the trees and what they tell us about climate change is played out in detail. 
The scientists are shown clinging to their data to prevent it getting into the hands of sceptics even as at least one senior colleague advised greater openness to avoid the charge that "bogus science" was being "hidden".

Measuring the width of annual growth rings in trees is a sensitive measure of temperatures. And the secrets of those Siberian trees, some of them thousands of years old, have assumed an important place in the reconstruction of past temperatures for the whole planet. 
Steve McIntyre, a Canadian and former minerals prospector and climate sceptic who has analysed the data, suggests that one tree alone, known as YAD06, could be "the most influential tree in the world".

In the hacked emails from the Climatic Research Unit at the University of East Anglia, one word looms large: Yamal. The first and last emails and more than a hundred in between include it. When I phoned Prof Phil Jones, the director of CRU, on the day the emails were published online and asked him what he thought was behind it he said: "It's about Yamal, I think."

On 6 March 1996, a Russian tree ring researcher called Stepan Shiyatov contacted Dr Keith Briffa, CRU's top tree ring researcher. He was asking for money to take a helicopter to measure tree rings in timber hauled from the permafrost of the Yamal peninsula on the shores of the Arctic ocean.

Briffa was keen, and he published a series of papers on what those tree rings showed. But by late last year, in the final emails, he is mired in allegations of fraud, and the Yamal data had become a virus infecting reconstructions of past climate.

The Yamal data turned up in many studies of global temperature that were cited in the UN's top climate science body, the Intergovernmental Panel on Cliamte Change's report published in 2007, where the relevant section was authored by Briffa.
 It supported the conclusion that temperatures over the last thousand years followed a "hockey stick" shape, with stable temperatures over a thousand years followed by sharp 20th century warming.

By then, McIntyre was on the trail, however. He claimed that Briffa had not used all the tree rings data available, only a subset. Briffa said there were technical reasons for that. But McIntyre complained Briffa hadn't spelled out those reasons clearly.

And in 2008, when Briffa published some data after a long delay, McIntyre charged that Briffa's analysis of the most recent warming was based on just 12 trees: the "Yamal-12". McIntyre said this was far too small a sample to draw any conclusions, and he claimed that if the analysis were redone with other tree ring data from the region, the hockey stick shape disappeared.

It looked like a scientific stalemate. But last year political bloggers moved in. Ross Kaminsky, a columnist on the American Spectator magazine claimed: "One implication, supported by Briffa's near-decade long refusal to share his data, is that he cherry-picked the dataset that supported the conclusion he wanted to find."

Worse was the charge that other scientists had incorporated the suspect Yamal data into their reconstructions of past climate. Ross McKitrick, a climate sceptic and environmental economist at the University of Guelph wrote that they are "the key ingredient in most of the studies that have been invoked to support the hockey stick". 
Daily Telegraph blogger James Delingpole went even further in an article headlined: "How the global warming industry is based on one MASSIVE lie."

Briffa denies any wrongdoing. He said last autumn that "we would never select or manipulate data in order to arrive at some preconceived or regionally unrepresentative result". 
And there is nothing in the emails or anywhere else to suggest that isn't true. In September last year Briffa put out a statement on the CRU website defending his research.
 "We do not select tree-core samples based on comparison with climate data. Chronologies are constructed independently and are subsequently compared with climate data to measure the association and quantify the reliability of using the tree-ring data as a proxy for temperature variations. 
One British colleague of Briffa wrote to me last month: "Why should Briffa – one of the world leaders in this field – have to both explaining himself to people who are not even specialists in this area – who are in fact amateurs?"

But others believe Briffa does have a duty to explain himself. In October last year, Briffa's old boss at CRU, Tom Wigley, said in an email to Briffa's current boss Phil Jones: "Keith does seem to have got himself into a mess." Wigley felt Briffa had not answered McIntyre's charges fully.
 "How does Keith explain the McIntyre plot that compares Yamal-12 with Yamal-all? And how does he explain the apparent 'selection' of the less well-replicated chronology rather than the later (better replicated) chronology?... The trouble is that withholding data looks like hiding something, and hiding something means (in some eyes) that it is bogus science that is being hidden."

The Yamal data has become important for scientists trying to analyse past climates. But it is not true that the Yamal rings are an omnipresent virus in reconstructions of past temperature. 
They were not in the original data that produced the "hockey stick" graphs. 
According to Jones, of the 12 reconstructions of temperatures over the past 1,000 years used in the last IPCC assessment, only three included Yamal data. 
And other reconstructions of temperature based on retreating glaciers, or water temperatures in boreholes, or core sunk into ice sheets, self evidently do not contain Yamal tree rings. But they too reproduce a hockey stick shape.

Even McIntyre denounces the more vocal sceptics with their conspiracy theories. In an apparent response to a challenge from the climate scientists' website RealClimate, he wrote to the American Spectator last October, saying that: "While there is much to criticise in the handling of this [Yamal] data, the results do not in any way show that AGW [anthropogenic global warming] is a 'fraud', nor that this particular study was a 'fraud'. 
There are many serious scientists who are honestly concerned about AGW and your commentary... is unfair to them." Sadly, when checked last week, there was no sign of this comment on the magazine website, though the magazine had found room for another feature on "The great hoax" of climate change.
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Reuters: Spain sees emissions to 2012 breaching Kyoto limit
3 February 2010

The Environment Ministry said emissions would be, on average, 34.45 percent above 1990 levels, the benchmark year set by Kyoto, under which Spain was allowed to emit 15 percent more in 2008-12 because it was not considered fully industrialized.

It will now exceed that limit by 19.45 percent.

However, Spain has long planned to bridge a gap of 22 percent above Kyoto limits by offsetting 20 percentage points by purchasing emissions rights from less industrialized countries, and another two points by investing in carbon-capturing forests.

The Environment Ministry added in a statement that emissions in 2008 -- the last year for which figures are available -- emissions fell by 7.7 percent from the year before to the equivalent of 405.05 million tonnes of carbon dioxide.

The Ministry said the drop was due to renewable energy sources gradually replacing coal in the generation mix, and less fuel being consumed by transport and industries like cement manufacturing.
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Fog thickens over global response to climate change

The Vancouver Sun, February 2, 2010, by Craig McInnes

On the last day of the warmest January on record in Vancouver, Canada quietly detailed our updated commitment to tackling climate change as required under the Copenhagen agreement to less-than-unanimous praise.

Activists who are persuaded that man-made climate change is a serious threat to future generations were outraged and dismayed at the lack of ambition displayed by the promise to reduce Canada's emissions by just 17 per cent from 2005 levels.

Not only is that less than scientists say is needed to fix the future, it is a significant dilution of the commitment -- made just over a year ago by Prime Minister Steven Harper's government -- to a 20 per cent cut from 2006 levels.

The change was necessary, Environment Minister Jim Prentice explains, because to protect our economy we can't afford to break step with the United States.

In fact, the fine print that accompanied the commitment filed in the letter to the United Nations to meet the Jan. 31 deadline makes it clear that even that relatively modest number is conditional on the U.S. doing the same.

The American commitment, relayed personally by President Barack Obama to delegates at the Copenhagen meeting, comes from the Waxman-Markey climate and energy bill before Congress. But even before Obama's Democrats lost the Massachusetts Senate seat formerly held by Ted Kennedy and with it their filibuster-proof majority, that bill was already bogged down by competing economic and regional interests.

The cracks that have appeared in the scientific consensus driving the political action on climate change in the past few months may have further reduced the chances of any meaningful measures coming out of Congress anytime soon.

The East Anglia e-mail-scandal that erupted just before Copenhagen has been followed by the embarrassing revelation that a paper claiming that Himalayan glaciers were rapidly disappearing was more speculation than science. That scenario was highlighted in the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change's 2007 report, which is the current basis for the international call to action on the issue.

While the panel's supporters insist the cracks are merely cosmetic and point out that the vast majority of the rest of the research is sound, critics are having a field day. They argue somewhat gleefully that all the evidence is now tainted and that dire predictions of climate change can now safely be ignored.

And while most climate activists are upset that Canada is moving lock-step with the U.S. because it means we won't be doing enough, at least one analyst is warning that the American standard is a trap for Canada that we shouldn't get sucked into.

Aldyen Donnelly, president of WDA Consulting Inc., argues that matching the U.S. commitment leaves Canada at a serious disadvantage. That is because the capital stock, the equipment that produces carbon emissions in the U.S. -- everything from power plants and aluminum smelters to ordinary passenger cars -- is older and less efficient than it is in Canada.

That means that the U.S. would be able to meet its commitments by upgrading plants and equipment that may need replacing anyway with cleaner, more efficient designs.

In Canada, where similar production facilities are already more efficient, the incremental cost of increasing efficiency is greater.

So while our competitors in the U.S. can happily make sensible investments that pay off in better energy efficiency and likely higher productivity, to meet our goals we'll be forced to make investments that have lower returns.

Donnelly, who calls herself an environmentalist who wants to see effective action to curb greenhouse emissions, argues we would be better off to insist on industry-specific intensity targets, not unlike the gas mileage standards that automobile manufacturers have to meet.

For most environmentalists, that approach smacks of intensity targets, which have been rejected as inadequate to deal with the need for absolute reductions on a global scale.

Donnelly argues we need both, but if there is one coherent theme that emerges from all of this, to me it is that the uncertainty over the science pales in comparison to the gap between what seems rational and what we are likely to end up with in response to climate change once all of the political and corporate interests are served.

General environment news

House Ag Chairman Backs Bid to Block EPA Greenhouse Gas Regs 

The New York Times, February 3, 2010, by Robin Bravender

A trio of House lawmakers yesterday introduced a bill to block U.S. EPA's authority to regulate greenhouse gases, marking the latest in a string of bipartisan attacks against forthcoming climate rules.

The measure (pdf) from Agriculture Chairman Collin Peterson (D-Minn.) and Missouri Reps. Ike Skelton (D) and Jo Ann Emerson (R) would amend the Clean Air Act to prohibit EPA from regulating greenhouse gases based on their effects on global climate change.

The bill would also advance several of the farm state lawmakers' other priorities by stopping EPA from calculating land-use changes in foreign countries for determining U.S. renewable fuels policy, and broadening the definition of renewable biomass.

"It appears the clean energy bill moving through Congress is stalled," Skelton said. "Let us set that bill aside and pass this scaled-back energy legislation."

This bill, Skelton said, "represents a responsible way to move forward on energy legislation, gets the EPA under control, provides good things for American farmers and builds upon bipartisan objectives that will help curb climate change and make our nation more energy independent."

The effort comes as EPA prepares to begin regulating greenhouse gases next month with its final tailpipe standard. That rule will trigger stationary source regulations, and the agency is expected to continue crafting greenhouse gas standards for other sectors.

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled in its 2007 Massachusetts v. EPA decision that EPA has the authority to regulate greenhouse gases under the Clean Air Act.

The bill is the latest congressional efforts to stall EPA climate rules. Sen. Lisa Murkowski (R-Alaska) is planning to seek a vote next month on a disapproval resolution (pdf) that would effectively veto EPA's determination that greenhouse gases threaten human health and welfare.

In the House, Rep. Earl Pomeroy (D-N.D.) has introduced a separate bill (pdf) to strip EPA of its authority to regulate greenhouse gas emissions unless it receives explicit authority to do so by Congress.

Indirect land use, biomass
In addition to blocking climate regulations, the new bill seeks to block EPA from considering greenhouse gas emissions from international "indirect" land-use changes when implementing the renewable fuel standard, or RFS.

The 2007 energy bill expanded the RFS and increased goals for the use of ethanol and other biofuels in U.S. transportation fuels, reaching 36 billion gallons a year in 2022. The standard requires EPA to assess the "lifecycle" emissions of biofuels -- weighing the emissions from growing crops, producing fuels made from them, and distributing and using the fuels.

EPA proposed last year to measure emissions from indirect land-use changes associated with biofuels -- such as land that is deforested in other countries because of increased crop growth in the United States. 
The agency concluded, depending on the time frames modeled, that traditional corn ethanol could have a slightly larger emissions footprint than gasoline when land-use changes are factored in.

But those draft regulations drew the ire of biofuels advocates and farm-state lawmakers -- including Peterson and Emerson -- who maintained the agency was unfair to ethanol.

Last summer, Peterson reached an agreement with the Democratic authors of energy and climate legislation to include language to bar EPA from considering including emissions from indirect land-use changes abroad for five years (E&E Daily, June 24, 2009). But that bill has languished as climate talks have stalled in the Senate.

Meanwhile, the White House completed its review of EPA's proposal for implementing the RFS earlier this week, paving the way for the agency to finalize the rule (E&ENews PM, Feb. 2).

"I'm proud to help sponsor this bill because if Congress doesn't do something soon, the EPA is going to cram these regulations through all on their own," Peterson said in a statement yesterday.

Emerson has also sought to bar EPA from measuring emissions from indirect land-use changes as part of the overall calculation of biofuels emissions. During consideration of the EPA fiscal 2010 appropriations bill last year, Emerson introduced a failed amendment that would have blocked EPA from considering the indirect emissions (E&E Daily, June 19, 2009).

The new measure would also expand the definition of what classifies as "renewable biomass" that can be used for biofuels under the RFS.

The definition largely mirrors an amendment that Peterson negotiated to include in the House-passed energy and climate bill, although language barring the use of components of federal forests and conservation areas was notably absent in the bill introduced yesterday (Greenwire, June 25, 2009).

Peterson and Skelton voted for the House climate and energy bill (H.R. 2454 (pdf)); Emerson voted against it.

Groups and businesses say climate change endangers Colorado ski industry and environment

Canadian Business, February 3, 2010, by Judith Kohler

DENVER (AP) - Colorado's $2 billion winter sports industry and millions of acres of forests are threatened as climate change causes "oddball winter weather" in the state, business and conservation leaders said Tuesday.

Bark beetles have been able to infest about 3 million acres of pine trees in Colorado without long bouts of subzero weather to kill them, said Joe Duda of the Colorado State Forest Service.

Shorter winters and warm weather that brings rain rather than snow spell big trouble for Colorado's ski areas, said Auden Schendler of the Aspen Skiing Co.

Aspen Skiing has taken steps to become more energy efficient and help cut fossil fuel emissions, which produce greenhouse gases and heat the atmosphere, Schendler said.

"What matters most is getting people in Washington to know that we care about this," Schendler said.

The ski company's chief executive has talked to White House officials and members of Congress. David Dittloff, a regional coordinator with the National Wildlife Federation, said the environmental group has flown hunters and anglers to Washington and worked with American Indian tribes and businesses to promote legislation to reduce greenhouse gases.

"The health of wildlife populations and many species depend on us," Dittloff said.

The economic benefits of Colorado's wildlife total about $3 billion annually, including hunting, fishing and wildlife watching, Dittloff said.

The environmental group released a report Monday on climate change titled "Odd-ball Winter Weather: Global Warming's Wake-up Call for the Northern United States."

Schendler said erratic weather — shorter winters, rain in the spring instead of snow — has been a wake-up call for the ski industry. Colorado's ski areas don't start making money until March, said Schendler.

"If you lose March in the ski industry," Schendler said, "you go out of business."

The warmer weather also makes it tougher to make snow, he said.

A big part of the solution is to replace coal-fired power plants with cleaner-burning fuels, Schendler said. He criticized Rep. John Salazar, D-Colo., for joining a congressional caucus on coal.

Salazar represents western Colorado, which includes Aspen and other ski resorts.

"We think he shouldn't try to fund-raise in Telluride or Aspen," Schendler said of Salazar.

The congressman joined the new caucus for representatives from coal-producing states because his district includes 3,000 workers in the industry, said Eric Wortman, Salazar's spokesman.

Salazar wants to explore technology aimed at making coal production cleaner, including capturing carbon dioxide emissions, Wortman said.

Salazar voted against a bill targeting climate change that passed the House but hasn't been considered in the Senate. Salazar thought the bill was too expensive, Wortman said.

"The congressman believes global warming is an issue," he said.

Vancouver tops list of Canada's most sustainable cities
Exchange Magazine, February 2, 2010

Toronto - Vancouver, BC gets a gold medal for its leadership in urban sustainability.

The fourth annual Corporate Knights Most Sustainable Cities Ranking recognizes Toronto, ON as first in the Big City category, Vancouver, BC as first in the Medium City category and overall ranking, and Yellowknife, NT as first in the Small City category.

A key factor that helped Toronto surpass last year's winner, Edmonton, was the city's strong record on corporate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, which are currently 40 per cent below 1990 levels. The city reaps the benefits of its density, with more citizens choosing green commuting options and consuming less residential energy.

Vancouver displaced the two-time Medium City winner Halifax with stricter GHG reduction goals, more bike paths and green space, and better access to local food. New multi-family condominiums must have 20 per cent of parking stalls wired for electric vehicle charging-a new gold standard.

Best Small City for three consecutive years, Yellowknife benefits from high rates of employment and the city's strong green infrastructure policies. In spite of cold weather, Yellowknife boasts a high "active commuter" rate.
 Thanks to investment in the city's extensive trail network, 24 per cent of residents use their own two feet to get to work.

"Canadian cities are incubators for sustainable solutions," says Hilary Best, Researcher at Corporate Knights Magazine. "With the appropriate social, financial and governance tools to leverage these solutions, urban spaces become powerful launch pads for the sustainability transition."

Cities were assessed on over 60 indicators spanning five categories of sustainability: Ecological Integrity, Economic Security, Governance and Empowerment, Infrastructure and Built Environment, and Social Well-Being. 
The supporting research included a survey completed by all ranked cities and publicly available statistics at the city level. Weakest performance was evident in measures of Ecological Integrity where insufficient monitoring prevents cities from recognizing and preventing ecosystem decline.

The full results of the ranking are available online at http://www.corporateknights.ca/cities and are summarized below, as well as in the Sustainable Cities issue (Vol. 8.3) of Corporate Knights Magazine, distributed in the Globe and Mail today in the east (Toronto, Ottawa, Montreal, Quebec), and tomorrow in the west (Calgary, Vancouver).

Study: Trees are growing faster because of climate change
USA Today, February 2, 2010

Forests in the eastern United States are growing faster than in the past, and climate change appears to be a primary reason, a new study finds.

More than 90% of the trees analyzed grew two to four times faster than predicted, according to the 22-year-long study published in Tuesday's Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences.
The study looks at 55 groups of mixed hardwood forest plots in Maryland that are considered representative of trees on the East Coast. It says the chief culprit for their accelerated growth appears to be climate change, more specifically the rising levels of carbon dioxide in the air.

Trees are vital to countering global warming because they absorb and store carbon dioxide, the primary heat-trapping greenhouse gas.

The study co-authors, forest ecologist Geoffrey Parker of the Smithsonian Environmental Research Center and Sean McMahon of the Smithsonian Tropical Research Institute, don't expect the forests will keep growing so fast forever because of limited water availability and soil nutrients. They say the growth rate will level off some day, but when that happens, they wonder how that will affect CO2 levels.  

Vancouver Olympics awarded bronze medal for actions to fight climate change
The Canadian Press, February 3, 2010

VANCOUVER, B.C. — The Vancouver Olympics have done a good job, but when it comes to climate action, a leading environmental group says the Games don't own the podium.

The David Suzuki Foundation has awarded the 2010 Games a bronze medal for efforts made to reduce the event's climate impact.

In its climate scorecard issued for the Olympics, report co-author Paul Lingl says the Games missed gold or silver finishes because the sporting event leaves the region with few long-term improvements in sustainable transportation.

Games organizers were also criticized for failing to take advantage of opportunities to showcase climate initiatives to Canadians and the world.

But Lingl says achievements include building energy-efficient venues, using clean-energy sources, relying on public transit during the Games, and offsetting part of the Games' emissions.

The Suzuki Foundation says, despite some missed opportunities, positive steps taken at the 2010 Olympics demonstrate climate solutions are doable, affordable and can have a lasting legacy.

UK Introduces Incentives For Small-Scale Green Power
The Wall Street Journal, February 1, 2010, by Selina Williams

LONDON (Dow Jones)--The U.K. government Monday introduced incentives for small-scale green electricity generation and published its plans to encourage low-carbon heating technologies, as it seeks to boost renewable energy supply to meet European Union 2020 climate change targets. 

From April 1, householders and communities who install low-carbon electricity technology such as solar photovoltaic panels and wind turbines generating up to five megawatts will be paid for the electricity they generate--via so-called feed-in tariffs--even if they use it themselves. 
The level of payment depends on the technology and is linked to inflation. They will receive a further payment for any electricity they feed into the grid. 

With a typical 2.5-kilowatt, well-sited, solar photovoltaic installation, a homeowner could receive up to GBP900, leading to a saving of GBP140 a year on their electricity bill. 
The scheme is designed to increase the amount of green energy as part of a wider plan to meet the U.K.'s target to source 15% of its energy from renewable sources by 2020 from around 2% now. 

U.K. Energy and Climate Change Secretary Ed Miliband said the new tariffs would offer an incentive to householders and communities wanting to move to low-carbon energy. 

"The feed-in tariff will change the way householders and communities think about their future energy needs, making the payback for investment far shorter than in the past.
 It will also change the outlook for a range of industries, in particular those in the business of producing and installing small-scale low carbon technology," Miliband said. 

However, Deloitte energy director Tim Warham said there was concern the tariffs may not be high enough to encourage consumers. 

"Higher returns may be necessary in order to stimulate widespread adoption, especially to encourage intermediaries such as energy service companies to initiate major programs," Warham said. 

The renewable heat incentive, which would be the first of its kind anywhere in the world, is to come into effect in April 2011 and guarantees payments for those who install technologies such as ground source heat pumps, biomass boilers and air source heat pumps. 

Under the proposed tariffs, a householder that uses a ground source heat pump instead of heating oil in an average semi-detached house with adequate insulation could receive GBP1,000 a year and save GBP200 a year. Details of funding for the scheme will be published in the 2010 Budget. 

The renewable heat incentive will also offer long-term fixed payments for every unit of renewable gas fed into the gas network. 

According to the Renewable Energy Association, which represents the U.K.'s renewables industry, demand for heat dominates U.K. energy use and is responsible for 47% of the U.K.'s carbon dioxide emissions. The U.K. is also languishing behind the rest of Europe on renewable heat, the REA said. 

"Renewable heat is the sleeping giant of renewable energy in the U.K. with a major contribution to make," said Renewable Energy Association policy director Gaynor Hartnell. 

British Gas, the retail unit of U.K. utility Centrica PLC (CNA.LN), said Monday it will go ahead with five biomethane demonstration projects to inject green gas into the grid as a result of the renewable heat initiative. 

Biomethane will help to decarbonize the gas grid by delivering renewable heat to households through the existing gas network and central-heating boilers. 
According to a study by U.K. gas and electricity network operator National Grid PLC (NG.LN), biomethane could account for at least 15% of the domestic gas market by 2020. 

Climate change finally getting day in court

The Edmonton Journal, February 3, 2010, by Julius Melnitzer

The rest of the world may be contemplating Copenhagen's impact on the future of climate change. In Canada, we're still busily trying to figure out what our obligations are under the Kyoto Protocol and what our own laws require us to do to satisfy our treaty obligations -and the Supreme Court of Canada just might tell us.

That's what's behind the country's first climate-change lawsuit, with the federal government as the defendant. 
The plaintiffs are Friends of the Earth Canada (FOTE), represented by Chris Paliare and Andrew Lokan of Paliare Roland Rosenberg Rothstein, who are co-counsel with Hugh Wilkins of Ecojustice. Peter Southey and Andrea Bourke represent the government.

Before Christmas, the Federal Court of Appeal summarily dismissed FOTE's appeals from the denial of its applications for declarations that the government had failed to meet its obligations under the Kyoto Protocol Implementation Act, 2007 (KPIA).
 FOTE alleged that the government had breached its treaty obligations by failing to prepare an initial Climate Change Plan and failing to publish proposed and final regulations to effect the country's greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction obligations.

FOTE is seeking leave to appeal from the Supreme Court of Canada. Professor Stewart Elgie, of the University of Ottawa's Faculty of Law, says the case embraces issues of "national importance" requiring the Supreme Court's attention.

"This is not just about whether Canada must comply with the Kyoto Protocol," Professor Elgie says. "It's about the larger issue of whether Cabinet must follow the will of Parliament. The Federal Court's decision suggests that it does not, which is very troubling from a democratic and constitutional perspective."

The KPIA originated as a private member's bill. It did not have the support of the Conservative minority government, which had earlier stated that Canada would not comply with Kyoto's targets.

The government did, however, purport to comply with its reporting commitments under the KPIA. In August 2007, two months after the legislation's passage, the Minister of the Environment released a Climate Change Plan acknowledging the responsibilities imposed by the KPIA, but characterizing some of those responsibilities, including GHG emission reduction, as discretionary. The plan reiterated the government's refusal to meet its Kyoto commitments.

"The question presented by FOTE's first application is whether [under the KPIA] the Minister is permitted as a matter of law to tender a Climate Change Plan that, on its face, is non-compliant with Canada's Kyoto obligations," wrote Justice Robert Barnes of the Federal Court, who first dismissed FOTE's applications in 2008.
Justice Barnes ruled that he did not have to answer the question, because it was not "justiciable," or subject to review by the courts. He adopted the government's reasoning that the KPIA created a system of Parliamentary accountability involving public policy choices that the Court should not evaluate.

"In short," Justice Barnes wrote, "[the government asserts] that their accountability for their failure to fulfil Canada's Kyoto obligations will be at the ballot box and not in the courtroom."

The KPIA, he concluded did not contain a "simple and unequivocal" statement of intent to ensure the Government strictly complied with Kyoto. Instead, the law coupled "the responsibility of ensuring Kyoto compliance with a series of stated measures some of which are well outside the proper realm of judicial review."

These measures included requirements that the Climate Change Plan provide for a "just transition" for workers affected by GHG reduction and an "equitable distribution" of reduction levels among economic sectors that contributed to GHG emissions.

"These are policy-laden considerations which are not the proper subject matter of judicial review," Justice Barnes concluded. "That is so because there are no objective legal criteria which can be applied and no facts to be determined which would allow a court to decide whether compliance had been achieved."

Professor Elgie says that Justice Barnes and the Federal Court of Appeal didn't relish the idea of sorting out a battle between Parliament and Cabinet.

"But that's why we have courts," he says. "And the Supreme Court hasn't been afraid to rule on difficult cases with political implications like the secession reference and Charter cases on free speech, union rights and aboriginal claims."

Professor Lorne Sossin, a constitutional law expert who teaches at the University of Toronto's Faculty of Law, says FOTE faces an uphill battle in obtaining leave.

"But even if the Supreme Court agrees with the result in the Federal Court, I'm hopeful it will want to weigh in on the broader questions involved," he says. "After all, we haven't heard anything from the Supreme Court on justiciability since the secession reference."

Professor Sossin, citing Ontario's anti-poverty legislation, believes that a denial of leave would send an unfortunate message to governments.

"So far legislative schemes involving notice and comment have been common in the U.S. but rare in Canada," he says. "However, we're going to see more and more legislation that calls for planning and deadlines without setting out substantive mandates, and it would be unfortunate if governments felt they could ignore this type of legislation."

At the heart of it all, Mr. Paliare says, is the question of whether Parliament can force a minority government to act against its own policies. "How does a law have less validity simply because the minority parties passed it?" he asks.

The irony, Professor Elgie notes, is that the Conservatives were the ones who formulated new rules for private members' bills.

"This was one of the first bills passed under the new rules," he says. "Before that it was virtually impossible for private members' initiatives to become law."

How Will Upcoming U.S. Rules Affect Biofuels?
Reuters, February 3, 2010, by Timothy Gardner

WASHINGTON - U.S. environmental regulators are expected to issue new rules that could fine tune targets for alternative motor fuels like grain-based ethanol and advanced biofuels to be blended into the country's petroleum mix.

The rules, known as the second Renewable Fuels Standard, or RFS2, may affect both ethanol made from corn and advanced fuels like cellulosic ethanol, which companies have begun to make from the tough bits of corn waste and non-food crops like switch grass and poplar trees.

The industry is wary of any new rules as stronger operating margins have begun to help companies like oil refiner and ethanol player Valero Energy Corp.

WHEN?

The Environmental Protection Agency has repeatedly delayed finalizing RFS2 rules, which build on a program first created in 2006. The EPA submitted the RFS2 rules to the Office of Management and Budget in late December, 2009 and is expected to announce the rules any day.

WHAT IS INDIRECT LAND USE CHANGE?

The most controversial item the EPA is considering under RFS2 is how to measure greenhouse gas emissions due to land use changes from the expansion of food or biofuels croplands abroad caused by growing U.S. biofuels, known as indirect land use change. The ethanol industry fears ILUC could put some limits on production of transportation fuels made from grains.

ILUC could penalize some biofuels, like traditional ethanol made from corn, by factoring in the carbon emissions from cutting down forests to make room to grow food or energy crops in countries like Brazil. ILUC backers say increased land used for ethanol in the United States causes such deforestation.

The industry says moves on ILUC are unfair because corn ethanol makers are producing more of the fuel with less land amid new uses of hybrid seeds, fertilizer and irrigation.

Last April, California adopted the first ever rule to attempting to cut carbon emissions in motor fuels that ethanol makers said included a bias against biofuels.

WHAT INDUSTRIES WILL RFS2 AFFECT?

The rules could reduce the amount of cellulosic ethanol required to be blended into gasoline this year. Previously 100 million gallons (378.5 million litres) of cellulosic ethanol, which is not easy to make, were required to be blended into gasoline in 2010.

But the recession and tight credit markets have slowed the industry and a more realistic production schedule may result from RFS2.

New ethanol plants that make the alternative motor fuel from corn could face restrictions under ILUC. But U.S. annual production of corn ethanol is already about 13 billion gallons per year and national mandates call for a maximum of 15 billion gpy by 2015, so the impact on new corn ethanol plants could be limited. Old corn ethanol plants are not subject to the new rules.

The EPA had originally been expected to rule by December 1 2009 on whether to raise the allowed level of ethanol in fuels to be burned in all cars from 10 percent to 15 percent (E15). 
The EPA, which has indicated E15 is safe for newer cars, has delayed the ruling until May 2010 to conduct further tests on how the blends affect engines of older cars.

In January a coalition of automakers and oil companies submitted a letter to the EPA asking them to further delay a decision to conduct more tests. Some analysts say the EPA could approve E15 for newer cars later this year, but it could be costly for oil refiners to adjust to the different markets.

Obama: Cap-And-trade May Be Separate In Senate Bill 

Reuters, February 3, 2010, by Jeff Mason

New Hampshire - President Barack Obama acknowledged on Tuesday that a controversial "cap-and-trade" mechanism to fight climate change could be separated from other aspects of an energy bill before the Senate.

A cap-and-trade system would set limits on greenhouse gas emissions and allow companies to trade permits to pollute. The system, a version of which was approved by the House of Representatives, is controversial, especially among lawmakers who represent states with big coal reserves.

"The most controversial aspects of the energy debate that we've been having: the House passed an energy bill and people complained that, 'Well, there's this cap-and-trade thing,'" Obama told the crowd.

"We may be able to separate these things out. And it's conceivable that that's where the Senate ends up," he continued.

Other, more popular parts of the energy bill seek to boost renewable energy such as wind and solar power. Those parts may be easier to pass.

A White House spokesman said the president still supported comprehensive climate and energy legislation as one package.

Getting an energy and climate bill through Congress was originally one of Obama's top policy goals, but the drawn-out healthcare debate delayed the package, and supporters fear it may die or be delayed further during an election year that could change the balance of power in the House and Senate.

Obama made it clear during a question and answer period with a crowd in New Hampshire that he wanted a market mechanism to put a price on carbon. He said that even with advanced technology, coal -- a highly-polluting fossil fuel -- would continue to be cheaper to buy than cleaner, renewable energy.

A market mechanism would address that by making companies pay for using fuels that emit more carbon dioxide, one of the most common greenhouse gases blamed for warming the earth.

"The concept of incentivizing clean energy so that it's the cheaper, more effective kind of energy is one that is proven to work and is actually a market-based approach," Obama said.

"Does it make sense for us to start pricing in the fact that this thing's really bad for the environment and, if we do, then can we do it in a way that doesn't involve some big bureaucracy and a control-and-command system, but just says...there's going to be a price to pollution," he said.

"Then everybody can adapt and decide which are...the best energies," he said.

In June a Senate committee approved an energy package that would require utilities to generate 15 percent of electricity from renewable sources such as solar and wind power by 2021.

It also supported a measures that would allow drilling within 45 miles of Florida's Gulf coast.

Carbon market still nascent

The National Post, February 2, 2010, by Giuseppe Valiante

MONTREAL - Four years ago, when he helped create the Montreal Climate Exchange, Leon Bitton thought it would be only a short time before the federal government introduced binding cap-and-trade legislation, allowing Montreal to become the centre of environmental finance and emissions trading in Canada.

Today, Mr. Bitton, vice-president of research and development for the Montreal Exchange, and Ann McCarthy, vice-president of business development of the Montreal Climate Exchange -- and its sole employee -- are still waiting. 
Both say they are confident that federally regulated cap and trade in Canada is inevitable, but with the developments at the recent Copenhagen climate talks and the results of the recent U.S. Senatorial elections in Massachusetts, they may be waiting much longer before any serious trading can begin on the fledgling exchange, if at all.

Meanwhile, in the budget presented yesterday by President Barack Obama, the US$646-billion in revenue from a cap-and-trade system to curb greenhouse gas emissions has been dropped -- signalling pessimism that Congress will pass a climate bill with this provision.

When asked if they expected a delay this long, Ms. McCarthy burst into a little laugh, before quickly composing herself. "No," she said adamantly. "No, absolutely not."

"There is a lot at stake here," said Mr. Bitton.

"Because of the economic implications," Mr. Bitton said, "we understand government has to set targets that don't hurt the economy. The market didn't anticipate [the long wait] either."

What was expected, however, was for the Harper government to have introduced clear, short-term emission intensity reduction targets and compliance mechanisms, as outlined in its March 2008 plan, called "Turning the Corner." That plan has been delayed.

"The economic downturn and the renewed engagement by the U.S. administration has required that we fine-tune our approach to tackling climate change," an unidentified spokesperson from Environment Canada said via email.

Created in 2006 as a joint venture with the Chicago Climate Exchange, the plan allows companies that earn greenhouse gas credits through environmental programs to use the Montreal market to sell them to carbon-emitting firms. 
The exchange has had the infrastructure ready since May 30, 2008, but since then it has traded only about 130,000 tonnes of carbon, an amount Ms. McCarthy admits is "small." In Europe, where cap-and-trade is law, the carbon market trades 18 million tonnes of carbon a day.

"No, there are not daily trades [on the Montreal exchange]," Ms. McCarthy said. "There is minimal activity because the participants are waiting for the regulatory framework from the government."

Currently, the head of a company in Canada that is a heavy emitter who thinks government will enact binding cap-and-trade legislation before June 2011, the date of the latest contract, could buy a contract on the exchange for carbon credits at $2 per tonne of CO2 deliverable by June 2011. In Europe, a carbon credit, which represents one tonne of carbon dioxide, was selling yesterday for about four times as much, at 13.

It's a good bargain, said Mr. Bitton, but with no regulation, there is no underlying value for these assets, and hence, very little activity on the market. Heavy emitters aren't interested in spending money on a theoretical tonne of carbon dioxide that at the moment has no real value, Ms. McCarthy said.

Canadian industry may never get into the carbon trading business at all, says Christopher Green, professor in economics at the Mc-Gill University School of Environment, and co-author of an assessment paper for a technology-led climate policy prepared for the Copenhagen Consensus on Climate project.

"Copenhagen allowed a new beginning," Mr. Green said. "It moved the centre of power in terms of where climate policy is going to be made, away from the United Nations and the European Union, and moved it towards a rather funny group of emerging economies like China, Brazil, India, South Africa ... and the U.S. sort of joined up with that."

He said he believes China's and India's emission reduction policy will focus on creating low carbon-or non-carbon-emitting technologies without making date-specific or absolute commitments to reducing emissions.

"If the U.S. were to do the same, that wouldn't be a bad basis for climate policy," said Mr. Green, who is a fervent critic of cap-and-trade and an advocate of this so-called technology-led policy.

According to Environment Canada, however, Canada will have a cap-and-trade system for reducing greenhouse gas emissions, but will follow the United States's lead.

"Canada will work on its own cap-and-trade market, one that is designed for specific Canadian industrial sectors," Environment Canada said in the email.
 "We will do this in a way that can be easily integrated into a North American market for carbon permits." But the department adds that "it makes no sense" to proceed on a Canadian plan that is not harmonized with one in the U.S. because of close integration of the two economies.

In a speech to Calgary business leaders yesterday, Federal Environment Minister Jim Prentice said Canada will not adopt a federal cap-and-trade program or implement specific regulations for certain industries, such as the oil and gas sector, unless the United States -- the country's largest trading partner -- decides to go that route.

Cap-and-trade in the United States, at least at the federal level, seems to be on hold indefinitely.

The winner of the recent senatorial elections in Massachusetts, Republican state senator Scott Brown, opposes cap-and-trade and his victory means Democrats will no longer control the 60 Senate votes needed to overcome filibusters.

"Before the elections in Massachusetts, I would say passing the cap-and-trade legislation in the Senate was 50-50," said Kevin Grandia, manager of environmental blog, 

DeSmogBlog, and a contributor to The Huffington Post. "Now I would say it's definitely an uphill battle and put it at 80-20."

Adele Morris, fellow at the Washington-based think-tank, the Brookings Institution, agrees.

"I'm not declaring cap-and-trade dead," she said. "I think that for it to get out this year a lot of stars would have to align in a fairly unlikely way."

But Mr. Bitton and Ms. Mc-Carthy remain undeterred.

"The question is not if there will be a cap-and-trade system, but when," Mr. Bitton said.

Ms. McCarthy added that even if there is no federally regulated plan, several provinces and U.S. states can form cap-and-trade accords among themselves, such as is occurring in the Western Climate Initiative (WCI).

WCI partners include Quebec, B.C., Ontario and Manitoba and several U.S. states, among them California, which have recommended what they call a "broad" cap-and-trade program. Mr. Bitton said the Montreal Climate Exchange is ready to service this market.

Despite the political developments in the United States, Ms. Morris and Mr. Grandia agree with the heads of the exchange that at some point, carbon in North American will have a price.

"I don't think there is an alternative to [a price on carbon] Ms. Morris said. "There is nothing that is even close to a substitute [for addressing climate change]."

HOW SYSTEM WOULD WORK

How the cap-and-trade system would work

- The Montreal Climate exchange benefits primarily heavy emitters and green project developers as a way to hedge.

- A green project developer will create a wind farm, or another technology that reduces greenhouse emissions. They will have to get certification from government that their project is acceptable. The amount of greenhouse gasses their project reduces will be quantified and they will be issued credits accordingly. For example, if their project reduces 1,000 tonnes of greenhouse gas emissions per year, they will receive 1,000 carbon credits from the government.

- The developer can then sell a future contract on the Montreal Climate Exchange. He is hoping that the price of carbon falls when the contract expires so he makes money.

- A heavy emitter whose greenhouse gas emissions go over the limit imposed by government must buy carbon credits to offset his emissions. For example, if his company emits 1,000 tonnes more carbon dioxide into the atmosphere than is permitted, he must purchase 1,000 carbon credits to fall in line with government regulations.

- The heavy emitter will purchase a contract on the exchange, hoping that the price he pays for the carbon credits the day he buys them, increases when he is forced to use them, saving him money.

Tories fail to back emissions claims

The Montreal Gazette, February 3, 2010, by Mike de Souza

The Harper government defended its criticism of Quebec's climate-change plan yesterday, but was unable to produce evidence to back its warnings of catastrophic economic consequences from the province's crackdown on pollution from cars.

Environment Minister Jim Prentice told a Calgary audience in a prepared speech this week that Quebec's new tailpipe standards for new vehicles would drive up prices by as much as $5,000, prompting accusations that the government was fear-mongering.

When asked whether the government could provide an analysis to support its warnings that Quebec's plan was a "folly," Prentice's spokesman explained that the regulations would drive up prices if manufacturers did nothing to improve their vehicles.

"The minister's remarks were based on principles of marketing and consumer behaviour," said Prentice's press secretary, Frédéric Baril.

Quebec's tailpipe standards for new cars were inspired by proposed regulations in California and are consistent with proposals from more than a dozen U.S. states and Canadian provinces that make up almost half of the North American market.

"Quebec is not acting alone," said Quebec Environment Minister Line Beauchamp.

The Quebec regulations require automobile manufacturers to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 30 per cent in their fleet by 2016.

But a secret memorandum prepared for former environment minister Rona Ambrose said the manufacturers were already on pace to achieving the California standards when the Harper government was first elected in 2006.

"A voluntary agreement commits the Canadian automobile industry to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from light-duty vehicles by 5.3 megatonnes in 2010," said the memorandum, drafted on Sept. 28, 2006, from the deputy minister of Environment Canada and released to Canwest News Service in 2008 through an access to information request.

"This commitment, if realized, is expected to yield emission reductions comparable to those anticipated by 2012 under the California regulations."

Prentice also explained in the speech that the government would back away from plans to crack down on industrial pollution if the U.S. did not introduce its own climate-change plan.

Bloc Québécois leader Gilles Duceppe said Prentice's remarks suggested that the government was about to give a free pass to the oil and gas industry, and auto manufacturers, leading up to next month's federal budget.

"Minister Prentice is trying to scare people," Duceppe said on Parliament Hill, describing Prentice's comments as an insult to Quebecers.

But Natural Resources Minister Christian Paradis said that Prentice's comments were part of a healthy political debate about environmental policies.

Quebec environmental group Équiterre said that Prentice's comments were "ridiculous" since his own department is already working on a plan to harmonize federal regulations with the Quebec and California standards.

Obama set to outline U.S. biofuels strategy
The Calgary Herald, February 3, 2010, by Reuters

President Barack Obama on Wednesday will outline a government strategy to boost development of U.S. biofuels and address their environmental challenges, an administration official said.

The strategy will be laid out in a report by the Biofuels Interagency Working Group, a body the president established to help spur investment in biofuels and make the industry more environmentally friendly.

Obama and members of his Cabinet are scheduled to meet on Wednesday with a handful of state governors to discuss energy policy and the "opportunities and challenges presented by the transition to a clean energy economy," the official said.

The president is pushing for the United States to overhaul its energy habits by switching to less-polluting fuels and reducing its dependence on foreign oil.

Coinciding with Obama's announcement, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency also could issue new rules on measuring carbon dioxide emissions from biofuels such as ethanol.

Under a 2007 energy law, ethanol made from corn must emit less of the main greenhouse gas, carbon dioxide, than gasoline over the life cycle of the fuel, from production to being burned. Cellulosic fuels, made from crop waste and the woody bits of nonfood crops, would have to be even cleaner.

The struggling biofuels industry is concerned that the Obama administration will move too quickly away from ethanol, which is mostly made from corn, to more difficult techniques using wood chips and other biomass.

ENERGY INDEPENDENCE

Boosting production of home-grown biofuels such as ethanol would help achieve more energy independence while also creating jobs in rural regions of the United States as the country battles double-digit unemployment, the administration argues.

Obama's push for ethanol could also shore up his support in farm states where ethanol helps support demand for corn.

The president may touch on other energy policies such as technology for capturing and storing carbon emissions during the meeting with governors.

Since his State of the Union Address, the president has been embracing a range of fuel alternatives including nuclear and clean coal technology in a move likely to win support of some wavering Democrats in coal states and Republicans.

Some expect that Obama will seek to lump the energy initiatives in a climate change bill in order to win broad bipartisan support for a bill to reduce U.S. greenhouse gas emissions.

Obama charged the biofuels working group, which includes the leaders of the Department of Agriculture, Department of Energy and the Environmental Protection Agency, with retooling the nation's policies toward biofuels in many areas.

The group was asked to develop a strategy to increase biofuels production, investment in the industry, and the use of "flex fuel" cars, which can run on either gasoline or fuel that is mostly ethanol.

Biofuels, which are made from biomass -- organic matter such as wood, crops and animal waste -- are used to power vehicles, but critics do not see them as the perfect replacement to high-polluting fossil fuels.

Environmentalists and some scientists say production of U.S. biofuels from corn and other grains can drive out production of other crops, forcing farmers in other countries to burn down forests and clear land to grow those crops -- creating new sources of carbon dioxide, a greenhouse gas blamed for global warming.
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CLIMATE CHANGE PANEL REGRETS FACTUAL ERROR: 
Asked about a factual error concerning the Himalayan Glaciers that appeared in a report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the Spokesperson said that the IPCC has regretted the error and has reaffirmed its strong commitment to a high level of performance in its reporting. He added that an error in one report does not undermine the overall scientific work done by the Panel.
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The Vancouver Sun: Fog thickens over global response to climate change
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