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THE ENVIRONMENT IN THE NEWS

Friday, 26 February, 2010

IPCC in the News
· Evening Standard (London): Climate change scientists ‘to clear names’ over data claims
· Journal Live (UK): Climate data mistakes acknowledged
· Economic Times (India): Scientists examine causes for lull in warming
· Wall Street Journal (US): Push to Oversimplify at Climate Panel
· Telegraph (UK): Labour has pushed us to the brink of a blackout
· Telegraph (UK):'Climategate' university rejects accusations that it manipulated research
· News Record (Blog): Climate change under fire
· Reuters: Senator Kerry Says Compromise Climate Bill Coming
· Yale Environment 360 (Blog): The IPCC Needs to Change, But the Science Remains Sound 

· Epoch Times (US): Climate Scientists Possible Criminals, Says Sen. Inhofe
Other Environment News
· Time (US): Climate Change's Effect on Hurricanes -- and Vice Versa
· Guardian (UK): Yvo de Boer reveals KPMG job was lined up before Copenhagen summit
· Guardian (UK): Is the climate change movement splintering?
Environmental News from the UNEP Regions
· RONA 

· ROAP
Other UN News
· Environment News from the UN Daily News of  25th February 2010
· Environment News from the S.G.’s Spokesperson Daily Press Briefing of 25th February 2010 (None)
UNEP and the Executive Director in the News 
Coverage of the UNEP Governing Council Meeting
Reuters: U.N. says will create science panel to review IPCC
26 February 2010

An independent board of scientists will be appointed to review the world's top climate science panel, which has been accused of sloppy work, a U.N. climate spokesman said on Friday

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) has been under fire after it was revealed one of its 2007 reports wrongly included a prediction that Himalayan glaciers could vanish by 2035. The figure should have been 2350.

That mistake and others have fueled a resurgence of climate skepticism in some quarters but the U.N. says the fundamental claims of the IPCC -- that dangerous climate change is caused by mankind -- remains unshaken.

The panel will be part of a broader review of the IPCC to be announced next week, said Nick Nuttall, spokesman for the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP).

"It will be senior scientific figures. I can'tname who they are right now. It should do a review of the IPCC, produce a report by, say, August and there is a plenary of the IPCC in South Korea in October.

"The report will go there for adoption," he told reporters on the sidelines of a UNEP conference in Nusa Dua, on the Indonesian island of Bali, where environment ministers have been meeting this week.

"There's no review panel at the moment. Yesterday, it was clear from the member states roughly how they would like this panel to be, i.e. fully independent and not appointed by the IPCC but appointed by an independent group of scientists themselves," he said.

The terms of references for the panel would be announced next week, he said. "I think we are bringing some level of closure to this issue."

Nuttall said the broader review of the IPCC would examine whether there would be a ban on it using "grey literature", a term to describe non-peer reviewed science.

The IPCC has rules for allowing grey literature. Scientists say the material, such as government agency reports or other respected work not published in scientific journals, is crucial for trying to get a complete picture of the current state of climate science.

Achim Steiner, executive director of UNEP, told reporters on Monday that he did not support a ban on the use of grey literature and that the media had overblown the IPCC's mistakes.

The IPCC's 2007 assessment report on the causes and impacts of climate change cites more than 10,000 scientific papers and is over 3,000 pages long. It is the main source of guidance for policymakers in the fight against climate change.
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Jakarta Globe (Indonesia):Don't Overlook Oceans in Climate Battle: UN
25 February 2010

More attention must be paid to the role of oceans in preserving the earth's climate, UN Environment Programme head Achim Steiner said in Bali on Thursday.

Steiner joined to Indonesian maritime minister Fadel Muhammad to launch a report on the role of oceans in carbon absorption at the ongoing UNEP conference in Nusa Dua. Scientists believe carbon emitted by human activities is altering the world's climate, melting glaciers and causing a dangerous rise in seal levels.

The report, titled "Blue Carbon," calls ocean plants such as mangroves, seagrass and marsh grasses "among the most intense" absorbers of carbon on the planet. But it finds these seaside habitats are disappearing at a rapid pace of two to seven percent per year.

But the interaction of oceans and climate must be further studied, Steiner said.

"If the world is to decisively deal with climate change, every source of emissions and every option for reducing these should be scientifically evaluated and brought to the international community's attention," he said.

Minister Fadel said  the Maritime Affairs and Fisheries Research Agency or BRKP had begun to look into the question.

"We don't have sufficient research to be sure that our oceans are actually absorb carbon instead of releasing it. That is why we have been conducting pilot projects in Indonesia's ocean areas," said Fadel, adding that the research was in its early stages.

"The president is also very interested but he has asked me to make sure that we explain very clearly to the public about the importance of oceans and seas," he said.
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Green and Save (Blog): UN Calls For Study of Oceans And Climate Change
25 February 2010

The United Nations Environment Programme thinks we need to know more about marine and coastal ecosystems.

According to a statement on Thursday by UNEP Director Achim Steiner, scientists don't know enough about the ways in which oceans and climate interact. He thinks the interaction is big and important:

There is now growing evidence that marine and coastal ecosystems, such as sea grasses, mangroves and salt marshes, may play an important role in climate mitigation. ... Combined with reducing emissions from deforestation, the restoration of these ecosystems could deliver up to 25 percent of the emissions reductions needed to avoid dangerous climate change.

And he hopes that the UNEP and its Blue Carbon Initiative will be able to help deliver the science that will lead to global cooperation on the protection of oceans and coasts.
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AFP: Oceans are new front in fight against global warming: UN

25 February 2010

UN environmental experts Thursday issued an urgent call to study the crucial role the oceans -- as massive carbon stores -- can play in the fight against global warming.

The United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) launched the "Blue Carbon" initiative together with the Indonesian government Thursday on the resort island of Bali.

"A global scientific study of the role of marine and coastal ecosystems in meeting the climate change challenges is urgently needed in order to improve understanding," UNEP director Achim Steiner said on the sidelines of the gathering of climate experts and environment ministers.

"There is now growing evidence that marine and coastal ecosystems, such as sea grasses, mangroves and salt marshes, may play an important role in climate mitigation," he said.

Unlike when dealing with emissions from land, scientists have said a lack of knowledge on how oceans and climate interact means discussions on including oceans in a future global climate agreement are at an early stage.

"It is estimated that the equivalent of half the world's transport emissions may be sequestered by marine ecosystems," said Steiner.

"Combined with reducing emissions from deforestation, the restoration of these ecosystems could deliver up to 25 percent of the emissions reductions needed to avoid dangerous climate change," by limiting warming to two degrees Celsius (3.6 degrees Fahrenheit), he said.

The increasing appreciation of the importance of the seas and oceans, which cover more than 70 of the Earth's surface, can be compared with the growing interest in the climate role of forests 10 years ago, according to experts at the Bali meeting.

The latter led to the launching of the partnership to reduce emissions from deforestation discussed at the climate summit in Copenhagen in December.

In a report published last year, the UNEP and other UN agencies warned that "marine vegetated habitats rank amongst the most threatened habitats in the biosphere with global loss rates two to 15 times faster than that of tropical forests."

Stressing the need for urgency, the report said that since the middle of the 20th century, more than 30 percent of mangroves, nearly 25 percent of marshes and more than 30 percent of underwater "meadows" have been destroyed, primarily due to human activity.

These marine vegetation habitats, which cover less than 1.0 percent of the seabed, are responsible for more than half of the carbon sequestration in oceanic sediments, according to the report, titled "Blue Carbon, the role of healthy oceans in binding carbon."

Steiner said the Blue Carbon initiative was going to require support, particularly financial, from the UN, countries and international research agencies.
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NY Post (US): Another UN party in Bali
25 February 2010

Global environmental crises come and go, but fancy tropical vacations are forever. 

Or, at least, so it must be for the functionaries at the UN Environment Program: It was barely two years ago that bureaucrats and celebrities alike convened at a posh Bali beach resort to sip piña coladas and fret about global warming. 

This week, they were back -- the excuse this time being to encourage "the sound management of hazardous and chemical wastes." 

Obviously, to host such a confab in Nairobi, Kenya, where the UNEP is headquartered -- or, God forbid, by video conference -- wouldn't convey nearly the same sense of crisis. 

 As to the actual issue of toxic waste -- don't count on much getting done. 

The conference bills itself as "an effort to further synergies" between three separate regulatory bodies -- in other words, a bureaucracy of bureaucracies. 

Plus, as UN watchdog Claudia Rosett's reporting on the UN Oil for Food scandal made clear, nothing is as it seems when it comes to the world body's self-seeking hangers-on. 

Back then, it was grubbing kickbacks to help Saddam Hussein launder some $20 billion in supposed humanitarian aid. 

The Indonesian junkets are probably no more devious than the chance to enjoy the beach at someone else's expense. But, with the UN, you never can tell for sure.
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AP: Official: Climate change treaty unlikely this year
25 February 2010

Industrialized and developing countries are not likely to reach a treaty this year on cutting greenhouse gas emissions, which have sparked fears of weather-related disasters, the U.N. climate chief said Thursday.

Yvo de Boer, who announced last week he would resign July 1, said there was not enough time to recover from the disappointing summit in December in Copenhagen, where world leaders failed to agree on a legally binding climate pact.

Bickering between rich and poor countries over emissions cuts and financial assistance undermined the talks and forced them to settle on a voluntary plan.

"I think Copenhagen demonstrated that sometimes if you try and go too quickly, you actually achieve less progress," de Boer told The Associated Press in an interview.

More than 190 nations will reconvene in Cancun, Mexico, later this year for another attempt to reach a binding agreement to keep the Earth's average temperature from rising more than 3.6 degrees Fahrenheit (2 degrees Celsius) above levels that existed before nations began industrializing in the late 18th century.

U.N. scientists have said any temperature rise above that figure could lead to catastrophic sea level rises threatening islands and coastal cities, the killing off of many species of animals and plants, and the alteration of agricultural economies of many countries.

De Boer said more time was needed to establish a framework of mitigation steps, along with financial and climate change aid that can convince developing countries to support a new deal.

He said the focus should shift toward reaching an agreement at a summit next year in South Africa before the Kyoto Protocol expires in 2012.

"It's very close to the deadline and that's a problem," de Boer said.

"The first priority is to rebuild confidence and trust in the process," he said, adding that developing countries need to be convinced that "there are incentives that will allow them to act on climate change but also meet national economic development goals."

"If you can't show that there are real advantages, then it will never happen," he said.

De Boer spoke on the sidelines of an annual U.N. conference of environmental ministers. The conference is being held on the Indonesia island of Bali, where de Boer oversaw a historic agreement to start climate talks in 2007.

De Boer said his resignation last week had nothing to do with the outcome of the Copenhagen meeting, saying he was encouraged that countries pledged to provide tens of billions of dollars in financial aid that will help poor countries adapt to climate change.

He urged the immediate dispersal of those funds, which start at $30 billion over the next three years and will be scaled up to $100 billion a year by 2020.

"I think my message would be that you can achieve much more in life with carrots than with sticks," de Boer said.

But it is unclear when that will happen.

Karl Falkenberg, the E.U. Commission's director-general of environment, said Wednesday that such aid to poor countries could not be disbursed in the absence of any binding agreement on greenhouse gas emission cuts.

"If the international community cannot find any kind of agreement, then it's going to be very difficult to put this into effect," Falkenberg said.
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Gizmag (Blog): UN urges action on e-waste
25 February 2010

Ever wonder what happens to discarded televisions and obsolete home computers, or do you prefer not to think about it? According to a United Nations study on recycling, the volume of disused electronic products, or “e-waste” as it is known, has risen dramatically in-line with growth in sales in developing countries such as China, India, Africa and Latin America. 
By 2020, the alarming rate at which e-waste will have accumulated will have grown by as much as 500 per cent in some nations. 
To minimize the impact such a statistic will have on public health and the environment, the study calls for new recycling technologies and regulations to be implemented to safeguard against the hazardous by products of e-waste.

Outdated computers, mobile phones, printers, pagers, digital photo and music devices, refrigerators, toys and televisions are just several of the items at the top of the e-waste heap. The issue has long been recognized in developing countries as various programs to combat it would suggest.

According to the report, “Recycling—from E-waste to Resources,” issued by the UN Environment Programme (UNEP) and presented at a meeting between hazardous wastes experts in Bali, Indonesia, e-waste from old computers will have increased by 500 per cent over a ten-year period from 2007 in India, and by 200 to 400 per cent in South Africa and China. E-waste created by mobile phones will be seven times greater in China and 18 times greater in India.

China produces about 2.3 million tonnes of domestic e-waste each year. It seems to be considered a dumping ground for developed countries and has banned e-waste imports. This statistic is second only to the United States, which produces about 3 million tonnes.

Further compounding the issue is the manner in which current disposal practices are handled. In China, informal cost-effective practices allow inexpert recyclers to incinerate e-waste to recover valuable metals including gold, silver, palladium, copper and indium. 
The result is the steady release of toxic pollution and a very low metal recovery yield compared to more regulated processes employed by state-of-the-art industrial facilities.

UNEP Executive Director Achim Steiner argues that, “China is not alone in facing a serious challenge…India, Brazil, Mexico and others may also face rising environmental damage and health problems if e-waste recycling is left to the vagaries of the informal sector.”

The report indicates that, despite the daunting prospects posed by e-waste over the next decade, there is a “new urgency to establishing ambitious, formal and regulated processes for collecting and managing e-waste.”
 It recommends that countries establish e-waste management centers of excellence, noting a successful pilot in Bangalore, India, to transform informal e-waste collection and management. 
Nations such as Brazil, Colombia, Mexico, Morocco and South Africa are cited as places with great potential to introduce e-waste recycling technologies, such as manual dismantling of e-waste, because the informal e-waste sector is relatively small. Other countries such as Kenya, Peru, Senegal and Uganda where e-waste is relative low but likely to rise would benefit from capacity building.

Steiner also argues that with immediate action and forward planning improved e-waste recycling technologies in developing countries can “generate decent employment, cut greenhouse gas emissions and recover a wide range of valuable materials…[turning] an e-challenge into an e-opportunity.”

As the saying goes, one person’s trash is another person’s treasure. Konrad Osterwalder, Rector of the UN University (UNU) echoes the sentiment, stating that, “smart new technologies…combined with national and international policies, can transform waste into assets, creating new businesses with decent green jobs.”
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Fox News (US): Bali-Hoo: U.N Still Pushing for Global Environmental Control
25 February 2010

In other words: Copenhagen without the authority — yet — of Copenhagen.

The world body even has chosen a time and a place for the culmination of the process: a World Summit on Sustainable Development to be held in Rio de Janeiro in 2012, the 20th anniversary of the famed "Earth Summit" that gave focus and urgency to the world environmentalist movement.

The 2012 summit date is significant for another reason: It marks the end of the legal term of agreement for the Kyoto Protocol on greenhouse gas emissions, which includes carbon reduction targets, and provided the legal basis for an international cap-and-trade market for carbon, centered in Europe. 

The U.S. first signed then backed away from the Kyoto deal without ratifying it; until its apparent collapse, the comprehensive Copenhagen deal was intended to include the U.S. and supplant Kyoto with a new, legally binding regime.

The new Rio summit will end, according to U.N. documents obtained by Fox News, with a "focused political document" presumably laying out the framework and international commitments to a new Green World Order.

Just exactly what that environmental order will look like, and the extent of the immense financial commitments needed to produce it, are under discussion this week at a special session in Bali, Indonesia, of the United Nations Environment Program's 58-nation "Governing Council/Global Ministerial Environmental Forum," which oversees UNEP's operations.

The GC/GMEF, as it is known, is made up of environmental ministers and top-level bureaucrats from a roster of supervising nations — the U.S. is one of them — and its meeting is surrounded by a galaxy of environmentalist non-government organizations (NGOs) and environmental journalists from around the world.

Idyllic Bali is a favored venue for U.N. environmental meetings, in part because of its seclusion from too many outside eyes, and because its Pacific location and small size make it a highly congenial hothouse for environmental enthusiasm. In 2007, it served as a launching pad for the Bali Action Plan, which laid the negotiating basis for the Copenhagen treaty process.

The latest Bali session runs from Feb. 24 to 26, and is accompanied by a welter of other UNEP activity ranging from sessions on international waste management and chemical disposal, to the start of a process aimed at a new international treaty covering the storage and disposal of environmental mercury.

But the major topics are a global system of governance and what amounts to the next stage of a radical transformation of the world economic and social order, in the name of saving the planet.

Alongside that, as always, are discussions of vast sums of money that should flow to developing nations to help them make the transition to the new, greener world. 

As one of the papers written in advance of the meeting to "stimulate discussion" puts it, "the situation ... presents genuine opportunities for a dramatic shift from what can be termed 'business as usual.'"

For the anonymous bureaucrats who wrote the discussion papers, "business as usual" apparently means the current world economy, which the anonymous authors disparagingly term the "brown economy," or the "current dominant economic model."

 It is, according to the UNEP documents, a model in crisis, "which currently consumes more biomass than the Earth produces on a sustainable basis," and also "depletes natural capital" and "risks perpetuating and exacerbating persistent poverty and distributional disparities."

The new green economy under discussion at Bali will be something very different: For starters, it is much more vague, and as far as the discussion paper authors are concerned, it will stay that way.

The paper paints the coming green order in nebulous and utopian terms. It "implies the decoupling of resource use and environmental impacts from economic growth." It involves "substantially increased investment in green sectors, supported by enabling policy reforms." The investments will "provide the mechanism for the reconfiguration of businesses, infrastructure and institutions, and for adoption of sustainable consumption and production processes."

 It will lead to "more green and decent jobs, reduced energy and material intensities in production processes, less waste and pollution, and significantly reduced greenhouse-gas emissions."

But when it comes to measuring the achievement of those goals, the paper says, "it is counter-productive to develop generic green economy indicators applicable to all countries given differences in natural, human and economic resources."

 In the process of turning brown to green, "a green economy in one country may look quite dissimilar to a green economy in another country."

All of which may make judging the value of investment in the ecological transformation difficult to evaluate, except for insiders. But then, the paper suggests that the world may have an additional governing structure composed of exactly those insiders. As the paper puts it:

"Moving towards a green economy would also provide an opportunity to re-examine national and global governance structures and consider whether such structures allow the international community to respond to current and future environmental and development challenges and to capitalize on emerging opportunities."

The discussion paper, published — but not distributed — on Dec. 14, 2009, assumes that the goal of the green economic transformation is the same as that of the ill-fated Copenhagen conference: a 50 percent reduction in global carbon dioxide emissions by 2050. That, the paper says, will require a staggering $45 trillion dollar to accomplish — much of it in transfers from rich nations to poorer ones.

The paper, however, paints that as a bargain — "an average yearly investment of just over $1 trillion." About half of that would go for "replacing conventional technologies with low-carbon, environmentally sound alternatives."

Another major investment target would be "ecosystem-based adaptation and mitigation"—paying people and governments to maintain and expand forests, wetlands, coral reefs and other productive sources of "natural capital," which the current "dominant economic model" — the paper provides no other specifics — abuses.

But that is only the beginning of the transformation. Consumption patterns must change, so that fewer wasteful products are consumed, and more ecologically proper ones are produced — organic food and beverages, for example. 

The UNEP authors, citing other analytical papers produced by UNEP, claim that "the global market for environmental products and services is projected to double from the present $1.37 trillion per year to $2.74 trillion by 2020."

Beyond the organic food market, however, "environmental products and services" are not defined in much detail. One area would be the management of chemicals and solid and hazardous waste — as the paper puts it, "solid waste management alone consumes on average 20-50 percent of most city budgets."

In social terms, one of the most important goals of the transformation would be jobs, jobs, jobs — all of them green, and many of them, as it happens, already in existence.

The report notes, for example, that the U.S. recycling industry as of 2002 already employed over 1 million people; more investment would thus provide "significant opportunities" for more job creation. 

The same goes for looking after trees: Citing the U.N. Food and Agriculture Organization, the paper claims that "10 million new green jobs could be created by investing in sustainable forest management."

The report argues that significant amounts of the money developed countries have thrown at the problem of ending their current steep recessions could be counted as the type of green investment it envisages as part of the trillion-a-year future. In the U.S., for example, the document says that 11.6 percent of the economic stimulus as of August 2009 — about $112.8 billion — is the type it sees as vastly increasing in the future.

Where is all the money supposed to come from? The paper is emphatic that government alone doesn't have enough. The paper says that "regulated market mechanisms" are needed to "to promote new and innovative investments in green technology."

But above all, the paper asserts, the focus on ecological transformation must become all-encompassing if it is to succeed. 

Quoting from UNEP's formal medium-term strategy for 2010 to 2013, it says that "linkages between environmental sustainability and the economy will emerge as a key focus for public policymaking and a determinant of future market opportunities."

In other words, the green economy requires a green-oriented political revolution. As UNEP's medium-term strategy puts it: "The current environmental challenges and opportunities will cause the environment to move from often being considered a marginal issue at the intergovernmental and national levels to the center of political and economic decision-making."

The authors of the UNEP "discussion" papers see that organization — the U.N.'s principal environmental watchdog — and especially its governing "Governing Council/Global Ministerial Environmental Forum," as the central nexus of that new eco-centric regime — and that strengthening its authority at both the national and international levels will be a growing theme as the 2012 Rio Conference looms nearer.

"It is clear that environmental ministers alone cannot meet today's environmental challenges," asserts yet another Bali discussion paper. "One step towards strengthening their standing vis-à-vis other sectors is to strengthen the national [environmental] governance system."

Meantime, UNEP's GC/GMEF "is mandated to bring all environmental aspects together and to formulate broad policy advice and guidance" in the area of "international environmental governance reform" — with the aim of having it all ratified, eventually, by the U.N. General Assembly.

In all of this, it appears, the 2012 Rio Conference on Sustainable Development and the preliminary meetings that will determine its agenda is intended to play an important role in focusing attention on the agenda being discussed at Bali, and in creating the suggested frameworks of future "international governance."
 Above all, the planned Rio summit will be a framework that welds together the UNEP framework of environmentalism with the U.N.'s traditional anti-poverty agenda — which also involves huge investment transfers to poor countries from rich ones.

The two agendas come together in the rubric for Rio: sustainable development. As the paper on governance turgidly puts it: "eradicating poverty, changing unsustainable patterns of production and consumption and protecting and managing the natural resource base of economic and social development [are] overarching objectives of and essential requirements for sustainable development."

Vast international wealth transfers, crash investments in "green" technologies for energy, food, transportation and virtually everything else, with the aim of making enormous cuts in carbon emissions by 2050 — the sum of all the discussions underway at Bali appears indistinguishable from the Copenhagen agenda that was declared dead in December.

Except the U.N. and many nations — including the U.S. — apparently don't think so. Indeed, a series of new Copenhagen process negotiations have just been set for Bonn in April, with another set for late May to early June.

Their official aim is to bring Copenhagen back from the dead by the end of this year at a final negotiating session in Mexico.

In a press release announcing the negotiating round, Yvo de Boer, head of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), which manages the Copenhagen negotiating process, declared that "this constitutes a quick return to the negotiations" — and a continuing determination to put a new treaty in place as the capstone of the Green World Order.

But at the same time, he made clear that a deal by the end of the year is unlikely; 2011 is more feasible.

If that happens, de Boer won't be applauding from his current position. He has resigned, effective July 1, to become a consultant.

The first major preparatory meetings for the Rio summit in 2012 will be held at U.N. headquarters in New York City in mid-May.

Back to Menu
_________________________________________________________________

Europa Press (Spain): La 'Economía Verde', despegue de empleo a favor del medio ambiente y contra la pobreza
25 February 2010

La ministra de Medio Ambiente y Medio Rural y Marino, Elena Espinosa, ha señalado en Bali (Indonesia) que la 'Economía Verde' debe generar un nuevo despegue del empleo que aune la generación de beneficios, la reducción de la pobreza en el mundo y la mejora del medio ambiente, mediante la inversión en una nueva serie de activos basados en las tecnologías limpias y eficientes y en las energías renovables, entre otros, lo que debe contribuir a una economía baja en carbono para obtener una respuesta a largo plazo contra el cambio climático.

Durante la undécima sesión especial del Consejo de Administración del Programa de las Naciones Unidas para el Medio Ambiente (PNUMA) que se celebra en Bali, Espinosa copresidió la sesión ministerial en nombre de la Unión Europea y sus estados miembro.

 En el debate se profundizó en los mecanismos para lograr una Economía Verde a nivel nacional, el camino de transición hacia ella y las políticas más efectivas en ese proceso. 
Así, Espinosa subrayó la necesidad de identificar las reacciones adecuadas a una "crisis multi-dimensional que ha afectado a las relaciones sociales, económicas y ambientales, revelando, de manera visible, las fuertes tendencias a la insostenibilidad que genera el vigente modelo de desarrollo.

La delegación española estuvo encabezada por Espinosa y por la secretaria de Estado de Cambio Climático, Teresa Ribera, que representaron a la UE en este debate ministerial y ofreció la experiencia y apoyo de la UE a nivel global para lograr una economía más  eficiente con el uso sostenible de los recursos naturales.
Asimismo, indicó que se debe integrar y destacar el valor real de la biodiversidad y los servicios de los ecosistemas en el sistema económico, ya que contribuirá a hacer más verde la economía. 
Para ello, España considera necesario compartir responsabilidades y que los puntos más relevantes en este contexto incluyen las inversiones y mejoras sociales y medioambientales, la reducción del carbono, el desarrollo de estrategias para una eficiencia de los recursos proporcionando empleos dignos y protección social, especialmente para aquellos cuyos medios de vida, rentas y empleos están afectados por la necesidad de adaptarse al cambio climático y la necesidad de reducir emisiones.

Igualmente, destacó que es preciso seguir apoyando a los sectores verdes asentados y dar un "nuevo estímulo" a otros que todavía no han alcanzado esta condición, aunque lo harán en un futuro cercano.  

Finalmente, incidió en la postura de la UE sobre la necesidad de prestar atención a los instrumentos y acciones que permitan la transición a un modelo de economía que sea compatible con el desarrollo sostenible, teniendo en cuenta los contextos variables de los países en desarrollo, las economías emergentes y los países desarrollados.
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Heise (Germany):"Anstrengungen der Klima-Skeptiker zurückweisen"

24 February 2010

Nach einem Bericht der britischen Zeitung Guardian hat UN-Generalsekretär Ban Ki-moon die Umweltminister aller Länder dazu aufgerufen, sich gegen Versuche zu wehren, die internationalen Klimaverhandlungen zu unterminieren. 
Der Klimawandel stelle "eine klare und gegenwärtige Gefahr" dar. "Ich bitte Sie dringend, die Anstrengungen von Klima-Skeptikern zurückzuweisen, mit denen Ihre Verhandlungen in letzter Minute durch Übertreibung von Mängeln im ... (IPCC-)Bericht aus der Bahn geworfen werden sollen." ("I urge you to reject last-ditch attempts by climate sceptics to derail your negotiations by exaggerating shortcomings in the ... report")

Unterdessen berichtet die Jakarta Post, dass Rachmat Witoelar, der Direktor des indonesischen Nationalen Rats für Fragen des Klimawandels, dazu aufgerufen hat, das Misstrauen zwischen den reichen Länder und den Entwicklungsländern zu überwinden. Seine Regierung hat dafür eine Reihe informeller Gespräche im Vorfeld der nächsten Vertragsstaaten-Konferenz der Klimarahmenkonvention und des Kyoto-Protokolls vorgeschlagen, die im Dezember im mexikanischen Cancún stattfinden wird.

Wie schon in Kopenhagen wird es dort um eine rechtlich bindendes Klimaschutzabkommen gehen. Die einflussreichen Schwellenländer Indien, Brasilien, China und Südafrika hatten auf einem gemeinsamen Treffen deutlich gemacht, dass ihr Ziel nach wie vor eine verbindlichen Fortschreibung des Kyoto-Protokolls ist. Auch die US-Regierung sprach zuletzt davon, dass sie einen verbindlichen Vertrag will - womit die unverbindliche Kopenhagener Verabredung tot sein dürfte -, aber scheint nach wie vor nicht bereit zu sein, dem Protokoll doch noch beizutreten.

Das erste der von Indonesien angeregten Treffen wird bereits am Freitag auf Bali stattfinden, wo in diesen Tagen ohnehin Umweltminister und hochrangige Umweltpolitiker aus über 140 Ländern zusammen kommen.
 Die ersten offiziellen Vorbereitungsgespräche für Cancún finden Anfang April in Bonn am Sitz des Sekretariats der UN-Klimarahmenkonvention statt. 
Auf Bali tagt seit heute der Rat des UN-Umweltprogramms UNEP. Näheres darüber in einer Stellungnahme, die UNEP-Chef Achim Steiner zu Beginn des Treffens über die Arbeit und die Zukunft seiner Organisation abgab,
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Europa Press (Spain):La ONU considera a China e India comprometidos a su manera con el Acuerdo de la cumbre del clima
26 February 2010

El jefe de Naciones Unidas en materia de cambio climático, Yvo de Boer, afirmó hoy que India y China han demostrado un compromiso con el Acuerdo de Copenhague redactado en la capital danesa el año pasado, aunque no han decidido "asociarse" al texto. Pese a que el pacto no sea vinculante, ha logrado el respaldo explícito de más de un centenar de países.

"Tanto China como India, junto a otros 60 países, han comprometido planes de objetivos en relación a las acciones que tienen pensado adoptar", afirmó de Boer, en declaraciones a la prensa durante una cumbre sobre medio ambiente de la ONU en la isla indonesia de Bali, en la localidad de Nusa Dua. 

En este sentido, destacó que aunque Pekín y Nueva Delhi no hayan dado el espaldarazo definitivo al texto de Copenhague, ambos mantienen un "compromiso político y sustancial" en relación a este pacto.

En concreto, el primer ministro indio "ha indicado que apoya el Acuerdo de Copenhague" y su Gobierno "ha formulado ocho metas nacionales en diferentes áreas directamente relacionadas con el cambio climático".

De Boer abogó no tanto por supervisar quién firma y quién no el citado documento sino por buscar otro nuevo texto que sí recoja compromisos vinculantes.

Asimismo, el representante de la ONU, que abandonará la organización en julio para pasarse a la empresa privada, destacó que la Unión Europea, Japón y Estados Unidos analizan actualmente mecanismos para distribuir 30.000 millones de dólares entre los países pobres como ayuda para combatirles el cambio climático.
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Other UNEP Coverage

E Newspf (Blog): India’s Contribution Pushes UN Global Campaign to Over 10 Billion Trees Planted
25 February 2010

India, the world’s second most populous country, announced today that it is coming on board the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) campaign to cover the world with billions of trees, pushing the total number planted so far to more than 10 billion since the movement started in 2006. 

The South Asian nation is one of the fastest-growing economies in the region and is among the world’s largest consumers of wood products. With a significant proportion of its population depending on land, intense pressure is placed on forests, while overgrazing is also contributing to desertification.

India, where forestry forms the second largest use of land, has kicked off a tree-planting scheme to combat land degradation and desertification, including windbreaks and shelterbelts to protect agricultural land.

“It is wonderful to have India join a campaign that will give so much in terms of trees and the future of the planet,” said UNEP Executive Director Achim Steiner.

The campaign reached its 7 billionth tree – one for every person on the planet – last September when China signed on and contributed nearly 3 billion trees, which alone was an “enormous achievement.” But thanks to India’s participation, he said, it has now surpassed the 10 billion mark.

This accomplishment shows the extent to which the movement has galvanized not just governments, but people worldwide, Mr. Steiner pointed out. “It is this kind of solidarity that will make a difference for moving economies toward a low carbon and sustainable world.”

Also today, the UNEP chief, along with a senior Indonesian official, underscored the crucial role played by marine and coastal ecosystems in sequestering carbon in the fight against climate change – also known as ‘blue carbon.’

The sea and its ecosystems – which are increasingly disrupted by the emission of greenhouse gases – play an important part in maintaining the balance of carbon absorption.

“We already know that marine and coastal ecosystems are multi-trillion dollar assets linked to sectors such as tourism, shipping and fisheries,” Mr. Steiner said. “Now it is emerging that they are natural allies against climate change.”

He and Fadel Muhammad, Indonesia’s Minister of Marine Affairs and Fisheries, issued a joint statement at the 11th Special Session of the UNEP Governing Council underway in Bali, Indonesia, appealing to “all countries to preserve these abilities of coastal and marine ecosystems as important variables in the global climate change dynamic.”
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Environmental Expert (Blog): India joins UNEP`s Billion Tree Campaign
25 February 2010

The Secretary of the Ministry of Environment and Forests, Mr. Vijay Sharma, announced today that India has joined the United Nations Environment Programme's Plant for the Planet: Billion Tree Campaign (BTC) by planting two billion trees since 2007, bringing the international campaign's total to date to over 10 billion planted trees worldwide. 

India is one of Asia's fastest growing economies and is among the largest consumers of wood products. In addition, a large part of its population continues to depend on land, putting pressure on forests, especially in densely populated areas where people are cultivating on marginal lands. Overgrazing is also contributing towards desertification.

While the socio-economic pressures on the country's forests are tremendous, the government is clearly anxious to find solutions. 
Almost one third of the planted forests in Asia, mostly in China and India, have served the purpose of environmental protection. India has instituted a tree planting system to combat land degradation and desertification, including windbreaks and shelterbelts to protect agricultural land.

India has also launched a compensation afforestation programme under which any diversion of public forests for non-forestry purposes is compensated through afforestation in degraded or non-forested land.
 The funds received as compensation are used to improve forest management, protection of forests and of watershed areas. A government authority has been created specifically to administer this programme.

Forestry forms the second largest land use in India and the government actively monitors the growth of the trees. At the macro level it is done by the Forest Survey of India every two years. In general, indigenous species are planted in the forested area through the involvement of local people. Tree planting on public lands is also nationally monitored by the Ministry of Statistics and Programme Implementation.

The private sector is also engaged with tree planting. As part of the Green Commonwealth Games 2010 in Delhi, organizers have introduced an initiative to expand the forest coverage in the city.

Achim Steiner, UN Under-Secretary General and Executive Director of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), said: 'It is wonderful to have India join a campaign that will give so much in terms of trees and the future of the planet. 
In September we thought hitting seven billion trees was an enormous achievement but with this latest planting by India we have now reached over 10 billion in the Billion Tree Campaign that has galvanized governments and people around the world. It is this kind of solidarity that will make a difference for moving economies towards a low carbon and sustainable world.'
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UN News Center: India’s contribution pushes UN global campaign to over 10 billion trees planted
25 February 2010
India, the world’s second most populous country, announced today that it is coming on board the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) campaign to cover the world with billions of trees, pushing the total number planted so far to more than 10 billion since the movement started in 2006.

The South Asian nation is one of the fastest-growing economies in the region and is among the world’s largest consumers of wood products. With a significant proportion of its population depending on land, intense pressure is placed on forests, while overgrazing is also contributing to desertification.

India, where forestry forms the second largest use of land, has kicked off a tree-planting scheme to combat land degradation and desertification, including windbreaks and shelterbelts to protect agricultural land.

“It is wonderful to have India join a campaign that will give so much in terms of trees and the future of the planet,” said UNEP Executive Director Achim Steiner.

The campaign reached its 7 billionth tree – one for every person on the planet – last September when China signed on and contributed nearly 3 billion trees, which alone was an “enormous achievement.” But thanks to India’s participation, he said, it has now surpassed the 10 billion mark.

This accomplishment shows the extent to which the movement has galvanized not just governments, but people worldwide, Mr. Steiner pointed out. “It is this kind of solidarity that will make a difference for moving economies toward a low carbon and sustainable world.”

Also today, the UNEP chief, along with a senior Indonesian official, underscored the crucial role played by marine and coastal ecosystems in sequestering carbon in the fight against climate change – also known as ‘blue carbon.’

The sea and its ecosystems – which are increasingly disrupted by the emission of greenhouse gases – play an important part in maintaining the balance of carbon absorption.

“We already know that marine and coastal ecosystems are multi-trillion dollar assets linked to sectors such as tourism, shipping and fisheries,” Mr. Steiner said. “Now it is emerging that they are natural allies against climate change.”

He and Fadel Muhammad, Indonesia’s Minister of Marine Affairs and Fisheries, issued a joint statement at the 11th Special Session of the UNEP Governing Council underway in Bali, Indonesia, appealing to “all countries to preserve these abilities of coastal and marine ecosystems as important variables in the global climate change dynamic.”
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International News (Pakistan): Minister wants UNEP office in Pakistan
26 February 2010

The Ministry of Environment is in the process of establishing a centre of excellence for environmentally-sound management of chemicals and waste as part of the Multilateral Environmental Agreements Secretariat (MEAS).

Federal Minister for Environment Hamidullah Jan Afridi stated this in his meeting with Executive Director of United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) Achim Steiner on the sidelines of the ministerial forum being held in Bali, Indonesia, according to a message received here on Thursday.

The minister stressed on the need for establishment of the UNEP office in Pakistan. He said that it was necessary for improved coordination in the field of environment. 

He also informed the executive director that Pakistan had taken several steps to create synergy among various chemical and waste related treaties i.e. Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions. 

He said that the joint secretary of the Ministry of Environment was designated national authority to deal with conventions on chemicals and waste. 

The minister reiterated that Pakistan has put forth a proposal on e-waste management to the UNEP under the Basel Convention and would appreciate a proper response. He desired support from the executive director in combating the environment-related problems and realizing UNEP presence in Pakistan. He particularly mentioned need for UNEP support in capacity building of MEAS and the chemical management centre. 

UNEP Executive Director Achim Steiner appreciated Pakistan’s contribution to global efforts for environmental protection, eco system management, bio safety and synergy among various conventions. 

He agreed that opening of UNEP office in Pakistan is need of the hour and assured that steps in this direction would soon be taken. He also assured to provide all possible assistance for the purpose of institutional capacity building encompassing the fields of chemicals/waste management, biodiversity, promotion of green economy and sustainable development.
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IPCC in the News
Evening Standard (London): Climate change scientists ‘to clear names’ over data claims
25 February 2010

Scientists at the centre of a major row over climate change today hit back at accusations they manipulated data.

The University of East Anglia Climatic Research Unit team published evidence they hope will clear their name at a Commons select committee inquiry, which begins on Monday. 

The scientists say that leaked emails, which some claimed showed they manipulated data, were “richly misinterpreted and quoted out of context”.

The fresh evidence came as Rajendra Pachauri, the embattled chairman of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, was also battling for his future. He will try to regain the confidence of world leaders at a closed meeting of environment and climate ministers in Bali, following the failures of the Copenhagen summit.

The Met Office also today said it would re-examine 160 years of global temperature records following the row. Professor Edward Acton, vice-chancellor of the University of East Anglia, today said it was crucial that the university repaired its reputation.

“We are well aware that research addressing issues with such profound implications for the human species is liable to trigger fierce debate,” he said in the 12-page evidence document to be presented to MPs. But he added that powerful commercial interests had played a part in under-playing data surrounding climate change.
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Top News (UAE): IPCC working on a “set of measures” adhering to rigorous scientific standards
25 February 2010

In an attempt to step up the oversight and enforcement of the existing policies of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the organization is working out a strategy whereby the experts producing its high-profile reports will be duly policed, so as to ensure that they abide by scrupulous scientific standards. 

The proposed move, by the IPCC Chairman Rajendra Pachauri and other IPCC leaders, comes in the wake of the string of disquieting revelations that led to widespread criticism of the United Nations-sponsored organization, which won the Nobel Peace Prize in 2007 for its 3000-page report which stated that climate change is "unequivocal" and is "very likely" a result of human activity. 

The late-last-year release of over 1,000 emails from the computers of UK-based scientific center, the Climatic Research Unit at the University of East Anglia, revealed that scientists were trying to hush up the views of skeptics who questioned the so-called `human influence' that the research cited as the cause of climate change. 

One of the key contentious revelations of the erroneous IPCC 2007 report was the forecast about the melting of Himalayan glaciers by 2035. 

Noting that the IPCC will "leave no stone unturned to come up with a set of measures" that adhere to rigorous scientific standards, Pachauri said: "We certainly don't feel comfortable with the loss of even one iota of trust. We are grappling with this issue."
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Journal Live (UK): Climate data mistakes acknowledged
25 February 2010

Ed Miliband acknowledged that "mistakes" had been made over climate change data but insisted the effect was happening and was "man-made".

At Commons question time, the Energy and Climate Change Secretary disclosed that he had written to Rajendra Pachauri, chairman of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), urging him to eliminate such errors in the future.

His comments came as Dr Pachauri was due to make his case to world leaders in Bali after calls for his resignation in the wake of the discovery of errors in the IPCC's latest report.

The meeting follows publication of hacked emails from University of East Anglia climate change scientists, which sceptics claimed showed they had been manipulating climate data.

Liberal Democrat Evan Harris (Oxford W and Abingdon) said despite the controversy "the science is very clear from other data sets, not least, that global warming is a real effect".

Mr Miliband said: "There have been mistakes made, clearly. It's important in relation to the IPCC that those mistakes are looked at and they look at their procedures.

"I've written to Dr Pachauri to emphasise our support for the organisation but also our wish that they look at their procedures to try and eliminate these sort of errors.

"But the overall picture is very clear, which is that climate change is happening, it is real, it is man-made."

Tory Ann Winterton (Congleton) said: "Recent polls show that the British public has had a dramatic change of mind about whether climate change is man-made.

"Will the Government change its mind about the huge subsidies to land-based windfarms, which are not only ineffective but also despoil the countryside."
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Economic Times (India): Scientists examine causes for lull in warming
25 February 2010

Climate scientists must do more to work out how exceptionally cold winters or a dip in world temperatures fit their theories of global warming, if they are to persuade an increasingly sceptical public. 

At stake is public belief that greenhouse gas emissions are warming the planet, and political momentum to act as governments struggle to agree a climate treaty which could direct trillions of dollars into renewable energy, away from fossil fuels. 

Public conviction of global warming's risks may have been undermined by an error in a UN panel report exaggerating the pace of melt of Himalayan glaciers and by the disclosure of hacked emails revealing scientists sniping at sceptics, who leapt on these as evidence of data fixing. 

Scientists said they must explain better how a freezing winter this year in parts of the northern hemisphere and a break in a rising trend in global temperatures since 1998 can happen when heat-trapping gases are pouring into the atmosphere. 

"There is a lack of consensus," said Kevin Trenberth, head of the Climate Analysis Section at the US National Center for Atmospheric Research, on why global temperatures have not matched a peak set in 1998, or in 2005 according to one US analysis. For a table of world temperatures: 

Part of the explanation could be a failure to account for rapid warming in parts of the Arctic, where sea ice had melted, and where there were fewer monitoring stations, he said. 

"I think we need better analysis of what's going on on a routine basis so that everyone, politicians and the general public, are informed about our current understanding of what is happening, more statements in a much quicker fashion instead of waiting for another six years for the next IPCC report." 

The latest, fourth Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) report was published in 2007 and the next is due in 2014. 

The proportion of British adults who had no doubt climate change was happening had dropped in January to 31 percent from 44 percent in January 2009, an Ipsos MORI poll showed this week. 

HOTTEST DECADE ON RECORD 

The decade 2000-2009 was the hottest since 1850 as a result of warming through the 1980s and 1990s which has since peaked, says the World Meteorological Organisation. 

British Hadley Centre scientists said last year that there was no warming from 1999-2008, after allowing for extreme, natural weather patterns. Temperatures should have risen by a widely estimated 0.2 degrees Centigrade, given a build up of manmade greenhouse gases. 

"Solar might be one part of it," said the Hadley's Jeff Knight, adding that changes in the way data was gathered could be a factor, as well as shifts in the heat stored by oceans. 

The sun goes through phases in activity, and since 2001 has been in a downturn meaning it may have heated the earth a little less, scientists say. 

"We've not put our finger precisely on what has changed," Knight said. "(But) If you add all these things together ... there's nothing really there to challenge the idea that there's going to be large warming in the 21st century."

Melting Arctic ice was evidence for continuing change, regardless of observed temperatures, said Stein Sandven, head of the Nansen Environmental and Remote Sensing Center in Norway. 

"The long-term change for the Arctic sea ice has been very consistent. It shows a decline over these (past) three decades especially in the summer. In the past 3-4 years Arctic sea ice has been below the average for the last 30 years." 

Rajendra Pachauri, chair of the IPCC, told Reuters that the IPCC stood by its 2007 findings that it is more than 90 percent certain that human activities are the main cause of global warming in the past 50 years. 

"I think the findings are overall very robust. We've made one stupid error on the Himalayan glaciers. I think that there is otherwise so much solid science." The IPCC wrongly predicted that Himalayan glaciers could vanish by 2035. 

NATURAL CAUSES? 

One long-running doubter of the threat of climate change, Richard Lindzen, meteorologist at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, said a lull in warming was unsurprising, given an earlier "obsessing about tenths of a degree" in the 1980s and early 1990s. 

The world warmed 0.7-0.8 degrees Celsius over the last century. Lindzen expected analysis to show in a few years' time that recent warming had natural causes. "It just fluctuates. I think the best explanation is the ocean. The timescale for ocean circulations can be decades." 

He dismissed recent ice melt over a short, 30-year record. 

Pachauri said that scientists had to unpick manmade global warming from natural influences -- such as the sun and cyclical weather patterns -- also dubbed "natural variability". 

"Natural variability is not magic, there is movement of energy around the climate system and we should be able to track it," said Trenberth. 

Trenberth attributed the cold winter to an extraordinary weather pattern not seen since 1977 which had curbed prevailing westerly winds across the northern hemisphere, and said that the underlying cause was "one we don't have answers to."
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Wall Street Journal (US): Push to Oversimplify at Climate Panel
26 February 2010

In the next few days, the world's leading authority on global warming plans to roll out a strategy to tackle a tough problem: restoring its own bruised reputation. 

A months-long crisis at the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change has upended the world's perception of global warming, after hacked emails and other disclosures revealed deep divisions among scientists working with the United Nation-sponsored group. 
That has raised questions about the panel's objectivity in assessing one of today's most hotly debated scientific fields.

The problem stems from the IPCC's thorny mission: Take sophisticated and sometimes inconclusive science, and boil it down to usable advice for lawmakers. 
To meet that goal, scientists working with the IPCC say they sometimes faced institutional bias toward oversimplification, a Wall Street Journal examination shows.

Richard Alley, a geoscientist who helped write the IPCC's latest report, issued in 2007, described a trip that summer to Greenland's ice sheet with senators who urged him to be as specific as possible about the potential for sea-level rise. 
The point many of them made, he said: Give more explicit advice—because, if the sea rises, "the levee has to be built some height." 

The tension within the IPCC stretches back a decade or more, according to interviews with scientists and a review of hundreds of IPCC documents and emails. It has complicated the panel's work on matters ranging from the study of tree rings to the proper use of massively complex climate computer models.

The IPCC has faced withering criticism. Emails hacked from a U.K. climate lab and posted online late last year appear to show scientists trying to squelch researchers who disagreed with their conclusion that humans are largely responsible for climate change. 
And last month, the IPCC admitted its celebrated 2007 report contained an error: a false claim that Himalayan glaciers could melt by 2035. The IPCC report got the date from a World Wildlife Fund report. 

Even some who agree with the IPCC conclusion that humans are significantly contributing to climate change say the IPCC has morphed from a scientific analyst to a political actor. 
"It's very much an advocacy organization that's couched in the role of advice," says Roger Pielke, a University of Colorado political scientist. He says many IPCC participants want "to compel action" instead of "just summarizing science." 

To restore its credibility, the IPCC will focus on enforcing rules already on the books, IPCC Chairman Rajendra Pachauri and other officials said in interviews. Scientific claims must be checked with several experts before being published.
 IPCC reports must reflect disagreements when consensus can't be reached. And people who write reports must refrain from advocating specific environmental actions—a political line the IPCC isn't supposed to cross.

Mr. Pachauri describes the IPCC's record as "impeccable." Still, he said, the IPCC's reforms will aim to "ensure that even the slightest possibility of someone not adhering to procedures is eliminated completely. We just have to act like monitors at every stage."

The IPCC shared a Nobel Peace Prize with former Vice President Al Gore in 2007 for its report that year declaring climate change "unequivocal" and "very likely" caused by emissions of greenhouse gases due to human activity. Formed in 1988, the group doesn't conduct or fund research, but filters the work of researchers world-wide. 

About 30 paid staffers help thousands of scientists who volunteer to assemble voluminous "assessment reports" every five or six years. The goal is to be "policy-relevant" but "never policy-prescriptive," the IPCC says.

The IPCC's budget, about $7 million this year, comes mainly from contributions from the U.S. and other industrialized nations.

Critics also allege a conflict of interest by Mr. Pachauri, the IPCC's chairman, who heads an energy-research institute in India and has done consulting work for multinationals. 

Taken together, the organization's troubles raise questions about its quality control in summarizing science. But many scientists say the crisis doesn't undermine independent research demonstrating man's influence on the climate.

"There is a very broad and deep consensus that I buy into that we're producing too much CO2 and it's going to cause problems eventually," said John H. Marburger III, former science adviser to President George W. Bush. Many details remain uncertain, he said, but "I think it's unequivocal that there is a human component."

IPCC leaders including Mr. Pachauri say the IPCC is rigorous and transparent. The IPCC last month expressed "regret" for the erroneous Himalayan statement, traced originally to a magazine article.
 "The organization has an impeccable record of having performed," Mr. Pachauri said, and its work "always includes the quantifications of uncertainties."

Regarding conflict of interest, Mr. Pachauri said, "I don't take a single penny" from the consulting work. Proceeds go to his energy institute and not to him personally, he said.

As climate change gained public attention in recent decades, some IPCC-affiliated scientists privately expressed concerns that conclusions were risked getting oversimplified. Keith Briffa, a climate scientist at East Anglia, expressed this worry in emails to colleagues in 1999, as work intensified on the IPCC's third major report, published in 2001. Mr. Briffa's particular concern: tree rings.

Scientists use tree rings and other proxies to assess temperatures thousands of years ago, before thermometers existed. Wider rings indicate greater growth, generally suggesting warmer temperatures, or higher precipitation, or both. Mr. Briffa pioneered the technique.

"I know there is pressure to present a nice tidy story as regards 'apparent unprecedented warming in a thousand years or more,' " he wrote to other researchers in the email, among those hacked at East Anglia. "In reality the situation is not quite so simple," Mr. Briffa wrote. 

He didn't identify the source of the pressure. A university spokesman said Mr. Briffa wouldn't comment.

The problem: Using Mr. Briffa's tree-ring techniques, researchers in the '90s built charts suggesting temperatures in the late 20th century were the highest in a millennium. The charts were dubbed "hockey sticks" because they showed temperatures relatively flat for centuries, then angling higher recently.

But Mr. Briffa fretted about a potential issue. Thermometers show temperatures have risen since the '60s, but tree-ring data don't move in tandem, and sometimes show the opposite. (Average annual temperatures reached the highest on record in 2005, according to U.S. government data.
 They fell the next three years, and rose in 2009. All those years remain among the warmest on record.)

In his same 1999 email, Mr. Briffa said tree-ring data overall did show "unusually warm" conditions in recent decades. But, he added, "I believe that the recent warmth was probably matched about 1,000 years ago." 

In other words, maybe the chart shouldn't resemble a hockey stick.

The data were the subject of heated back-and-forth before the IPCC's 2001 report. John Christy, one of the section's lead authors, said at the time that he tried in vain to make sure the report reflected the uncertainty. 

Mr. Christy said in an interview that some of the pressure to downplay the uncertainty came from Michael Mann, a fellow lead author of that chapter, a scientist at Pennsylvania State University, and a developer of the original hockey-stick chart.

The "very prominent" use of the hockey-stick chart "overrules what tentativeness some of us actually intended," Mr. Christy wrote to the National Research Council in the U.S. a month after the report was published. Mr. Christy, a climate scientist at the University of Alabama in Huntsville, provided that email.

"I was suspicious of the hockey stick," Mr. Christy said in an interview. Had Mr. Briffa's concerns been more widely known, "The story coming out of the [report] may have been different in tone and confidence."

Mr. Mann said in an email interview, "I was not pushing 'hard' for anything of the sort." The chapter's authors, he said, "engaged in a robust, good faith discussion of what the level of certainty was." Mr. Mann also noted that his original 1998 hockey-stick paper stressed the uncertainties involved in reconstructing past temperatures.

Complicating matters, a simplified version of the hockey-stick chart appeared prominently in the 2001 report's "summary for policy makers"—a 34-page distillation of the full report. 
Thomas Stocker, a climate scientist at the University of Bern and member of the team that wrote the summary, said the team wrestled with how to make the summary "faithful to the full report and yet still comprehensible" to policy makers. 

The hockey-stick chart is "the textbook example" of "how difficult the job really is" to summarize the full report, said Mr. Stocker, one of the top scientists overseeing the IPCC's next report, due in 2013 and 2014.

In retrospect, he said, the simplified version should have had more detail. It could suggest a clearer conclusion than the actual chart appearing deeper in the full report. "I think that was part of the problem—that we simplified it," he said. "It's not suppressing information, but it's making it harder for the rapid reader to have the full picture."

Another big issue: The accuracy of complex computer models that underpin the science. Run on supercomputers, these models try to predict how greenhouse-gas emissions might affect temperatures, and how temperatures might affect everything from glaciers to hurricanes.

In September 2000, Filippo Giorgi of the International Center for Theoretical Physics in Trieste, Italy, wrote a worried email. He said he felt pressure to cite simulations that hadn't yet been published in a scientific journal. He worried it showed a relaxation of standards.

The IPCC's rules "have been softened to the point that in this way the IPCC is not any more an assessment of published science (which is its proclaimed goal)," he wrote in the email. Mr. Giorgi added: "At this point there are very little rules and almost anything goes. I think this will set a dangerous precedent."

In an interview, Mr. Giorgi said the pressure he felt came from the panel overseeing his part of the report. The panel was co-chaired by Sir John Houghton, a scientist who previously had chaired the IPCC as a whole.

Mr. Houghton defended his panel's oversight. "Nobody was arguing for 'anything goes,'" he said this week. "Nobody was arguing for making choices that selected anything more dramatic or with a particular message," he said. "Everybody wanted to present the results in the most helpful as well as honest way."

Mr. Giorgi said that including the data ultimately did no harm, because the IPCC report included a disclaimer noting it hadn't appeared in a scientific journal. Eventually, he added, the work appeared in a journal.

Some researchers continued to feel pressure to boil down science as work began on the IPCC's fourth major report, published in 2007. Things that are "very difficult to quantify must be quantified to keep the policy makers happy," Mr. Alley, the geoscientist, who teaches at Penn State, said in an interview. "It's a very frustrating thing." 

Mr. Alley walked that tightrope in helping write the chapter covering his specialty: the degree to which massive Greenland and antarctic ice sheets might melt, raising sea levels. The problem, he said: "Ice-sheet models are not very good."

Many conversations with policy makers—including Mr. Gore, the senators in Greenland and Christian Gaudin, a French senator—left the clear impression that "we scientists had better get better numbers," said Mr. Alley, adding that he understands their desire for detail.

So the scientists put numbers into the 2007 study, along with a big caveat—what Mr. Alley calls a "punt." The study took into account things like glacier melt in most of the world, but it noted that it excluded what's happening in the Greenland and Antarctic ice sheets, which "we can't predict," Mr. Alley said.

Inevitably, Mr. Alley said, some people have cited the numbers without that caveat.

A spokeswoman for Mr. Gore said he understands the uncertainties, and that he pointed out in statements "that there was essentially an asterisk" on the 2007 report's sea-level projections.
 "As he understands the situation from the ice-science community, the uncertainty in sea level applies in both directions," meaning sea-level rise could be greater or smaller than projected, her statement said.

In an interview, Mr. Gaudin, the French senator, recalled having lunch with Mr. Alley on a visit to Penn State where they discussed the interplay between scientists and politicians on the "big questions that interest society," notably climate change. Scientific reports, including the IPCC's, "need to have more precision," Mr. Gaudin said. It is "difficult for politicians to make a decision" otherwise.

Mr. Marburger, the former Bush science adviser, said he frequently heard policy makers express frustration at the lack of certainty in many areas of science, including climate. "'Why can't we get better numbers?' Everybody asks that," he said. "But science rarely gives you the right answer. Science tells you what the situation is, but it doesn't tell you what to do."
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Telegraph (UK): Labour has pushed us to the brink of a blackout
24 February 2010

The global warming circus has stamped its carbon footprint on Bali, where tonight, behind closed doors, Dr Rajendra Pachauri will plead for his job. 
It is unclear whether the biggest gathering of environment ministers since the Copenhagen summit will have the courage to push the walking calamity who heads the UN's Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change into standing down, though it should. 
His credibility has been shredded, and he now resorts to matching the lurid abuse hurled at him by his enemies. Recently, he expressed a desire to smear their faces with asbestos.

The hysteria of the debate between an often secretive scientific establishment and the insurgents who reject its orthodoxies about man's role in whatever it is that is happening to the planet is trying the patience of voters – and readers of this newspaper – who are confused or angered (or both) by the lectures they get from each side. 

The healthy scepticism that should be at the root of any scientific debate is being replaced by a corrosive contempt for scientists and governments. 

This week, an Ipsos Mori poll found that the number who say that climate change is "definitely" a threat has fallen from 44 per cent to 31 per cent over the past year. 
Now, just one in five accepts that global warming is caused by man pumping carbon into the atmosphere – which is why ministers may well decide the time has come to invite Dr Pachauri to return to his business interests.

Yet this dispute is in danger of obscuring a far more immediate threat to our everyday existence, which will affect not just future generations, but every family in Britain today. 
Forget global warming – the more pressing problem is that the lights are about to go out. Look at the projections, and you will see why Ed Miliband, the Cabinet minister responsible for energy (there have been eight since 1997), should be up at night worrying. Over the next seven years, all the assumptions about where our power comes from will be overturned.

Five years ago, Britain became a net importer of fossil fuels. The depletion of North Sea oil and gas means that we are depending increasingly on foreign supplies. In 2000, we imported just one per cent of our natural gas supplies; now it's nearly half, and the National Grid expects it will reach 70 per cent by 2018. 
On Tuesday, Oil & Gas UK, which represents the industry, issued a warning that without more investment in the North Sea, its contribution towards our energy needs will continue to dwindle.

At the same time, generating capacity is set to drop off sharply, as ageing coal, gas and nuclear power stations are taken out of service. As so often, Europe is playing its part, in the shape of the EU Large Combustion Plant directive, which says that they should be cleaned up at vast cost or closed. 
The Government admits that by 2020 the lost capacity will be vast – 22.5 gigawatts, or almost a third of our total requirements. The graphs show that if no action is taken, our energy supply will go downhill faster than Amy Williams at Vancouver.

And what should worry us all far more than the shenanigans in Bali is how little the present Government has done to address the looming blackout. It has stuck to a policy designed for an age of plenty, when what is needed is one to deal with the insecurities of the 21st century. 
How, for example, should we protect ourselves against the prospect of rising oil prices at a time when economic growth elsewhere will drive up demand for ever scarcer supplies? How do we insure against political instability abroad? When Russia tightened the tap on its natural gas pipelines last year in a dispute with Ukraine, Britain suffered, because we are at the other end of that network and have far smaller stockpiles than our European counterparts. 
Argentina's sabre-rattling over oil exploration in the Falklands may be comical today, but what about a nuclear-armed Iran blockading the Strait of Hormuz, through which much of the world's oil supplies must pass?

Last year, the Government admitted that by 2017, demand will at times exceed supply, and that we could expect the first power outages since the rationing of the 1970s. 
That would mean up to 16 million households sitting in the dark for an hour. Charts from Mr Miliband's own department show that the situation will be even worse a decade later. 
Yet the industry complains – with justification – that Labour has done nothing. It dragged its feet on nuclear, has done nothing to deliver on clean coal technology, and has set targets for renewables that insiders say privately are pure fantasy.

In the coming days, the Conservatives will publish a Green Paper setting out their plans to introduce an energy policy that could fill this vacuum. 
Greg Clark, their spokesman, proposes a policy that is still market-led, but shaped by a government willing to give a lead. 
He is even prepared to reward firms for guaranteeing a rock-solid supply of power, and is toying with cash subsidies, something that may unnerve the purists, who are suspicious of anything that smacks of a Heseltine-type industrial policy.

Mr Clark describes what he is offering as "prudential oversight" of the market. But where his arguments over energy security have real force is in the clarity they offer to those turned off by the climate change debate. 
Energy security – or our lack of it – is where those on either side of the debate can find common ground. And it is an issue which Conservatives can make their own. Whatever your doubts about global warming, stressing the need for sustainability and reliable supply speaks to traditional Tory concerns about stewardship of the natural environment and the national interest.
 You do not need to believe in climate change to agree that despoiling nature is a bad thing, or that identifying and securing reliable supplies of the energy we need to fuel our daily lives is a prime duty of government.

It is Conservative, too, to want to reduce the cost of energy. The average domestic energy bill of about £1,200 a year matches what a family pays in council tax.
 If we are preoccupied by the relentless rise in how much we fork out to local authorities, shouldn't we develop the same concern about the power companies? And it is equally Conservative to ask how we, as a country, are going to earn a living in this new age of austerity. If the City has been strangled, then the new frontier of cleaner technology should not be left to the Chinese.

In 1990, Margaret Thatcher urged us to "remember our duty to nature before it is too late. That duty is constant. It is never completed… Many of the precautionary actions that we need to take would be sensible in any event. It is sensible to improve energy efficiency and use energy prudently."

We face a looming crisis that has inescapable parallels with the banking disaster that nearly brought the world's money system to a halt. Just as cash machines nearly stopped giving out cash, so we face a time when no electricity will come out of the socket. 
Unless the next government takes rapid, decisive and far-sighted action, the result will be catastrophic. As with the banks, we can see the disaster coming. Energy is too big to fail.
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Telegraph (UK):'Climategate' university rejects accusations that it manipulated research
25 February 2010

The University of East Anglia's Climatic Research Unit has been under fire since hacked emails, which sceptics claimed showed scientists manipulating climate data, were leaked online last year. 

In a submission to Parliament's Science and Technology Committee, which is investigating the disclosure of climate data from the unit, the university said it ''strongly rejected'' accusations that it had manipulated or selected figures to exaggerate global warming.

The university also denied suggestions that it had breached Freedom of Information rules by refusing to release raw data. 

And it insisted the Climatic Research Unit (CRU) had not lost any primary data gathered from monitoring stations around the world. 

According to the submission, allegations that scientists hid flaws and research findings were the result of misunderstandings of technical jargon or statistical analysis. 

And it said the often-cited email which refers to a ''trick'' to ''hide the decline'' in a discussion of temperature measurements had been ''richly misinterpreted and quoted out of context''. 

The submission sets out science-based responses to a number of allegations that researchers attempted to mislead, misrepresent or did not effectively manage the data held at the CRU. 

And it said leaked emails expressing doubts about the scientific rigour research papers by climate sceptics ''appear to have been justified'' in their concerns. 

The University of East Anglia has launched two independent investigations into the ''Climategate'' affair - one which will look at the key allegations prompted by the leaking of the emails and a second review of the climate science produced by the unit. 

UEA's vice-chancellor, Professor Edward Acton, said the university was looking forward to the results of the two reviews. 

In the submission, he said: ''Given that the stakes for humanity are so high in correctly interpreting the evidence of global warming, we would meanwhile urge scientists, academics, journalists and public servants to resist the distortions of hearsay evidence or orchestrated campaigns of misinformation, and instead to encourage open, intelligent debate.'' 

A number of witnesses, including the head of the CRU, Professor Phil Jones, will appear before the committee on Monday.
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News Record (Blog): Climate change under fire
25 February 2010

Recent evidence suggests the global warming debate continues to play out with equal weight on both sides. 

The Fourth Assessment of the Intergovernmental Panel of Climate Change (IPCC) and the researchers who worked on the project suggest that climate and environmental changes point to global non-warming.

The IPCC observes climate change as the effect of both natural and human activity in equal parts.

With arguments such as 49 of the 50 states in the United States being under snow early this year, reduced melting in Antarctica and minimal decimal differences in statistics, the world lacks evidence for warming, according to the report.

Although the report does blame human action as the underlying reason for climate change, it mentions that “[m]ost of the global average warming over the past 50 years; is very likely due to anthropogenic [greenhouse gases] increases and it is likely that there is a discernible human-induced warming average over each continent (except Antarctica).”

Increases in sea level remain consistent with the warming perspective, and during the last 50 years, overall temperature changes also support global warming.

A third face to the argument exists. It’s not human activity, but greenhouse gases.

“I’m sure the majority of my IPCC colleagues cringe when I say this,” said John Christy, IPCC contributor. “But I see neither the developing catastrophe nor the smoking gun proving that human activity is to blame for most of the warming we see.”

Even if global warning isn’t taking place at the rate reported, it can still affects many things.

“Climate change will interact at all scales with other trends in global environmental and natural resource concerns, including water, soil and air pollution, health hazards, disaster risk and deforestation,” the report said.

To combat effects of climate change, the assessment offers advice on how to tweak sectors of an area. 

Although citizens might have to foot the bill, the report claims, it would be cheaper than implementing such measures later.
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Reuters: Senator Kerry Says Compromise Climate Bill Coming
25 February 2010

Senator John Kerry said a bipartisan climate change bill would emerge soon in the U.S. Senate, contradicting what he called the "conventional wisdom" that the legislation was dead this election year. 

Kerry is working closely with the Obama administration and a bipartisan group of senators on a comprehensive bill to reduce U.S. carbon dioxide pollution blamed for global warming. 

"We're on a short track here in terms of piecing together legislation we intend to roll out," Kerry told a climate policy forum, without giving details of his proposals. 

The Massachusetts Democrat and White House officials are among the most optimistic that a bill to tackle global warming can be produced, despite strong opposition among many lawmakers and as time runs out ahead of the November midterm elections. 

Kerry admitted his upbeat outlook was "completely contrary to any conventional wisdom," and indicated he still had to convince some of his own Democrats to go along with a bill. 

He also hinted no decision had been made on the core of a climate bill: the mechanism for bringing about declining emissions of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases. 

"Every mechanism that's out there is on the table," Kerry told reporters after his speech. 

In a sign that Republican input is still possible, a senior senator from the party is looking at the possibility of dealing with climate change by imposing a carbon tax, something Republicans have traditionally ruled out. 

Robert Dillon, a spokesman for Alaska Senator Lisa Murkowski, told Reuters she was "investigating and researching a net zero carbon tax" as well as other proposals. 

He stressed that Murkowski, from a big oil-producing state, has not drafted a carbon tax bill, but so far it is the option "she likes the most." 

Dillon said the idea would be to place a tax on carbon-intensive fuels and "do it as far upstream as possible" -- meaning exploration and production stages -- while giving all the revenues from the tax back to consumers. 

Congress is struggling with how to raise the price of high-polluting carbon fuels such as oil and coal so that cleaner alternative power sources such as wind and solar will become more attractive to companies. 

Carol Browner, President Barack Obama's top energy and climate adviser, told the same audience at the forum sponsored by the New Republic magazine "the work that is going on up on the Hill is moving at a nice speed." 

Washington's ability to produce a domestic law mandating carbon reductions on industry will have a significant impact on whether negotiations on the international track will succeed. 

The U.N.-sponsored global negotiations, last held in Copenhagen in December, have been slow-moving. 

Todd Stern, the Obama administration's chief climate negotiator in those talks, said the United States remained committed to the U.N. process. 

But he left open the possibility of another forum gaining favor if progress stalled at the U.N. level. 

"There is a point at which this probably can't wait forever," Stern said at the conference. 

Without progress, "things are going to develop so countries that are largely responsible for emissions around the world have the capacity to get together and make decisions and do things," he said. 

Earlier on Tuesday in Bonn, Yvo de Boer, head of the U.N. climate change secretariat, said it will be "very difficult" to strike a binding deal at the next annual meeting set for Mexico November 29-December 10. 

UPHILL FIGHT AHEAD OF ELECTIONS 

Last June, the House of Representatives passed a cap-and-trade climate bill that aims to significantly cut carbon emissions over the next 40 years. Companies would need permits for every ton of pollution they send into the atmosphere and those permits would be traded on a market. 

But legislation has stalled in the Senate, where the Democrats hold a majority but do not have the 60 seats they need to overcome Republican opposition. Nor are all Democratic Senators on board, especially with congressional elections approaching in November and Americans struggling with high unemployment and a slow economic recovery. 

Many lawmakers fear voter backlash if they back an environmental bill that could raise energy prices. 

Others have gotten more aggressive in questioning the quality of the science of climate change after it was revealed that the U.N.'s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) had included predictions on Himalayan glacial melts that have since been declared too dire. 

"The climate science has been cooked," Republican Senator James Inhofe said on Tuesday at a hearing on the Environmental Protection Agency's budget. 

He issued a report calling for the EPA to stop moving on greenhouse gas regulation until the questions were addressed. 
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Yale Environment 360 (Blog): The IPCC Needs to Change, But the Science Remains Sound 

25 February 2010

Until last December, a very large majority of the scientific community and most politicians would have agreed that the scientific evidence of human-induced climate change was unequivocal and that the sole question was whether the world’s political leaders could agree in Copenhagen to meaningful, legally binding greenhouse gas emission reduction targets. 

But, as we now know, the negotiations only produced an aspirational target of limiting the global mean surface temperature to no more than 2 degrees C above pre-industrial levels and an accord that does not bind any country to reduce its emissions.

Since then, there have been reported errors and imprecise wording in the Fourth Assessment report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), issued in 2007. 

These include the hyped statement that Himalayan glaciers would melt by 2035 or earlier (the IPCC admitted that this was an outright error and not evidence-based); that agricultural production in some North African countries would decrease by up to 50 percent by 2020 (the synthesis report failed to include the nuances and more detailed discussion in the underlying chapter); and that over half of the Netherlands was below sea level, rather than a quarter. (This was largely a definitional issue — the Dutch Ministry of Transport uses the figure 60 percent below high water level during storms.)

These errors or imprecise wording in the IPCC’s 2007 Working Group II report, coupled with the issues surrounding the hacked e-mails and temperature data from the University of East Anglia, have provided the climate skeptics and some in the media with ammunition to undermine public confidence in the conclusions of the IPCC and climate science in general.

Clearly, the language in the leaked e-mails could suggest that the scientists may have inappropriately manipulated the data to support the theory of human-induced climate change and attempted to suppress other data that contradicts this theory. 

That is why I applaud the University of East Anglia — affiliated with the Tyndall Center for Climate Change Research, where I work as strategic director — for rapidly establishing an independent review of the whole issue. 

But to suggest that the hacked e-mails or the identified inaccuracies in the IPCC’s Working Group II report undermine the broad evidence that the Earth’s climate is changing due to human activities — or that any talk of carbon emissions cuts should be suspended — is simply untenable.

Recently, the UK Royal Society, the National Environment Research Council and the UK Meteorological Office issued a joint statement not only supporting the findings of the 2007 IPCC report, but showing that recent scientific information further strengthens those conclusions. 

The statement concluded that these agencies could not emphasize enough the body of scientific evidence that underpins the call for action now. 

Also, a statement from 11 science academies in developed and developing countries concluded that climate change is real, and that we need to prepare for the consequences, and urged all nations to take prompt action to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions.

So let me return to the issue of the IPCC, which is one of the most rigorous scientific review bodies in existence. 

Many thousands of scientists have dedicated their time to preparing and reviewing the most comprehensive and authoritative assessments of climate science available. In addition, governments from around the world have reviewed and approved the IPCC’s key findings. 

The reports undergo two rounds of peer review, and the policymakers’ summaries of the working groups are then subjected to a word-by-word approval of all governments in the presence of the chapter lead authors.

In many cases, the IPCC is very conservative in its statements, e.g., the projections of sea level rise reported in Working Group I were based on contributions from thermal expansion of the oceans and the melting of mountain glaciers, but did not contain a contribution from the melting of the Greenland ice sheet, due to an inadequate understanding of the current rate of melting.

Some would say that only four mistakes or imprecise wording have been found in the 1,000-page Working Group II report, and none in working groups I and III, and so would ask: Is there really a problem? But given that each of the mistakes overstated the implications of climate change, it is critical to regain any lost trust from the media, public, governments, and private sector. 

The IPCC could start by posting all errors — accompanied by explanations of how they were made.

I see no evidence that the authors purposely overstated the potential impacts from climate change in an effort to convince the public of the seriousness of the threat. The threat is serious enough without the need to hype the issue.

 But the expert and government peer-review process should have caught these inaccuracies and careless wordings. The vast amount of attention in the print and TV media, especially in the UK, has clearly left some of the public confused, if not skeptical.

The challenge now is to regain any lost trust through a continuing re-examination and restatement of the evidence, clearly identifying what we know and what is still uncertain. It is critical that the public understand the issue of climate change, given the need to both mitigate and adapt in a cost-effective and socially responsible manner.

So does the IPCC process need to be significantly revised? I would argue no, that the IPCC is more than capable of conducting rigorous and reliable assessments in an open, transparent, and inclusive manner. But the IPCC needs to regain its full and deserved credibility. 

The procedures for the selection of authors and review editors and the peer-review process and approval of reports are all sound. 

What is needed is to tighten up the implementation of these procedures, coupled with training of authors and review editors. 

The selected authors need to represent the full range of credible views, including those of the skeptics, and must ensure that all statements are based on sound science and that the citations used contain convincing evidence.

The IPCC should consider shorter reports focused on the key issues, rather than the all-encompassing reports that have become the norm. 

Authors, peer reviewers, and the working group secretariats need to be absolutely rigorous in ensuring that all conclusions are backed up by evidence, with an accurate assessment of how good the evidence is, and that all of the citations are valid. Gray literature — i.e., the use of non-peer-reviewed literature — can and should be used as long as it is evidence-based and available to the peer reviewers for evaluation.

One criticism often aimed at the IPCC is that it is inflexible and unable to conduct rapid response assessments of new evidence due to the requirements of two rounds of peer review involving experts and governments. 

One solution to this weakness is to complement, not replace, the IPCC by developing a “peer-reviewed” Wikipedia that can continually update the evidence and synthesize the findings and note where the new evidence strengthens, modifies, or undermines previous conclusions.

In my opinion, there is no doubt that the evidence for human-induced climate change is irrefutable. 

The world’s leading scientists, many of whom have participated in the IPCC, overwhelmingly agree that what we’re experiencing cannot be attributed to natural variation in the climate over time, but is due to human activities. 

And they also agree that if we do not act, climate change will continue apace with increasing droughts, floods, and rising seas, leading to major damaging impacts to the natural world (loss of species and critical ecosystem services) and society (displaced human populations).

There is no doubt that the atmospheric concentration of greenhouse gases has increased significantly over the past 150 years primarily due to human activities. 
These gases are radiatively active and absorb and trap outgoing infrared radiation from the Earth’s surface and hence, based on simple physics, the Earth’s atmosphere must respond by warming. The only issue is by how much and when.

The IPCC concluded that the global temperature data and analyses are robust, with evidence of increasingly variable and extreme temperatures, coupled with increasingly severe weather events, heat waves, floods, and droughts. 

While a number of scientists argue that some of the land temperature data is contaminated and unreliable because of the urban heat-island effect and movement of observational sites, ocean data — as well balloon and satellite data — also show an increasingly warmer world. These data sets are clearly free from any potential contamination from any urban heat island effect.

In addition, the evidence for a changing climate over the past 100 years also comes from observed changes in retreating mountain glaciers throughout most of the world, a decline in the extent and thickness of Arctic sea ice, melting of the Greenland ice sheet, changes in precipitation patterns, and changes in vegetation and the behavior of wildlife. Yet despite this accumulating evidence, the challenges of the skeptics must be fully addressed.

The key question is the cause of the observed changes in temperature. The IPCC concluded that it is more than 90 percent certain that most of the observed changes over the past 50 to 60 years are due to human activities and that the changes cannot be explained by known natural phenomena.

Future increases in greenhouse gas concentrations are projected to be accompanied by increased climate variability and more extreme climatic events, leading in general to adverse impacts on agriculture, water quantity and quality, coastal erosion, loss of biodiversity, and degradation of ecosystem services. Developing countries will be the most vulnerable. 

Therefore, it is clear that climate change is not only an environmental issue, but a development and security issue. 

All major emitters of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases need to rapidly and cost-effectively transition to a low-carbon economy, in both the production and use of energy and the management of forests and agricultural lands.

 In order to ensure food, water, and human security, and to protect the world’s biodiversity, the goal should be to limit the global average temperature rise to 2 degrees C (3.6 degrees F) above pre-industrial levels. 

This will require a peak of global emissions of all greenhouse gases by around 2015, and at least a 50 percent reduction in global emissions by 2050, relative to 1990. Without concerted action now, the world will be faced with temperature increases far in excess of 2 degrees C, with unthinkable impacts.

An equitable and substantive post-Kyoto agreement is essential if the target of 2 degrees C is to be realized. Industrialized countries must demonstrate leadership, and provide developing countries with technical and financial assistance to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions while they address the critical issues of poverty and hunger.

Given the limited success at Copenhagen, 2010 is a critical year for the world’s political leaders to unite in the fight against climate change. 

Strong and visionary political leadership will be essential. We must not allow the skeptics to use the incident at the University of East Anglia or the mistakes in the IPCC report to distract us or derail the political will to safeguard the planet.
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Epoch Times (US): Climate Scientists Possible Criminals, Says Sen. Inhofe
25 February 2010

Sen. James Inhofe (R-Okla.) has called for leading climate scientists to face criminal charges for their role in “Climategate,” the scandal that has cast doubt on the validity of man-made global warming theories. 

Just prior to an Environment and Public Works Committee (EPW) hearing on Tuesday, Inhofe released a minority report called “United States Senate Report Consensus? Exposed: The CRU Controversy (Climate Research Unit).” 

“The minority staff found that some of the world’s leading climate scientists engaged in unethical behavior and possibly violated federal laws,” Inhofe said in his opening remarks at the hearing. The hearing was set to examine the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) financial year 2011 budget—which could reach $10 billion. 

Climategate erupted in November 2009 after e-mails, data, and code were released onto the Internet. The e-mails raise questions of manipulation and fixing of data by climate scientists.

The minority report said many of the scientists appear to have, “manipulated data to fit preconceived conclusions; obstructed freedom-of-information requests, and dissemination of climate data; and colluded to pressure journal editors against publishing scientific work contrary to their own.”

Many of the e-mails were from scientist Phil Jones, director of Britain’s leading Climate Research Unit, part of Britain’s University of East Anglia. Jones was an integral part of the U.N.’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) reports—the body of research that many countries have been using as the basis of their policymaking and funding. He has since resigned and an investigation is underway, being led by Sir Muir Russell. 

One e-mail, apparently from Phil Jones, talks of the potential to exclude some research contrary to the global warming theory.

“The other paper by MM is just garbage—as you knew. De Freitas again. Pielke is also losing all credibility as well by replying to the mad Finn as well—frequently as I see it. I can’t see either of these papers being in the next IPCC report. K and I will keep them out somehow—even if we have to redefine what the peer-review literature is!”

Lisa Jackson, EPA administrator, said at this week’s EPW hearing that the IPCC has not been “totally discredited in any way” by the Climategate scandal.

“In fact, I think it’s important to understand that the IPCC is a body that follows impartial and open and objective assessments,” she said.

Inhofe said many of the scientists involved in the scandal worked for the IPCC and helped compile the IPCC’s 2007 Fourth Assessment Report. 

“That’s important, because this report is a primary basis for the EPA’s endangerment finding for greenhouse gases,” he said. 

The IPCC said that global warming would melt the Himalayan glaciers by 2035; destroy 40 percent of the Amazon rain forest; drive 20 to 30 percent of species to extinction; and slash crop production by 50 percent in Africa by 2020—all of which Inhofe says has already been debunked.

“The EPA accepted the IPCC’s erroneous claims wholesale, without doing its own independent review,” Inhofe said. “So EPA’s endangerment finding rests on bad science.”

The minority report’s executive summary says the CRU controversy and recent revelations about errors in the IPCC’s most recent science assessment “cast serious doubt on the validity of EPA’s endangerment finding for greenhouse gases under the Clean Air Act. The IPCC serves as the primary basis for EPA’s endangerment finding for greenhouse gases.”

The report suggests that the EPA scrap the endangerment finding and start over again.

Jackson stood by the endangerment findings, saying, “Science can be a bit messy, the dust will settle.”

The EPA’s focus for the next 18 to 24 months is on reducing greenhouse gas emissions, improving water quality, and delivering improved environmental health and protection to communities, Jackson said.

The budget includes a requested increase of more than $43 million for additional regulatory efforts aimed at taking action on climate change. A request of $21 million will support continued implementation of the Greenhouse Gas Reporting Rule to ensure the collection of high quality data, Jackson said.

“We are also requesting $60 million for state grants to address new and expanded National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) as well as air monitoring requirements,” she said. “In addition, we’re proposing $1.3 billion for Superfund cleanup efforts across the country.”

The EPA will award nearly $17 million in Science to Achieve Results (STAR) grants to universities across the country to study the consequences of climate change on the air we breathe and the water we drink.

“EPA is engaging the academic research community, through these grants, to enable solutions that will both adapt to and mitigate the impact of climate change,” said Dr. Paul T. Anastas, assistant administrator for the Office of Research and Development.

The research funding ranges from a $239,782 grant to Pennsylvania State University for a project titled, “A Probabilistic Framework for Projections of Watershed Services in U.S. Headwaters under Climate Change Scenarios;” to a $900,000 budget for a grouping of four universities to examine, “Projecting Pollen Allergens and Their Health Implications in a Changing World.”
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Other Environment News
Time (US): Climate Change's Effect on Hurricanes -- and Vice Versa
25 February 2010

Back in the Pliocene era, between 5 million and 3 million years ago, the average global temperature was about 7°F warmer than it is today, yet atmospheric carbon dioxide levels were about the same.

 If carbon dioxide were the sole factor in warming, that wouldn't make any sense. It isn't, of course; there are several other contributors, including the brightness of the sun and the location of the continents (whose positions dictate, among other things, where ice caps can form) - but these were all pretty much the same in the Pliocene as well.

So what accounted for the higher global temperature? According to a new paper in Nature, one possible factor is hurricanes. 

Scientists have long suspected that global warming could make hurricanes more intense somehow, but the new study suggests the effect works both ways: tropical cyclones could help drive up temperatures in response.

 "We're suggesting that hurricanes could have created a permanent El NiÑo condition," says Yale's Alexey Fedorov, lead author of the study. (See pictures of the effects of climate change).

In the modern world, El NiÑo is a change in wind patterns and ocean currents that occurs every few years, bringing warmer water to the normally cool eastern Pacific; the result is major changes in storms and other weather effects, along with a temporary spike in global temperature. 

El NiÑo happened in 1998, for example, so if you were to take that year as a starting point for tracking global temperatures, you'd find that the following decade didn't see a lot of warming by comparison. (This is the origin of the myth that global warming has stopped.)

What might have happened back in the Pliocene, say Fedorov and his colleagues, is that an initial bout of global warming led to severer hurricanes - a distinct possibility supported by recent research published in Science and Nature Geoscience - and severer hurricanes led to more warming.
 Although most of us think about hurricanes in terms of their impact on the land, they also wreak havoc on the sea, churning the water like giant mixers and forcing warm surface waters deeper. 

When that occurs in the central Pacific, "the ocean responds by sending that water to the East," where it rises again close to the equator, says MIT's Kerry Emanuel, a co-author of the new study. This is more or less what happens during El NiÑo.

But while El NiÑo alone couldn't create long-lasting warming - since it's really just a rearrangement of the ocean's heat, not an overall increase - it could trigger an environmental feedback cycle that could.

 When you make the tropics warmer, "you also get more evaporation, so there's more water vapor in the atmosphere, which is a strong greenhouse gas," says Fedorov. 
So intense hurricanes can create conditions that warm the planet overall, leading to even more intense hurricanes, leading to more water vapor, and so on - a loop that could plausibly help explain the Pliocene's puzzling temperatures.

The case isn't ironclad. "I think it's interesting," says Penn State climate modeler Ryan Sriver, who wrote a commentary in Nature. "I'm not totally convinced yet." (See the top 10 scientific discoveries of 2009.)

One major reason for doubt: the simulation of ocean mixing in the computer models used by the paper's authors only crudely approximates what happens during actual hurricanes. Still, says Sriver, "we don't have a better way of doing it at this point, so this is a major step forward."

Fedorov agrees that the new paper doesn't solve the puzzle of a warmer Pliocene by itself. "This is just part of the story," he says. "It's still the subject of intense research. We describe one piece of the puzzle, but there are many more pieces."

Emanuel, for his part, calls it a plausible scenario. "But it does raise an intriguing proposition," he says. "It suggests that for a given combination of sunlight and atmospheric composition, it's possible for Earth to have more than one stable climate regime."

That in turn suggests that if we keep pouring CO2 into the atmosphere and warm the globe by several degrees, even a successful effort to bring carbon dioxide back down to today's levels may not restore the temperature. "You might," he says, "end up with a different climate."
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Guardian (UK): Yvo de Boer reveals KPMG job was lined up before Copenhagen summit

25 February 2010

The UN's top climate change official had already lined up a new job before the ill-fated Copenhagen summit that left international talks on global warming in limbo, he said today.

Yvo de Boer said he met with KPMG in November to discuss a new role with the accountancy firm, and that he did not have the "stamina" to continue overseeing efforts to reach a new global climate deal.

De Boer announced his resignation as executive secretary of the UN climate convention last week, prompting speculation he was forced out by politicians unhappy with the Copenhagen outcome.

"This isn't the sort of job you get in six weeks after Copenhagen," said de Boer of his new position. "When Copenhagen failed to deliver what I had hoped, I thought maybe I should put it on ice and stick around for a while to see it through. But it could take another two years ... and I don't think I've got the stamina."

He said the job had put his personal life under strain. "This is the best job in the world but you shouldn't try to do it for too long, especially if you are married and you want your wife and children to recognise you."

His replacement should perhaps be drawn from a developing nation, he said.

De Boer insisted that the Copenhagen meeting marked "very significant" political progress, but conceded that there was "absolutely miles to go" before a new deal could be finalised. "I don't think we will get a legally binding treaty in 2010," he said.

The best that can be achieved is an "operational architecture" that could be turned into a deal, though he raised questions about its eventual legal status. "Legally binding is a term that means many things to many people. I've never heard of a prime minister being arrested for not meeting a target."

He said a major stumbling block to an agreement remained the mistrust between the developing and developed countries over climate finance. Rich countries had offered "recycled contributions from the past" he said, while the build-up to the Copenhagen meeting had focused too much on the issue of binding emission reduction targets.
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Guardian (UK): Is the climate change movement splintering?
25 February 2010

The climate change movement is dead, long live the climate change movement! was the proclamation made last week by Rising Tide North America, as green campaigners around the world begin coming to terms with the switchback ride of the last three months. 

"A particular model of dealing with climate change is dying. It is revealing itself before the world as nothing more than a final scramble for the remaining resources of a planet in peril," states a quote from Naomi Klein at the beginning of the document, before stating: 

Many in the climate movement have grown all too cosy with the status quo. The 'bold' action they call for will result in the privatisation of the air, to be divided up by mega-polluters. 
Their demands for carbon neutrality seek to offset our problems onto poor countries while the rich keep burning and consuming. Those who still cling to the old climate movement have committed themselves to a sinking ship.

It comes out against a backdrop of restlessness, as activists take stock of where they have been and where they are going. 
Now that the climate talks in Copenhagen have failed, the activists who campaigned inside and outside the Bella Centre are subsiding naturally into two groups – those who didn't want a deal in the first place, and those who did. 

People in the latter group, which includes campaign groups such as UK Youth Climate Coalition and the umbrella group tck tck tck, are devastated.
 As Gemma Bone, one of UKYCC's members puts it; "I didn't expect that there would be a final agreement, but I did think that we would make some kind of progress, and that this year would be all about finalising details.
 Now it's not clear how the UN process will even go forward. It's absolutely knocked me for six." 

But activists in the former group – including Climate Camp, Rising Tide and Climate Justice Network – are more positive. 
A spokesman for Rising Tide said: "To be honest we never expected a deal at Copenhagen. We don't want an international agreement." 
Like many activists he is profoundly sceptical about the ability of a carbon trading market – one of the central mechanism of any international agreement – to deliver real reductions in emissions of carbon dioxide.

In fact Copenhagen and the failure of the meeting has in some ways liberated activists. Climate Campers, for example, have been discussing being more upfront about their anarchist and anti-capitalist roots.
 In the Climate Camp reader which was circulated in January, writers suggested that the camp had been "hijacked by a hardcore of liberals" and asked if it might be time to be more open about the anarchist, anti-capitalist core to the camp. 

In many cases the focus is shifting from global action to local issues, such as fossil-fuel power plants or mines. 
Rising Tide North America's document calls for "an asymmetrical assault on the fossil fuel industry" while in the UK and in Europe campaigners are also planning to focus more on local grassroots campaigns, "to start from the bottom" as the Rising Tide spokesman put it. 

The global network that was formed in Copenhagen, as activist groups from around the world worked together to organise the giant march and the Step Up the Resistance demonstration outside the Bella Centre, will also be in correspondence.
 Nicola Bullard of Focus on the Global South and Climate Justice Network, will be attending the People's World Conference on Climate Change in Bolivia this Easter, along with representatives from Climate Camp, Via Campesina and Jubilee South. 

But there is no plan to return to the old summit-hopping ways of the anti-capitalist movement, following the G20 and the WTO from conference to conference. 
"We need to carry on building on the simple principles that we've established, which held us together in Copenhagen," says Bullard. She agrees that the main focus now has to be getting on with what is already happening.
 "Sometimes the issue is just too big, too contingent on everything else going on around you. Sometimes, to be honest, you just have to start to do the work."
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E2 Round-up: UN warns again on emissions, Inhofe warns again on science, Energy Dept. IG warns on weatherization, and more
The Hill (blog, US), February 24, 2010, by Ben Geman

The United Nations is under attack from climate skeptics, but that hasn’t stopped it from continuing to issue warnings about modeling that predicts dangerous global warming.

A UN report released Tuesday looks at why various national emissions pledges won’t hold global temperature increases to 2 degrees Celsius or less. That’s the level needed to prevent the most devastating effects of climate change, climate scientists say.

“Yearly greenhouse gas emissions should not be more than 40 and 48.3 gigatonnes of CO2-equivalent in 2020 and should peak between 2015 and 2021, according to new modeling released on Tuesday by the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP),” notes this Reuters account of the report.


“Keeping within that range and cutting global emissions by between 48 percent and 72 percent between 2020 and 2050 will give the planet a 'medium' or 50-50 chance of staying within the 2 degree limit, said the report, which was based on modeling by nine research centers,” it adds. But the problem is that the world isn't on track to meet those goals, even if planned cuts are actually implemented, the study finds.

Sen. James Inhofe (R-Okla.) has long derided global warming as a “hoax,” and Tuesday he ramped up allegations that climate scientists have basically cooked the books to make their case.

Inhofe issued a report that makes a series of allegations about researchers involved in the controversy over the hacked climate science emails.

“The scientists involved in the CRU controversy violated fundamental ethical principles governing taxpayer-funded research and, in some cases, may have violated federal laws,” states the report, which can be found here. The CRU is the Climatic Research Unit, a prominent research institute in the United Kingdom.

The university that houses the CRU has commissioned independent inquiries. But many scientists say the emails have done nothing to dent powerful evidence of human-induced warming.

The Obama administration has strongly promoted to deployment of climate-friendly energy and efficiency technologies as a way to create jobs.

But a report from the Energy Department’s inspector general finds that multi-billion dollar federal efforts to increase home weatherization have been slow to get off the ground, the New York Times reports.

Toyota is knee-deep in problems, but that hasn’t prevented the Prius hybrid from retaining its longstanding title as Consumer Reports’ top pick for environmentally-friendly cars, reports Bloomberg and other outlets. Toyota recently recalled 437,000 of the vehicles to fix a brake problem.

Conservative MP assails climate change 'alarmism'
CTV, February 24, 2010, by the Canadian Press

OTTAWA — Stephen Harper's sincerity in tackling climate change was challenged Wednesday after his former foreign affairs minister assailed what he described as alarmism over global warming. 

The Prime Minister's Office insisted Maxime Bernier was speaking strictly for himself. 

But opposition parties pounced on the Quebec Conservative MP's comments to charge that the Harper government is finally showing its true colours as a climate change skeptic. 

In a letter to La Presse newspaper, Bernier argued there is no scientific consensus on the matter and he applauded the Harper government for taking a go-slow approach. 

"The debate over climate change, stifled for years by political correctness, has finally broken out in the media," he wrote in a letter published Wednesday. 

"The numerous recent revelations on errors by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change have supplemented the alternative theories put forward for many years. 

"We can now see that it's possible to be a 'skeptic,' or in any case to keep an open mind, on just about all the main aspects of warming theory." 

Canada may have taken a beating from environmentalists at last year's Copenhagen conference, but Bernier said it would have been wrong to take a deep plunge into regulating greenhouse gases. 

"It would certainly be irresponsible to spend billions of dollars and impose exaggeratedly severe regulations to solve a problem whose gravity we're still far from discerning," Bernier wrote. 

"The alarmism that has often characterized this issue is no longer valid. Canada is right to be prudent." 

He insisted no one in the PMO saw his letter before it was sent. 

A spokesman for Harper said Bernier is entitled to his own opinion but it's not shared by the government. 

"Backbench MPs have the right to their view and sometimes those views are different than those of the government," said Dimitri Soudas. 

"But the government's position is crystal clear. The (global warming) problem is real and we will act to solve it." 

The government's most recent target is to reduce carbon emissions by 17 per cent from 2005 levels by 2020. It has yet to introduce precise measures to meet that target, arguing that Canada must harmonize its approach with that of the United States. 

Bloc Quebecois Leader Gilles Duceppe asserted that Bernier was "following orders" from the PMO, hoping to get back into cabinet by echoing "exactly the same" doubts about climate change that Harper himself used to openly espouse. 

In 2002, Harper referred to the Kyoto climate change accord as "a socialist scheme to suck money out of wealth-producing nations" and the science behind it as "tentative and contradictory." 

In 2006, he again expressed doubts, saying, "We have difficulties in predicting the weather in one week or even tomorrow. Imagine in a few decades." 

While Harper has for the last few years professed to believe in climate change, Duceppe said his lack of any real action on the issue speaks louder than words. 

John Bennett of the Sierra Club agreed: "The government for the last four years has done everything it can to avoid taking action on climate change. The only explanation for that . . . is that their real views are the views expressed by Mr. Bernier." 

Liberal environment critic David McGuinty said it's hard to believe Bernier was freelancing. He noted that Bernier is still touted as future cabinet material and even as a possible successor to Harper. 

Harper dumped Bernier from cabinet in 2008 after the minister admitted forgetting secret documents at the home of a girlfriend with links to criminal bikers. 

But all has since been forgiven. The prime minister travelled to Bernier's Beauce riding last October, where he went out of his way to praise the MP as "a great friend and a great member of my team." 

McGuinty said Bernier's climate change letter "now basically raises the question about what the prime minister's position really is." 

"Harper has an obligation now to stand up and explain to Canadians why he's tolerating this public view put out by a prominent member of his Quebec caucus," he said. 

NDP environment critic Linda Duncan echoed that sentiment: "Is this an indication of what's discussed in the PMO and the (Tory) caucus? It raises the obvious question."

Climate Science Controversy Flares in EPA Budget Hearing
Environment News Service, February 23, 2010

WASHINGTON, DC, February 23, 2010 (ENS) - U.S. EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson's appearance today before a Senate Committee to justify the agency's $10 billion FY 2011 budget became a showcase for the split in the Senate over climate change and clean energy that has to date prevented approval of a climate bill. The House of Representatives passed a climate bill in June 2009. 

In the absence of climate legislation that limits the greenhouse gas emissions responsible for the rising global average temperature observed by thousands of scientists across the United States and around the world, the Obama administration is taking steps to limit greenhouse gases by regulation. 

EPA regulations would be based on Jackson's finding in December that greenhouse gas pollution endangers the public health and welfare, and also on a 2007 ruling by the U.S. Supreme Court that greenhouse gases are pollutants under the definition of the Clean Air Act. 

Several states and numerous industry groups filed petitions last week to overturn the EPA's endangerment finding. Legislators in both chambers are debating efforts to strike the finding. Meanwhile 16 states have indicated their support for it. 

Jackson told the Environment and Public Works Committee budget hearing today, "EPA continues to take meaningful, common sense steps to address climate change. Making the right choices now will allow the agency to improve health, drive technology innovation, and protect the environment; all without placing an undue burden on the nation’s economy." 

"The budget includes a requested increase of more than $43 million for additional regulatory efforts aimed at taking action on climate change," said Jackson, adding, "It includes $25 million for state grants focused on developing technical capacity to address greenhouse gas emissions under the Clean Air Act." 

"It also includes $13.5 million in funding for implementing new emission standards that will reduce greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources such as passenger cars, light-duty trucks, and medium-duty passenger vehicles, developing potential standards for large transportation sources such as locomotives and aircraft engines, and analyzing the potential need for standards under petitions relating to major stationary sources," Jackson said, "all through means that are flexible and manageable for business." 

"A request of $21 million will support continued implementation of the Greenhouse Gas Reporting Rule to ensure the collection of high quality data. This budget also requests an additional $3.1 million to promote work on current and future carbon capture and sequestration projects," the administrator said. 

Environment and Public Works Committee Chairman Senator Barbara Boxer of California said, "While the world is going green, the one place where we can't seem to address climate change directly is here in the Senate." 

Debunking those who say Washington's big snow storm last week is evidence that climate change is not happening, Boxer said, "The way to evaluate climate trends is to look at look at scientific records over time."

Boxer cited the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration finding that the 2000-2009 decade was the hottest in the last 130 years since recordkeeping began. 

She quoted the U.S. Geological Survey's report Monday that every ice front in the southern part of the Antarctic Peninsula has been retreating overall from 1947 to 2009, with the most dramatic changes occurring since 1990. 

She quoted a NOAA report that the Northern Hemisphere sea ice extent last year was third lowest since satellite records began in 1979. 

"These are the facts on the ground, not speculation," Boxer said. "Scientists tell us that one of the marks of climate change is extreme weather events." 

Displaying a chart from the U.S. Global Change Research Program, Boxer pointed out that over the past 50 years heavy rain storms have increased, drought and wildfire frequency have also increased, and in the last 30 years, "annual sea surface temperatures in the main Atlantic hurricane development region increased 2F, coinciding with an increase in the destructive energy of Atlantic tropical storms and hurricanes." 

"One of the reasons I am so pleased EPA is addressing climate change is that when we do so, we create millions of jobs," Boxer said, while warning that, "The efforts by some to bottle up clean energy and climate proposals in the Congress have caused firms to hold off on major investments, stifling job growth." 

Ranking Minority Member Senator James Inhofe of Oklahoma is one of the legislators who have been trying to block a climate bill from becoming law. 

Today, Senator Inhofe released a report backed by the Republicans on the committee that aims to force the EPA "to scrap the endangerment finding and start over again." 

"But that's not what EPA is doing," said Inhofe. "It wants $43.5 million in new funding to regulate greenhouse gases. This is seed money for the most economically destructive regulatory initiative in this nation's history." 

"The nation is mired in an unemployment crisis; people need jobs," Inhofe said. "Yet once this effort commences, those fortunate to work will be out of work, and those looking for jobs won't find them." 

Inhofe and the committee Republicans say the entire basis of climate science is wrong because hacked emails from the University of East Anglia's Climate Research Unit appear to indicate several researchers manipulated science to support their views and because of errors contained in a 2007 report by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 

"EPA accepted the IPCC's erroneous claims wholesale, without doing its own independent review," said Inhofe. "So EPA's endangerment finding rests on bad science." 

But many of America's climate scientists say that the state of climate science is strong, despite possible errors in the IPCC report and apparent bias in the hacked emails, which are now under investigation by an independent panel in the UK. 

Dr. Andrew Dessler, a professor at Texas A&M University Department of Atmospheric Sciences, told reporters on a teleconference Monday he is confident that individual errors do not overturn the overall conclusion that the global temperature is rising. "That's not how science works," he said. 

"I have confidence that the climate is warming, it is due to human activities, the warming will amount to a few degrees this century, and it will carry catastrophic impacts," said Dr. Dessler, a specialist in the science of water vapor and clouds. "The evidence includes a mountain of data." 

He said this confidence in the facts of global warming "springs from the power of replication in science." 

Dessler said he believes the results from the University of East Anglia's Climate Research Unit, CRU, are likely right because two other organizations - NOAA and NASA - studied the same data and came out with the same results. 

"If the scientists at the CRU decided they would fabricate a warming trend, that result would not be replicated in the other institutions," he said. 

Dr. Paul Epstein, M.D., M.P.H., associate director of the Center for Health and the Global Environment at Harvard Medical School, told reporters on the teleconference that the facts back Jackson's finding that greenhouse gases endanger public health and welfare.

"This issue of climate change affects public health in the United States," he said. 

"Winters have gotten 20 days shorter," Dr. Epstein said, "spring is earlier, fall more persistent, winters are more variable and more extreme. The allergy and asthma season is correspondingly longer." 

"Since the late 1950s the oceans have accumulated 22 times as much heat as has the atmosphere, according to data from NOAA," he said. "This drives large hurricanes, large precipitation events, including snow. Rainfall has gone up since 1970 because warm atmosphere holds more water. And nighttime and winter temperatures have gone up since 1970. Heat waves are clearly the first thing that comes to mind." 

"Warming and changing weather patterns are endangering the systems on which we depend," Dr. Epstein warned. "We've underestimated the sensitivity of biological systems, creating problems for the systems of water, food and air that support and underlie our public health." 

"There is a well funded fossil fuel industry campaign to create doubt," said Dr. Epstein. "Deep down we'd like to believe the science isn't right, this isn't true. It's so frightening what's going to happen to our weather, to our climate. 

Official: Climate change treaty unlikely this year

The Washington Post, February 25, 2010, by Jim Gomez

BALI, Indonesia -- Industrialized and developing countries are not likely to reach a treaty this year on cutting greenhouse gas emissions, which have sparked fears of weather-related disasters, the U.N. climate chief said Thursday. 

Yvo de Boer, who announced last week he would resign July 1, said there was not enough time to recover from the disappointing summit in December in Copenhagen, where world leaders failed to agree on a legally binding climate pact. 

Bickering between rich and poor countries over emissions cuts and financial assistance undermined the talks and forced them to settle on a voluntary plan. 

"I think Copenhagen demonstrated that sometimes if you try and go too quickly, you actually achieve less progress," de Boer told The Associated Press in an interview. 

More than 190 nations will reconvene in Cancun, Mexico, later this year for another attempt to reach a binding agreement to keep the Earth's average temperature from rising more than 3.6 degrees Fahrenheit (2 degrees Celsius) above levels that existed before nations began industrializing in the late 18th century. 

U.N. scientists have said any temperature rise above that figure could lead to catastrophic sea level rises threatening islands and coastal cities, the killing off of many species of animals and plants, and the alteration of agricultural economies of many countries. 

De Boer said more time was needed to establish a framework of mitigation steps, along with financial and climate change aid that can convince developing countries to support a new deal. 

He said the focus should shift toward reaching an agreement at a summit next year in South Africa before the Kyoto Protocol expires in 2012. 

"It's very close to the deadline and that's a problem," de Boer said. 

"The first priority is to rebuild confidence and trust in the process," he said, adding that developing countries need to be convinced that "there are incentives that will allow them to act on climate change but also meet national economic development goals." 

"If you can't show that there are real advantages, then it will never happen," he said. 

De Boer spoke on the sidelines of an annual U.N. conference of environmental ministers. The conference is being held on the Indonesia island of Bali, where de Boer oversaw a historic agreement to start climate talks in 2007. 

De Boer said his resignation last week had nothing to do with the outcome of the Copenhagen meeting, saying he was encouraged that countries pledged to provide tens of billions of dollars in financial aid that will help poor countries adapt to climate change. 

He urged the immediate dispersal of those funds, which start at $30 billion over the next three years and will be scaled up to $100 billion a year by 2020. 

"I think my message would be that you can achieve much more in life with carrots than with sticks," de Boer said. 

But it is unclear when that will happen. 

Karl Falkenberg, the E.U. Commission's director-general of environment, said Wednesday that such aid to poor countries could not be disbursed in the absence of any binding agreement on greenhouse gas emission cuts. 

"If the international community cannot find any kind of agreement, then it's going to be very difficult to put this into effect," Falkenberg said. 

Climate change under fire

The News Record, February 25, 2010, by Amanda Woodruff

Recent evidence suggests the global warming debate continues to play out with equal weight on both sides. 

The Fourth Assessment of the Intergovernmental Panel of Climate Change (IPCC) and the researchers who worked on the project suggest that climate and environmental changes point to global non-warming.

The IPCC observes climate change as the effect of both natural and human activity in equal parts.

With arguments such as 49 of the 50 states in the United States being under snow early this year, reduced melting in Antarctica and minimal decimal differences in statistics, the world lacks evidence for warming, according to the report.

Although the report does blame human action as the underlying reason for climate change, it mentions that “[m]ost of the global average warming over the past 50 years; is very likely due to anthropogenic [greenhouse gases] increases and it is likely that there is a discernible human-induced warming average over each continent (except Antarctica).”

Increases in sea level remain consistent with the warming perspective, and during the last 50 years, overall temperature changes also support global warming.

A third face to the argument exists. It’s not human activity, but greenhouse gases.

“I’m sure the majority of my IPCC colleagues cringe when I say this,” said John Christy, IPCC contributor. “But I see neither the developing catastrophe nor the smoking gun proving that human activity is to blame for most of the warming we see.”

Even if global warning isn’t taking place at the rate reported, it can still affects many things.
“Climate change will interact at all scales with other trends in global environmental and natural resource concerns, including water, soil and air pollution, health hazards, disaster risk and deforestation,” the report said.

To combat effects of climate change, the assessment offers advice on how to tweak sectors of an area. 

Although citizens might have to foot the bill, the report claims, it would be cheaper than implementing such measures later.

Senator Kerry Says Compromise Climate Bill Coming
Reuters, February 25, 2010, by Jeff Mason

WASHINGTON - Senator John Kerry said a bipartisan climate change bill would emerge soon in the U.S. Senate, contradicting what he called the "conventional wisdom" that the legislation was dead this election year.

Kerry is working closely with the Obama administration and a bipartisan group of senators on a comprehensive bill to reduce U.S. carbon dioxide pollution blamed for global warming.

"We're on a short track here in terms of piecing together legislation we intend to roll out," Kerry told a climate policy forum, without giving details of his proposals.

The Massachusetts Democrat and White House officials are among the most optimistic that a bill to tackle global warming can be produced, despite strong opposition among many lawmakers and as time runs out ahead of the November midterm elections.

Kerry admitted his upbeat outlook was "completely contrary to any conventional wisdom," and indicated he still had to convince some of his own Democrats to go along with a bill.

He also hinted no decision had been made on the core of a climate bill: the mechanism for bringing about declining emissions of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases.

"Every mechanism that's out there is on the table," Kerry told reporters after his speech.

In a sign that Republican input is still possible, a senior senator from the party is looking at the possibility of dealing with climate change by imposing a carbon tax, something Republicans have traditionally ruled out.

Robert Dillon, a spokesman for Alaska Senator Lisa Murkowski, told Reuters she was "investigating and researching a net zero carbon tax" as well as other proposals.

He stressed that Murkowski, from a big oil-producing state, has not drafted a carbon tax bill, but so far it is the option "she likes the most."

Dillon said the idea would be to place a tax on carbon-intensive fuels and "do it as far upstream as possible" -- meaning exploration and production stages -- while giving all the revenues from the tax back to consumers.

Congress is struggling with how to raise the price of high-polluting carbon fuels such as oil and coal so that cleaner alternative power sources such as wind and solar will become more attractive to companies.

Carol Browner, President Barack Obama's top energy and climate adviser, told the same audience at the forum sponsored by the New Republic magazine "the work that is going on up on the Hill is moving at a nice speed."

Washington's ability to produce a domestic law mandating carbon reductions on industry will have a significant impact on whether negotiations on the international track will succeed.

The U.N.-sponsored global negotiations, last held in Copenhagen in December, have been slow-moving.

Todd Stern, the Obama administration's chief climate negotiator in those talks, said the United States remained committed to the U.N. process.

But he left open the possibility of another forum gaining favor if progress stalled at the U.N. level.

"There is a point at which this probably can't wait forever," Stern said at the conference.

Without progress, "things are going to develop so countries that are largely responsible for emissions around the world have the capacity to get together and make decisions and do things," he said.

Earlier on Tuesday in Bonn, Yvo de Boer, head of the U.N. climate change secretariat, said it will be "very difficult" to strike a binding deal at the next annual meeting set for Mexico November 29-December 10.

UPHILL FIGHT AHEAD OF ELECTIONS

Last June, the House of Representatives passed a cap-and-trade climate bill that aims to significantly cut carbon emissions over the next 40 years. Companies would need permits for every ton of pollution they send into the atmosphere and those permits would be traded on a market.

But legislation has stalled in the Senate, where the Democrats hold a majority but do not have the 60 seats they need to overcome Republican opposition. Nor are all Democratic Senators on board, especially with congressional elections approaching in November and Americans struggling with high unemployment and a slow economic recovery.

Many lawmakers fear voter backlash if they back an environmental bill that could raise energy prices.

Others have gotten more aggressive in questioning the quality of the science of climate change after it was revealed that the U.N.'s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) had included predictions on Himalayan glacial melts that have since been declared too dire.

"The climate science has been cooked," Republican Senator James Inhofe said on Tuesday at a hearing on the Environmental Protection Agency's budget.

He issued a report calling for the EPA to stop moving on greenhouse gas regulation until the questions were addressed.

EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson said the overall findings of the IPCC, including that humans were causing climate change, were sound.

Recent public opinion polls also show a diminishing interest in climate change. An Ipsos poll conducted in early December found that only 43 percent of those surveyed think human activity has caused a rise in Earth's temperature over the past century.

On Monday, Senator Max Baucus, who chairs the Senate Finance Committee with oversight over parts of the climate bill, told Reuters he did not sense any momentum for passage of legislation this year and gave no hint his panel would work on it any time soon.

World warming unhindered by cold spells: scientists
The Washington Post, February 25, 2010, by David Fogarty

SINGAPORE (Reuters) - The pace of global warming continues unabated, scientists said on Thursday, despite images of Europe crippled by a deep freeze and parts of the United States blasted by blizzards. 

The bitter cold, with more intense winter weather forecast for March in parts of the United States, have led some to question if global warming has stalled. 

Understanding the overall trend is crucial for estimating consumption of energy supplies, such as demand for winter heating oil in the U.S. northeast, and impacts on agricultural production. 

"It's not warming the same everywhere but it is really quite challenging to find places that haven't warmed in the past 50 years," veteran Australian climate scientist Neville Nicholls told an online climate science media briefing. 

"January, according to satellite (data), was the hottest January we've ever seen," said Nicholls of Monash University's School of Geography and Environmental Science in Melbourne. 

"Last November was the hottest November we've ever seen, November-January as a whole is the hottest November-January the world has seen," he said of the satellite data record since 1979. 

The World Meteorological Organization (WMO) said in December that 2000-2009 was the hottest decade since records began in 1850, and that 2009 would likely be the fifth warmest year on record. WMO data show that eight out of the 10 hottest years on record have all been since 2000. 

Britain's official forecaster, the UK Met Office, said severe winter freezes like the one this year, one of the coldest winters in the country for nearly 30 years, could become increasingly rare because of the overall warming trend. 

MORE EXTREMES 

Scientists say global warming is not uniform in all areas and that climate models predict there will likely be greater extremes of cold and heat, floods and droughts. 

"Global warming is a trend superimposed upon natural variability, variability that still exists despite global warming," said Kevin Walsh, associate professor of meteorology at the University of Melbourne. 

"It would be much more surprising if the global average temperature just kept on going up, year after year, without some years of slightly cooler temperatures," he said in a written reply to questions for the briefing. 

The scientists also defended the U.N. climate panel after it came under attack for including an error about the estimated thaw of Himalayan glaciers in a major 2007 report. 

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) produces reports based on the work of thousands of scientists that are the main guides for policymakers on tackling global warming. The discovery of the error has been seized upon by climate skeptics. 

The 2007 report wrongly said Himalayan glaciers could all melt by 2035, an apparent typographical error that stemmed from using "grey literature" outside peer-reviewed scientific journals. 

Nicholls said grey literature could play a key role in the climate debate and that not all valuable data or reports were published formally in journals. Such examples included reports on extreme weather events by government meteorological agencies. 

"The IPCC does not exclude the use of that sort of grey literature because it would be stupid to talk about extremes, for instance, and not include that sort of grey literature," he said. 

The scientists said more stringent checks were needed for the next IPCC reports but that the inclusion of one or two wrong predictions didn't undermine the whole peer-reviewed IPCC process because scientific study was always evolving. 

Cooling to global warming
The Ottawa Citizen, February 25, 2010, by Lorne Gunter

The empire has begun to strike back. It was only a matter of time before the climate alarmists got their feet back under them. There is too much at stake politically, too many careers and reputations on the line, too much grant money for researchers and donations for environmental groups, too much green-tax revenue for governments, too much prestige in academic circles at risk for those who have asserted for more than a decade that man is causing damaging climate change to slink away in defeat.

So it is of little surprise that in the past couple of weeks many alarmists have begun asserting that despite all the revelations of the past three months about how key climate scientists and the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) have corrupted the scientific process in an obsessive drive to prove that climate change is real, nothing has undermined the "fact" that the Earth is warming dangerously.

Since late November, the True Believers have watched in stunned silence as the foundation of the climate-change theory has suffered one body blow after another.

First it was the revelation that scientists at the Climate Research Unit (CRU) in England -- perhaps the most influential of the three sources the United Nations relies on for most of its climate data -- were fudging their data to show more warming in recent decades than had actually occurred.

At the same time, these scientists were doing their best to upend the peer-review process at major scientific journals so scientists who disagreed with them would be unable to get published. And they were withholding their raw data and computer codes from other scientists and government investigators so no one else could validate or debunk their research by attempting to replicate it.

The alarmists have recently begun to rally around Phil Jones, the discredited head of the CRU. This month, Jones gave an interview to the BBC in which he admitted there had been no "statistically significant" global warming in the past 15 years.

Some news sources overplayed Jones's exact words, saying he had performed a "U-turn" in his claims for warming. Jones, in fact, continues to insist the Earth is warming. But what he now admits is that it is not warming that rapidly (just 0.12 C per decade) and not "at the 95-per-cent significance level," the level needed to assert statistical certainty.

He also now allows that there may have been other periods in the past 1,000 years that were as warm as or warmer than today.

While this is not a complete about-face, it is hardly business-as-usual. Even if Jones is still insisting that global warming is happening, there is now a measure of doubt in his claims that never existed before. What makes Jones's words significant is not that they reveal some 180-degree change in his thinking, but that for the first time he admits significant uncertainty in the so-called settled science of climate change.

If leading climate scientists had spent the past 15 years saying the warming they were seeing wasn't all that significant or that there remained many uncertainties about predictions of future climate or that some pre-industrial periods had been warmer, would there have been a Kyoto accord or a Copenhagen Earth summit? Would Al Gore's An Inconvenient Truth have made $100 million?

Would environmentalists have been asked to write government policy? Would there be any support at all for green taxes and carbon capture and other measures aimed at curbing carbon dioxide emissions?

Likely not.

Even though alarmists are correct that Jones has not recanted his earlier belief in the warming theory, he has undergone a significant change.

Or take the assertion, recently very common among alarmists, that NASA's climate scientists are still finding global warming occurring, so it must still be happening. Frankly, NASA's climate scientists have hardly more credibility than the CRUs or IPCCs.

NASA is another of the three repositories of climate data relied upon by the UN, but three years ago a significant error was found in its records. In the 1990s, NASA had begun keeping temperature records differently, but it had failed to adjust all its pre-1990s records (about 120 years' worth) to match the new method. When it reconciled its old records to its new method, recent warm years ceased to be as remarkable. For instance, 1934 replaced 1998 as the warmest year. And 1921 became the third-warmest.

In 2008, NASA substituted September's global temperatures for October's (they claimed accidentally), thereby distorting upward the worldwide averages for the fall of that year -- an otherwise rather cool year.

And most recently, NASA has been shown to be cherry-picking the Earth stations it uses to calculate global average. It has been eliminating stations in colder locations (polar, rural, mountainous) and over-relying on warmer ones (mid-latitudes, urban).

Alarmists may want to believe this changes nothing, but that simply makes them the new deniers.

The IPCC Needs to Change, But the Science Remains Sound
Yale Environment 360 (Opinion), February 25, 2010, by Robert T. Watson

Until last December, a very large majority of the scientific community and most politicians would have agreed that the scientific evidence of human-induced climate change was unequivocal and that the sole question was whether the world’s political leaders could agree in Copenhagen to meaningful, legally binding greenhouse gas emission reduction targets. But, as we now know, the negotiations only produced an aspirational target of limiting the global mean surface temperature to no more than 2 degrees C above pre-industrial levels and an accord that does not bind any country to reduce its emissions.

Since then, there have been reported errors and imprecise wording in the Fourth Assessment report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), issued in 2007. These include the hyped statement that Himalayan glaciers would melt by 2035 or earlier (the IPCC admitted that this was an outright error and not evidence-based); that agricultural production in some North African countries would decrease by up to 50 percent by 2020 (the synthesis report failed to include the nuances and more detailed discussion in the underlying chapter); and that over half of the Netherlands was below sea level, rather than a quarter. (This was largely a definitional issue — the Dutch Ministry of Transport uses the figure 60 percent below high water level during storms.)

These errors or imprecise wording in the IPCC’s 2007 Working Group II report, coupled with the issues surrounding the hacked e-mails and temperature data from the University of East Anglia, have provided the climate skeptics and some in the media with ammunition to undermine public confidence in the conclusions of the IPCC and climate science in general.

Clearly, the language in the leaked e-mails could suggest that the scientists may have inappropriately manipulated the data to support the theory of human-induced climate change and attempted to suppress other data that contradicts this theory. That is why I applaud the University of East Anglia — affiliated with the Tyndall Center for Climate Change Research, where I work as strategic director — for rapidly establishing an independent review of the whole issue. But to suggest that the hacked e-mails or the identified inaccuracies in the IPCC’s Working Group II report undermine the broad evidence that the Earth’s climate is changing due to human activities — or that any talk of carbon emissions cuts should be suspended — is simply untenable.

Recently, the UK Royal Society, the National Environment Research Council and the UK Meteorological Office issued a joint statement not only supporting the findings of the 2007 IPCC report, but showing that recent scientific information further strengthens those conclusions. The statement concluded that these agencies could not emphasize enough the body of scientific evidence that underpins the call for action now. Also, a statement from 11 science academies in developed and developing countries concluded that climate change is real, and that we need to prepare for the consequences, and urged all nations to take prompt action to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions.

So let me return to the issue of the IPCC, which is one of the most rigorous scientific review bodies in existence. Many thousands of scientists have dedicated their time to preparing and reviewing the most comprehensive and authoritative assessments of climate science available. In addition, governments from around the world have reviewed and approved the IPCC’s key findings. The reports undergo two rounds of peer review, and the policymakers’ summaries of the working groups are then subjected to a word-by-word approval of all governments in the presence of the chapter lead authors.

In many cases, the IPCC is very conservative in its statements, e.g., the projections of sea level rise reported in Working Group I were based on contributions from thermal expansion of the oceans and the melting of mountain glaciers, but did not contain a contribution from the melting of the Greenland ice sheet, due to an inadequate understanding of the current rate of melting.

Some would say that only four mistakes or imprecise wording have been found in the 1,000-page Working Group II report, and none in working groups I and III, and so would ask: Is there really a problem? But given that each of the mistakes overstated the implications of climate change, it is critical to regain any lost trust from the media, public, governments, and private sector. The IPCC could start by posting all errors — accompanied by explanations of how they were made.

I see no evidence that the authors purposely overstated the potential impacts from climate change in an effort to convince the public of the 

seriousness of the threat. The threat is serious enough without the need to hype the issue. But the expert and government peer-review process should have caught these inaccuracies and careless wordings. The vast amount of attention in the print and TV media, especially in the UK, has clearly left some of the public confused, if not skeptical.

The challenge now is to regain any lost trust through a continuing re-examination and restatement of the evidence, clearly identifying what we know and what is still uncertain. It is critical that the public understand the issue of climate change, given the need to both mitigate and adapt in a cost-effective and socially responsible manner.

So does the IPCC process need to be significantly revised? I would argue no, that the IPCC is more than capable of conducting rigorous and reliable assessments in an open, transparent, and inclusive manner. But the IPCC needs to regain its full and deserved credibility. The procedures for the selection of authors and review editors and the peer-review process and approval of reports are all sound. What is needed is to tighten up the implementation of these procedures, coupled with training of authors and review editors. The selected authors need to represent the full range of credible views, including those of the skeptics, and must ensure that all statements are based on sound science and that the citations used contain convincing evidence.

The IPCC should consider shorter reports focused on the key issues, rather than the all-encompassing reports that have become the norm. Authors, peer reviewers, and the working group secretariats need to be absolutely rigorous in ensuring that all conclusions are backed up by evidence, with an accurate assessment of how good the evidence is, and that all of the citations are valid. Gray literature — i.e., the use of non-peer-reviewed literature — can and should be used as long as it is evidence-based and available to the peer reviewers for evaluation.

One criticism often aimed at the IPCC is that it is inflexible and unable to conduct rapid response assessments of new evidence due to the requirements of two rounds of peer review involving experts and governments. One solution to this weakness is to complement, not replace, the IPCC by developing a “peer-reviewed” Wikipedia that can continually update the evidence and synthesize the findings and note where the new evidence strengthens, modifies, or undermines previous conclusions.

In my opinion, there is no doubt that the evidence for human-induced climate change is irrefutable. The world’s leading scientists, many of whom have participated in the IPCC, overwhelmingly agree that what we’re experiencing cannot be attributed to natural variation in the climate over time, but is due to human activities. And they also agree that if we do not act, climate change will continue apace with increasing droughts, floods, and rising seas, leading to major damaging impacts to the natural world (loss of species and critical ecosystem services) and society (displaced human populations).

There is no doubt that the atmospheric concentration of greenhouse gases has increased significantly over the past 150 years primarily due to human activities. These gases are radiatively active and absorb and trap outgoing infrared radiation from the Earth’s surface and hence, based on simple physics, the Earth’s atmosphere must respond by warming. The only issue is by how much and when.

The IPCC concluded that the global temperature data and analyses are robust, with evidence of increasingly variable and extreme temperatures, coupled with increasingly severe weather events, heat waves, floods, and droughts. While a number of scientists argue that some of the land temperature data is contaminated and unreliable because of the urban heat-island effect and movement of observational sites, ocean data — as well balloon and satellite data — also show an increasingly warmer world. These data sets are clearly free from any potential contamination from any urban heat island effect.

In addition, the evidence for a changing climate over the past 100 years also comes from observed changes in retreating mountain glaciers throughout most of the world, a decline in the extent and thickness of Arctic sea ice, melting of the Greenland ice sheet, changes in precipitation patterns, and changes in vegetation and the behavior of wildlife. Yet despite this accumulating evidence, the challenges of the skeptics must be fully addressed.

The key question is the cause of the observed changes in temperature. The IPCC concluded that it is more than 90 percent certain that most of the observed changes over the past 50 to 60 years are due to human activities and that the changes cannot be explained by known natural phenomena.

Future increases in greenhouse gas concentrations are projected to be accompanied by increased climate variability and more extreme climatic events, leading in general to adverse impacts on agriculture, water quantity and quality, coastal erosion, loss of biodiversity, and degradation of ecosystem services. Developing countries will be the most vulnerable. Therefore, it is clear that climate change is not only an environmental issue, but a development and security issue.

All major emitters of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases need to rapidly and cost-effectively transition to a low-carbon economy, in both the production and use of energy and the management of forests and agricultural lands. In order to ensure food, water, and human security, and to protect the world’s biodiversity, the goal should be to limit the global average temperature rise to 2 degrees C (3.6 degrees F) above pre-industrial levels. This will require a peak of global emissions of all greenhouse gases by around 2015, and at least a 50 percent reduction in global emissions by 2050, relative to 1990. Without concerted action now, the world will be faced with temperature increases far in excess of 2 degrees C, with unthinkable impacts.

An equitable and substantive post-Kyoto agreement is essential if the target of 2 degrees C is to be realized. Industrialized countries must demonstrate leadership, and provide developing countries with technical and financial assistance to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions while they address the critical issues of poverty and hunger.

Given the limited success at Copenhagen, 2010 is a critical year for the world’s political leaders to unite in the fight against climate change. Strong and visionary political leadership will be essential. We must not allow the skeptics to use the incident at the University of East Anglia or the mistakes in the IPCC report to distract us or derail the political will to safeguard the planet.

Climate Panel Vows New Review 

The Wall Street Journal, February 24, 2010, byJeffrey Ball

The world's leading organization on climate change says it is working on a strategy to better police the experts who produce its high-profile reports, to try to ensure they adhere to rigorous scientific standards.

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change needs to "leave no stone unturned to come up with a set of measures so this can be ensured," Rajendra Pachauri, chairman of the United Nations-sponsored organization, said.

Separately, the Met Office, a U.K. agency that does prominent weather and climate research, said it was proposing a new effort to improve temperature measurement.

The move by Mr. Pachauri and other IPCC leaders to step up oversight and enforcement of the panel's existing policies follows a string of revelations that have prompted criticism of the organization, which won a 2007 Nobel Peace Prize for its report that year concluding that climate change is "unequivocal" and is "very likely" caused by human activity.

"We certainly don't feel comfortable with the loss of even one iota of trust," Mr. Pachauri said. "We are grappling with this issue and we'll come up with some measures."

Chief among the revelations was that the IPCC's 2007 report, which runs to about 3,000 pages, erroneously projected that Himalayan glaciers could melt by 2035. 

"That's a classic case that should have got caught," Mr. Pachauri said. "That one single instance is enough of a lesson that we do something to make sure it doesn't recur."

As the IPCC moves forward with its review, the Met Office, a U.K. government meteorological agency and research center, announced a new planned effort to improve the measurement of the earth's temperatures—data it said is necessary to "strengthen decisions on adapting to climate change."

The Met Office, whose research is often cited by the IPCC, said in a statement that a more-robust set of data on surface temperatures around the globe will provide a clearer picture of how the planet's climate is changing.

Government officials in many countries have asked for detailed information as they mull whether, and how, to implement policies designed to curb emissions of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases that the IPCC says are contributing to climate change.

Much of climate science focuses on making broad projections about how increased greenhouse-gas emissions might change the global average temperature. 

But even as political bids to curb emissions stumble—a big U.N. climate conference in Copenhagen in December ended without agreement on mandatory steps—policy makers want to better understand how climate change might affect temperature extremes and particular regions. That, the Met Office said, will require more-granular temperature data.

The new effort "will augment, not replace," current temperature data, the Met Office said. It will provide more-frequent temperature readings. And the information will be "fully peer reviewed and open to scrutiny," the Met Office noted.

The transparency of climate-science data has come into question in the wake of the release late last year of more than 1,000 emails from the computers of another U.K. scientific center, the Climatic Research Unit at the University of East Anglia. 

Those emails appeared to show scientists there trying to squelch the views of others who questioned their research pointing to a significant human influence on the climate. The university has launched an investigation.

The changes at the IPCC will focus less on rolling out new policies than on enforcing those already in effect, Mr. Pachauri said. 

Among them: extensive checks on the research that is to be cited in IPCC reports. 

In addition, some IPCC leaders said, the organization needs better procedures to correct any errors in its reports once they are found.

"I hope we'll be able to do something by which we can infuse confidence in our audience and assure them that the IPCC takes this issue very seriously," Mr. Pachauri said.

UN Ban Defends IPCC Report, No Comment on Pachauri, Derides Comparisons

Inner City Press, February 24, 2010, by Matthew Russell Lee

UNITED NATIONS, February 24 -- Three weeks after the UN told the Press that "it's not really for the Secretary-General to weigh in on this specific report" of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Ban Ki-moon pointedly urged member states to "reject the last-ditch attempts by climate skeptics to derail negotiations by exaggerating shortcomings in the [IPCC] fourth assessment report."

Some wondered, if the UN saw no need to respond three weeks ago but now belatedly steps into the ring, does this indicate the type of desperation exhibited by the UN's hastily put together press conference after Yvo de Boer announced his resignation?

At Wednesday's UN noon briefing, three weeks after Inner City Press asked for comment on the IPCC's misuse of NGO press releases as science, it inquired into Ban's belated comment on the controversy, and his characterization of all who critique errors in the report as "climate skeptics." 

Inner City Press asked asked how Ban's upbeat read out on Copenhagen squared with his Timor L'este envoy Ameerah Haq's frank statement to the Press that Copenhagen was a disappointment, reiterated February 23 at the UN Security Council stakeout.

  Ban's spokesman Martin Nesirky was once again testy, chiding Inner City Press that 

"if you want to try to chip away between different people saying different things at different times, you could do that pretty much every day, and maybe you will... if you look at what might have been, had there not been the level of movement that there was in Copenhagen, then things would look even worse. Nobody has said that this is precisely what everybody wanted. Many people -- Yvo de Boer, Janos Pasztor -- who sat here right after the Copenhagen Conference with Bob Orr and spelled out what the role of the United Nations had been in getting to a good point, but that it was not good enough; that more needed to be done. So, it’s very easy to try to push a wedge between two different people."

After this diatribe, several correspondents asked Inner City Press in essence, what is wrong with Nesirky? To compare two statements is basic journalism. And to report on now-acknowledged errors in an inter governmental body's scientific report is not necessarily "climate skepticism" -- it is journalism. The UN does not seem to understand this.

Inner City Press asked, on February 3 and 24 and even before, for Ban's comments on IPCC chair Pachauri's refusal to make financial disclosure about income he receives from Deutsche Bank and others for advice related to his IPCC job. Nesirky responded that "To come back to the part of the question about business dealings and disclosure, this is something that he himself, Mr. Pachauri has spoken about himself, and I have no need to elaborate further on what he himself has said."

 That's leadership. The person more and more widely accused of lacking transparency has rejected the charges. What more could the head of the Organization need to say? Perhaps, as on Himalaya Gate, Mr. Ban will comment in three weeks. Watch this site.

Footnote: beyond her refreshingly candid comments on Copenhagen as disappointment, Ms. Haq also answered Inner City Press' questions about an incident in which UN Police in Timor L'este were filmed standing by at Timor L'este police beat up a protester. She said it is under investigation, and that UNPOL has a duty to report. But don't they also have a duty to protect civilians? We'll see.
General Environment News:


Groups ID Toxic Coal Ash Sites in 14 States, Demand Regulations

Environment News Service, February 24, 2010

WASHINGTON, DC, February 24, 2010 (ENS) - Two environmental groups today identified 31 sites in 14 states contaminated with coal-ash waste containing arsenic, cadmium, lead, selenium, and other toxic metals that can cause cancer and neurological damage to humans and poison fish and wildlife. 

The report from the Environmental Integrity Project and Earthjustice released today relies on facts compiled from monitoring data and other information in the files of state agencies. The groups say these facts demand immediate federal regulation of coal combustion waste disposal, which is currently unregulated. 

The newly identified coal combustion waste sites are in addition to the 70 sites identified by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency in the wake of the disastrous Tennessee Valley Authority coal ash spill at the Kingston power plant in December 2008 - bringing the total to 101. 

"The 100 some damage cases that are now well documented are just the tip of the iceberg," said J. Russell Boulding, principal, Boulding Soil-Water Consulting, Bloomington, Indiana, who contributed to the report. 

"Our experience in compiling these damage cases is that if there are data available on surface and groundwater quality in the vicinity of a CCW disposal area, you will find contamination. How many hundreds more damaged sites are out there waiting to be identified?" Boulding asked. 

The 31 sites are located in: Delaware (1); Florida (3); Illinois (1); Indiana (2); Maryland (1); Michigan (1); Montana (1); Nevada (1); New Mexico (1); North Carolina (6); Pennsylvania (6); South Carolina (3); Tennessee (2); and West Virginia (2). 

Active coal combustion waste disposal is still occurring at 25 out of the 31 sites. 

Arsenic, a potent human carcinogen, has been found at 19 of 31 sites at extremely high levels. 

Groundwater monitoring data show the highest arsenic concentrations at NRG Energy's Indian River Power Plant Burton Island Landfill in Millsboro, Delaware, where arsenic levels were measured at 145 times the federal drinking water standard of 10 micrograms per liter. 

At least 26 the sites report contamination that exceeds one or more primary drinking water standards. 

At 15 of the sites, contamination has already migrated offsite at levels that exceed drinking water or surface water quality standards. The remaining 16 sites show evidence of severe onsite pollution, the report states. 

Jeff Stant, director, Coal Combustion Waste Initiative, Environmental Integrity Project, said, "While the catastrophic spill at TVA's Kingston plant has become the poster child for the damage that coal ash can wreak, there are hundreds of leaking sites throughout the United States where the damage is deadly, but far less conspicuous." 

"This problem needs an immediate national solution - in the form of federally enforceable standards that protect every community near coal ash dump sites," said Stant. 

Currently, ash and other coal combustion wastes are not subject to any federal regulations. 

The Environmental Integrity Project, composed of former EPA enforcement attorneys, and Earthjustice, a nonprofit public interest law firm, issued this report to prod the Obama administration into regulating coal combustion wastes. 

The kind of contamination detailed in this report could have been prevented with safeguards such as phasing out leak-prone ash ponds and requiring the use of synthetic liners and leachate collection systems, the report advises. 

The EPA promised to close this loophole by proposing new standards before the end of 2009. 

But the EPA's draft rule is stalled at the Office of Management and Budget, where, the report states, "an avalanche of lobbyists hope it will stay buried." 

"The data are overwhelming: these unregulated sites present a clear and present danger to public health and the environment," said Lisa Evans, senior administrative counsel, Earthjustice. "If law and science are to guide our most important environmental decisions, as EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson has promised, we need to regulate these hazards before they get much worse."

The damage is not limited to the type of wet ash pond that broke at TVA's Kingston plant, spilling more than a billion gallons of ashy sludge that is still being cleaned up 14 months after the spill. 

No fewer than 13 of the contaminated sites documented in the EIP/Earthjustice report involved dry disposal, including two structural fills that were advertised as "beneficial reuse" of coal ash. 

Offsite arsenic levels in ash-contaminated groundwater from the Reid Gardner plant four miles west of Glendale, Nevada have been measured at 31 times the EPA drinking water standard. 

Other examples cited in the report include: a Montana drinking water supply poisoned with boron and sulfate that sickened people and had to be abandoned; a mile-long plume of contamination in Florida; mercury contamination of residential wells in Tennessee; and selenium levels in West Virginia surface waters at four to five times what is permitted under federal law. 

"Water sources contaminated by coal ash may eventually be cleaned up, but only at great expense over long periods of time," said Stant. "Injury to human health or wildlife, however, cannot always be reversed. The data are overwhelming, and these 31 sites sound a clear warning that the EPA must heed before much more damage is done." 

Low-income communities are burdened with a disproportionate share of the health risks from disposal of coal combustion waste. A majority of the 31 sites in this report are located in communities that have more low-income families than the national median. 

Similar high poverty rates are found in 118 of the 120 coal-producing counties, where coal combustion wastes increasingly are being disposed in unlined, under-regulated mines, often in direct contact with groundwater, the report states. 

"The pollution present in this waste is among the earth's most harmful to aquatic life and humans - arsenic, lead, selenium, cadmium and other heavy metals, which cause cancer and crippling neurological damage," said Donna Marie Lisenby, Upper Watauga Riverkeeper, Appalachian Voices, and board member of Waterkeeper Alliance, Boone, North Carolina. 

"If these poisons can be kept out of the fish we eat, the water we drink, bathe in, and need to survive, simply through regulation," she said, "then we must take that long overdue step, not only for the sake of our public waters but for humanity's sake as well." 

Click here to view the report, "Out of Control: Mounting Damages From Coal Ash Waste Sites." 

Prentice wants to play nice with Charest on emissions

The Montreal Gazette, February 25, 2010, by Sheldon Alberts

Federal Environment Minister Jim Prentice is seeking to make peace with Premier Jean Charest after sharply criticizing the province's decision to introduce its own vehicle emissions standards to fight climate change.

As the United States and Canada prepare next month to unveil "identical" tailpipe emissions regulations, Prentice says he is hopeful Quebec will agree to harmonize its rules with those adopted by the Harper government and the Obama administration.

"I think at the end of the day this will work itself out. I have never questioned Quebec's desire to have high tailpipe emissions standards," Prentice said in an interview yesterday in Washington. "Their objective, in that sense, is the same as ours. I think they will look at the continental regulations and hopefully bring theirs into alignment."

Prentice said he had spoken to Charest and believed "there will be a willingness and goodwill to do all that."

Prentice caused a political firestorm in Quebec this month when he blasted Charest's government for going its own way on vehicle emissions just as Ottawa was in negotiations with the Obama administration on common North American rules, aimed at sharply reducing emissions from cars and light trucks by 2016.

During a Feb. 1 speech in Calgary, Prentice said Quebec's move was "folly" and described the Charest government's vehicle regulations as "absolutely counter-productive and utterly pointless."

Quebec implemented new tailpipe emissions standards in January that are modelled after stringent rules in California, which is considered a continental leader, and 14 other states.

Charest countered by accusing Prentice of "spreading false information" about Quebec regulations that would fine automakers up to $5,000 per vehicle for going over emissions limits.

The federal-provincial dispute has become an unwelcome distraction for Prentice. The Harper government published draft regulations last December that would see Canada's tailpipe emissions standards tightened starting in 2011 and fully aligned with those in California by 2016.

Prentice was in Washington yesterday for meetings on the plan with the two most senior climate officials in the Obama administration, Environmental Protection Agency administrator Lisa Jackson and Carol Browner, director of the White House Office of Energy and Climate Change.

Prentice said both Ottawa and Washington will be ready in March to publish final regulations on tailpipe emissions on cars and light trucks.

"These will be identical standards," the minister said.

While Ottawa squabbles with Quebec over tailpipe standards, the Obama administration settled Washington's own differences with California last May by agreeing to adopt roughly equivalent emissions limits. In exchange, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger agreed to revise California's rules to accept the U.S. national standards.

According to Environment Canada, Ottawa's new standards will put Canada "at par" with California by lowering tailpipe emissions by 20 per cent compared with vehicles sold in 2007.

Ottawa's concern with Quebec's vehicle emissions plan does not stem from differences in the ultimate goal, but in conflicting reporting requirements that might put the province's economy at a competitive disadvantage, Prentice said.


Nuclear subsidies put taxpayers at risk
The Boston Globe, February 25, 2010, by Michael Kranish

WASHINGTON - President Obama’s plan to kick-start the construction of nuclear power plants in the United States comes with a big catch: Because private banks won’t lend to an industry viewed as financially risky, taxpayers would be accountable for billions in government-guaranteed loans if plant developers default.

Precisely how much risk the public would carry remains a subject of lobbying by the industry, which is trying to minimize its financial exposure as the political climate in Washington has warmed in its favor.

Obama said last week that his administration had conditionally awarded a loan guarantee for the construction of two nuclear reactors at a plant in Georgia and said he wants to fund many more such projects under a program that could exceed $50 billion. But critics said the president has failed to address the potential liability to taxpayers for such loans.

“There is a huge potential risk for taxpayers,’’ said Autumn Hanna, who analyzes federal loan guarantees at Taxpayers for Common Sense, a nonparti san group. She said the risk could be in the tens of billions of dollars and said the public shouldn’t be asked to assume responsibility banks are unwilling to take.

To reduce taxpayer risk, the Obama administration wants nuclear companies to pay fees into a government-managed insurance fund to back the loans. But the administration has not said how large the premiums should be, and power companies are lobbying for the lowest possible rate to keep the program economically feasible. Suggestions have ranged from fees of 1 percent to 25 percent of the loan.

The nuclear industry, while acknowledging that taxpayer dollars will be at risk, said the downsides will be minimized by a combination of factors, including new, safer reactor designs that will enable companies to deliver projects on time and on budget.

“Of course there’s risk; there’s risk in any project,’’ said Leslie Kass, senior director of business policy and programs at the Nuclear Energy Institute, the industry’s lobbying group. “But it is a calculated risk, and we think it is a low risk.’’

Kass said she could not provide an exact estimate of the risk to taxpayers because such 

calculations have not yet been made. But she said that companies will typically have 20 percent or more in equity in the project so that they would do everything possible to avoid defaulting.

Banks have been reluctant to lend money for new nuclear projects due to a combination of concerns about cost overruns, past defaults, and the uncertain regulatory climate and political hostility that have shadowed the industry since the Three Mile Island accident in 1979.

But in a quest for energy sources that do not contribute to global warming, Obama and some other Democrats have joined with Republicans to back a renaissance in nuclear power production. The prevailing belief is that plant safety has improved dramatically and projects can be delivered on budget, providing thousands of high-paying jobs.

But there are significant uncertainties. The Washington Public Power Supply System, which sought to build nuclear reactors financed with municipal bonds, defaulted on those bonds in 1983 in a case that still hangs over the financing of such projects. In addition, the problem of where to put spent fuel, which remains highly radioactive, has not been resolved.

The Obama administration would extend government-guaranteed loans for as much as 80 percent of the costs of constructing new plants. It has said it wants to provide more than $50 billion in loan guarantees for nuclear projects, while the industry has said it would like at least twice that amount.

The Nuclear Energy Institute estimates that there are 28 proposed nuclear projects around the country that might seek the guaranteed loans. None of the proposals is for New England, where opposition to nuclear power has been stronger than in other regions such as the South. Among companies that are interested in new nuclear power plants are Entergy Corp., Exelon Corp., and Duke Energy Corp.

Critics of the loan program have questioned whether insurance premiums would be large enough to adequately protect taxpayers in the event of default on an expensive project.

“There is this inherent flaw with loan guarantees,’’ said Hanna of Taxpayers for Common Sense. “If terms are fair to taxpayers, the industry wouldn’t take it.’’

A spokesman for the Department of Energy could not provide an estimate of the risk to taxpayers.

“We have tried to minimize the risk to the taxpayers, but there is always risk when you provide a loan guarantee,’’ said Matt Rogers, an adviser to Energy Secretary Steven Chu. Rogers stressed that companies receiving the loan guarantee will undergo rigorous analysis to try to ensure that the projects are qualified and that the loans will be repaid.

The preliminary loan announced last week includes $3.4 billion to Atlanta-based Southern Co., part of an $8.3 billion package that includes two other participants.

“We believe the risk in this is minimal,’’ Southern spokesman Steven Higginbottom said, while vowing the money will be repaid.

Critics of the approach point to a 2003 report by the Congressional Budget Office that concluded that about half of proposed new power plants would wind up in default. But Chu said in a conference call on Feb. 16, “I don’t know of the CBO report. . . . We don’t believe the chance of default is 50 percent. We believe it’s far less than that.’’

An Energy Department official said later that the report was out of date, and the nuclear industry has dismissed the estimate as without merit.

The CBO also said, in a 2008 report, that by giving loan guarantees to nuclear power developers, it may cause the nuclear industry “to invest in excessively risky projects because they do not bear all the cost of a project’s failure.’’

Representative Edward Markey of Malden, a Democrat and the chairman of the subcommittee on Energy and the Environment, has urged Chu to make sure nuclear plants are certified as safe by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission before the loan guarantees are finalized.

“Congress needs to look very closely at the terms and conditions of any of these huge loan guarantees to ensure that the Department is doing everything possible to minimize the prospect that the taxpayers would ever have to bail out bad loans for new nuclear plants,’’ Markey said.

EPA Will Need Increased Climate Funding as Regs Ramp Up, Jackson Says 

The New York Times, February 25, 2010, by Robin Bravender

U.S. EPA will need increased funding for climate programs in future years as the agency moves forward on efforts to curb greenhouse gas emissions, Administrator Lisa Jackson said yesterday.

"I would expect that the needs would continue to grow as we move into a world -- either through legislation, hopefully through legislation, but possibly also with regulation -- of increasing activity on climate change," Jackson told the House Interior and Environment Appropriations Subcommittee.

President Obama's fiscal 2011 request would allot $56 million -- including $43 million in new funding -- for regulatory programs to curb greenhouse gas emissions. The climate funding was increased even as EPA's total budget was trimmed to $10 billion -- about $300 million lower than 2010 enacted levels.

The proposed increase in funding is aimed at aiding states as they begin to implement forthcoming greenhouse gas regulations and for EPA to develop new standards and pollution control guidance. EPA is expected to roll out its first greenhouse gas regulations next month for cars and light duty vehicles; those rules will also trigger stationary source regulations.

Despite the increased funding request, Jackson and other Obama administration officials continue to voice a preference for comprehensive energy and climate legislation over EPA regulation.

While Jackson predicted that EPA will need even more cash for climate programs, the top Republican on the House panel questioned the proposed spending levels.

"I agree with you, Administrator Jackson, that using the Clean Air Act to regulate greenhouse gas is not the best way to address climate change," said Rep. Mike Simpson (R-Idaho). "That is why I question whether the nearly $50 million in EPA's FY '11 budget for greenhouse gas regulation is prudent."

Simpson expressed concern that the rulemaking staff at EPA, buoyed by receiving the largest budget in history last year, "are sprinting like thoroughbreds out of the starting 

gate."

"Some people will say that these actions are long overdue," Simpson added, "but I can't help feeling wary about the rapid pace at which the EPA is implementing broad regulatory changes and the impact these changes are having on our struggling economy."

Subcommittee Chairman Norm Dicks (D-Wash.) applauded the administration's climate policies and the $43 million requested boost for greenhouse gas regulatory programs. "As you know, we in the House passed our version of a climate bill last June," Dicks said. 

"We recognize the need for action, I'm glad to see the administration does too."

Another Democrat, however, detailed concerns about inequalities that could arise for coal-dependent regions and other areas as EPA moves forward with regulations.

"While there are many of us who live in some of these areas who think that this is a problem that has to be addressed, the whole climate change problem ... we're also concerned that it be done in such a way that some regions of the country are not disadvantaged unfairly," said Rep. Ben Chandler (D-Ky.), who last year voted for the House climate bill.

That legislation attempted to address those inequalities, Chandler said, "But when the EPA goes about its business of regulating emissions, is there any thought being put into what happens to certain jurisdictions that burn coal, for instance?"

Jackson acknowledged that a climate bill would offer more flexibility than regulations. 

"Through legislation, there are many more opportunities to address geographic differences, industrial differences, international differences, as well as provide market incentives," she said.

But the Clean Air Act also provides opportunities to mitigate regional disparities, Jackson said. "There are certainly tools under the Clean Air Act," she said. "It is a powerful and effective tool for addressing air pollution and it has a proven history over many years."

Great Lakes
Jackson also faced criticism for the Obama administration's proposal to slash funding for the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative to $300 million in fiscal 2011, a $175 million drop from 2010.

"You understand what concerns those of us in the Great Lakes," said Rep. Steven LaTourette (R-Ohio). "It looks like $175 million for something that is really needed has taken a walk."

That program -- aimed at cleaning up contaminated sediments and toxic chemicals and fending off invasive species -- still has money left over from this year, Jackson said.

"This one was one of management and of pragmatic ability to put the money on the street," she told the panel. By the time the money was authorized so EPA could solicit grant proposals for the $475 million, it was close to the end of calendar year 2009.

"The $300 million is simply a reflection -- for this year only -- that we have quite a chunk still to spend," Jackson said.

Study: Can Hurricanes Cause Climate Change?
TIME, February 24, 2010, by Michael Lemonick

Back in the Pliocene era, between 5 million and 3 million years ago, the average global temperature was about 7°F warmer than it is today, yet atmospheric carbon dioxide levels were about the same. If carbon dioxide were the sole factor in warming, that wouldn't make any sense. It isn't, of course; there are several other contributors, including the brightness of the sun and the location of the continents (whose positions dictate, among other things, where ice caps can form) — but these were all pretty much the same in the Pliocene as well.

So what accounted for the higher global temperature? According to a new paper in Nature, one possible factor is hurricanes. Scientists have long suspected that global warming could make hurricanes more intense somehow, but the new study suggests the effect works both ways: tropical cyclones could help drive up temperatures in response. "We're suggesting that hurricanes could have created a permanent El Niño condition," says Yale's Alexey Fedorov, lead author of the study. (See pictures of the effects of climate change).
In the modern world, El Niño is a change in wind patterns and ocean currents that occurs every few years, bringing warmer water to the normally cool eastern Pacific; the result is major changes in storms and other weather effects, along with a temporary spike in global temperature. El Niño happened in 1998, for example, so if you were to take that year as a starting point for tracking global temperatures, you'd find that the following decade didn't see a lot of warming by comparison. (This is the origin of the myth that global warming has stopped.)

What might have happened back in the Pliocene, say Fedorov and his colleagues, is that an initial bout of global warming led to severer hurricanes — a distinct possibility supported by recent research published in Science and Nature Geoscience — and severer hurricanes led to more warming. Although most of us think about hurricanes in terms of their impact on the land, they also wreak havoc on the sea, churning the water like giant mixers and forcing warm surface waters deeper. When that occurs in the central Pacific, "the ocean responds by sending that water to the East," where it rises again close to the equator, says MIT's Kerry Emanuel, a co-author of the new study. This is more or less what happens during El Niño.

But while El Niño alone couldn't create long-lasting warming — since it's really just a rearrangement of the ocean's heat, not an overall increase — it could trigger an environmental feedback cycle that could. When you make the tropics warmer, "you also get more evaporation, so there's more water vapor in the atmosphere, which is a strong greenhouse gas," says Fedorov. So intense hurricanes can create conditions that warm the planet overall, leading to even more intense hurricanes, leading to more water vapor, and so on — a loop that could plausibly help explain the Pliocene's puzzling temperatures.

The case isn't ironclad. "I think it's interesting," says Penn State climate modeler Ryan Sriver, who wrote a commentary in Nature. "I'm not totally convinced yet." (See the top 10 scientific discoveries of 2009.)
One major reason for doubt: the simulation of ocean mixing in the computer models used by the paper's authors only crudely approximates what happens during actual hurricanes. Still, says Sriver, "we don't have a better way of doing it at this point, so this is a major step forward."

Fedorov agrees that the new paper doesn't solve the puzzle of a warmer Pliocene by itself. "This is just part of the story," he says. "It's still the subject of intense research. We describe one piece of the puzzle, but there are many more pieces."

Emanuel, for his part, calls it a plausible scenario. "But it does raise an intriguing proposition," he says. "It suggests that for a given combination of sunlight and atmospheric composition, it's possible for Earth to have more than one stable climate regime."

That in turn suggests that if we keep pouring CO2 into the atmosphere and warm the globe by several degrees, even a successful effort to bring carbon dioxide back down to today's levels may not restore the temperature. "You might," he says, "end up with a different climate."

Lemonick is the senior science writer at Climate Central.

Antarctic melting due to global warming; sea levels may rise

USA Today, February 24, 2010, by Doyle Rice

More troubling news from the bottom of the world.

The ice shelves in the southern part of the Antarctic Peninsula appear to be disappearing because of climate change, according to a new report from the U.S. Geological Survey and the British Antarctic Survey.

"The loss of ice shelves is evidence of the effects of global warming," says USGS scientist and lead author Jane Ferrigno.

Melting of the West Antarctic part alone of the Antarctic ice sheet would cause a worldwide sea-level rise of approximately 18 feet. According to the report, "the resulting rise in sea level could severely impact the densely populated coastal regions on Earth."

In the worst-case scenario, the potential sea-level rise if the entire Antarctic ice sheet melts is estimated to be 213 to 240 feet.

"The changes exhibited in the region are widely regarded as among the most profound and unambiguous examples of the effects of global warming yet seen on the planet," the authors write in the report.

Since 1998, the ice lost from just one of the five ice shelves in the study totals more than 1,500 square miles, an area larger than the state of Rhode Island.

Scientists used satellite and aerial photographs and maps dating back to the 1940s as sources for the report.  The ice shelves are attached to the continent and already floating, holding in place the Antarctic ice sheet that covers about 98 percent of Antarctica.

The report acknowledges that while parts of the Antarctic ice sheet are thickening, on balance, it is probably becoming thinner overall.

The full report, "Coastal-Change and Glaciological Map of the Palmer Land Area, Antarctica: 1947—2009" is available online.

Firms' Climate Spending to Rise In 2010
The New York Times, February 25, 2010, by Nina Chestney

LONDON (Reuters) - Large British businesses will spend over $5.3 billion (3.46 billion pounds) on climate change initiatives in 2010, up eight percent on the previous year, according to a report published on Thursday by UK-based research firm Verdantix.

UK business expenditure on climate change and sustainability initiatives fell by 3 percent in 2009, as companies had less cash in the economic slowdown.

The climate and sustainability market will grow by 14 percent a year to reach $8.4 billion in 2013, Verdantix forecasts.

The research group based its report on the spending of over 450 UK companies with revenues of more than $1 billion from 2008 to 2013, taking into account UK economic growth figures, energy and carbon prices, regulatory decisions and innovation drivers.

Much of companies' expenditure so far has been done on a voluntary basis. A mandatory government plan to cut corporate energy use starting in April could spur more climate spending, though a report last week said firms were unprepared for the scheme.

"We are still in a transitional phase. Lots of companies are investing in pilot projects. They are waiting for clearer signals from customers, regulators and investors to put their foot on the pedal and that will be more like 2012 or 2013," David Metcalfe, director of Verdantix, told Reuters.

On average, large UK firms with annual revenues greater than $1 billion will spend 0.16 percent of revenue on their climate change and sustainability programme in 2010.

"This equates to an average of $11.7 million per firm," Metcalfe said.

The top spenders this year will be the retail industry at $944 million and the oil and gas sector at $637 million.

Republicans Bash USDA's Investment in Climate Research 

The New York Times, February 25, 2010, by Allison Winter

House Republicans yesterday lashed out against the Obama administration's proposal to ramp up funding next year for research on the effects of global warming on farmers.

The Agriculture Department's fiscal 2011 budget request includes a number of programs intended to address the potential impact climate change could have on farmers and ranchers. It would devote $52 million to climate change programs -- a relatively small piece of the $21.5 billion discretionary spending request.

But key Republicans in the House Agriculture Appropriations Subcommittee latched onto those programs yesterday, indicating the array of climate programs across the administration's budget may be a target in the appropriations season. Climate programs were also a target at a separate hearing yesterday on the EPA budget.

Subcommittee ranking member Jack Kingston (R-Ga.) said the climate investment at USDA may be a waste -- noting concerns about the science behind global warming.

"If global warming is real, then it is our biggest problem," said Kingston. "But it doesn't seem to be treated as science as much as policy."

Republicans and climate change skeptics have repeatedly called the science on global warming into question, especially after concerns late last year over leaked e-mails from climate scientists. The majority of climate scientists agree the planet is experiencing human-induced climate change.

The fiscal 2011 proposal for USDA includes $50 million for research on how the agency can help landowners adapt to changing weather patterns, increased fire risk and threats from insects and disease that may come with a warming planet.

USDA would conduct the research and make tools and information available to farmers through the department's extension network, according to the budget outline.

"We have ongoing needs to see how crop production might be influenced by extreme weather conditions," Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack told the panel yesterday. "There could be an increase in pest and disease -- I think this is a valid reason for us to invest resources."

The budget also includes $2 million to help establish guidelines for how farmers could participate in carbon offset markets that could arise from a cap-and-trade system. The money would go to the agency's Office of Ecosystem Services and Markets, which also examines opportunities for water markets and wildlife preservation.

Rep. Tom Latham (R-Iowa) said lawmakers should strip the funding, predicting that a climate bill and cap-and-trade system will never happen.

"This has not passed Congress and the hopes of getting it that done are probably not very bright," Latham said. "I wonder about these dollars being spent somewhere else."

The concerns from Kingston and Latham could indicate battles yet to come. Both lawmakers proposed amendments to fiscal 2010 spending bills that would have clamped down on federal climate programs.

Latham successfully added an amendment to last year's spending bill that gave a one-year exemption to manure management systems at factory farms from EPA rules requiring greenhouse gas emissions reporting. Kingston offered an failed amendment to the Financial Services bill that would have eliminated funding for President Obama's top energy and climate adviser and other "czars" in the administration.

Overall funding boost?
Also yesterday, Agriculture Appropriations Chairwoman Rosa DeLauro (D-Conn.) said she wants to increase federal investment in agriculture programs beyond the budget blueprint from the Obama administration.

DeLauro said she is uncomfortable with USDA's proposal to cut discretionary spending by over $1 billion. The budget would limit some farm bill conservation programs and crop subsidies as part of an effort from the administration to trim federal spending in light of the growing deficit.

"I harbor concerns -- particularly given the still-fragile state of our economy -- about the dangers of a freeze in discretionary spending falling disproportionately on our most vulnerable Americans right now," DeLauro said.

She praised increases in the budget for domestic food assistance and called for more spending on food safety, food inspection and international food aid. In total, the request would invest nearly $130 billion in discretionary and mandatory programs.

But Kingston said the government should do more to trim on spending -- reprising an argument his party has frequented since Democrats took control of Congress.

"I don't think it's enough and not a true freeze in light of the 26 percent increase in the last year or two," said Kingston.

Obama Speech to Business Group Leaves Greenhouse Gas Issues Up in the Air 

The New York Times, February 25, 2010, by Joel Kirkland and Christa Marshall

A speech by President Obama to top CEOs yesterday left some climate experts and energy industry lobbyists searching for stronger clues about White House policy preferences as members of the Senate struggle to come up with a fresh proposal for cutting greenhouse gas emissions.

"If we decide now that we're putting a price on this pollution in a few years, it will give businesses the certainty of knowing they have time to plan and transition," Obama told corporate executives at a Business Roundtable meeting in Washington.

The president has repeated this argument for putting a price on heat-trapping carbon emissions in recent public speeches. Still, many are reading the tea leaves carefully for specific White House policy and political prescriptions that would set Congress on a path to secure passage of legislation this year. Among the sought-after policies are ones that would satisfy emissions-cutting goals, control costs and ensure that a lower-carbon mix of U.S. energy sources can meet future energy demand.

In his speech to the executives, Obama emphasized the need for U.S. companies to stay globally competitive, which is an issue that business leaders coming in and out of meetings with Obama, White House budget chief Peter Orszag, Sen. John Thune (R-S.D.) and House Republican leader John Boehner (Ohio) said has a strong tie-in with energy and climate policy.

James Rogers, president and CEO of Eastman Chemical Co., based in Kingston, Tenn., said the impact of cap-and-trade climate legislation topped his list of concerns. Rogers said he hoped to better gauge the degree of sensitivity that federal officials have to potential costs and economic disadvantages that accompany a climate regime requiring steep emissions cuts.

Competitive worries on all sides
Rogers said there need to be mechanisms in a climate bill to ensure U.S. companies can operate on a level playing field as they compete with foreign companies. Further, he said, any climate bill should recognize the track record of industries that have increased energy efficiency dramatically in recent years, including the chemical industry.

A cap on emissions, as it has been envisioned so far, might blow a hole in an economy that continues to rely so much on coal. "It's very inefficient if we're trying to put a price on carbon," Rogers added. "I'm not sure what additional regulations we need in the U.S."

Obama said he is "sympathetic to those companies that face significant transition costs."

The policy choices under consideration include a spectrum, according to sources. Obama and his policymaking partners in the Senate could continue to push for an economywide cap-and-trade bill that creates a mechanism for imposing a price on industrial carbon dioxide emissions, or press for a mandatory cap on utility-sector emissions only and a phased-in approach to limiting industrial emissions across the economy.

"I'm not sure they've decided if it's economywide, or if it's phased in, or if it's utilities only," said Eileen Claussen, head of the Pew Center on Global Climate Change. "He's absolutely right that one of the things you need is a price on carbon."

But if Obama abandons his push for a market-based approach to price carbon, sources have said the White House and three bipartisan senators at the heart of ongoing discussions might pursue an aggressive energy bill that concentrates on increasing energy efficiency and mandates that utilities meet a clean-energy standard.

Search for 'sweeteners' continues
There is a push to craft legislation that can pass the Senate and be presented to the full Congress this year, before the election season swings into full gear and any potential for political risk-taking or policy deals is lost to partisan jockeying.

Obama, his top aides and the bipartisan trio piecing together an energy and climate package, Sens. John Kerry (D-Mass.), Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) and Joe Lieberman (I-Conn), are in search of the right mix of "sweeteners" to help corners of the energy industry that matter to Republicans and fence-sitting Democrats reluctant to sign on to a high-priced climate bill that could land them in hot water in their home states.

Nuclear power incentives and the additional $36 billion Obama set aside in his 2011 budget for nuclear loan guarantees could bring some Republicans along, analysts say. But the bigger challenge is to address the concerns of lawmakers from states with a big dependence on coal for electricity generation, or where job losses hit the manufacturing sector hard, and concern continues to boil about international competition.

Obama earlier this month created an interagency task force designed to jump-start the development of five to 10 commercial-scale carbon capture and storage projects. Utilities and coal industry groups have sought greater federal support for the high-cost, large-scale development of technology that can strip carbon emissions from coal-burning coal plants and bury it underground.

"We've announced loan guarantees to break ground on America's first new nuclear plant in nearly three decades," Obama pointed out. "We are supporting three of the largest solar plants in the world. And I've said we're willing to make tough decisions about opening new offshore areas for oil and gas development."

Senators from the Midwest, Republicans from the Southeast and Democrats facing tough elections, particularly in Arkansas and Indiana, have all been reluctant to spend political capital on an aggressive climate bill as the economy continues sputtering.

Meanwhile, the old energy industry dogfights continue. Reports that the Obama administration is in search for a better mechanism to encourage utilities to burn more lower-carbon natural gas instead of high-carbon coal for baseload generation pitted the coal and gas lobbies against each other.

Gas industry hopes give coal indigestion
Utility industry sources and energy policy experts said last week that they anticipate the White House is preparing to roll out another sweetener to help piece together a coalition of climate bill supporters -- this time, for natural gas.

Kevin Book, director of research at ClearView Energy Partners, said in a report Tuesday that he anticipates that an incentive for utilities to switch to natural gas could take the form of a "bridge credit" for power generators or the transportation sector. "Building a 'sweet' coalition might require both, because different companies want different things," he wrote.

Congress has been reluctant to use federal regulatory mechanisms, tax credits, mandates or some other form of enticements to encourage electric utilities to make a large-scale switch to natural gas. The largely domestic fuel is slave to a market price that has tended to fluctuate wildly in the past decade. There are also concerns among industries such as chemical makers that using too much gas for power generation would drive prices up for companies that need natural gas as a raw material.

But that equation has changed some. Major oil and gas producers -- and their very well-financed lobbying efforts and media campaigns -- are pushing for more recognition by policymakers and the public that increasing access to vast onshore U.S. gas shale deposits has created a reliable and low-cost source for power generators. Gas-fired generation emits half as much carbon dioxide as coal.

The National Mining Association blasted out a press release late Monday calling on the administration to drop any plans to push utilities to retire old coal plants by giving more to the gas industry.

"Creation of an artificial electricity generation market for natural gas in place of affordable, abundant and reliable coal is bad public policy," NMA President Hal Quinn said in the e-mail. Quinn said a policy push in this direction would undermine the administration's economic and energy goals, and switching out coal for gas would drive up electricity prices in a difficult economy.

The creation of a "false market" for gas, Quinn said, could also dampen prospects for carbon capture and storage or other advanced clean coal technologies. "If the U.S., with the world's largest coal reserves, creates a false market for gas and does not aggressively purse CCS technology," said Quinn, "not only will we lose important export markets, we likely will doom worldwide deployment of this vital technology."

Christine Tezak, a policy analyst at Robert W. Baird & Co., said the gas industry simply wants to stay in the policy mix.

"It's not so much that they have an incentive in mind as much as they expect to see gas have a role in the energy mix going forward," Tezak said of investors' mindset. "The likelihood that there may be some financial ... incentives to substitute gas for coal is a real possibility."

Bloom Energy Unveils Fuel Cells To Power Buildings
Reuters, February 25, 2010, by Poornima Gupta

SAN JOSE, California - Silicon Valley start-up Bloom Energy on Wednesday unveiled a new fuel cell technology that can power buildings, positioning the energy generators as an alternative to the electricity grid.

Questions, however, remain about the long-term adoption and viability of a technology that has been around for decades but has yet to see mass market commercial applications.

Bloom's solid oxide fuel cell has managed to attract powerful early adopters, including Google Inc, eBay Inc, Coca Cola Co, Wal-Mart Stores Inc, FedEx Corp and Staples Inc.

Fuel cells are not a new concept and often have been touted as the ultimate clean technology to power vehicles.

Most major automakers have spent billions of dollars in researching a hydrogen-powered fuel cell for vehicles, tempted by the idea of a car that uses no gasoline and emits only water vapor.

That research is now mostly on the back burner, given the expense, transportation issues and volatility of hydrogen gas.

Bloom's energy generating boxes cost $700,000 to $800,000 and run on a variety of fuels, including natural gas. Each of energy server provides 100 kilowatts of electricity -- enough to power about 100 average U.S. homes -- with roughly the footprint of a parking space.

Bloom's fuel cell works by converting air and a fuel source -- such as natural gas to a range of biogases -- into electricity through an electrochemical process.

Even running on natural gas, the systems are over 65 percent cleaner than a typical coal-fired power plant, the company said.

Customers can expect a 3- to 5-year payback period on their investment in the boxes with the electricity costs working out to about 10 cents per kilowatt hour, including all subsidies, said Bloom Chief Executive K.R. Sridhar.

The former NASA scientist said the "Bloom Energy Server," as he calls it, is different from hydrogen fuel cells as it uses lower cost materials, has greater efficiency and is more easily deployed and maintained.

"The core of our technology is simply sand that is available in plenty," Sridhar said, showing off a small photograph-sized plate.

But the key to the future of Bloom Energy, which offers a 10-year warranty on the product, lies in whether its fuel cells would function robustly over time and whether they can ramp up manufacturing.

EBay Chief Executive John Donahue said the company, which is using five of the Bloom boxes at its headquarters in San Jose, decided on the product as it made economic sense."We are talking to Bloom for other facilities," he said.Google founder Larry Page said he was a big supporter of the technology. The search giant was Bloom's first customer in July 2008 and uses the fuel cell to power a building on its main campus in Mountain View, California, a facility that includes an experimental data center.

"I would love to see us having a whole data center running on this," Page said.

FACTBOX: Key Dates, Past And Future In Climate Debate
Reuters, February 25, 2010, by Richard Cowan and Jasmin Melvin

The Senate is struggling to find a compromise measure to force industry to reduce carbon dioxide emissions blamed for climate change.

A wide-ranging bill will require a debate in the Senate and anything that passes there would have to be reconciled with a much different bill approved last year by the House of Representatives.

There's no guarantee Congress will be able to finish legislation this year, especially with time dwindling before November elections and other bills taking a higher priority.

Following are some key future dates to watch for:

* SOMETIME IN MARCH: The Environmental Protection Agency is slated to issue regulations to reduce carbon dioxide spewed by vehicles. It would mark the first time the federal government would regulate carbon and open the way for broader controls on sources including power plants, refineries and heavy industry. The EPA has indicated no rules would be put on the industrial polluters before 2011.

* MARCH OR APRIL: Senator Lisa Murkowski could try to pass legislation stopping EPA from regulating carbon. The White House says it would work hard to defeat it.

* MAY OR JUNE: Senator John Kerry, who is leading the Senate drive for a climate control bill, says he wants a measure passed by the Senate this spring. If he can't pull it off by then, the initiative could be doomed this year. By midyear, lawmakers running for reelection will be in full campaign mode, with partisanship even worse than usual and it will be hard for lawmakers to deal.

* NOVEMBER 2: Election Day. All 435 seats in the House and 38 of the 100 Senate seats are up for grabs in an election that will determine whether Democrats or Republicans hold majority power in 2011-2012. Even if Democrats hold on, their majorities could be smaller, making it even more difficult to pass a comprehensive climate bill.

Here is a past timeline of key dates in the global warming debate.

* July 1979 - The National Academy of Sciences releases the Charney report, linking rising carbon emissions to global warming. The report warns that "a wait-and-see policy may mean waiting until it's too late."

* July 1996 - U.S. Undersecretary of State for Global Affairs Timothy Wirth presents a U.S. position statement that calls on industrialized countries to set "legally binding mid-term targets" for greenhouse gas reductions at the U.N. Framework Convention on Climate Change conference in Geneva.

* July 25, 1997 - The U.S. Senate unanimously passes the Byrd-Hagel Resolution, which says the United States should not sign any international agreements to cut emissions as long as developing countries are exempt.

* December 1997 - The Kyoto Protocol, which pledges to cut greenhouse gas emissions by 5.2 percent by 2012, is adopted at a U.N. conference in Kyoto, Japan. The United States eventually signs the protocol, but the Clinton administration never sends it to the Senate for ratification.

* March 2001 - The Bush administration renounces the Kyoto Protocol.

* September 2002 - The Environmental Protection Agency, with White House approval, removes a chapter on global warming from its annual air pollution report.

* August 8, 2005 - President George W. Bush signs into law the Energy Policy Act of 2005, creating a Renewable Fuels Standard and providing incentives for alternative energy.

* August 23-30, 2005 - Hurricane Katrina devastates New Orleans and other Gulf states. It is one of the strongest and deadliest hurricanes in U.S. history, heightening awareness and concern about global warming.

* December 2005 - Ten states initiate the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative, a cap and trade program for carbon emission from power plants in the member states. It is the first market-based cap and trade system in the United States.

* September 27, 2006 - California's governor signs into law a bill to reduce emissions in the state by 25 percent by 2020, the first state to mandate reductions in greenhouse gases.

* April 2, 2007 - The U.S. Supreme Court rules the Environmental Protection Agency has the authority to regulate carbon and other emissions that spur global warming.

* May 19, 2009 - President Barack Obama announces a national fuel-economy and greenhouse gas standard to cut emissions for cars and trucks.

* June 26, 2009 - The U.S. House of Representatives passes a climate bill calling for 17 percent reductions by 2020, from 2005 levels, or about 4 percent below the 1990 baseline used by many other countries and regions including the European Union.

* December 7-19, 2009 - Talks at the U.N. conference in Copenhagen do not produce a new treaty. Instead, leading polluters including the United States, China, India, Brazil and South Africa, agree to a non-binding pact.

* January 31, 2010 - Fifty-five nations, accounting for 78 percent of the world's greenhouse gas emissions, submit varying national targets to the Copenhagen Accord. The United Nations says the deadline is flexible and other countries can submit targets later.

Prentice denies delaying action on climate file
The National Post, February 25, 2010, by Mike de Souza and Sheldon Alberts

Environment Minister Jim Prentice is dismissing suggestions from a former Cabinet colleague that the Harper government is delaying action on climate change because it doubts scientific evidence that humans are causing dangerous changes to the atmosphere.

Maxime Bernier, the former industry and foreign affairs minister, said the government had adopted a "wise" position by not cracking down on pollution from industry. Mr. Bernier, the Conservative MP for Beauce, Que., said he believes that dozens of other countries, their national science academies and peer-reviewed research are all exaggerating warnings about human activity and the impact of climate change.

"Every week that goes by confirms the wisdom of our government's modest position," wrote Mr. Bernier, in a letter published yesterday in Montreal's La Presse newspaper.

"There is, in fact, no scientific consensus. What's certain is that it would be irresponsible to spend billions of dollars to impose unnecessarily stringent regulations to resolve a problem whose gravity we still are not certain about. The alarmism that often characterized this issue is no longer at stake. Canada is right to be cautious."

Climate scientists say that human activity, changes in land use, and pollution from the consumption of fossil fuels for energy is producing greenhouse gas emissions that are trapping heat in the atmosphere. While they believe that some of the warming over the past century has been caused by natural factors such as the sun, they have concluded that much of the increase in average global temperatures is due to human activity.

Scientists also have predicted a wide range of impacts, from melting ice and rising sea levels, to more severe weather, water shortages, the disappearance of many species and irreversible damage to the Earth's ecosystems.

However, some skeptics have argued that a series of stolen emails from a climate research centre and a recent correction on an international report regarding the pace of melting glaciers are signs of a massive conspiracy to manipulate the evidence.

"I did not talk to Maxime about that [letter] before it was published. As you know, there are many points of view on the science debate that is currently circulating around," said Mr. Prentice in an interview in Washington, where he is discussing climate and energy issues with U.S. officials.

"The views that Maxime has put forward are his personal views. They are not the government's view. I don't specifically share them. He is certainly entitled to his perspective, but it is his perspective as an individual. It's not the government's perspective."Mr. Bernier is the second Conservative in recent weeks to openly challenge the findings of scientists. In December, Colin Mayes, the MP for Okanagan- Shuswap, B.C., also questioned whether humans were causing global warming in an email sent to a constituent.

"Is this a trend that will change as we have seen recently in cooling of temperatures and rebuilding of ice caps?" Mr. Mayes asked in the email. "I am careful not to overreact and spend billions of taxpayer dollars because a few scientists say CO2 is causing the planet to warm."

At a news conference, Bloc Quebecois leader Gilles Duceppe joked that Mr. Bernier had more credibility when he was handing out Joe Louis snacks to Canadian soldiers during a trip to Afghanistan.

Mr. Duceppe added that the views reflect the opinion of Prime Minister Stephen Harper, who has also cast doubt on scientific evidence, describing the Kyoto Protocol on climate change as a "socialist scheme" to transfer wealth to developing nations.

The federal Liberals also slammed Mr. Bernier's letter, suggesting he's using skepticism to justify the government's "ideological inaction" on climate change.
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Climate change clear and present danger; ignore skeptics: Ban Ki-moon – The Economic Times

25 Feb 2010 - UNITED NATIONS: UN chief Ban Ki-moon has asked the officials gathered at the environment ministerial meeting in Bali to reject attempts by climate  skeptics who question the existence of climate change especially after the controversy surrounding the errors that have surfaced. 

"I urge you to reject the last-ditch attempts by climate skeptics to derail your negotiations by exaggerating shortcomings in the IPCC Fourth Assessment Report," Ban said. 

"Tell the world that you unanimously agree that climate change is a clear and present danger, that you are working to implement agreements already made and that you are continuing negotiations under the UNFCCC to address climate change according to the demands of current scientific information," he added. 

The 2007 report of Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change erroneously claimed that Himalayan glaciers would melt away by 2035. The error has also been attributed to a typographical error with the words 2035 appearing instead of 2350. 

Since the error surfaced there have been several calls for investigations into the work of the IPCC and resignations of its head Rajendra Pachauri, which he has refused to do. 

"Some in media, and those who are sceptical about climate change, are currently having a field day, parsing every comma and cough in the IPCC 2007 assessment," Achim Steiner, head of the UN Environment Programme (UNEP) had noted.  

http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/news-by-industry/et-cetera/Climate-change-clear-and-present-danger-ignore-skeptics-Ban-Ki-moon/articleshow/5614002.cms
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Improved governance key to green goals: UN chief  - Xinhua

2010-02-25 - UNITED NATIONS, Feb. 24 (Xinhua) -- The window of opportunity to preserve the Earth's natural capital is diminishing rapidly, UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon said on Wednesday, highlighting the need for improved international governance to close the gap between aspirations for environmental sustainability and real-life achievements.

"Coherent and effective international environmental governance architecture can provide a foundation for human well-being for generations to come. I urge you to be bold and creative in putting forward new ideas," the secretary-general said in a message delivered on his behalf to a special session of the UN Environment Programme (UNEP) Governing Council/Global Ministerial Environment Forum in Bali, Indonesia.

The meeting is being attended by some 1,000 participants from 130 countries, including nearly 100 environmental affairs ministers.

Ban warned participants that as consumption grows and climate change gathers pace, they risk reversing many of the gains that have been made towards the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) that world leaders pledged to achieve by 2015. Among the targets contained within "MDG 7" is to integrate the principles of sustainable development into country policies and programs and reverse the loss of environmental resources.

The secretary-general singled out the Montreal Protocol to the Vienna Convention for the Protection of the Ozone Layer -- designed to protect the ozone layer by phasing out the production of a number of substances believed to be responsible for ozone depletion -- as a "practical example" of how to unify different national responsibilities.

"Its combination of political will, legal teeth, adequate funding and private sector collaboration is a powerful mix. Its lessons can be applied to other areas that demand urgent remedies, including climate change," he said.

He also commended the Copenhagen climate conference as a " significant step forward" in a number of areas, including the creation of a "two-degree target," which refers to the goal of keeping the global mean temperature from rising more than 2 degrees Celsius.

Ban also urged countries to continue negotiations under the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), despite criticism by climate skeptics fueled by leaked e-mails from the University of East Anglia's Climatic Research Unit that raised questions about the quality of research on some specific topics connected to climate change.

"I urge you to reject the last-ditch attempts by climate skeptics to derail your negotiations by exaggerating shortcomings in the IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change) Fourth Assessment Report. Tell the world that you unanimously agree that climate change is a clear and present danger," said Ban.

The secretary-general also highlighted the UN's continuing role to support intergovernmental processes, such as the creation of the High-level Advisory Group on Climate Change Financing and the upcoming launch of the High-level Panel on Global Sustainability. 

http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/world/2010-02/25/c_13186843.htm
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UNEP: China Will Be The Main Source Of E-waste - ChinaTechNews

February 25, 2010 -   Foreign media this week has been citing a report of the United Nations Environment Programme saying that by 2020, computer related e-waste will be four times higher than 2007 and China and India will be the main sources of the poisonous e-waste.

The report shows that the United States is currently the world's largest e-waste producer with an annual e-waste production of about three million tons, and it is followed by China which produces about 2.3 million tons of e-waste each year. 

Achim Steiner, executive director of UNEP, said that the report shows once again that it is urgent to build large and effective facilities in China for e-waste collection and management.

E-waste refers to discarded electronic products like telephones, printers, TV sets, refrigerators and other home appliances. Surveys show that e-waste is increasing by 40 million tons annually.

http://www.chinatechnews.com/2010/02/25/11623-unep-china-will-be-the-main-source-of-e-waste-this-year
………………………………….

Mounting threat from e-waste – The Hindu

India, one of the two largest markets for mobile phones in the world along with China, faces a mounting problem — how to get rid of the discarded mobiles.

For, by the year 2020, the size of the discarded mobile mound will grow by 18 times from the 2007 level, says a United Nations Environment Programme study.

Health problems

If no proper e-waste recycling mechanism is put in place, these abandoned phones are going to create environmental damage and health problems, the study warns.

The study, ‘Recycling from e-waste to resources,' was released at a combined meeting of the bodies of UN Conventions on hazardous chemical wastes, organized by the UNEP, at Bali on February 22. It warns developing countries, especially fast growing economies like India, China, Brazil and South Africa, that if efforts are not made to recycle the abandoned electronic equipment, they will be in for big environmental trouble.

Apart from mobile phones, old computers, TVs and refrigerators added to the e-waste mountain in these countries.

For instance, computer e-waste in India will have risen by five times in 2020 from the 2007 level. Discarded refrigerators will double or even triple.

The report estimates that India's current e-waste generation is: 2.75 lakh tonnes from TVs, over one lakh tonnes from refrigerators, 56,300 tonnes from personal computers, 1,700 tonnes from mobiles and 4,700 from printers.

However, China's problem from e-waste is much more than that of India. It now generates five lakh tonnes of refrigerator waste and three lakh tonnes of PC waste.

Apart from the e-waste generated by domestic consumption, India, China and other developing countries also have to confront the legal and illegal dumping of e-waste by western countries, mainly the United States which is, as of now, not bound by international agreements on hazardous wastes as it has refused to sign such treaties.

Global environmental NGOs have in the past caught several shipments of e-waste on way to the illegal dumping yards in developing countries. For instance, Jim Puckett, leader of a global NGO battling such dumping, pointed out at a media meeting that as recent as this week the Indonesian government, alerted by his group, had sent back two ship containers carrying computer waste sent by an American company.

The UNEP report also notes that global e-waste generation is growing by 40 million tonnes a year. In 2007, more than one billion mobiles were sold in the world and the sales are set to jump in the coming years, particularly in developing countries which are home to large populations.

K.P.M. BASHEER

in Bali, Indonesia

http://www.hindu.com/seta/2010/02/25/stories/2010022551041300.htm
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UNEP launches hazardous substances responsibility campaign - ANTARA

Wednesday, February 24, 2010 - Nusa Dua, Bali (ANTARA News) - The United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) here Wednesday launched a `Safe Planet` or `body burdens` campaign to raise global awareness of the need for action on the threats posed by hazardous chemicals and wastes.

"Hazardous chemicals and wastes are not only around us, but they are in our bodies," said Fatoumata Keita Ouane, senior scientific officer at UNEP`s secretariat to the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants.

Hazardous chemicals and wastes such as heavy metal and mercury could be found among other things in agricultural products and textiles and they could cause cancer and impairment in children, she said.

"The time is right and we can`t wait any longer. We should act collectively and in coordinated ways," she said at the campaign launching event held on the sidelines of the UNEP Simultaneous Extraordinary Meetings of the Conferences of the Parties to the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions, and the 11th Special Session of the UNEP Governing Council/Global Ministerial Environment Forum.

According to UNEP, there are over 80,000 chemicals used in industry and commerce, and many chemicals have the potential to enter people`s bodies. 

`Safe Planet: the United Nations Campaign for Responsibility on Hazardous Chemicals and Wastes` has invited high-profile individuals and international experts to engage in a dialogue on how human bio-monitoring information can support the Millennium Development Goals and the World Summit on Sustainable Development 2010 target to achieve sound management of chemicals and wastes. 

Trade in chemicals increased by 50 percent during the last six years and the trend that more productions are moved to developing countries, according to Per M Bakken, head of the UNEP Chemicals Branch.

By 2020, developing countries might produce around 31 percent of the world`s total chemical products such as pesticides, paint, pharmaceuticals, and one third of chemical consumptions will be in developing countries, he told the press. 

In the launching of the campaign, UNEP Executive Director Achim Stainer was represented by Donald Cooper, co-executive secretary of the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Information Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade, concurrently executive secretary of the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants of UNEP.(*)

http://www.antara.co.id/en/news/1267024495/unep-launches-hazardous-substances-responsibility-campaign
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UNEP/GEF project successfully conserves Siberian crane - ANTARA

Wednesday, February 24, 2010 - Nusa Dua, Bali (ANTARA News) - Siberian cranes and millions of other migratory waterbirds have been saved through a conservation project supported by the Global Environment Facility (GEF) and implemented by the International Crane Foundation through the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP).

"In 2002, the birds were not seen," said Claire M Mirande of International Crane Foundation, and senior director of Conservation and Science, concurrently director of UNEP-GEF Siberian Crane Wetlands Project, here, Wednesday.

The population of Siberian Crane, the most charismatic bird found in China, Iran, Kazakhstan and Russia, is currently around 3,000-3,500, according to her.

The Siberian Crane became endangered especially because of hunting and wetland degradation, she said.

The unique migratory bird projects not only has boosted Siberian Crane but also millions of other migratory waterbirds, the conservation and rehabilation of wetlands covering some seven million hectares.

Every year, the Siberian Crane, one of the most endangered birds, migrates up to 5,000 kilometers from its breeding grounds in northern Siberia, along two migration routes to wintering sites in southern China and Iran.

"The Siberian Crane Wetland Project underlines how conservation of biodiversity and human concerns go hand in hand: a key point to underline in the UN`s International year of Biodiversity," UNEP Executive Director Achim Steiner said a statement.

Monique Barbut, chief executive officer of the GEF, said that some 60 percent of wetlands worldwide, and up to 90 percent in Europe, have been destroyed in the past 100 years, principally due to drainage for agriculture, pollution, dams, canals, groundwater pumping, urban development and peat extraction.

UNEP is organizing the 11th Special Session of the UNEP Governing Council/Global Ministerial Environment Forum at the Bali International Convention center, Feb. 24-26.

The meeting is being attended by around 1,000 participants, including roughly 100 environmental affairs minister, from 130 countries.(*)

http://www.antara.co.id/en/news/1267023893/unep-gef-project-successfully-conserves-siberian-crane
………………………………………….

Cooperation saved crane: UN – Singapore Straits Times

NUSA DUA (Indonesia) - THE threat of extinction for the majestic Siberian crane is receding thanks to cooperation among countries including China, Russia and Iran, the UN said Wednesday.

The bird, which has pure white plumage and stands about 1.4 metres (4.6 feet) tall, is considered to be in serious danger of extinction with an estimated population of just 3,000 to 3,500 left.

'The future of the Siberian crane is looking brighter thanks to the international effort by China, Iran, Kazakhstan and Russia, four countries along the bird's migratory routes,' said Claire Mirande, director of the Siberian Crane Wetland Project.

The Siberian crane migrates about 5,000 kilometres (3,100 miles) every year from its breeding grounds in northern Siberia to Iran or southern China. Large parts of the wetlands on its route are being drained for farming.

Mirande was speaking at the annual meeting of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) on the Indonesian island of Bali.

She said UNEP's crane project in the countries involved has played a key role in boosting the conservation and rehabilitation of 16 critical wetlands over the two main routes flown by the birds. -- AFP 

http://www.straitstimes.com/BreakingNews/TechandScience/Story/STIStory_494611.html
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President receives UNEP award - ANTARA

Wednesday, February 24, 2010 - Denpasar, Bali (ANTARA News) - President Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono has received an award from the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) for his marine governance initiative as reflected in the Manado consensus.

The award was presented by UNEP Executive Director Achim Steiner after the President had officially opened the 11th meeting of the Special Session of The UNEP Governing Council / Global Ministerial Environment Forum (GC-UNEP) at the Bali International Convention Center, Nusa Dua, on Wednesday. 

Steiner said in his remarks, many people were already conscious about the need to solve the challenges and environmental issues today, but good leadership was needed to face the problems.

He said President Yudhoyono had given a good example of how the environment issues should be managed and also how governments can actively play a role in solving environmental problems through their policies.

For his part, President Yudhoyono said he was proud to receive the award which would be a positive encouragement for him and Indonesian society to continue managing their country`s marine potentials, including coral reefs.

"On behalf of the government and people of Indonesia, I thank the UNEP Marine Management leadership award, and hopefully this award can encourage the Indonesian people and government to better manage the seas in the future," the president said.(*)

http://www.antara.co.id/en/news/1267016321/president-receives-unep-award
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Act now, or you'll have e-waste mountain, UN tells India – The Hindu

India, China and other developing countries face “the spectre of hazardous e-waste mountains” unless they step up action to collect and recycle e-waste, the UN Environment Programme (UNEP) has warned.

As sales of electronic products in India, China and other developing countries are set to rise sharply in the next 10 years, these “e-waste mountains” would have “serious consequences for the environment and public health”, said a report released here during UNEP’s governing council meeting.

The report, “Recycling — from E-Waste to Resources”, used data from 11 developing countries to estimate current and future e-waste generation — which includes old and dilapidated desk and laptop computers, printers, mobile phones, pagers, digital photo and music devices, refrigerators, toys and television sets. 

The report estimates e-waste generation in India now at over 100,000 tonnes a year from refrigerators, 275,000 tonnes from TVs, 56,300 tonnes from personal computers, 4,700 tonnes from printers and 1,700 tonnes from mobile phones 

Electronic waste from old computers will jump 500 percent in India, and between 200 and 400 percent in South Africa and China by 2020, the report predicts.

By that same year in India, e-waste from discarded mobile phones will be about 18 times higher than 2007 levels and, in China, seven times higher. 

By 2020, e-waste from televisions will be 1.5 to 2 times higher in China and India while in India e-waste from discarded refrigerators will double or triple. 

Most e-waste in India is incinerated by backyard recyclers to recover valuable metals like gold — practices that release steady plumes of far-reaching toxic pollution and yield very low metal recovery rates compared to state-of-the-art industrial facilities. 

UNEP Executive Director and UN Under-Secretary-General Achim Steiner said: “India, Brazil, Mexico and others may face rising environmental damage and health problems if e-waste recycling is left to the vagaries of the informal sector.” 

The report was co-authored by the Swiss EMPA, Umicore and the United Nations University (UNU), part of the global think tank StEP (Solving the E-waste Problem).

http://beta.thehindu.com/sci-tech/energy-and-environment/article112623.ece
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UN warns greenhouse gas cuts 'not enough' to curb warming - Sin Chew Jit Poh

NUSA DUA, Feb 24 (AFP) - Countries will have to make far greater cuts in greenhouse gas emissions if the world is to limit the rise in global temperatures to two degrees Celsius or less, the UN has warned.

Commitments made since December's Copenhagen climate conference have been insufficient, the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) said in a report at its annual meeting on the Indonesian island of Bali.

"No one should assume that the pledges will be enough," UNEP director Adrian Steiner said.

"Countries will have to be far more ambitious in cutting greenhouse gas emissions if the world is to curb a rise in global temperature."

The Copenhagen summit struck a last-minute compromise that set a goal of limiting warming to two degrees Celsius (3.6 degrees Fahrenheit) and pledged a total of nearly 30 billion dollars in aid to poor countries by 2012.

But it did not spell out the means for achieving the warming limits, and the emissions pledges were only voluntary.

Indonesian President Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono warned the ministers and officials gathered on Bali that the clock was ticking on efforts to forge a global treaty on climate change to succeed the Kyoto Protocol.

"We have to conclude the climate change negotiations in Mexico at the end of the year," Yudhoyono noted at the opening session on Wednesday. "I think it is not too late."

Other environment ministers and climate officials echoed his call although the United States, which is the world's second biggest polluter after China, did not send any ministers to Bali.

International climate negotiators are due to meet on April 9 in Bonn to draw up a programme for the rest of the year looking towards the ministerial-level meeting opening on November 29 in Cancun, Mexico.

Green groups and most scientists say the document adopted in Copenhagen, a limited pact made after China angrily ruled out binding commitments, falls far short of what is necessary to curtail global warming.

The European Union is pledging to cut its greenhouse gas emissions by 30 percent by 2020, compared to 1990 levels, if other major powers do the same. But cuts outlined by the United States and China fall well short of that.

http://www.mysinchew.com/node/35546
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President outlines five strategies to save environment - ANTARA

Wednesday, February 24, 2010 - Nusa Dua (ANTARA News) - President Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono outlined five strategies to save the environment when officially opening the 11th Special Session of the UNEP Governing Council /Global Ministerial Environment Forum, here on Wednesday.

The first strategy is to change the pattern of production and consumption in order to save the Earth which is seriously damaged, for the sake of the present and future generations.

Other strategies are to lower biodiversity loss by implementing real actions; to promote new orientation of development and economic paradigm which are pro-poor, pro-job, and pro-growth; to finalize agreements for sustainable development; and to finalize negotiations on climate change to ensure the success of the planned Mexico Climate Change Summit , the head of state said.

On the occasion, United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) Executive Director Achim Steiner presented a UNEP Award of Leadership to President Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono for promoting and conserving marine ecosystem management.

President Yudhoyono said he accepted the award as a recognition to the work of the whole Indonesian people in managing the marine ecosystem.

He also reaffirmed Indonesia`s commitment to reducing the level of deforestation and land degradation and to lowering the level of carbon emissions. 

The world environmental minister meeting taking place under the auspices of UNEP at the Bali International Convention Center from 

February 24 to 26, is being participated in by around 1,000 delegates from 130 countries.The meeting`s slogan is "One Planet: Our Responsibility.(*)

http://www.antara.co.id/en/news/1267002325/president-outlines-five-strategies-to-save-environment
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UN urges countries to unanimously agree climate change as world's top danger  - Xinhua

BALI, Indonesia, Feb. 24 (Xinhua) -- The United Nations' Secretary General Ban Ki Moon urged countries to unanimously agree that climate change is the world's top danger that has to be addressed, a UN official said here on Wednesday.

Angela Cropper, Deputy Executive Director of the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP), while reading Ban's message, said that the UN's chief has asked countries to implement agreement resulted at the 11th Special Session of the UNEP Governing Council/ Global Ministerial Environment Forum held in Nusa Dua of Bali province on Feb. 22-26.

Ban, according Cropper, said that he has stressed the need of intensified effort due to alarming deforestation as global forests diminish rapidly.

"We need to improve environmental governance to reduce the gap of economic development and environment issues. It needs a combination of political will, fund and participation of private sector," Ban as quoted by Cropper as saying.

Achim Steiner, UNEP's Executive Director and UN's Under Secretary General, said that the environment agency grabbed a success in making Bali Strategic Plan, the result of its conference in 2004, as the undivided document from global environment issues.

"Bali Strategic Plan is not just a document, but it is implemented in every environment talks," he said.

Indonesia's Foreign Minister Marty Natalegawa said the ministerial meeting on environment has its own strategic value as it was the first one after the Copenhagen summit that resulted in Copenhagen Accord on Dec. 18 last year.

"We have to use the opportunity to share our views informally to bring success of the next climate change in Mexico," said Marty.

He said that the event is considered important as 2010 was chosen as the international year of biodiversity. 

http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/world/2010-02/24/c_13186103.htm
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Global effort to eliminate PCBs hailed - The Philippine Star

By Katherine Adraneda, February 25, 2010 - MANILA, Philippines - Environmental organizations have lauded the unveiling of a global mechanism that would help countries, including the Philippines, address the “highly toxic” industrial chemical PCB or polychlorinated biphenyl.

The EcoWaste Coalition, Global Alliance for Incinerator Alternatives, and International POPs Elimination Network lauded the launch of the PCBs Elimination Network (PEN) at the start of the simultaneous extraordinary meetings of the Conferences of Parties to the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions in Bali, Indonesia this week.

Manny Calonzo, president of EcoWaste, said the launch of PEN will complement and bolster ongoing efforts in the Philippines to safely manage and eliminate the country’s own stockpiles of PCB oils and contaminated equipment such as electric transformers and capacitors.

“The current public-private partnership to establish a closed-loop non-combustion facility, with support from the United Nations, to destroy the country’s stockpiles will be our best contribution to the global movement to purge the planet of PCBs,” Calonzo said.

Citing data from the Department of Environment and Natural Resources, Calonzo said the Philippines has 6,879 tons of PCB-containing equipment and wastes comprising about 2,400 tons of PCB oil. 
Calonzo said the global estimate for PCBs is five million tons.

According to EcoWaste, PEN is a collaborative arrangement that seeks to promote the environmentally sound management (ESM) of oils and equipment containing or contaminated with PCBs in line with the goals and requirements of the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants (POPs).

It said PEN will facilitate information exchange on the ESM of PCBs, promote research, technical assistance and technology transfer, foster networking and cooperation, raise awareness on successful ESM activities and establish annual awards for contributions to the ESM of PCBs.

The UN Environment Program said that developing countries and countries with economies in transition suffer from the lack of capacities, poor inventories, limited resources, and inaccessible information to ensure ESM of their PCBs.

“The formation of PEN should assist developing countries and countries with economies in transition who lack financial and technical resources to identify, contain and destroy or irreversibly transform PCB wastes both in closed uses such as transformers and in open applications like paints and sealants,” said Alan Watson, IPEN representative to PEN and chairman of PEN’s disposal working group.

http://www.philstar.com/Article.aspx?articleId=552626&publicationSubCategoryId=75
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General environment news

'No intention' of capping emissions – China Daily

By Lan Lan (China Daily), Updated: 2010-02-25 

But country 'still committed' to reducing carbon intensity 

China has no intention of capping its greenhouse gas emissions even as authorities are committed to realizing the nation's target to reduce carbon intensity through new policies and measures, the country's top climate change negotiators said yesterday. 

The negotiators also warned that rich and developing countries have little hope of overcoming key disagreements over how to fight global warming. 

China "could not and should not" set an upper limit on greenhouse gas emissions at the current phase, said Su Wei, the chief negotiator of China for climate change talks in Copenhagen, at a meeting in Beijing on China's climate change policies in the post-Copenhagen era. 

Su, who is also director of the department of combating climate change under the National Development and Reform Commission, said that China's greenhouse gas emissions have to grow correspondingly as the country still has a long way to go in improving people's livelihoods and eradicating poverty. 

The country's carbon dioxide emissions per capita is also relatively low compared to developed countries and China has not contributed much to climate change because of its short history as an industrial nation, he said. 

However, China will spare no effort to adopt proactive measures to fight the negative effects caused by global warming and achieve the country's ambitious goal of cutting carbon intensity per GDP unit by 40 to 45 percent by 2020, a voluntary target China pledged last November, he said. 

"The targets for carbon intensity reduction will be included in the 12th and 13th five-year plans (2011-15; 2016-20) as a binding index," he said. 

The targets remain a very challenging task for China, as its secondary industry comprises a large part of the country's industrial structure, said Ma Zhong, a professor at the Renmin University of China. 

The secondary industry accounted for 46.8 percent of China's 2009 general domestic income, official statistics showed. 

Carbon emissions caused by manufacturing sectors account for about two-thirds of total emissions in developing countries, while emissions of the service sector have the same ratio in developed countries, researchers have said. 

China will introduce a carbon emissions check system for the steel industry and a fuel efficiency management system for automotive products, as well as initiate demonstration projects in the petrochemical industry, Premier Wen Jiabao said at an executive meeting of the State Council, China's Cabinet, yesterday. 

Similarly, fighting climate change was highlighted as a major national strategy as well as an important opportunity for economic structure adjustment by the country's top leadership at a meeting on Tuesday. 

Many hope a legally binding climate change treaty, which failed to be signed at the Copenhagen conference, will be finalized at a UN meeting in Mexico in December. 

Yu Qingtai, China's special representative for climate change negotiations, said yesterday that players could face hard times in this year's climate negotiations. 

Developed countries are unlikely to change their tune and will continue to be reluctant in promising emission cuts and utilizing green funds, he said. They will also pressure developing countries into shouldering unreasonable responsibilities and the so-called new emerging big countries will remain their main targets, he said. 

Yu said China will stick to the principle of "common but differentiated responsibilities" and work together with international communities, though a divergence of views on vital issues will be a long-standing problem. 

A vast majority of developing countries are in the initial or middle stage of industrialization, which is characterized by high carbon intensity, while rich countries have completed industrialization and transferred a large part of manufacturing functions to developing countries, said Qi Ye, a professor of Tsinghua University. 

"Both developed and developing countries are facing heavy costs in efforts of cutting emissions. Developed countries are striving to sustain their vested interests while developing countries are seeking the rights for development," said Pan Jiahua, a senior researcher with the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences. 

Developing countries will lose their future edge in terms of development speed, scale and level if they have no space for emissions, Pan said. 

http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2010-02/25/content_9499066.htm
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Mangroves to the rescue - Solomon Star

Thursday, 25 February 2010 

COASTAL ecosystems in the Pacific region are under severe threat. 

Increasing population, coastal development, squatter settlements and increasing demand for resources are having a serious impact. 

Climate change will only make things worse for these vulnerable coastal areas, and urgent action is needed to address the ongoing threats. 

A new project named “Mangrove Ecosystems for Climate Change and Livelihoods” (MESCAL), will help Pacific islanders protect and conserve their mangroves to improve their livelihoods and build resilience to the impacts of climate change on coastal zones.

Mangroves are trees and shrubs that live in the area between the land and the sea and are one of the vitally important coastal ecosystems of the Pacific. 

They thrive in mud and salt water where other trees could not survive. 

Their strong and complex root structures allow them to survive the roughest of weather, and also provide nursery grounds and protection from predators for fish and other marine animals that Pacific Islanders rely on for food security and income. 

A 2006 report by the United Nations Environment Program estimates that mangroves contribute an annual value of up to US$900,000 per square kilometre in services such as protecting foreshores, fisheries production and supply of building materials (e.g. timber), tourism and recreation and improving water quality.

The first meeting for the MESCAL project was held last week in Honiara, hosted by the Solomon Islands Government. 

More than 30 participants, including mangrove managers and scientists from Fiji, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tonga and Vanuatu, met to further define the activities of the project, and develop a clear action strategy. 

These experts were assisted by resource people from international NGOs, regional environmental organisations, and universities. 

Speaking at the opening of the meeting, Rence Sore, Permanent Secretary of the Environment and Conservation Division of the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Meteorology, said that the loss of mangrove forests, coastal development, and sea-level rise all contribute to the increase in flooding. 

He added that the importance of mangroves in mitigating the adverse effects of climate change is often underestimated. 

The three-day meeting highlighted the issues and challenges the region faces in relation to coastal ecosystem management. 

Participants from participating countries, IUCN, The University of the South Pacific (USP), James Cook University, The University of Tasmania, Wetlands International, and WorldFish, provided valuable inputs into the way forward, in particular by highlighting the issues and challenges that need to be addressed in each country. 

Participants agreed that project activities will include demonstration projects, governance, economics, carbon sequestration, local capacity development, communication, advocacy and learning. 

They also agreed that the project should be implemented using a partnership approach where long term engagement is emphasised and where resource people from IUCN and partner organisations will focus on supporting countries with necessary technical support.

MESCAL Project Director, Dr Padma Lal from the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN), concluded that the meeting was a great success, with participants expressing great enthusiasm and ambition for the project. 

The project is implemented by the IUCN Regional Office for Oceania and its partners.  

Funding was generously made available under the International Climate Initiative of the German Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature conservation and Nuclear Safety (BMU).

About IUCN

IUCN, the International Union for Conservation of Nature, helps the world find pragmatic solutions to our most pressing environment and development challenges by supporting scientific research; managing field projects all over the world; and bringing governments, NGOs, the UN, international conventions and companies together to develop policy, laws and best practice. 

The world's oldest and largest global environmental network, IUCN is a democratic membership union with more than 1,000 government and NGO member organisations, and almost 11,000 volunteer scientists and experts in some 160 countries. 

IUCN's work is supported by over 1,000 professional staff in 60 offices and hundreds of partners in public, NGO and private sectors around the world. IUCN's headquarters are located in Gland, near Geneva, in Switzerland.

http://www.solomonstarnews.com/news/national/3274-mangroves-to-the-rescue
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India’s contribution pushes UN global campaign to over 10 billion trees planted
India, the world’s second most populous country, announced today that it is coming on board the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) campaign to cover the world with billions of trees, pushing the total number planted so far to more than 10 billion since the movement started in 2006.

The South Asian nation is one of the fastest-growing economies in the region and is among the world’s largest consumers of wood products. With a significant proportion of its population depending on land, intense pressure is placed on forests, while overgrazing is also contributing to desertification. 

India, where forestry forms the second largest use of land, has kicked off a tree-planting scheme to combat land degradation and desertification, including windbreaks and shelterbelts to protect agricultural land. 

“It is wonderful to have India join a campaign that will give so much in terms of trees and the future of the planet,” said UNEP Executive Director Achim Steiner. 

The campaign reached its 7 billionth tree – one for every person on the planet – last September when China signed on and contributed nearly 3 billion trees, which alone was an “enormous achievement.” But thanks to India’s participation, he said, it has now surpassed the 10 billion mark. 

This accomplishment shows the extent to which the movement has galvanized not just governments, but people worldwide, Mr. Steiner pointed out. “It is this kind of solidarity that will make a difference for moving economies toward a low carbon and sustainable world.” 

Also today, the UNEP chief, along with a senior Indonesian official, underscored the crucial role played by marine and coastal ecosystems in sequestering carbon in the fight against climate change – also known as ‘blue carbon.’ 

The sea and its ecosystems – which are increasingly disrupted by the emission of greenhouse gases – play an important part in maintaining the balance of carbon absorption. 

“We already know that marine and coastal ecosystems are multi-trillion dollar assets linked to sectors such as tourism, shipping and fisheries,” Mr. Steiner said. “Now it is emerging that they are natural allies against climate change.” 

He and Fadel Muhammad, Indonesia’s Minister of Marine Affairs and Fisheries, issued a joint statement at the 11th Special Session of the UNEP Governing Council underway in Bali, Indonesia, appealing to “all countries to preserve these abilities of coastal and marine ecosystems as important variables in the global climate change dynamic.”
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