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Reunião na Índia debate acordo do clima
da Folha de S.Paulo

Representantes de 185 países começam hoje a discutir os últimos detalhes da
implementação do Protocolo de Kyoto, acordo internacional contra os gases de
efeito estufa. No encontro, em Nova Déli, Índia, deverão ser debatidas a
adaptação dos países pobres às mudanças climáticas e a transferência de
tecnologia de energias limpas pelos ricos.
A chamada COP-8, ou oitava Conferência das Partes da Convenção do Clima,
é a última do gênero antes de o acordo entrar em vigor _o que se espera que
aconteça no começo do ano que vem.
A implementação do acordo deveria ter acontecido em agosto, durante a
cúpula Rio +10, na África do Sul. Mas, para que o protocolo entre em vigor,
ainda é necessária a ratificação (aprovação como lei) da Rússia e do Canadá.
Os dois países, que resistiam em aderir a Kyoto, deverão ratificar o tratado
climático até o fim do ano.
O acordo de Kyoto, assinado em 1997, prevê que os países industrializados
cortem em 5,2% suas emissões de gases-estufa (em especial o dióxido de
carbono) até 2012, em relação a 1990.
Um relatório preparado pelas Nações Unidas mostra que, na última década, as
emissões cresceram 8,4% nesses países.
Para entrar em vigor, o acordo deve ser ratificado por pelo menos 55 países
(96 já o fizeram), que respondam por 55% das emissões do mundo
industrializado (só foram obtidos 37,4%).

Fonte: http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/folha/ciencia/ult306u7504.shtml
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Conference of the Parties 8 (COP 8) Climate Talks in
New Delhi
The Eighth Session of the Conference of Parties (COP-8) to the UN Framework
Convention on Climate Change met in New Delhi from October 23 to November
1, 2002, in conjunction with the seventeenth sessions of the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific and Technological Advice (SBSTA) and the Subsidiary Body on
Implementation (SBI).

With most of the issues relating to implementation rules for the Kyoto Protocol
resolved at COP-7 in Marrakech - but the Protocol not yet in force - the formal
agenda at COP-8 was comprised mostly of second-order and technical issues.
Indeed, some dubbed the meeting "a COP between COPs." However, beyond
the formal agenda - in political statements and in hallway discussions - COP-8
also saw the emergence of a vigorous debate over next steps in the
development of the climate change regime. The wide differences among parties
on that question was reflected in the difficult, at times bitter, negotiations over
the Delhi Declaration, a broad political statement meant to reflect the consensus
among parties at COP-8.

The United States, while reiterating its opposition to the Kyoto Protocol, was
deeply engaged in the negotiations as a party to the Framework Convention
and as a member of the Umbrella Group (developed countries outside the
European Union and Eastern Europe). Having repeatedly cited the lack of
developing country commitments as a primary basis for its rejection of Kyoto,
the United States struck a far different tone in Delhi, declaring that it would be
"unfair" to insist that developing countries adopt greenhouse gas targets. The
United States also pressed hard on a number of issues that, while largely
procedural in nature, appeared to take on broader significance as a test of other
parties' willingness to accommodate U.S. concerns.

An overriding emphasis for many parties was the importance of bringing Kyoto
into force as quickly as possible. Ninety-six countries - including the European
Union nations, Japan, China, India and Mexico - have ratified the Protocol. Its
entry into force now hinges on ratification by Russia, which would achieve the
necessary threshold of ratification by 55 parties accounting for 55 percent of
developed country carbon dioxide emissions in 1990. Although Russian
representatives at COP-8 offered conflicting signals on the likely timing of a

ratification decision, there remained optimism that Russia would ratify sometime
in 2003.

Although most of the issues were relatively minor compared to those in the
Bonn Agreement and Marrakech Accords reached at COP-6.5 and COP-7,
respectively, parties often stuck to entrenched positions and, overall, made little
significant progress. Many of the issues were deferred for further consideration
at future meetings. Among the outcomes, COP-8:

•Adopted the Delhi Ministerial Declaration on Climate Change and Sustainable
Development.
•Adopted rules of procedure for the executive board of the Clean Development
Mechanism (CDM).
•Completed work on the reporting required of developed countries to assess
their compliance under the Kyoto Protocol.
•Adopted guidance to the Global Environment Facility (GEF) for managing two
new funds established at COP-7 to assist developing countries.
•Adopted new guidelines for national communications to be submitted by
developing countries reporting on their emissions and steps they are taking to
meet their commitments under the Framework Convention.
•Requested the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and the
Montreal Protocol's Technological and Economic Assessment Panel to conduct
a special report on the question of HFCs/PFCs - compounds that have replaced
ozone-depleting substances but contribute to climate change.
Delhi Declaration

As the host of COP-8, the Indian government set as a principal objective the
adoption of a Delhi Declaration, a broad political statement meant to signify the
meeting's success. An initial draft circulated by the Indian chair of the
conference reflected a strong developing country perspective, emphasizing the
issues of sustainable development, adaptation, and implementation by
developed countries of their commitments under the Framework Convention.

The draft was silent on the question of steps beyond Kyoto's first commitment
period (2008-2012), prompting strong objections from the European Union and

some other developed countries (see below). While the United States was
largely content with the Indian draft, it concurred in comments by the Umbrella
Group calling for acknowledgement of the need for "global participation" in
addressing climate change. The G-77, representing developing countries, called
for a stronger emphasis on financial assistance and on the adverse economic
effects on developing countries of measures taken to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

As adopted, the Delhi Ministerial Declaration on Climate Change on Sustainable
Development makes no reference to future steps to further elaborate the
climate regime. It largely underscores principles established in the Framework
Convention and themes adopted at the World Summit on Sustainable
Development earlier this year in Johannesburg. The Declaration states that:

•Parties that have ratified Kyoto strongly urge others to do so in a timely manner
(as nations declared in Johannesburg).
•The IPCC's Third Assessment Report confirms that significant cuts in global
emissions will be necessary to meet the Convention's ultimate objective.
•All parties should continue to advance the implementation of their Convention
commitments, and developed countries should demonstrate that they are taking
the lead in modifying long-term emission trends.
•Economic and social development and poverty eradication are the overriding
priorities of developing countries.
•Urgent action is needed to enable countries, and in particular the least
developed and small island countries, to adapt to the impacts of climate
change.
•Actions are required to develop cleaner, more efficient and affordable energy
technologies, including fossil fuel and renewable energy technologies.
•Actions are required, with a sense of urgency, to substantially increase the
global share of renewable energy sources.
While the Declaration was adopted by consensus, in statements in the closing
plenary the European Union, Japan and Canada expressed disappointment that
it did not offer a clearer long-term vision. The EU said it would submit its own
statement for the record. Developing countries and the United States expressed
strong support for the Declaration. Nigeria expressly thanked the United States
for serving as a "constructive force" in the negotiations.

See the Delhi Declaration here. (pdf format)

Future Commitments

Although not squarely before the parties as a matter for negotiation, the looming
issue of future commitments heavily shaped the political dynamic of COP-8 and
dominated much of the political dialogue. Developing countries continued to
publicly oppose any suggestion that they take on some form of emission target.
Among developed countries, there was a striking reversal of roles by the
European Union and the United States, with the former pressing the question of
future steps and the latter declaring such discussion premature.

The EU, in its response to the draft Delhi Declaration, called for establishment
of a "forward-looking process" following Kyoto's entry into force to consider what
actions should be taken after 2012. It said the process should be conducted
with a view to "a more inclusive and long-term global cooperation based on
broader and balanced participation." In a statement to the plenary, Denmark,
which holds the EU presidency, said the EU "is not talking about imposing
emission reduction targets on developing countries," but reiterated the call for a
new process to broaden participation. The EU's views were echoed by some
other developed countries, in particular Australia and Canada.

In his address to the conference, Indian Prime Minister Shri Atal Bihari
Vajpayee strongly rejected "misplaced" calls for a process leading to developing
country commitments. He argued that per capita incomes and emissions are
much lower in developing countries, and that the developing country
contribution to atmospheric concentrations of greenhouse gases will remain
small compared to that of industrialized nations "for several decades to come."

In the past, the United States has led calls for stronger action by developing
countries. In Delhi, however, the United States declared that "it would be unfair indeed, counterproductive - to condemn developing nations to slow growth or
no growth by insisting that they take on impractical and unrealistic greenhouse
gas targets."

CDM Executive Board

The CDM, one of the Kyoto Protocol's flexibility mechanisms, allows developed
countries to meet their emission targets in part with certified emission
reductions (CERs) generated through emission reduction and sinks projects in
developing countries. At COP-7, the parties adopted general rules for the CDM
and established an interim executive board to get the CDM under way pending
Kyoto's entry into force. It is anticipated that COP/MOP-1 (the first meeting of
Kyoto parties following the Protocol's entry into force) will ratify the decisions of
the interim executive board and the COP and that the interim board will become
permanent.

The executive board submitted a report to COP-8 outlining its activities during
the past year (including the development of rules and modalities for small-scale
CDM projects and accreditation procedures for operating entities) and
proposing rules of procedure, which were adopted by the parties with a few
modifications.

One of the most contentious issues, pressed by the United States, concerned
attendance by observers at meetings of the executive board. Under the informal
procedures used by the executive board, observers have not been allowed in
the meeting room but instead must watch the proceedings on video. The
executive board and Secretariat contend that these arrangements are more
economical and allow for greater intimacy and informality. The United States,
which having rejected Kyoto is considered an observer, insists that "attendance"
means access to the meeting room. It was decided that, in its annual reports,
the executive board would inform the COP how it is addressing the attendance
issue.

Reporting Requirements Under the Kyoto Protocol

Parties completed a set of detailed guidelines on how developed country parties
to the Kyoto Protocol must account for the several types of emission units
established by the Protocol and their transfers of these units through Kyoto's
flexibility mechanisms - emissions trading, joint implementation, and the CDM.

The guidelines require tracking and reporting of emission units and transfers in
a uniform format to allow linkage of national emission registries. They also
establish procedures for expert review of registries to assess compliance with
the Protocol, including the requirement that parties keep a portion of their
emission units off the market in a "commitment period reserve" to ensure they
do not sell units needed to meet their targets. Parties found out of compliance
with the reporting requirements can be deemed ineligible to participate in the
trading mechanisms.

Funding

Funding to assist developing countries in meeting their Convention
commitments and in coping with climate change impacts continued to be a
divisive issue.

At COP-7, the parties established three new funds to assist developing
countries, and a group of developed countries pledged a total of approximately
$400 million. At COP-8, developing countries pressed for funding to implement
adaptation projects, detailed guidance to the GEF for managing the new funds,
and regular contributions to the funds. The COP adopted guidance to GEF on
two of the funds established in Marrakech - the least developed countries fund,
and the special climate change fund. In addition, the parties requested that the
UNFCCC and GEF secretariats undertake a comprehensive assessment of
developing needs and submit a report at SB-20 (in summer 2004); and
requested the GEF to review its project cycle, with a view to making it simpler
and more efficient.

HFCs/PFCs

The emission targets established under Kyoto apply to a "basket" of six
greenhouse gases, including HFCs and PFCs, two classes of substitutes for
ozone-depleting substances. The Protocol gives parties flexibility as to which of
the six gases to control.

Since Kyoto, the EU has continued to focus special attention on HFCs and
PFCs. As part of their domestic climate change policies, several EU states have

imposed or are considering phaseout schedules for HFCs and PFCs, and the
EU has argued that other countries should as well.

To address the issue, COP-8 invited the IPCC and the Montreal Protocol's
Technology and Economic Assessment Panel (TEAP) to undertake a special
report to develop balanced scientific, technical and policy-relevant information.
The parties also decided to remove HFCs and PFCs as a separate issue on the
SBSTA agenda. The outcome was acceptable to U.S. business interests, which
argue that, with better information on the costs and benefits of different uses of
HFCs and PFCs, countries will be less inclined to simply adopt a
comprehensive phaseout.

Sinks in CDM

At COP-7, the parties decided that reforestation and afforestation projects
would be eligible under the CDM, but not other land use activities such as
avoided deforestation and forest management. The COP-7 decision also
requested SBSTA to develop definitions and modalities for afforestation and
reforestation projects, taking into account such issues as non-permanence,
additionality and leakage.

At COP-8, SBSTA continued its consideration of this matter, focusing in
particular on the issue of permanence. Two options were identified: insurance
against the destruction or degradation of forest sinks; and creation of a different
type of CER unit for sink projects that would be temporary in nature (so-called
TCERs). Under the latter option, CERs generated by sink projects would expire
at the end of each commitment period and would have to be made up by the
country using them, either through substitute credits or reissued credits if the
original project still exists.

SBSTA did not resolve the issues and adopted only procedural conclusions,
calling for a workshop early next year and further consideration at its next
session.

Non-Annex I Communications

The Framework Convention requires developing countries, with funding support
from developed countries, to submit national communications detailing their
emissions and steps they are taking to meet their Convention commitments.
Many developing countries have yet to submit their initial reports.

Parties adopted stronger guidelines for second and subsequent national
communications, including the methodologies to be used in developing
emission inventories and the types of implementation and adaptation measures
to be described. Although developed countries wanted the reports to include
data showing emission trends over several years, the decision requires only
single-year data, as favored by developing countries. The frequency of reporting
is to be taken up at COP-9.

Clean Energy Exports

Following the U.S. withdrawal from the Kyoto Protocol, Canada has proposed
that it be allowed emissions credit for selling natural gas and hydroelectricity to
the United States, arguing that these clean energy exports reduce U.S. and
global emissions. Canada's proposal has two dimensions: establishing the
principle that Kyoto parties are entitled to credit for emission reductions
resulting from their export of clean energy (defined as natural gas and
hydroelectricity) to non-Kyoto parties; and granting Canada up to 70 million tons
of credit a year in the first commitment period.

The latter proposal received little support, but the broader idea of credits for
clean energy exports received support from a few countries, including New
Zealand, Russia and Poland. The EU and, to the surprise of many delegates,
the United States strongly opposed the proposal. As noted below, this issue
became linked to the PAMs and adverse effects issues, and SBSTA simply
decided to continue its consideration of the matter at its next session.

Brazilian proposal

During the negotiation of the Kyoto Protocol, Brazil proposed a formula for
establishing emission targets for developed countries based on their historical
responsibility for climate change (as measured by their contribution to increased

temperature). Since Kyoto, SBSTA's consideration of the issue has broadened
to include: 1) all sources and sinks of all regions, not simply carbon emissions
from industrialized countries; and 2) indicators of climate change other than
increased temperature, such as radiative forcing and increased atmospheric
concentrations. As a result of the broadening of the focus to all countries, some
developing countries have become concerned about the possible implications
for future developing country commitments.

An expert review of the issues coordinated by the Secretariat has concluded
that the attribution of climate impacts to specific countries would require a more
robust model, including better historical emissions data for each country. At
COP-8, SBSTA agreed that work on the Brazilian proposal should continue in
the scientific community. SBSTA encouraged research institutions that have
been involved in the expert review to continue their work and report to SBSTA20 (in summer 2004), and invited other research programs to join the effort.

Policies and measures (PAMs)

The Kyoto Protocol requires developed countries to pursue policies and
measures (PAMs) to reduce greeenhouse gas emissions and enhance sinks,
but allows each country flexibility to devise its own set of measures. Since
Kyoto, the EU has pushed for development of methodologies to assess the
effect of PAMs on greenhouse gas emissions and to elaborate "best practices."

At COP-8, the issue was derailed by Saudi Arabia's insistence that
assessments of PAMs focus not only on their effectiveness in reducing
emissions, but also their adverse economic effects on developing countries
(and, in particular, oil-producing states). SBSTA was unable to adopt any
substantive conclusions, and decided to continue its consideration of this topic
at its next session.

Adverse effects of response measures

The Framework Convention requires parties to give "full consideration to what
actions are necessary …. to meet the specific needs and concerns of

developing country Parties arising from the … impact of the implementation of
response measures." The Kyoto Protocol includes a similar provision.

Oil-producing states led by Saudi Arabia continued to press the issue of the
adverse economic effects of mitigation measures, not only under the agenda
items that explicitly address them, but also in the discussions of PAMs and the
Canadian clean energy proposal. As a result, SBSTA and SBI were unable to
reach substantive conclusions on any of these agenda items and instead
decided to continue consideration of these issues at their next session.

IPCC Reports

Continuing a debate begun at SB-16 in June, the EU argued that the IPCC's
Third Assessment Report (TAR) - reflecting a strong scientific consensus that
human activity is a principal cause of climate change - provides the impetus for
a new global process to decide on actions beyond 2012. Other countries
strongly resisted, however, and SBSTA merely called for further consideration
of the TAR at its next session.

The Secretariat and the IPCC organized a special event to discuss research
needs in preparation for the Fourth Assessment Report to be completed in
2007. Parties agreed to increase collaboration with research programs
independent of the Convention and IPCC processes to develop a better
understanding of cross-cutting issues such as the relationship between climate
change, sustainable development and equity; stabilization of atmospheric
concentrations; and uncertainty.

Effective participation

At the insistence of the United States, the parties considered a new agenda
item on effective participation in the Convention process. U.S. delegates echoing complaints by some industry representatives that notification of and
access to proceedings is often lacking - pushed for new procedures for
participation in workshops and expert bodies, including notification of meetings
on the UNFCCC web site and a default rule allowing participation by any NGO
or party observer. The SBI called for notification on the web of workshops and

meetings and requested the secretariat to tailor the number of observers to the
nature of each workshop.

Arrangements for COP/MOP-1

The Kyoto Protocol provides that, following Kyoto's entry into force, the
Conference of the Parties will serve also as the Meeting of the Parties to Kyoto.
However, the Protocol does not say whether the meetings should be held
sequentially or concurrently, or what the arrangements should be regarding
agenda, officers and so forth.

With Kyoto's possible entry into force next year, SBI considered the
arrangements for COP/MOP-1 and, in particular, its relationship to the COP.
The Secretariat had proposed a concurrent meeting of the COP and the
COP/MOP, but with separate agendas clearly identifying which items are COP
items, which are COP/MOP items, and which are common issues to be
considered in joint meetings of the COP and the COP/MOP. SBI had
considerable discussion as to exactly how joint meetings would be organized
and, in particular, how decisions would be adopted regarding issues of common
concern to both the Convention and Protocol. The SBI considered a draft text
but wanted more time to consider the mechanics and implications of joint
meetings and referred the matter to its next session.

Venue for COP-9

Parties accepted an offer from Italy to host COP-9, set for early December
2003, with the location to be determined.

Fonte:
http://www.pewclimate.org/what_s_being_done/in_the_world/cop_8_india
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Brasil recebe crítica de ONG em reunião sobre
Protocolo de Kyoto
MARCELO TEIXEIRA
da Folha de S.Paulo, em Nova Déli

O Brasil recebeu uma indicação, durante a COP-8 (oitava Conferência das
Partes da Convenção do Clima), em Nova Déli, Índia, para o troféu "Fóssil do
Dia", concedido pela ONG internacional Climate Action Network.
O "prêmio", que ao final da Conferência será entregue ao país que tiver mais
indicações, é destinado aos governos que, na opinião da entidade, põem
entraves às negociações de políticas para o combate à mudança climática.
O motivo da indicação foi a maneira como o Brasil está presidindo um dos
grupos de negociação da conferência, o que trata dos inventários nacionais
que os países terão de fazer para conseguir financiamento dos países
desenvolvidos para obras de prevenção aos efeitos da mudança climática.
"O Brasil está abusando de sua posição na presidência do grupo. Ele tem
imposto suas visões sobre inventários ao G-77 (bloco dos países pobres) e não
tem considerado as opiniões de vários países vulneráveis aos problemas
climáticos", afirmou Danny Kennedy, coordenador da ONG.
"Historicamente o país tem tomado ações positivas em relação às negociações
climáticas. Mas isso funciona como um sinal para que essa rota não mude",
disse Kennedy à Folha.
Membros da delegação brasileira disseram acreditar em um mal-entendido por
parte dos países que reclamaram da condução do grupo. "Sempre tivemos
uma postura aberta na condução dessa questão", disse um delegado.
Como parte da cerimônia de indicação ao prêmio, a bandeira do Brasil foi
disposta ao lado da de outros países que sempre concorrem à honraria, como
Estados Unidos, Arábia Saudita e China, em um dos salões do centro de
convenções Vigyan Bhavan.
Amanhã chegam à Índia os chefes das delegações dos 185 países
participantes da COP-8 para o início da reunião de alto nível, na qual as
decisões são tomadas.
A reunião em Nova Déli é a última antes de o Protocolo de Kyoto, acordo
internacional que prevê metas para a redução das emissões de gases
causadores do efeito estufa, ser implementado, em 2003. Nela serão
regulamentados vários processos que auxiliem os países no cumprimento das
metas, como o Mecanismo de Desenvolvimento Limpo.
Fonte: http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/folha/ciencia/ult306u7550.shtml
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COP8—Delhi Climate Conference
by Anup Shah

October 23, to November 1 2002 saw some 180 countries converging in New
Delhi for the Eighth Conference of Parties (COP-8) to the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). Government delegates,
representatives from inter-governmental and non-governmental organisations,
media and business all attended the conference. The meeting's aim was to see
the formulation of the "Delhi Declaration".

Side note on lack of media coverage in some
places»
This web page has the following sub-sections:
1. Little progress so far
2. Rich countries turn the debate around to poor countries
3. More Information

Little progress so far
The COP meeting started in the context of little progress on climate
negotiations. The past year or two has seen a key nation, the U.S. pull out of
Kyoto, while various countries have increased their carbon emitions.
As summarized by John Gersham, of Foreign Policy in Focus, "Thus far 96
countries have ratified Kyoto, but the Protocol requires 55 countries plus
countries representing 55% of industrialized country emissions ratify the treaty
before it can enter into force. Without the U.S., Kyoto will not be ratified unless
Russia joins. During the recent World Summit on Sustainable Development
(WSSD), Russian Prime Minister Mikhail Kasyanov stated that Russia intends
to ratify "in the very near future," which now appears to be sometime in the first
half of 2003. Canada's Prime Minister Jean Chretien also announced his
intention to put the Kyoto Protocol before parliament for ratification, leaving
Australia as the only industrialized country aside from the U.S. that has stated
that it will not ratify. The EU and Japan have already ratified the treaty, along
with most Central and Eastern European countries and many developing
countries, including Brazil, China, and India."
It seems that little is being done on reducing greenhouse gas emissions. A
news article from Outlook India points out (October 25, 2002) that in recent
years greenhouse gas emissions had actually "gone up by 18.2 per cent in
Australia, it was 19.6 per cent in Canada and Japan 11.2 per cent. The [United

Nations] figures also showed that it had gone up in countries like Netherlands,
Norway and Spain" and "in Saudi Arabia ... by 12.58 per cent."
The same article describes a divide between various industrialized countries
and developing nations. Some industrialized countries are accused of not being
committed to meeting emissions reductions they have said they will, while some
developing countries are accused by industrialized countries (as per the above
article) of "only indulging in rhetorics in the global effort to reverse the climate
change".
Centre for Science and Environment (CSE) an NGO based in India, as well as
being sharply critical of the politics of the rich nations (the developed countries,
or the "north") has also been quite chastising of the G77 bloc of developing
countries, when it comes to the COP8 negotiations:
Southern leaders miserably and continuously fail their people. We watch
amazed and horrified as the victims of climate change keep pleading for funds
from the culprits in the climate negotiations, as if they were beggars. As
developing countries fight each other to sell off the rights of their future
generations for peanuts under the CDM [Clean Development Mechanism],
vying to provide the industrialised world with the cheapest way to buy their way
out of emission cuts! One can only marvel at the ingenuity of Northern
leadership when it comes to protecting their national economic interests by
drawing on somebody else's expense account, and at the extreme stupidity of
Southern leaders who allow the situation to degrade. Again and again and
again and again, in negotiation after negotiation.
— Southern Leaders: NO IDEA, Centre for Science and Environment, October
30, 2002
The U.S. has been strongly criticized for years of going counter to the Kyoto
process, and attempting a bilateral approach, while implying primarily economic
concerns to not address climate change via the Kyoto process. One of the fears
touted has been loss of jobs, though it has been countered by some who point
out that having to deal with climate change would result in the creation of
millions of jobs. (Side Note»)
Back to top

Rich countries turn the debate around to poor
countries
During the negotiations, a common theme appeared to be some of the rich
nations trying to push the idea of developing countries committing to reduction
targets. (Side note on why developing countries are not currently bound to
reducing emissions»)
CSE however, has been quite scathing on the apparent hypocrisy, or slight of
hand, in rich countries trying to turn the negotiations around and putting

emphasis and onus on poor countries, while not having shown much
commitment to change themselves:
Developing countries are worried, with good reason, that they will be dragged
into discussions, and eventually negotiations, to take on commitments that
exceed those agreed upon in UNFCCC. Throughout CoP-8, developed
countries kept up intense pressure on developing countries' commitments
through repeated insinuations in speeches and statements.
Countries such as Denmark and Australia were blunt. The head of the
Australian delegation said in the Round Table session, "What was needed was
a 50-60 per cent reduction by the end of the century, and for this all countries
need to take action, including developing countries." A delegate from Denmark
said, "Discussions on what will happen after 2012 has to start, and some
developing countries need to start thinking of engaging in measures to mitigate
greenhouse gases (GHGs)."
...
Of course, developing countries had an ace up their sleeve, too. Developed
countries could show leadership by meeting their commitments first. To begin
with, they could ratify the protocol. Wasn't it ironic that countries such as
Australia, which hadn't even ratified the protocol, were demanding developing
countries to take on commitments?
Developed countries are also yet to meet their commitments on financing and
technology transfer. The Special Climate Change Fund and the Least
Developed Countries Fund is yet to be made operational. "Access to technology
for renewable energy will also help check the emissions of developing
countries. I point this out because developed countries are so concerned about
the emissions of developing countries," stressed Emily Massawa, a delegate
from Kenya.
Although there is a need to review commitments for future commitment periods,
the process should start with developed countries. ... It does seem premature to
ask countries that do not even have adequate resources to meet their basic
human needs to deal with climate change by taking on commitments.
— After 2012; diplomatic hell breaks loose right now, Climate Justice, Centre for
Science and Environment, November 1, 2002
As CSE comments in another report, "Denmark, currently president of the
European Union, announced yesterday [October 31, 2002] that developing
countries would not get any money for adapting to climate change until they
start discussing reduction commitments." This, CSE implied, also amounts to
blackmail, especially when the rich nations are not meeting their own
commitments first.
As with previous climate change negotiations, political agendas and interests
have appeared to prevent much of substance coming from this convention.

Back to top

More Information
For additional details, analysis, research, reporting and news on this event as
well as background you can visit the following, which are just a sampling of the
environment web sites out there:
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

Official U.N. site for COP 8
From the Delhi-based Center for Science and Environment:
o Climate change events section provides a number of articles
o Equity Watch is a special section on their site with various articles,
analysis and commentary.
Heat is On-line web site, by journalist and author, Ross Gelbspan, looks at the
climate crisis, the politics and possible ways forward.
Climate Action Network is a global network of over 287 NGOs working on
climate change issues. They have news articles and publications on their site.
TERI at COP 8 from Tata Energy Research Institute provides a number of
articles and perspectives
The Pew Center on Climate Change provides a number of reports and updates
Climate Change Linkages from the International Institute for Sustainable
Development web site

Fonte: http://www.globalissues.org/article/382/cop8-delhi-climateconference#MoreInformation

