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The Doha Decisions
Today is the day to press the reset

button. The planet is shouting warning
signs at us but the Conference is sleep
walking off the cliff of climate disaster. A
political deal was struck in Durban and
all need to stand by it.
Ministers, while you bemoan the

impending doom in high sounding high
level speeches and promise to do
everything within your power to stop it,
your negotiators dig in ever deeper in
the back rooms of the QNCC.
The Doha deal ECO believes is still

within reach would take immediate
steps to improve the shortterm ambi
tion we urgently need. Your political
ambitions need to be matched by tar
gets and pledges more ambitious than
the ones currently on offer.
Speaking of pledges: whatever hap

pened to the ambition of the Gulf coun
tries to become climate leaders? What
or who is holding them back? Was this
the cause of the commotion at the
Qatar Airways desk yesterday?
Clearly, much hard work lies ahead to

close the growing gigatonne gap. This
must start right away with an ambition
‘ratchet’ mechanism (KP) and plan of
work with specific milestones (ADP).
Which brings us to the most uncooper

ative track of all, the LCA. With 53 (!)
outstanding issues, this feels like the
playroom after a toddler’s birthday
party. Is that what you mean by Party
driven process? Where is the leader
ship, who can take the reins? Surely,

with good will, the spirit of compromise
and some elbow grease the real crunch
issues can be dealt with by ministers.
And the outstanding ones can be
moved forward to a suitable home be
fore the sun sets here at Doha.
Now – no more delays, no more ex

cuses – you must adopt strong amend
ments to the Kyoto Protocol that
strengthen its environmental integrity by
limiting hot air. To those that abandon
Kyoto in search of a warmer climate:
shame on you.
There are some encouraging signals

that progress was made on the work
plan needed to keep us on track for a
fair, ambitious and binding Paris Agree
ment in 2015. We must of course learn
from past mistakes (pssst, Copenha
gen)! This workplan needs clear dead
lines and milestones. We strongly
recommend delivering a consolidation
text by the end of next year and negoti
ating text at COP 20 at the latest.
Also essential to a Doha deal are con

crete inclusive steps to be agreed on
implementing the 'fairness' principles of
the Convention in our new 2015 deal.
We need clarity on what 'equity' means
for you and what it means for me? If
even the U.S. can learn to talk about it,
so can we all. But talk is cheap and
these ‘discussions’ need to inform
negotiations starting in 2013.
Announcements on finance are

awaited from those countries that have
yet to make theirs. But in order for

developing countries to have confid
ence that the $100 billion per year com
mitment will be kept by 2020, the LCA
must close with a clear collective com
mitment that public finance will increase
above Fast Start levels in 2013, and
amount to at least $60 billion in new
and additional public finance by 2015.
To do otherwise is to leave the poorest
communities without any assurance
that they will be supported to cope with
climate impacts.
Looking back in 2015 we might find

the real story of the Doha climate talks
was not that yet another compromise
deal was struck  a tiny step forward
when step change was needed. The
Doha deal must start to pave the way
for the most vulnerable, the victims of
climate change whose faces we saw on
Al Jazeera, who are facing loss and
damage this very day in their com
munities and cultures. You must agree
today to set up and pilot an international
loss and damage mechanism.
Doha may still be remembered as the

place where you rediscovered your will
to cooperate. Just maybe. Much like
you did to save the banking sector in
2009. The planetary crisis looming over
us dwarfs that finance crisis.
Ministers, delegates, today we are in

your hands. You are playing for the
whole planet.
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UK: 1.5bn GBP over 3 years as
FSF, to 1.8bn over 2 years, with
50% for adaptation.
Germany: 1.4bn Euros in 2012
to 1.8bn in 2013.
Denmark: 500m DKK for 2013,
of which 20% tentatively for the
GCF. Maintaining fast start levels
of the year 2012.
[The Danish government gave
1.2 billion Danish Kroner in FSF
over the years going 300 mil in
2010, 400 in 2011 and ending on
500 mil this year. So the 500 mil
for 2013 is keeping the level of
this year.]
NB that the UK, Germany, Den
mark announcements were from
before  it's just a clarification of
what is in their budgets  only
new thing is that they have made
them public under the COP.
These ones appear right, but are
based on reports of what was
said during negotiations (ie not
exactly formal announcements of
pledges):
Sweden: 2.5bn SEK for 2013
(Swedish NGOs seem to say this
is down not up, but we don't have
details)
Canada: Said in the KP that they
will continue support for new
global initiatives including agri
culture and the Arctic (which is
not even a developing country!)
Australia: Said would pledge but
no numbers.

xTo tell the truth, the last couple of days have not seen a lot of Progress, much less
Ambition. But along comes something that makes you think there is hope and good will
somewhere.
ECO is quietly cheering the rumours of developing countries putting pledges on the table.

Today at the High Level Segment, the Dominican Republic pledged an unconditional 25%
emission reduction below 2010 levels by 2030 in absolute terms, to be accomplished with
domestic funds plus international community solidarity. This is in a national law and
therefore mandatory for the government to deliver.
Congratulations to the Dominican Republic for taking serious action on climate change

and recall that many other countries are also doing their job. This is the kind of attitude we
need in these negotiations to move things forward.

Latin Heat – Dominican Republic Takes it Seriously
[The First Place Fossil goes to

the European Union.] The EU re
ceives a bracketed Fossil because
we still have hope that the EU will
stop being bullied by Poland and
stand up for full cancellation of all
hot air at the end of the second
commitment period of the Kyoto
Protocol.
Before Durban, the EU talked

about the importance of closing
the gap. On Kyoto it said it can
commit to a second commitment
period, on the condition that
there's a roadmap where the ma
jor emitters engage in a broader
framework and where Kyoto rules
are improved to ensure environ
mental integrity, specifically refer
ring to the AAU surplus. However,
the EU is still dillydallying. We
need a strong EU position right
now. If the EU fails to come to a
sensible and joint position on the
surplus, it will fail to be seen as
serious in the ADP discussions to
come. A political declaration is no
option and a solution has to in
clude a full cancellation of all sur
plus at the end of the second
commitment period.
The Second Place Fossil of the

Day goes to Poland for a fossil
ized position on the hot air issue.
They stubbornly insist on full
carryover and generous use in
the second commitment period of
the Kyoto Protocol while vehe
mently opposing cancellation of
any hot air at the end of the that
period. Poland’s Environment Min
ister even had the audacity to say
in an recent DPA interview that Po
land wants to keep their hot air be
cause they believe they will be
able to use it in a new agreement,
post2020. Note to the Polish del
egation: defending your own in
terest does not build any
confidence in you as the next COP
president!
The Third Place Fossil goes to

the COP18 Presidency of Qatar
for their lack of leadership in push
ing Ministers during roundtable
discussions towards ambition in
the ADP. As the hosts of this COP,
the Presidency is required to facil
itate a successful agreement to in
ject urgency in the talks for
progress towards an ambitious
legally binding deal.

The causes and effects of the global climate storm are
dispersed; there is fragmentation and institutional inad
equacy. This is true of most global problems, but the
factor that really complicates climate action is the spatial
and temporal dimensions. The effects of greenhouse
gases are not ‘hot spots’ at the source. They are in fact
global and the effects are most brutal in areas where
emissions are low.
We need to converge our moral and ethical values to

tackle this vast problem. The youth organization
SustainUS conducted a social experiment on Thursday
at the QNCC to test this premise.
Youth representatives asked individuals entering the

Conference where they would place their money, were it
completely up to them: the Green Climate Fund, Fast
Start Finance, Midterm Finance (20132020), Military
Spending and Fossil Fuel Subsidies.
Each respondent received fake money at the start of

the moving walkways from the garage to the QNCC and
had to choose along the way where their currency would
best be spent. Many dismissed the youth holding the Mil
itary Spending and Fossil Fuel Subsidies jars and split
their ethical urges between the three climate change fin
ance options.
By the end of the event, the Green Climate Fund was

the clear winner. The utilitarian calculus made on the
moving walkways was in fact a choice to support those
who are worst off.
The 1.2 billion people living on $1 per day stand to gain

more from $100 than someone living on $100,000 a
year. It seemed that this was a quick calculation in the
participants’ minds when placed with a clear choice.
Yet according to a report by the National Resource

Defense Council, fossil fuel subsidies in 2012 were $775
billion globally while the GCF remains at $0, the FSF
total is way below $30 billion (even setting aside the
ODA doublecounting aspect), and no road map has
been laid down for midterm finance between now and
2020, nor pledges made to start mobilizing funds for the
GCF in the final days of Doha.
Climate change has posed a systemic difficulty for polit

ical actors that calls into question the very institutions
that we use to fight for climate change, even as we
ourselves, given the chance, make choices on behalf of
the most vulnerable and the future of the planet. This
small informal experiment shows how far we have to go
to close the gigatonne and equity gaps.

Finance ActionNotes from Finance
(work in progress)




