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“Feeling’’ Around For Better Decisions In LCA

ECO shares G77's “strong feelings”. In
the 1(b)(i) session this afternoon, the
Group’s passion for their proposal on
what needs to be agreed in Doha was
evident. The Group's strong and elo-
quent intervention clearly set out an un-
derstanding of what is needed from
developed countries under the LCA track
to help achieve fair ambition pre-2020,
building on some of the common frame-
works that will help to inform the nego-
tiations that will take place in the ADP
on a new, global deal.

Helpfully, the G77 proposed decisions
for Doha on the following essential ele-
ments of developed country mitigation:

- Increasing pre-2020 ambition for all
developed countries — those in the KP
and those still refusing to (re)join — in
line with the latest available science

- Conversion of the 1(b)(i) pledges of

non-KP developed nations into tonnes
of CO2e, AAUs or a carbon budget,
rather than point targets for a particular
moment in time

- Common accounting rules for all de-
veloped countries

- Clarification of how the common ac-
counting rules might alter actual levels
of ambition

Though we appreciate the EU, Switzer-
land and Norway's expressed support
for common accounting rules and trans-
parency to allow comparability of efforts
by developed countries, these countries
should form common cause with the
G77 proposal and show greater willing-
ness to seize the opportunities for am-
bitious and comparable efforts under
the LCA. After all, developed country
modalities have already been negoti-
ated, so there are clear precedents, de-

veloped over years of careful
negotiations, to guide the work to a
speedy conclusion.

As for the Brollie Groupers, who either
think that the promise of 1(b)(i) has been
exhausted, or who seem to advocate
“transparency” through a smoke screen
of self-determined rules for reporting
and accounting — remember that de-
veloped country leadership you signed
up to in the Convention? Postponing
your duty to increase your ambition un-
til the new deal will kill any chance of
staying below 1.5/2°C — and probably
a whole lot else as well. Refusing to play
by the rules gives an impression of act-
ing like spoiled children who have taken
more than their fair share of the sweets
and are now trying to hide the wrappers.

And just like any good parent would, we
have “strong feelings” about that kind
of behaviour.

Ukraine — Transition From Gas To Coal! Are You Serious?

ECO was dismayed to hear Ukraine’s presentation of its
QELRO in yesterday’s KP session.

The presentation did not live up to its billing — not only did
Ukraine not have a QELRO to present, but stated that it
would not be in a position to do so until it had done more
work on its low carbon economy strategy —in 2013.

ECO welcomes the assessment of mitigation potential
and actively supports all countries planning for a trans-
ition to a low carbon economy. However, Ukraine’s plans
to fuel switch from gas, not to renewables, but to coal,
make the country’s self-proclaimed recognition of its re-
sponsibility to future generations rather difficult to be-
lieve.
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Perhaps ECO should not be surprised — recent amend-
ments to the Energy Strategy were developed by the
private foundation owned by one of the richest men in
Ukraine, who is also the owner of many energy facilities.
The Strategy has been severely criticized by the Ukraini-
an public. It has ambitious plans to develop coal and nuc-
lear, but contains nothing about greenhouse gas pollution
and very weak plans to improve energy efficiency and de-
velop renewables.

At best, ECO appreciates that Ukraine's ac:
tions will probably give ECO some extra
material to fill its pages with in the coming
year. Seriously, thanks.
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From the Archives - Looking Back At the LCA

ECO was feeling a bit nostalgic, what
with all this talk about the LCA and
what comes next. So, it dug through
the ECO archives and came across
this article from Bonn 2008 on what
the LCA could deliver. ECO hopes it
brings out the same mixed feelings
for you as it did for ECO:

Bonn, Poznan and Beyond

Let’s not forget what'’s at stake: if cur-
rent emissions trends continue, glob-
al average temperatures will rise by
around 3-7°C above preindustrial
levels, with  catastrophic  con-
sequences for all.

Sometimes these negotiations are
like listening to a group of people on
a badly-leaking lifeboat arguing over
who should actually start bailing as
the water rises inexorably, when the
obvious answer is that all should be
doing what they can to avoid the boat
sinking completely. Those with the
greatest capacity should be bailing
the hardest, sufficiently motivated by
their historical responsibility to be do-

ing their best to help keep the others
afloat, and making sure everyone
has access to the lifejackets.

So what should you be doing? What
can Bonn deliver to keep us from
sinking?

Parties need to reach a common un-
derstanding of what their shared vis-
ion is — how far up towards the rim of
the boat they will allow the water to
rise, as it were.

The LCA needs to break out into con-
tact groups on developed country
mitigation, developing country mitiga-
tion, REDD, adaptation, technology
and finance. What Parties want to
see reflected in the Copenhagen
agreement should be brought to the
table here and now as concrete pro-
posals, to allow sufficient time for
their exploration and analysis by oth-
er Parties and Civil Society.

ECO recognizes that the negotiations
are complicated, with issues
spread throughout the agenda and

similar items appearing under

both AWG and LCA. Parties need to
trust each other and consolidate
these building blocks. Remember,
there will be a reevaluation exercise
in Poznan. The most important thing
is not where an issue is discussed,
but that it is discussed, in a coherent
and constructive way.

ECO expects outcomes from the LCA
far beyond Chair’s draft conclusions:
but for contact groups to begin to
produce actual draft negotiating texts
that will define the real negotiating is-
sues to be ready for negotiation in
Poznan, to allow the work done in the
Dialogue and in more recent discus-
sions to be realized.

The AWG should also be producing
negotiating texts and beginning their
refinement, so that there are brack-
eted texts on the table by Poznan.

Delegates, to stop the boat sinking
ever lower, don’t bail out of your
(common but differentiated) respons-
ibilities.

LCA Kolouring Korner - by ECO, age 6
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Close ambition gap

Transparency
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