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Blurred “Fukuda Vision”

The Japanese Prime Minister
Fukuda’s climate change pol-
icy, so called Fukuda Vision,
announced yesterday in To-
kyo, totally lacks the ambition
and climate urgency needed as
a host country of G8 summit
2008 in CAN’s view.

Although Japan expressed its
domestic long-term target as
60-80% emissions reductions
by 2050, it has postponed an-
nouncing its medium target
until next year. Instead, Japan
played a numbers game, and
disguised its lack of ambition
by changing the base year
from 1990 to 2005.

Japan claims it will match the
EU’s unilateral target of 20 %
reduction by 2020, using its
favourite sectoral approach.
This claim is on the basis that
the EU’s target of 20% is actu-
ally 14%, if one were to take
the baseline as 2005. However,

what Japan has not revealed is
that its 14% emission reduc-
tion is actually a mere 8% with
a 1990 baseline, and if one
were to exclude sinks, the
Japanese emission reduction
would just -4% to 1990 levels,
as against 11% of EU to 1990
levels.

Base | EU | Japan | Japan
year (with | (without
sinks) | sinks)
1990 | - -8% -4%
20%
2005 | - -14% | -11%
14%

ECO simply doesn’t under-
stand how Japan can say it will
take a leadership at G8 on cli-
mate issue with only 8% do-
mestic reduction by 2020,
which is only 2% deeper than
the current Kyoto target!

Not only trying to fool the
world, but Japan is also pro-

posing that other countries use
the sectoral approach as an op-
tion to set national commit-
ments. ECO is seriously wor-
ried about the huge gap be-
tween bottom-up aggregated
numbers and the reduction
range which science requires.
Japan should stop playing
number games and set its mid-
term target within the range of
25-40% reduction from 1990.

Japan has increased its emis-
sions by around 7 % but has
failed to announce the viable
domestic  trading  scheme,
which is crucial to meeting its
Kyoto target. Instead, Prime
Minister Fukuda only said that
he would start an emission
trading scheme on an experi-
mental basis. How can Prime
Minister Fukuda show leader-
ship at the G8 summit, with
such a blurred vision?
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It’s déja vu all over again!

Mondays are hard. Mondays in
the second week of negotiation
are harder. Mondays in which
draft AWG KP text on emis-
sions trading and the project-
based mechanisms, including
the reintroduction of so many
of the fruitless fights of the
Kyoto negotiations and the ex-
clusion of several areas where
improvement is imperative, is
circulated are down right insuf-
ferable. With the process al-
ready marred by two lame
Brolly ducks from the southern
hemisphere, one dead duck that
still tries to quack and a Can-
ada Goose that is all honk and
no feathers, there is no need to
beat dead horses...

Considering that we only have
18 months to negotiate a deal
to save the planet, it is high
time to cut the crap, bury the
dead ducks and move on. The
things that really must go in-
clude, inter alia: REDD, CCS,
weakening the additionality
criteria (this 1is an offset
mechanism after all), and, of
course, nuclear. These propos-
als and others in the list are in-
consistent with environmental
integrity and should play no
role in the flexible mecha-
nisms. The CDM and JI are not
the appropriate mechanisms to
support REDD actions.

With such a shopping listing of

elements, ECO was also disap-
pointed to not even hear an
echo of some key issues, like
consideration of compliance
matters. Why should the issue
of borrowing from future
commitment periods be on the
table and not the old idea of
financial penalties for non-
compliance?

ECO would like to remind Par-
ties that the CDM, and markets
generally, aren’t a panacea and
that there will need to be crea-
tive thinking on other options.
For instance, the regional dis-
tribution of CDM projects is at
least in part a reflection of in-
vestor confidence in the host
country. There are countries
that, for many reasons, are not
suitable for private investment,
and perhaps for which other,
non-market, mechanisms might
be necessary to facilitate miti-
gation and adaptation invest-
ment.

The overriding objective of the
flexible mechanisms must be
environmental integrity, and in
this context CAN supports
making baseline setting more
objective and robust, and im-
proved measures for testing
environmental and social im-
pacts. Indeed, we think that ful-
fillment of rigorous criteria to
ensure environmental and so-

cial sustainability should be
mandatory for crediting.

On emissions trading, CAN
believes that the linking of
national or regional emis-
sions trading schemes 1is
best negotiated bilaterally
as time is too short in the
UNFCCC and KP proc-
esses. Parties should be free
to define the scope of their
own national or regional
emission trading schemes,
and the fungibility of cred-
its in the different systems
must relate to the different
scopes of these schemes.

A lesson the HeadOzBrollie
and CanuckBrollie forgot
was not to leave the table
before all are finished.
They left the shared vision
contact group laughing and
talking as the Distinguished
Delegate from Micronesia
was making a detailed and
emotive intervention on the
issue of the plight of small
island states. This behav-
iour is not reflective of the
leadership aspirations ex-
pressed by Prime Minister
Rudd of Australia on cli-
mate change.

So when you put pen to pa-
per today — cross out the old
fruitless pre-Kyoto non-
sense and get down to a
constructive way forward.
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EU in search of
Guinea Pigs?

This is something new in the
CDM - a proposal is on the
table that would legitimise —
if accepted — developed
countries to use developing
countries as a testing ground
for new technologies,
namely coal-power plants
capturing CO2, transporting
and storing the CO2 in geo-
logical formations (CCS).

So far those projects have
not been tested at demonstra-
tion or commercial scale and
thus not shown to be envi-
ronmentally  “safe  and
sound” — as is a requirement
for inclusion in the CDM.

The “CCS learning by expe-
rience”, seems like a classic
case of “putting the Cart
ahead of the Horse”, while
the EU claims in all serious-
ness that it is indeed the
“Horse before the Cart” as it
would push and pull and
thereby improve knowledge
and expertise of the tech-

nique of CCS.

Technical issues can betested
wherever a coal-fired power
plant and a geological forma-
tion suitable for CO, storage
exist. Europe has plenty of
coal-fired power plants emit-
ting hundreds of millions of
tons of carbon dioxide year
by year and the coal is im-
ported from places such as
Australia, a country with a
vested interest in getting
CCS kick-started in order to
greenwash its coal industry.

Instead of pushing for
a ’learning-by-
doing“ phase money
should be invested in re-
newable energy and en-
ergy efficiency projects in
developing countries.
This would help increase
access to clean, reliable
and affordable energy in
developing countries. A
CDM project should im-
prove social, economic,
and environmental well-
being-- CCS projects in-
stead would distort a pro-
gram that is intended to
provide economic incen-
tives for sustainable in-
vestments like efficiency
and renewables.

All this debate the past
week has only detracted
from ECO’s additional
concern of CDM which
as of last year, now al-
lows the inclusion of
coal-fire power plants in
the CDM.
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In a slip of the tongue, the Chair of the LCA addressed Bangladesh as
the spokesperson for the SIDS.

As Bangladesh 1S not yet a collection of
islands Ludwig reflected that perhaps the Chair was predicting the
formation of a new group, Slowly Inundating Deltaic States.

=

."

_— —— ———
/ o

O et

,‘i

t Bi Canar
IHLSrazme e coniiinaTON POST 9 j 816 CoAL MINES - &g &

ISSUE NO8 VOLUME CXV FREEOF CHARGE




