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Australia! Please Explain!

Australian PM Tony Abbott said yesterday
that he will cut greenhouse gases by no
more than 5% below 2000 levels by 2020.
This shock move would back away from Aus-
tralia's longstanding commitment to a 15% to
25% target range.

However, the PM has previously indicated
that his "off the cuff" remarks can't really be
taken as gospel. Sometimes, you see, he
gets carried away in the heat of the moment,
and so only written statements could really
be trusted as actual policy.

Obviously, it would be more than just a
smidge of bad karma if Australia would walk
away from the higher end of its target range
at the same time as the worst ever typhoon
wreaked havoc on their neighbours, the Phil-
ippines. This is particularly notable as the
PM’s Coalition has endorsed the 15% to
25% range on more than one occasion —
twice so far in 2013 alone.

Now let's turn to the notion that Australia
would review the conditions for moving to the
15% level because it is not "looking to make

further binding commitments in the absence
of very serious like binding commitments
from other countries".

ECO suggests maybe Australia should
have a word with their red-white-and-blue
Umbrella Group mate. Even the US has
committed to a 17% reduction by 2020 —
weak as that may be, it's now higher than
Australia's 5% including adjustment for a dif-
ferent start date. And as the Australian Cli-
mate Change Authority made clear only a
week ago, Australia's 5% target puts it be-
hind not only the US, but also China, in
terms of targets and action. Imagine that!

So we assume that this was simply one of
those Abbott-branded “off-the-cuff gaffs” —
and the government will promply set the re-
cord straight. Maybe you might ask a friendly
Aussie delegate how that is going.

Surely, in the face of the devastation
wrought by Typhoon Haiyan, Australia will
move to at least the top end of its range and
— need we add, commit as well to substantial
future climate finance.

Japan: Cool Earth 50 or Scorched Earth?

Rumour has it that that Japan, the third
largest economy in the world, is going to
announce its new 2020 target here in
Warsaw. This would be Japan’s contribution
to closing the gigatonne gap, right?

But ECO is puzzled by the target number
circulating in media reports. At first we
thought Japan must have made a mistake on
where to put the decimal point. But it seems
the number really will be one digit smaller
than it should be.

In fact, if the reported number is true, Japan
would be increasing its emissions above
1990 levels. Surely it cannot be true, Japan!
ECO doesn’t want to believe wild rumors and
instead expects Japan will present a target
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that honors the name of "Cool Earth 50" -- a
plan the current Prime Minister originally
released to reduce CO2 emissions by 50%
by 2050.

The devastating catastrophe in Fukushima
taught us that nuclear is not the solution for
climate change. It is good to hear that
nuclear is not included in the target the
government is considering, but that cannot
be the reason for a low target.

ECO hopes that two and a half years after

the Great East Japan Earthquake and
Tsunami, Japan finally shifts its energy
development fully to renewables and takes
the lead in raising the level of climate
ambition.
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Fully Branded COP

Everyone needs to take part in the battle
against climate change, and we all agree that
includes the private sector. Still, it was a shock
to learn that the COP Presidency invited fossil
industries to sponsor these climate talks, even
while these very same companies do their ut-
most to fight against climate policies.

Corporate sponsorships to 'brand' stadiums
have been around for a while. All the same,
ECO wasn't quite ready for this new trend at
the COP. Branding is all about visibility and alli-
ances. And money. So what message are we
seeing here in Warsaw?

Just look around you. Fossil industry logos
are everywhere in the conference center — on
the water dispensers, in the meeting hall and
on the welcome bags for COP guests. And the
USB stick — you guessed it! It's full of present-
ations about the “excellent” environmental per-
formance of these companies! But somehow
the most important facts are missing:

¢ Alstom and PGE (the Polish majority state-
owned energy utility) plan to build a huge new
1,800 MW coal power plant in Poland — a mon-
ster which would emit about 350 million tonnes
of CO2 in its lifetime.

¢ The car maker BMW made headlines re-

cently because of its generous donations to
Ms. Merkel's party, the political player who
watered down the latest EU-wide regulation to
reduce CO2 pollution from cars.

¢ Arcelor Mittal, a global behemoth, was not
only a tireless lobbyist against ambitious EU
climate legislation, but has also been vocally
against carbon pricing regulation in South
Africa.

Of course, bags and pens
aren't really what we need
from these companies. In-
stead, the best gift would be
to keep the fossils in the
ground — and fossil interests
out of climate negotiations.
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IPCC: 1.5 Still Alive

Parties in Doha requested expert advice to en-
sure the scientific integrity of the 2013-2015 Re-
view. Well, yesterday they got it, fresh from IPCC
Working Group |. In the first of two dialogues in
Warsaw, IPCC experts provided advice on the
adequacy of the 2°C goal in light of the ‘ultimate
objective’ of the Convention.

Working Group | confirms what we already
knew: warming is unequivocal, human influence
is clear, and limiting climate change and its im-
pacts requires substantial and sustained emis-
sions reduction — in fact, down to zero.

But there is good news as well. The “peak and
decline” trajectory of the lowest concentration
pathway (RCP2.6) could limit the increase in
global mean temperature to 1.5°C and would in-
crease the likelihood of meeting the long term
global goal of keeping below 2°C. That's not
easy, but it’s still within reach.

The findings show that even 2°C warming will
increase the potential for dangerous anthropo-

genic interference with the climate system, and
delaying emissions reductions would speed the
pace and severity of impacts such as sea level
rise and storm intensity. The WG | report gives
Parties one less excuse to delay or hedge their
mitigation commitments and actions up to and
beyond 2020.

Working Group Il will not release its full report
on impacts until March 2014, but it is already
evident that failing to reduce emissions quickly
means that the ultimate objective of the Conven-
tion would not be met: sustainable development,
food security and ecosystem adaptation would all
be sacrificed. The joint contact group of SBSTA
and SBI at COP 19 should advise that Parties'
commitments and actions must be tabled at COP
20 and their adequacy must be benchmarked
against the IPCC findings.

The second session of the IPCC expert dia-
logue is at 3 pm today, and it will continue to ad-
dress findings of the highest importance.

Adaptation is the Soul of Agriculture

Global food production and food security are
threatened by the greater variability of the cli-
mate and increasing occurrence of extreme
weather events. Yet the agriculture negotiations
are not moving with the urgency required to sup-
port the world's poor, especially those engaged in
agriculture and related activities, in adapting to
these adverse impacts. A vast majority of the
world’s population is dependent on small-scale
food producers -- climate change puts all of this
at risk.

While underscoring the importance of mitigation
in the agriculture sector, Parties should be work-
ing toward safeguards which protect biodiversity,

The HOW of Equity

At the ADP opening yesterday, ECO waited in vain for
bold and innovative ideas to ensure each Party proposes
its equitable share of the global effort. We are all agreed
that equity matters (the WHY) — so let's figure out the

HOW.

The COP and ADP opened with clarion calls for ambi-
tion — and the key to ambition is equity. Your mission this
week, dear Parties, is to move beyond vague statements
about fairness and map the all-important Convention

principles onto a common list of equity indicators.

We hope you've been busy since Bonn doing your
homework on this, but just to help out, here is some

know-HOW.

ECO believes there are five indicators that really mat-
Responsibility, Capacity, Development ||
Need, and Adaptation Need. These are the minimum in-
dicators required to operationalize the core equity prin-

ter: Adequacy,

ciples enshrined in the Convention.

For a fair 2015 outcome, Warsaw must deliver a con-
sensus on the indicators that should guide Parties in for-
mulating their pledges, and against which their pledges
will be reviewed and strengthened as necessary. And

there is no time to lose!
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provide equitable access to resources by rural
peoples, ensure food security and the right to
food, and build on indigenous and local know-
ledge.

Developed countries must recognise that for
agriculture in developing countries, the priorities
remain food security, sustainability and climate
resilience. Parties must provide financing for pro-
moting biodiversity, ensuring resilient small-scale
agriculture based on agro-ecological principles,
and support for appropriate technology develop-
ment and transfer that enhances the sustainabil-
ity of food production systems.

Q

— Image courtesy of reenpeace
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FOSSIL OF THE
DAY AWARD

Lets count the ways the
Government of Poland earned
the Fossil of the Day, while the
Polish people deserve only Rays.

Reason 1: Continuously oppos-
ing the European Union from tak-
ing more ambitious climate action

Reason 2: Co-hosting a Coal
Summit coinciding with the COP
but not organizing any debate on
renewable energy opportunities

Reason 3: Inviting polluting com-
panies that openly oppose an am-
bitious climate action to sponsor
the COP

Reason 4: Allowing the dirty side
of European industry, Business
Europe, to represent the business
voice at the pre-COP

Reason 5: Writing mad postings
on the official COP19 website
about the economic opportunities
the melting Arctic will bring as well
as chasing the “pirates, ecologists
and terrorists” on the sea

Reason 6: Presenting delegates
with standard climate denialist
rhetoric  through their mobile
device app, repeating the old
chestnut that “climate changes are
natural phenomena, which oc-
cured (sic) many times on Earth”.

Ray of
Hope

Ray of Hope for the renewable
energy loving People of Poland

The Polish government is holding
the world back and acting as the
PR department of the coal in-
dustry. But the Polish people want
to grasp a renewable future, not
be stuck in a coal-based past.

No less than 89% of Polish cit-
izens want more energy to come
from renewable sources and more
than two-thirds of Polish people
(70%) want an energy policy that
gives support to renewables. 73%
of Polish people want Poland to be
more involved in global actions to
prevent the negative effects of cli-
mate change.

With this ray we say: Thank you,
citizens of Poland, for supporting a
future without climate chaos.
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