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TWN Barcelona Update No. 8
    



                   5 November 2009

Report of press conferences by G77 and China and the EU

Barcelona, 5 November (Josie Lee and Hira Jhamtani) – Developing countries continue to call on developed countries to live up to the challenge and provide the leadership that is asked for in dealing with climate change. 

Ambassador Lumumba Di-Aping from Sudan, Chair of the G77 and China, reiterated this call during a press conference on Wednesday, when almost all negotiating groups went into informal mode at the Barcelona climate change talks. 

He said developed countries have the moral and legal responsibility to live up to the real challenges. He stressed that British Prime Minister Gordon Brown said: ‘Damages caused by inaction on climate change will not be repairable’. 

“The difference between developed and developing countries is that we feel the damage already,” said Ambassador Lumumba. However, he said, the Group absolutely believes that it is still possible to get a successful outcome at Copenhagen and that they are working very hard for that. 

After the Tuesday agreement by Parties to the Kyoto Protocol to devote 60% of the time left in Barcelona to discuss developed country emission reduction commitments in a contact group commonly known as the ‘numbers group’ under the Ad-hoc Working Group on Further Commitments for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol (AWG-KP), the G77 and China stated that after the morning’s closed informal meetings it was ‘guardedly optimistic’.

On 3 November the African Group called for the contact group on the emissions reductions commitments of developed countries to conclude its work on aggregate and individual emission reduction numbers, and until this is done, it did not want any other contact group meetings related to the Kyoto Protocol negotiation track to be scheduled. These numbers are months overdue according to the agreed schedule of progress and are core to an agreement at Copenhagen. After consultations held by Mr John Ashe, chair of the AWG-KP, Parties agreed to resume contact group meetings the following day (4 November) (please see TWN Barcelona News Update #5).  

During the Wednesday press conference, Ambassador Lumumba said that while he welcomed the response to Africa’s actions on Tuesday, he was ‘guardedly optimistic’ at the degree of focus they had started to witness. He said he believes that all G77 and China states think that it is vital that “we focus on the critical building blocks of our mandates and work”.

In response to a question from the floor on whether the African Group was asking for too high an emission reduction target from developed countries of at least 40% by 2020 on 1990 levels, Ambassador Lumumba stressed that the critical issue is that the climate change impact is catastrophic. “You cannot solve it by tinkering around or taking measures that cannot address the issue. For example, if you take the EU 20% or even 30% potential target, the result of that is to condemn developing countries to total destruction of livelihoods, economies, land, forests and human lives,” he emphasised. 

Ambassador Lumumba also questioned whether this could be considered heavy lifting in respect to the historical legacy, or in terms of the cost. He contrasted the costs needed to respond to climate change to other issues, questioning how much developed countries have spent on defence annually. Taking the example of solving the financial crisis, he said that in a few months, 1.1 trillion dollars were made available from public spending. Over a longer period the EU and US have put forward more than 20 trillion dollars to solve the global financial crisis. Ambassador Lumumba questioned: “Why do you say the right to develop and the right of existence of developing countries are less important? Unless developing countries are considered as not equal to others”.  He added that, “we cannot accept total destruction for developing countries in order to appease some political leaders in the West”.

Ambassador Lumumba said that a politically binding agreement is worth very little. He said: “tell me of any politician who has delivered their political manifesto. There is only a legally binding agreement and that is why we call for a legally binding decision”. 

Developing countries have been calling for a Copenhagen outcome that includes ambitious, quantified, legally binding and economy-wide greenhouse gas emission reduction commitments for all developed country Parties, while developed countries have been dragging their feet. For instance, the African Group has adopted key messages on climate change that is the basis of their position in the negotiations under the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). The Africa Group has called for emission reduction targets for developed countries of at least 40% below 1990 levels by 2020. It also calls for a firewall to be maintained between mitigation commitments by all developed countries and the nationally appropriate mitigation actions by developing countries supported and enabled by finance and technology from developed countries.

Further, Africa calls for a financial commitment of 1.5% of the global GDP of developed countries to support and enable adaptation and mitigation action in developing countries. It emphasised that funding must be new, additional, sustainable, accessible and predictable.

On adaptation, the African Group calls for the provision of financial, technological and capacity building support by developed countries for adaptation in developing countries which is an obligation under the UNFCCC that must be urgently fulfilled, recognising that climate change is an additional burden to sustainable development and a threat to achieving the Millennium Development Goals. 

On technology, it calls for an agreement on technology deployment, diffusion and transfer that must ensure access by developing countries to affordable, appropriate and adaptable technologies for enhanced action on mitigation and adaptation. 

On institutional arrangements, it calls for equitable and transparent arrangements that must facilitate access by developing countries to the “means of implementation” in a coherent and enabling manner. 

The group also insists on developed countries’ historical responsibilities on climate change. 

Finally, the African Group’s position is that Copenhagen must produce a 2-track outcome: (1) one track on the amendment of Annex B of the Kyoto Protocol (the second and subsequent commitment periods of emission reductions by developed countries); and (2) a separate legal instrument for the outcome of the negotiations under the UNFCCC. It also insisted that Parties must stick to the mandate of the Bali Action Plan under the UNFCCC and the mandate of Article 3.9 of the Kyoto Protocol.

Following the G77 and China press conference, the European Commission, Sweden (presidency of the EU) and Spain also held a press conference featuring Alicia Montalvo (chief negotiator of Spain), Ambassador Anders Turesson (chief negotiator of Sweden), and Ambassador Arthur Runde-Metzger (chief negotiator of the European Commission).

Ambassador Turesson said that they understand some of the issues that were presented by Africa, but that they cannot afford to lose any more time. 

Ambassador Runde-Metzger said that today they had started to address Africa’s call as they had devoted more time to numbers and heard from Australia and other Parties on the proportion of emission reductions they planned to achieve domestically, through offsets and through land use, land use change and forestry (LULUFC). He noted that groups have been working to make up for lost time yesterday and that they will see what resonance they get from the African Group in response to this.

In response to the African Group’s call for at least 40% emission reductions by 2020, Ambassador Turesson reiterated that the EU is prepared to reduce its emissions by 30% and that this is in line with the figures mentioned in the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) Report of 25% to 40% by 2020 on 1990 levels. He said that they are very keen to talk further about this with Africa, but want figures from other developed countries to be compatible with their target and to the science. 

In response to a question from the floor about whether they think that developing countries are being unreasonable in their demand for at least 40% emission reductions by 2020, Ambassador Turesson said no, it is not unreasonable. He said that some could argue that less than 40% is inadequate. According to their view, a 30% emission reduction is in the band that will meet the IPCC figures. But he recognised that a 2 degrees Celsius warming of global temperatures will cause very significant consequences in some parts of the world. That is why adaptation and adaptation funding is extremely important, he explained.

Ambassador Turesson reiterated that the EU had agreed that the total sum needed for mitigation and adaptation in developing countries is 100 billion Euros per year. This is according to the estimated costs by the EU and the UNFCCC secretariat, he said.

Ambassador Runde-Metzger said that they take into account the concerns of Africa, and that in their financial package a significant amount of money is for adaptation for vulnerable countries and needs to be spent as soon as possible so that no one will have to die as a result of climate change.

In response to a question from the press that the EU be very explicit about the figures for public funding by 2020 proposed by them, Ambassador Runde-Metzger said that the EU is committed to providing their fair share. He said that on the basis of emissions (the EU produces about 10% of global greenhouse gas emissions) it could be about 5 billion Euros. But on the basis of GDP, their share would be about 15 billion Euros. He explained that those are the ‘ball park’ figures and the final figures would depend on the approach taken.

Ambassador Turesson said that the numbers on emission reductions and finances are the hardest part of the deal, “so you can’t expect that it will come at Barcelona or even early days at Copenhagen. It will probably involve political leaders stepping in at the end”.



              2

