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wc) pl[lars Environmental integrity, guided by
the best available, most recent science

5 An outcome compatible with “well below 2 degrees”

If you cannot change the science, change the
_ _ politics! How to align the necessary with the possible
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""%‘A ‘dual’ obllgatlon for Annex |

Key How much can and will the US commit to?




Equ1ty The second plllar

“- e common but dlfferentlated responsibilities -
SR meetmg ex1st1ng Convention obligations

* new ﬁnancmg for adaptatlon additional to ODA (targets)
N j& i@nd n}}tigamg;n & technology transfer, incl. deployment
-- rough matkets and FDI (the IPR dilemma)

d institutions
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The polltlcal state of play

uts Qf the UN FCCC

e W{'ﬁer ferelgn policy, dynamics (G8 > G20, Chma-US
'5 ”Russrcl EU, non-proliferation, trade, transatlanticism, South —
- South, energy and resources)

InS|de the box - State of play of negotiations

Too much to do, _t-qo_"lir-ttle time, too difficult?

Complexity, political will

“A comprehensive, substantial and operationally binding agreement in Copenhagen
leadrng towards a full legally binding outcome no later than 2010
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Chlna s Climate Policy

J f'_:tﬂdmg commltment (with “national” MRV)

_.-.--not contmgent on 1nternat1onal support

: j-‘Reduce emissions Intensity per unit of GDP 40 to
45% below 2005 level by 2020 — ex LULUCF

Consistent with IEA 450 ppm scenario

Self-interest of CP in green development, resource
security & efficiency

15% rene_v\_/ablé'energy target for 2020
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Mitigation costs [€/tCO2]
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- USA Climate Policy

Bﬁlﬁd4ng commltment (national MRV)

_-}i*-'Reduce emissions covered by the cap 17 to 20% below
- 2005 level by 2020 — 4% below 1990, incl. LULUCF
~+  Not consistent with | EA 450 ppm scenario

- gt
3 e

~ Major role for'_e_ffséts - need to be truly additional

- 15(20) % 'reneWébIe energy target by 2020
£ '.;;f:_;_;Weak car efﬁuency standard -
35 mpg by: 2 "‘-“158 g CO,/km)
L _y.ﬁres, IPR, and finance are further
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Emission Reductions Under Cap-and-Trade Proposals in the 111th Congress, 2005-2050
October 28,2009
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« Conclusions and discussion

1&3 Cepenhagen outcome needs to be compatible with

"‘keeplng warmmg well below 2 degrees” - will 1t?

We cannot have the foxes guarding the hen house —-What

role, if any, remains for the major emitters process?

Europe loves Obama, but what is its political bottom line?

We need to secure comparability of US action in form and
depth without jeopardizing Senate ratification of the deal.

We need a new pafédigm of cooperation among all nations.
| Emphasmng common, over differentiated responsibilities
destablhzes the FCCC. The asymmetry of legal




101N —

:IIIIWildlife Federat

A

e L U e I

ne

L

Niklas Hoeh

-

Ecotys /

VWF

y

network

International

e

P

iona

N Internat

"
=

L



Iound by COP deC|S|ons or a treaty?

One agreement or two tracks continued
“‘ e What is an 1mplement1ng agreement?
Compllance of MRV and QUELROs is key

e _f acﬂ1 atlgn or enforcement role of expert review
~:-L" f:, -F'_'_"-.. -:; .

A

n accounting standards and the
igned amount units (AAUs)
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