
russia’s stances

Russian officials were astonishing in 

pretending that Russian President did 

not announce the national commitment 

to emission cuts for the post-Kyoto 

period. This was clearly articulated and 

widely reported by news agencies, 

though, some still seem failing to 

catch. 

November 18, President Dmitry 

Medvedev announced Russia agrees to 

commit to 25 percent GHG emissions 

cut from 1990 level by 2020. 

Yesterday, Yury Trutnev, Russian 

minister of natural resources and 

environment, commented on the UN 

Climate Summit opening in 

Copenhagen for the Novosti agency 

with the following statement: “It’s not 

really possible to determine the target 

[for GHG emissions cut] at the 

moment”. 

By the way, Trutnev was not the only 

one to make such statements yesterday. 

Russian officials should be more 

attentive to the President, or ask their 

assistants to track the most important 

statements made by the country’s 

leaders. Otherwise, it appears that 

Russian officials have different 

opinions on Russia’s commitments. 

Imagine that the official coming to the 

high segment is bearing a vision 

differing from the one of the Russian 

delegation in Copenhagen. Are we in 

this case going to re-write the position 

right in the negotiation room? 
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four scenarios 

for copenhagen

The experts foresee four various 

scenarios for the Copenhagen 

meeting.

1) An ideal outcome. A legally 

binding agreement is achieved in 

Copenhagen. Work on 

russian president is coming to 

copenhagen (as we learnt 

yesterday from our sources)



expectations

By tradition, on the first day of the 

negotiation round, the Below 2°C 

editorial staff asked delegates on their 

expectations.

Oleg Shamanov (Russia):

- We believe that Copenhagen outcome 

will succeed in the political agreement 

that would allow for solutions on the 

hardest components of the debate and 

clearly determine mandate for the future 

climate regime. 

What outcome you think to be the best 

one for Russia?

- The best is the option that sets a target 

of reaching a new single comprehensive 

international legal document which would 

adequately combine climate efforts of 

both developed and developing countries 

in legally binding format.

Alexandr Grebenkov (Belarus):

- It will be extremely hard to reach a 

consensus. But there are many 

components the parties are agreed on, for 

instance, shared vision, financing 

assistance, potential increase, technology 

transfer, and many others. These 

components should be now completed 

with in order to move further.  

Ilkhomjohn Rajabov (Republic of 

Tajikistan):

- Tajikistan’s position in the negotiations 

is the more emissions cuts the better. 

Tajikistan is a very vulnerable country. 

Out mountain and glacier areas are of 

great significance not only for our 

country but for the Central Asia and the 

planet as a whole. We pin much hope on 

the negotiations, and I think most of the 

negotiators are aimed to the constructive 

work...

subordinating documents (analogous to the Marrakesh 

Accords to the Kyoto Protocol) is being started. A number 

of developing countries sees an extension of the Kyoto 

Protocol alongside with signing the new agreement as a 

option, but that seems to be a very unlikely development.

2) Two-stage action scheme progress. The UNFCCC 

Conference of Parties adopts an official resolution on the 

mandate and completion of the legal agreement with the 

detailed description of its structure and content. Package on 

urgent aid measures for the developing countries is adopted.

3) Postponement of activity. The UNFCCC Conference of 

Parties does not adopt an official resolution on the mandate 

and completion of the legal agreement. Work in frames of 

the AWG KP (i.e. upgrading the Kyoto protocol) continues, 

but the AWG LCA process in frames of the UNFCCC is 

hung up and turned into discussion club. Then, 

commitments of the US (as non-Kyoto party), China, India 

and all the developing countries that don’t have obligations 

under the Kyoto Protocol remain outside the international 

legally binding agreement and clear system of monitoring, 

reporting and verification. Such situation can probably not 

last for long, therefore it’s reasonable to expect the decision 

to be taken in the end of 2010 to continue working on the 

agreement, but much time will be wasted.

4) Imitation of decision. The worst scenario when formally 

resolutions are adopted but they are not legally binding and 

just serve to cover up the absence of activity. The COP 

resolution or political declaration that lists countries’ efforts 

to combat climate change is adopted. This is not a protocol 

or other document to be ratified. As a result, the most 

‘conscious’ developed countries fulfill their commitments 

as far as possible, and so probably does China. But financial 

mechanism doesn’t actually work as the developed 

countries are not yet ready to pay on totally free-will 

grounds. In result, most developing countries virtually don’t 

have emission limiting measures, and the world doesn’t 

move toward the global target of the 50 percent emission 

cut by the mid-century. The situation will be very hard to 

since the decision is formally made. 

Our common goal in Copenhagen is to not allow 

‘postponement of activity’ or all the more ‘imitation of 

decision’. There are all the chances for the real two-stage 

action scheme progress with maximum approaching to the 

ideal option. 

According to scientists, a cap on global warming 

of 2

o

C is seen as the minimum to prevent 

irreversible global warming.




