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No.33 (Sunday, December 12, 2009)                         Copenhagen, UNFCCC CoP-15, CMP-5, SBSTA-31, SBI-31, AWG-KP-10, AWG-LCA-8

   Virtually, the entire past week was a ‘texts battle’. 

Denmark, China, and African nations have proposed to 

have planned to propose their versions of the new 

climate agreement. Morning December 11th, the texts 

pool was also replenished with a draft treaty text from 

Alliance of Small Island States (AOSIS). In fact, these 

texts are reflection of the interests of individual states 

and groups of states. But if in one case they represent 

economic interests of developed or rapidly developing 

countries, then in another – they are ‘codes of 

survival.’ 

    So what are the differences between different states’ 

texts? If the island states which acutely face the issue 

of survival it’s of principle that the peak emission 

occurred no later than 2015 (as recommended by UN 

experts), the Danish text says it just needs to happen 

“as soon as possible.” If AOSIS principal goal is to 

hold temperature rise within 1.5 degrees, the Danish 

position is weaker – up to 2 degrees. 

    There is already some statistics on the positions of 

different countries to the proposal to strengthen the 

new agreement and to move from goal to keep global 

temperature rise within two degrees to one and a half 

degree. 95 countries have supported this proposal 

formulated in the new treaty draft text proposed by the 

island states. 49 countries still adhere to the goal of 2 

degrees. Other 62 countries have no clear position on 

this issue.

texts are available. what will countries respond?

  One can say that the position on this point is a 

kind of watershed that divides the nations into two 

groups: developed countries (with Russia among 

them) + rapidly developing and developing 

countries. In fact, this all is about whose interests 

the new protocol is to protect - the economically 

developed countries or countries that are most 

severely affected (and will be) by climate change.

    On Friday morning the texts’ parade came to an 

end. Chairmen of the two groups (KP and LCA) 

proposed their texts for further consideration. In 

contrast to the national texts which have been 

aimed mainly at lobbying, ‘the chairmen’s projects’ 

have an official status and have been as such 

proposed to the delegations.

    Texts found fundamental objections raised by 

the delegations except for Bolivia. Majority of 

delegations, including Russia, have taken the time 

to discuss and adopt their positions on the texts.

    In fact, the AWG LCA chairman has proposed a 

draft for the final agreement on 7 (!) pages which 

should be filled up with the missing content in the 

remaining days of the summit.

    This move is very welcome, as it significantly 

speeds up the negotiation process and provides a 

gain in time to discuss the points of the agree-

ment. For a perfect outcome, the final document 

should contain a provision stating that the increase 

The group chairs have proposed the new agreement and the Kyoto protocol draft texts: 

exit to the homestretch?



  When entitling its side event as “Why 

Belarus can’t commit to more ambitious 

targets for post-Kyoto?”, Belarusian 

delegation was perhaps intending to 

initiate the sore national topic of the 

economies in transition. Although, once 

again they did not forget to recall its 

‘traditional’ issues - one of ratification of 

the Kyoto Protocol amendment and of 

the potential for rehabilitation of 

degraded wetlands. 

  “We want the participants of the talks to 

listen to problems and experiences of 

countries with economies in transition, - 

said Alexander Grebenkov, a member of 

Belarusian delegation. – In this case, 

perhaps, the negotiations would have 

gone differently, and many countries 

would be responsible to statements on 

both their own obligations and the 

obligations they require from us.” 

  According to representatives of Belarus, 

countries with economies in transition are 

right in between the developing and the 

developed countries, which stand on the 

opposite sides of the scale of 

development. However, for some reason, 

a few people are interested the situation 

of ‘transiters’.

  "We are ignored while we are precisely 

According to scientists, a cap on global warming 

of 2

o

C is seen as the minimum to prevent 

irreversible global warming.

those countries that already have 

experience of reducing emissions by 

50% over a relatively short period of 5-

8 years. Let me note that the this 

period’s lenght corresponds exactly to 

the length of the second period of 

liability. Why are we not asked on how 

we have gained that, how we did that?” 

– questioned Alexander Grebenkov. 

• global temperature rise goal within either 2 or 

1.5 degrees,

• financial commitments for the next 3 years,

• long-term financial support by the developed 

countries.

   We are still waiting for the Russian delegation’s 

reaction that as of December 11th was missing.

   From our point of view, Russia has to support 

the two-protocol agreement, first of all in political 

terms. Not to mention that is perhaps the best of 

currently available ways out of the existing 

situation in the negotiations.

in global temperature must be below 2 degrees, the 

overall goal to reduce greenhouse gas emissions must 

be captured in a document as by 80% by 2050, and 

emissions must peak by 2015. The developed 

countries should lift their commitments to 25-40% 

from 1990 levels. The new agreement must be 

supported financially by the industrialized countries 

with at least $ 140 billion. 

    The agreement draft contains the following 

chapters to be filled up with later on:

• emissions cuts by 2050 (in total and by the 

developed countries separately),

  According to the country delegation 

representative, experience in Belarus 

clearly demonstrates that with no 

changing the paradigm of 

development, no embarking on radical 

changes in the economy, it is 

impossible to achieve significant 

emission reductions in such a short 

period of time.

  “Yes, the factor of economic downturn 

has played a significant role in our 

emission reductions. But this is exactly 

how to change the process paradigm

or why belarus can’t commit to more ambitious targets?

a proof of the necessity for the 

paradigm shift - in the economy, 

energy, consumption sectors, and in life 

position in general. It is useless to 

expect emission reductions of this 

magnitude only based on the 

introduction of technology - it cannot 

make it in such a short period. “ 

  In the negotiations, Belarus behaves 

approximately the same way as Russia 

does. Our countries have almost the 

same (as a percentage of 1990 

baseline) stock of ‘hot air’ that we 

inherited from the crisis of the 90-ies. 

The countries, however, does not 

consider this stock as ‘hot’. If, after the 

recession, these countries did not use 

special measures and didn’t replace the 

traditional policy with the energy 

efficiency policies, then by the middle 

of the Kyoto period, they would not 

have any quotas. It is exactly because 

these economies are rapidly 

developing that they have been 

reluctant to announce too strict 

commitments to the post-Kyoto 

period, just the same way as a number 

of rapidly developing countries that are 

not included in Annex I of the 

Convention. 




