MRAFALEIGARIS QUAREA thiNovmber#2:006




Founding Statement Aubrey Meyer
Feb 12, 2000 05:59 PST
The text below is a sign-on declaration regarding global climate change and its context.

It also suggests a global policy framework to deal with it called “Contraction and Convergence”
based on precaution, equity and efficiency - in that order. (http://www.gci.org.uk).

It was issued initially by the Global Commons Institute in London. A shortened version of the letter
was published in ‘the Independent’ newspaper (UK) on the 24th of December 1999.

The text here has the original six co-signatories attached to it. The founding signatories agreed
that the list of co-signatories would use the informal title, ‘The Global Commons Network’ (GCN).

Support for the content of the letter grew quickly, so a decision was taken by me (Aubrey Meyer
of GCI) to create a ‘'list address’ at ‘topica’ [http://www.igc.topica.com/lists/GCN - based in Califor-
nia] to make it easier to manage the volume of support.

The intention behind this list is to inform people of the activity and to seek further awareness and
support for it and to demonstrate this support at the UN negotiations on climate change.

Yours sincerely

Aubrey Meyer
Global Commons Institute

Here is the founding text. The shortened version in the Independent is available on request.To
whoever may share these concerns.

The debts that the wealthy countries have recently forgiven their poorer neighbours are as noth-
ing in comparison with the amount that these countries already owe the rest of the world for
the increased global warming they have caused and are still causing. Inevitably there are links
between this and the rising frequency and severity of storms, floods, droughts and the damages
these are causing in many places across the world.

While debts worth roughly $3 billion have just been conditionally written off by the UK, the cost of
the infra-structural damage done by the recent floods in Venezuela alone has been put at $10 bil-

lion. In addition, tens of thousands of lives have been lost there. Is anybody brave enough to put

a monetary value on these?

Moreover, the greenhouse gases the energy-intensive countries have discharged into the atmos-
phere in the past two centuries will stay potentially even beyond the new century, causing death
and destruction year after year. The debt relief, on the other hand, is a one-off event.

Fifty-six countries were affected by severe floods and at least 45 by drought during 1998, the
most recent year for which figures are available. In China, the worst floods for 44 years displaced
56 million people in the Yangtze basin and destroyed almost five per cent of the country’s output
for the year, for which climate change was one of the causes. In Bangladesh, an unusually long
and severe monsoon flooded two-thirds of the country for over a month and left 21 million people
homeless.

Paul Epstein of Harvard Medical School has estimated that in the first eleven months of 1998,
weather-related losses totaled $89 billion and that 32,000 people died and 300 million were dis-
placed from their homes. This was more than the total losses experienced throughout the 1980s,
he said. The rate of destruction will accelerate because greenhouse gases are still being added to
the atmosphere at perhaps five times the rate that natural systems can remove them. By 2050,
annual losses could theoretically amount to anywhere between 12 per cent and 130 per cent of
the gross world product. In other words, more than the total amount the world produces that year
could be destroyed and life as we know it could collapse. For the industrialized countries, the dam-
age could be anywhere between 0.6 per cent and 17 per cent of their annual output, and for the
rest of the world,between 25 per cent and 250 per cent.

Michael Meacher, the UK Environment Minister, has recognised this. He recently told the Royal



Geological Society that, “the future of our planet, our civilisation and our survival as a human spe-
cies... may well depend on [our responding to the climate crisis by] fusing the disciplines of poli-
tics and science within a single coherent system.”

“Contraction and Convergence” is such a system. As Sir John Houghton, Chair of the Intergovern-
mental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) recently told the British Association for the Advancement
of Science, global greenhouse emissions need to be reduced by at least 60% in less than a hun-
dred years.

When governments agree to be bound by such a target, the diminishing amount of carbon dioxide
and the other greenhouse gases that the world could release while staying within the target can
be calculated for each year in the coming century. This is the contraction part of the process.

The convergence part is that each year’s tranche of this global emissions budget gets shared out
among the nations of the world in a way which ensures that every country converges on the same
allocation per inhabitant by, say, 2030, the date Sir John suggested. Countries unable to manage
within their allocations would, within limits, be able to buy the unused parts of the allocations of
other, more frugal, countries.

Sales of unused allocations would give the countries of the South the income to purchase or de-
velop zero-emission ways of meeting their needs. The countries of the North would benefit from
the export markets this restructuring would create. And the whole world would benefit by the
slowing the rate at which damage was being done.

Because “Contraction and Convergence” provides an effective, equitable and efficient framework
within which governments can work to avert climate change, even some progressive fossil fuel
producers have now begun to demonstrate a positive interest in the concept.

Consequently, as Jubilee 2000 and Seattle have shown, governments and powerful interests are
helped to change by coherent coordinated pressure from civil society.

Yours sincerely

Aubrey Meyer - Global Commons Institute (GCI)

Richard Douthwaite - Author of the Growth Illusion, Ireland

Mayer Hillman - Senior Fellow Emeritus Policy Studies Institute, UK
Titus Alexander - Chair Westminster UNA/Charter 99

Tom Spencer - Secretary General GLOBE Council

David Chaytor MP, Chair GLOBE UK All Party Group.

Andrew Simms - Global Economy Programme, New Economics Foundation
Annikki Hird - Student Cincinnati Ohio USA

George Monbiot - Journalist UK

J N von Glahn - Chairman, Solar Hydrogen Energy Group

Nick Robins - Director, Sustainable Markets Group IIED

John Whitelegg - Eco-Logica Ltd

Nicholas Hildyard - The Corner House, UK

Helen N Mendoza - Haribon Foundation and SOLJUSPAX, Philippines
Sam Ferrer - Green Forum Philippines

Ramon Sales Inr. - Philippine Rural Reconstruction Movement

Larry Lohmann - The Corner House, UK

Daniel M. Kammen - Ass Pro of Energy & Society, Director, Renewable and Appropriate Energy
Laboratory (RAEL) Energy and Resources Group (ERG) University of California Berkeley, USA

Hans Taselaar - Association for North-South Campaigns, Programme Manager ESD, Netherlands
Anil Agarwal - Director Centre for Science and Environment, New Delhi, India

Dr Frances MacGuire - Climate Change Policy Coordinator Friends of the Earth

Matthias Duwe - Student, SOAS, London, UK



Krista Kim - Student, UC Berkeley, CA US

Agus Sari - Executive Director Pelangi, Indonesia

Patrick Boase - Chairperson, Letslink, Scotland

Joerg Haas - Germany

Tony Cooper - MA DipStat MBCS CEng GCI

Thomas Ruddy - Chairperson and editor “"Computers and Climate”
Paul Burstow - UK

Mark Lynas - Co-ordinator, Corporate Watch, UK

Philippe Pernstich - Global Commons Institute

Rohan D’Souza - Yale University, USA

Boudewijn Wegerif - Project Leader, Monetary Studies Programme
Jyoti Parikh - Senior Professor Indira Gandhi Institute of Development
Research, India; National Project Coordinator, Capacity Building
Project, UNDP; Chairperson, Environmental Economics Research Committee
EMCaB; Worldbank

Aniko Boehler - Chairperson, Senso Experience & Projects

Marc van der Valk - Barataria, Netherlands

Charlotte Pulver - UK

Charlotte Rees - UK

Paul Ekins - Forum for the Future, UK

Lara Marsh - Tourism Concern UK

Angie Zelter - Reforest the Earth, UK

Peter Doran - Foyle Basin Council (Local AGenda 21 Derry)

Paul Swann - Global Resource Bank

Adam Purple - Zentences

Martin Piers Dunkerton - Director Paradise Films UK

Alan Sloan - GRB Ecology Department UK

John Thomas - Energy Spokesperson Calderdale Green Party UK

Rick Ostrander - Relax for Survival USA

Christopher Harris - US

Carol Brouillet - Founder- Who's Counting Project, CA US

John Pozzi - Acting Manager Global Resource Bank

Icydor Mohabier - Georgia State University US

Christopher Harris - US

David Thomas - UK

Christopher Keene - Globalisation Campaigner/Green Party of England and Wales
Piet Beukes - Industrial Missionar, ICIM South Africa

John Devaney - International Co-ordinator, Green Party of England and Wales
Jama Ghedi, Abdi - Msc&MA - Gawan Environmental Centre, Somali NGOs
Julie Lewis - Centre for Participation, New Economics Foundation
Juliet Nickels - UK

Dr Caroline Lucas MEP - Member of European Parliament, Green Party
Dr David Cromwell - Oceanographer, UK, author “Private Planet”

Colin Price - Professor of Environmental and Forestry Economics,
University of Wales, Bangor



Patrick McCully - International Rivers Network Berkeley, California USA
Samantha Berry - Post-graduate student (PhD)

Caspar Davis - Victoria, BC Canada

David J. Weston - Monetary Reform Group UK

Joseph Mishan - Stort Valley FOE local group

Ryan Hunter - Center for Environmental Public Advocacy, Slovak Republic
Dr. Elizabeth Cullen - Irish Doctors Environmental Association

Tom Athanasiou - Writer, USA

Jamie Douglas Page - UK

Rosli Omar - SOS Selangor, Malaysia

Michal Kravcik - People and Water, Slovak Republic

Daphne Thuvesson - Trees and People Forum, Editor/Forests Trees & People
Newsletter, SLU Kontakt Swedish Uni. Agricultural Sciences

Chris Lang - Germany

Sarmila Shrestha - Executive Secretary, Women Acting Together for Change
Narayan Kaji Shrestha - Volunteer, Women Acting Together for Change
Wong Meng-chuo - Co-ordinator, IDEAL Malaysia

Amanda Maia Montague - international spiritual activist

Soumya Sarkar - Principal Staff Writer, The Financial Express

Sujata Kaushic - Editor Wastelands News, SPWD, New Delhi, India

Xiu Juan Liu - student Department of Geography University of Sydney, Australia
Ross Gelbspan - Author ‘The Heat Is On’ and Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist
Barry Coates — Director, World Development Movement UK

Aubrey Manning - UK

Andy Thorburn - Composer, Pianist and seed potato inspector, Scotland
Mike Read - Mike Read Associates, Australia

Shalmali Guttal - Focus on the Global South, Chulalongkorn University,
Bangkok THAILAND

Jennie Richmond - Policy Officer Christian Aid

Lavinia Andrei - Co-ordinator Climate Action Network Central and Eastern
Europe (Romania)

Dr. Ing. Joachim Nitsch - DLR, German Aerospace Center; ‘System Analysis & Tech Assessment
Karla Schoeters - Co-ordinator Climate Network Europe

Sibylle Frey - Researcher UK

Dr Ben Matthews - Global Commons Institute

Wolfgang Sachs - Wuppertal Institite Germany, IPCC TAR WG3 Lead Author
Bernd Brouns - University of Lliineburg Germany

Jindra Cekan, PhD - American Red Cross, Washington DC USA

Rohan D’Souza - postdoctoral Fellow, Agrarian Studies Program Yale University
John Tuxill - School of Forestry and Environmental Studies, Yale University
Olav Hohmeyer - Prof. Dr. University of Flensburg

Grant Harper - Victoria, Australia

Frances Fox - Asst. Manager, Global Resource Bank

Ernst von Weizsaecker, MP (SPD) - President, Wuppertal Institute for
Climate, Environment & Energy, Germany
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Marci Gerulis- Graduate Student, Boston, Massachusetts, USA

Andras Lukcas - President Clean Air Action Group, Budapest, Hungary

Srisuwan Kuankachorn - Director, Project for Ecological Recovery, Bangkok, Thailand
Devinder Sharma - journalist and author New Delhi, India

Ryan Fortune - journalist, Cape Times, Cape Town, South Africa

Emer O Siochru - Foundation for the Economics of Sustainability (FEASTA) Ireland
Anne Ryan - National University of Ireland, Maynooth

David O’Kelly - Foundation for the Economics of Sustainability (FEASTA) Ireland
Youba Sokona - Executive Secretary for International Relations of ENDA-TM, Dakar, Senegal
Jia Kangbai - Managing Editor, The Propgress Online, Sierra Leone

James K. Boyce - Economics Dept University of Massachusetts, Amherst, USA
Judit.Halasz - Green-Women, Hungary

Dr.Saleemul Huq - Executive Director Bangladesh Centre for Advanced Studies

Dr. Jean-Michel Parrouffe - Association Québécoise des Energies Renouvelables

Guy Dauncey - Author Victoria, Canada

Dr. Alex Casella - Prof.& Director of Energy Studies, University of Illinois

Michael R. Meuser - Clary Meuser Research Associates, Santa Cruz, CA USA

Arthur H. Campeau Q.C. - Ambassador for Environment and Sustainable Development
Professor Jack Dymond - Oregon State University

Donald L. Anderson - Biologist,USA (Maine)

Douglas G. Fox, Ph.D. - President, Fox & Associates, Former President,

Air & Waste Management Association & Chief Scientist, USDA-Forest Service USA
Clive Hamilton - Executive Director, The Australia Institute

Emilio Sempris - Coordinator, National Climate Change Program (Panama)

Michael Roth - Queensland Transport, Australia

Carrie Sonneborn - Australian Cooperative Research Centre for Renewable

Energy, Western Australia

Ali Bos - Postgraduate student, Canberra, Australia

Ilona Graenitz - Director, GLOBE Europe

Sungnok Andy Choi - Student/The Graduate Institute of Peace Studies

James Robertson - Prog. Mgr., Asia-Pacific Network for Global Change Research, Japan
Thomas Bernheim - Expert Federal Planning Bureau, Belgium

Julian Salt - Project Manager, Natural Perils, Loss Prevention Council UK

Yves Bajard, D.Sc.- Secretary, National Centre for Sustainability, Victoria, BC, Canada
Winona Alama - South Pacific Regional Environment Programme (SPREP)

Fatu Tauafiafi - Information and Publications Officer, South Pacific

Regional Environment Programme (SPREP)

Maria Lourdes ‘Pinky’ Baylon - University of Cambridge UK

Ying Shen - student of environmental chemistry Oklahoma City, US

Susan Engelke - student Sacramento, California, US

Pierre-Jean Arpin - France

Dr. Muawia H. Shaddad - Sudanese Environment Conservation Society

Christer Krokfors - University of Uppsala, Finland

Jesus Ramos-Martin - MSc Ecological Economics Keele University, UK

Lelei LeLaulu - Counterpart International



John Vandenberg - Resource Planning & Development Commission, Tasmania, Aust.
Pervinder Sandhu - ART

Paul Gregory - Researcher

Eleanor Chowns - Co-Ordinator GLOBE UK

Jurgen Maier - Forum Umwelt & Entwicklung, Germany

Grace Akumu - Executive Director Climate Network Africa

Robert Engelman - Vice President for Research, Population Action International

Tim O'Riordan - Associate Director, C-SERGE, UK

Ted Trainer - Author ‘Developed to Death’, Austrialia

Barry Budd - Australia

Tim Lenton - Centre for Ecology and Hydrology, UK

Tony Whittaker - retired solicitor, founder member Green Party

Lesley Whittaker - writer, consultant and member of Devon County Council, Green Party
Freda Sanders - research psychologist and finance director, member Green Party

Dr. Michael Benfield - ethicist, development consultant and investor, Green Party

Oras Tynkkynen - climate campaigner, Friends of the Earth Finland

Prof David Crichton - Environmental Consultant to the Association of British of Insurers
Teddy Goldsmith - Editor The Ecologist Special Issues

Simon Retallack - Deputy Editor, The Ecologist Special Issues

Ian Meredith - Canadian Association for the Club of Rome

Peter Dinnage - London UK

Jeremy Faull - Ecological Foundation, UK

Alistair Neill Stewart - Student Canada

Alina Averchenkova - PhD student, University of Bath, UK

Lars Ake Karlgren - Member of Regional Parliament Vistra Gétaland, Sweden
FERDINAND - Researcher, Centre for Economic and Social Studies Environment

Kathrin Eggs - Germany

Mrs Deirdre Balaam - UK

Dr John Kilani - Environmental Adviser, Chamber of Mines of South Africa

Jennie Sutton - Co-Chair “Baikal Environmental Wave” Irkutsk, Russia

Javier Blasco - Information officer - Carrefour de Aragon (Spain)

Alistair Neill Stewart - student, Canada

Dilip Ahuja - ISRO Prof Sc & Tech Policy Nat Institute of Adv Studies Indian Institute of Science
Gerald Leach - Senior Research Fellow, Stockholm Environment Institute

Prof Neil E. Harrison - Exec Director, The Sustainable Development Institute, Uni of Wyoming
Ulrich Duchrow - Kairos Europa

William C.G. Burns - Co-Chair, American Society of International Law - Wildlife

Richard Page - UK

Dr. Lennart Olsson - Director of Centre for Environmental Studies, Lund University, Sweden
Alex Begg - UpStart Services Ltd

John Dougill - London UK

Richard Parish - Churchill Community School UK

William J. Collis - Fisheries Scientist, Ecosystems Sciences, Bangladesh

Danielle Morley - UNED Forum UK

Michael Roy - Community Management Consultant, Bangladesh



Richard J.T. Klein - Snr Research Assoc, Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact Research, Germany
Sarwat Chowdhury - Ph.D. candidate, University of Maryland, USA

Helen Chadwick - IESD, De Montfort University UK

Ritu Kumar - Director, TERI-Europe, London UK

Dr Peter Mansfield - Good HealthKeeping, UK

Ari Lampinen - Pro Uni. Jyvaskyla Dept. of Biological and Environmental Sciences, Finland

Villa Mario - Professor/Politecnico di Torino, Italy

Henry Echeverri - Principal Advisor Corp Industrial Dev of Biotech Clean Technologies, Colombia
Alex Shoumatoff - author of “The World is Burning”, editor Vanity Fair Magazine New York, USA
Tom Smith - Park Slope Greens/Brooklyn, NY (USA) NE Resistance to Genetic Engineering USA
Marcelo Mautone - President, AAC-Asociacion para la Accion Climatica, Montevideo, URUGUAY
Stuart M. Leiderman - Environmental Response/4th World Project, New Hampshire, USA

Wim Zweers - Environmental Philosopher, Fac of Philosophy, Univ. Amsterdam, Netherlands
Caroline Gardner - Secretary, Pacific Institute of Resource Management,

Wellington, New Zealand, currently studying for a Master’s degree in Development Studies

Kay Weir - Editor Pacific World & Pacific Institute of Resource Management [PIRM] NZ

Jennifer Klarwill - PIRM New Zealand

Jocelyn Brooks - PIRM New Zealand

Cliff Mason - PIRM New Zealand

Ian Shearer - PIRM New Zealand Manager of NZ Wind Energy Association

Derek Wilson - PIRM New Zealand

Hellmuth Christian Stuven - runner and environmental planner, Roskilde, DK

Dr. Mae-Wan Ho - Instof Science in Society & Biology Dept Open Uni, Walton Hall, Milton Keynes
Dr. M Siegmund - Ed Int Jnl of Humanities & Peace; Dir. Tetworld Ctr for Peace & Global Gaming
Peter Talbot Willcox - Chairman of Metanoia Trust and REEP, London, UK

Fr. Vincent Rossi - Orthodox priest, Christian Society of the Green Cross, Santa Rosa, CA

Mark Muller - Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy, Minneapolis, Minnesota USA

Prof. Alwexey Yablokov - The Centerfor Russian Environmental Policy, Moscow, Russia

Peter Morrison - Executive Director Pacific Biodiversity Institute, Winthrop, WA 98862

Marie Haisova - Director Agentura GAIA, Prague, Czech Republic

Dr Vladimir Levchenko - Moderator of Ecological NW Line, St.Petersburg, Russia. Inst. of Evoluti-
nary Physiology & Biochemistry of Russian Acad. Sci.

Constanta Emilia Boroneant - Snr Researcher, Climatology National Institute of Meteorology and
Hydrology Bucharest, Romania

Dr. Josep Puig - Scientists and Technicians for a Non Nuclear Future

Geri DeStefano - PhD, The Source Natural Healing Centre, Vancouver, BC

Alfred Webre - JD, MEd, Editor, earthradioTV.com, Vancouver, BC

S. Maini - Architect Executive of the Auroville Building Centre INDIA

Dr Jim Phelps - Chairman, Zululand Environmental Alliance (ZEAL), Empangeni, 3880 South Africa
Eduardo Gudynas - Latin American Center Social Ecology

Jan Haverkamp - Friends of the Earth Czech Republic

S. (Bobby) Peek - groundWork, South Africa

Olivier Barot - Photographer & graphic designer, Auroville, Tamil Nadu, India

Hermann Hatzfeldt - Germany

Dr Annalet van Schalkwyk - Faculty of Theology and Religious Studies, Unisa, South Africa



P. Lehmann - Sonzier Switzerland

H. Holloway - Sustainability Network

Stan Scarano - Co-President, National Coaltion for the Chemically Injured, USA

Prof Upali S. Amarasinghe - Department of Zoology University of Kelaniya, Sri Lanka

Dr I M Dharmadasa - Advisor to Solar Energy Applications for SAREP-South

Asia Renewable Energy Programme, Dr. Sheffield Hallam University

Judie Blair - South Africa Development Fund

John Whiting - Diatribal Press London UK

Anne Roda - International Communications Coordinator, Earth Day Network, Seattle USA
Adil Najam - Professor Dept Int Rel. Ctrr for Energy and Environmental Studies Boston University
Ian.Burton - Emeritus Professor at the University of Toronto, Canada

Colinas Verdes - Fdn for Conservation and Development, San Pedro de Vilcabamba, Loja , Ecuador
Dr Arvind Sivaramakrishnan - UK

Dr. Anjan Datta - Coordinator Environment Cluster Centre and GIS Studies Dhaka Bangladesh
Claire W. Gilbert, Ph.D. - Publisher, Blazing Tattles

Dr Philip Webber -Chair, Scientists for Global Responsibility

Kevin Danaher - Global Exchange

Hermann Oelsner - Darling Sustainable Energy and Employment Scheme

Sarah O‘Gorman - Ollwatch Europe

Mark Dubrulle - President European Society for Environment and Development (ESED)
Phumla Yeki - Vuk’Afrika, Cape Town, SOUTH AFRICA

Danie van der Walt - Executive Producer 50/50, SABC. RSA

Daniel Humphrey - Student, Coventry University

Stephen Law - Environmental Monitoring Group, Wynberg, South Africa

Michael P. Huyter - Environmental Specialist, CalPoly-Pomona -

Medini Bhandari - Chairman, Assoc for Protection of Environment & Culture (APEC), Morang, Nepal
Geoff Holland - Director, Institute for Global Futures Research (IGFR) Australia

Yves Bajard, D.Sc. - Secr, Networking for a Common Future in Society, Victoria, BC. Canada
Lloyd Wright - Institute for Transport & Development Policy, Ecuador

Eduardo Viola - Full Professor of International Relations, University of Brasilia, Brazil

Michael R. Meuser - Clary Meuser Research Network

Maria Becket - Coordinator, Religion Science and the Environment, Greece

David Palin - Organisation Consultant working for environment and development, Belgium
Tessa Tennant - Board Member, Calvert World Values Fund

Richard Worthington - Earthlife Africa Johannesburg Branch Co-ordinator

Professor Andrew McLaughlin - Department of Philosophy, Lehman College, Bronx, N.Y.
Alastair Robinson - CHPA, London

Martin Wright - Editor, Green Futures

John Vandenberg - Town Planner, Tasmania, Australia

Giacomo Valentini - Brussels, Belgium

Cornelis R. Becker - Director Meteorological Service, SURINAME

Tammo Oegema - Senior Researcher at IMSA, AmsterdamInnovat

Manoj K Guha - Director, Special Projects and Technology Applications, Colombus, Ohio, USA
Alejandro Leon - Professor, Universidad de Chile

John Byrne - Director, Center for Energy & Environmental Policy, US



Dr. Nur Masripatin - Ministry of Forestry and Estate Crops, Indonesia

Dr. Khalid Akhtar - Assistant Professor, Faculty of Mechanical Engineering Ghulam Ishaq Khan
Institute of Eng. Sciences & Technology, TOPI 23460, District PAKISTAN

Dr Tariq Ali - Research Director, Environment Office, Imperial College, London

Alexandra Hartridge - UK

Chris Hewett - Senior Research Fellow Institute for Public Policy Research, London UK

Daniele GUIDI - cosoluzioni, ITALY

Nelson Obirih-Opareh - University of Amsterdam Faculty of Environmental Sciences Netherlands
Tim Reeder - Fleet UK

Catarina Roseta Palma - Phd student, Fac. Economia UNL Lisboa Portugal

Nicholas Vincent - New Zealand

Arild Vatn - Professor at the Agricultural University of Norway

Prof. Juan de Dios Ortuzar - Dept of Transport Engineering Pontificia Universidad Catolica de Chile
Ian Bateman - University of East Anglia UK

Colin Patrick Gleeson - Snr lecturer in the Built Environment, NE Surrey College of Technology, UK
Richard McManus - Mto Consulting, Australia

Carlos Frick - Director, R&D, Instituto Plan Agropecuario, Uruguay

Dr. Michael Finus - Senior Lecture, University of Hagen, Germany

Robert W. Schultz - Renewable Energy Information REINAM Windhoek

Chris Livesey - Environmental Policy Consultant Tonkin & Taylor Ltd Wellington NZ

Paul Diamond - Director EMML, founder of SUSTAIN The World Sustainable Energy Fair.

Gisela Prasad - Director, Institute of Southern African Studies, National University of Lesotho

Dr. Stefan Drenkard Decon - Deutsche Energie Consult Germany

Martin Manuhwa - ZIMPOWER Engineers Zimbabwe

Randall Spading-Fecher - Energy & Development Research Centre, University of Cape Town, SA
Anthony Cortese Sc.D - President Second Nature, Inc. Boston, MA USA

Nino Javakhishvili - Project Assistant of CENN - Caucasus Environmental NGO Network

Fabrice Flipo - PhD Student UTT f-10000 Troyes

Malkhaz Dzneladze - Georgian Society of Forestry, National Parks and Conservation - President
Georgia

Berndt H. Brikell Political Scientist, Department of Social Sciences Political Science, Orebro Univer-
sity, Sweden

Professor Dr Chris Ryan - Int Inst Industrial Environmental Economics, Lund University, Sweden.
Norbert Suchanek - Journalist and Author, Germany

Matthias Buck - Ecologic, Ctr Int & Eu Environmental Research, Berlin and LSE
Dr.P.Ilango - Ageing Research Foundation of India, Tiruchirappalli, INDIA

Antoni Salamanca - President of ECOjustice, Environmental Consultant. Spain

Arinda Cadariu - Project Officer /Gestionnaires Sans Frontieres Romania

Mitchell Gold - UN Special Envoy / Senior Research Assistant, the International
Association of Educators for World Peace

Jean-Daniel Saphores - Assistant Professor of Economics, Universite Laval, Quebec, CA
Doug La Follette - Wisconsin Secretary of State, Madison, Wisconsin USA

Dr. Jim Salmon - Past-President, Canadian Wind Energy Association

3K 5K 3Kk 5K 3k 5K >k ok ok 3k ok >k ok K 3k 5k ok ok ok 3k ok >k ok K 3k ok koK ok 3k ok kok K ko ok ko k >k k



CHARTER 99 Supports Contraction and Convergence Aubrey Meyer
Apr 03, 2000 07:56 PDT
CHARTER 99 Declaration

Inter alia™ . . . . Declare climate change to be an essential global security interest and establish a
high-level international urgent action team to assist the UN Conference of the Parties on Climate
Change to set a scientifically based global ceiling on greenhouse gas emissions, to allocate nation-
al shares of permissible emissions based on convergence to equal per capita rights, and to work
with governments, companies, international agencies and NGOs to cut emissions of greenhouse
gases to a sustainable level.”

Malcolm Harper, Director, United Nations Association
Mrs Anna Ford BBC

Chief Emeka Anyaoku Sec-Gen Commonwealth
Jean Lambert MEP

Linda Melvern

Tony Colman MP

Barry Coates, Director, World Development Movement
Anita Roddick The Body Shop International PLC
Lord Peter Archer of Sandwell

George Monbiot

Lord Frank Judd of Portsea

Glenys Kinnock MEP

Ken Livingstone MP

Prof. Andrew Motion , Poet Laureate,

Prof. Tim Brighouse

Lord Richard Rogers of Riversdale RA RIBA

Julian Filochowski OBE, Director, CAFOD

Mr Glyn Ford MEPLabour MEP South West London
Dr Peter Brand MP

Mr David Waller , Director, Acord

Mrs Marian Young VP WEA

Mr Tony Jones Ex Dir Mersey Basin Trust

Mr Mark Thomas , Comic,

Mr Michael Moore MP

Prof. Amyan Macfadyen MA D SC

Prof. Naom Chomsky

Prof. John Hicks

Prof. Ruth Lister Loughborough Univ.

Simon Maxwell, Director, Overseas Development Institute
Peter Luff , Director,

Linda Malvern

Prof. Johan Galtung , Director, Transcend

Donald Gorrie MP

Mr Tom Brake MPCarshalton & Wallington

Prof. Anthony Giddens, Director, LSE

Richard Douthwaite, Author,



Sir Shridath Ramphal Commission for Global Governance

Prof. Paul Hirst, Chair of Executive, Charter 88

Anthony Barnett

Gavin Strang MP

Mr Jonathan Dimbleby, President, VSO Friends of the Earth Finland
Mike Gapes MP

Nigel Palmer MP

David Drew MP

Caroline Lucas MEP

David Kidney MP

Polly James, Actress,

Baroness Helena Kennedy QC

John McAllion MP

Jim Dobbin MP

Nick Harvey MP

Le Tagaloa Pita, President, Samoa United Nations Association Inc.
Lord Dennis Healey of Riddlesden

Andrew George MPfor St Ives

David Lepper MP

Silvia McFadyen-Jones , Immediate Past-President and Human Rights Consultant,
Women's International League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF) BC Branch
Prof. George Brandt

Daleep S Mukariji , Director, Christian Aid

Mike Aaronson , Director General, Save the Children

David Bryer , Director, Oxfam GB

Lynne Jones MP

Rt. Hon Barry Jones MP

David Chaytor MP

Susan George , President, Observatoire de la Mondialisation
[Globalisation

Observatory]

Cynog Dafis MP

Lord Timothy Beaumont of Whitley

Joan Walley MP

Terry Davis MP

Bowen Wells MPChairman International Development Select Committee
Geoffrey Bindman

Steve Crawshaw , Senior Writer, The Independent

Mr Roger Casale MP

Mr. Dale Campbell-Savours MP

Mr Edward Davey MP

Mark Goldring , Chief Executive, VSO

Brian Jenkins , Organisor of and Writer, Stop the MAI Coalition
Prof. Richard Hoggart

Archy Kirkwood MP



Malcolm Bruce MP
Nadine Gordimer , Author/Nobel Laureate, Goodwill Ambassador UNDP
Fred Halliday LSE
Prof. Steven P Rose Biology Dept.
Baroness Diana Warwick CVCP
Prof. Ben Pimlott
Ms Julia Drown MP
David C Korten , President, The People-Centered Development Forum
Nigel Jones MPCheltenham
Richard Livsey MPfor Brecon & Radnorshire
Rt. Hon. Alan Beith MPDeputy Leader, Liberal Democrats
Jackie Ballard MP
Mike Hancock CBE MP
Colin Breed MP
Vincent Cable MP
Rt. Hon. Menzies Campbell CBE, QC, MP
Norman Baker MPLiberal Democrats
Hazel Henderson , Author, Building a Win-Win World, and Beyond Globalization
Phil Willis MPfor Harrogate and Knaresborough
Dr Jenny Tonge MPLiberal Democrat Spokesperson for International Development
Allan Rogers MP
Ipi Ettore
Lord Desai of St Clement DanesLSE
Don Foster MP
John MacDonnell MP
Jean Marcben , Deputy Mayor of Calais, France,
Neil Gerrard MP
Austin Mitchell MP
Alan Keen MP
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Opportunity Knocks at PEW  Aubrey Meyer
Apr 05, 2000 03:28 PDT
Opportunity Knocks at the PEW CENTRE for C&C *This Month*
The PEW Centre (with Chatham House) has billed a: -
Climate Change Conference - April 25-26, 2000, Washington, D.C.
(see http://www.pewclimate.org)
Pronk/Prescott/Bob Hill/Claussen and other ‘eminent and/or ordinary
persons will be addressing: - “Innovative Policy Solutions to Global
Climate Change”

Chatham House already advocates ‘Contraction & Convergence’. (if M. Grubb, of “"The Kyoto Proto-
col - a Guide and an Assessment” (Earthscan) is as good as his word).

Grubb describes it as, “the most politically prominent contender for any specific global formula

for long-term allocations with increasing numbers of adherents in both developed and developing
countries,” saying that it, “emerged from the academic debate”. (p 270)

(Also see http://www.gci.org.uk/grubb.html)

4



PEW Centre has a ‘position” on Contraction and Convergence. (see http://www.pewclimate.org/
projects/pol_equity.html)

Citing the paper by GCN colleagues Dr Dan Kammen and Ann Kinzig, the PEW Climate/Equity
paper makes the following remark (p 11); it is rather strangely phrased: -

“Several proposals for convergence around a uniform per capita emissions level have set the bar
at around one ton of carbon dioxide (sic - they must surely mean one tonne - metric - of carbon
from carbon dioxide) a level significantly lower that most Annex One countries and even lower
than some developing countries [Kinzig Kammen]. Is this possible? (they ask) If enough people
think it is impractical - regardless of whether they think it is fair - the chances of implementing any
internal mitigation standards are reduced.”

I (Aubrey/GCI) say this can be put the other way, i.e. “if enough people

think that it is practical/fair then we can do it.”

At COP5 Lisa McNeilly co-author of the PEW document seemed unwilling to discuss this.
However, Opportunity Knocks !!!

Tom Spencer (GLOBE International - he recently won the ‘Green Ribbon Award’ for helping put
C&C on the map) will be there representing Counterpart International (CI). CI (Lelei LeLaulu) have
endorsed C&C.

Tom is already interested raising the “"£100 million worth of shame” question (UK sells CO2 credits
to the US etc).

He could also raise the issue of C&C with the extensive support that is already on record. (See this
website).

To help Tom to get PEW to put the issue in a positive light, I will also shortly post an extended list
of academic/politcal/media support references for this approach.

If anybody has references (especially web URLS) please send them to me an I will include them in
this ‘archive’.

Thank you

Aubrey
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Stuck in the TAR?  Aubrey Meyer
May 12, 2000 09:06 PDT
GCI Letter To Rob Swart

Re Contraction and Convergence in the TAR or not in the TAR (TAR = IPCC Third Assessment Re-
port).

Dear Rob

Thank you for your e-mail. I agree with you the ethics are important and the issues are sensitive.
That is why GCI will continue to co-operate with you all in a sensitive manner and why we shall
continue to appreciate your good judgement and co-operation.

The attachment (see above and below) I sent you is the up-dated C&C Reference list. Over 40
references are there. Many are ‘intellectually blue-chip.’

This is simply continuing to keep sound records. If anyone - or author - believes still that there are
no or perhaps even insufficient references for “Contraction and Convergence” related literature,
they now - with your help please, you have the addresses, and I only have the ones of people I
actually know - have a resource with which to correct this error. Perhaps this is still relevant vis-a-
vis some of the people you are still trying to get a result from in TAR Chapter One.

You are rightly concerned about the need to be constructive and productive. What is both of these
things, and what I intend to keep attention sensitively focussed on now, is the following : -



IPCC Authors: -

(1) Review all the policy documentation and literature logically relevant to achievement of the
objective of the UNFCCC regardless of their ideological preferences. IPCC serves the Convention
before it serves the Protocol (which may yet fail to achieve ratification). The formal Institutional
linkage for IPCC is at that meta-level with the UNFCCC, as we all know.

I understand it has been suggested that some of the relevant literature has been classified as
‘grey’ (marginal). Springer Verlag, The European Parliament, The Royal Commission on Environ-
mental Pollution (UK), UNEP, Chatham House, (amongst at least some of the others on the at-
tached list) would, I feel sure, take exception to that classification of their status and relevance in
this exercise. Perhaps they should be consulted.

(2) Reveal and explain difference of views where they exist.

This is the 'Bolin Dictum’ (see my previous review comments - “Framework or Guesswork”) - The
SAR observed this, (with some difficulty re ‘valuation’ towards the end it is true) and the TAR will
obviously have to do this as well. It is in the formal IPCC rules of procedure. It is the only sensible
way to proceed, especially so as avoid the concern that sees the ‘politicizing the IPCC..

(3) Explicitly in this context, attend and take account of the substance and the output of the spe-
cially convened IPCC Workshops (e.g. Cuba) around these issues.

............ This did not happen regarding the Cuba Equity workshop in February, as you mentioned
with some understandable disappointment. Consequently the views of the participants (Estrada et
al) are in danger of being ignored when the opposite is all-too-obviously required.

I remember during the SAR years, Principal Lead Authors failed to attend the Equity workshop in

Nairobi. It was this as much as anything which led to the subsequent difficulties regarding the er-
ror of unequal life evaluation and the protracted business of correcting this and ensuring that rules
of procedure were eventually adhered to.

Kind regards
Aubrey Meyer

GCI

UK Royal Commission backs C&C Aubrey Meyer
Jun 17, 2000 08:27 PDT

In their extended report - “Energy - the changing climate”, published 16/6/2000 - the UK Royal
Commission on Environmental Pollution roundly supports the principles on Contraction and Con-
vergence.

Ref: - http://www.rcep.org.uk/newenergy.htmi

Detail on RCEP Backing for C&C Aubrey Meyer
Jun 18, 2000 23:50 PDT

Re “Contraction and Convergence” and the advocacy of this by the UK Royal Commission on Envi-
ronmental Pollution.

The report as a whole is sited at: -

http://www.rcep.org.uk/newenergy.html

Contraction & Convergence is the third of the 19 KEY recommendations to the government here.
(See all 19 below). There were 87 recommendations in total.

“3. The government should press for a future global climate agreement based on the contraction
and convergence approach, combined with international trading in emission permits. Together,
these offer the best long-term prospect of securing equity, economy and international consensus
(4.69).”



The C&C chapter is Chapter Four

http://www.rcep.org.uk/pdf/chp4.pdf

In Chapter Four and in the section; “"The Need for an International Agreement”, we find . . ..
A PER CAPITA BASIS FOR EMISSION QUOTAS

4.47 Continued, vigorous debate is needed, within and between nations, on the best basis for

an agreement to follow the Kyoto Protocol. Our view is that an effective, enduring and equitable
climate protocol will eventually require emission quotas to be allocated to nations on a simple and
equal per capita basis. There will have to be a comprehensive system of monitoring emissions to
ensure the quotas are complied with. Adjustment factors could be used to compensate for differ-
ences in nations’ basic energy needs. Those countries which regularly experience very low or high
temperatures might, for instance, be entitled to an extra allocation per capita for space heating or
cooling.

4.48 A system of per capita quotas could not be expected to enter into force immediately. At the
same time as entitling developing nations to use substantially more fossil fuels than at present
(which they might not be able to afford), it would require developed nations to make drastic and
immediate cuts in their use of fossil fuels, causing serious damage to their economies.

4.49 A combination of two approaches could avoid this politically and diplomatically unaccept-
able situation, while enabling a per capita basis to be adhered to. The first approach is to require
nations’ emission quotas to follow a contraction and convergence trajectory. Over the coming
decades each nation’s allocation would gradually shift from its current level of emissions towards
a level set on a uniform per capita basis. By this means ‘grandfather rights'would gradually be
removed: the quotas of developed nations would fall, year by year, while those of the poorest
developing nations would rise, until all nations had an entitlement to emit an equal quantity of
greenhouse gases per head (convergence). From then on, the quotas of all nations would decline
together at the same rate (contraction). The combined global total of emissions would follow a
profile through the 21st and 22nd centuries which kept theatmospheric concentration of green-
house gases below a specified limit.

50 The upper limit on the concentration of greenhouse gases would be determined by interna-
tional negotiations, as would the date by which all nations would converge on a uniform per capita
basis for their emission quotas, and the intermediate steps towards that. It would probably also be
necessary to set a cut-off date for national populations: beyond that date, further changes in the
size of a country’s population would not lead to any increase or decrease in its emission quota.

4.51 In table 4.1 17 we have applied the contraction and convergence approach to carbon diox-
ide emissions, and calculated what the UK’s emissions quotas would be in 2050 and 2100 for four
alternative upper limits on atmospheric concentration. We have assumed for this purpose that
2050 would be both the date by which nations would converge on a uniform per capita emissions
figure and the cut-off date for national populations.18 If 550 ppmv is selected as the upper limit,
UK carbon dioxide emissions would have to be reduced by almost 60% from their current level by
mid-century, and by almost 80% by 2100. Even stabilisation at a very high level of 1,000 ppmv
would require the UK to cut emissions by some 40% by 2050.

4.52 The UK-based Global Commons Institute has taken the lead in promoting contraction and
convergence, and has developed a computer model which specifies emission allocations under a
range of scenarios.19 The concept has been supported by several national governments and leg-
islators. Some developed nations are very wary of it because it implies drastic reductions in their
emissions, but at least one minister in a European government has supported it.20 Commentators
on climate diplomacy have identified contraction and convergence as a leading contender among
the various proposals for allocating emission quotas to nations in the long term.21

4.53 The other ingredient which would make an agreement based on per capita allocations of

quotas more feasible is flexibility of the kind already provided in outline in the Kyoto Protocol (4.42
and box 4A). Nations most anxious to emit greenhouse gases in excess of their allocation over a



given period will be able and willing to purchase unused quota at prices which incline other coun-
tries to emit less than their quota, to the benefit of both parties. The clean development mecha-
nism, which allows developed nations to claim emission reductions by sponsoring projects which
reduce emissions in developing nations to levels lower than they would otherwise have been, can
also be seen as a form of trading.

4.54 In the longer term trading by companies in emission permits, drawn from national emis-
sion quotas determined on the basis of a contraction and convergence agreement, could make
a valuable contribution to reducing the global costs of stabilising greenhouse gas concentrations
while transferring resources from wealthy nations to poorer ones. Trading needs to be transpar-
ent, monitored and regulated, and backed by penalties on nations which emit more than they
are entitled to. If it became merely a means of enabling wealthy nations to buy up the emission
entitlements of poor countries on the cheap, thereby evading taking any action at home, trading
would not serve the cause of climate protection. Nor would it if developing countries which had
sold quota heavily went on to emit in excess of their revised entitlements.

RECOMMENDATIONS

We bring together here all the recommendations which appear (in bold type) elsewhere in this
report: first 19 key recommendations, which are also included (in capitals) in the relevant contexts
in chapter 10; and then a number of other recommendations on particular aspects

KEY RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The goal of reducing the UK's annual carbon dioxide emissions by 20% from their 1990 level
by 2010 is a major step in the right direction. It should become a firm target and the government
should produce a climate change programme that will ensure it is achieved (5.60).

2. The UK should continue to play a forceful leading role in international negotiations to combat
climate change, both in its own right and through the European Union. The government should
press for further reductions in the greenhouse gas emissions of developed nations after 2012, and
controls on the emissions of developing nations (4.68).

3. The government should press for a future global climate agreement based on the contraction
and convergence approach, combined with international trading in emission permits. Together,
these offer the best long-term prospect of securing equity, economy and international consensus
(4.69).

4. While UK carbon dioxide emissions are falling at the moment, they are expected to begin ris-
ing again. All but one of the nuclear power stations, the main source of carbon-free energy at
present, are expected to close by 2025. The government should set out, within the next five
years, a programme for energy demand reductions and development of alternative energy sources
that will prevent this from causing an increase in UK emissions (10.12).

5. The government should now adopt a strategy which puts the UK on a path to reducing carbon
dioxide emissions by some 60% from current levels by about 2050. This would be in line with

a global agreement based on contraction and convergence which set an upper limit for the car-
bon dioxide concentration in the atmosphere of some 550 ppmv and a convergence date of 2050
(10.10).

6. Absolute reductions in energy demand and a large deployment of alternative energy sources
will be needed if the UK is to make deep and sustained cuts in carbon dioxide emissions while pro-
tecting its environment and quality of life (10.17). Longer-term targets should be set for expand-
ing the contribution from renewable sources well beyond 10% of electricity supplies to cover a
much larger share of primary energy demand (7.106). A range of targets should be developed for
raising energy efficiency in all sectors of the economy (6.172). A central policy objective must be a
very large reduction in demand for energy for heating and cooling, achieved through much more
sophisticated management of heat and much wider use of combined heat and power schemes for
both the industrial and the commercial and domestic markets. The resulting heat networks, sup-
plied initially by fossil fuels, could ultimately obtain heat from energy crops and electrically pow-
ered heat pumps (8.15).



7. The targets in the UK’s long-term strategy should cover protection and expansion of carbon
sinks through tree planting and appropriate land use policies (10.20).8. The UK should introduce
a carbon tax, replacing the climate change levy which is due to begin next year. It should apply
upstream and cover all sectors (10.26).

9. The first call on the revenue from this carbon tax should be to further reduce fuel poverty by
benefit increases and more spending on household energy efficiency measures (10.27).

10. The remainder of the revenue should be used to raise investment in energy efficiency meas-
ures in all sectors, to increase the viability of alternative energy sources, and to reduce the impact
of the new tax on UK industrial competitiveness (10.28).

11. The UK should press for a carbon tax within the European Union, but proceed on its own if
agreement cannot be reached within the next few years (10.32).

12. We recommend that a Sustainable Energy Agency should be set up to promote energy ef-
ficiency more effectively in all sectors and co-ordinate that with the rapid development of new
energy sources (10.46).

13. We recommend that the government should take the lead in a fundamental review of how
electricity networks can best be financed, managed and regulated in order to stimulate and ac-
commodate large contributions to energy supplies from combined heat and power plants and
renewable sources, while maintaining reliability and quality of supplies (10.50).

14. We recommend that the fall in government spending on energy research and development
should be reversed, and annual expenditure as a proportion of gross domestic product quadrupled
over the next decade to bring the UK up to the present EU average (10.59).

15. The need to reduce emissions of greenhouse gases, particularly carbon dioxide, should be
taken into account in all government policies. That is not the case at present (10.67).

16. The UK government and devolved administrations should launch a long-term programme to
bring about major reductions in the energy requirements of buildings. As well as reducing wast-
age, this will embrace wide use of technologies that enable occupiers of buildings, including
householders, to obtain their own heat and electricity from renewable or energy-efficient sources
such as solar heating, solar electricity, heat pumps, and small-scale combined heat and power
plants (6.100). It will also require the large-scale construction of district heating networks, so that
advantage can be taken of larger-scale combined heat and power schemes (10.68).

17. Reducing carbon dioxide emissions should continue to be a central objective of transport policy
(10.69).

18. Growing crops for energy purposes should be regarded as a primary use for agricultural land,
and policies and support measures should reflect that (10.71).

19. A comprehensive strategy is needed for developing renewable energy sources offshore. This
should cover assessment of environmental impacts, designation of appropriate areas, and the pos-
sibility of combining more than one technology within a single installation (10.72).

‘Cool Heads, Cold Feet’? Open letter re Skeptics Aubrey Meyer
May 28, 2000 04:31 PDT
To CLIMATE-L Readers: -

GCI has posted an open letter to: -

Marlo Lewis

Former Vice President for Policy and Coalitions
Competitive Enterprise Institute

Washington



regarding the ‘climate skeptics /cool heads’ ‘invasion’ of Capitol Hill next Tuesday the 30th of May.
http://www.gci.org.uk/correspondence/Marlo.pdf

Red Cross and Red Crescent Aubrey Meyer
Jun 20, 2000 05:59 PDT
To GCN members

RC embraces C&C
This ‘good’ news is embargoed until 9.30 am June 28th

XXX

The International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies publishes “World Disasters
Report 2000” on the above date. It is published in several countries and in several languages.

[See http://www.ifrc.org/]
Andrew Simms of New Economics Foundation authored Chapter Seven of this report.

In chapter seven of the IFRC booklet there is a box - A climate of Debt [7.2] - where Andy makes
the case he made in the Christian Aid booklet - “Climate, Debt, Equity and Survival” - the basis of
the pro-C&C Global Commons Network position statement.

While the “"World Disasters Report” has ‘technical and editorial independence’, it is IFRC’s ‘flagship’
publication.

This puts IFRC in line with C&C. Good move Andy.
Text follows.

World Disasters Report 2000

Box 7.2 “A Climate of Debt”

On 1 March 2000, the world’s media reported a story of hope amid the despair and catastrophe of
Mozambique’s massive floods. For days, while the international response stalled, just a handful of
helicopters plucked a lucky few stranded people to safety. Then a woman was found clinging to a
tree to escape the water. She had been there for three days. Extraordinarily, in the minutes before
her rescue, she gave birth. There was a ripple of inappropriate self-congratulation in the Western
press.

The story diverted attention from the large but unknown number of deaths, the estimated 1million
people displaced, the loss of countless livestock and crops, the immeasurable damage to infra-
structure. Typically, poverty had moved large numbers of people into areas highly vulnerable to
climate-related disasters.

For a country still recovering from years of conflict and debt, the flood not only wiped out hard-
won development gains, but set the country back far into the foreseeable future. In spite of its
poverty and efforts towards reform, the servicing of foreign debts had been allowed to drain Mo-
zambique of precious resources for many years.

Even following treatment by the latest improved debt-relief deal, known as HIPC II, current es-
timates suggest that Mozambique will still have to spend US$ 45 million a year on debt servicing
— more than it spends on either primary health care or basic education.

Yet, while highly indebted poor countries are pursued by creditors to service their foreign debts,
industrialized countries are themselves responsible for a larger and potentially more damaging
ecological debt. A debt for which no accounting system exists to force repayment. And those most
responsible for the debt are least likely to suffer the consequences.

Reckless human use of fossil fuels — overwhelmingly by industrialized countries — has helped
raise the spectre of climate change, which darkens everyone’s horizon. According to a letter co-



signed in December 1999 by the under secretary of the US National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration and the chief executive of the UK Meteorological Office, “the rapid rate of warming
since 1976, approximately 0.2 degrees Celsius per decade, is consistent with the projected rate
of warming based on human-induced effects...we continue to see con-firmation of the long-term
warming trend.”

But poor people in poor countries suffer first and worst from extreme weather conditions linked to
climate change — a fact highlighted in the ‘World Disasters Report 1999’. Today, 96 per cent of all
deaths from natural disasters occur in developing countries. By 2025, over half of all people living
in developing countries will be “highly vulnerable” to floods and storms. Ironically, these are also
the people likely to be most affected by the results of financial debt.

Mozambique was just the latest example. Late last year, the coasts of Venezuela and India’s Orissa
state suffered some of the worst storms and flooding in living memory, killing tens of thousands.
Ever-worsening floods in Bangladesh left 21 million homeless in 1998. That same year, the El Nifio
weather phenomenon left its scars in droughts and floods from southern Africa to northern India,
Latin America to the Pacific. Then, ironically, Mozambique had to prepare for drought. When Hur-
ricane Mitch hit Central America, the Honduran president commented, “We lost in 72 hours what
we have taken more than 50 years to build.” According to the reinsurance giant MunichRe, the
number of great weather-related and flood disasters quadrupled during the 1990s compared to
the 1960s, while resulting economic losses increased eight-fold over the same period.

Geological history shows the earth gripped by natural cycles of cooling and warming. But now, be-
cause of human-driven accumulation of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, we are moving beyond
natural climatic variations.

To solve the problem or, at least, mitigate its worst effects, all nations will have to live within one
global environmental budget. Emissions need controlling because the atmosphere, seas and for-
ests can only absorb a certain amount before disruption begins. Currently, industrialized countries
generate over 62 times more carbon dioxide pollution per person than the least developed coun-
tries.

No one owns the atmosphere, yet we all need it. So we can assume that we all have an equal
right to its services — an equal right to pollute. On the basis of the minimum cuts in total carbon
dioxide pollution needed to stabilize the climate, estimated by the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change to be between 60 to 80 per cent of the pollution levels reached in 1990, and as-
suming that we all have an equal right to pollute, rich countries are running up a massive climate
or ‘carbon’ debt. By using fossil fuels at a level far above a threshold for sustainable consumption,
year after year the carbon debts of rich countries get bigger.

Ironically, poor people in poor countries suffer whatever the debt — whether from the smaller,
conventional debts their nations owe, or from the larger, more threatening carbon debts being
amassed by industrialized nations.

There is a direct link between fossil-fuel use and the economic output gained from overutilizing
these non-renewable reserves. Because of this, the carbon debt can be given illustrative estimates
in economic efficiency terms. Such sums show heavily indebted poor countries in carbon credit up
to three times the value of their conventional debts. G7 nations, however, fall US$ 13 trillion into
debt.

Given the policy conditions associated with conventional debt, logic suggests that poor countries
should now, in the face of climate change, be able to impose a reverse form of structural adjust-
ment on those most responsible. In ‘Caring for the Future: Report of the Independent Commis-
sion on Population and Quality of Life’, M.S. Swaminathan comments that “what we really need is
adjustment to sustainable life styles”. The onus is on industrialized countries.

Instead of old-style structural adjustment programmes for poor, indebted countries, a far more
critical challenge will be devising sustainability adjustment programmes for the rich. Klaus Topfer,
executive director of the UN Environment Programme (UNEP), has called for a 90 per cent cut in

consumption in rich countries to meet the challenge. Tépfer, in UNEP’s latest report, ‘Global Envi-



ronmental Outlook 2000’, pointed to global warming as one of the main threats to the human ace,
and added that “a series of looming crises and ultimate catastrophe can only be averted by a mas-
sive increase in political will”.

“Any political solution to climate change will need to be based on reductions in emissions, other-
wise known as contraction. As the climate is owned by no one and needed by everyone, we will
also have to move towards equally sharing the atmosphere, known as convergence. Our collective
survival could depend on addressing both.”

The International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies World Disasters Report
2000"

UNWire - RCEP & C&C Aubrey Meyer
Jun 20, 2000 15:24 PDT
CLIMATE CHANGE: UK Facing Potential Disaster; More

Scientists have predicted a dramatic rise in greenhouse gas emissions in the United Kingdom,
warning that subsequent global warming could cause an environmental disaster, BBC Online re-
ports.

[http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/sci/tech/newsid_793000/793211.stm]

Britain’s Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution, an independent group that advises the UK
government, has recommended a 60% cut in emissions over the next 50 years. According to the
commission, the cut will be needed "“to prevent climate change running out of control.”

“"Recklessly causing large-scale disruptions to climate by burning fossil fuels will affect all coun-
tries,” said Tom Blundell, chair of the commission. Environment Minister Michael Meacher said the
commission had highlighted “how enormous the challenge of climate change really is.”

According to the commission, carbon dioxide emissions in the United Kingdom are falling, but are
expected to rise again. Britain has undertaken measures to reduce CO2 levels by 20% from their
1990 levels by 2010, but the commission says it still “lags far behind many other European coun-
tries in developing renewable energy” and improving the efficiency of heat supplied to homes.

In order to improve the problem, the commission recommended “contraction and convergence” as
the best basis for future international action. Under such a policy, citizens of every country would
be entitled to emit the same amounts of climate-changing pollution. “I hope they will encourage
many others to join in the support for this simple and effective idea,” said Aubrey Meyer of the
London-based Global Commons Institute.

The royal commission also says countries should be allotted tradable emissions quotas calculated
on the basis of contraction and convergence. According to the commission, there is now “a moral
imperative to act now to curb emissions” (Alex Kirby, BBC Online, 16 Jun).
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Parlimanetary Monitor UK on C&C Aubrey Meyer Jun 28, 2000 03:11 PDT

The UK “Parliamentary Monitor” magazine carries an article on COP-6 UNFCCC in the Hague (Nov
2000) and Contraction and Convergence. Published next Tuesday, the article is by David Chaytor
MP of GLOBE UK. The article sited at: - http://www.gci.org.uk/Articles/ParlIMon1.pdf
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C&C “easiest and cheapest” (Pronk) Aubrey Meyer Aug 02, 2000
http://www.earthtimes.org/jul/environmentthekyotoprotocoljul25_00.htm

“ . ... The debate about broadening participation of developing countries in the global effort to
stabilize greenhouse concentrations in the atmosphere at sustainable levels has the tendency to
focus first on the most advanced developing countries. Suggestions have been made for com-
mitments for those developing countries in the period after 2012 in terms of increased energy or
greenhouse gas efficiency. In other words: not an absolute cap, but a relative efficiency improve-
ment in the production structure of developing countries. This strategy would imply that develop-
ing countries gradually start participating, as they achieve a certain level of economic develop-
ment. That is a reasonable and realistic option.



However, it can be argued that such gradual participation would only lead to a slow decline of glo-
bal emissions, even if current industrialized countries would drastically decrease their emissions.
As a result global average temperature increase would significantly exceed the 2 degrees centi-
grade limit that could be seen as the maximum tolerable for our planet.

There are alternatives for this scenario. Some developing countries have argued for an allowance
of equal emissions per capita. This would be the most equitable way to determine the contribu-
tion of countries to the global effort. If we agree to equal per capita emissions allowances for all
countries by 2030 in such a way that global emissions allow us to stay below the 2 degrees global
temperature increase (equivalent to about 450 ppm CO2), then the assigned amounts for Annex
B countries would be drastically reduced. However, due to the fact that all countries would have
assigned amounts, maximum use of global emissions trading would strongly reduce the cost of
compliance. So, in such a scenario, industrialized countries would have to do more, but it would
be cheaper and easier. . . .. h
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Join the call for ‘Equity and Survival’ in Climate Change negotiations cjj-@aol.com
Oct 15, 2000 08:17 PDT

Invitation to join the appeal that ‘Equity and Survival’ define the International Solution to the Cli-
mate Change being negotiated at the United Nations.

“The future of our planet, our civilisation and our survival as a human species... may well depend
on [our responding to the climate crisis by] fusing the disciplines of politics and science within a
single coherent system.”

Michael Meacher, UK Environment Minister
“Contraction and Convergence’ is such a system.”

Svend Auken, Danish Environment MinisterIn November 2000 a UN meeting - COP6 - will take
place in The Hague to decide the action that will be taken by the governments of the world to
combat global warming. It is essential that the decisions taken here are effective, realistic and fair
- nothing less than the survival of our planet is at stake. Over the last ten years, the Global Com-
mons Institute has pioneered the concept of “Contraction and Convergence” of greenhouse gas
emissions which has already met with considerable success. We are now working to enlarge the
Global Commons Network of support for “Contraction and Convergence” so that a mandate for
the adoption of these global organising principles can be secured at COP6. (For more information
about COP6, see below).To support this, all you need to do is co-sign the letter below (originally
from GCI to the UK'’s Independent newspaper, published 24th December 1999) in support of Con-
traction and Convergence and send your response to us by email. Please give your hame, occupa-
tion/title, organisation details if applicable, and your postal address.

What is “Contraction and Convergence”?

Contraction is the reduction of CO2 emissions - as Sir John Houghton, Chair of the Intergovern-
mental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) recently told the British Association for the Advancement
of Science, global greenhouse emissions need to be reduced by at least 60% in less than a hun-
dred years.

When governments agree such targets for reduction, the diminishing amount of carbon dioxide
and the other greenhouse gases that the world could release while staying within the target can
be calculated for each year in the coming century.

Convergence proposes that each year’s tranche of the global emissions budget is shared among
the nations of the world in a way that ensures that every country converges on the same alloca-
tion per inhabitant by, say, 2030, the date Sir John suggested. Countries unable to manage within
their allocations would, within limits, be able to buy the unused parts of the allocations of other,
more frugal, countries.

Many individuals and a wide variety of government and non-government organisations how sup-



port “Contraction and Convergence” globally. While this support has not yet achieved critical mass,
it is now growing at a globally significant rate. Documentation of this can be retrieved from the
web at: - http://www.gci.org.uk/Refs/C&CRefs3.pdf.

COP6 is the 6th ‘Conference of the Parties’ to the United Nations Framework Convention on Cli-
mate Change (UNFCCC). It is the meeting at which the principles governing the Kyoto Protocol
(KP) to the UNFCCC are supposed to be resolved. It is the contention of the Global Commons Net-
work that a mandate for future negotiations to be based on “Contraction and Convergence” will
make a resolution easier to achieve.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Yours,

Global Commons Institute (GCI)

Aubrey Meyer (Mr) 42 Windsor Road London NW2 5DS UK

Ph 020 8451 0778 Mob 0771 282 6406

Fx 020 8830 2366 e-mail aub-@gci.org.uk

Technical support, information concerning “Contraction and Convergence”
(C&C) and model (CCOptions) at: - web URL http://www.gci.org.uk

Global Commons Network (GCN) Please join GCN by registering your political support for C&C at:
- web URL

http://www.gci.org.uk/indlet.html

With GCN membership you receive updates and have access to: - web URL
http://www.igc.topica.com/lists/GCN/prefs/info.html

Full C&C support, advocacy, and reference list at: - web URL
http://www.gci.org.uk/Refs/C&CRefs3.pdf
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Suggestion/request to Global Commons Network
re “Future use of existing policy statement.”

BACKGROUND

Yesterday evening Channel 4 TV in the UK did extensive coverage of the Mozambique crisis. Much
of it was live debate with the CH4 front-man (John Snow!) in Maputo.

I spoke to the producer (Julian Rush) early on Sunday morning regarding the ‘big question’ they
were billed as intending to ask: - “is there a link to human-enhanced global warming?”

With his permission, I suggested CH4 interview John Houghton. His answer (Sir John told me)
would have been; “Mozambique is consistent with our predictions and is consistent with what we
must now expect with climate change.” i.e. circumstantial evidence that is impossible to put aside.

When the question was asked on air: - a different ‘expert’ was trundled out to explain it only in
terms of ‘la nina’.

I spoke to Julian this morning (these are good people incidentally) and I said, “not good enough
Julian. Why didn’t you have Houghton?” He said there wasn't time to organise it. (Houghton lives
in Wales CH4 is based in London).

Julian said however, “*we would have quoted the Global Commons Network policy statement, ex-
cept that it was two months old” [i.e. re Venezuela etc].

SUGGESTION
Here - consequently - is the suggestion: -
(1) We all agree to keep the policy paragraphs of the letter constant - with all signatures attached



- for future use.

(2) We agree an ‘update strategy’ - whereby the first paragraphs about ‘impact’ and ‘debt’ are
continually up-dated - on a basis that we (gcn) must decide - (suggestions please - steering com-
mitee?).

(3) We - i.e. all or any of us - can use the continually updated combination of (1) and (2) in any
media available at any future moment that is appropriate with the consent of all the signatories.
This is obviously so we can continue to build momentum at moments like the one gone by with
CH4.

At present the list is one-way only i.e. me to you and not vice versa and ‘inter-active. I did this
deliberately to limit traffic, because you are all probably drowning in e-mail, just as I am. I can set
up a ‘discussion list’ [e.g. GCN Chat or interactive] for any/all who would like this.

Please reply direct to me for now.
Regards

Aubrey

PS

There is incidentally another ‘one-way only’ [same reason only] list called ‘Global Commons -
Guess-work or Framework’. It is simply people who wrote asking for the GCI report of that name.
It is partly intended to contrast: - Guess Work, - Frame Work, - Net Work and partly intended to
inform people who are still agnostic about this question [guesswork or framework?] regarding the
way ahead.

If anybody wants that report it is at: -

http://www.gci.org.uk/papers.html

COP-6 * Climate, Debt Equity & Survival Meeting Aubrey Meyer

Oct 16, 2000 04:50 PDT

CONTRACTION & CONVERGENCE:

C&C EQUITY PLATFORM - From IDEA to DEAL?

Meeting 16.00 - 21.00, Thursday 16th November 2000, COP 6 The Hague

On the 16th there will be a 2 - 3 hour side event at COP-6 on Contraction and Convergence. It is
booked in the name of GCI. So far Counterpart and GLOBE have taken a strong interest in co-pre-
senting this. The purpose of this letter is to ask each and all of you to be involved.

The form of your involvement is straightforward. You are more than welcome - by that I mean I
ask you from the bottom of my heart - to be all or any of these options at this event.

(1) Co-Sponsor - this means your organisations names appear jointly with GCI GLOBE Counter-
part. No money is sought. Tom Spencer now Chairman of Counterpart Europe has some sort of a
budget to cover the event.

(2) Speaker - this means presenting in your own way the equity message summarised in the sec-
tion (see below). As far as I know, there are speaker ‘fees’ - I can confirm this soon.

(3) Just be there if you like or can.

Sorry this is short notice. But would love to hear from you soon. A draft outline with suggested
arrangements is attached. Invites to all speakers would go out on ‘joint-headed notepaper’ i.e.
you-too if you want to appear. Time is short.

Please copy any replies to Ron Kingham who is co-ordinating from Counterpart Europe in Brussels.
<ra-@kbcmail.net>;

Best wishes and regards
Aubrey
EQUITY MESSAGE

Equal Per Capita Emissions Rights under a Global Emissions Cap. (call this 'A’). I believe that we all
share this organisational model.



GCI calls this ‘Contraction and Convergence’. (call this ‘AA").
Subiject to formal agreement to: -

(1) cap global emissions for precaution to a pre-secified safe and stable atmospheric concentration
value e.g. 450 ppmv CO2 and

(2) a global pre-distribution of the available emissions shares converging to equal per capita glo-
bally by an agreed date pre-specified

(3) GCI says international emissions trading could be environmentally and socially effective.

I make the distinction A/AA because I am aware that some organisations call for ‘A’ but not 'AA,
apparently because they have concerns about emissions trading.



Letter To Chair of IPCC Policy Group Aubrey Meyer
Feb 19, 2001 10:29 PST
19/02/01
To Global Commons Network.
If any GCN people wish to co-sign this please let me know.

From: -

Aubrey Meyer

Director

Global Commons Institute (GCI)

To: -

Bert Metz

Co-Chair IPCC WG3

RIVM - PO Box 1

3720 BA Bilthoven

The Netherlands

email bert.-@rivm.nl

Regarding: -

Summary for Policy Makers (SPM) IPCC WG3 Third Assessment
Dear Bert

Well done on coming near to the completion of the drafting process of climate mitigation policy. I
can confirm how difficult this has been for all involved. I am sure you must be relieved to be near-
ing the end of this ambitious but arduous undertaking.

The upwardly revised projections of temperature increases from Working Group One and the
recently sharpened warnings of increasing damages coming from Working Group Two, confirm the
trends of climate change as “devastating” and do indicate that, “we are in a critical situation and
must act soon.” [See Reference Book enclosed in the package coming to you by ordinary mail,
page 2, document 1 - Ewins/Baker 1999; WEF Davos CEOs 2000].

It is now therefore the grave responsibility of Working Group Three, the Policy Working Group,

to provide from the available literature, all substantive guidance to policy makers that holds the
potential to be globally effective against the yet further and potentially uncontrollable acceleration
of human-triggered global climate change.

In the light of this, it is therefore encouraging to find that “Contraction and Convergence” is pre-
sented in the Third Assessment Report as, “taking the rights based approach to its logical conclu-
sion.”

Since quite obviously all approaches to global climate policy are inherently ‘rights-based’, this
means that C&C effectively represents the logical conclusion of them all. It is afterall - and as we
have argued throughout the decade gone by - the meta-logical precautionary framework for action
under the UN Treaty if the climate problem is to be solved.

And it is within this that the otherwise uncertain and unguided sequence of decision-taking on
mitigation policies and measures needs to occur. Global efficiency and prosperity will be the conse-
quences of a setting a global concentration target and hence contraction budget based on precau-
tion with subdivision based on the equity and logic of global timetable of convergence within this.
The reverse proposition is simply randomness and drift, dangerous and quite obviously absurd.
There is now long-term frustration that there appears still to be resistance to this point amongst
some of your authors, as it is increasingly obvious to most people that a stable atmospheric con-
centration target must be set - indeed the report affirms this - and that this is not going to be set



or met by accident.

This logical point is fundamental. It is clearly in the literature you cite and this point - if briefly - is
reflected in its citation in the report. This needs now to be conveyed - urgently - to policy makers
in the reports summaries. And on behalf of all the advocates of C&C cited in the Reference docu-
ment I am asking you to take the steps necessary to bring this out. Failing this, a residual char-
acter of randomness and drift in the summary will remain and therefore continue to dissipate the
process that the IPCC exists to inform.

None of us would want the IPCC reports or their summaries to be ridiculed for being vague or
evasive on this point in this increasingly critical climate. Such an outcome is irresponsible, unnec-
essary and dangerous.

For your further information on the extent of support that is consistently growing for the ‘logical
conclusion’, I include here (in the post) a further compilation of published technical, institutional
- now commercial (the insurance sector) as well as political - support and advocacy for the C&C
proposition. As I am sure you will agree, it is compelling for being so considerable.

With warm regards

Yours sincerely

Aubrey Meyer

Director

GCI
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City Blue Chips Back C&C Aubrey Meyer

Feb 20, 2001 07:38 PST

Chartered Insurance Institute (CII)

In a report published next week CII advocate the C&C strategy as “. . . the insurance companies
own the oil companies (through equity ownership), insurers form the only industry that has the
collateral and the need to adopt the C&C logic.”

The report describes C&C as, "The most realistic way to bring about the required reduction in ghg
emissions (which will have the combined effect of reducing the damage imposed on the insurance
industry and encouraging the transition to renewable energy) is that proposed in the concept of
Contraction and Convergence (C&C). This concept was created by the Global Commons Institute
(GCI) and is incredibly simple in its detail. Essentially, everyone has the right to emit an equal
amount of pollution (in this case CO2) to the Global Commons (atmosphere).”Read full chapter at:

http://www.gci.org.uk/Insurers/Chap10_CII_(C&C).pdf
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BBC - Wednesday, 21 February, 2001, 12:20 GMT

Report at: -
http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/sci/tech/newsid_1180000/1180745.stm
Climate ‘uncertainty’ stumps UN

The IPCC says there is mounting evidence - but the science may need “revision”
By environment correspondent Alex Kirby

A draft report by United Nations advisers says deciding how to tackle climate change is shrouded
in uncertainty. It urges “a prudent risk management strategy” and “careful consideration of the
consequences, both environmental and economic”. The report, on mitigating climate change, has
been passed to BBC News Online. It is to be published in March. It says policymakers should be
ready for “possible revision of the scientific insights into the risks of climate change”.

The report is being finalised by the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), and
is certain to be changed before publication.



Hesitant approach

Last month, an IPCC report on the science of climate change said the world was warming faster
than previously predicted and found increasingly strong evidence for human activities as a cause.
The thirst for oil will not slacken

Another report this month, on the impacts of climate change, was the IPCC’s strongest and most
detailed warning so far of what global warming might mean.

But the draft report on mitigation, by contrast, emphasises the uncertainties involved and the
need not to decide policy without more information.

It says: “Climate change decision-making is essentially a sequential process under uncertainty . . .
it should consider appropriate hedging” until there is agreement on the level at which greenhouse
gas emissions should be stabilised.

Among the report’s detailed findings are: nuclear power can help significantly to bring greenhouse
emissions down over the next 20 years; the technology already exists to stabilise the atmospheric
concentration of carbon dioxide (C02) at between 450 and 550 parts per million: the present
concentration is about 370 ppm, a third more than pre-industrial levels; it would cost “substan-
tially” more to stabilise CO2 at 450 ppm than at 750 ppm; the global demand for oil will probably
increase, whether or not governments reduce emissions as they agreed under the Kyoto Protocol.
The marked contrast between this report and those on the science and impacts of climate change
has dismayed some experts.

‘Climate Rottweiler’

The Chartered Insurance Institute (CII), the leading professional body for insurance and financial
services, has published a report on climate change.

It concludes: “The key message is that climate change is now a proven fact.”
Nuclear power can help

A CII briefing says governments should adopt a policy of contraction and convergence as “the
most realistic way” to control greenhouse gases.

This argues, in essence, that everyone in the world has an equal right to emit greenhouse gases,
but that total emissions should be kept below the level where they intensify global warming.

The leader of the group that produced the CII report is Dr Andrew Dlugolecki, visiting research
fellow at the Climate Research Unit, University of East Anglia, UK. He says hesitancy in the face of
the IPCC's mounting evidence will unleash “a climate Rottweiler”.

Dr Dlugolecki told BBC News Online: “I'm frustrated with the lack of progress in the IPCC process.
There’s no drive, no sense of urgency that we have to get a move on. "The Kyoto emission cuts of
5.2% are only playing for time, and we haven’t even achieved them yet.

Boomerang effect

“I'd hope that this mitigation report would call for urgent and serious action going beyond Kyoto,
instead of this milk-and-water stuff.

“We know climate change is happening, but we won't know for about 20 years how serious it’s go-
ing to be, and that’s frightening. "It means we just have to start taking decisions before we know
the full position. “Climate change is like a boomerang. You chuck it, nothing happens for a consid-
erable time - and then it comes back and hits you.”

Chartered Insurance Climate Report  Aubrey Meyer

Mar 09, 2001 04:30 PST

Full Climate Report of the UK Chartered Insurance Institute is now
available at: - http://www.cii.co.uk/climate.html

3K 3K 3K 3K 3K 3K 3K 3K 3K 5K 5K 5K 5K 3K 3K 3K 3K 3K 3K 5K 5Kk 5k 5K 3K 3K 3k 3K K K 5K 5k 5k 5k 3k 3k >k >k kK kK >k >k

BBC Wednesday, 28 February, 2001, 16:24 GMT

Climate panel urged to ‘get real’



http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/sci/tech/1194622.stm
Climate science could be in for a big review
By environment correspondent Alex Kirby

A damaging row is threatening to envelop a panel of United Nations experts charged with recom-
mending the best ways of softening the impact of climate change.

The panel starts work on 28 February in Accra, Ghana, to finalise its report to governments. The
report will be the third issued in 2001 by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC).

Its two earlier reports this year said unambiguously that there was greater scientific confidence
that the world was warming, that human activities were at least partly responsible, and that the
consequences would be serious.

But this third report, by contrast, by the IPCC’s working group three, looks likely to dwell instead
on the remaining uncertainties surrounding climate change, and on the consequent difficulty of
choosing suitable mitigation policies.

Unwillingness or inability?
A copy of the draft which the Accra meeting will be seeking to finalise was passed to BBC News

Online. It urges “a prudent risk management strategy” and “careful consideration of the conse-
qguences, both environmental and economic”.

None of us would want the IPCC reports or their summaries to be ridiculed for being vague or
evasive on this point in this increasingly critical climate

Aubrey Meyer, GCI

It says policymakers should be ready for “possible revision of the scientific insights into the risks of
climate change”. The draft says: “Climate change decision-making is essentially a sequential proc-
ess under uncertainty . . . it should consider appropriate hedging” until there is agreement on the
level at which greenhouse gas emissions should be stabilised.

But the panel’s apparent unwillingness - or inability - to be as forthright as the authors of the two
earlier reports has been attacked by a UK-based group, the Global Commons Institute. This argues
for a policy of “contraction and convergence” (C&C) as the fairest way to tackle climate change.

C&C insists, in essence, that everyone in the world, from rich and poor countries alike, has an
equal right to emit greenhouse gases, but that total emissions should be kept below the level
where they intensify global warming.

French support

The advocates of contraction and convergence include most of the European Union’s environment
ministers, the European Parliament, and the UK's Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution.

It was given a significant boost at the climate conference last November in the Dutch capital, The
Hague, when President Jacques Chirac of France spelt out his support for it.

Now, Aubrey Meyer, the director of the GCI, has written to Bert Metz, who co-chairs the IPCC
group meeting in Accra, urging him to include a recommendation of C&C in the policy-makers’
summary which the meeting will issue.

Mr Meyer writes: “Failing this, a residual character of randomness and drift in the summary will
continue to dissipate the process that the IPCC exists to inform. None of us would want the IPCC
reports or their summaries to be ridiculed for being vague or evasive on this point in this increas-
ingly critical climate.

“Such an outcome is irresponsible, unnecessary and dangerous.”

Dissenters’ view

Support for the GCI stance has come from an influential climatologist, Sir John Houghton. Sir John
is a former head of the UK Met. Office, and now co-chairs the IPCC’s working group one, the team

which last month said it was more confident that global warming was happening, and that average
temperatures might rise twice as fast by 2100 as had been thought.

Global ice cover is diminishing, but are humans really to blame?



He told BBC News Online: "I hope contraction and convergence will find some part in working

group three’s report. I think these ideas are important because of their logic, and because of their
appeal on grounds of principle. C&C does actually address three distinct principles: that we should
take a precautionary approach, that the polluter should pay, and that we must be concerned with

equity.

“Because it addresses these, C&C needs to be taken very seriously.”

However, there are also those observers who will want the scepticism that has crept into the
IPCC’s working group three draft to be maintained. Those scientists who doubt the global warming
hypothesis, and humankind’s part in it, were delighted to see what they regarded as some realism
enter the thinking of the UN body.
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C&C - IPCC- WG3 New Scientist Magazine  Aubrey Meyer

Mar 09, 2001 03:45 PST

Recent developments re. “Contraction and Convergence”

Thanks to GCN folk who co-signed the letter to bert Metz Co Chair IPCC Working Group Three.
Owing to wide exposure of the letter, there were 1000’s of visits to the relevant webpage. One
consequence of this was favourable attention paid by New Scientist magazine in an Editorial and
an article in the current issue: -

http://www.gci.org.uk/articles/NSc2.pdf

and a comment in the current issue of Nature magazine: -
http://www.gci.org.uk/articles/Nature080301.pdf
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Secr. Gen. Rajiv Gandhi Fdn. on Convergence Aubrey Meyer
Mar 12, 2001 06:49 PST

Royal Institute of International Affairs on March 6th 2001.

After PM Tony Blair's Green Speech, Mr Malhoutra Secretary General of the Rajiv Gandhi Founda-
tion made a speech including the following remarks.

[Full speech at http://www.gci.org.uk/articles/Malhoutra.pdf ].
“ . ... the basis of global governance architecture for sustainable development must begin to be
addressed. What principles should determine issues such as entitlements, resource allocations,
consumption practices and so on? The climate negotiations have given the issue immediacy. On
what basis will drawing rights to global common goods such as atmospheric space be established?
Will developing countries be brought to the table on the principle of equity i.e. convergence of per
capita emissions over an agreed period of time?
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Leader of UK Lib Dems backs ‘C&C’ and ‘GRACE’ Aubrey Meyer

Mar 21, 2001 03:09 PST
From Speech by the Rt Hon Charles Kennedy MP
Leader of the UK Liberal Democrats.
At Green Alliance 20th March 2001
XXXXXXKKKKXKKKXXKXXXKXX
full speech at http://www.gci.org.uk/speeches/Kennedy.pdf
XXXOOXHKKKXKXXXXXXXXXXXKXX

“ ... So Ithink we have to think differently on climate change. And I want to flag up two areas,
that I think we must consider ways of taking more effective action on climate change.

The first area embraces the principle of equity. On a planet where the most precious of commodi-
ties, a stable climate, is under threat, emissions could be rationed, through contraction of emis-
sions, and convergence of national use of energy.



That means that every citizen could in the long run have an equal emission quota. There could
hardly be a more obvious application of the notion of Universal Human Rights enshrined in the
United Nations Charter. There are many different options for implementing a scheme. Quotas
could be introduced gradually, and they could be tradeable. But whatever options are adopted, it
is a proposal that may well offer the way forward.

The second area I want to flag up, is the role of Europe in climate change. Europe has shown
the way before. In 1945, European nations realised that to revive yet also contain Germany there
must be a community of equals.

Half a century later the key problem for the planet is climate change and Europe must again lead
in the co-operative game. Europe should take the initiative to invite all the major nations and re-
gions to form a Global Climate Community on the basis of commitments to reducing emissions and
then ensuring that the emissions of different countries reach a happy medium. Contraction and
convergence.

To be useful such an initiative must include from the start, not only Europe but major developing
nations such as India. America and some others may not join at first. But they will have a major
incentive to join or they will be excluded from the massive emissions market which will develop.
Britain is in a unique position to ensure that the project gets off the ground. Britain’s own experi-
ence and Atlantic and worldwide links could make it a valuable initiator of such a scheme.”

full speech at http://www.gci.org.uk/speeches/Kennedy.pdf
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C&C in UK Parliamentary Monitor Aubrey Meyer

Apr 24, 2001 07:54 PDT

An article linking Tony Blair’s recent green speeches to Contraction and Convergence and the
Kyoto Protocol is published in this month’s (April 2001) “Parliamentary Monitor”. It can be viewed/
downloaded at/from: -

http://www.gci.org.uk/articles/PMon.pdf
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Again - New Scientist pro C&C Aubrey Meyer Apr 25, 2001 05:55 PDT

Here is another pro Contraction and Convergence editorial in the New Scientists Magazine, this
time from the 7th of April. It is at: -

http://www.newscientist.com/editorial/editorial.jsp?id=ns228546
Their previous pro C&C editorial is at: -
http://www.newscientist.com/editorial/editorial.jsp?id=ns228142
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Alex Evans GCI speaks at PEW Conference Aubrey Meyer

Apr 26, 2001 16:10 PDT

Alex Evans, Director of Communications at GCI, was recently one of the several hundred people
who attended the PEW Centre conference on global climate change and equity in Washington DC.

Owing to the last-minute indisposition of Sunita Narain of CSE India, he agreed to make a presen-
tation on Contraction and Convergence on the morning of the first day.

As this was done with only ten minutes notice, he did not have a prepared presentation. However,
the PEW conference website now carries a slightly edited version of Alex’s article for Prospect
Magazine at the following URL: -

http://www.pewclimate.org/events/conf_presentations/evans.doc
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C&C backed UNA UK  Aubrey Meyer
Apr 28, 2001 06:26 PDT
Two resolutions backing Contraction and Convergence were passed at the 56th AGM of the United



Nations Association in the UK, 20-22 April 2001.
8.10

“We applaud the government’s leadership role in the international climate change negotiations and
shared the disappointment at the failure to secure an adequate agreement at the last conference.

We urge Her Majesty’s Government to pursue a long-term framework for reducing global CO2 con-
centrations based on the principle of Contraction and Convergence to equal percapita emissions
levels worldwide by a specific date to be negotiated.”

Emergency Resolution
“UNA;

* apalled by the decision of the Government of the USA to reject the Kyoto Protocol on climate
change; and

* noting that even if the Protocol were implemented in full, global emissions of CO2 would be like-
ly to rise by 30%, when the scientific consensus implies that a cut of over 60% would be needed
to mitigate dangerous climate change;

calls on;

* the US Government to ratify the Kyoto Protocol and to take active steps to cut their greenhouse
gas emissions to a safe level, and the UK Government;

** to redouble its efforts to seek ratification and implementation of the Protocol without the US if
necessary; and

** with the European Union Commission and the Commonwealth to create an alliance of countries
committed to cutting CO2 emissions based on Contraction and Convergence;

* the UN Security Council to declare global climate change to be a global security issue which
requires intense effort under the UNFCCC to defeat.

(Passed unopposed).
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Former CBI Boss appears to back C&C Aubrey Meyer
May 06, 2001 16:41 PDT

Adair Turner, former Director General of Confederation of British Industry and author of “Just Capi-
tal” (Macmillan), writes in the New Statesman (7 May 2001):

“Since the only equitable and politically feasible long-term vision would give each country a rough-
ly equal right to emissions per capita, the emissions of the developed world will ultimately 