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An appeal from Professor Bill McGuire, Director Benfield Centre, UCL

“There is a way of cutting global greenhouse gas emissions that
is equitable, sensible and workable. It is called Contraction &
Convergence, or simply C&C, and it is the brainchild of the South
African musician Aubrey Meyer, founder of the London-based
Global Commons Institute.

Meyer is one of the most extraordinary characters on the climate
change activist 'scene, who grasped the urgency of finding a
viable solution to climate change earlier than most of us realised
that there was a problem. Almost two decades ago he gave up a
professional music career that included playing with the London
Philharmonic Orchestra and writing for the Royal Ballet, to focus
on the issue.

The C&C concept has been forced onto the world stage by Meyer’s unstinting enthusiasm
and incredible work rate. So successful has the lobbying process been that C&C is now a
serious contender in terms of forming the basis of the post-Kyoto climate agreement that
will, fingers crossed, be signed at Copenhagen in 2009. C&C already has many supporters in
government and industry circles around the world.

In the months left before Copenhagen however, it is imperative that the mechanism is promulgated
as widely as possible as the only option available to bring the climate change beast to heel.

To help accomplish this, I urge you as strongly as I possibly can to support Aubrey and the
GCT, for all our sakes and those of our children and grand children.”

Bill McGuire
Professor of Geophysical & Climate Hazards
Director, Aon Benfield UCL Hazard Research Centre

This document is structured on pages numbered as follows: -

Page 3 Request for Financial Support with thumbnail sketch of C&C campaign for
Pages 5 - 6 Exchanges in UK Parliament now show UK Government has adopted C&C
Page 7 Various tributes to GCI Director Aubrey Meyer

Pages 8 - 9 "Zoomable’ C&C images at rates called for at Economic Forum DAVOS Jan 2009

Pages 10 - 27 Letters from eminent persons supporting this campaign and this appeal
Pages 28 - 31 Awards to and comments about GCI Director Aubrey Meyer
Pages 32 - 37 Detailed contents list of some C&C activity and development 2008/9
Pages 38 - 180 Detailed contents
Pages 181 - 216 Carbon Countdown Campaign Document
Pages 216 - 241 C&C Animation for Minister Hilary Benn at DEFRA - full slide imagery
Pages 242 - 303 Some recent authoritative C&C documentation in academic press



This is a request for financial support for Global Commons Trust [GCT]. GCT has
been the only source of funding Global Commons Institute [GCI] has had through-
out its twenty year campaign to establish ‘Contraction & Convergence’ [C&C] as the
global basis of responding to the climate crisis.

e In 1989, GCI began a campaign to establish the principle of equity in the UN
Framework Convention on Climate Change [UNFCCC] as equal per capita emis-
sions entitlements globally, within the overall emissions limitation ‘event’ that
achieves the objective of the UNFCCC - a safe and stable concentration of green-
house gas in the global atmosphere.

e By 1992, GCI had helped to establish the principles of ‘precaution’ and ‘equity’ in
the UNFCCC and was asked to prepare analysis for the Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change [IPCC] for its ‘Second Assessment Report’ on ‘The Unequal
Use of The Global Commons’.

e This gave rise to GCI's ‘Expansion and Divergence’ analysis and the report on
this was published by IPCC in 1995.

e The full calculating ‘Contraction and Convergence’ [C&C] model, showing GClI’s
equity principle in practice as the remedy for ‘Expansion and Divergence’, was
introduced to the UNFCCC at the 2nd Conference of the Parties [COP-2] to the
UNFCCC in Geneva in 1996.

e By 1997, supported by India, China, the Africa Group and in principle the USA,
C&C was nearly adopted at COP-3, where the ‘Kyoto Protocol’ was adopted as a
stop-gap measure instead.

e By 2000, C&C had been formally adopted and advocated to the UK Government
by the UK Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution [RCEP].

e In 2003 the Executive Secretary of the UNFCCC - the late Joke Waller Hunter -
stated publicly that, “achieving the objective of the UNFCCC inevitably requires
contraction and convergence.” Further support was generated after that.

e By the end of 2008 the UK Government passed into law the UK ‘Climate Act’. In
2009, Lord Adair Turner the Chairman of the Committee that prepared the Bill, ac-
knowledged that the ‘Climate Act’ was based on C&C. He then also acknowledged
that the rate of convergence to equal per capita shares globally, would need to be
accelerated relative to whatever overall accelerated rate of global emissions con-
traction was needed to achieve the objective of the UNFCCC.

e GCI's campaign to establish C&C as the basis of the global response to the ob-
jective of the UNFCCC is in its twentieth year and C&C is now the most widely
cited and arguably the most widely supported model in the entire global process.

e 2009 is the year of COP-15 to UNFCCC and scripted to produce the ‘global-deal’
on climate change. As the eminent people write in their letters supporting this ap-
peal [pp 10 -27], C&C must now be established as the basis of that global deal.

e The Global Humanitarian Forum, based in Geneva and chaired by Kofi Annan, is
holding a conference there in June. The so-called post-Kyoto deal is to debated in
terms of C&C and they have asked GCI to speak at this event.

This document gives some evidence of progress during 2008/9 in GCI’s campaign
to establish C&C. A list of GCI links and references for documents and activities
generated over the last twenty years appears on page 270 of this dcoument.



"UN Climate Treaty likely to adopt C&C" Mar 26, 2009

In a recent report from the Tata Group, Tim Flannery the Chairman of the Copenhagen Climate
Council, apparently addressed employees there saying, “though chances of failure of arriving at
an agreement at COP15 in Copenhagen this year are real, negotiations are leading to a global
treaty that will be stronger and more binding than the Kyoto protocol . . . the treaty is likely to
adopt a contraction and convergence model to accommodate interests of developing nations.”

http://www.tataquality.com/UI/SPage.aspx?contentid=031009123351686322

I first read of Tim's support for the Contraction and Convergence [C&C] campaign when I
read his book “The Weathermakers” in 2006. I was touched by that then and also by his
support for GCI's attack on the ‘global-cost-benefit-analysis’ of climate change carried out
for IPCC SAR in 1994/5. GCI said that as a function of ‘expansion and divergence’, the
analysis amounted to ‘the economics of genocide’. He agreed and said so.

Positively, for the last twenty years, the main focus of GCI's campaign has been for Con-
traction & Convergence, the global solution to climate change and this has been conducted
with considerable success.

This document is stored here: -
http://www.tangentfilms.com/GCI20vyears.pdf
and has recent evidence of this.

It includes that Lord Adair Turner, Chair of the Committee on the UK Climate Bill who in in
answers to questions from MPs, explained that;

[1] C&C is in fact the basis of what is now the UK Climate Act and that

[2] if - for reasons of ‘urgency’ - the global contraction rate has to be accelerated, the rate
of convergence must again - for reasons of ‘equity’ - be accelerated relative to that.

A call for an 80% cut globally by 2050 sent out from DAVOS this January.

On pages 8 and 9 of this pdf document there are ‘zoomable’ images of C&C demonstrating
the *quantification* of those points - accelerated contraction with accelerated convergence.

The campaign for C&C began in 1989 and C&C is now widely recognised as the basis of the
global deal on climate change now debated by the global community. The document also
shows support for the C&C campaign and a C&C-based outcome from Copenhagen. Some
is from eminent people and Austalian Prof. Garnaut is now amongst these.

I hope this information is useful and if it is that you may say so.



Colin Challen MP; “Too Little Too Late” Chair All-Party
Parliamentary Group on Climate Change; 02 09

“Let us recognise that a global deal has to be fully inclusive and demon-
strate how we calculate burden-sharing and be equitable and that that
framework is Contraction & Convergence.”

Lord Turner; Chair UK Climate Bill Committee evidence to
Environmental Audit Committee, re C&C in Bill; 06 09

. . Too little
Joan Walley: - How consciously does your method for working out the TO o I. AT

2050 target [in the Act] resemble contraction and convergence?

the p ge
Adair Turner: - The core of it is contract and converge. The words | S Cot s B
have said are strong support for what Aubrey Meyer is saying . . .

Tim Yeo: - Well | think that’s been clear and helpful.

Lord Turner; Chair UK Climate Bill Committee evidence to Climate Energy
Committee, re rates of C&C vis-a-vis the UK Climate Bill; 03 09

Colin Challen - [key question]

“Just lastly Chair if I may, | think your pragmatic support for Contraction and Convergence is
very welcome. Certainly for me and that is on the record from a meeting with the EAC that
you do see this as being roughly the way we’re headed. Would you accept that as the speed
of Contraction accelerates, as it seems likely that we’ll have to go down that route, that the
speed of the acceleration of Convergence will also have to pick up, because there’s always
been a presumption at the International Climate Change negotiations that Developing Coun-
tries will be allowed to increase temporarily their emissions to help development. But that’s
going to be a concertina’d process - is that really how you’'d see it?”

Adair Turner - [key answer]
“Well | think you must be right - yes.”

C&C Now? UK Gov! Nov 20, 2008

Michael Jacobs heads the climate and energy directorate under Gordon Brown at 10 Down-

ing Street. When asked if the UK Government yet supported the principle of Contraction and
Convergence he said, “it is a matter of public record; not only the Adair Turner’s letter, but the
Garnaut Report . . . indeed the Prime Minister spoke to it on his visit to India in January this
year! But what you’ve got to understand is that if we were open about it now that would mean
that it applies now and you’ve got to understand that we are in a negotiation!”

G-8: “C&C - on the table” Jul 08, 2008

Adam Morton
The AGE [Australia daily]

“Let’s not get carried away - One approach on the table is contraction and convergence — rich
countries contracting their emissions quickly, while developing countries are given some room
to grow on condition they make cuts later.”

G8: UK Government Supports C&C [?] Jul 08, 2008
Clouds part slowly in climate change diplomacy - Patrick Wintour, July 8, 2008

Yet there is no formula in place on how the developed and developing countries could share the
burden on emissions cuts. There also needs to be a way of differentiating between the developing
countries themselves. Angola cannot be put in the same pool as Saudi Arabia, for instance. The
British government has some modelling under way in the most favoured method - contraction and
convergence - but there is no diplomatic agreement that this is the best way to proceed.



UK House of Commons; Climate Bill debates C&C Jun 10, 2008
HANSARD

David Howarth MP

“The hon. Member for Morley and Rothwell (Colin Challen) was right to say that if the Govern-
ment have accepted contraction and convergence, in the 60 percent figure, they must also
accept it for any other figure that comes along. The Government have already accepted the
principle and cannot go back on it.”

Colin Challen MP

“I, too, welcome the Bill, which shows genuine leadership on climate change. Clause 3 refers
to the Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution report, “Energy—the Changing Climate”,
published in 2000, which is seen as a base point for our thinking on climate change. Adop-
tion of the contraction and convergence model was explicit in that report. One cannot arrive
at a figure, whether 50, 60 or 80 percent, without a distribution of the responsibility for tack-
ling climate change. We cannot simply say that the science tells us that the globe must have
an average cut of, say, 50 percent by 2050, and that that just happens to be our share. We
should ask how we arrive at our share. The RCEP report in 2000 considered the various op-
tions, calculations and methodologies, and concluded that contraction and convergence were
the most elegant and most likely to succeed.

“Contraction and convergence” is not a phrase that the Government like to use much. | sus-
pect that the reason for that is that one does not necessarily want to set out one’s entire stall
before going into an international negotiation. Just as we are showing leadership with this Bill,
and taking action before any other Parliament in the world, we should go to Poznan later this
year and Copenhagen next year and back the principle that underpins our Bill. If people ask us
what the report says, and we scratch our heads thinking, “We can’t mention contraction and
convergence, which underpins our whole thinking, as that might reveal our hand,” we will not
follow through the leadership that the Bill represents.

It is time that we urged the Government to consider the principle once again, and to make
clear in a new clause in the Bill their methodology for arriving at a figure. Until they produce
their methodology, they will always be open to the accusation that they are plucking figures
out of thin air. If they do not do so, the independent climate change committee, if it is to be
asked to bring forward figures, should be under a duty to produce its methodology.

Mrs Ruddock Minister

“The Bill requires the committee to publish its advice and the reasons for it, so if the Govern-
ment were to set a target at a different level, they would have to say why. The issue of trans-
parency is covered.”

Nicholas Stern states origin & source-referencing for C&C:

http://www.hm-treasury.gov.uk/media/6/7/chapter 2 technical annex.pdf

The notions of the right to climate protection or climate security of future generations and of
shared responsibilities in a common world can be combined to assert that, collectively, we have
the right only to emit some very small amount of GHGs, equal for all, and that no-one has the
right to emit beyond that level without incurring the duty to compensate. We are therefore
obliged to pay for the right to emit above that common level. This can be seen as one argument
in favour of the ‘contract and converge’ proposition of Meyer, 1990, whereby ‘large emitters’
should contract emissions and all individuals in the world should either converge to a common
(low) level or pay for the excess (and those below that level could sell rights).

Contraction and Convergence ™ (C&C) is the science-based, global climate policy framework pro-
posed to the UN since 1990 by the Global Commons Institute (GCI)

http://www.qgci.org.uk/briefings/ICE.pdf




Dr Mark Levene
Reader in Comparative History, Southampton University

“Aubrey Meyer is probably the most important person on the planet. Contraction and Conver-
gence [C&C] represents the joining of science and ethics, prescience and social justice. It is
fundamentally about the reconciliation of the human condition set against the background of
ever accelerating anthropogenic climate change. C&C is not only utterly grounded in the real-
ity of the science and economics of the here and now but is in its essence graspable by every-
body. While governments and their advisors seek complex ways of avoiding what is at stake,
Aubrey has got to the heart of the matter.”

Prof Ross Garnaut, Research School of Pacific and Asian Studies
Australia National University

Over the last twenty years, Aubrey Meyer’s sustained work through the Global Commons
Institute [GCI] with the “Contraction and Convergence” - or C&C - concept and campaign,
has created a global standard that is now widely recognized as an outstanding and essential
contribution to the global debate on what to do avoid dangerous rates of climate change.

2008 Tribute to Aubrey Meyer from Prof. Bill McGuire UCL

“Contraction & Convergence, or simply C&C, is the brainchild of the South African musician
Aubrey Meyer, founder of the London-based Global Commons Institute. Meyer is one of the
most extraordinary characters on the climate change activist ‘scene’, who grasped the urgency
of finding a viable solution to climate change earlier than most of us realised that there was a
problem. Almost two decades ago he gave up a professional music career that included play-
ing with the London Philharmonic Orchestra and writing for the Royal Ballet, to focus on the
issue. Through the vehicle of the grand-sounding Global Commons Institute, which was actu-
ally launched in Meyer’s bedroom and remains close to being a one-man band, the C&C con-
cept has been forced onto the world stage by Meyer’s unstinting enthusiasm and incredible
work rate. So successful has the lobbying process been that C&C is now a serious contender

in terms of forming the basis of the post-Kyoto climate agreement that will, fingers crossed,
be signed at Copenhagen in 2009. Whether or not C&C will form the basis of any post-Kyoto
climate agreement remains to be seen, but there is certainly nothing else on the table that can
hold a candle to it in terms of simplicity, elegance and downright even-handedness. | am sure
that adoption of C&C by the international community would prove to be an almighty relief to
Aubrey Meyer, who commented, in a recent Guardian interview, that he ‘did not realise that it
would take quite so long to change the world’.”

2008 Nobel Prize Nomination for Aubrey Meyer
by UK All Party Parliamentary Climate Change Group

“We have nominated Aubrey Meyer for the Noble Peace Prize 2008 because we believe that

it would, now, be right to recognise the man who has done most to provide an international
solution to averting the disaster of global warming. He realised that we need a comprehensive
climate change framework if we are to protect our planet and founded the Global Commons
Institute in 1990 to developed just such a framework known as ‘contraction and convergence’.
This is the logical way forward. The human race reduces its carbon footprint towards zero at
the same time as greenhouse gas emissions on a per capita basis in developed and developing
nations converge. If his initiative was recognised now then it would send exactly the right mes-
sage to world leaders as we consider what comes after the end of the Kyoto round in 2012.”
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The “Global Agenda Council on Climate Change” [MGACCC] in DAVOS [www.undp.org/cli-
matechange/docs/GACmessage.pdf] now [2009]argue for deeper faster contraction. Now
calling for 80% emissions cuts globally they are not accelerating convergence. This C&C
combination [page 274 lower image] will provoke Developing Countries. Previously MGACCC
said that 80% for Developed Countries with convergence to per capita equalization globally
by 2050 under a 50% cut globally was “the emerging consensus” [Dervis UNDP]. Now - as
good as pro rata - they revise it to 80% globally.

Accelerated contraction is justified, but must go with accelerated convergence. These zoom-
able images show quantified detail. [1] The global contraction rate shown gives the 80% by
2050 with different rates of atmospheric accumulation reflecting sink-failure [2] The acceler-
ated convergence of that same rate of contraction is on the next page at the top, compared
with no accelerated convergence below. This is the systematic way to discuss this matter.

Modelled and animated here: - http://www.gci.org.uk/Animations/BENN_C&C Animation.exe
is ‘2%/yr sink-failure’ [100% net-failure in 50 years] that is roughly equal to the rates com-
pensated for in the revised-reduced [coupled] carbon budgets in IPCC AR4 [2007].




Accelerated Contraction needs Accelerated Convergence
ZOOM for detail

~USA
\\ .
-Canada \\
3
~W Europe ,\\\

-E Europe

-China
1 Land-Use —\\

Uindia -W Asia
0 China ~India
[LE Asia r o
Iw Asia

0 C&S America
0C Asia

1 Africa

I Oceania

IE Europe
0w Europe
10GTC TCanada
TUSA

5GTC

I ||||||H||“|HI|H|||“
AR
il i

: ;nJnnzzznnm:::ttt:ﬂnzi!iEiﬂﬂllu:r:!llli’:“““:

GTC

Accelerated Contraction - NO Accelerated Convergence

-USA

ZOOM for detail .

- Canada

~W Europe
-E Europe
-China

~W Asia
~India

ILand-Use
Iindia

0 China

IE Asia
IWw Asia

0 C&S America
0C Asia

1 Africa

I Oceania

10GTC

u.::;ma;
#
i
il e i
i | i ]

5GTC e Europe
W Europe
I Canada

TUsA

T il
i lI::IHI::IIII...I.MI::::;;.:.: W
il

|
il :EE;.L..:“:::I

gl

et il

GTC
1800 1850 1900 1950 2000 2050 2100 2150 2200



Letters supporting Application for Funds

Some letters from eminent persons
supporting the application for funds
by the Global Commons Trust
to support the continuation of
the climate change campaign for
‘Contraction and Convergence’
from the Global Commons Institute

Written by: -

. Prof Tom Blundell - University of Cambridge

. Mark Levene - University of Southampton

. Mike Mainelli - Z-YEN

. Julian Salt - ex-UNEPFI

. Sunand Prasad RIBA

. Peter Head - ARUP

. Robert Goodland - ex World Bank

. Geoff Lean - Independent on Sunday

. Joan Walley MP

10. Prof Ross Garnaut - Australia National University
11. Andrew Dlugolecki - Cll

12. Prof Brendan Mackey - Australia National University
13. Bill McGuire - Benfield

14. Crispin Tickell

15. Tim Smit - EDEN

16. Frank Jotzo - Australia National University

OVCoONOOTUPRA,WNBE
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Tom Blundell - University of Cambridge

Professor Sir Tom Blundell FRS UNIVERSITY OF
Sir William Dunn Professor of Biochemistry S
sz: CAMBRIDGE

Head of School SCHOOL OF BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES

28 February 2009 80 Tennis Court Road, Cambridge CB2 1GA, UK
Tel: 44(0)1223 333628 Fax : 44(0)1223 766082
E-mail: tom@cryst.bioc.cam.ac.uk

To Whom It May Concern

Dear Sirs,
Aubrey Meyer and ""Contraction and Convergence"

I am writing as a former Chairman of the Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution
concerning Aubrey Meyer’s contributions to the global debate on how to avoid dangerous
rates of climate change and to support his application for funding from your Foundation.

Aubrey began his campaign to establish Contraction and Convergence in the UK in 1989
and in 2000 the Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution under my chairmanship
advocated it to Government. Since then Contraction and Convergence has proved to be a
defining concept in the work of many in the UK and beyond. It has been the subject of
review and advocacy by many including the House of Commons Select Committee for
Environmental Audit and this year the Committee was advised by Lord Adair Turner of
the UK Climate Change Committee that Contraction and Convergence does in fact form
the basis of the UK Climate Bill.

The remarkable impact of Contraction and Convergence reflects the fact that the
argument is firmly rooted in the science of climate change. It marries the limit to future
human emissions to the idea of equal shares in the use of the atmosphere. It is a
rational, flexible and transparent concept that is now the most widely cited and probably
the most widely supported proposal.

All this is consistent with the wide uptake of the Contraction and Convergence concept
globally. However, Aubrey has achieved this impact with very little funding. | am
therefore asking that financial support is given to this campaign particularly at this time
as this year - 2009 - leads to a UN event in Copenhagen in December at which it is
intended that the global plan to avoid dangerous rates of climate change is agreed and
established for the long-term.

I believe that Contraction and Convergence must be the basis of the global deal on
climate change. | also believe that it makes sense for Contraction and Convergence to be
formally endorsed as the basis of the global deal by the UNFCCC. We are now closer than

ever to achieving that. With financial support for this campaign this will be achieved soon
and | ask you to support this strongly.

T Bl

Sir Tom Blundell
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Mark Levene - University of Southampton

Southampton

School of Humanities

26th February 2009

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

For time and motion reasons this has to be very brief. So let me state it succinctly. If | have repeatedly
stated to those that do not know him or his work that Aubrey Meyer is probably the most irnportant
person on the planet, I am not being flippant.

Contraction and Convergence represents the joining of science and ethics, prescience and social justice.
It is fundamentally about the reconciliation of the human condition set against the background of ever
accelerating anthropogenic climate change. If this may sound high-falutin' the reality is that C and C is
not only utterly grounded in the reality of the science and ec,?nomics of the here and now but is in its
essence graspable by everybody. While governments and their advisors seek complex ways of avoiding
what is at stake, Aubrey has got to the heart of the matter. This is thus why his argument is also the cen-
tral pillar and chapter of Cromwell and Levene eds. Surviving Climate Change, The Struggle to Avert
Global Catastrophe (Pluto Press, 2007).

In short, I commend Aubrey and his work which has been pursued remarkably, tenaciously, singularly
for the best of two decades. And essentially with little or no financial support. It is time that the 'value'of
Aubrey's efforts were properly recognised. Esme Fairbairn would be doing more than Aubrey a great
service by offering its support to GCI.

:\:'Q'ﬂrs sincgrely, ————

DrMark Levene
‘Reader in Comparative History
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Mike Mainelli - Z-YEN

Z/Yen Group Limited
5-7 St Helen’s Place

‘Zest for Enlightenment’ London
EC3A6AU
Telephone: +44 (0)20 7562-9562
\Voicemail: +44 (0)20 7562-0575
Facsimile : +44 (0)20 7628-5751
Email: michael_mainelli@zyen.com

To Whom It May Concern

Dear Sir
LETTER OF SUPPORT - CONTRACTION & CONVERGENCE - AUBREY MEYER

Aubrey Meyer has asked me to write a letter of support. | run a leading commercial think-tank in the City
of London, Z/Yen Group, and have been the creator and Principal Advisor to the London Accord, the largest
financial and economic initiative into climate change — www.london-accord.co.uk — Z/Yen’s pro bono work
on climate change.

Over the last twenty years, Aubrey Meyer’s sustained work through the Global Commons Institute on
‘Contraction and Convergence’ - C&C - is widely recognized as one of the most focused and significant
contributions to the global debate on what to do avoid dangerous rates of climate change. C&C marries
population to the economic, financial and equity issues of future human emissions. It is a rational, flexible
and transparent concept that is now the most widely cited and arguably the most widely supported proposal
in the process as a whole. Therefore, it is challenging.

Aubrey began his campaign to establish C&C in the UK in 1989 and by 2000 C&C was being formally
advocated to the UK Government by the Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution. Since then C&C
has proved to be a defining concept in the work of many in the UK and beyond. It has been the subject of
review and advocacy by many including the House of Commons Select Committee for Environmental Au-
dit. This year the Committee was advised by Lord Adair Turner of the UK Climate Change Committee that
C&C does in fact form the basis of the UK Climate Bill. Last year members of the UK All-Party Parliamentary
Group on Climate Change, nominated Aubrey Meyer for the Nobel Peace Prize in honour of the concept and
the campaign.

Aubrey’s success is all the more remarkable as all this has been achieved with very little funding. So I am
writing to commend that financial support is given to this campaign, particularly at this time, when we have
the UN event in Copenhagen in December at which it is intended that the global plan to avoid dangerous
rates of climate change is agreed.

I am one of the many people who believe that C&C, or something close, must be the basis for a global deal
on climate change. I appeal to you to support C&C.

Yours faithfully

Professor Michael Mainelli
cc Dr Mayer Hillman



Julian Salt - ex-UNEPFI
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Sunand Prasad RIBA

1834-2008

66 Portland Place

RIBA YA

26th February 2009
To Whom It May Concern

Financial Support for Global Commons Trust and Contraction and Convergence

Climate change is recognised almost universally now as the greatest threat facing our
civilisation. As an institute whose worldwide membership is daily engaged in the design
of the built environment that contributes around half of global carbon emissions, one of
the RIBA’s key policy positions is action to avert catastrophic climates change. The first
element of this policy is endorsement of a science based, equitable and practical princi-
ple to underpin a global climate treaty. namely ‘Contraction and Convergence’. At this
important moment when world governments are meeting in Copenhagen to hammer out
a Climate Treaty, | am writing to ask you to support the Global Commons Institute [GCI]
which has developed this brilliant and simple concept over twenty years on a shoestring.

Over the last twenty years, GCI’s work, under Aubrey Meyer’s leadership of the Contrac-
tion and Convergence - or C&C - concept and campaign, has created a global standard
that is now widely recognized as the most focused and significant contribution to the
global debate on what to do avoid dangerous rates of climate change. It is a rational,
flexible and transparent concept that is now the most widely cited and arguably the most
widely supported proposal in the process as a whole.

Meyer began his campaign to establish C&C in the UK in 1989 and by 2000 C&C was
being formally advocated to the UK Government by the Royal Commission on Envi-
ronmental Pollution. Since then C&C has proved to be a defining concept in the work of
many in the UK and beyond. It has been the subject of review and advocacy by many in-
cluding the House of Commons Select Committee for Environmental Audit and this year
the Committee was advised by Lord Adair Turner of the UK Climate Change Committee
that C&C does in fact form the basis of the UK Climate Bill.

London W1B 1AD UK
Tel +44 (0)20 7307 3665
Fax +44 (0)20 7307 3764
president@inst.riba.org
www.architecture.com

Registered Charity Number 210 566
VAT Registration Number 232 351 881
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Several voices in the international insurance industry have acknowledged that C&C is a rigor-
ously rational concept and also that it has been communicated globally with what they describe
as nothing short of genius and over the years Aubrey has received many honours for this work.
Last year members of the UK All-Party Parliamentary Group on Climate Change, nominated
Aubrey Meyer for the Nobel Peace Prize in honour of the concept and the campaign.

GClI’s and Meyer’s work is all the more remarkable as it has been carried out with very little
funding. Unfortunately at this important juncture there is a real chance of the work stalling
through lack of funds. So I am asking that financial support is given to the Global Conunons
Trust, the charity that supports the GCI.

I am one of the many people who believe that C&C must be the basis of the global deal on
climate change. | have also argued that, given the scale of the need for education and for peo-
ple around the world to understand the scale of the challenge, it makes sense for C&C to be
formally endorsed as the basis of the global deal by the United Nations Framework Convention
on Climate Change [UNFCCC]. I believe that we are now closer than ever to achieving that.
With financial support there will be a greater likelihood of achieving an effective treaty at Co-
penhagen and I appeal to you to give what financial support you can to the Global Commons
Trust.

Yours sincerely

Dimand Rz

Sunand Prasad
President
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Peter Head - ARUP

13 Fitzroy Street
London W1iT 48Q
Tel +44 (0)20 7636 1531

Our ref PRH/UMK Fax +44 (0)20 7755 4008
Direct Tel +44 (0}20 7755 4121
Date 26 February 2009 peter.head@arup.com

wWww.arup.com

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

Dear Sir/Madam

AUBREY MEYER

I have recently been presenting a lecture around the world for the Institution of
Civil Engineers showing research into how the world could move to a sustainable
way of living by 2050 which addresses climate change and ecological footprint
reduction. In my paper and lecture I refer to policies including Contract and Con-
vergence as critical to achieving this outcome and stress the urgency of action. The
work of Stern and Garnault have shown that action is now urgent and will not dam-
age economic performance, indeed can help us out of recession.

Over the last twenty years, Aubrey Meyer's sustained work through the Global
Commons Institute [GCI] with the "Contraction and Convergence" - or C&C - con-
cept and campaign, has created a global standard that is now widely recognized as
the most focused and significant contribution to the global debate on what to do
avoid dangerous rates of climate change.

This is remarkable and reflects the integrity of the argument where C&C is mathe-
matically rooted in the science of climate change and marries the limit to future hu-
man emissions that avoids dangerous rates of climate change to the polity of equal
shares in the use of the atmosphere subject to that limit. It is a rational, flexible
and transparent concept that is now the most widely cited and arguably the most
widely supported proposal in the process as a whole.

Aubrey began his campaign to establish C&C in the UK in 1989 and by 2000 C&C
was being formally advocated to the UK Government by the Royal Commission on
Environmental Pollution.

Since then C&C has proved to be a defining concept in the work of many in the UK
and beyond. It has been the subject of review and advocacy by many including the
House of Commons Select Committee for Environmental Audit and this year the
Committee was advised by Lord Adair Turner of the UK Climate Change Committee
that C&C does in fact form the basis of the UK Climate Bill.

Several voices in the International Insurance Industry have acknowledged that C&C
is a rigorously rational concept and also that it has been communicated globally
with what they describe as nothing short of genius and over the years Aubrey has
received many honours for this work. Last year members of the UK All-Party Parlia-
mentary Group on Climate Change, nominated Aubrey Meyer for the Nobel Peace
Prize in honour of the concept and the campaign.
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All this is consistent with the wide uptake of the C&C concept globally. However,
Aubrey's success is all the more remarkable as all trris has been achieved with very
little funding. So I am asking that financial support is given to -this campaign par-
ticularly at this time as this year - 2009 - leads to a UN event in Copenhagen in
December at which it is intended that the global plan to avoid dangerous rates of
climate change is agreed and established for the long-term.

I am one of the many people who believe that C&C must be the basis of the global
deal on climate change. I also argued that, given the scale of the need for education
and for the whole planet really to understand the scale of the challenge, it makes
sense for C&C to be formally endorsed as the basis of the global deal by the UNFCCC.
I believe that we are now closer that ever to achieving that. With financial support
for this campaign this wi Il be achieved soon and | appeal to you to support this
vigorously.

Yours faithfully

Proflaeol.

PETER HEAD OBE FREng FRSA
Director, Arup
Head of Global Planning

cc Dr Mayer Hillman, Chairman
Global Commons Trust
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Robert Goodland - ex World Bank

From Robert Goodland
RbtGoodland@aol.com;
Thursday, 26 February, 2009

Subject: Contraction and Convergence
To Whom It May Concern

I urge you and your Trust to do all in your powers to support the Global Commons Trust so that Contrac-
tion and Convergence is in a position to reduce the aweful risks of climate change just as soon as humanly
possible. We are in dire straits with few tools at the world’s disposal to save at least some semblance of our
beautiful world for our children.

The Contraction and Convergence tool devised by GCT and Aubrey Meyer is arguably THE single most
powerful tool for helping to prevent truly disastrous climate change, but only if it pushed fully into place and
used asap.

This is a very considered statement as i have been doing what little lays within my ambit for some years
now. Im convinced that C & C is the major part of the climate change solution. I served as the UN/World
Bank Group's Environmental adviser for 23 years until my 62-year retirement in 2001. Since then i have
been doing what i can to prevent the worst damage from climate change.

You have seen that a major and increasing number of -- importantly Southern -- national gvernments support
C & C. In addition, the UN Climate Convention Secretariat, Fmr. Environmental Minister Michael Meacher,
Sir John Houghton, Sir Crispin Tickell and many other luminries energetically support C & C.

You will have seen that UK's All-Party Parliamentary Climate Change Group nominated Aubrey Meyer for
the Nobel Peace Prize in order to accelerate the use of C & C.

I want to make this recommendation just as strong as possible for yr purposes. Please therefore dont hesitate
to contact me 24/7. Im not exaggerating when i lable this issue one of life and death

Warm personal regards
Dr Robert Goodland

Geoff Lean - Independent on Sunday
To Whom It May Concern

I am writing to lend my support to the application for funding from the Global Commons Trust.

I have the greatest respect for Aubrey Meyer, whose 20 year long tireless advocacy of contraction and
convergence has single-handly brought it to the forefront of international attempts to tackle climate change.
He has achieved the apparantly impossible in taking his remarkable concept to the point where it is widely
regarded as the key to any long term arrangement to move to a low carbon world, and where it has been
adopted as policy by many governments and endorsed by many leading authorities worldwide.

This achievement is all the more remarkable because Aubrey has done all this with virtually no funding. He
deserves to be resourced properly, and | hope you will consider helping him.

Yours sincerely,
Geoffrey Lean,

Environment Editor,
Independent on Sunday.
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Joan Walley MP

Joan Walley
Member of Parliament for Stoke-on-Trent North
§ § House of Commons, London, SW1A 0AA
Tel: 020 7219 4524/6985 Fax: 020 7219 4397

Our Ref: s/ESME01001/01090195

26th February 2009

To Whom It May Concern

I am writing to provide a letter of support to a funding application which I understand
Aubrey Meyer is making on behalf of the Global Commons Institute to your
organisation.

I write in a personal capacity but as an MP of almost 22 years standing who has had
long involvement with environment issues first as a councillor in Lambeth, and more
recently as the vice chair of the House of Commons Environmental Audit Select
Committee. It is very clear to me that the public awareness and international
engagement with the issue of climate change is not commensurate with the scale of
the challenge that faces the planet in trying to urgently reduce carbon emissions.

Aubrey’s work on Contraction and Convergence makes a key contribution by
marrying the limit to future carbon emissions to avoid dangerous levels of climate
change with the polity of equal shares in emissions subject to that limit. The theory is
rooted in the science of climate change and I believe it should form the basis of a
global deal on climate change.

It is vital that Aubrey is able to continue his work and it is for this reason that [ am
hopeful you will fund Aubrey's proposal.

Joan Walley MP

Stoke-on-Trent North
Cc Dr Mayer Hillman Global Commons Trust

Cc. Pr AuBREY Maven
Constituency Office:

Unit 5, Burslem Enterprise Centre, Moorland Road, Burslem, Stoke-on-Trent, ST6 1JN
Tel: 01782 577900 Fax: 01782 836462 e-mail: walleyj@parliament.uk www.joanwalleymp.org.uk

Yours sincerely
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Ross Garnaut - Australia National University

£ ANU

THE AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL UNIVERSITY

Ross Garnaut Canberra ACT 0200 Australia
Distinguished Professor Telephone: +61 2 6125 3100
The Arndt-Corden Division of Economics Facsimile: +61 2 6249 8057
Research School of Pacific and Asian Studies Email: Ross.Garnaut@anu.edu.au

http://rspas.anu.edu.au

3™ March 2009

To Whom It May Concern:

Over the last twenty years, Aubrey Meyer’s sustained work through the Global Commons
Institute [GCI] with the "Contraction and Convergence" - or C&C - concept and
campaign, has created a global standard that is now widely recognized as an outstanding
and essential contribution to the global debate on what to do avoid dangerous rates of
climate change.

This is remarkable and reflects the integrity of the argument where C&C is
mathematically rooted in the science of climate change and marries the limit to future
human emissions that avoids dangerous rates of climate change to the politically
compelling requirement of equal shares in the use of the atmosphere subject to that limit.
It embodies the economic political reality, that adjustment to equal per capita emissions
entitlements will take time. It is a rational, flexible and transparent concept that holds out
the best hope of all urgent proposals that might form a basis of an environmentally and
economically rational global agreement on climate change mitigation. The contraction
and convergence idea was at the core of the proposals for international agreement that are
part of the Garnaut Climate Change Review, commissioned by and presented to the
Australian Prime Minister and all State Premiers (R. Garnaut, 2008, The Garnaut Climate
Change Review, Cambridge University Press; www.garnautreview.org.au).

Aubrey’s success has been achieved with very little funding. So I am asking that financial
support is given to this campaign particularly at this time as this year - 2009 - leads to a
UN event in Copenhagen in December at which it is intended that the global plan to
avoid dangerous rates of climate change is agreed and established for the long-term.

Regards,

A

Ross Garnaut
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Andrew Dlugolecki - CII

“Early Bank”
17 Craigie Place
Perth PH2 OBB
25 February 2009
To Whom It May Concern

Over the last twenty years, Aubrey Meyer’s sustained work through the Global
Commons Institute [GCI] with the “Contraction and Convergence” - or C&C - concept
and campaign, has created a global standard that is now widely recognized as the
most focused and significant contribution to the global debate on what to do avoid
dangerous rates of climate change.

This is remarkable and reflects the integrity of the argument where C&C is
mathematically rooted in the science of climate change and marries the limit to future
human emissions that avoids dangerous rates of climate change to the polity of equal
shares in the use of the atmosphere subject to that limit. It is a rational, flexible and
transparent concept that is now the most widely cited and arguably the most widely
supported proposal in the process as a whole.

Aubrey began his campaign to establish C&C in the UK in 1989 and by 2000 C&C

was being formally advocated to the UK Government by the Royal Commission on
Environmental Pollution. Since then C&C has proved to be a defining concept in the
work of many in the UK and beyond. It has been the subject of review and advocacy
by many including the House of Commons Select Committee for Environmental Audit
and this year the Committee was advised by Lord Adair Turner of the UK Climate
Change Committee that C&C does in fact form the basis of the UK Climate Bill. Last
year members of the UK All-Party Parliamentary Group on Climate Change, nominated
Aubrey Meyer for the Nobel Peace Prize in honour of the concept and the campaign.

Several voices in the International Insurance Industry have acknowledged that C&C
is a rigorously rational concept and also that it has been communicated globally with
what they describe as nothing short of genius. In 2007 Aubrey was awarded the

prize for achievement on environment and finance by the UNEP Finance Initiative. On
February 23 2009, the Chartered Insurance Institute, in its third report on climate
change and insurance, recommended C&C as the basis for a solution to the mitigation
of climate change

All this is consistent with the wide uptake of the C&C concept globally. However,
Aubrey’s success is all the more remarkable as all this has been achieved with
very little funding. So I am asking that financial support is given to this campaign
particularly at this time as this year - 2009 - leads to a UN event in Copenhagen in
December at which it is intended that the global plan to avoid dangerous rates of
climate change is agreed and established for the long-term.

I am one of the many people who believe that C&C must be the basis of the global
deal on climate change. I have also argued that, given the scale of the need for
education and for the whole planet really to understand the scale of the challenge,
the crystal clarity of C&C makes it the obvious policy to be formally endorsed as the
basis of the global deal by the UNFCCC. I believe that we are now closer that ever to
achieving that. With financial support for this campaign this will be achieved soon and
I appeal to you to support this vigorously.

Yours faithfully

Dr Andrew Dlugolecki,

Nobel Prize-sharing lead author of the IPCC

Advisory Board Member, Carbon Disclosure Project

Senior Advisor on Climate Change to the UNEP Finance Initiative
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Prof Brendan Mackey - Australia National University

Prof Brendan Mackey

Director, The ANU WildCountry Research & Policy Hub
The Fenner School of Environment & Society, College of Science THE AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL UNIVERSITY
The Australian National University, Canberra ACT 0200 Australia

T: +61 2 6125 4960; F: +61 2 61253770;

E: brendan.mackey@anu.edu.au; www.anu.edu.au

04 March 2009
Financial support for Global Commons Trust and Contraction & Convergence
I am writing to support the application by GCT for financial support from your Trust.

It is now axiomatic that human-induced climate change is the gravest threat to global
security and the future and survival of humanity on Earth. However, the world commu-
nity has struggled to reach consensus on the framework for an international agreement
that will lead to a satisfactory coordinated response. Rather, negotiations are constantly
derailed by short-term concerns, vested interests, and conventional thinking.

GCT supports Aubrey Meyer who, through his work with GCI, has developed a framework
for international cooperation that addresses the fundamental impediments to successful
negotiation of a new climate change agreement. This approach is called Contraction &
Convergence (C&C), and it remains a singular beacon of sanity in the madness of climate
change treaty negotiations and is humanity’s best hope for a global deal that is the real
deal - one that will solve the problem.

The sustained effort of GCI over 20 years is a testimony to Aubrey’s integrity, commit-
ment, and resolve. The logic and calculus of C&C is inescapable once an objective analy-
sis is undertaken. For years, it was foolishly dismissed as impractical! Somewhat ironi-
cally, those who now view the problem with a clear head are increasingly accepting that
C&C presents the only politically acceptable solution to the foundational question of how
the permissible emissions can be distributed amongst the people of Earth.

As with all great ideas, C&C is deceptively simple, addresses the root causes of the
problem, and is recognized as a grave threat to those vested interests who fear the cli-
mate change problem’s successful resolution because of the fundamental changes it will
wrought on our economic status quo.

This is the crucial year for climate change as it culminates in the Copenhagen conference
and hopefully the generation of a new agreement for the next commitment period. It is
absolutely critical that C&C’s message is heard loud and clear throughout the year in the
lead up to Copenhagen, as well as during the conference. Also, it is likely that Copenha-
gen will not deliver the definitive answer the global situation demands and that key is-
sues will continue to be negotiated in the coming years — therefore requiring continuation
of the C&C campaign.

I encourage and urge the Trust to invest in GCI during the coming year and beyond. I am
convinced that GCI’s time will come, and that Aubrey Meyer’s contribution will prove to
be of historic significance.

Yours sincerely,

24



Bill McGuire - Benfield

BENFIELD UCL

Hazard
Research
Centre

To Whom It May Concern

Support for the funding application of
Aubrey Meyer and the GCT

I write to support enthusiastically, Aubrey Meyer’s application for
funding to underpin the activities of the Global Commons Trust.
In the run-up to the UN Climate Change Conference in Copenha-
gen this coming December, we find ourselves at a pivotal mo-
ment in human history. If we are to have any chance of avoiding
climate catastrophe, it is imperative that a greenhouse gas emis-
sions reduction mechanism is presented to the conference that
is both equitable and realistic, and which can bring the required
level of emissions cuts over the timeframe that climate science
demands.

That mechanism is Contraction & Convergence [C&C] the ex-
traordinarily innovative brainchild of Aubrey Meyer, which has
been taken forward in recent years through the Global Commons
Institute with the support of the Global Commons Trust.

C & C already has many supporters in government and industry
circles around the world. In the months left before Copenhagen,
however, it is imperative that the mechanism is promulgated as
widely as possible as the only option available to bring the cli-
mate change beast to heel. To help accomplish this, I urge you
as strongly as | possibly can to support Aubrey and the GCT —
for all our sakes and those of our children and grand children.

Yours sincerely

Bill McGuire
Professor of Geophysical & Climate Hazards m
Director, Aon Benfield UCL Hazard Research Centre

Benfield Hazard Research Centre
Department of Earth Sciences
University College London

Gower Street
London WC1E 6BT

t +44 (0)20 7679 3637
w  www.benfieldhrc.org
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Crispin Tickell

From: Sir Crispin Tickell's Office <ct@crispintickell.net>
Subject: Aubrey Meyer:Contraction and Convergence, the Global Commons Trust

Friday, 27 February, 2009

To Whom It May Concern

I write to commend a candidate for financial support from your Foundation. Aubrey Meyer is appealing for
support for the Global Commons Trust (GCT) which for many years has sustained work on Contraction and
Convergence.

Contraction and Convergence is more than a slogan, and over the years has set a global standard that is now
widely recognized as a significant contribution to the many issues, including equity, underlying the global
debate on mitigating and adapting to climate change. I won't go over the practical details which you know
already, but | am sure that you, like me, must be impressed by the degree of support that Contraction and
Convergence has received, most recently by Lord Turner, of the Climate Change Committee who told the
House of Commons Select Committee for Environmental Audit, that Contraction and Convergence lay at the
basis of the work of the Committee.

Aubrey Meyer has received many honours for his work. Last year members of the All Party Parliamentary
Group on Climate Change, nominated him for the Nobel Peace Prize. Contraction and Convergence has
also entered the literature and is used by many, without always recognition of its author, as the basis for the
work leading up to the Copenhagen Conference on Climate Change next December. As a member of the
Copenhagen Climate Council preparing for this event, | am well aware of what Aubrey Meyer has achieved.

His success is remarkable as it has been done with very little funding. With the Copenhagen Conference
now ahead of us it is all the more important that everyone, from the global community to national govern-
ments, local communities and individuals, should understand what is at stake and work for a successful and
practical outcome. That is why the Global Commons Trust and through it the Global Commons Institute
needs your support. I very much hope that you can and will help.

With all good wishes
Crispin Tickell

Sue Lee

Secretary to Sir Crispin Tickell, Director

Policy Foresight Programme

James Martin 21st Century School

University of Oxford

http://www.21school.ox.ac.uk/outreach/policy-foresight/
http://www.21school.ox.ac.uk/news_and events/news/archive.cfm/2008/pfp-hub
Office tel: +44 (0) 1285 740 569

http://www.crispintickell.net/

CC Dr Mayer Hillman

Chairman
Global commons Trust
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Tim Smit - EDEN

March 2nd, 2009
To whom it may concern,

I am writing as both an admirer of the work of the Trust and of Aubrey Meyer and

his work in developing the concept of Contraction and Convergence, The detail of the
work of the Global Commons Trust and the scientific basis are well documented else-

where. The reason for my letter is that we work with around 30,000 schoolchildren a

year at Eden out of a total audience of around 1.1m a year. The current generation of
schoolchildren is massively concerned about climate change and they feel impotent in
the face of it. What comes out time and time again is the realisation that the lifestyle
commentary about changing light-bulbs, insulating houses and driving less feel woe-

fully inadequate to them. They know the issue is more serious than any of these sug-
gested measures could possibly address.

When Governments acknowledge we have forty years or less to radically reduce our
carbon emissions the case is won, but the solution seems to remain in thrall to the
same politics that have anchored us in stasis for so many years.

Every group of children | speak to about C&C understands its simplicity and potential
instinctively. Its basis in equity is hugely important.

So...please allow me to express to you my belief that what is being suggested here
may in years to come be seen as marking a moment as important as the dawning of
the Renaissance. I know we live in a world of hyperbole, but in this case I believe it to
be true. The lives of countless people could be improved and indeed secured were this
work to get the support it needs.

May I ask you to look upon this application kindly?
Yours sincerely,

Tim Smit

Chief Executive

The EDEN Project

Frank Jotzo - Australia National University

“Over the last twenty years, Aubrey Meyer’s sustained work through the Global Com-
mons Institute [GCI] with the “Contraction and Convergence” - or C&C - concept and
campaign, has created a global standard that is now widely recognized as an out-
standing and essential contribution to the global debate on what to do to avoid dan-
gerous rates of climate change.

The C&C concept embodies the economic political reality, that adjustment to equal per
capita emissions entitlements will take time. It is a rational, flexible and transparent
concept that holds out hope to form a basis of an environmentally and economically
rational global agreement on climate change mitigation. The contraction and con-
vergence idea was at the core of the proposals for international agreement that are
part of Australia’s Garnaut Climate Change Review (R. Garnaut, 2008, The Garnaut
Climate Change Review, Cambridge University Press; www.garnautreview.org.au). I
worked as economic advisor on the relevant parts of the Review.

Aubrey’s success has been achieved with very little funding. So I am asking that financial
support is given to this campaign particularly at this time as this year - 2009 - leads to a
UN event in Copenhagen in December at which it is intended that the global plan to avoid
dangerous rates of climate change is agreed and established for the long-term.”

Dr Frank Jotzo

The Australian National University

Research Fellow, College of Asia and the Pacific

Deputy Director, ANU Climate Change Institute

Theme leader climate change, Environmental Economics Research Hub
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Comments and Awards

SOME COMMENTS ABOUT AUBREY MEYER AND C&C:

2002 Michael Meacher, the UK Environment Minister

“If ever there was an initiative that deserved recognition & support, it is the brilliant
and relentless campaign waged by this fiercely independent, creative and appar-
ently tireless individual.”

2003 The UN Climate Convention Secretariat
“Achieving the goal of the treaty, inevitably requires contraction and convergence”.

2003 The Archbishop of Canterbury
“C&C appears utopian only if we refuse to contemplate the alternatives honestly.”

2003 Sir John Houghton, Royal Commission Environmental Pollution

“Since the formulation of ‘Contraction and Convergence’, Aubrey Meyer has
tirelessly and selflessly argued for and promoted it with great energy and
tenacity in scientific, economic and political fora. Admiration is frequently
expressed regarding its elegance and simple logic and it has been widely ac-
cepted by policy makers and by NGOs as a basis that should underlie the next
stage of policy formulation. There is no other proposal in play that meets so
many of the required principles and criteria or that has any real chance of suc-
ceeding. It is bound to be strongly influential in the crucial round of interna-
tional negotiations in the FCCC that is about to begin. The personal dedication
of Aubrey Meyer, born of a deep concern for global humanity and its future, is
what has brought the Contraction and Convergence proposal to the influential
position it holds today.”

2007 Sir Crispin Tickell Pres. Green College Oxford & UN Ambassador

“Aubrey Meyer has done an amazing job and shown extraordinary persistence
and ingenuity in working out a scheme of this kind. 1 very much admire him for it.
Above all he’s laid out an intellectual and legal framework which is needed if you're
going to set global arrangements in place.”

2005 Independent on Sunday, a UK broadsheet

“Meyer is one of the three most important people in the world.”

2005 The New Statesman, a UK Journal

“Meyer is one of the 10 people in the world most likely to change it.” (Obama another)
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2007 Dr. Julian Salt Director of Climate Solutions

“Aubrey Meyer is the most courageous and brilliant climate researcher | have
ever met. He is willing to say what other’s merely think. He is quite fearless
of any audience and the most eloquent of speaker’s because he knows that
ultimately the concept of Contraction and Convergence [C&C] is indestruct-
ible and will in the fullness of time be adopted in some form by the UNFCCC.
He has developed his arguments over twenty years with a minimum of fund-
ing and has refused to compromise his position in any way for financial gain
or glory. He is tireless in his research and quest to understand every nu-
ance of the climate debate. It has been an honour for me to have known

and worked with such a brilliant mind and such an honest person as Aubrey.

He has much support from very well placed and respectable people and
deserves global recognition for his work. He is quite simply a modern-day
genius who will one day be respected for his vision and beliefs. He should be
considered for the Nobel Peace prize as his efforts ultimately will save the
planet from the ravages of man-induced climate change.”

2008 UNITAR Seminar

“Meyer is arguably the world’s leading carbon strategist” and “the Man-
dela of Climate Change” for demonstrating the end of global apartheid.

2008 The Guardian, a UK broadsheet
“"Meyer is one of fifty heroes of the planet.”
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AWARDS

Andrew Lees Memorial Award - 1998

“Aubrey Meyer, almost single-handedly and with minimal resources, has made
an extraordinary impact on the negotiations on the Climate Change Treaty, one
of the most important of our time, through his campaign for a goal of equal
per capita emissions, which is now official negotiating position of many govern-
ments, and is gaining acceptance in developed and developing countries alike.”

The Schumacher Award - 2000

“Aubrey Meyer set up his Global Commons Institute (GCI) in 1990, with
minimal resources, to campaign to bring the threat of global warming to the
attention of the public and to policy makers. For over ten years, with great
determination and meticulous attention to scientific detail, he has presented
his case counteracting the arguments put forward by corporate interests.
Of special significance is his formulation of ‘contraction and convergence’, a
strategy for fairly sharing the rights to emit carbon dioxide worldwide. This
is increasingly recognised as the most logical and effective way of prevent-
ing climatic catastrophe while promoting justice and equity. It has made an
extraordinary impact on the Climate Change Treaty negotiations.”

A Findhorn Fellowship - 2004

“Aubrey Meyer is a professional violinist who largely bracketed his career
to address the global challenge of climate change. He attended the first
UN meetings on climate in the early 90’s and he has since fully engaged
with the issue and developed the C&C model as an antidote to it. He cre-
ated and directs GCI as a vehicle to advance C&C to virtually all who will
listen an presented it at the Restore the Earth conference in 2002. Its
genius lies in its capacity prospectively to reduce greenhouse emissions
by the amount the UN IPCC say is required to minimise the likely devas-
tating effects of global warming. His views are increasingly endorsed by
prominent members of the British establishment. | hope you join me in
welcoming Aubrey to the Fellowship and in supporting his remarkable,
indeed heroic, initiative. Aubrey Meyer is arguably the world’s foremost
carbon strategist and to global warming what Michael Moore is to the US

electoral saga - a delightful maverick who just might ‘save the day’.

City of London Life-Time’s Achievement Award - 2005

“From the worlds of business, academia, politics and activism, Aubrey Meyer
has made the greatest contribution to the understanding and combating of
climate change having led strategic debate or policy formation. In recogni-
tion of an outstanding personal contribution to combating climate change at
an international level through his efforts to enhance the understanding and
adoption of the principle of Contraction and Convergence.”
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Honorary Fellow of Royal Institute of British Architects - 2007

“For his challenging and inspirational promotion of environmental issues,
in particular his development of the concept of Contraction and Conver-
gence. Architects adopted C&C at RIBA Council in 2006 and asked Au-
brey to present C&C at their annual conference in October. There, RIBA'’s
Chairman declared climate change as the dominant agenda for the 21st
Century, called for C&C targets and committed RIBA to campaigning for
C&C. He was an inspirational speaker at the RIBA’s 2006 Annual Confer-
ence in Venice and reported the event as follows; “Meyer, formerly a pro-
fessional musician, started with a virtuoso performance that was simulta-
neously moving, terrifying and informative. He played the violin theme to
Schindler’s List to images of the environmental holocaust he went on to
argue that we face.”

Eurosolar Award - 2006

“For inspiring renewable energy projects, in the ‘Media’ category, the
Eurosolar Award 2006 goes to Aubrey Meyer for Contraction and Conver-
gence communications.”

The UNEP FI Global Roundtable Financial Leadership Award - 2007

"UNEP FI for the first time recognized executives within the financial serv-
ices who have contributed in a significant manner to the development of
financial ideas, innovative products, institutional change and or the car-
bon markets themselves through the UNEP FI Carbon Leadership Award.
Four executive awards were given for each category of financial services:
Banking, Insurance/ Reinsurance, Asset Management/Private Banking and
Pension Funds. In addition, an award was given for a representative from
civil society who had worked towards the same end. Award winners were
selected from a large number of entries by a small group of UNEP FI’s
long term climate change advisors. The civil society category award for
the most impressive commitment and innovative thinking around climate
change and the financial sector with the UNEP FI Carbon Leadership Award
went to Aubrey Meyer of the Global Commons Institute.”
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ILFSD [& others] Introduce C&C Jun 01, 2008
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CUP Agree GCI attribution on C&C in Stern Review Apr 14, 2000

Chartered Institute of Water and Environmental Management reaffirms C&C:

National Theatre Event on Sustainability
Pulitzer “Helium Centre” starts a C&C debate.
Get Real Gordon: Market Won’t Save Us From Climate Change, Green-MEP
The fair Molly Scott Cato keeps arguing C&C for the UK Green Party
Tata Energy Research Institute [Dr. Pachauri’s Centre in India].
CSE India [Veteran and formidable Campaigning Centre in Delhi]
The Left and Climate Change - why green goes better with red
In response to the C&C piece on Helium yesterday: -
Struggle of ideas. Are K2 and C&S > C&C? Jun 16, 2008
C&C Support Rising - Guardian Jun 16, 2008
World Bank’s CG&D backs C&C Jun 17, 2008
C&C backed by India Europe Jun 17, 2008
C&C - Peter Head of ARUP Jun 17, 2008
C=P and vice versa Jun 18, 2008
Jeffrey Sachs in C&C U-Turn? Jun 18, 2008
C&C - New EDM - MPs support . . . Jun 19, 2008
C&C EDM 1795 - Please ask your MP’s to support Jun 24, 2008
When the Saints Come MarchinIn . ... Jim Jun 25, 2008
“Succinct clear and honest” call for C&C from Davos CEO
The World and Canada - Trends Reshaping Our Future
C&C letter in Guardian responds to Stern
Challen - the pull of Samsom - Jun 28, 2008
India pushes C&C again Jul 01, 2008
C&C and the Global Climate Certificate System Jul 02, 2008
Garnaut on C&C - transparent, fair, pragmatic Jul 04, 2008
C&C and the Climate QUAD Jul 07, 2008
Will the G8 agree convergence? Jul 08, 2008
G8 - UK Government Supports C&C [?] Jul 08, 2008
G-8: “C&C - on the table” Jul 08, 2008
UIA - 1.2 million architects adopt C&C Jul 08, 2008
G8+5 - No Slam, No Dunk; Kerplunk! Jul 10, 2008
“7 Years to Save The Planet” McGuire book published today 10 Jul 2008
Ed Dreby in QUAKER ECO-BULLETIN July-August 2008
‘Throbgoblins’, one of world’s ‘don’t-go-down-without-one’ eco-toonists: -
US & China agree C&C! Jul 26, 2008
World Nuclear Association continue to call for C&C
C&C Output from India-Europe event Potsdam May 2008
Managing China’s per capita carbon emissions Author: Frank Jotzo
C&C at NOTTING HILL CARNIVAL
C&C at Howies DO Conference
September 6th, Wales.
C&C at the ‘Eco-Faith’ Climate Conference
C&C at the ‘Kingsnorth’ Climate Camp
Truly remarkable achievement by RIBA and its President Sunand Prasad,
BT and C&C as seen by Carbonsense:
Climate Change & Human Rights: A Rough Guide, 2008.
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C&C Early Day Motion 1795 Finally 50 MPs 16.06.2008

C&C from the UK National School of Government

Towards sustainable energy tariffs A Report to the National Consumers Council
C&C in FoE ‘How to Stop Climate Change’

IIED Harnessing ecological space —

350.0rg Global Warming and C&C Global Action. Global Future.

Star Green MEP Caroline Lucas argues that,

De-Growth Conference

C&C takes off in Turkey 06/12/2005

Nice C&C/GCI Tribute - Colin Challen, Martin Caton & APPGCC MPs
Opinion piece Tackling climate change: Who should pay? 4 August 2008
C&C in Bonn/GTZ - 11 08 08 Aug 09, 2008

“C&C - the single most elegant & important idea awaiting adoption by humanity.

Johan Hari’s answers to the ‘Total Politics’ daily questionnaire...

Fred’s Footprint: C&C - The best solution to climate change Aug 13, 2008
Hot Steel C&C at the Olympics Aug 19, 2008

SAARC vote C&C Aug 13, 2008

C&C - AMEN to climate change Sep 14, 2008

C&C -A Well Tempered Climate Accord “In time and in tune to save the planet”
IUCN nibbling at C&C “Re-conceiving growth: contraction and convergence”
Garnaut — Supplementary Report on “Targets and Trajectories” re C&C

A few more recent C&C related publications: -

Dear Ed, C&C please . ... Oct 07, 2008

UK Treasury finally acknowledges origin and source-referencing for C&C: -
Earth Charter continues C&C-related advocacy: -

25-6th November — contribution to ‘Nordic Solutions’ conference, Copenhagen
Professor McMichael Australia National University argues C&C.”
Government ARGENTINA for C&C [and more] . . . Oct 14, 2008

C&C/GCI 6th out of 100 in ‘Independent on Sunday’ Green League: -
CIWEM - PEACE FOR EARTH

European Economic and Social Committee

C&C in UK Climate Bill - please write your MP  Oct 16, 2008

C&C PACE Law School

C&C Lessard Quebec

C&C — RCEP and UK ‘climate-bill’ Oct 17, 2008

Stern again on Horns of C&C Oct 24, 2008

Contraction & Convergence BALI.

C&C Wales

C&C Yantra

Climate & Health Council - Oct 26, 2008

C&C advocated by DG Development EC

American Physical Society — October 2008

“Two Decades of Countering the Economics of Genocide with C&C

C&C taken up by the Humanist Society

It is not too late to respond to climate change

A CHRISTIAN VIEW ON CLIMATE CHANGE

American Physical Society — October 2008

C&C - Letter to Guardian; UK supports C&C - Nov 11, 2008~
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Robin Attfield of Cardiff Uni combines C&C with Greenhouse Development Rights

Peter Wood [Australia] on Garnaut and Obama
A Global Contract Based on Climate Justice - equal emission rights per capita
World Church Council again behind C&C Nov 12, 2008
C&C from German National Council Nov 16, 2008
C&C Now? UK Gov! Nov 20, 2008
Brazil Proposes C&C at Poznan? Dec 04, 2008
C&C - COP-14 Poznan Dec 05, 2008
SLOVENIA MINISTERIAL AT COP-14
MEXICO MINISTERIAL AT COP-14
EU PRIOR TO COP-14
NICHOLAS STERN ON C&C AT COP-14
TO NICHOLAS STERN BEFORE COP-14
SPAT ABOUT C&C IN AUSTRALIA
CHRISTINE MILNE LEADER OF THE AUSTR. GREENS ON C&C IN ABC NEWS
EEM - New Mag fronts C&C Dec 19, 2008
The AGE [Oz] - “"C&C; no other viable way.” Dec 23, 2008
Tim Colebatch Economics Editor The AGE Australia
C&C from UBC Guru Dec 23, 2008
Global justice - the big picture
Medical Students January Campaign Action Pack — Healthy Planet
Holistic Approaches — A Global Contract and the Global Marshall Plan
IOE Sustainability Network Debate 10th December 2008.
US National Carbon Emissions Targets.
Climate Change : A Christian Perspective June 2008
Enabling One Planet Living in the Thames Gateway
International Climate Challenge
Climate Freeloaders — Yale University 29 Jan 2009: Opinion
Linking Trade & Climate Change, Finel, American Security Project 27 Jan 2009
Contraction and Convergence University of Oldenburg
SIMPOL votes for C&C again: -
The Ecologist A contract for convergence
Haribon Foundation/OXFAM Climate Negotiations Learning Event and Forum
Progressive London conference January 2009
Scottish Parliament Briefings
Der “Greifswalder” Ansatz in der Umweltethik Konrad Ott
The John Ray Initiative - President John Houghton
Scottish Action on Climate Change John Riley 06/26/2008
Satu Hassi MEP
Final Report - Scottish Climate Change Programme Review:
lan Hamilton responds to Janet Daley in the Daily Telegraph
OPINION of the Committee on Development
“The Weather Makers” by Tim Flannery
The World Premiere of “The Age of Stupid” is March 15th.
Response to Climate Ethics C&C
Nation Master Encyclopedia Contraction and convergence
KROFIRE
Fair Shares, Fair Choice: Voluntary Carbon Rationing for C&C
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C&C critic [Bell; Newcastle] gets a response [from Stallworthy; Swansea].
Climate change and rising energy costs will change everything:
Competitiveness Issues in Climate Change Policy November 26, 2008
Food Climate Research Network Karen Leach - Localise West Midlands
Michael Meacher, House Magazine

The EDGE Futures Debates

Japan Scientists report Official Views on Long Term Climate Targets
Green Party Climate Change Plan

New Zealand Herald

NEW STATESMAN - How Our 10 Choices of Heroes from 2005 have Fared
United We Act - October 2008

Best Article Environmental policy instruments

C&C and WWEF ‘climate-science’? Jan 31, 2009

WEF wavers on C&C Feb 04, 2009

To C&C or notto C&C . ... Feb 06, 2009

Adair Turner to HoC Climate Energy Committee 03 09

Royal Institute of Chartered Surveyors REPORT

C&C in Royal Society paper on Shrink & Share

Global Warming, by Ashok Khosla CEO Development Alternatives
CONVERGENCE OF HEALTH & SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT A MANIFESTO
CIl - Coping with Climate Change

MODEL UN - ‘UNESCAP’ commits to C&C Mar 23, 2009

The Copenhagen Challenge March 10 2009

Carbon Countdown - the Campaign for C&C

C&C Briefing to Government on rates of C&C related to rates of ‘Sink-Failure’

C&C in Houghton Climate Change Briefing CUP
C&C in Schelnhuber; ‘Avoiding Dangerous Climate Change’ CUP
C&C in IPCC Third Assessment, CUP

C&C in IPCC Fourth Assessment CUP

C&C in IPCC Fourth Assessment CUP

C&C in WBGU

C&C in Stern Review CUP

C&C in Human Development Report 2007/8
C&C in Breadking the Climate Deadlock [Blair]
C&C in RCEP 2000

UK Government Response to C&C in RCEP 2000
C&C in DEFRA Briefing on Climate Change

C&C Letter to Blair et al from John Houghton
C&C Briefing

C&C in Environmental Audit Committee Briefing
C&C in Environmental Audit Committee Briefing
C&C links and references

C&C at climax of COP-3 Kyoto

C&C DVD from UK All Party Parliamentary Group
C&C in Surviving Climate Change PLUTO

C&C in Garnaut Report

C&C in Rough Guide To Climate Change

C&C in “How We Can Save the Planet”

37

163
163
163
163
163
164
164
164
164
165
165
166
166
170
172
175
177
177
178
178
179
180
180
181
217
242
246
248
248
249
250
251
252
256
258
261
262
263
265
268
269
270
271
272
273
302
303
306



Oxford Environmental Change Unit 14 January 2008
C&C in Trialling Personal Carbon Allowances [PCA]

"PCA has the potential to reduce carbon emissions in an equitable, efficient and effective way.
It is based on the same principle of equity the international carbon reduction proposal ‘contrac-
tion and convergence’ (Meyer 2000), i.e. that everyone has an equal right to emit carbon.”

http://www.eci.ox.ac.uk/research/energy/downloads/fawcett-pca07.pdf

Steering towards emissions equity The Guardian January 11, 2008
Leo Hickman on whether India's "People's Car' should be a cause for celebration

“In a world of "contraction and convergence", as put forward by Aubrey Meyer and others, the
goal would be just that: that the world's citizens would agree a middle ground in terms of per
capita emissions that, if achieved, would lead to an overall reduction in global greenhouse gas
emissions. This would, at least in part, address the obvious inequity of a situation whereby
everyone across the planet starts cutting their emissions before billions of people have even
achieved the most basic of advances long enjoyed by those in developed countries.”

http://blogs.guardian.co.uk/climatechange/2008/01/steering_towards_emissions_equ.html

C&C in the Canberra Times — Australia 15 January 2008
Gwynne Dyer Chiefs say too many Indians on hypocrisy highway

"Contraction and Convergence" [C&C] is the phrase they need to learn. It was coined almost
20 years ago by South African-born activist and founder of the Global Commons Institute
Aubrey Meyer, and it is still the only plausible way that we might get global agreement on
curbing greenhouse gas emissions worldwide. The notion is simply that we must agree on a
figure for total global emissions that cannot be exceeded, rather as we set fishing quotas to
preserve fish stocks. Then we divide that amount by 6.5 billion (the total population of the
planet), and that gives us the per capita emission limit for everyone on Earth.”
Gwynne Dyer is a London-based independent journalist whose articles are published in 45 countries.
http://canberra.yourguide.com.au/news/opinion/opinion/chiefs-say-too-many-indians-
on-hypocrisy-highway/1162221.html

Repeated in Daily News and Analysis Around the world e.g. Mumbai India
http://www.dnaindia.com/report.asp?newsid=1145186&pageid=2

Gordon Brown and Indian Government on C&C

“India and the UK recognise the need to find effective and practical solutions to address
concerns regarding climate change and its implications for human kind. These would include
mitigation and adaptation strategies in a manner that supports further economic and so-
cial development in particular of developing countries. Long-term convergence of per capita
emission rates is an important and equitable principle that should be seriously considered in
the context of international climate change negotiations.”

http://groups.google.com/group/india-ej/browse_thread/thread/
albada63343b88da?hl=en

Archbishop of Canterbury returns to C&C debate

“The whole issue of how we approach carbon trading, the set of issues around contraction
and convergence and agendas like that;’ these are issues that have to be thought through
very carefully in terms of how the results of policies seeking to control climate change can
at the same time work for the good, for the benefit for the neediest of our societies."

http://www.anglicancommunion.org/acns/digest/index.cfm/2007/12/20/Archbishop-of-
Canterbury--climate-change-action-a-moral-imperative-for-justice
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Presentation at Imperial College London 17 01 08

Aubrey Meyer is this week’s speaker. An outstanding voice Thursday 17th January

from the world of industry, risk analysis and policy making, Imperial College

and considered by many as arguably the world’s foremost Center for Environmental Policy
climate strategist gives a presentation followed by ques- Contraction & Convergence
tions. His message concerns Contraction and Conver- e o e oy &t
gence or ‘C&C’, which is a logical universal rights-based seminar that all MSc students attend.

Aubrey Meyer is this week’s speaker.

proposal to respond in a proportionate manner to climate |, I
. . . . n outstanding voice from the world of
change. Rooted in the science, it is a full response to the  |industy, riskanalysis and policy making,

and considered by many as arguably the world’s foremost

obJeCtlve Of t_'he UN Cllma te. climate strategist gives a presentation followed by questions.

R ; His message concerns Contraction and Convergence or ‘C&C’,
C&C was introduced at the UN in 1990 by the Global which is a logical universal rights-based proposal to respond in a
proportionate manner to climate change. Rooted in the science,

- it is a full response to the objective of the UN Climate Treaty.

Commons Institute [GCI] a group co-founded by Meyer
. . . . C&C introduced at the UN in 1990 by the Global C

that year. Since then it has become widely cited around Tnsttute [GCT] 2 group co-founded by Meyer that year.
the world as the fundamental basis of avoiding danger- A cemntal hosie af mreing Cangerous i ate dhanga €

An Honorary Fellow of the
Royal Institute of British
Architects and winner City
of a City of London Life-
Time’s Achievement Award
in 2005, Meyer was awared

ous climate change.

An Honorary Fellow of the Royal Institute of British Ar-
chitects and winner City of a City of London Life-Time’s

Achievement Award in 2005, Meyer was awarded the N aterain fard i 5007,
UNEP Financial Initiative Leadership Award in 2007. the presentation includes audio-visual matorale and g
Meyer is a musician and the presentation includes audio-

visual materials and music.
http://www.gci.org.uk/events/Imperial_College.pdf

C&C - “the phrase on the lips of negotiators”

The Hot Topic Gabrielle Walker and David King
http://www.bloomsbury.com/BookCatalog/Productitem.asp?S=1&sku=22044434

“Contraction and convergence is the buzz phrase on many
negotiators’ lips. The ‘convergence’ part of the phrase refers TH E o

to a certain low target of greenhouse emissions per head of e
population, which every country agrees to converge on by,

say, 2050. This target would depend on how low overall we

were trying to go, as set out in the first part of the agree-

ment. For instance, a global target of 450 ppm of greenhouse
gases would mean convergence in 2050 at around 2 tonnes of
COZ2eq per head, where 550 ppm would be closer to 3 tonnes

per head. This figure would necessarily be much lower than HOW TO TACKLE GLOBAL WARMING
the current emissions per head of the richest countries, and AND STILL KEEP THE LIGHTS ON
probably higher than the current figure for most developing Gabrielle Walker and Sir David King

countries. Thus, the industrialised world would need to ‘con-
tract’ its emissions to meet the target, whereas developing
countries would be allowed to increase their emissions and
develop their economies before everyone eventually converg-
es on to the same spot.

According to this approach, the emissions paths for some de-
veloping countries might rise above the eventual target, before | [ isimetcoosk ittt e woid nesos ignt ncu:
falling as their economies became stronger. There is even a

provision for the lowest emitting (and least developed) coun-

tries to receive more emissions allowances than they would need. They could then sell the ex-
cess ‘hot air’ to get international funding for their development efforts. Contraction and conver-
gence has the benefits that every nation is involved from the beginning, that it’s a transparent,
straightforward concept and that it produces a definite final concentration of greenhouse gases."

Source GCI: - www.gci.org.uk/briefings/ICE.pdf
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Malta Conference

Climate Diplomacy: C&C at Malta Conference: -
http://www.gci.org.uk/events/Malta Programme.pdf

What is different about Climate Change Diplomacy?
10.30 Mr. Aubrey Meyer, Global Commons Institute
”Contraction and Convergence - The Proportionate Response to Climate Change”

Live coverage: -

http://www.sustainabilitank.info/2008/02/05/malta-february-7-8-2008-conference-on-

climate-change-diplomacy-that-will-be-broadcast-also-for-virtual-purpose/

NHS - Climate change seminar — 10th January 2008 St Pancras Hospital

“Thank you to everyone for supporting the climate change seminar that took place last
Thursday. The event was attended by over 50 people, including Professor David Taylor/
Chair and Wendy Wallace/Chief Executive. It was introduced by Hari Sewell/Director of
Health & Social Care Improvement and was intended as an introduction to climate change,
which has been described as the most important issue of our time. If you were unable to
attend you can view the presentations of the key speakers or visit their websites.”

The speakers were: -

Mario Petrucci
www.mariopetrucci.com/ISR93587.pdf

Aubrey Meyer

http://www.gci.org.uk/Animations/BENN C&C Animation.exe

Dr. Robin Stott
www.climateandhealth.org

Comments received on the event are below:

e What a brilliant meeting, well done you guys for organising! I do think the Trust should
do more on this, and would be willing to get involved.

e [ particularly liked the poetry readings at the Climate Event. As a Quaker, I found the
event really familiar and stimulating. I have been brought up to regard the greater good
rather than the self and it all has to start somewhere when it comes to climate change. It
is all a leap of faith and what is required is a collective consciousness that supports that
leap, which can only come about when people stop thinking about their selfish needs.

e Thanks very much for all your work. It was EXCELLENT

e Very powerful and effective presentations from all three: loved the violin.

e Just to say yesterday was really excellent.
Your man and his team is very inspirational

e It was a wonderful event. Very inspiring
and thought-provoking and I have heard
nothing but positive things from everyone
who attended. Well done!

e Just a quick note to say thank you for the
event yesterday. I thought it went off ex-
tremely well and so did others | spoke to af-
terwards. One of the things we discussed was
how these sort of things raise more questions
and that only by becoming more involved
could we find out the answers. I thought it
was a pity that it could not be a combined
Trusts event as I felt Dr. Robin Stott’s com-
ments concerning management planning
particularly pertinent. Especially as the plans
for the St Pancras site are so much in the
forefront over the coming years.

e It was a brilliant event. Congratulations on
getting it organised - It was fantastic. 40

Lunchtime Seminar

on Climate Change
12.30 - 13.30, Thursday the 10th of January 2008

The Conference Hall
St Pancras Hospital

The Care Trust is delighted that three well known speakers have agreed to
give a talk on climate change at St.Pancras from 12.30 - 13.30 pm on 10th
of January.

Refreshments will be available from 12.00. The presentations will start at
12.30 and include a short film, violin music and poetry.

The session will be introduced by: -

Mario Petrucci - Poet, Physicist, Royal Literary Fund Fellow and Ecologist
Aubrey Meyer - renowned climate campaigner and musician
Dr Robin Stott - a veteran of IPPNW and MEDACT

who will tell us how climate change will impact on our lives, particulary
with regard to our energy production and consumption and how we can all
act to make a difference.

In the interim, if you have any questions about this or want to help
organise the event then please contact: -

Lynda McDonald on 020 7530 5347
or lynda.mcdonald@candi.nhs.uk.




Comment from speakers after the event:

“We were delighted to receive the invitation to this event because of the high regard with
which we hold the NHS. We are also now very pleased with the positive response to the
event because we are certain that on this urgent matter, leadership from the community of

health professionals will be increasingly influential."

Climate Network Africa. Bali Report - C&C Feb 05, 2008: -
http://www.gci.org.uk/events/BALI Africa Report.pdf
“There are two key components to reducing Green House Gas emissions: -
a) Concentration levels that are safe and b) How to distribute responsibility?

Contraction and Convergence (C&C) is the only obvious answer, working on a per capita
basis. The United Kingdom bill is based on C&C although the government refuses to admit.
Any bill to deal with C&C is a global bill. You need to have knowledge that you are address-
ing your share of the problem. The 40% is coming from a figure based on historical data.
The science of climate change has much progressed since then and in addition, we now
have to account for carbon sink failures, desertification, etc, and not only anthropogenic
emissions. We could in fact be having a runaway problem in our hands. The only model
that can accommodate the changes in the facts (emissions and populations) is the C&C
model. The Stern Review commissioned by the United Kingdom Government revealed that
1% of GDP would help us reduce emissions by 20%. 1% of the United Kingdom GDP is
about £10 Billion, and the United Kingdom Government is not spending that yet.”

RIBA reaffirm ‘Carbon Countdown’ the campaign for C&C
www.architecture.com/Awards/RIBAHonoraryFellowships/HonoraryFellowships2008.aspx

Aubrey Meyer - For his challenging and inspirational promotion of environmental issues, in par-
ticular his development of the concept of Contraction and Convergence. He is Director of the
think-tank Global Commons Institute (GCI), focusing on policy solu-
tions addressing climate change. He is the chief architect of a policy
framework called ‘Contraction and Convergence’ which is based on
the idea that everyone has an equal right to emit CO>. This means
rich countries must cut back on their emissions, allowing poorer
countries slowly to increase theirs. He has made an extraordinary
impact on international negotiations surrounding climate change,
campaigning at UN negotiations to win acceptance for the manage-
ment of global greenhouse gas emissions through the framework of
Contraction & Convergence. In 1998 Meyer won the Andrew Lees
Memorial Award, in 2000 the Schumacher Award, and in 2005 a City

iy

of London Lifetime’s Achievement award. C&C is now cited as one RIBA
of the most important principles governing international relations. October Ve
Meyer, in a recent edition of the New Statesman, was listed as one CoP 12

of the ten people in the world most likely to affect climate change. 2000
In 2008 the Guardian named him as one of the 50 people who could (.. and o
save the planet. He was an inspirational speaker at the RIBA's 2006
Annual Conference in Venice.

www.architecture.com/WhatsOn/AwardsCeremonies/Events/2008/RGMFellowshipsDin-
ner08.aspx

Manchester City Council Adopt C&C

http://www.manchester.gov.uk/downloads/8a_Climate change 1 .pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/briefings/Manchester City Council.pdf
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American Institute of Architects follow RIBA lead on C&C
www.aia.org/SiteObjects/files/Mtg _mins 07 ipf.pdf

Platform share with Mohamud Yunus
St James Piccadilly 16 02 2008

WWWw.gci.org.uk/events/Yunus.pdf
www.gci.org.uk/events/C&C_Yunus_St James.pdf

Climate Change Destroys Society . . .

US Republican; C&C makes sense, Normal Decent Sensible

http://nolimamax.blogspot.com/ \ and the Environment.
Imagine Everyone Was Equal, in Emissions CONTRACTION & ComVER ca0)

By Andrew C. Revkin New York Times Redressing Poverty, Reduting Emiscions,
http://dotearth.blogs.nytimes.com/2008/02/15/ e ™ ™"
imagine-everyone-was-equal-in-emissions/index.
html?hp

Business Green outline C&C
www.whatpc.co.uk/business-green/analysis/2209752/cheat-sheet-contraction

RSA debates C&C “People left behind by progress”
www.rsacarbonlimited.org/article.aspa?pageid=883

Caroline Lucas and lan Roderick discuss support for those least able to cope with changing cli-
mate. In the first Carbon [Un]limited debate we examined how language and branding can
be used to encourage citizens to participate in personal carbon trading (PCT). PCT has been
conceived as a UK-wide system. Arguably it shares the same principles as set out in the
Global Commons Institute’s Contraction and Convergence model (C&C). However before
using PCT to transform the UK into a low-carbon economy, or C&C into a global solution,
policy-makers must consider how citizens will be affected. What can be done to minimise
the number of what environmental activist Stephen Plowden has called ‘people left behind
by progress?’ And who will they be?

www.rsacarbonlimited.org/article.aspa?pageid=883

Ross Garnaut renews C&C in Oz Feb 21, 2008
Climate urgency is in the air. Garnaut Interim Report [02-08] gets behind C&C

Seems the UK House of Commons Environmental Audit Committee visit to Australia in Feb-
ruary this year was a happy meeting with the Ross Garnaut Review.
http://www.gci.org.uk/briefings/Interim_Report Feb 2008.pdf

. . . . but now the Australian Government is reeling.
http://greensblog.org/2008/02/21/garnaut-leaving-the-gov- K
ernment-behind/ Sy

Garnaut Climate Change Review - Interim Report — Feb 2008

Contraction and Convergence GARNAUT CLIMATE CHANGE REVIEW
INTERIM REPORT TO THE
“ i i i i COMMONWEALTH, STATE AND
It is clear alrgadx tﬁat per capltzil allocation will have to_ play TERRITORY GOVERNMENTS OF
a strong role in principles for national budgets. Indeed, it ap- AUSTRALIA

pears inevitable that if global per capita emissions fall to the
level required by stabilisation scenarios, then the current stark
divergences in national per capita emissions rights will inevitably
diminish— though variation in national emissions levels will be
possible through the trading of emissions rights.
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Some argue that a population-based allocation encourages environmentally damaging global
population growth. This is unlikely, as population growth is decided by far more fundamental
economic and social determinants. This argument is not at all relevant to countries — mostly
developed countries and first of all Australia and Canada - where population is growing
through immigration. As discussed later, a focus on per capita allocations is essential for eq-
uitable treatment across developed countries with and without high levels of immigration.

The more important point is that any allocative formula that does not emphasise popula-
tion over current or past emissions levels as the basis for long-term emissions rights has
no chance at all of being accepted by most developing countries.

One approach worth considering, consistent with giving weight to population and with the
need to allow time for adjustment, would be the “contraction and convergence” approach
that was developed by the Global Commons Institute in the early 1990s, and has been
discussed favourably in Germany and the United Kingdom in recent times (WGBU, 2003;
RCEP, 2000).”

Greens see Australian Government being left behind

http://areensblog.org/2008/02/21/garnaut-leaving-the-government-behind/

C&C at CPI event Feb 29, 2008

Cambridge Programme for Industry Monthly London Alumni Evening
By Invitation

Mitigating climate change: what economic and political frameworks do we need?

March 13th, 18.00 - 21.30
Pricewaterhouse Coopers,
1 Embankment Place,
London WC2N 6RH

Chair: - Jonathon Porritt, Founder Forum for the Future
The Symposium brings together leading scientists from

Political and Economics Frameworks for

around the world to explore how knowledge gained from Preventing Dangerous Climate Change
understanding past climate change may be applied to the e e wateases Goomers tancon o e 2006
modelling of the Earth’s present and future climate and lonalCommons ntite

likely sensitivity to anthropogenic forcing.

Aubrey Meyer - Director, Global Commons Institute Sl il |

Providing participants with an understanding of principles
which underlie ‘contraction and convergence’, the mechan-
ics of how it works, and its potential as an international
policy framework for mitigating climate change.

Nick Butler - Director, Cambridge Centre for Energy Studies

Presenting current realities of where we are in terms of
international policy frameworks and targets following Bali
and where are likely to get to in the Copenhagen nego-
tiations. He will consider the current systemic pressures
in policy making, how energy security is driving the out- ,
comes and how far we have yet to go in terms of reaching A\
any real solution. -

GClI’s resource Document for the Chevening Fellows
course at Wolfson College Cambridge last Tuesday is at: -

http://www.gci.org.uk/briefings/CPI.pdf

Blair fronts C&C pre G-8 Japan Mar 16, 2008

"We have reached the critical moment of decision on climate change. There are few if any,
genuine doubters left. Even on the mildest application of the precautionary principles, failure to
act on climate change now would be deeply and unforgivably irresponsible.
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It’s true that the issue is now centre stage. But, the amount of emissions, adding to the stock
already in the atmosphere, continues to rise, 30% of that rise still coming from the developed
world.

So though it now occupies its rightful place at the top of the agenda and though there is acute
awareness, from political leaders and the public, that it is time to act, the unavoidable fact is
that the problem continues to get worse.

What is more, when we examine future trends, the reality of the scale of change necessary to
bring about a reversal of the rise and deal with the problem, becomes uncomfortably obvious.

*Per capita GHG emissions are over 20 tonnes per year in the USA; in Europe and Japan over 10
tonnes; in China close to 5 tonnes. Some estimate they will need to be around 2-2.5 tonnes as

a world average by 2050 to allow the necessary reduction of 50% in the global total. But since
the poorer nations will see their emissions rise as they industrialize and since the world popula-
tion may well grow from 6 to 9 billion, the emissions in the richer nations will have to fall close to
zero and those in the poorer countries, will have overtime to fall as they industrialize.*

Put it like that and you can see the vast nature of the challenge. In fact, I would go further;
the scale of what is needed is so great that the purpose of any global action is not to amelio-
rate or to make better our carbon dependence; it is to transform the nature of economies and
societies in terms of carbon consumption and emissions. If the average person in the US is
say, to emit per capita, one tenth of what they do today and those in the UK or Japan one fifth,
we’re not talking of adjustment, we’re talking about a revolution.

Which brings me to this inescapable conclusion. To transform the way the world grows, is un-
likely to be done by measures, however well meaning, taken by individual people, companies
and countries. I'm not saying these things are worthless. Far from it. They create innovation.
They create awareness of the options. And taken together, have a real impact on the problem.
And in theory, each nation, acting unilaterally could take action that together amounted to the
necessary change. But in practice that is unlikely. In practice, without collective action, collec-
tively agreed, at a global level, the revolution is unlikely to occur.

Hence the need for a global deal. The purpose is to set an overall global target for the world; and
to establish a framework for its implementation, one that is effective, efficient and equitable.”

http://tonyblairoffice.org/2008/03/tony-blair-speech-to-gleneagle.html

The Actuary Announces C&C Campaign Mar 28, 2008

“In the crucial run-up to Copenhagen, the Global Commons Institute is seeking support from busi-
ness and industry via its Carbon Countdown campaign. I would urge every company in the insurance
sector to sign up now and use its enviable clout and reputation to ensure that C&C is adopted.”

http://www.the-actuary.org.uk/746696

“Carbon Countdown” The Campaign for C&C

Download the Carbon Countdown prospectus at: -
www.gci.org.uk/kite/Carbon_Countdown.pdf

DECLARATION for Contraction & Convergence ®

1. The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
(UNFCCC) has the objective of safe and stable greenhouse gas
concentrations in the atmosphere based on the principles of
precaution and equity.

2. Contraction & Convergence® (C&C) is the rights-based, global
climate mitigation framework, proposed to the United Nations by
the Global Commons Institute (GCI) to achieve that objective.

3. It enables greenhouse gas scenarios for a safe climate to be
calculated and universally shared by negotiation, enabling
policies and measures to be organised internationally at rates
that avoid dangerous global climate change.

4. Rates of contraction and convergence may be revised periodically
as scientific understanding of the relationship between rising concentrations and their impacts
on our world develops.

CARBON COUNTDOWN

N & CONVERGENCE"
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5. C&C proposes: -

(a) A full-term contraction budget for global emissions consistent with stabilising atmos-
pheric concentrations of greenhouse gases (GHGs) at a pre-agreed concentration maxi-
mum deemed to be safe by the UNFCCC

(b) The international sharing of this budget as a pre-distribution of entitlements that result from
a negotiable rate of linear convergence to equal shares per person globally by an agreed date.
6. These entitlements will be internationally tradable.
7. We, the undersigned, endorse the above and encourage members of the international

community to do likewise so that adoption of the Contraction & Convergence® strategic
framework is achieved as soon as possible.

C&C & the BMA Apr 03, 2008

In an extensive statement “Caring for the National Health at 60” [1948-2008], the British
Medical Association [BMA] has addressed the question: -

“"How can the impact of climate change be reduced?”
www.bma.org.uk/ap.nsf/Content/climatechange~climatechangeimpactreduced

With over 138,000 members, representing practising doctors in the UK and overseas and medi-
cal students, the British Medical Association is the voice of the profession and students.

With commentary on a range of issues including mitigation and reduc-
ing emissions and carbon footprints, the BMA notes that there are a
number of measures (of varying scale) that can be used to reduce the
amount of CO5 that is being emitted, these include: -

Contraction and convergence conceived by the Global Commons
Institute (GCI) in the early 1990s, consists of reducing overall emis-
sions of GHGs to a safe level, ‘Contraction’, where the global emis-

sions are reduced because every country brings emissions per capita to a level which is equal for
all countries, ‘Convergence".

For more information on Contraction and Convergence please see
WWW.gCi.org.uk/contconv/cc.html

Contraction & Convergence; A healthy response to climate change.
www.bmj.com/cgi/content/full/332/7554/1385?ehom

Oxford ECI front PCA/C&C Apr 04, 2008
“Trialling Personal Carbon Allowances” [PCA]

A report produced by Oxford University’s

ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGE INSTITUTE with SUSTAINABILITY - For the Demand Reduction

UKERC Report No.: UKERC/RR/DR/2007/002 - ISBN: 1 874370 44 3
http://www.eci.ox.ac.uk/research/energy/downloads/fawcett-pca07.pdf

“PCA has the potential to reduce carbon emissions in an equita-
ble, efficient and effective way. It is based on the same principle
of equity as that underpinning the international carbon reduc-

tion proposal ‘contraction and convergence’ (Meyer 2000), i.e.
that everyone has an equal right to emit carbon. By allowing

trading, the idea is that people who live low carbon lives can sell Trialling
their spare allowances to those with higher emissions. Pers%”a'
carbon

A market price for carbon will emerge and higher carbon lifestyles will
cost more than they currently do. The equal shares will not require that
everyone emits equally — instead people will have choice and can adapt
to a lower carbon society at a slower pace by buying additional allow- oo Foweett
ances. This allocation system should be economically efficient as it will e Gty
encourage lower cost carbon savings to be made first (although this
is only wholly true if a ‘perfect market’ exists, which is not the case in UKERC @iz,
reality). Because PCA will have a firm cap, national carbon emissions

from these sectors of the economy cannot be exceeded.”
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The research for this report was conducted under the auspices of the UK Energy Research Centre
which is funded by the Natural Environment Research Council, the Engineering and Physical Sci-
ences Research Council and the Economic and Research Council.

This report was written by:
Dr Tina Fawcett, Environmental Change Institute; Catherine Bottrill, Environmental Change
Institute; Dr Brenda Boardman, Environmental Change Institute; Geoff Lye, SustainAbility

“"C&C - the Most Merit” - David King Apr 07, 2008

Professor Sir David King now declares about the Climate Change dilemma, that
“Contraction and Convergence (C&C) is the approach with the most merits.”

Dr King recently stated he had been gagged by Government when he was their Chief Sci-
entist. Now, on the anniversary of the assassination of his famous name-sake Dr Martin

Luther King, Dr David King has communicated this news by letter to GCI through the legal
counsel representing the publishers of his latest book on climate change, “The Hot Topic”.

I am not surprised. The first thing that Michael Meacher MP did when he stepped down as Min-
ster at DEFRA was to reveal that he had been gagged from openly supporting and advocating
C&C. FOI enquiries also reveal that DEFRA have used the ‘National Interest’ arguments to
suppress and redact reports of C&C advocacy by African Governments at UNFCCC meet-
ings. However, King’s stance will be welcomed by Colin Challen MP and other members of
the All Party Group on Climate Change, and to member of the House of Commons Environ-
mental Audit Committee that has taken more equivocal evidence from Dr King in the past.

While Newspaper Editors confess despair amongst climate professionals at Government
avoidance, Government continues a campaign of equivocation and avoidance.

In response to a recent Parliamentary Question on C&C actually quoting the words of Gor-
don Brown PM used on his recent visit to India, from Colin Challen [Quote]: -

“To ask the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs what steps have
been taken in pursuance of the statement of the UK/India summit on 21 January *that
long-term convergence of per capita emission rates is an important and equitable principle
that should be seriously considered in the context of international climate change negotia-
tions*.” [Asterisked are Gordon Brown’s own words].
Mr. Woolas: [from DEFRA Quote]
“Officials from the British high commission have had initial discussions with their counterparts in
the Indian government with a view to developing collaborative work on the practical implications
of this principle. In May 2007 we published research, ‘Factors Underpinning Future Action’, which
includes an assessment of long-term convergence of per capita emission rates. This is available
on DEFRA’s website. We have also developed a model which uses existing work to explore the
costs and financial flows associated with different methods of sharing out the global greenhouse
gas mitigation effort, including convergence of per capita emissions. The UK described the model
at a side-event at the United Nations climate change negotiations in Bali in December 2007. This
is also published on the UNFCCC website. We hope to collaborate with other governments and
institutions to improve the credibility and robustness of the results by exploring the implications
of different data sets and other scenarios.” This is avoidance. It is an internally inconsistent and
frail reply. Where is sense of the need to come to order dictated by the urgency?
e.g. “Wigley in Nature
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v452/n7187/full/452531a.html
“IPCC has seriously underestimated the risks”
e.g. Hansen in the Guardian
ww.guardian.co.uk/environment/2008/apr/07/climatechange.carbonemissions]

"The target we have all been aiming for is a disaster - a guaranteed disaster.”
THE RULES ARE: -

ONE - Success requires that we solve the problem of climate change faster than we create
it [the battle of the rates]. TWO - This requires that we provide the accounting methodol-
ogy for demonstrating rule one [meeting the battle of the rates].

These are a specific sequence of iron rules and cannot be avoided. Both these points were
obvious at the outset twenty years ago. The reason that Dr King now openly supports C&C
must be because it uniquely satisfies Rule One and Two.
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CUP Respond on C&C attribution in Stern Reveiw Apr 14, 2008

CAMBRIDGE

UNIVERSITY PRESS

The Edinburgh Building
Shaftesbury Road
Cambridge CB2 8RU, UK

www.cambridge.org

Telephone +44 (0)1223 312393
Aubrey Meyer Fax -+44 (0)1223 315052
Global Commons Institute (GCI) Email information@cambridge.org
37 Ravenswood Road
London
E179LY

14" April 2008

Dear Mr. Meyer,
Re: The Stern Review published by Cambridge University Press
Thank you for your letter of 28th November 2007.

We are not entirely sure of the exact nature of your claim against Cambridge University
Press, but from the wording of your letter we believe you are making threats of trade
mark infringement proceedings against the Press as publisher of the Stern Report. Our
response is drafted on this basis, but if this assumption is incorrect please let me know.

We have made some investigations into the claims that you have made, and we do not
share your concerns for a number of reasons:

1) The expression "convergence and contraction" consists of ordinary English words and
is used incidentally within the Stern Report purely in a descriptive sense. In this context it
has no trade mark significance, and is allowable use under Article 12(b) of Council
Regulation (EC) No. 40/94 on the Community Trade Mark (the "CTM Regulation").

2) The Stern Report does not use the expression "convergence and contraction" in "the
course of trade" as required by Article 9(1)(b) of the CTM Regulation. It is descriptive
use within the context of a general academic review, and cannot realistically be felt to be
use in the course of trade.

3) We are not aware of any incidents of confusion arising as a result of use of the
expression "convergence and contraction" within the Stern Report over the last 18
months, and as a result cannot see any realistic chance of a claim being successful under
Article 9(1)(b) of the CTM Regulation.

As a responsible publisher we take seriously all complaints regarding breaches of our
own, or another party's, intellectual property and we can appreciate that you feel the need

to protect your trade mark registration in this manner. However we cannot at this time see
any merit to your claim, and we will resist any attempts by you to enforce your trade
mark registration against the Press.

If you wish to expand upon your complaint and explain in greater detail the basis for your
concerns then we will take your further comments into consideration, but for the time
being we consider this matter closed.

Yours sincerely,

Melissa Macbeth
Intellectual Property Controller
mmacbeth@cambridge.org
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C&C Campaign Article for Climate Action Apr 04, 2008

Still Pictures

CARBON RATIONING

THE PROPORTIONATE RESPONSE TO CLIMATE CHANGE

AUBREY MEYER
DIRECTOR,
GLOBAL COMMONS INSTITUTE

The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate
Change [UNFCCC) was agreed in 1992 with the objective
to halt the rising concentration of greenhouse gas
(GHG) in the atmosphere. In 2007, efforts to this end
remain insufficient and the danger of ‘runaway’ rates
of global climate change taking hold is increasing.
The science-hased, global climate policy framework
of Contraction and Convergence (Ca&C) offers an
equitable solution to cutting carbon emissions in
the hope that glohal collective efforts to reduce
emissions can he successful. Three elements are
at the core of the C&C campaign: the constitutional
concept of Contraction and Convergence [C&C); the
techniques and processes developed to focus the
debate on rates of C&C that are relevant; the sustained
effort to present C&C as the hasis of the proportionate
response to climate change.

THE BASIS OF C3C

Technically, the C&C model is a coherent and
mathematically-stable framework. It holds the science-
policy content together as a unity; science-based on the
contraction side of the argument and rights-based or
‘constitutional’ on the “political’ side of the argument.
C&C is in effect a bill of rights; it simply plots a full term
event for achieving equal per capita emissions rights
globally (Convergence) but governed by the overall
emissions limit over time that stabilises the atmosphere
concentration of GHG at a 'safe’ value (Contraction).

‘ ‘ It hecomes nossihie to yo
heyond the merely aspirational
character of the current
dehate around the UNFCCC, to
communicating the rationale
and constitutional calculus
0fCac. ¥

The UNFCCC makes C&C generically true, but C&C
specifically embraces a calculus built on this truth
that strategically focuses the negotiations at the
Climate Convention on two necessarily finite, global
assumptions:

» A trajectory to a safe and stable atmospheric GHG
concentration limit, allowing for a range of calculations
of the global emissions contraction limit to carbon
consumption consistent with that.

» The calculation of equal rights to the global total
of emissions permits to the global total of people
consuming within that Llimit, again allowing for
different rates of convergence and even a population
base-year to be considered. This is in preference to
the irresolvable complexity of assuming any inequality
of rights.

With this calculus, C&C captures the goal focus of
the UNFCCC process in a structure of reconciliation.
It is a universal first order numeraire. From this it

VISIT: WWW.CLIMATEACTIONPROGRAMME.ORG



becomes possible to go beyond the merely aspirational
character of the current debate around the UNFCCC, to
communicating the rationale and constitutional calculus
of C&C.

THE LONG TERM PAST

Figure 1 shows data from ice cores for half a million
years before industrialisation. Throughout this period,
with natural sinks for CO,, such as the oceans and the
forests in balance with the natural sources, the level
of atmospheric CO, concentration varied between 180
and 280 parts per million by volume (ppmv] averaging
at 230 ppmv.

Since 1800 with the onset of industrialisation and
fossil fuel burning, human emissions have caused the
concentration of CO, to increase by over 40 per cent to
380 ppmv. The rise in ppmv CO, is higher and faster than
anywhere in the historical record. This rise is because
CO, emissions from human sources, particularly CO,
from fossil fuel burning, are going to the atmosphere
and accumulating. Furthermore, for the past 200 years,
on average 50 per cent of any year's human emissions
has remained in the atmosphere while the remaining
50 per cent has returned to the natural sinks.

( ¢ Instead of 100 years, we
now realise that to reduce
human C0, emissions and
other GHGs in the atmosphere
to zero globally, we have only
the next 50 years. J )

A slowly increasing fraction of these emissions in the
atmosphere remain there, accelerating the rise in
concentrations even more. Column one in Figure 2
(see overleaf] demonstrates that the average retention
over the past decade has increased from 50 per cent
to 60 per cent. This recognises that the capacity of the
natural sinks for CO, capture is now gradually declining.
If this continues unchecked as the graphics suggest,
the rise in the concentration of atmosphere GHG will
accelerate towards the level at which dangerous rates
of rise translate to a climate change crisis that becomes
unavoidable. To be UNFCCC-compliant, we need to enact
C&C now to prevent the chaos that is otherwise inevitable.

THE SHORT TERM PAST AND FULL TERM
FUTURE LIMITS

The UNFCCC objective is to avoid dangerous rates of
climate change by stabilising concentrations and we
are all both circumstantially and legally bound by this.
Compliance is governed by the need for a finite answer
to the questions: ‘what is a safe GHG concentration value
for the atmosphere? and ‘what is the scale of the full
term emissions contraction event required to achieve it'?

VISIT: WWW.CLIMATEACTIONPROGRAMME.ORG

HOW HIGH WILL CO; CONCENTRATION GO
in the 100 year LONG-NOW'i.e, 2000 - 2100
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Figure 1: Data from ice cores 500,000 years ago
to present day and heyond.

Without answers, traditional evaluation of the economics
of abatement and the social consequences is not possible.
Because of weakening sinks, analysis now shows that to
stabilise GHG concentration in the atmosphere below the
level that prevents dangerous rates of climate change
taking hold, requires a rate of overall emissions control
that is faster than was previously assessed. Instead of
100 years, we now realise that to reduce human CO,
emissions and other GHGs in the atmosphere to zero
globally, we have only the next 50 years [IPCC AR4 and
Hadley Centre, 2007].

As activities under the Kyoto Protocol show, unless we
are visibly organising globally by a shared commitment
not to exceed that safe concentration number, the
probability increases that our collective efforts to avoid
dangerous rates of climate change will be too little too
late.

Already under Kyoto, the slight gain of CO, emissions
avoided has been more than negated by more carbon
accumulating in the atmosphere at an accelerating
rate as the result of changes in the climate system
as a whole. Consequently, a global arrangement for
emissions controlin future that is sufficientin the light of
this is sine qua non for success. As the original authors
of the UNFCCC understood at the outset, embracing
this primary question of the sufficient, and indeed the
proportionate response, is fundamental to the whole
global engagement.
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Figure 2: Charting the UNFCCC Objective & Principles, the Development Benefits of Growth versus the
growth of Climate Change Related Damage CostS. (h:tp.//www.gci.org.uk/images/Proportionate_Response.pdf)

Columns one and two address the objective and principles
of the UNFCCC. Columns three and four compare the
development benefit of growth with the growth of climate
damage and costs. The left hand side of each graph
shows:

» Expanding fossil fuel emissions of CO,, measured in
billions of tonnes of carbon between 1800 - 2000.

» Rising concentration of atmospheric CO, as parts per
million by volume (ppmv) between 1800 - 2000.

The key questions for integration are in four columns:

Column 1: Contraction and Concentration: what is a safe
level of concentrations and, in the light of sink failure, how
rapid must contraction be to avoid GHG concentration
going too high in future?

Column 2: Contraction and Convergence: what is the

internationally equitable agreement necessary to ensure
this level is not exceeded?

Column 3: Contraction and conversion: what is the rate at
which we must convert the economy away from fossil fuel
dependency?

Column 4: Damage costs and insecurity: what is the
environmental and economic damages trend associated
with this analysis?

Each Row has a different level of Risk projected across
the four columns:

» C1 (bottom row) Acceptable risk: global GHG emissions
contraction complete by 2050 so concentrations end up
around 400/450 ppmv with damages potentially still
under control.

» C2 (middle row) Dangerous risk: global GHG emissions
contraction complete by 2100 so concentrations keep
going up through 550/750 ppmv with the illusion of
progress maintained, while damages are going out of
control.

» C3 (top row) Impossible risk: global GHG emissions
contraction complete by 2200 so concentrations keep
going up through 550/950 ppmv while the illusion
of progress is being destroyed, damages costs are
destroying the benefits of growth very quickly and all
efforts at mitigating emissions become futile.

In each graph, different futures are projected on the right-
hand side as scenarios or rates of change that are linked to
the objective of the UNFCCC where three levels of risk for
stabilising the rising concentration of CO, are understood
in the light of the rising fraction of emissions that stays
airborne.

VISIT: WWW.CLIMATEACTIONPROGRAMME.ORG



Glohal damage costs/development henefits of climate change

DANGEROUS CLIMATE CHANGE UN/SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
Contraction & Conversion Damage Costs & Insecurity

C3

Carbon Emissions

C3

iz | Impossible Risk

C2 . |C2

Carbon Emissions Dangerous Risk

C3 2 6ic

C1 [ (o

Carbon Emissions | .o | Acceptable Risk

+
3B =2
i

Renewables [ '0%%

| 8 Gic
- & Gl
L £ Gic
c2 C3 L 261
oG
1800 1850 1600 1850 2000 2050 2100 2150 200 1800 1850 1900 1850 2000 2060 2100 2180 7200

We are still locked into causing global climate change
much faster than we are mitigating it. Treating climate
change as a global emergency is now long overdue
and responding proportionately is vital. Unless the risk
analysis is focused by this understanding, our best
efforts will be in vain.

According to the reinsurers, the weather-related
damages trend is growing at twice the rate of the global
economy, see Figure 2, column four. To prevent this
damage trend from running out of control, emissions
need to contract to zero globally by 2050 if it is to be fast
enough to stabilise atmosphere GHG concentrations at
alevelthat prevents change accelerating uncontrollably.
This is corroborated by the latest coupled climate
modelling results from the UK Government's Hadley
Centre, published in the IPCC Fourth Assessment.
While the notion of global emissions control is certainly
heroic, the only vector of the problem over which we
can still posit direct control, is our GHG emissions and
thereby the level to which GHG concentrations will rise
in the future.

With this integrated approach we can more clearly
visualise the challenge within a finite calculus of
collective responsibility, and so keep focused on the
imperative of solving the problem faster than we are
creating it. Communicating and implementing this
remains the primary challenge.

VISIT: WWW.CLIMATEACTIONPROGRAMME.ORG

A FRAMEWORK-BASED MARKET

With the C&C operational framework, we can compare
how much must be achieved globally to avoid dangerous
climate change, with the widening margins of error in
which we are becoming trapped.

( ( Treating climate change
as a global emergency is now
long overdue and responding
proportionately is vital. ] )

There are more complicated ‘alternatives to" and
‘derivatives from’ C&C. While defending the evolutionary
nature of the politics, these have also attempted to be
non-chaotic. Theyinclude for example the Kyoto Protocol,
which seeks to interpose a partial and random market-
based framework in support of the Convention. But such
an evolutionary response to its objective and principles
is guesswork by definition, and there is no evidence
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supporting claims that merely incremental activity at the
margins will collectively generate a sufficient response
fast enough to be effective. Until recently, the unguided
inertia of evolutionary process under the Kyoto Protocol
has been projected as ne plus ultra.

( ( C2C overcomes the

stand-off where a one sided
agreement is not an agreement
and where half an argument

is not, nor will ever hecome, a
whole solution. It recognises
that separate development is
not sustainable development. ) )

The fact is that this is a lottery where everybody loses.
This approach has obscured the global objective of safe
and stable concentrations and the obviously urgent need
for a trajectory to this objective by design.

C&C starts with an integral response to the Convention’s
objective and allowing a full term framework-based
market to result, where:

» Equity as collateral is the 100 per cent entirety
of the emissions contraction event necessary for
concentration stability.

Satellite image of Hurricane Katrina, which has cost the south-
eastern US billions of dollars. Damages from extreme weather
events are increasing with climate change.

» The social equity as the equal per person claim on the
same 100 per cent throughout that event but softened
by convergence.

» The commercial equity is the shares pre-distributed
this way sum to the same 100 per cent and are tradable
so as to accelerate the positive sum game for the
emissions-free economy that must emerge if we are to
prosper in the future.

In a nutshell, this integration puts rational principle
ahead of stochastic practice in order that the former
guides the latter. In practice this arrangement is flexible
and will create a lucrative framework-based market for
the zero emissions industries within a future structure
that corrects and compensates for the asymmetric
consumption patterns of the past while saving us all
from dangerous rates of climate change.

In this context C&C overcomes the stand-off where a
one sided agreement is not an agreement and where
half an argument is not, nor will ever become, a whole
solution. It recognises that separate development is not
sustainable development.

In September 2007, the German Government recognised
this when mediating between supporters and opponents
of the Kyoto Protocol with C&C as the basis of the post-
Kyoto agreement. Their urgent call for a whole and
proportionate solution should be supported vigorously.

Author

Aubrey Meyer is the Director of the Global Commons
Institute [GCI] responsible for the formulation of
Contraction and Convergence [C&C] framework.
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C&C now advocated by Nicholas Stern.
In his much vaunted report of 2006, he [or more probably his ghost-writers in Whitehall]
singled C&C out for ridicule. Since then he has raised the game. Only a few weeks back he
railed against C&C as a ‘spectacularly weak form of equity’. But now, in a paper delivered
over the weekend to Heads of Government’, he describes it as ‘an international agreement
based on a pragmatic principle of equity.”
A progressive global deal on climate change
A paper by Nicholas Stern (LSE) and Laurence Tubiana (lddri/SciencesPo)

http://documents.scribd.com/docs/mo91fri3sskk5a2q7i9.pdf

Executive Summary

Climate change represents the greatest market failure the world has seen. For the first time in his-
tory every country and every region faces a common threat that has no solution without broad col-
lective action. An international agreement is essential. It must be based on the criteria of
effectiveness, efficiency and equity. Effectiveness demands a long-term global goal cap-
ping global emissions and providing a long-term trajectory for investment in low carbon
technologies. This should be at least a halving of global emissions by 2050. A pragmatic
principle of equity would require an equalisation of per capita emissions by then.

International Herald Tribune on C&C & UK Gov Apr 09, 2008
A way for the world to save face on climate change?
Posted by James Kanter
International Herald Tribune 09 04 2008
http://blogs.iht.com/tribtalk/business/green/?p=151

“Talks on reaching a global climate change deal resume next week under the aegis of the
United States as leaders from around the world gather in Paris for the third so-called Major
Economies Meeting. Large emerging economies like China still argue that no restrictions should
be placed on their emissions to give them room to grow; meanwhile developed nations like the
United States say that’s not fair because any deal that is not truly global would be ineffective

in addressing climate change and would harm the American economy. In other words — don’t
expect any sudden breakthroughs in the talks.

Yet there are signs that medium-sized polluting nations including Britain and Germany are beginning to
favour one possible solution to this impasse that would allow the rich world to cut back on its pollution
gently, and allow the developing world to increase polluting until it reaches improved levels of prosperity.

In Britain this idea is known as Contraction & Convergence, so-called because the process
would aim to equalize the levels of emissions — measured on a per capita basis — between
rich and poor nations. The British government may not have explicitly endorsed the idea but it
has posted an academic paper advocating “an equalization of per capita emissions” by 2050 on
the website of Prime Minister Gordon Brown.

Aubrey Meyer, the pony-tailed former concert viola player who developed much of the think-
ing behind C&C, said that one of the keys to making such a system work is the maturing trade
in emissions credits. “"The exchange of money in this guided market will be substantial,” he
told me today in an email exchange. But such a system would help to stop climate change and
poverty, so that “everybody saves face and everybody wins,” Meyer said.”

C&C - India Africa Summit [Delhi] Apr 09, 2008
INDIA-AFRICA FORUM SUMMIT 2008 DELHI DECLARATION New Delhi, 8-9 April 2008

“We recognize that climate change is a global challenge but one that will be particularly
severe for developing countries given their vulnerabilities, inadequate means and limited
capacities to adapt to its effects. Full statement at: -

http://mea.gov.in/indafrica2008/09dc01.htm

53



550 e

2 450
(=15

350

All CO2 Emissions GigaTonnes Carbon (GTC) per year

GCI confronts UK Climate Bill as Too Little Too Late

For the first time ever in the twenty year history of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
[IPCC], this year’s Fourth Assessment Reports [AR4] includes ‘coupled’ modelling for emissions
control scenarios alongside the uncoupled modelling that has been shown since 1994.

This new evidence puts the UK Government’s climate bill and its emissions control figure in a new \
light. While the new evidence points to the need for zero emissions globally by 2050, the Govern-
ment claims to lead the world with a statute that will require the UK to reduce its emissions by only 60% by 2050.

Coupled-modelling means the effects of some of the positive feedbacks from vegetation are now included in math-
ematically modelled assessments of how much and how quickly all human emissions need to be reduced to avoid
‘runaway’ rates of climate change. This evidence shows that sharper rates of emissions reductions are needed for any
given atmosphere ghg concentration.

This new evidence in the IPCC AR4 originates with the Government’s own source of scientific expertise at the UK Hadley
Centre. It was first published at the UK Government’s Hadley conference in 2005 - “Avoiding Dangerous Climate Change”.
That the IPCC now repeats this in the AR4 conveys the hard truth that near zero net emissions globally by 2050 are
required to keep below 450 ppmv atmospheric CO2 concentration which is in turn the most frequently cited maximum
within which it may be possible to arrest the rise in global temperature to no more than one further degree rise.

This corroborates and corresponds with the risk-analysis carried out by the Global Commons Institute for the UK All-
Party Parliamentary Group on Climate Change [APPGCC]. APPGCC published it this year in DVD format for all UK MPs
with the endorsement of industry experts and 50,000 copies have been distributed worldwide since then.

Atmospheric CO2 concentration is presently 384 ppm and now well over 100 ppm above the pre-industrial value of
280 ppm. The rate of rise now averages between 1.5 to 2.5 ppm each year and is accelerating in response both to
the increase in human emissions and the relative decline in global sink capacity. This acceleration is what the cou-
pled models bring out. On present trends we could exceed the 450 ppm ‘ceiling’ within 20 years and with it what
many now regard as the upper ppm limit for keeping under the maximum global temperature increase of 2 de-
grees above pre-industrial beyond which lies runaway. The only way to avoid this is deeper emissions cuts globally.

What is shown in this diagram are coupled and uncoupled model runs from the

AHTIGRERENCIEO2 Pabs: permition (ppm)_. Hadley Centre’s model [and two older models] for 450 ppmv and the so-called

e CO2 doubling of 550 ppmv. The Hadely coupled model for 450 ppmv shows
P i clearly the need to reduce emissions globally to nearly net-zero by 2050. The
_—/ unrealistically high values [1000 and 750 ppmv] are omitted here but were
' retained in the IPCC diagrams. They are omitted here as they not relevant to
HADCAM b U“;‘::J‘:‘;‘; ~ | keeping at or below the maximum global temperature threshold of not more

than 2 degrees above pre-industrial.

The presentation of this evidence is disturbingly buried deeply in the AR4 and
also presented in a dense manner making access and interpretation difficult.
However, the Hadley Centre’s crucial work on this was laid out fair and square
and published at the Government’s Conference in 2005.

M= _=ee Apparently blind to this, the climate bill was drafted this year [2007] with no refer-

UVic EMIC IR S ence to this at all. It is simply centred on the CO2 emissions control figure of minus
sso  coupled ... | 060% for the UK by 2050 that is inherited from work originally done in the IPCC in
450 Uncoupled === | 1994, Tn other words it is seriously out of date and inadequate. It has no indication
oA b sous e of the global CO2 concentration level it is working under or consequently any meth-

odology for the sharing what are tradable global emission rights. The figure

in the bill obviously doesn’t correspond with Hadley Centre or the 2 degrees ceiling

to which Government claim with the European Community to be committed.

It is even more misleading where the climate bill states that the 60% contro
550 Urcoupiad | e figure came from the Stern Review of 2006. In that report it is clear that the
BERNE 2.5CC 550 Coupled figure came from the Government’s White Paper of 2003, where in turn it is
oo Teumee T recorded that the figure came from the Royal Commission on Environmental
Pollution Report [RCEP 2000]. But even this is not a whole truth: the RCEP
report clearly shows however that the 60% figure came from an ‘uncoupled’
550 ppm scenario from the IPCC of 1994.

But what especially this trail doesn't reveal is what is in the RCEP 2000. At the
request of the RCEP this 550 ppm scenario was expressed as a ‘Contraction and
Convergence’ (C&C) scenario with a global convergence date by 2050 done for
them by GCI. The result of this rationale was that the UK share was -60% by
2050. The RCEP and many others since then have forcefully advocated C&C as a whole, as this provided a rational science-
based method whereby the UK could credibly engage its international partners in the global framework solution linked to the
ppm limit needed to avoid runaway climate change. However, the UK the government cherry-picked the UK number alone fr
the RCEP, and then into the White Paper, then Stern and then finally into the bill. This went from the frying pan into the fire ¢
this isolates it from the C&C methodology but also the past and the revised Hadley modelling now in the IPCC.

The RCEP acknowledged in their 2000 report that GCI had advised a maximum of 450 ppm when the scenarios were
submitted to RCEP in 2000. Since then a great number of institutions have called for C&C based negotiations on 450 ppm
The Greater London Authority has just called for contraction to meet a maximum of 450 ppmv with global convergence to
equal per person sharing by 2030. Similarly Al Gore’s, the Government’s new climate guru, now calls for halving global
emissions within thirty years while developed countries cut by 90%. It's time for the government to do this or even better.
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CUP Respond on C&C attribution in Stern Review Apr 14, 2008
http://www.gci.org.uk/correspondence/CUP.pdf

C&C in debate in Senate-Australia Apr 11, 2008
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Wednesday, 19 March 2008 SENATE 17 CHAMBER
Senator MILNE (Tasmania) (11.10 am)
http://www.aph.gov.au/HANSARD/senate/dailys/ds190308.pdf

“People who are thinking about climate change all the time are now reaching the position
that we should be moving to contraction and convergence, whereby we contract our emis-
sions so that developing countries have some leeway to develop—albeit by decoupling eco-
nomic growth from energy use."

"I thank the senator for the opportunity to respond to that question. I was perhaps premature
in suggesting that he had changed his position in relation to climate change. I had regarded
him as a sceptic until today and | was about to change my position, but I now see that the
sceptic has returned. The first point to make is that Australia is impacted by climate change
probably more than a lot of other places in the world. We are a desert country and, if you go
anywhere in rural Australia, people will tell you immediately how we are already being impact-
ed by climate change. If the implication is that Australia should carry on with business as usual
with our emissions but expect the rest of the world to reduce theirs so that there is a reduced
impact on Australia, that is a ‘Pull up the ladder, Jack; we’re all right’” kind of process.

Australia has agreed that there is a moral obligation for every country in the world to reduce
its greenhouse gas emissions. We have ratified the United Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change and we have now also ratified the Kyoto protocol and made a commitment
to reducing our emissions and to joining the rest of the world as part of a global commitment
to reducing climate change because we understand that the impacts of climate change do
not stop at national borders and that we are impacted the same as everybody else and have
an obligation the same as everybody else to reduce our emissions. Per capita, we are one of
the worst, most selfish people in the world when it comes to greenhouse gas emissions. We have
a huge obligation to reduce our own emissions.

People who are thinking about climate change all the time are now reaching the posi-
tion that we should be moving to contraction and convergence, whereby we contract
our emissions so that developing countries have some leeway to develop—albeit by
decoupling economic growth from energy use. That is our main challenge and that is
the way in which Australia could not only do it but assist other countries to do it. I am
certainly a supporter of contraction and convergence and of deep cuts, and I certainly
understand the impact of climate change on Australia. To suggest that, because Aus-
tralia’s emissions are a small percentage of total global emissions, we should there-
fore not worry about it so much and should not look at our transport emissions is an
unethical and immoral position.”

Business Media get with call for C&C Apr 11, 2008

Contraction and Convergence calls for corporate support - C&C needs you

James Murray, BusinessGreen, 11 Apr 2008
www.businessgreen.com/business-green/news/2214112/contraction-convergence-calls

The Global Commmons Institute , the group campaigning for the adoption of the Contraction and

Convergence methodology for curbing global carbon emissions, will next month launch a logo-

based accreditation scheme that will allow firms to signal their support for the concept.
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Developed in the early 1990s, C&C has been widely praised as potentially one of the most
effective and equitable means of cutting carbon emissions. The methodology proposes set-
ting a global carbon budget based on the concentration of greenhouse gases in the atmos-
phere that scientists deem safe and a date by which we have to reach that level.

That budget includes a figure for the amount the world can safely emit to achieve that stabili-
sation goal and that figure is divided by the expected population in the target year to get a per
capita emission entitlement. Each country can then work out its national allocation based on
the size of its population. Countries would then be able to trade carbon credits based on their
allocations as each country’s emissions converge towards a common per person target.

The proposal has secured widespread support from a number of political groups, including
the African Group of Nations and the Indian government, and now the GCI is seeking cor-
porate support for the idea as it seeks to get the model adopted as part of the post-Kyoto
agreement currently being negotiated by the UN.

Under its new Carbon Countdown initiative, firms will be able to sign a declaration of support for
C&C and in return will be licensed to exhibit the C&C logo as an endorsement of their position and
a means of encouraging members of the international community similarly support the model.

Speaking to BusinessGreen.com, Aubrey Meyer, the founder of the GCI and the man behind
C&C, said the logo would provide firms with a means of demonstrating that they are serious
about tackling climate change. “CSR can be seen as a bit of a toothless lion,” he said. “"But
this is a way for the commercial sector to demonstrate a commitment to collective corporate
responsibility and indicate that they realise we can’t go on picking [carbon reduction target]
numbers out of a hat and need a serious science-based approach [to cutting emissions].

He added that the scheme had already secured support from the Eden Project, the Find-
horn ecovillage development, the All Party Group on Climate Change and the Royal In-
stitute of British Architects. He also revealed that the GCI was currently in talks with a
number of “big institutions” in the building and brokerage industries.

The accreditation scheme comes as signs are beginning to emerge that C&C is being taken
increasingly seriously by the UK government as a means of managing emission reduc-
tions. Whitehall has been hostile to the idea in the past with figures such as the author

of the Stern report, Sir Nicholas Stern, dismissing the idea, but according to Meyer there
are signs its position is shifting. While the government is still not publicly endorsing, a re-
cent paper by Stern outlined plans for “an equalisation of per capita emissions” by 2050 that
Meyer insists represents C&C in all but name.

"We are beginning to see a significantly increased focus on the idea from policymakers,” he said.
http://www.gci.org.uk/kite/Carbon_Countdown.pdf

UNDP Boss advocates C&C to Head of Governments Apr 15, 2008

Kemal Dervis - Chief Administrator, UNDP
Advocates Contraction and Convergence on Climate Change

At “Progressive Governance” Conference
Hosted By Gordon Brown
For Heads of Government 5th April 2008

http://progov.pm.gov.uk/discuss/climate-change/
http://documents.scribd.com/docs/mo91fri3sskk5a2q7i9.pdf

. ... there is an emerging proposal here which I think is important and helpful, and that

is a broad long-term commitment to equal per capita emissions. It’s a tough proposal and

I think one needs to discuss it, but I do believe that if we take it as part of the progressive
agenda to move to that in the second part of the twenty first century, it will be helpful in
bringing the world together particularly also as it brings the developing countries as part of
this effort with an ethical and political commitment, not immediate, but towards convergence
in terms of per capita emissions.” This formulation is a follow-on to the surprise and welcome
turn-around in favour of C&C by Nicholas Stern and Laurence Tubiana, whose paper commis-
sioned for the conference stated: - “An international agreement is essential. It must be based
on the criteria of effectiveness, efficiency and equity. Effectiveness demands a long-term glo-
bal goal capping global emissions and providing a long-term trajectory for investment in low
carbon technologies. This should be at least a halving of global emissions by 2050.”
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In his presentation to this conference, Nicholas Stern and Ms Tubiana then state: -
“A pragmatic principle of equity would require an equalisation of per capita emissions by
then.” This is a complete turn-around for Stern from two years ago. He goes on : -

“This will require developed countries to cut by around 80%. But it will still also require signifi-
cant reductions over business as usual trajectories from emerging economies to allow space
for the least developed to grow. Developing country commitments could include energy in-
tensity or sectoral targets, and will need to be graduated according to the stage of economic
development.” It is a turn-around because in his world-promoted report of 2006 Nicholas Stern
[or was it the invisible hands in Whitehall] dismissed C&C as ‘an assertion not an argument’ as
follows: -

“The notions of the right to climate protection or climate security of future generations and
of shared responsibilities in a common world can be combined to assert that, collectively,
we have the right only to emit some very small amount of GHGs, equal for all, and that
no-one has the right to emit beyond that level without incurring the duty to compensate.
We are therefore obliged to pay for the right to emit above that common level. This can be
seen as one argument in favour of the ‘contract and converge’ proposition, whereby ‘large
emitters’ should contract emissions and all individuals in the world should either con-
verge to a common (low) level or pay for the excess (and those below that level could sell
rights).

There are problems with this approach, however. One is that this right, whilst it might
seem natural to some, is essentially asserted. It is not clear why a common humanity in a
shared world automatically implies that there are equal rights to emit GHGs (however low).
Equality of rights, for example to basic education and health, or to common treatment in
voting, can be related to notions of capabilities, empowerment, or the ability to participate
in a society. Further, they have very powerful consequences in terms of law, policy and
structures of society. How does the ‘right to emit’ stand in relation to these rights? Rights
are of great importance in ethics but they should be argued rather than merely asserted.”

The UNDP have written to GCI apologizing for the ‘inadvertent’ failure to acknowledge
GCI as the source of the Contraction and Convergence (C&C) argument the presented in
the UNDP Climate Change and Human Solidarity Report: -

http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/hdr 20072008 en_complete.pdf
with a commitment to correct this forthwith.

http://www.gci.org.uk/correspondence/Watkins_ UNDP_Apology.pdf

This is still rather frail as the actual UNDP Report, on the one hand called their approach Contrac-
tion and Convergence (C&C)[without source reference to GCI], while on the other it actually quot-
ed Stern’s 2006 arguments rejecting C&C [which Stern has now reversed in favour of ‘pragmatism’
and which Kemal Dervis has now acknowledged as “the emerging consensus”] as follows: - “We
acknowledge that many other emissions’ pathways are possible. One school of thought argues
that every person in the world ought to enjoy an equivalent right to emit greenhouse gases, with
countries that exceed their quota compensating those that underutilize their entitlement. Although
proposals in this framework are oft en couched in terms of rights and equity, it is not clear that
they have a rights-based foundation: the presumed ‘right to emit’ is clearly something different
than the right to vote, the right to receive an education or the right to enjoy basic civil liberties. At
a practical level, attempts to negotiate a ‘pollution rights’ approach is unlikely to gain broad sup-
port. Our pathway is rooted in a commitment to achieve a practical goal: namely, the avoidance
of dangerous climate change. The route taken requires a process of overall contraction in
greenhouse gas flows and convergence in per capita emissions.”

Stern and the UNDP have yet to acknowledge the turn-around to C&C in the name of ‘prag-
matism’ and ‘consensus’. At the same time, while Dr David King has written to attest C&C as
“the approach with the most merits”, he has also now acknowledge GCI’s provenance with
C&C [which his book failed to do] with his publishers arguing that he was too busy to read the
correspondence that he exchanged with GCI when he was government chief scientist.

Here is a response from GCI welcoming his views but asking if that was the case, was he

also too busy to read key government documentation and commitments regarding the
origin, methodology and application of the C&C argument: -
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http://www.gci.org.uk/correspondence/king_red file size.pdf
The position of Potsdam and Schelnhuber in all of this is pretty limp as well. They provided
the hand-drawn ‘C&C imagery’ for the UNDP report, and probably don’t even realize they
have now been countermanded by Stern and Kemal Dervis.
The point isn’t that the odds are difficult playing David to Goliath.
The point is that none of the people in these institutions have taken on board that the rates
of C&C needed to keep within their 2 degree/450 ppmv upper temperature/concentration
limit are consistent with what the *IPCC-AR4 reported* coupled climate models are saying,
which is you need to complete C&C in half the time you have arranged for yourselves . . . .
done for and then ignored by DEFRA.

http://www.gci.org.uk/Animations/BENN C&C Animation.exe

“C&C or stuffed" - Australia’s Crikey.com Apr 16, 2008

“If the global response to climate change is not fair, it won’t happen. If it doesn’t happen, we’re
all stuffed. And for it to be fair, those of us who live in countries pumping more than
our share of greenhouse gases into the atmosphere are going to have to accept the
principle of “contraction and convergence” -- i.e. equal per capita emissions, which
means that a 60%6 cut in emissions by 2050 translates to a 90%6 cut for Australia.

This will require more significant changes than have been promised to date. It means eco-
nomic reform of the scale seen in the 1980s or greater -- designing markets, taxation, and
regulation to make it cheaper to do business sustainably than unsustainably.”

Miriam Lyons, Director of the Centre for Policy Development, takes a look at remaking Aus-
tralian culture, for want of a smaller topic: -

http://www.crikey.com.au/Politics/20071130-Remaking-Australia-part-four-Miriam-Ly-
ons.html?CurrentDate=15%20/%2004%20/%202008
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World Bank on C&C Apr 16, 2008

“Contraction and Convergence is a science-based global framework whereby total
global emissions are reduced (i.e., contraction) to meet a specific agreed target, and
the per capita emissions of industrialized and the developing countries converge over a
suitably long time period, with the rate and magnitude of contraction and convergence
being determined through the UNFCCC negotiating process. It applies principles of pre-
caution and equity; principles identified as important in the UNFCCC but not defined. ”

http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/TOPICS/ENVIRONMENT/0,,contentMDK:203
57008~menuPK:242151~pagePK:64020865~piPK:149114~theSitePK:244381,00.html

Climate Change, Environment and Development

C. Equitable Responsibilities - If the focus of negotiations is shifted from national emission
allowances to a long-term greenhouse gas stabilization target, then the sum of the emissions
from all countries, developed and developing, must be consistent with the agreed emissions
pathway. A key issue that will have to be addressed with long-term targets is the equitable alloca-
tion of emissions rights. The principle of ‘common but differentiated responsibilities’ is well estab-
lished in the UNFCCC. Hence, international debate will need to focus on how to achieve an equitable
distribution of responsibilities over the coming decades. This includes the responsibilities for pay-
ing for the additional costs of low carbon development pathways and for adaptation to the climate
change that we are already committed to through past actions.
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In deciding what is equitable, a number of factors need to be considered: (i) responsibility

- should those that caused the problem be responsible for mitigating the problem? (ii) enti-
tlements - should all humans enjoy equal entitlements to a global public good? (iii) capac-

ity — should those that have a greater capacity to act bear a greater burden? (iv) basic needs
- should strong nations assist poor nations meet their basic needs? (v) comparability of effort
- should the ease/difficulty of meeting a target be taken into account? and (vi) future genera-
tions — what is the responsibility of the current generation for future generations?

There are a series of allocation options, each with their own political difficulties, including: (i) in
proportion to current emissions (otherwise known as “grandfathering”) — unlikely to be accept-
able to developing countries because of their low current per capita emissions, and in many
cases low total emissions; (ii) in proportion to current GDP — again unlikely to be acceptable to
developing countries given their current low GDPs; (iii) current per-capita emissions rights —
unlikely to be acceptable to developed countries given their current high per capita emissions;
(iv) transition from grandfathering to per capita emissions — numerous transition schemes
have been proposed, e.g., contraction and convergence; (v) allocations taking into account
historic emissions, e.g., the Brazilian Proposal; (vi) allocations taking into account basic needs;
and (vii) allocations taking into account national circumstances, e.g., ability to pay. Deciding
which allocation scheme, or combination of these options, is appropriate will have to result
from negotiations involving all countries. It is important that developing countries have the
resources and opportunity to play a full part in these negotiations.

Two approaches that are receiving significant attention are Contraction and Convergence and
the “Brazilian” Proposal. Contraction and Convergence is a science-based global framework
whereby total global emissions are reduced (i.e., contraction) to meet a specific agreed target,
and the per capita emissions of industrialized and the developing countries converge over a
suitably long time period, with the rate and magnitude of contraction and convergence being
determined through the UNFCCC negotiating process. It applies principles of precaution and
equity; principles identified as important in the UNFCCC but not defined. The proposal by Bra-
zil, which is based on cumulative historical emissions and their impact on the increase in global
mean surface temperature, aims at sharing equally the burden of mitigation among all coun-
tries, industrialized and developing.

Equity issues also extend to the costs of adaptation. Countries vary enormously in their exposure
to potential damage from climate change and this exposure is usually unrelated to their contribu-
tion to the problem, by whatever means the contribution is measured. The most obvious example
is that of low-lying, small island states whose physical existence is threatened by sea-level rise
even though their contribution the greenhouse gas emissions has been negligible.

It is generally agreed that wealthier nations have a responsibility to assist highly affected devel-
oping nations carry out adaptive measures. There is an urgent need for a deeper debate about
the meaning of “common but differentiated responsibilities”. Developed countries have both the
means and the responsibility, through past and current emissions, to bear a substantial portion
of the costs of mitigating and adapting to climate change. Developing countries should facilitate
low emission development pathways by adopting policies and measures that are appropriate
not only to current conditions - social, economic and climatic — but also to future conditions.

Media Contacts:
Sergio Jellinek, 202-458-2841: Sjell-@worldbank.org
Tracey Osborne, 202-473-4033: Tosb-@worldbank.org

Mondaq [0z] fronts C&C Apr 17, 2008
Australia: Floating The Carbon Dollar

Part 1: The Garnaut Climate Change Review Interim Report
Article by Brendan Bateman - Key Point

“Garnaut’s Interim Report contends that it is in Australia’s interest to agree to a per
capita emission rights [or] contraction and convergence - that is, setting budgets ini-
tially equal to each country’s current emissions and then, moving over time, to equal per
capita emission budgets while at the same time driving down the overall global emissions
budget. This is intended to address both the necessity to start from the status quo with recognition
of developing countries’ claims to equitable allocation of rights to the atmosphere.”

60



http://www.mondag.com/article.asp?articleid=59346

Mondag, launched in August 1994, is one of the most comprehensive electronic resources
of professionals’ knowledge and expertise. We provide legal, regulatory and financial com-
mentary and information supplied directly by hundreds of the world’s leading professional
advisors, covering over 70 countries.

http://www.mondag.com/about.asp?section id=5&product_id=14

Pope aide advocates C&C Apr 17, 2008

Pope’s Man at the Worldwatch Institute publishes
“Inspiring Progress: Religions’ Contribution to Sustainable Development”

Gary Gardner (Author)

http://www.amazon.com/Inspiring-Progress-Contributions-Sustainable-Development/
dp/0393328325/ref=si3 rdr bb product

Ethics in Action — Page 152; Promoting C&C

“The Global Ethic could also have widespread impact because its ancient precepts are meant
to be applied lo the great issues of our day, and not just lo interpersonal relations As public
awareness of the global sustainability crisis grows and given the relatively broad base of col-
laboration in developing the Earth Charter and the Global Ethic, it is plausible to imagine that
these initiatives could begin to influence the human community’s approach to global problems.
Consider, for example, how climate change might look from the perspective of the Global
Ethic At the heart of the climate issue is a fundamental injustice: some of the countries
most responsible for creating the problem are the least commuted to solving it—hardly a
model of the “do unto others” standard set out by the Global Ethic, Applying the Global
Ethic to climate change would highlight this misuse in terms meaningful to a broad swath
of humanity. And solutions to the challenge that treat countries according to the values of
the Global Ethic might receive a needed boost.

The so-called “Contraction and Convergence” (C&C) initiative of the Global Commons
Institute in the United Kingdom, for example, might be attractive from the perspective
of the Global Ethic.

C&C seeks to reduce carbon emissions in industrial coun- L WORLBWAIFCH TG0F
tries (contraction) while distributing future credits for carbon
emissions on an equalized per person basis globally (conver- .
gence).17 Its core principle is equity; the right to pollute should ' _
be capped, then spread equally across the human family—es-

sentially treating everyone the way each of us might want to
be treated if our place on the planet were randomly assigned. IN S PI Rl N G

PROGRESS

In addition, because the C&C plan would tax nations that ex-
ceed their emissions quotas and use the proceeds to help meet
the Millennium Development Goals and other vital development Religions’ Contributions to
objectives, the C&C would support the second principle of the Sustainable Development
Global Ethic, that all people are endowed with inherent dignity.
The initiative has gained the support of religious leaders, including
a powerful statement by the Archbishop of Canterbury, leader of
the worlds Anglicans and Episcopalians, in July 2004.

The C&C initiative, he said, “appears Utopian only if we refuse to
contemplate the alternatives honestly!” But imagine if religious lead-
ers globally were to articulate a link between the Global Ethic and
climate change. Then the Archbishop might be joined by the leaders
of a wide range of religious traditions, all speaking from a common and broadly understood ethical
foundation. The pressure on political leaders lo seek a more equitable solution to the climate chal-
lenge could be intense.”

17, Global Commons Institute. “Contraction and Convergence” gci.org.uk viewed May 2006
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Pope to make climate action a moral obligation

http://www.independent.co.uk/news/europe/pope-to-make-climate-action-a-moral-obli-
gation-403120.html

Pope Benedict: Laying the Groundwork for a Sustainable Civilization?
Gary Gardner - April 15, 2008

http://www.worldwatch.org/node/5707
11ASA Policy Brief

Global Development:
IIASA Conference asks about C&C Apr 19, 2008 % el a2 oo

for the Future

ITIASA Star-Studded cast ask . . . “Is the “contraction and conver- as
gence” model the only approach? ” Some, including Angela Merkel, :
suggest the world should aim for international parity in per capita
emissions of greenhouse gases. How could this be done? What

would it look like?”

http://www.gci.org.uk/briefings/IIASA_C&C.pdf

C&C: - "Simplicity of the Argument” May 03, 2008
Nicholas’ Stern now advocates the C&C principle.

In his proposal he says, “the simplicity of the argument is that I e | e
everything flows from the figures where everyone converges of S
two tonnes of pollution per head per year.”

http://www.theage.com.au/news/environment/stern-gets-sterner-on-emis-
sions/2008/05/01/1209235059204.html

http://www.britainusa.com/sections/articles_show ntl.asp?a=48132&i=41065&L1=410
12&1L2=41065&d=-1
http://www.lse.ac.uk/collections/climateNetwork/publications/KeyElementsOfAGlobalDea
|_30Apr08.pdf

Is the same Nicholas Stern? What happened on the road from attrition to contrition? On publica-
tion of his original report two years ago he told LSE students that, "C&C is too difficult to get your
head around,” spreading confusion and dismay. GCI's Director of Corporate Affairs Terry O’Connell
said, “This is a tipping point in the debate and is welcome. Having struggled for the last eighteen
years, we now have only the next eighteen months in which to embed the C&C principle on which
an effective post-Kyoto Global Climate Deal so urgently depends.”

http://www.gci.org.uk/briefings/Stern_Cleanup.pdf

C&C criticisms ‘flawed’ ... May 06, 2008

‘Contraction and convergence criticisms flawed’
http://www.cedaily.com.au/nl06_news_selected.php?act=28&selkey=36550

The founder of the ‘contraction and convergence’ campaign for allocating emission entitle-
ments among nations, Aubrey Meyer, has told Australia’s “Carbon Environment Daily” claims
by a conference speaker that the approach is inadequate are unfounded. Contraction and con-
vergence would involve reducing overall emissions of greenhouse gases and allocating equal
per capita entitlements to every country. Professor Garnaut has said the concept of equal per
capita entitlements is likely to be a cornerstone of an effective international agreement: -

www.cedaily.com.au/nl06_news_selected.php?act=2&stream=1&selkey=35938
. . as has climate economist Sir Nicholas Stern: -
www.cedaily.com.au/nl06 news_selected.php?act=2&stream=1&selkey=36514

However, the Minerals Council (see related article) and the Australian Industry Greenhouse
Network have expressed concern that such an approach would overlook important and
relevant national differences and the Australian Conservation Foundation has said an equal
per capita approach “does not address all equity issues”: -

www.cedaily.com.au/nl06_news_selected.php?act=2&stream=1&selkey=36454
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Last week, CE Daily reported comments by Sivan Kartha of the Stockholm Environment Institute that it
won't be sufficient to ensure we avoid dangerous climate change “in the midst of a development crisis”.
Kartha instead proposed a “greenhouse development rights” approach which would define national
obligations on the basis of per capita income and cumulative historical emissions. Kartha's comments
prompted a response to CE Daily from Meyer, director of the UK-based Global Commons Institute, who
said the Greenhouse Development Rights approach advocated by Kartha, “projects error. On the one
hand it stresses [correctly] the ‘urgency’ of climate change and on the other the need for un-quantified
access to energy/emissions of the poor.” “This primarily verbal formulation is presented as ‘more than’
contraction and convergence as contraction is ‘not enough’. This assertion has acquired ‘mantra’ status
though what the rates of contraction and convergence is not addressed.”

Meyer’s comment - now linked to CE Daily’s CANA conference article
www.cedaily.com.au/nl06_news_selected.php?act=2&stream=1&selkey=36499

includes an animation of different rates of contraction and convergence: -
http://www.gci.org.uk/Animations/BENN_C&C_ Animation.exe

Top Aussie urges C&C in UK HoC May 07, 2008
Eminent Australian visits House of Commons to urge Brits to C&C.

“Maybe to overcome their traditional cultural reserve, the British public needs to know there is a solution
and that all hope is not lost. If so, the best global deal in town is called ‘Contraction & Convergence’; a
global deal which is the real deal. Here is an idea the UK could get behind and take to the world.”

Brendan Mackey is a professor of environmental science and policy at the Australian National
University. He is currently on sabbatical at the Center for Humans & Nature, New York, USA.

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

This article appears in the current edition of Carbon2Share, the newsletter of the All Party
Parliamentary Group on Climate Change (APPGCC) Chaired by Colin Challen MP.

BENN to support C&C? May 08, 2008

Colin Challen MP chairs the UK’s All Party Group Parliamentary Group on Climate Change [AP-

PGCC]. The group advocates C&C. The current APPGCC news letter goes to the whole of the UK

parliament with this timely and critical challenge: - *C’mon Hillary - now’s the time to take the

lead*™ “Now is the time for Environment Secretary Hillary Benn to cut the binding ties of prec-

edent, and firmly back Contraction and Convergence.” Rumours have it that he privately admires

the framework. Many will confess to that privately. It's time to come out or miss the boat.”
http://gci.org.uk/articles/C-MON_ Hillary.pdf

C&C grows with UK Local Government May 16, 2008

Some progress with C&C at the Local Government level. This list is not complete. Please
send missing info to aub-@gci.org.uk

CONTRACTION & CONVERGENCE AND UK LOCAL GOVERNMENT
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFORMATION UNIT

The LGIU supports moves towards a contraction and convergence approach to reducing global
carbon emissions. Contraction and convergence proposes a global agreement on amounts of
carbon emission permits to be allocated to countries on an annual basis. The overall quantity
of permits would contract from one year to the next — hence the term contraction. Permits
would be allocated on a per-capita basis and their volume would reflect a trend towards the
average per capita emission that is consistent with arresting runaway climate change.

The system will favour developing countries whose per capita carbon use is low, and sup-
port low-emission routes to development. The allocation of carbon permits between nations
starts from the unequal distribution of the status quo. However it converges to an equal
per capita distribution over an agreed timescale. Converging access to these increasingly
valuable permits supports a convergence in levels of development.

The idea of contraction and convergence is particularly persuasive as it addresses two key
threats to humanity — climate change and unequal development — in one framework.
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Carbon Trading Councils could foreshadow a contraction and convergence model by agree-
ing voluntary twinning with localities in the developing world. For example, a town in the
UK could twin with a town in — say — Tanzania and support its low-carbon development.
The aim would be to create a visual, personal picture of what climate change means glo-
bally and to encourage people to think outside their immediate needs and focus.

The Fairtrade movement has achieved a similar success in showing UK consumers that
even very small changes in their behaviour can have a notable impact on lives of people
who are growing foods or making goods in developing countries.

http://www.lIgiu.gov.uk/images/uploaded/Pospectus.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/Councils/LGIU C&C_ Prospectus.pdf

CAMBRIDGE

In order for global action to tackle climate change to be fair, a sustainable level of carbon
dioxide emissions should be shared amongst every person equally. This principle of ap-
portioning carbon dioxide emissions to countries based on their population is called ‘con-
traction and convergence’, which was developed by the Global Commons Institute and
supported by Cambridge City Council at its Annual Meeting in May 200727. It refers to the
need for global greenhouse gas emissions to ‘contract’ towards an equal share per person
at some specified future ‘convergence’ date.

http://www.cambridge.gov.uk/ccm/cms-service/download/asset/?asset id=9811070

HAMPSHIRE
Thinking Globally, Acting Locally 1: Contraction and Convergence

6. At an international level the broad concept of ‘Contraction and Convergence’, referred to
by the Council for the Protection for Rural England in its March 2005 response to a consul-
tation paper by HM Government (submitted as part of the evidence to the County Council’s
Climate Change Commission’s first session), is the most equitable approach to tackling
climate change and poverty around the globe.

The concept, which has had the support of the Government in international arenas, em-
bodies reducing global emissions to environmentally sustainable measures, based on con-
sumption per head of population. The ‘Contraction and Convergence’ approach allows for
some per capita increases in GHG emissions in the developing countries in Asia, Africa and
Latin America. But the essential corollary is that there must be steady and deep cuts in
emissions from the wealthier countries.

Under the title An Incontestable Truth the All Party Parliamentary Climate Change Group
has recently issued a DVD explaining the principles of Contraction and Convergence and
demonstrating that it has serious support. It is to be hoped that the County Council Cli-
mate Change Commission will have an opportunity to view the ‘Contraction and Conver-
gence’ DVD, a copy of which can be supplied on request.

http://www.gci.org.uk/Councils/Hampshire County_Council_robert hutchison.pdf

MANCHESTER

Inequalities in wealth between different parts of the world determine the different standards
of living enjoyed by their residents, and the levels of carbon emissions. For this reason, it
would be unreasonable to apply the same reduction targets to say, Bangladesh as to Europe
or the USA, and we therefore support the principle of “contraction and convergence”.

This means that Manchester City Council would support an allocation or carbon budget
based on the total carbon reductions required on a country by country per capita basis.
This would allow the poorest countries to initially grow their emissions whilst the richest
countries reduced theirs. Allowing the poorest countries to initially grow their emissions
would enable them to adapt for the effects of climate change.

http://www.gci.org.uk/Councils/Manchester 8a_Climate_change_1 .pdf
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NORWICH
Councillor Read to move:- 10. Motion - Contraction and Convergence
‘Council notes:

a) that carbon emissions (using Government figures) have risen by 2.5% in the first half of 2005
to 162.4 Megatonnes per annum, and that the UK is now in very real danger of missing its target
under the Kyoto Protocol, which requires emissions to be 12.5% below 1990 levels by 2012;

b) that the Intergovernmental Panel on climate change has warned that climate change could
have potentially catastrophic effects worldwide - including in the UK - and that the Government’s
Chief Scientific Advisor has described climate change as ‘a greater threat than global terrorism’;

¢) that Norwich City Council is committed, through its support for the CRed (Carbon Reduc-
tion) initiative, to taking and supporting action to reduce carbon emissions in Norwich, and
hence to reduce climate change.

Council believes:

a) that climate change is a very serious threat, both globally and to the Norwich community,

as demonstrated by the risk of flooding in Norwich and other parts of Norfolk. Under current
conditions, according to environment agency data, flooding can be ‘expected’ more than once

a century in some houses in Mancroft, Thorpe Hamlet, Lakenham and Wensum Wards as well

as Carrow Road football ground. There is also a flood risk in Mile Cross, Eaton, University and
Bowthorpe. This risk, according to most climate scientists, has potential to increase dramatically;

b) that the Government must commit itself to a method which allows the international
community to reduce carbon emissions in a socially just way;

¢) that the Contraction and Convergence Framework, promoted by the Global Commons
Institute and supported by many MPs from across the Party spectrum, the all-party House
of Commons Environmental Audit Committee and some local councils such as Oxford and
Camden, is the best way of doing this.

Council therefore resolves:-

1) to call on Norwich’s MPs to support the Climate Change (Contraction and Convergence) Bill, that has
just been introduced into the House of Commons by Colin Challen MP, as the best overall framework
and vehicle available for achieving the CRed targets that Norwich City Council has committed itself.

2) to write to the Secretary of State for the Environment to ask the Government to com-
mit the UK to supporting Contraction and Convergence and to write to the Global Commons
Institute, declaring that Norwich City Council supports Contraction and Convergence.

http://www.gci.org.uk/Councils/Norwich AGD_Council 2005 11 29.pdf

BRIGHTON & HOVE CITY COUNCIL
NOTICE OF MOTION - CONTRACTION & CONVERGENCE
“This Council notes:

The Government’s recent announcements recognising the serious threat posed to all life on
this planet by climate change as a result of increasing greenhouse gas emissions.

That despite last month’s enactment of the Kyoto Protocol on Climate Change, scientific con-
sensus now agrees that greater global reductions in carbon emission are urgent and vital.

Early Day Motion 538 has been tabled in the House of Commons, recognising the need for
a new global policy to tackle climate change beyond Kyoto.

EDM 538 advocates a policy of contraction and convergence, where all nations seek to
reduce their levels of greenhouse gas emissions, and converge emissions levels towards a
point where all citizens of the world are entitled to emit equal amounts of pollutants.

That continued and increasing extreme weather events promoted by Climate Change will
cause significant harm to the city and its inhabitants. Being a coastal community we are
particularly vulnerable to increases in sea level.

In furtherance of this Council’s duty to care for the environmental, social and economic
wellbeing of the city, we therefore resolve:

1. To instruct the Chief Executive to request the support of the city’s Members of Parlia-
ment for this Early Day Motion, and to report back on progress in this regard.
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2. For this Council to pursue urgent consideration of how city carbon emissions may be reduced.”
Proposed by: Councillor Georgia Wrighton Seconded by: Councillor Sue Paskins

http://www.gci.org.uk/Councils/Brighton_and_Hove_(ClimateChange-GreenGrp).pdf
Encouraging action through a regional carbon budget

In March 2007, with support from the Partnership and Innovation fund, Sustainability
South West launched Fair Shares, Fair Choice, a major new project aimed at promoting
positive action on climate change from individuals and organisations. The initiative aims to
help residents of the South West live and work within a ‘fair carbon share’ and organisa-
tions and businesses to develop carbon action plans.

Fair Shares, Fair Choice is underpinned by the contraction and convergence carbon reduc-
tion model and as part of the initiative Sustainability South West has produced a ten-year
carbon budget for the region. This calculates personal carbon budgets for everyone in the
South West and an overall budget for the region as a whole. The figures show that in broad
terms the region’s current CO, emissions are approximately 10 per cent above its Fair
Share carbon budget for 2007 and that carbon emissions would need to be reduced by ap-
proximately 30 per cent on today’s levels by 2016.

http://www.gci.org.uk/Councils/DEF-SDU-RegSupp-20pp.pdf

SSW also notes in Section 1 Background and Goals, the proposed development of an agreed
set of regional accounts and accounting systems. As per our previous discussion and corre-
spondence with Assembly representatives, SSW has already developed an overarching re-
gional carbon budget that could be used to form the basis of these carbon accounts.

Annex 1 contains further details of the methodology and the United Nations endorsed Con-
traction and Convergence model, on which the data sets are based. As previously outlined
SSW supports this internally recognised global framework for reducing CO, emissions to
safe levels in a socially just way.

We recommend these data sets are applied in the development of the regional climate

change action plan and are used to form the carbon accounts and targets developed. It is

essential that as part of the regional carbon accounts, climate change mitigation targets

are developed alongside those concentrating on adaptation activity.
http://www.gci.org.uk/Councils/ssw_response_to ccap document.pdf

Tradable Energy Quotas (TEQs), Domestic tradable quotas (DTQs) or Personal carbon al-

lowances (PCAs) These are all systems that have been proposed for rationing fuel/carbon

under the ‘Contraction and Convergence’ regime.

They would include everyone — individuals, industry and the Government — and would en-

able users to sell any rations they do not use. They would bring citizens, industry and Gov-

ernment together in a single scheme and supply the incentive needed to transform the way
energy/carbon is taken into account in everyday life. See http://www.tegs.net/

http://www.gci.org.uk/Councils/Westminster Carbon_ Counting_ Manual.pdf

Climate Change, C&C and Africa May 16, 2008

Climate Change, C&C and Africa

Paul Collier Director, Centre for the Study of African Economies, Oxford University

Gordon Conway Imperial College London and Chief Scientist, UK DFID

Tony Venables Oxford University and Chief Economist, UK DFID

Under an idealised cap and trade emissions trading scheme each citizen would be endowed
with a right to emit a specified quantity of CO,e (or each country endowed with the corre-
sponding national total) and would be able to sell rights in excess of own emissions.

Were emissions monitorable at the level of the individual citizen or country, such a scheme
would provide incentives for reductions in CO,e. Depending upon the allocation of emissions
rights it might also create a distinct channel for resource flows to low emission countries. In
the hypothetical extreme in which each person was endowed with the same emission rights,
the financial flows to Africa resulting from sales of carbon rights might be of comparable size
to its current aid receipts of around $40bn pa. In effect, the allocation of carbon rights to
Africa would become its aid programme. The abrupt creation of such valuable rights without
reference to existing patterns of usage is, of course, entirely implausible.
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Somewhat more realistically, ‘contraction and convergence’ schemes propose national
emissions quotas that would start from current levels and very slowly converge — over
several decades -- to being proportional to population. Since, over this time frame in-
ternational economic convergence would substantially reduce disparities in usage, the
redistributive aspect of carbon trading would be correspondingly reduced.

http://users.ox.ac.uk/~econpco/research/pdfs/ClimateChangeandAfrica.pdf
http://www.gci.org.uk/briefings/ClimateChangeandAfrica.pdf

APPGCC calls PM to Climate Summit May 23, 2008
Early Day Motion EDM 1636
CROSS-PARTY CONSENSUS ON CLIMATE CHANGE 22.05.2008
http://edmi.parliament.uk/EDMi/EDMDetails.aspx?EDMID=35918&SESSION=891

“That this House notes the seriousness and urgency of climate change; calls upon the Prime
Minister to convene a conference of the leaders of all parties represented in the UK Parliament,
the Scottish Parliament and the Welsh Assembly to examine the formation of a cross-party con-
sensus on climate change policy; and believes that all participants in such a conference should
assent to there being no pre-conditions on their attendance.”

Colin Challen MP - Chair All Party Parliamentary Group on Climate Change

Strong Hi-Profile Media pro-C&C May 23, 2008

Two strong campaigning articles in favour of C&C in high profile media: -

[1] In the Europe-wide edition of LEXUS magazine in all European languages -
“Its a war on Error”: -

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

Born in Britain but raised and schooled in apartheid-era South Africa, Meyer is acutely
aware of the perils of inequality and of the need for a global agreement to be truly global.
'‘By definition you can't possibly resolve this situation on a separated basis,” he says. 'Separate
development is not sustainable development. Global apartheid doesn’t work.”

[2] In the UK Cooperative Movement’s newly formatted magazine REACT, which goes to 2
million readers in the UK: -

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

‘It’s interesting,” he tells Re:act. 'There are very definitely parallels between playing a violin and
what I'm doing with C&C. When you play the violin, how do you know where to put your fingers
on the fingerboard? You can’t see anything that tells you where to go.

You can provide a teasing answer by saying, well, how long is a piece of string? To a violinist it's
exactly twice half its length. There’s a very real structure inside that length of string that gives you all
of the notes and the proportionality, where things are found and placed - and you play with that. You
can only play because of it. Contraction and convergence is sort of a 100-year-long fingerboard.”

Mackey Defends C&C May 27, 2008

Here is a strong defence of ‘the three questions that C&C raises and answers’ from Prof
Brendan Mackey [ANU]. It is in response to an invitation from NCDO to support the Tall-
berg Foundation [TF] call and search for ‘Plan C' — a Global Deal on Climate Change.

‘Plan C' this is prompted by James Hansen’s new call for 350 ppmv. TF has launched as ‘an in-
ternational appeal’ to support this call for a return atmospheric CO, concentration to 350 ppmv

As Mackey points out the 3 questions that C&C deals with, and that Plan C doesn’t yet, are:

[1] what is the atmospheric ppmv value for CO2 we’re aiming at
[2] what it the path-integral of emissions consistent with that value, and
[3] what rate of convergence to equal per capita sharing of that integral is achievable.

The maths are as follows: -

350 ppmv 746 GTC 1988 200? [Hansen]
353 ppmv 752 GTC 1990

359 ppmv 765 GTC 1994

385 ppmv 820 GTC 2007

450 ppmv 959 GTC 2007 67



[1] in 1990 atmospheric CO, in ppmv were 354 [i.e. 752 gigatonnes carbon]; IPCC then
said that immediate 60-80% cuts in CO, emissions globally were needed to get there.

[2] in 1994 ppmv were 359 [i.e. 765 gigatonnes carbon]; IPCC then said zero emissions
globally by 2050 with negative emissions thereafter were needed to get there; [this was
deemed ‘impossible’ by IPCC and the scenario was thereafter dropped];

[3] in 2007 ppmv were 385 [i.e. 820 gigatonnes carbon]; IPCC said that — with feedbacks bet-
ter understood - zero emissions globally by c. 2050 would keep us at and below 450 ppmv

So Jim Hansen’s call for 350 ppmv asap is a truly big-ask as he now recognises [correctly]
that the sinks are starting to pack up. Combined with a 350 goal, this means negative
emissions globally as near immediately as possible . . . ... .. which rather side-steps, or
was it avoids, the global development deficit and the politics of the existing infra-structure
. . and also rather explains why he is calling for the coal-fired power stations to be bull-
dozed [that’s one whole lot of bull-dozers but I guess its fine if he can get them and get it
done...]....All the numeric modelling of this on which Mackey’s stand is based is at: -

http://www.gci.org.uk/Animations/BENN C&C Animation.exe

Dear Alide,
While I fully support the intent of the 350 campaign, I have deep concerns about its shortcomings.

There are two other critical questions that must be answered if we are to arrive at a global deal
that solves the climate change problem (i.e. a global deal that is the “real deal”):

When will aim to have stabilised atmospheric carbon dioxide levels to 350ppm?
How will we distribute the permissible carbon dioxide emissions amongst the world’s nations?

In terms of successfully negotiating a global deal that will solve the climate change problem, #3
actually presents the most difficult challenges as it cannot be answered by reference to scientific
knowledge alone (unlike questions #1 [the target] and to some extent #2 [the timetable].

This is because the physical processes that regulate Earth’s climate system are blind to the
source of emissions as it is the aggregate affect that is important. Question #2 is also impor-
tant because the longer we wait the more potential hard to humans and nature but on the
other hand the more time we have to undertake the necessary social, economic and techno-
logical transformations.

As Song Li and | noted in our paper, the Contraction & Convergence framework developed
by the Global Commons Institute in the UK has been arguing for 20 years that we need

a global deal that answers these three key questions: (1) What is a safe level?; (2) By
when?; and (3) How do we distributed the permissible emissions?

Regarding question 3, C&C argues this must be done on a per capita basis as everyone has
an equal right to the Earth’s system’s capacity to assimilate GHGs. This position remains
contested as some commentators argue a per capita distribution is not fair enough given
past inequities, while others are dismissive on the basis it will never be accepted by the
USA.

In any case, I think there is a risk in a campaign that only provides an answer to the first
questions; what is a safe level of atmospheric GHG. The campaign would be far more helpful if
it addressed all three questions, e.g. ‘350 by 2050 on a per capita basis’.

They could still use ‘350 as their “tag line”, but it would then be short-hand for the more comprehensive story.

Kind regards,
Brendan

ILFSD [& others] Introduce C&C Jun 01, 2008

SUSTAIN LABOUR - the International Labour Foundation for Sustainable
Development [ILFSD] introduce C&C.
http://www.unep.org/labour_environment/PDFs/TOT-Introduction-Climate-Change.ppt#1

Great New Movie - The Age of Stupid - introduces C&C.
http://www.crudemovie.net/
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RED AND GREEN IN SCOTLAND 30 May, 2008

Filed under: green party, Scotland — Andy Newman

The latest edition of Scottish Left Review has three seperate articles by members of the Scot-
tish Green Party. The Scottish party has arguably not been as left wing as the Greens in Eng-
land and Wales, and this is referred to in an article by Peter McColl, who writes: “While the
politics of reformist environmentalism has some traction, the need for Scottish Greens to focus
on social justice and the green economics has become clear with the 2007 Scottish Parliament
election failure, and the relative success of Greens in London standing on a clear left platform.”

But in particular the following article by Tim Gee explores the changing relation-
ships between socialists and greens in Scotland, suggesting a logical progression
from contraction and convergence towards the ultimate goal of co-operation.
http://www.socialistunity.com/?p=2391

Cars Are DOOMED

RED ORBIT
Australia - Posted on: Tuesday, 27 May 2008, 03:00 CDT
ed/index.html+9%?22Contraction+and+Convergence%22&hl=en&ct=clnk&cd=8&gl=uk

By Moriarty, Patrick Honnery, Damon

“Under the “contraction and convergence” proposal, all countries would eventually move to
the same per capita emissions, which would mean a 30-fold reduction in Australian emis-
sions by 2050. By 2030, we might perhaps need to reduce this level by half- a 15-fold re-
duction. Of course, low-emitting developing countries would be allowed some increase, but
they too must ultimately limit their emissions.”

Copyright Control Publications Pty Ltd May 2008

(c) 2008 Australasian Science. Provided by ProQuest Information and

Urgency - "C&C emerging ... ?” Jun 03, 2008

As the US Senate debates the Lieberman Climate Security Act;
www.gci.org.uk/briefings/Climate Security Act.pdf

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-in/article.cqi?f=/c/a/2008/06/03/MNPU111UGU.DTL

U.S. Scientists and Economists’ Call for Swift and Deep Cuts in Greenhouse Gas Emissions,
and the White House Releases a Global Warming Report classified as “highly influential”.

In some implied global deal, these scientists and economists call for 80% emissions cuts in the
US while the Act appears to call for c. 70%. These numbers appear to be roughly consistent
with what the UNDP [+ Gore King Stern et al] called the globally ‘emerging proposal’ for C&C.

However, against the call for a return to 350 ppmv atmospheric CO2 from Hansen et al,
this implied rate of C&C is much to slow. He says, “Present policies, with continued con-
struction of coal-fired power plants without CO2 capture, suggest that decision-makers do
not appreciate the gravity of the situation. We must begin to move now toward the era be-
yond fossil fuels. Continued growth of greenhouse gas emissions, for just another decade,
practically eliminates the possibility of near-term return of atmospheric composition be-
neath the tipping level for catastrophic effects. The most difficult task, phase-out over the
next 20-25 years of coal use that does not capture CO2, is Herculean. Yet this is feasible
when compared with the efforts that went into World War II. The stakes, for all life on the
planet, surpass those of any previous crisis. The greatest danger is continued ignorance
and denial, which could make tragic consequences unavoidable.”
www.gci.org.uk/briefings/0804.1126.pdf

It is difficult to disagree with Hansen’s sense of urgency. However, as legislators in the US
and here in the UK, get down to business, the same old problem — picking numbers out of
a hat - is still pervasive and needs to be rationalised. It is for this reason, the UK All Party
Parliamentary Group on Climate Change are calling on the UK Government to reveal the global
*methodology* behind the numbers.

Now that Nicholas Stem has joined with the *pragmatism* of C&C, will the Government finally follow suit?The
numerical analysis is here: -

www.gci.org.uk/Animations/BENN_C&C Animation.exe
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A MAN
FOR

ALL

SEASONS

FROM HIS LONDON LOUNGE ROOM, CLIMATE CAMPAIGNER
AUBREY MEYER MAY JUST SAVE THE WORLD WITH HIS PLAN
FOR PER CAPITA GLOBAL CARBON EMISSIONS TARGETS

BY DAVID ADAM | ILLUSTRATION BY PADDY MILLS | PHOTOGRAPHY BY PETER DENCH

THE GLOBAL COMMONS INSTITUTE SOUNDS AS THOUGH IT
should be a grand organisation with a fine headquarters. The institute
is at the forefront of the fight against the growing threat of global
warming and lobbies scientists, the media and politicians to listen to
its ideas. It publishes glossy brochures, distributes them at all the key
climate events, and its ideas are backed by an impressive roll call of
supporters, including presidents and prime ministers.

In fact, the Global Commons Institute is a small association led by
one man, working from a plain house in northeast London. That man
is Aubrey Meyer, and from his home he has devised the answer to the
world’s biggest problem. Meyer is not a physicist, economist or green
technology guru. He is a musician — a very good one — and his idea to
address global warming, called ‘Contraction and Convergence’ (C&C)
is striking a chord across the globe. Britain’s Guardian newspaper
recently named him one of the 50 heroes of the planet and New
Statesman magazine placed him among the 10 people most likely
to change the world.

As awareness of climate change has risen, so has interest in C&C.

It sets out a framework to control each country’s gas emissions based
on the principle that, subject to the overall amount that stabilises

the rising concentration of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere
(contraction), each person has the right to produce the same quantity
each year, wherever they live (convergence).

And as nations struggle to agree a new global treaty to limit carbon
emissions that fits all of their respective domestic agendas, Meyer’s
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idea is increasingly being talked about as the way we should go.
Last year, German chancellor Angela Merkel became the latest
big-name politician to throw their weight behind a version of it.
And the Archbishop of Canterbury said those who thought it
Utopian simply hadn’t looked honestly at the alternatives.

For the 60-year-old Meyer, such moves vindicate a determined
campaign spanning nearly two decades. It’s a crusade that began
in earnest in 1990 when his then four-year-old daughter turned
to him from her cot and asked: ‘Daddy, is the planet really dying?’
Meyer’s response — ‘no, don’t you worry, we’ll sort it out’ — illustrates
his no-nonsense attitude to the issue. Meyer cares not for political
compromises: for him, the existing Kyoto Protocol is a largely
ineffective, global deal to regulate carbon pollution, requiring that
only rich countries make cuts.

Born in Britain but raised and schooled in apartheid-era South Africa,
Meyer is acutely aware of the perils of inequality and of the need for
a global agreement to be truly global. ‘By definition you can’t possibly
resolve this situation on a separated basis, he says. ‘Separate development
is not sustainable development. Global apartheid doesn’t work.

Instead, Meyer proposes a system of equal-per-capita emissions
entitlements that places every citizen in a framework-based market
under full-term global emissions control, and keeps below the
greenhouse gas concentration target (see ‘What is C&C?’ on page 47).

Meyer’s extraordinary calculating and communication skills have
set a standard for the whole debate, although his dogged campaign
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WHAT IS C&C?

Contraction and Convergence (C&C) starts
with the UN objective that global atmospheric
concentrations of greenhouse gas cannot be
allowed to rise much above the present level.
This means that the future total of greenhouse
gas emissions to the atmosphere must now be
significantly reduced at a rate determined by
how quickly we need to stabilise greenhouse
gas concentration and hence global
temperatures. Working backwards like that
gives us a shrinking amount of carbon we

can emit overall between now and whenever
we would exceed our limit, expressed as

an annual, decreasing, carbon ration. This

is contraction and it needs to be continually
measured in light of the changing relationship
between our sources and the declining natural
sinks for the gases as revealed in the latest
IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change) report.

Treating the atmosphere as a ‘global
common’, C&C would then divide the
remaining carbon output available under
contraction among every person on the
planet. Each would have an equal entitlement
in the overall emissions output. Richer
countries such as Britain and the US, with
higher emissions per person and which emit
more than their global share, would converge
with poorer nations, such as China and India,
who emit less. Subject to the contraction
imperative, all nations would agree a future
date for their entitlements to become the

same per capita. This is the convergence.

clmate change
conference 2007

Bal®  lonesia
3-14 D "mber 2007

GETTY IMAGES

Left: Meyer says everyone is integrally part of the
environment. Above: C&C was on the agenda at
the UN's climate conference in Bali late last year

During this process, as global entitlement
decreases, poorer countries would be
allowed to increase emissions, while richer
nations would be required to reduce them.
Subject to the C&C framework,
a market for emissions trading from
poorer countries that do not use their
full allowance could help richer nations
meet their targets, providing revenue for
the former. Meyer says: It's poetic justice.
It corrects fatal poverty and fatal climate
change in the same framework!
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has managed to annoy all sides of the green
movement in the past. To politicians and
economists of the UK and US, the idea

had echoes of communism, while hardened
eco-warriors disliked the carbon trading
aspects of the scheme and thought it

too complicated, prescriptive and thus
politically unsellable.

Meyer says: ‘As soon as you push a per
capita argument, people call it communism
and as soon as you allow trading, people call
you a capitalist. These critics wanted a row
and their attitude to me was “who let you
in here? Go and get a hair cut.” But their
dichotomy was a false and discriminatory
stitch-up with no understanding of the need
for integration and accuracy.

We talk sitting on the floor of the Global
Commons Institute’s living room, surrounded
by papers that he shuffles through from time
to time to illustrate a point, and interrupted
by phone calls from his daughter (now 21
and a university student) as she plots her trip
home for Christmas.

Has he kept his promise to her to sort out
the world? ‘We’re as close as we ever have
been to getting C&C adopted, he says. ‘In
that sense, we’re probably closer to f g
a solution, but in another sense we’re in so
much deeper trouble now, and a lot of us are
beginning to doubt that this problem is really
going to be fixed.

Climate change may have finally hit the
mainstream recently, but the science has
moved on as well. All the signs suggest we face
a greater challenge to limit temperature rise
to 2° Celsius than we realised, and that we
have less time to slash carbon pollution than
we thought. Meanwhile, the international
political response drags along at a glacial pace,
or perhaps a melting glacial pace.

At United Nations climate talks at the end
of last year in Bali, countries pledged to find
a way to replace the Kyoto Protocol by 2009.
Many people predict that the change in
government when George W Bush leaves the
White House will smooth the path to such an
agreement. But for Meyer, President Bush
and the US are not the climate criminals
they are often painted. ‘Bush acknowledged
the problem is real and serious and there are
many serious people beyond him.

‘The global apartheid argument is made by

the US, who have constantly said that unless

China and India are part of the deal then it
won’t work. However much people want to
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THE KEY THING, ESPECIALLY WITH MUSIC AND
STRING PLAYING, IS THAT REAL FEELING COMES FROM
INTEGRATION AND ACCURACY. IT'S A WAR ON ERROR’

vilify the US for being a big, bad bully, in one
critical respect [the US has] been right from
the word go. The US saw C&C and the US
Senate Byrd Hagel Resolution as the same
thing and said so in Kyoto.

And what about the European approach:
that developed countries should make
unilateral cuts, as specified under Kyoto?
‘Kyoto was an attempt to get a process
going, but it’s essentially picking numbers
out of a hat and saying because we’re guilty
Europeans, we’ll reduce our emissions alone.
The Americans say we don’t care whether
we’re guilty or not, we want everybody in.

This is where C&C appeals. ‘If you want
everybody in, then you must integrate and
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have a way of organising it. It has to be
global and rights-based. You need to
specifically and formally agree to stabilise
the atmosphere and agree to move towards
equal emissions per capita by a given

date.” That gives us a path shared globally
where countries either limit or reduce
their emissions according to whether their
average per capita emissions are below

or above the global average.

After studying music at university in South
Africa, Meyer returned to Britain, played
with the London Philharmonic Orchestra
and became a successful composer. In 1988
he turned to environmental politics in a
search for answers to questions raised while
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researching a musical about Chico Mendes,

the assassinated Brazilian rainforest campaigner.
A friend, fed up with his newfound curiosity on
the environment, suggested he join the Green
Party. Two years later, following the question
from his daughter that was to change his life,
the Global Commons Institute was born.

‘From that moment on I thought: this is the
end of music, Meyer says. ‘T sold my scores,

I sold my viola and used the money to buy
a computer to start figuring out how to deal
with this issue.

Has a musical background allowed him to see
the problem in a different way? ‘The key thing,
especially with music and string playing, is that
real feeling comes from integration and accuracy.



It’s a war on error. You have to be sure when
you're playing that it is the audience that’s
crying. If you're crying and your tears are

all over the fingerboard then you're skidding
around and you can’t play a damn note.
You've got to be ice cold and yet red hot

to get it over.

He adds: ‘That’s partly the false
dichotomy that haunts this debate. There
are people who speak this red-hot rhetoric
about the defilement of the environment,
and others who have this measured
commerce approach. Without a really
shared discourse, there’s error and no
possibility of a proportionate response.

Meyer uses musical metaphors a lot.

He compares the difficulty of cutting
carbon pollution to learning to play the
Sibelius violin concerto — ‘It’s a tough piece
but you learn it; it doesn’t learn you.” C&C,
like all music, has the disciplined demand
of structure: coordination and accuracy in
harmony, rhythm and form. He sometimes
appears frustrated that words fail to
communicate his thoughts and feelings

as elegantly as a musical score can.

‘Nobody has a choice but to be an
environmentalist, he says. ‘We’re integrally
part of it. It’s just that your relationship
is determined by how much you surrender
to how beautiful [the world around you] is’

Perhaps drawn by its logic, or driven
by the failure of other approaches, Meyer’s
idea is steadily emerging as a serious
political option. In Britain, the Royal
Commission on Environmental Pollution
and most political parties support
Contraction and Convergence. It is the
stated basis of policy in India, China and
most African countries.

With political recognition has come a
raised profile and awards for Meyer, including
a City of London lifetime achievement award
in 2005, and a UNEP (UN Environment
Programme) financial leadership prize last
year. Meyer says: T've received many awards
now. Ten or 15 years ago I would have been
proud as hell and worn them on my blazer,
but what’s most pleasing today is that for all
the people in the corridors who have been
saying for years that I'm an idiot and rude
and have got this really stupid idea, there are
now people saying hang on, this is quite a
useful argument. He pauses for a moment.
‘But rude? I'll give them that. [

Visit: www.gci.org.uk/briefings/ICE.pdf

PICTURE LIBRARY

ES COURTESY OF CORBIS, CONTOUR/GETTY, ALPHA PRESS, M

THE NOBEL PEACE PRIZE

After last year's Nobel
Peace Prize was awarded
to Al Gore and the UN's
Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change for
underlining the climate
problem, many have said that
Aubrey Meyer should be a
future recipient of the award
for having pioneered and
established the solution to it.
But how is the winner
decided? Uniquely among the
Sweden-based Nobel awards,
the Peace Prize is agreed
by a Norwegian committee
and awarded in Oslo. Alfred
Nobel never explained
why he wanted this unusual
arrangement. The Norwegian
parliament appoints a Nobel
committee, which invites
nominations each year from
the great and good around
the world, including members
of national governments,
international courts, university
chancellors, leaders of peace
institutes and foreign affairs

institutes, former winners and
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committee members, and
professors of social science,
history, philosophy, law

and theology.

More than a hund
nominations can be received
each year. These are supposed
to be kept confidential. The
committee asks for help from
qualified experts in drawing
up profiles of the nominees
and then decides who, in
Nobel's words, has ‘done
the most or the best work for
fraternity between the nations,
for the abolition or reduction
of standing armies and the
holding and promotion of
peace congresses.

Nelson Mandela and
FW de Klerk received it for
ending South African apartheid
through justice without
vengeance. With Contraction
and Convergence, Meyer
could receive it for establishing
the template of reconciliation
that avoids dangerous rates
of climate change by ending
‘global apartheid'.

Clockwise: (from above left)
Alfred Nobel, who bequeathed
funds to establish the eponymous
awards; Nobel Peace Prize
recipients Nelson Mandela, Al
Gore, The Dalai Lama

and Mother Theresa
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hen you think of Superman, what do you think? You
; N- / no doubt picture the old tights and cape, the dashing

good looks, the square jaw and the image of him, on
that first ever edition of Action Comics, holding the car in the
air with one hand. It’s quite likely you don’t imagine a
60-year-old musician living in Willesden, North London — and
yet, in this age of earthquakes and floods and alarming signs
that the world is spinning ever closer to its end (at least if you
read and believe everything James Lovelock has to say), it may
well be that the world needs another kind of Superman, and
maybe Aubrey Meyer, musician and activist, fits the bill.




Twenty years ago, Aubrey,
who was at that time working
as a musician, playing with
the London Philharmonic
among others, wrote a letter
to The Guardian in which

he sketched out the idea for
what is now being called
Contract & Convergence
(C&C). The thrust of C&C is
that not only does everyone
on earth have an equal right
to emit CO,, but that all
countries should agree to an
annual per capita ration or
quota of greenhouse gases.

Meyer proposed that each
country move progressively
to the same allocation per
inhabitant by an agreed date.
This meant that rich countries
would have to steadily cut
back their emissions (that’s
contraction), while poor
ones would be allowed
steadily to grow theirs,

with everyone eventually
meeting in the middle at a
point where science said

the global maximum level

of emissions should be set
(that’s convergence). ‘In

the beginning,” Aubrey told
Re:act, from the comfort of
his living room, ‘reactions to
the idea were really hostile
from a lot of people. The
idea of equal per capita
rights was denounced by

the Right as communism
and, because C&C doesn’t
say no to emissions trading,
we were denounced by the
fundamentalist greens. They
said C&C was a capitalist
plot. And then, in the *90s
when the economists became
involved, we became mired
in pricing. The arguments
weren’t technological or
social, everything was about
price. What was the price

of proceeding? The US had
people who were debating
whether to slow or not to
slow — and they proved it was
cheaper not to slow. They had
this system where they tried
to cost the price on the value
of the damages including

“The emissions are like a tap
flowing into a bath... if you don’t
want the bath to overflow you’ve
got to turn the taps right off’

mortality and then they said
you have to scientifically
prescribe monetary value

to the lives of people who
were going to die — which

is roughly proportional to
income, crudely 15 dead poor
people equal one dead rich
person. And I got very, very
angry.” Aubrey chuckles to
himself. “Thankfully, though,
the UN condemned their
work in ’95...

‘The UN,” Aubrey explained,
‘had a very clear objective,
way back in 1992, and that
objective was to stabilise the
growing levels of CO, in the
atmosphere at a value that’s
stable but also safe. By *94, it
had been ratified by 180-odd

countries so it came into
force. Immediately, however,
the political debate focused
on what you could call very
haphazard detail. If there was
any strategic sense behind the
creation of the convention, it
was completely waived aside
in favour of tactical foreplay
and the politics of blame.

It was initially impossible

to keep in play any sense of
what we actually had to do,
which was set a measure of
agreed CO, emissions by a
certain date.

‘The key part of that was

the relationship between our
emissions from human society
and the concentrations

of these emissions as

they accumulate in the
atmosphere. It’s actually a

really easy relationship to
understand. The emissions
are like a tap flowing

into a bath, which is the
atmosphere. Think of the
plug as the natural sinkhole
for the gases and the level

of the bath is the interplay
between the flow of water
and the natural sinks. The
problem we have is that the
plughole isn’t working as well
as it once did, the sinks are
draining less and less, and the
taps are running faster and
faster — and the absolutely
simple and terrifying thing is:
if you don’t want the bath to
overflow you’ve got to turn
the taps right off. All the time
you’re trying to turn them
off, or talking about turning
them off, the water is still
continuing to rise. So we’ve



had people arguing about the
effect on the economy, what I
was saying before about what
the Americans said, whether
it’s cheaper to slow or not to
slow. You can fool around
with the arguments all you
like, but by the time the bath
is ready to overflow it will hit
your economy!’

The When

After years of lobbying the
great and the good (and

the not-so-great and the
not-so-good), the tide is
finally starting to turn for
C&C and Aubrey is starting
to be recognised for his
foresight (with a book and

a film, potentially, in the
works). These days, he has
some powerful backers,
including, in Britain, the
Royal Commission on
Environmental Pollution. One
hundred and eighty MPs have
supported it in an early-day
motion, and the Government,
equivocal so far, is moving
towards a version of it. It

has become official policy

in India, China and most
African countries. Germany
and India are also expected to
run with it in UN meetings.
Angela Merkel, the German
Chancellor, has backed C&C
publicly. Aubrey feels like
things are changing. ‘There’s
a much higher degree of
awareness that the problem

is there. There’s also an
increased awareness of the
fact that if we’re going to do
anything about it, we have to
do it soon.

‘The point about this debate
is: it’s on the clock. You
must achieve so much by

such-and-such a time. You’ve
got to stop the concentrations
of CO, rising. To do that,
you’ve got to take the
emissions right down. That
event is contraction. And
that event as a whole has
somehow got to be shared
between all of the contending
parties — so convergence was
an attempt to equalise per
capita, to say that the poorer
lower emitters can rise to
meet the richer over-emitters
who will fall on this per
capita standard. It’s not that
it’s the best option, it’s that
it’s the least worst option. If
you’re defending inequality, it
becomes increasingly difficult
to start, as these economists
do, by saying “We’re terribly
sorry, but these people are
going to die for the greater
good. It’s not really a loss,

it’s part of the net benefit of
carrying on.” I don’t think so!
I grew up in South Africa and
a bunch of people tried that
argument there. The issue
wasn’t really whether you
were a racist or not, it was
whether you were a realist or
not — and it’s the same now.’

The How

Before all of this started,
Aubrey was first and foremost
a musician — and being a
musician has helped him
whenever he felt discouraged.
These days he still tries

to play every day and he
frequently uses his violin

to soundtrack slides during
C&C presentations around
the world. ‘It’s interesting,” he
tells Re:act. “There are very
definitely parallels between
playing a violin and what

I’m doing with C&C. When
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you play the violin, how do
you know where to put your
fingers on the fingerboard?
You can’t see anything that
tells you where to go. You
can provide a teasing answer
by saying, well, how long

is a piece of string? To a
violinist it’s exactly twice half
its length. There’s a very real
structure inside that length of
string that gives you all of the
notes and the proportionality,
where things are found and
placed — and you play with
that. You can only play
because of it. Contraction
and convergence is sort of a
100-year-long fingerboard.
There have been negotiations
and insults and gossip and, at
times, everyone involved has
become totally divorced from
the practicalities. We need to

Thinking locally in the battle
against climate change is
fundamental to slowing the
flow from those taps. Colin
Challen MP is Chair of the All
Party Parliamentary Climate
Change Group (APPCCG).
From its very inception in
2005 the group began a call
to action, resulting in 60 MPs
commiting to cut their own
emissions by 25% within

five years.

Colin’s own efforts have
included reducing his annual
mileage. ‘It’s now almost half
what it was three years ago.

“The first step people need
to take is to determine their
carbon footprint. There are
lots of carbon calculators on

step 100 years into the future
and say “concentrations are
stable here at a safe value
because...” and then you
work backwards through

the argument (“emissions
overall were taken down...”,
“the political wrangle was
solved according to this
particular constitutional
arrangement...”). Life as

it’s lived then is probably
beyond our imagining but
you can project forward
however many years you

feel are necessary to sort this
situation out and then import
the idea backwards, filling in
the signposts and milestones
along the way.

‘And that’s what we
need to do.”

the web — just use the same
one for consistency.

‘Other things people can do
include the basics such as
fitting loft insulation and
draughtproofing, or not
flying so much (or at all)

on holiday. You could also
join or start a local Carbon
Reduction Action Group
(www.carbonrationing.org.
uk) to join with others locally
for support.’

You can also support C&C
by signing a declaration to
cut your own emissions.
Copies are available from
Colin by email:

CHALLENC@parliament.uk
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US Scientists and Economists [+ 60 pp endorsements] say:
-www.gci.org.uk/briefings/Scientist Economists Call _to Action_fnl.pdf

“ . ... The UN Framework Convention on Climate Change recognizes that all nations have
a responsibility to curb global warming, consistent with their respective contribution to
emissions and capacity to act. Recent analyses indicate the United States—even with ag-
gressive action by other nations—would need to reduce its emissions on the order of 80
percent below 2000 levels by 2050 to have a reasonable chance of limiting warming to
2°C. . . . There is no time to waste. The most risky thing we can do is nothing.”

The White House report, says, “For purposes of compliance with Section 515, this report is an
“interpreted product” as that term is used in NOAA guidelines and is classified as ** “highly
influential.” ** [though] . . . This document does not express any regulatory policies of the
United States or any of its agencies or provide recommendations for regulatory action.”

Here it is: - “Scientific Assessment of the Effects of Global Change on the United States”
A Report of the Committee on Environment and Natural Resources National Science and
Technology Council” . . . . *May 2008*

www.gci.org.uk/briefings/Scientific-AssessmentFINAL.pdf or
www.climatescience.gov/Library/scientific-assessment/Scientific-AssessmentFINAL. pdf

http://usgovinfo.about.com/b/2008/05/31/white-house-releases-global-warming-report.htm

“The Age of Stupid” C&C Jun 05, 2008 World Environment Day

Simply the best film on climate change ever made. The ‘Age of Stupid’ was previewed to a
selected audience in London yesterday. This full-length climate docu-drama is certainly in-
formative. It is also authentically hilarious yet gut-wrenching around the folly of our double
standards on the global impacts of poverty and climate change - now and into the future.

The film’s grim prognosis is seen ‘retrospectively’ by the actor Peter Postlethwaite. He re-
views the descent into the hell-on-earth of runaway climate change from a specially cre-
ated ‘future-archive for a failed civilizations’ in the Arctic Ocean. Picking up the words of a
Katrina survivor he asks ‘how could we have been so stupid?’

The film recognises that the only serious proposal between us and that prognosis-come-true is C&C.
As serious critical journalism, this film ranks with Naomi Klein, Robert Fiske and a host of
eminent others. But for relevance it outranks them all as it understand the reality in the re-
cent words about climate change of James Hansen: - “The stakes, for all life on the planet,
surpass those of any previous crisis. The greatest danger is continued ignorance and de-
nial, which could make tragic consequences unavoidable.”

An extraordinarily effective piece of work. If five-stars is tops this gets them all. The gen-
eral release date has not yet been revealed.

http://www.crudemovie.net/category/film

All this goes straight to the All Party Parliamentary Group on Climate Change. The news
from there is that the UK Climate Bill is back for ‘debate’ in the UK Parliament next week.
Still without any coherent methodology behind its numbers for emissions control, it is said
the Government want its ‘Royal Assent’ before summer recess [Mid July].

This UK ‘uni-lateralism’ is at odds with the debate beginning again in the US Senate where,
the Liebermann ‘Climate Act’ notwithstanding, the demand for globality [this equals at
least India and China on the accounts] hasn’t gone away and the ‘pragmatic’ C&C answer
to this stand-off has been upheld on both sides of that divide.

We are now beyond climate denial. So the severe and worsening problem for us is ‘pick-
ing emissions control humbers out-of-a-hat’ . . . that don’t add up now to a coherently safe
and stable ppmv outcome. With Hansen calling for 350 ppmv [!] all out best local efforts
will be wasted in the large global failure that attends this absence. As the film upholds,
there is a way to address this - its called C&C.
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Fair Shares Fair Choice: -
http://www.fairsharesfairchoice.com/
A brilliant local campaign in the UK South West specifically based on C&C: -
http://www.fairsharesfairchoice.com/the_science.asp

. . . . has reached the support figure of 1,000 MPs and Councillors etc. Here is the press
release from Sustainability South West: -

http://www.gci.org.uk/press/Fair_Shares Press Release.pdf

Nice new website for the indefatigable C&C champion Mayer Hillman: -
http://www.mayerhillman.com/Articles/tabid/101/EntryID/51/Default.aspx

A very funny and very clever critique of Foot-printing/C&C at ‘Cheat Neutral’
http://www.maxgladwell.com/2008/05/what-is-your-cheating-footprint/

Some more C&C input to Government from: -
http://www.berr.gov.uk/files/file30864.pdf [Plaid Cymru]
http://www.berr.gov.uk/files/file30744.pdf [Brecon Beacons]
http://www.berr.gov.uk/files/file31378.pdf [Welsh Greens]

Derek Wall of the UK Green Party — “"C&C is Progress”!
http://another-green-world.blogspot.com/2008/06/permanent-revolution.html

Garnaut: - "Humanity will lose to Climate” Jun 05, 2008

Prof Ross Garnaut

The Sixth H.W. Arndt Memorial Lecture

“Measuring the Immeasurable:

The Costs and Benefits of Climate Change Mitigation”
The Australian National University

5th June 2008

The Full Speech Text of this very pessimistic lecture is at: -
http://www.gci.org.uk/Garnault/Measuring_the Unmeasurable 050608.pdf

Economist Ross Garnaut thinks humanity will probably lose the fight against climate
change. The architect of Australia’s response to climate change says the issue is “too hard”
and there is “just a chance” the world will face up to the problem before it’s too late. Pro-
fessor Garnaut issued the chilling prognosis in a speech in Canberra tonight.

“There is a chance - just a chance - that Australia and the world will manage to develop a
position that strikes a good balance between the costs of dangerous climate change and
the costs of mitigation,” his prepared speech said.

“The consequences of the choice are large enough for it to be worth a large effort to take
that chance, in the short period that remains before our options diminish fatefully.”

Prof Garnaut was pessimistic about Australia’s ability to tackle climate change. “An obser-
vation of daily debate and media discussion in Australia could lead one to the view that
this issue is too hard for rational policy-making in Australia,” he said. “The issues are too
complex, the vested interests surrounding it too numerous and intense, the relevant time-
frames too long. Climate change policy remains a diabolical problem.”

The full, fateful and concluding extract runs as follows: -

“The future poor get no votes anywhere, and least of all in Wall Street, the City of London,

and Puxi. My own inclination is towards the use of a low pure rate of time preference, along-

side recognition that in dealing with the means of the probability distributions, future in-

comes should be valued at substantially less per dollar on inter-generational equity grounds.
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The net result may justify the application of something like a market rate of interest for
good sovereign debt to the discounting of outcomes near the middle of the distributions
from the mainstream science. This outcome reflects coincidence of conflicting empirical in-
fluences, rather than the logic of debt markets. The Final Report will seek to show sensitiv-
ity of the policy conclusions to variations in the discount rate. A different calculus becomes
necessary for consideration of the future values of the truly awful possibilities.

THE REVIEWS RECOMMENDATIONS IN A WORLD OF UNCERTAINTY AND IMPORTANT
IMMEASUREABLE IMPACTS

The Review successively in the Draft Report, the Supplementary Draft Report and the Final Re-
port will present quantitative measures where it can, and estimate the potentially measureable
effects when the data are not available for elaborate modelling of the potentially measureable.

The Draft Report on July 4 and the Final Report will discuss the implications of taking into
account the possibility of outcomes being much worse than is suggested by the means of
the probability distributions. They will seek to bring to account the value of various non-
market services that are valued by Australians and which would be substantially affected
by realisation of outcomes predicted by mainstream science.

Doing all of these things in a transparent way will, | hope, reveal to the Governments to
which | will be reporting, and to the Australian community, the implications of the climate
change policy choices that will be made over the period ahead.

An observation of daily debate and media discussion in Australia could lead one to the view that
this issue is too hard for rational policy-making in Australia. The issues are too complex, the
vested interests surrounding it too numerous and intense, the relevant time-frames too long.
Following the Lee Lecture last year, Climate Change policy remains a diabolical problem. There
is a chance - just a chance - that Australia and the world will manage to develop a position
that strikes a good balance between the costs of dangerous climate change and the costs of
mitigation. The consequences of the choice are large enough for it to be worth a large effort to
take that chance, in the short period that remains before our options diminish fatefully.”

Garnaut Climate Change - Interim Report — February 2008 31
http://www.gci.org.uk/Garnault/Interim_Report Feb_2008.pdf
Contraction and convergence

It is clear already that per capita allocation will have to
play a strong role in principles for national budgets. In-
deed, it appears inevitable that if global per capita emis- mw‘
sions fall to the level required by stabilisation scenarios,
then the current stark divergences in national per capita
emissions rights will inevitably diminish— though variation
in national emissions levels will be pOSSible thrOUgh the GARNAUT CLIMATE CHANGE REVIEW
trading of emissions rights.
INTERIM REPORT TO THE

Some argue that a population-based allocation encourages COMMONWEALTH, STATE AND
environmentally damaging global population growth. This is - il
unlikely, as population growth is decided by far more fun-

damental economic and social determinants. This argument
is not at all relevant to countries — mostly developed coun-
tries, and first of all Australia and Canada - where popula-
tion is growing through immigration. As discussed later,

a focus on per capita allocations is essential for equitable
treatment across developed countries with and without high

February 2008

levels of immigration.

The more important point is that any allocative formula that does not emphasise popula-
tion over current or past emissions levels as the basis for long-term emissions rights has
no chance at all of being accepted by most developing countries.
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One approach worth considering, consistent with giving weight to population and
with the need to allow time for adjustment, would be the “contraction and conver-
gence” approach that was developed by the Global Commons Institute in the early
1990s, and has been discussed favourably in Germany and the United Kingdom in
recent times (WGBU, 2003; RCEP, 2000). Under this approach, emissions budgets
start out equal to each country’s current emissions, moving over time to equal

per capita emissions budgets, while ratcheting down the overall global emissions
budget. “Contraction and Convergence” combines political realism about high emit-
ters’ positions in starting from the status quo, with recognition of developing coun-
tries’ claims to equitable allocation of rights to the atmosphere.

A key equity lever is how fast to move from the status quo to per capita emissions rights: slower
convergence favours higher per capita emitters, and vice versa. It would not make sense to al-
low convergence to equal per capita emissions at a date after stabilisation of global emissions
concentrations had been reached. To make this approach acceptable and flexible enough to a
broad majority of countries, including emerging major emitters, additional features would be
needed. In particular, the world would need to provide headroom for emissions growth in rapidly
growing developing countries, within a general principle of sharing the adjustment burden.

The headroom may take the form of challenging emissions intensity targets for developing coun-
tries growing too rapidly for it to be possible for them to hold to a budget tied mechanically to
“contraction and convergence”. For example, the benchmark might be for emissions intensity of
output to fall by half of the GDP growth rate, which in turn would increase annual permit alloca-
tions by half the rate of GDP growth for the countries that are being provided headroom. A limit
would need to be placed on the provision of headroom for rapidly growing developing countries.

For example, if the “contraction and convergence” approach were to be accepted as the first
organising idea, and an “emissions intensity” alternative introduced for rapidly growing de-
veloping countries, the “headroom” could be capped at the point where the developing coun-
try’s rising emissions per capita reach a benchmark trajectory in per capita emissions. This
benchmark trajectory could be based on an average of the emissions profiles of moderately
emitting developed countries (e.g. Europe, Japan, New Zealand), which would be expected
to be much lower than at present at the point where the two trajectories intersect.

A stylised example of such a scheme is shown in Figure 7. Here, global average per capita
emissions are held constant for some time, then reduced. For high per capita emitters such
as the United States and Australia (currently around four times global average per capita
CO, emissions), emissions rights are on a steeper convergence path than developed coun-
tries such as Europe and Japan. China, due to be on par with the global average about
now, would get headroom for emissions rights above global average per capita levels,
linked to GDP growth, until meeting the benchmark trajectory. Low-emitting countries on a
per capita basis such as India would receive increasing per capita emissions rights for quite
a few years. Assuming that emission rights can be traded internationally, the envisaged
convergence can be in terms of national emission rights rather than national emissions.
Countries will then be able to emit at above their convergence levels provided that they
buy surplus credits from other countries.

To be politically acceptable in the developed countries, developing country participation

in trade in permits, from ‘emissions savings’ below their contraction and convergence or
emissions intensity growth lines, would need to accept binding targets, transparent moni-
toring, and a climate change policy or development framework around revenues from sale
of permits. Such an approach would provide a strong incentive for developing countries
with low emissions per capita, or large opportunities for low-cost reductions in per capita
emissions, to accept binding targets.

We are aware that some people in developed countries are critical of the possibility that
some low-growth developing countries could benefit from sale of permits, while making
minimal mitigation efforts themselves. The final reports will examine the empirical signifi-
cance of this concern and explore alternative approaches that remove its significance

83



Figure 7: C&C for different countries with headroom for the rapidly developing economies:
a stylised, illustrative scenario time.

US&/Australla
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Australia’s circumstances give us important perspectives to bring to international discussion
of these matters. Relevant circumstances include Australia’s proximity to the rapidly devel-
oping countries of Asia, two of the world’s biggest per capita developing country emitters
(Indonesia (the world’s third largest emitter in absolute terms because of deforestation)
and Papua New Guinea (with per capita emissions potentially similar to or higher than Aus-
tralia, again due to land-use change)), while being one of the three exceptionally large per
capita developing country emitters itself. Within a regional agreement, Australia, through
development assistance, could assume responsibility for development of emissions moni-
toring mechanisms. Each country would be free to develop its own domestic policies to
achieve its national budgets. But collaboration across countries, through trading and com-
plementary commitments by richer countries, would also be important.

These additional provisions would greatly assist developing countries, and thus make more
ambitious commitments possible.

Emissions allocations would be tradable between countries, and revenue used for climate
and development needs. Trading of emission rights would tend towards equalisation of the
permit price and marginal cost of abatement across countries, contributing to an economi-
cally efficient distribution of abatement action. Emissions trading would also be a principal
avenue for addressing international equity concerns in greenhouse gas mitigation. These
concerns require that developed countries, which are responsible historically for the great
bulk of greenhouse gas emissions and which have greater financial capacity, help develop-
ing countries meet the costs of mitigation and adaptation.

Many developing countries have low-cost mitigation options, and so would be sellers of
permits on the international market, which could pay for the cost of restructuring and offer
financial incentives above that cost. For example, developing countries with high current
per capita emissions due to deforestation (including Indonesia and PNG) could be expected
to reduce their emissions quickly and be financially rewarded for doing so by being able to
sell their excess permits (i.e. they will be below their convergence line). Low-emitting and
slower growing developing countries are likely to have space below their convergence line
which will likewise provide the basis for selling permits on to the international market.

The income generated by reductions in emissions could be large in some developing coun-
tries which currently have abundant low-cost abatement opportunities, notably through
reduction of deforestation and promotion of reafforestation. Such large payments could be-
come controversial in the countries buying permits if they were not embodied in a develop-
ment framework. Such a framework would need to be agreed between Governments. Such
a framework could be developed more readily within a bilateral or regional than within a
global arrangement.

Some developing countries might not opt for a domestic emissions trading scheme, finding it
instead more efficient to live within their national budgets through the application and ad-
ministration of a carbon tax. A domestic emissions trading scheme would not be a prerequi-
site for international trading, as a country, typically through its government, would be able to
sell any excess of permits (however that excess is achieved) in the international market.
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Progress - EDM 1636 Jun 08, 2008

So far there are 18 signatures on Colin Challen’s APPGCC EDM to the
House of Commons. Please write your MP a short note encouraging them to sign it too.

The debate on the UK Climate Bill starts tomorrow [09/06/08] and so far the Government
doesn’t seem to have noticed that one of the reasons that the US Climate Act was blocked
was the old-issue of ‘globality’ [“we will if you will” etc].

This EDM calls for an All Party event that might address the solution to this point.

Early Day Motion EDM 1636 - CROSS-PARTY CONSENSUS ON CLIMATE CHANGE
22.05.2008

http://edmi.parliament.uk/EDMi/EDMDetails.aspx?EDMID=35918&SESSION=891
Challen, Colin

“That this House notes the seriousness and urgency of climate change; calls upon the
Prime Minister to convene a conference of the leaders of all parties represented in the UK
Parliament, the Scottish Parliament and the Welsh Assembly to examine the formation of a
cross-party consensus on climate change policy; and believes that all participants in such a
conference should assent to there being no pre-conditions on their attendance.”

Signatures( 18)

Challen, Colin
Williams, Betty
Foster, Michael Jabez
Gibson, lan
Jones, Lynne
Wilshire, David
Jenkins, Brian
Liwyd, Elfyn
Opik, Lembit
Caton, Martin
Corbyn, Jeremy
Leech, John
Cryer, Ann
Dean, Janet
Drew, David
Walley, Joan
Williams, Hywel
Weir, Mike

A guestion worthy of an answer for such a conference mght be: - “Could not the colossal war on
terror budget be reoriented towards global survival and sustainability...?” When the situation is un-
derstood, it becomes one that demands an answer. Answering that question is clearly linked to the
primary question which is, “Can we solve this [climate] problem faster than we are causing it?”

So, why not? It is worth pushing this again and again. Such a conference should address
these questions. Solving this problem is like trying to crack the sound barrier . . . . a, “can
we go faster than” question . . . .? It is a questions of, “can we reverse the current trend
where we are creating the problem at roughly twice the rate we are responding to avoid it.”
Climate-attributed damages grow at twice the rate of the economy thus: ~ economy:emiss
ions:concentrations:temperature:damages:collapse

i.e. the economy grows at 3%/yr and damages at 6%/yr, but if we could use that “*War on
Terror” military budget to get emissions to fall a 3%/yr maybe that’s one way of envision-
ing success . . . . now there’s a ‘procurement’ challenge.

It is worth it, as the military have said they can’t cope with the impending security crisis
that accompanies runaway climate change.

The All Party Group on Climate Change called C&C “The Incontestable Truth” to stiffen per-
ceptions in the wake of Gore’s, "The Inconvenient Truth”. This was partly a reaction to GCI
saying that C&C was the principal weapon in “The War on Errror” - i.e. it forces one [who-
ever] to do the sums that relate to the primary question.
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Ross Garnaut now says, “Climate Change policy remains a diabolical problem. There is a
chance - just a chance - that . . . the world will manage to develop a position that strikes a
good balance between the costs of dangerous climate change and the costs of mitigation.
The consequences of the choice are large enough for it to be worth a large effort to take
that chance, in the short period that remains before our options diminish fatefully.”

HoC - Climate Bill - debates C&C Jun 10, 2008
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200708/cmhansrd/cm080609/debt-
ext/80609-0006.htm#0806094000001

Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs (Joan Ruddock):
“My hon. Friend the Member for Morley and Rothwell (Colin Challen) spoke with his usual
expertise and commitment.”

Supported by David Howarth: -

“The hon. Member for Morley and Rothwell (Colin Challen) was right to say that
if the Government have accepted contraction and convergence, in the 60 percent
figure, they must also accept it for any other figure that comes along. The Gov-
ernment have already accepted the principle and cannot go back on it.”

This is what Colin Challen (Morley and Rothwell) (Lab) said:

“I, too, welcome the Bill, which shows genuine leadership on climate change. Indeed, that
leadership has brought about a degree of consensus in the House. | welcome the Bill be-
cause it imposes a legal duty on the Government to continue to work on the mitigation of
climate change, even when in future we may encounter more political pressure for adapta-
tion: the two should not, of course, be juxtaposed. We all know, however, that if we told
constituents that we were going to solve their flooding problems by putting up a wind farm,
they would laugh in our faces and demand immediate action—on the grounds of adapta-
tion—to address their particular concern. I welcome most, if not all, of the amendments
made in the other place. They have strengthened the Bill, but it needs further strengthen-
ing. In saying that, | refer Members to the words of Dr. James Hansen who, as many will
know, works for NASA at the Goddard space research centre.

He said: - “If humanity wishes to preserve a planet similar to that on which civilization devel-
oped and to which life on Earth is adapted, paleoclimate evidence and ongoing climate change
suggest that CO,, will need to be reduced from its current 385 ppm to at most 350 ppm.”

At the moment, the Bill is predicated on business assumptions that will take us well over
550 parts per million and possibly into the region of 700 parts per million CO, equivalent in
the atmosphere. Many Members have referred to budgeting to deal with this most serious
problem. Bearing in mind such extremely serious figures, I also refer Members to work done
by the Tyndall Centre, which has contributed a wealth of information to us, including to the
Environmental Audit Committee. It has calculated that if we wanted a pathway that stood
even a 30 percent chance of not exceeding the 2° C threshold, the UK would have to cut its
total carbon emissions by 70 percent by 2030 and by about 90 percent by 2050. That illus-
trates the seriousness of the issue of cumulative concentrations of CO, in the atmosphere. If
we cannot grip the problem early, we will lose out in the long term. Although | support much
tougher long-term targets, from which we can back-cast and figure out where we need to be
eventually, early targeting and cuts must bite into the cumulative target-setting process.

*Clause 3 refers to the Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution report, “Energy—the
Changing Climate”, published in 2000, which is seen as a base point for our thinking on cli-
mate change. Adoption of the contraction and convergence model was implicit in that report.

Some Members might think that | sound a bit like a cracked record, but it is worth stat-
ing—the hon. Member for Northavon (Steve Webb) touched on the matter briefly—that one
cannot arrive at a figure, whether 50, 60 or 80 percent, without a distribution of the re-
sponsibility for tackling climate change. We cannot simply say that the science tells us that
the globe must have an average cut of, say, 50 percent by 2050, and that just happens to
be our share. We should ask how we arrive at our share. The RCEP report in 2000 consid-
ered the various options, calculations and methodologies, and concluded that contraction
and convergence were the most elegant and most likely to succeed.*
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*“Contraction and convergence” is not a phrase that the Government like to use much. |
suspect that the reason for that is that one does not necessarily want to set out one’s entire
stall before going into an international negotiation. Just as we are showing leadership with
this Bill, and taking action before any other Parliament in the world, we should go to Poznan
later this year, and Copenhagen next year, and back the implicit principle that underpins
our Bill. If people ask us what the report says, and we scratch our heads thinking, “We can’t
mention contraction and convergence, which underpins our whole thinking, as that might
reveal our hand,” we will not follow through the leadership that the Bill represents.*™

*Thankfully, many more people than perhaps even a year or two ago are coming round to
such a way of thinking. Tony Blair now talks about per capita emissions rights being equal-
ised, possibly at 2 tonnes per person globally, although it depends on the rise in global
population. Nick Stern, who said in his report that he could not quite get his head around
contraction and convergence, now talks about a pragmatic right to the equalisation on a
per capita basis of emissions. In January this year, the Prime Minister went to India for the
UK-India summit and agreed with the Indian Government that the principle of convergence
is very important and deserves serious attention. In Australia, Professor Ross Garnaut, who
produced his interim report on climate change on behalf of Prime Minister Kevin Rudd, also
strongly supports the contraction and convergence principle, arguing in favour of per capita
rights to greenhouse gas emissions around the planet.*

*It is time that we urged the Government to consider the principle once again, and to make
clear in a new clause in the Bill their methodology for arriving at a figure. Until they produce
their methodology, they will always be open to the accusation that they are plucking figures
out of thin air. If they do not do so, the independent climate change committee, if it is to be
asked to bring forward figures, should be under a duty to produce its methodology. *

The Bill provides for a duty, but how will we know that it is being taken seriously? The

Bill does not provide the means for delivery. A new clause should also be introduced that
requires the Treasury to report annually on the effort of UK plc to deliver on the targets
under the Bill. As we know, Nick Stern said that it will cost less to avoid the problem if we
spend a bit now. In his report, the actual figures—working on the basis of up to 550 parts
per million—are that spending 1 percent of GDP might avoid 5 to 20 percent of damage to
GDP down the line. As | said, that 1 percent is predicated on a possible 550 parts per mil-
lion concentration in the atmosphere.

If we are talking about a 2° C limit on the increase, many people now know that 550 parts
per million is totally over the top. A 4° C or even 5° C increase is more likely. The Govern-
ment were presented with that science in Exeter, before the Gleneagles conference. Clear-
ly, we should be considering a greater spend. According to Nick Stern, if we wanted to aim
for between 450 and 500 parts per million, the cost would be 3 percent of GDP. In 2006,
when his report was published, that would have been nearly £40 billion—obviously, 1 per-
cent is about £13 billion. Have we spent anything like £13 billion, year on year, on tackling
the problem? No, obviously not; not even half that, | suspect, although working out what
we spend is extremely complex—is it a gross or net figure?

The Treasury, not the piddling Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs—not
my words, but those of the hon. Member for Northavon (Steve Webb); | do not necessarily
agree with his assessment, but it is certainly not an assessment that one could make of the
Treasury, the least piddling Government Department—should have a duty under the Bill to
report annually on the effort of UK plc to deliver on its targets. | hope that other Members
will join me in supporting that principle on Report.

With that couple of small caveats, | very much welcome the Bill and hope that it will pro-
ceed with all-party support.

Mrs Ruddock finished reassuringly, “The Bill requires the committee to publish its advice
and the reasons for it, so if the Government were to set a target at a different level, they
would have to say why. The issue of transparency is covered.”
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CAMBRIDGE

UNIVERSITY PRESS

The Edinburgh Building
Shaftesbury Road
Cambridge CB2 8RU, UK
Aubrey Meyer :
Global Commons Institute (GCI) Wik Ay
37 Ravenswood Road Telephone +44 (0)1223 312393
London Fax +44 (0)1223 315052
E179LY Email information@cambridge.org
25™ June 2008
Dear Mr Meyer,

Re: The Economics of Climate Change: The Stern Review (9780521700801)

Further to our recent communication on the issue of The Stern Review and
unattributed references to the Global Commons Institute (GCI) and the principle of
Contraction and Convergence, | am now writing to formally confirm the steps
Cambridge University Press has agreed to take in connection with this matter.

Cambridge is happy to publish the following attribution at the next reprinting of The
Stern Review:

Source: Contraction and Convergence ™ (C&C) is the science-based, global climate-
policy framework proposed to the UN since 1990 by the Global Commons Institute
(GCI). www.gci.org.uk/briefings/ICE.pdf

This attribution will appear on page 47 of The Stern Review (which we believe is
where the first reference to the C&C principle arises).

Cambridge has also communicated the above attribution to the authoring team of The
Stern Review and they have agreed in principle to include the same attribution on the
government website from which the Report can be accessed (hitp:/www.hm-
treasury.gov.uk/independent_reviews/stern_review_economics_climate_change/stern

review_Report.cfim), although beyond passing the changes to the authoring team, the
actual additions to the website are beyond Cambridge's control.

[ hope that this belated attribution is satisfactory. If you have any further queries
please do not hesitate to contact me.

Melissa) Macbeth

Intellectual Property Controller
mmacbeth@cambridge.org
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CUP Agree GCI attribution on C&C in Stern Review Apr 14, 2000
Chartered Institute of Water and Environmental Management reaffirms C&C:
www.gci.org.uk/briefings/CIWEM_Advocacy_Plan_Climate_Change.pdf

“The temperature threshold deemed liveable is that future warming must be limited to less
than 2°C above pre-industrial levels (currently thought to be equivalent to an atmospheric
carbon dioxide equivalent of less than 400 parts per million).

Globally, greenhouse gas emissions must be reduced in line with this and the
most equitable way of doing so is through Contraction and Convergence.”

National Theatre Event on Sustainability

Opening Address Margaret Hodge, Minister for Culture, said, ‘A quarter of the adult popu-
lation attends the theatre each year. Audiences are increasingly aware of environmental
issues. You're missing a trick if you don’t trumpet your successes to the audience.’

10am. ‘Perspectives’
John Vidal Chairing the Session said: -

“The whole idea of contraction and convergence came from a violinist. It’s a su-
perb example of how the arts has put a great idea on the international stage.”

http://www.ashdendirectory.org.uk/featuresView.asp?pageldentifier=200869 93034000&view=

Pulitzer “"Helium Centre” starts a C&C debate.

“Should a globa