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Bert Metz

Co-Chair IPCC WG3

RIVM - PO Box 1, 3720 BA Bilthoven

The Netherlands o

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

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

The upwardly revised projections of temperature increases from Working Group One and the recently
sharpened warnings of increasing damages coming from Working Group Two, confirm the trends of climate change
as "devastating" and do indicate that, "we are in a critical situation and must act soon."
http://www.gci.org.uk/Refs/C&CUNEPIIIb.pdf [WEF 2000 CEOs & Ewins/Baker 1999].

It is now therefore the grave responsibility of Working Group Three, the Policy Working Group, to provide
from the available literature, all substantive guidance to policy makers that holds the potential to be globally effective
against the yet further and potentially uncontrollable acceleration of human-triggered global climate change.

In the light of this, it is therefore encouraging to find that "Contraction and Convergence" is presented in the
Third Assessment as, "taking the rights based approach to its logical conclusion." Since quite obviously all
approaches to global climate policy are inherently 'rights-based’, this means that C&C effectively represents the
logical conclusion of them all. It is afterall - and as we have argued throughout the decade gone by - the meta-logical
precautionary framework for action under the UN Treaty if the climate problem is to be solved.

And it is within this that the otherwise uncertain and unguided sequence of decision-taking on mitigation
policies and measures needs to occur. Efficiency and prosperity will be the result of setting a global ghg
concentration target [and hence contraction budget] based on precaution with subdivision based on the equity and
logic of a global timetable of convergence within this. The reverse proposition is simply more randomness and drift,
dangerous and quite obviously absurd.

There is now long-term frustration that there appears still to be resistance to this point amongst some
authors, as it is increasingly obvious to most people that a stable atmospheric concentration target must be set -
indeed the report affirms this - and that this is not going to be set or met by accident.

This logical point is fundamental. It is clearly in the literature you cite and it - if briefly - is reflected in its
citation in the report. This needs now to be conveyed - urgently - to policy makers in the report’'s summaries.

And on behalf of all the advocates of C&C cited in the Reference document | am asking you to take the
steps necessary to bring this out. Failing this, a residual character of randomness and drift in the summary will
continue to dissipate the process that the IPCC exists to inform. None of us would want the IPCC reports or their
summaries to be ridiculed for being vague or evasive on this point in this increasingly critical climate. Such an
outcome is irresponsible, unnecessary and dangerous.

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

With warm regards
Yours sincerely

Aubrey Meyer
Director
GClI
Global Commons Institute (GCI), c/o 32 Carisbrooke Road, London E17 7EF
mobile phone 0771 282 6406 e-mail aubreygci@aol.com - website http://www.gci.org.uk
Global Commons Network (GCN) - website http://www.igc.topica.com/lists/GCN/prefs/info.html
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Buildings Research Establishment UK

Roger Higman

Friends of the Earth International

Senior Campaigner (Climate and Transport)
Friends of the Earth (E,W+NI),

26-28 Underwood Street,

London, N1 7JQ

Fanuel Tolo
Climate Network Africa.

Matthew Coyne

Policy Adviser

Department for Environment
Transport & Regions UK

James Bruges
UK

Tammo Oegema

Senior Economist at IMSA
Amsterdam, The Netherlands
GCN member

Richard Starkey
Senior Research Fellow

Centre for Corporate Environmental Management

(CCEM)
University of Huddersfield, UK

Andrew Simms

Global Economy Programme
New Economics Foundation
Cinnamon House, 6-8 Cole Street
London SE1 4YH

England, UK

Marc van der Valk
Barataria

Nur Masripatin
Ministry of Forestry
Jakarta

Indonesia

Mayer Hillman
Policy Studies Institute
UK

Dr David Cromwell
Southampton Oceanography Centre, UK

Mike Read & Associates
P O Box 901
Castlemaine

Victoria 3450

Australia

Tom Athanasiou,
EcoEquity, USA

Joy Pagano

UK

Professor Daniel M. Kammen

Director, Renewable and Appropriate Energy
Laboratory

Energy and Resources Group

University of California, Berkeley

USA

William C.G. Burns, Senior Associate
Pacific Institute for Studies in Development,
Environment, and Security

654 13th St., Preservation Park

Oakland, CA 94612 USA

Reggie Norton
Justice and Peace Group UK

John Gordon
Former Director
Global Environment Research Council UK

Paul McConnell
Coordinator
Climate Action Network UK

Sergio C Trindade

SE2T International, Ltd.

1A Dickel Road

Scarsdale, NY 10583-2117 USA

Victoria E. Long

Graduate Student,

University of British Columbia,
Canada

Andrew McLaughlin. Ph. D.
Professor of Philosophy

Lehman College

City University of New York USA

Stuart Liederman

Geri DeStefano, PhD
Vancouver, BC

Alfred Lambremont Webre, JD, MEd
Vancouver, BC

Caspar Henderson

Senior Policy Officer
Consumers' Association, UK
Senior Correspondent

Green Futures magazine, UK



Robert Randall

The RainForest ReGeneration Institute
1727 Massachusetts Avenue NW
Washington, D.C. 20036 U.S.A.

Prof. Eduardo Viola

Department of International Relations
University of Brasilia

C.P. 04359

Brasilia, DF 70919-970

Brazil

Hans Taselaar,
Director INZET, Amsterdam, NL
Association for North-South Campaigns

J N von Glahn
Chairman Designate
Solar Hydrogen Energy Group

Rosli Omar, Phd
Save Our Sungai (SOS)
Selangor, Malaysia

Elizabeth Cullen (Dr.)
Co-chair Irish Doctor's Environmental Association

Derk Segaar

Project Manager Climate Change
INZET, Amsterdam, NL

Assaociation for North-South Campaigns

Matthew Paterson
Keele University

Neil E. Harrison, Ph.D.
Executive Director
The Sustainable Development Institute

Helen N. Mendoza, Ph.D.
Philippine Network on Climate Change

Gordon Gissing

Retired research engineer
Hill View

Clunbury

Craven Arms SY7 OHE
Shropshire UK

Carol Brouillet
The Who's Counting? Project
California, USA

John Vandenberg
Town Planner
Tasmania

John Dougill.

Andras LUKACS
President

Clean Air Action Group
Budapest

Hungary

Lera Miles, PhD student

Centre for Biodiversity and Conservation
School of Geography, University of Leeds

Leeds LS2 9JT, U.K

Jeremy Faull
Ecological Foundation UK

Prof Colin Price
University of Wales
Bangor

Gwynedd

Prof PJM Phelps
Chairman of ZEAL.
South Africa
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Robert T Watson

Chairman IPCC

The World Bank Environment Department - -
Room MC 5-119

1818 High Street NW

Washington DC 20433

USA

Dear Bob
RESOLVING FALSE DICHOTOMY IN PREFACE TO IPCC TAR SYNTHESIS

Thank you for your letter of the 30th of April. | note your advice that | address my concern to the relevant Technical
Support Unit (TSU) with a copy to you. GCI's concern relates to text in the preface to the Synthesis Report. Since
TSU personnel tell me that you are the author of that preface, | am addressing this letter to you with copies to them.

I affirm our appreciation of IPCC and its Third Assessment Report (TAR). TAR is an important advance in the
understanding of the causes and effects of climate change. Much credit is due.

However, we remain concerned with the need to protect the credibility of IPCC as a whole and that, guided by this,
the primary objective of the UNFCCC is to avoid dangerous global climate change as a whole. This means
coordination. Attempting to secure this objective in a disaggregated way is self-defeating if attempts are not guided
by and index-linked to the global precautionary decision already taken to establish the UNFCCC and frame - not
guess - the route to its global objective.

Consequently, the wording in the opening paragraph of the preface to the Synthesis of the TAR is misleading. If, as
you say, the TAR "recognizes that there is no single global decision-maker and socio-political future, but rather that
there are multiple decision-makers and multiple possible future worlds, each with their own plausible and consistent
paths," the central challenge to decision-makers - to consciously reconcile their efforts in an effective common
account - is lost.

As is, the remark seems to project a perpetual future dichotomy between the singular global atmosphere and the
disaggregated plurality of global decision takers tasked from now on with its protection. | don’t believe this meaning
is intended; yet your statement conveys it and appears even to rebut the role and effort towards global governance
already established in the UNFCCC.

Would it not be better for the TAR synthesis to reveal at the outset that this dichotomy must be resolved? It is surely
false if the rising atmospheric concentration of greenhouse gas equivalent is to be stabilized at some point in future
time at a pre-determined level that prevents dangerous global climate change, by global organizational intent and
design, rather than by accident.

If you don't reveal this, an implication persists that the default is back to accident, and potentially even to feeding the
worsening odds we are already faced with. Multiple scenarios will merge in the growing singularity of no choice and
no rights in the global wrong of unstoppable climate change.

IPCC WG3 says contraction and convergence takes the rights-based approach to its logical conclusion recognizing
that to trade global emissions rights, they must first be established. Analysts and policy makers are increasingly
guided by this logic for fear of the accident that awaits us without it. This framework/guesswork choice faces us
now. IPCC's synthesis should reveal not conceal this.

Yours sincerely

Aubrey Meyer
Global Commons Institute (GCI), 37 Ravenswood Road, London E17 9LY
Landline 0208 520 4742, mobile phone 0771 282 6406 e-mail aubrey@gci.org.uk - website http://www.gci.org.uk
Global Commons Network (GCN) - website http://www.topica.com/lists/GCN@igc.topica.com/read
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