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“Contraction and Convergence - most equitable . . . easier & 

cheaper than alternatives.” 

The debate about broadening participation of developing 

countries in the global effort to stabilize greenhouse 

concentrations in the atmosphere at sustainable levels has the 

tendency to focus first on the most advanced developing 

countries. Suggestions have been made for commitments for 

those developing countries in the period after 2012 in terms of 

increased energy or greenhouse gas efficiency. In other words: 

not an absolute cap, but a relative efficiency improvement in 

the production structure of developing countries. This strategy 

would imply that developing countries gradually start 

participating, as they achieve a certain level of economic 

development. That is a reasonable and realistic option. 

However, it can be argued that such gradual participation 

would only lead to a slow decline of global emissions, even if 

current industrialized countries would drastically decrease their 

emissions. As a result global average temperature increase 

would significantly exceed the 2 degrees centigrade limit that 

could be seen as the maximum tolerable for our planet. There 

are alternatives for this scenario. Some developing countries 

have argued for an allowance of equal emissions per capita. 

This would be the most equitable way to determine the 

contribution of countries to the global effort. If we agree to 

equal per capita emissions allowances for all countries by 2030 

in such a way that global emissions allow us to stay below the 

2 degrees global temperature increase (equivalent to about 

450 ppmv CO2), then the assigned amounts for Annex B 

countries would be drastically reduced. However, due to the 

fact that all countries would have assigned amounts, maximum 

use of global emissions trading would strongly reduce the cost 

of compliance. So, in such a scenario, industrialized countries 

would have to do more, but it would be cheaper and easier . . .  


