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Mr. Chairman:

The idea of a shared vision is already present in the form of the "Ultimate

Objective" of the Convention, set forth in Aft 2. l l is of a multidimensional nature

and encompasses three inter-connected elements. First, it prescribes a method,

i.e. "in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Conventiort'. Second, it

calls for stabilization of GHG concentrations at a level "that would prevent

dangerous anthropogenic interference with the climate syste,ni' This underscores

the importance of cumulative emissions and of the historical responsibility of

Pafties that goes along with contribution to the stock of GHG in the atmosphere.

Finally, it includes three specific criteria for determination of the time{rame within

which stabilization must be achieved, including allowing ecosystems to adapt

naturally to climate change, to ensure that food production is not threatened, and

to enable economic development to proceed in a sustainable manner.

A shared vision, by its very nature, has to be one wherein the visions of all

Parties need to be taken into consideration. A shared vision should incorporate

all elements of the Bali Action Plan and the provisions of the Convention. The

shared vision should be comprehensive and interrelated, and any selective

choice of what should be incorporated and what should be eliminated is

unacceptable.



Mr. Chairman:

Allow me to present some cardinal considerations in relation to para 1(a) of the

Bali Action Plan:

First, equity is the key. This requires that any stabilization target and time-frame

for GHG concentrations must be premised on the principle that all human beings

have equal rights to the common atmospheric resource, accounting also for the

historical responsibility of developed countries in building the present stock of

GHG in the atmosphere.

Second, the Right to Development must be fully respected in the climate change

regime. lt must be recognized that for poor countries, rapid development is

essential not only to ensure absence of hunger, povefty, i l l iteracy, and disease

among their people, but also to reduce their vulnerability to adverse impacts of

climate change. Development is thus imperative for adaptation to address basic

issues of human survival and the right to life. Accordingly, addressing para 1 (a)

must "take fully into account that economic and social development and poverly

eradication are the first and overriding prioriiles of the developing country

Partied' (Arl 4.7 of UNFCCC).

Third, any stabilization target cannot be misused to seek a revision of the

provisions of the Convention. Para 1 (a) of the BAP requires that any stabilization

target must be achieved " in accordance with the relevant provisions of the

ConventiorT', and "in accordance with the provisions and Principled', i.e. the

Principles set forth in Arlicla 2, and the Commitments set forlh in Art 4 of the

Convention. In this regard it may be noted that the Convention itself provides that

any stabilization level, oo matter how ambitious, can be achieved through

enhanced implementation of the commitments set forth in Art 4. lf achieving a

global stabilization goal necessitates mitigation actions by developing countries,

the latter must be "compensated". not "aided", to the extent of the full incremental

costs, and provision of technology, in accordance with Ar1 4.3 and 4.7.
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Fourth, a long-term goal would have no credibility unless embedded in a

medium-term target for GHG reduction commitments of developed country

Parties as provided in Arl 4.2 of the Convention and para 1 (b) (i) of the BAP. lt is

a matter of deep concern that the GHG emissions of developed countries have

increased steadily since 2000, contrary to the provisions of the Convention,

which is clearly documented in UNFCCC data. There must, accordingly be deep

reduction targets in all developed countries. The reduction targets for developed

countries must be anchored in specif ic policies and measures to promote

sustainable patterns of production and consumption, including life-style changes.

This would be consistent with the IPCC AR4 scenarios which indicate the

necessity of developed country reductions by more than 25-40% below 1990

levels, excluding lifestyle changes. Of course, the shortfalls in developed country

reductions in relation to their existing commitments must be made good, in

addition.

Finally, Mr Chairman, if the equity principle, l have stated earlier, of equal rights

to the common atmospheric resource, is not followed in its entirety, and unequal

arrangements are sought to be foisted in Copenhagen, and on that account we

do not have agreement, do not at that time feign surprise, shock, and dismay.

Thank you, Mr Chairman.


