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Item 4 of the provisional agenda
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The coverage of greenhouse gases, sectors and source categories

Common metrics to calculate the carbon dioxide equivalence of anthropogenic emissions by sources and
removals by sinks
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Other issues

Consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by
Annex I Parties in aggregate, of the contribution of Annex I Parties
individually or jointly, consistent with Article 4 of the Kyoto Protocol, to the
scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in aggregate,
and of other relevant issues arising from the implementation of the work
programme of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Further Commitments for
Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol as contained in document
FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/8, paragraph 49 (¢)*

Submissions from Parties

1. The Ad Hoc Working Group on Further Commitments for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto
Protocol (AWG-KP), at its resumed sixth session, invited Parties to submit to the secretariat, by

15 February 2009, their views on the following elements of its work programme, as outlined in the report
on the session (FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/8, paras. 50 and 56):

(a) Paragraph 49 (a): “Consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by
Annex [ Parties in aggregate”;

* Document FCCC/KP/AWG/2009/MISC.2 (“Views on issues arising from the implementation of the work
programme of the Ad hoc Working Group on Further Commitments for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol,
as contained in document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/8, paragraph 49 (c), that are not covered in document
FCCC/KP/AWG/2009/MISC.17”) has been cancelled. The submissions from Parties intended for inclusion in that
document are contained here.

FCCC/KP/AWG/2009/MISC.1
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(b)

(c)

.

Paragraph 49 (b): “Consideration of the contribution of Annex I Parties, individually or
jointly, consistent with Article 4 of the Kyoto Protocol, to the scale of emission
reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in aggregate”;

Elements of paragraph 49 (c), which begins, “Other issues arising from the
implementation of the work programme, with due attention to improving the
environmental integrity of the Kyoto Protocol”.

2. The secretariat has received 15 such submissions. In accordance with the procedure for
miscellaneous documents, the submissions are attached and reproduced”” in the languages in which they
were received and without formal editing.

3. The submissions cover the following elements of paragraph 49 (c) of the report of the AWG-KP
on its resumed sixth session:

(a) The duration of the commitment period(s);

(b) How quantified emission limitation and reduction objectives could be expressed, which
includes how the base year is expressed;

(©) Mitigation potential of Annex I Parties, including factors and indicators underpinning it;

(d) The coverage of greenhouse gases (GHGs), sectors and source categories;

(e) Common metrics to calculate the carbon dioxide equivalence of anthropogenic emissions
by sources and removals by sinks;

® Possible approaches targeting sectoral emissions;

(2) How approaches to limit or reduce emissions of GHGs not controlled by the Montreal
Protocol from aviation and marine bunker fuels could be used by Annex I Parties as a
means to reach their emission reduction targets, taking into account Article 2,
paragraph 2, of the Kyoto Protocol;

(h) Analysis of efforts and achievements to date, including during the first commitment
period.

4. Views on other elements of paragraph 49 (c) are compiled in documents

FCCC/KP/AWG/2009/MISC.3, FCCC/KP/AWG/2009/MISC.4, FCCC/KP/AWG/2009/MISC.5 and
FCCC/KP/AWG/2009/MISC.6.

“These submissions have been electronically imported in order to make them available on electronic systems,
including the World Wide Web. The secretariat has made every effort to ensure the correct reproduction of the
texts as submitted.
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PAPER NO. 1A: BELARUS

Coo01eHne Mo pacCMOTPEHUIO MACIITA00B COKPAIIeHUsI BLIOPOCOB, KOTOPbIE
JOJZKHBI OBITH TOCTUTHYTHI CTOPOHAMU, BKJIIOYEHHBIMU B puJioxkenue I, u
pacnpe/ejieHusi COOTBETCTBYIOIIHMX YCHJINA B 00J1aCTH NPeI0TBPALIeHUSs
U3MeHeHHs KJInMAaTa

B cooTBeTcTBUM ¢ TyHKTOM 23 (b) nokymenta FCCC/KP/AWG/2007/5

u myHKToM 6 (a) nokymenta FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

CrenmanbHO#M paboYeid rpymIibl M0 JadbHEHIUM 00s13aTenbeTBaM it CTOPOH, BKIIFOUCHHBIX B
[Mpunoxenue I, cornacuo Kuorckomy mpoTokomry

Beenenue
Pecniybonuka Benapyce npusercTByeT npeayioxkenue CrieruanbHoi padodeli TPYIIbI [0 JaTbHEUIITHM
obsizaTenscTBaM At CTOpoH, BKIFOUeHHBIX B [Ipunoxenue 1, cornacno Knorckomy nportokomy (CPI'-
KII) npenoctaButh CBOM cOOOpaKEeHUs MO MaciiTabaM COKpalIeHUs! BBIOPOCOB, KOTOPBIE JOJKHBI OBITH
nocturayTsl CTopoHaMu, BKIIIOYeHHbIME B [Ipuioskenue I, B COBOKYNTHOCTH U IO MHAWBUIYaIbHOMY WU
coBMecTHOMY BKJany CTopoH, BKItodeHHbIX B [Ipunoxkenue I, B coorBeTcTBHM co cTaTheit 4 Knorckoro
nporokona. benapyce Takxke npuserctByet npeanoxenne CPI-KI1, uro6sr Ctopons [punoxenust 1
BBIPA3UJIM MHEHHS B OTHOIICHUH BapHAaHTOB PACIPEICICHUSI COOTBETCTBYIOIINX YCHIIUI B 001aCTH
NpEAOTBpAIICHHUS N3MEHEHUS KIIMMaTa U UX BKJIaJa B TTI00aTbHBIC YCHIIHS IO JOCTHKEHHIO KOHEUHOH
nenu KonseHmuu.
Cunraem, uto yyactue Kaxaod CTOpOoHBI B 0OMEHEe MHEHHSIMU 110 YKa3aHHBIM BOIIPOCAM SIBIISIETCS
KpaifHe Ba>KHBIM JIJIsl COTJIACOBAaHUS JAIbHEHINX 00s13aTenbeTB CTOPOH, BKIIOUEHHBIX B [Ipunoxkenue I,
u s BeinosiHeHus [Iporpammer padot CPI'-KIT Ha 2009 rox (myskr 6 (a), FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19).

Coo0paxeHus o MacmIradaM COKpalleHus
BBIOPOCOB MAPHUKOBBIX I'a30B
PecniyOnvka Benapych cunraet, 4To pa3BUTHIE CTpaHbl, BKIOUYeHHBIC B [Iprnoxkenue 11, 1omKHBI B34Th
Ha ce0sl TUIEPCTBO B TOCTHYKEHUH KOJUIEKTUBHOTO cokpaiieHusi CTOpoHaMH, BKIFOUCHHBIMU B
[punoxenue I, BEIOPOCOB MapHUKOBBIX ra30B B pazmepe 25-40% k 2020 roay mo cpaBHEHUIO C ypOBHEM
BbIOpocoB 1990 roga. [logpazymeBaeTcs, 4TO M T€ pa3BUTHIE CTPaHBI, KOTOpBIE HE SBIAI0TCS CTOpOHAMHU
Kuotckoro mpoTtokoia, Takxke BO3bMYT Ha ce0s TaKoe JHJIEPCTBO.
[Ipu 3TOM MBI YOEKIACHBI, 4TO O€3 yueTa HAIlHOHATLHBIX 0COOEHHOCTEH HEBO3MOXKHO OyJIET peaan30BaTh
COBOKYITHBIN TIOTEHIIMAJ Pa3BUTHIX CTPaH MO CMATYEHHUIO BO3IEHCTBUS Ha KiuMaT. [loaTromy mMbl
cunrtaeM, yto CTopoHsl, BXxoadiue B [Ipmioxxenue I, 1OMKHBI cO3AaTh CHEaTbHbIE YCIOBHS U
CUCTEMY, KOTOPBIE MTO3BOJIAT UM JJOCTUYb TAKHX IIeJIell B COBOKYITHOCTH U C Y4€TOM SKOHOMHUYECKHUX,
COLIMAJIBHBIX U TEXHOJIOTHYECKIX BO3MOKHOCTEN KaX /10 U3 HUX B OTAEIHHOCTH.
Pecnybnuka benapyck oTMedaeT, 4To CTpaHbl ¢ IEPEX0HON IKOHOMUKOM, 0COOEHHO T€ CTPaHBI
BocTounoii EBporibl, KOTOpbie HE BXOJAT B EBPOCOI03, UMEIOT ONPEAEIEHHBIN NOTEHIIMA COKPAILIEHUS
BBIOPOCOB. DTOT MOTEHIMAT O0YCIIOBJICH HAJTMYMEM YCTApEBIINX TEXHOJIOTHIA TeHEepalHH,
pacrpeeneHus ¥ ToTpeOIeHNs] SHEPTHH, KOTOPBIE BCE €IlIe XapaKTePH3YIOTC HU3KOH 3 EKTHBHOCTEIO,
a TaKx)ke BHICOKON 3HEPTOEMKOCTHIO MMPOMBIIIJIEHHOTO TIPOU3BOICTBA. B TOXXe Bpems, 3TH CTpaHbl UMEIOT
OTIIMYUTENbHbIE 0COOEHHOCTH, KOTOPHIE HE TIO3BOJISIOT pealn30BaTh UX MOTEHIHA B JOJDKHOM Mepe, a
UMEHHO:
OTpaHUYCHHBIE HHBECTUIIMOHHBIE PECYPCHI;
HaM4re HHOPACTPYKTYPHBIX, TEXHUUECKUX, COIIMAIBHBIX 1 00pa30BaTEeIbHBIX 0apbepoB s
pacnpocTpaHeHUs] HAMITYYIIUX TOCTYITHBIX TEXHOJIOTHH ¥ BO30OHOBISIEMBIX HCTOYHUKOB SHEPTHH;



-6-

BBICOKHE TeKyIue TeMitsl pocta BBIT 1 aMOHUIIMOHHBIE TIIIaHBI TIPEOIONICHUS OTCTaBaHHS OT
CpeIHeTro YPOBHS )KU3HH APYTUX PAa3BUTHIX CTPaH, BXOIAIINX B puIoxkeHue .
Cremyer 0)KHAATh, 9TO B 3THX 00CTOSITEILCTBAX U IIPU OTCYTCTBUH CEPHE3HBIX CTUMYJIOB BHIOPOCHI
MIAPHUKOBBIX Ta30B B ATHX CTpaHaX B paMKax 0a30BoH IIMHUM «business as usual» OymyT mpoaomkars
CYILIECTBEHHO yBennunBarhbcs. [loaToMy, ycioBus u cucrema, 0 KOTOPBIX TOBOPHIIOCH BBIIIE, TOTKHBI
OBITH OCHOBAHBI Ha PEIICHUSIX, CTUMYIHPYIOIINX SHEPreTHIECKYI0 3P PEeKTHUBHOCTE, SHEprocOepekeHne
1 PacIpOCTpaHEHUE HOBBIX TEXHOJIOTUH, PEX e BCeTo, B cTpanax [ 'pynmsl C (cM. HIDKE).
Pecrry6iinka Benapych Takke yoeskaeHa, 9TO yKa3aHHBIE BBIIIE YCIOBHS M CHCTEMa JIOJDKHBI BKIIIOYATh
pa3BUTHE YTIEPOAHOTO PHIHKA, aKTHBHOE YJacTHE B KOTOPOM MPEICTABISIET COO0H SKOHOMUYECKH
3¢ (eKTUBHEBIN TyTh JOCTHKEHNS HAMEUYEHHOW aMOUIIMO3HON T[EJIH.

CooOpaxeHnusi o pacnpenejeHur0 yCuani

B 00J1aCTH COKpAallleHUil BHIOPOCOB NAPHUKOBBIX I'a30B
Pecnybnuka benapych cunTaer, 4To NpUHLIMI paclpeiesieHUs yCHINN B 00J1aCTH COKpALeHUH BIOPOCOB
NapHUKOBBIX Ta30B cpenu CTopoH, Bxoasmux B [Ipunoxenue I, 1omkeH OCHOBBIBATHCS Ha IPUHLIUIIE
o0mel, Ho TudepeHInPOBAaHHOM, OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, T.€. HA B3BEIIEHHOM MOAXO0E, IPUHUMAIOIIEM BO
BHUMAaHUE Takue (PakTOPbl, KaK MOTEHIIMAIBI CMATYCHUS CTPaH, MX BO3MOXKHOCTH B PaMKax
HALMOHAJIBHBIX OOCTOSTEIBCTB, IOCTYI K MEXaHU3MaM THOKOCTH U HICTOPHUYECKYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb.
B a710i1 cBsi3u, Pecriy6nnka benapycs oOpamaer BHuManue CTOpOH Ha Pa3iuyuus MEXAY TPEMS pPealbHO
CYLIECTBYIOLUIMMH TPYIIIaMHU CTPaH, BKIIOUYCHHBIMHU B [Ipunoxenue I, a uMeHHO:

i I'pynna A: ctpassl, BKitoueHHbIe B [Ipunoxenue II, qpyrue 3anagHoeBpONEHCKUE CTpaHbl
EBpocoro3a;

i I'pynna B: HoBble unensl EBpocoro3a ctpansl LlenTpansHoit 1 BoctouHoit EBpomnbl, KOTOpbIE
3aBEpILAIOT N1EPEX0 K PHIHOYHOM SKOHOMMKE NPU MOAJEPKKE Hanboiee MHAYCTPHAIIBHO Pa3BUTHIX
ctpad EBpocoro3a;

) I'pynna C: cTpanbl ¢ nepexoAHON SKOHOMHUKOM, He BXoasue B EBpocoros.

Benapych eme pa3 oOpaiaer BHUMaHue Ha 0COOBIN CTaTyC CTPaH C MEPEXOJHON SKOHOMHKON, 0COOEHHO
ctpad ['pynnel C. OTH cTpaHBbl y’Ke BHECIIN CYIIECTBEHHBIN BKJIaJ B CMATYEHHE BO3ACHCTBUS Ha KIIMMAT
3a ieprof ¢ 1990 mo 2008 rozpl, MX BEIOPOCH HA AYIIY HACEICHHUS HAUMEHBININE CPEU IPYTHX CTPaH
[Tpunoxenus 1. JocTrkeHne Takoro nokasaTess ObIJIO CBS3aHO C OONBIIMMHU COLUATBHBIMU
NOTPSCEHUSIMU M SKOHOMHYECKHMU M3/AEp>KKaMu. B To jke BpeMs, 3TOT BKJIaJ] B 3HAUUTEIILHON Mepe
HUBEJUPOBAJI CYILIECTBEHHOE YBEJIMUEHUE BEIOPOCOB HEKOTOPHIX cTpaH IIpunoxenus Il u psana
pa3BUBAIOILMXCS CTPaH, He Bxoaauumx B [Ipunoxenue 1.

B cBsi3u ¢ cyniecTBeHHBIMA S KOHOMUYECKUMU MOTEPSIMU B IPEABIIY LN TieproA, cTpansl [ pynmer C Bce
€I11€ MCTIBITHIBAIOT 3HAUYUTENbHBIE CJI0KHOCTH B CHH)KEHUH YIIIEPOAOEMKOCTH CBOMX 3KOHOMHK HM3-32
HEIOCTaTKa 3HAHUI 1 OIbITa B 00JaCTH HCIOIb30BAHMUS HU3KOYTTICPOIHBIX TEXHOJIOTHIA U PECYPCOB ISt
uX pa3pabOTKH WK NPUOOpPETeHUs. DTU CTPaHbl UMEIOT MIPAaBO PACCUUTHIBATH HA IOMOIIb APYTUX CTPaH
[Tpunoxenus I B coorBercTBM ¢ pemeHussMu 3/CP.13 u 9/CP.13, npunareiMu Ha 13-ii ceccun
Kondepenuuu CtopoH.

Pecnybnuka benapychk cuntaeT HeOOXOAUMBIM €Ille pa3 HATOMHUTH O COOCTBEHHOM CTaTyce, Kak
Cropownsl, BKIoueHHOH B [lpunoxxenue I, Ho He nmeromeil JocTyna K JOMOJHUTENbHBIM (PUHAHCOBBIM
pecypcam, KOTopble 00eCIIeYMBaIOTCsl MEXaHU3MaMH yIIIepOaHOTo puHaHcupoBanus (6osee noxpodHas
nHdopmanus npeacrasiena Pecryonukoit benapyck B CooOmieHu# B COOTBETCTBHU C JOKYMEHTOM
FCCC/KP/AWG/2007/L.6/Rev.1 u maparpadom 17 (a) (i) u (ii) nokymenra FCCC/KP/AWG/2006/4).
OueBuaHAS HECOCTOSTENBHOCTE NpoLeaAypsl patudukanmu pemenus 10/CMP.2 B oTHOIIEHUH ONIPAaBKH
k Knorckomy npotokony craBut benapych B 3HaunTeNIbHO OoJiee XyIIIne YCIOBHS IO CPAaBHEHUIO C
JIPYTMMH CTpaHaMu, BKJIIOYeHHBIMH B [Ipunoxenue 1.

OTnenbHOro paccMOTpEHHs TpeOyeT BONPOC aIeKBATHOTO YYaCTHsI B TTIO0AIBHBIX YCHIIHAX I10
CMSATYEHUIO BO3ACHUCTBUSA Ha KJIMMAT CTPaH C MEPEXOTHON SKOHOMHUKOM, 110 TEM WJIM UHBIM IPUYMHAM HE
Bxomsuux B [Ipunoxenne 1. HeoOxoanmo pa3paboTaTs MakCUMaIbHO OArONPHUSITHRINA PEXXUM TS
TAKOT'0 y4acTUsl yKa3aHHBIX CTPaH, B CIIydae €ClId OHH MOXKENAIOT MPUHATH Ha ce0s T0OpPOBOJIbHbIE
00513aTeNBCTBA IO OTPAaHIUYCHHIO BEIOPOCOB.
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Pecnybnuka benapych cunTaer, 4To pH ClIpaBeAIMBOM PACIPEAEICHUH 003aTEIbCTB MEXKILY
Croponamu, BkItoueHHBIME B [Ipunoxkenne [, Ha mocT-KnoTckuii mepro;y BIIIEIPUBEICHHAbIE
CO00paXeHHsI JOJHKHBI OBITh YUTEHBI.

3axiroueHue

TonpKo Ha IMyTH ydeTa HalMOHAJIBHBIX 0COOEHHOCTEN 1 noTeHnuana CTOPOH, BKIIOYEHHBIX B
[Ipunoxenue I, Mo>xHO BeICTPOUTE 3()(PEKTUBHYIO CTPATErHIO JOCTHXKEHHUS aMOUIIMO3HBIX LiesIel
COKpAaIIeHHs BRIOPOCOB MApPHUKOBBIX Ta30B 70 2020 roaa u co31aTh CIPaBEINIUBYIO CHCTEMY
pacnpeneneHust yCHIHA MeX Ty cTpaHaMu U rpynmnamu crpas. C atol nensio Pecriy6nmka benapycs
IIpeuIaraeT pacCMOTPETh YKa3aHHBIE BBIIIE IPYIIIBI CTPAH B KOHTEKCTE MacIITa0OB COKpAILCHHS
BBIOPOCOB, KOTOPBIE TOJIKHBI OBITh TOCTUTHYTHl CTOPOHAMH.



[Unofficial translation]

Submission on consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be
achieved by Annex I Parties and of the allocation of the corresponding
mitigation effort

in accordance with documents FCCC/KP/AWG/2007/5 para 23 (b) and
FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19 para 6 (a)of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Further Commitments
for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol

Introduction

The Republic of Belarus welcomes the proposal of Ad Hoc Working Group on Further
Commitments for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol (AWG-KP) to provide its views on the
consideration of the scale of emissions to be achieved by Annex [ Parties, individually or jointly,
consistent with Article 4 of the Kyoto Protocol, to the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by
Annex [ Parties in aggregate and other relevant issues arising from the implementation of the work
programme of the AWG-KP. The Republic of Belarus also welcomes suggestion of AWG-KP to Annex |
Parties to express opinions on options for allocation of corresponding efforts in the field of climate
change mitigation and their contribution in global efforts aiming to achieve ultimate goal of the
Convention.

We consider that participation of each Party in exchange of views concerning these tasks is of
utmost importance for agreeing in further commitments for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol and
implementation of Work programme for 2009 of AWG-KP as per FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19 para 6 (a).

Consideration of the scale of emission reduction

The Republic of Belarus considers that developed Annex II Parties should take a lead in
achievement of joint emission reduction of Annex [ Parties at the level of 25-40 per cent up to 2020
compared to level of 1990. In implies that those developed countries, which are not Parties to the Kyoto
Protocol, will also take a lead in that.

At the same time, we are convinced that without consideration of national circumstances it is
impossible to implement aggregate climate change mitigation potential of developed countries.
Therefore, we consider that Annex I Parties should elaborate special conditions and a system allowing
achievement of such targets in aggregate and with consideration of economic, social and technological
capabilities of every separate country.

The Republic of Belarus admits that the countries with economy in transition, especially the
Eastern European countries, which are not EU members, have certain emission reduction potential. This
potential is conditioned by outdated technologies of energy regeneration, distribution and consumption,
which are still characterized by low efficiency and high energy intensity of industrial production in these
countries. At the same time, these countries have distinctive peculiarities that do not allow implementing
their potential to proper extent, namely:

— Limited investment resources;

— Presence of infrastructural, technical, social and educational barriers for deployment of the

best available technologies and renewable energy sources;

— High current rate of GDP growth and ambitious plans on overcoming of gaps with average

living standard of other developed Annex I Parties.

It ought to be expected that under these circumstances and without serious incentives, the GHG
emissions of these countries in the framework of «business as usual» will continue to grow substantially.
Therefore, the conditions and system stated above should be based on decisions stimulating energy
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efficiency, energy saving and modern technologies transfer, and the more so, first of all, in the countries
of Group C (see below).

The Republic of Belarus is also convinced that the above stated conditions and system should
include carbon market development, active participation in which constitutes economically efficient way
of achievement of the planned ambitious target.

Consideration of allocation of efforts in GHG emission reduction

The Republic of Belarus considers that a principle of distribution of efforts in the field of GHG
emission reduction among Annex I Parties should be based on the principle of common but differentiated
responsibility, i.e. on a balanced approach taking into consideration such factors as country climate
change mitigation potentials, their capabilities under national circumstances, access to flexible
mechanisms and historic responsibility.

In this connection, the Republic of Belarus calls attention of the Parties to the differences
between three actually existing groups of Annex I parties, namely:

- Group A: Annex II parties and other Western European EU members;

- Group B: new EU members — the countries of Central and Eastern Europe, which are

finishing their transition to market economy supported by the most industrially developed
EU members;

- Group C: countries with economy in transition, non-EU members.

Belarus once again calls attention to a special status of countries with economy in transition,
particularly of Group C. These countries have already made a contribution to climate change mitigation
during the period of 1990 to 2008; their emissions per capita are the lowest among other Annex I Parties.
Achievement of such rate was connected to huge social commotion and economic expenses. At the same
time this contribution has in a great measure diminished considerable increase of emissions of some
Annex II Parties and of a range of developing countries, non Annex I Parties.

Based on considerable economic losses in the previous period the countries from Group C still
experience considerable problems in reduction of carbon intensity of their economies due to lack of
knowledge and experience in the field of utilization of low-carbon technologies and shortage of resources
for their development or purchase. These countries have right to look for support of other Annex I
Parties in accordance with decisions 3/CP.13 and 9/CP.13 adopted by the Conference of the parties at its
13-th Session.

The Republic of Belarus considers being necessary to remind once again about its own status as
Annex I Party without access to additional financial resources from carbon financing mechanisms (more
detailed information is submitted by the Republic of Belarus in accordance with documents
FCCC/KP/AWG/2007/L.6/Rev.1 and FCCC/KP/AWG/2006/4 para 17 (a) (i) and (ii)). Obvious failure
of procedure of ratification of decision 10/CMP.2 regarding amendment to the Kyoto Protocol puts
Belarus in considerable worse conditions in comparison to other Annex I Parties.

An issue of adequate participation in global climate change mitigation efforts for the countries
with economy in transition, non Annex I Parties due to some reasons, is worth a separate consideration.
It is necessary to elaborate maximum favorable treatment for participation of such countries in case if
they wish to adopt voluntary emission reduction commitment,

The Republic of Belarus considers that upon fair allocation of commitments among the Annex [
Parties for the post-Kyoto period the views stated above should be taken into account.

Conclusion

Only through consideration of national circumstances and potential of Annex I Parties, the
effective strategy of achievement of ambitious targets of GHG emission reduction until 2020 can be
elaborated and a fair system of allocation of efforts among countries and groups of countries can be
developed. For this purpose the Republic of Belarus suggests considering above stated groups of
countries in context of a scale of emission reduction to be achieved by the Parties.
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Coo0111eHHE 110 OCTAIBHBIM BOIIPOCAaM, BO3HUKAIOUIUM B CBSI3U C OCYLIECTBICHUEM
nporpammsl padot CPT-KII

B cooTBeTcTBHH ¢ TokyMeHToM FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19 myHkT 12
CriennanpHO# pabodei TpyMITel IO JaTbHEHIINM 0053aTeNbCTBaM COTIacHO Knorckomy mpoToKomy Asst
Cropos, BkitoueHHBIX B [Ipunoxenue |

Beenenne

Pecnybnuka benapych mnpuBercTByeT mpemiokenne CrenuanbHOH pabodedl rpymnmel 1o
nanpHemuM obs3arensctBaM (CPI-KII) mpenmoctaBuTh cBoM COOOpaXKeHHs MO APYTHMM BOIPOCAM,
nogHsThiM  CTOpOHAMH B OTHOIIEHHHM COTJACOBaHMs JalbHEHmMX o0sa3arenscTB Ansi  CTOpoH,
BKJItoueHHBIX B IIpunoxenue I, cormacHo KnorckoMmy mpoTtokoiy. Mel monaraem, 4To ydyacThe Kaxaoi
CropoHBl B OOMEHE ONBITOM M MPEAJIOKEHHSAMH C YICICHHEM JOJDKHOTO BHUMAHUS YIyYIICHHIO
3KOJIOTMYECKOM 11eocTHOCTH KHOTCKOro MpoTOKojia SBISETCS OYeHb BaXXHBIM B IEPErOBOPHOM
npolecce, ONpeessIoIeM KOHTYpbI Oy ayInero MexxXayHapoIHOTO COIVIAIICHUs 00 U3MEHEHUH KIIMMaTa.

CoobOpaxeHust 1 HHPOPMAIHSI IPEACTABIECHBI HUKE B TOH MOCIIE0BATEILHOCTH, B KOTOPOH OHU
uznoxensl B maparpade 5(c) nokymenra FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19.

Coo0pakeHus 0 BCEM 0CTAJbHBLIM BOIIPOCAM /IS HX KOMIIWJIAIMY B JOKYMeHTe KaTreropuu Misc

i) Ilpooonsicumenvrocms nepuoda(os) oetcmausi 0013amenbcms

PecniyOnuka Benapych cuuTaer, 4To mepuoJ JCHCTBHS TOCICAYIONIMX 00S3aTeIbCTB JOKCH
ObITh pacnpoctpaneH 1o 2020 roja BrIOYMTENbHO. [IpelioxkeHre OCHOBBIBAETCS HAa MMEKOIIUXCS Y
MHOTruX cTpaH uHaukaropax 2020 roga u ykazanHeix MI'OUK nenessix nmapamerpax 2020 roxa. bonee
JUTMTENBHBIN MIepHOJT 0053aTENLCTB MO3BOJIUT BOBJIEYD B YIIIEPOAHBIN PHIHOK OOJIBIINN CIIEKTpP MPOEKTOB,
BKItouasi npoektbl cektopa 3U3JIX. Kpome Toro, CTopoHamMu MOTYT OBITH Takke 3a()UKCUPOBAHEI
WHIWKaTUBHBIC MTOKa3aTen 1o oos3aTenscTBaM 10 2050 rona.

i) Boamooichbie cnocobbl 8bipaicetus. onpeoeieHHbly KOAUYeCmEeHHblX yeael 8 001acmu 02paHuyerus u
COKpauerus 6blOpoCcos, 8KaYAs Cnocodwbl onpedenerus 6az06020 2004

Pecnybnuka benapyck xorena Obl OTMETHTb, YTO CHCTEMa YCTAHOBJICHHMA M HaOMIONCHHS 3a
BBINOJIHEHHEM 00513aTeNIbCTB, BKIIOYasi CIOCOOB! ONpeAeseHus: 6a30Boro roaa, 3ainoxeHHas B Knorckom
MPOTOKOJIE, HA JaHHOM OJTale IOKa3bIBaeT CBOIO pPabOTOCIOCOOHOCTh W A(P(EKTHBHOCTh, U MBI
IpeJiaraéM ee COBEpIICHCTBOBaTh O€3 BHECEHUS KapAWHaJIbHBIX HM3MeHeHuil. bomee Toro, xpurepumn
COOJIFOJICHUS M CHCTEMa Y4eTa KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX 0053aTe/IbCTB HHTETPUPOBAaHA B CHCTEMY 0053aTeNbCTB
n ydyera PKMUK OOH u Ha nmaHHBI MOMEHT OHH TPEACTaBISAIOT COOOHM HEIOCTHYIO W TMPO3PaYHYIO
CHCTEMY OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.

PecrryOnmka bemapyck cumTaer, 4To €IWHCTBEHHOW OONACTBIO, TpeOYIOMIEH CYIIEeCTBEHHBIX
u3MeHeHul, sBusercs cektop 3U3XIL DTOT CEKTOp OTJIMYaeTcs OT JPYTUX OCOOEHHBIMHU
KOHCEPBAaTHBHBIMH IIOKA3aTEJISIMU BO3JICHCTBUS HA KJIMMAT, KOTOPbIE NIPH BHIIOJIHEHUH MEPONPHUITUH 110
BOCCTAaHOBJICHUIO WJIM KOHCEPBAIlMM IOTJIOTUTEICH B NEPBBIA MATHWIETHUH MEPUOJ OTBETCTBEHHOCTH
MOTYT IMOKa3aTh Jak€ POCT BBIOPOCOB MAPHUKOBBIX Ia30B, HO B MOCIEAYIOLIME MEPUOIBI — HX
3HAUUTEJIBHOE M YCTOWYMBOE COKpamieHue. lIpm ycTaHOBJIGHHMH MOCIENYIOUMX 0053aTebCTB
HEO0XOIMMO YUUTHIBATH 3TH OCOOEHHOCTH.
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iii) Umerowuiics v CmopoHn, exiiouennblx 8 npunoxcerue I, nomenyuan 6 ooaacmu npedomepauierus
USMEHEHUs KIUMAmd, 8KII0YAsl Iedcauiue 8 e20 0CHO6e (hakmopbl U NOKa3amenu

[Ipu oneHKe MOTEHIIMANA CMATYCHUS BO3CHCTBYS Ha KiuMat Pecrydnuka benapych npemaraer
OCHOBBIBAThCsI Ha HEII/I6OJ'IC€ BCPOATHOM M3 BO3MOXKHBIX CHCHAPUEB PA3BUTHA IIPU BCECTOPOHHEM YUCTC
HanlMOHAJIbHBbIX O6CTO$1T€J'II)CTB. Yuyer HallMOHaJIbHbBIX O6CTO§ITCJ’H)CTB JOJIDKCH BKIIHOYATh:
— AHauu3 IUIaHOB pa3BUTUA Ha]_[I/IOHaJ]I)HOI\/'I OKOHOMUKHU IJid ONPCACIICHUA 6330B0171 JUHAMHUKH
BBEIOPOCOB, OCHOBAHHOM Ha «business as usualy;

— AnHanu3 Hamu4us JOCTYIHBIX (PHMHAHCOBBIX PECYPCOB IPH 3aJaHHBIX 00beMax MJIaHUPYyeMOil
JIESATEIILHOCTH TI0 MPEIOTBPAIIICHUIO BEIOPOCOB;

— Anamu3 ckopoctd Auddy3un HaWIydylIMX JOCTYMHBIX TEXHOJOTHMHA B HMEIOLIHXCS
COMAJIbHO-3KOHOMHNYECKUX YCIIOBUAX,

— Ananu3 0apbepoB U JIOCTYIIHBIX CPEACTB MX TMPEOAOJICHHS C TEPCHEKTHBHBIM
WCTIOJIb30BaHHEM MEXaHHU3MOB YIIIEPOAHOTO (pHHAHCHPOBAHHS.

PecniyOnuka bemapych mpu3biBaeT CTpaHbl BBINOJIHUTH BCECTOPOHHEE HCCIICOBAHHE CBOMX
HallMOHAJIbHBIX O6CTOHTCHI)CTB, OrpaHUYMBAIOIINX HUX IMOTCHIHAT CMATYCHUA BOSﬂCﬁCTBHH Ha KJIMMart, u
npenctaButh ero B CPI-KII mins ananmsa u 0000IICHHS C SN0 BBIPA0OTaTh COBMECTHBIC MEPBI JIJIs
YCTpaHECHHS CYIICCTBYIOIINX 0aphepOB U OICHKU MACIITa00B COKpAIEHUI BRIOPOCOB, KOTOPHIC JIOJIKHBI
OBITh oCcTUTHYTHI CTOpOHAMHU, BKJIIOUeHHBIMU B [Ipuioxenue I, B coBokynmHoOCTH.

Yro kacaeTcs HalMOHAJIBHOTO moTeHImanta Pecnyonuku benapyck B obnactu mpeaoTBpalieHus
U3MECHEHHUS KJIMMaTra, TO CTpaHa [OATBEPKIACT CBOIO IMIO3UIIMI0, W3JIOXKEHHYI0 B JOKYMEHTE
FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.4, 1, yauThiBasi HallMOHAIBHBIC OOCTOSTEILCTBA U OTCYTCTBUE B HACTOSIIEE
BpeMsl BO3MOYKHOCTH HCIIOJIb30BaHHS MEXaHHU3MOB T'MOKOCTH KHOTCKOro mpOTOKOJIA, CBS3aHHOE C
UCKJIIOYUTEIBHO MEAJICHHBIM TIpolleccoM partudukanum Oelopycckod mompaBku kK Kuorckomy
MIPOTOKOJTY, YCTaHABIMBAIOUICH Halllel CTpaHe KOJMYECTBeHHbIC oOs3arenbcTBa (pemenue 10/CMP.2),
Ha CJCIYIOIIUNA TEPUOa OTBETCTBCHHOCTH OYyJeT NPUHUMATh Ha ce0s 00S3aTelIbCTBA alCKBATHBIC
HannnOHAJIbHBIM BO3MOXKHOCTAM.

I[CTaJ'II)HaSI I/IH(i)OpMa]_[I/Iﬂ 0 BOIIPOCY MOTCHUHAJIA CMAT'YCHUA BO3I{CI\/'ICTBI/I$[ Ha KJIHMMar
PecniyOnuku Benapychk Oyzner mpencraBieHa B pamkax ceccuonHoro cemuHapa CPI'-KII Ha ee ceapmoit
CEeCCHH.

iV) Yayuwenue mopeosnu 6bl6DOCGMu U OCHOBAHHbLIX HA NPOEKmMAax MexXaHu3moe

PecrryOnmka benmapych cunrtaeT, 9To yriepoAHBIH PHIHOK U B JAlbHEHIIIEM JTOJKEH Pa3BUBATHCH,
oOecrieunBas 0OJbLIE CTUMYIMPYIOIIMX MOTHMBOB [JIsl CMATYEHHMS BO3AEHCTBHA Ha KiuMaTr. CBou
cooOpakeHHss M HHGOPMALMIO MO BOIPOCaM BO3MOXKHOTO YCOBEPILIEHCTBOBAHUSI MEXAaHHU3MOB
yraepogHoro pelHKa Pecmybnuka bemapyce mpencraBuma B ordere «CooOImeHHE MO  BOIIpOCaM
YITydIIeH:s] TOPTOBIH BRIOPOCAMH 1 TIPOEKTHBIX MeXaHU3MOBY OT 6 ¢deBpais 2009 roxa.

v) Onpeodenenus, ycrosus, Npasuia iU pyKoeoosuue npUHuunsl 01 nooxooa k 3U3JIX e xode emopo2o
nepuooa oelicmeus 0oa3amenbema

PecnyOnuka bemapych cuntaeT HeOOXOAMMBIM 3HAYHUTENFHO aKTUBU3HPOBATH AEATEIBLHOCTD I10
CMSTYCHUIO BO3JCUCTBHSA Ha KIUMAT W OXpaHy OKpY)KaloUled cpellbl B paMKaxX MPOEKTOB B CEKTOpE
3MN3JIX B TeueHne BTOPOTro Meprojia NeHCTBUS 0053aTeIbCTB. DTO MOTPEOyeT paguKaIbHOTO U3MEHEHUSI
CYLIECTBYIOILIETO TOAX0Ja K YYeTy TOTJIOMICHUS U BHIOPOCOB yIiiepojia ¢ MEePEXo/IOM K OIpeesICHHIO
OanmaHca yriepoja Ha BceX 3eMISIX Oe3 HMCKIOYeHWs. MBI TpeajiaraeM HaTH KOMIIPOMHCC MEXIY
TEOPETUYECKH BO3MOXKHBIM M TEXHHYECKH OCYIIECTBUMBIM YUYETOM TaKOro OajaHca M YCTaHOBHTH
npuemiieMyto st CTOpOH CTeleHb HeomnpeaesieHHOCTH. HeoOX0quMo TakKe YCTpaHHTh HPOTHBOPEUUS
MEXJIy CHUCTEMOW yd4eTa TOIJIONICHHUS U BBIOpocOB yriepona B cekrope 3U3JIX u cuctemoii ydera
BBIycKa B oOOpamieHHe W TPaH3aKIWH YIIEpONHBIX eAWHWI] B HaluWoHanmbHBIX peecTpax U
MexayHapoJHOM KypHaje TpaH3aKLUH.

Jpyrue cBon coobpakeHust 1 HHPOPMAIHIO 110 OCHOBHBIM BOIIPOCAM 3TOTO IMyHKTa, B YaCTHOCTH
MO BOIMpPOCaM BOCCTAHOBICHHS M COXPaHEHHs ACTPAJAUPOBAHHBIX TOPQSHHUKOB, MBI TNPEICTABUIA B



-12 -

oryere «CooOlLIeHre MO BOIPOCAM OIPEIENICHUH, YCJIOBHH, MPaBUiI M PYKOBOASILIMX MPHHLMUIIOB IS
peXHMa OCyIIecTBIeHHs aesTensHocTH B cektope 3U3JIX Bo BTOpoMm mepmoae o0s3aTenscTB» OT 15
therpans 2009 roga.

viii) Ilpasoeswie sonpocwl, sbimexarowue uz manoama CPI-KII cozcnacto nyukmy 9 cmamou 3
Kuomckozo npomoxona

CBou cooOpaxeHuss ¥ HH()OPMALMIO [0 JaHHOMY BOIPOCY MbI MPEACTABUIM B OTYETE
«IpaBoBbie MOCHEACTBHUS, BO3HMKaromue B cBsi3u ¢ ucnonnennem CPI-KII nmynkta 9 crateu 3
Kuotckoro nporokoinay ot 15 despains 2009 roxaa.

ix) Paccmompenue uchopfuauuu 0 NOMERYUANIbHBIX IKOJI02UUECKUX, IKOHOMUUECKUX U COUUAIbHBIX
noczzedcmeuﬂx, 6 MoM yucie 0 oboYHOM 6036611011161/11/1, cpedcme, noaumuku, mep u Memodofzoeuﬁ,
UMENUWUXCA 8 PACNOPANCEHUU CWIODOH, BKIIIOYEHHBIX 8 npuodicerue |

Csou coobpakeHns: M1 HH(DOPMALIMIO TI0 JAHHOMY BOIPOCY MBI MPEACTABHIN B OTUETE «AHAIN3
HNOTEHIHAIBHBIX 3KOJIOTUYECKHUX, SKOHOMHUECKUX U COLUAIIBLHBIX [TOCIIEICTBHM, B TOM YHCJIE TOOOYHOTO
BO3/CHCTBUSA, CPEICTB, IOJIMTHUKH, MEP M METOAOJIOTHM, HMeoUMxcs B pacnopsikeHuun CTOpoH,
BKitoueHHBIX B [Ipunoxkenue I» ot 15 deBpans 2009 roxa.

x) Bozmoosicnvie nodxoosl 8 omHouweHuy ceKmopaibHblx 8blOPOCo8

PecniyOnuka bBenapych cuuTaer, 4TO CEKTOpaJibHbIE 0053aTEIbCTBA HE JOJDKHBI 3aMEHSTH
HaI[MOHAJIbHBIE 00s3aTebCTBa. MBI TIpejiaraeM, 4ToObl CEKTOPAJIBHBIN TOJXO0] MOT Pealr30BBIBATHCS
napauiejbHO ¢ 0053aTeIbCTBAMH IO COKPAIICHUIO, IPUHATBIMU CTPAHOW B IEJIOM. Y CIIOBHS, TIpaBUia U
KPUTEPUU JUIS TIPUHSATHS U y4YeTa BBIMOJIHECHUS CEKTOPAIBHBIX 00S3aT€ILCTB MOTYT OBITH OIPEIIEICHBI
M03Ke B HOBBIX «MappaKenICKuX COTTIAIICHHIX).

xii) Ananuz npeonpuHAmMbIX YCUIUU U QOCIMUSHYMbIX K HACMOAWEMY 86DEMEHU DE3VIbIMAMOE, 8 MOM
yucie 8 xo0e nepeo2o nepuoda 0etcmeus 003amenbeme

PecnyOnuka Benapych cuntaer HEOOXOIUMBIM ITPOBECTH HOJTHOLIEHHBIN aHANN3 MPEANPUHATHIX
YCUJIMI ¥ JOCTUTHYTHIX PE3YIbTAaTOB B XOJ€ NIEPBOT0 NMEPUOJA AEHCTBUS 00sI3aTEIbCTB.

B Toxe Bpems, Peciybnuka benapycs HacTamBaeT Ha CKOpeHIeM pacCMOTPEHUH U pa3pelIeHnn
YK€ U3BECTHBIX MpobsieM. B wacTHOCTH, HEOOXOAUMO MOAHATH BONPOC O HETUOKOCTH MEXIYHAPOAHBIX
poLenyp, 3aJI0)KeHHBIX B KHOTCKUI MPOTOKON M MPAKTHYECKH OJOKHPYIOLUIMX BHECEHUE IONPABOK B
Kwuorckuit mpotokon. Tak, Hanpumep, Pecriyommka bemapycs, cornacuo pemenuto 10/CMP.2, nmpunsina
Ha ce0s KOJMYECTBEHHBIE 0053aTeNbCTBA [0 OTPAHNYEHHUIO BEIOPOCOB, B TOM YHCIIE U JOIOJIHUTEIbHbIC
00s13aTeNbCTBAa 10 YBEJIMYEHHUIO 0053aTEJILHOTO PEe3epBa, W BBINOIHAET UX B pPaMKax HalMOHAJIBHOMN
CTpaTerMM IO MPENOTBPALCHHUI0 H3MEHeHus KiuMaTta. OpHako, (opMmanbHash perucTpanms 3THX
o0s3atenscTB B IIpunoxennn b k Knorckomy mpoTokoiy cBsi3aHa ¢ MEXKAYHAPOIHBIM IIPOLIECCOM
patudukanuy NONpaBku K npoTokoidy. IIpomecc patudukanuy momnpaBKu OKa3aliCsi HEMO3BOIUTEIBEHO
MEAJICHHOW MpOoLEeNypo, JUIIAIOMEH CTpaHy OOCTyNa K MEXaHH3MaM YIJIEpOAHOro (hPMHAHCHUPOBAHUS
MIPAKTUYECKH Ha BECh MEPUOJ ACUCTBHS 00s3aTenbeTB. Pecnybinka benapyck cunuraer HeclipaBeAIUBBIM
MOAXO0M, KOTOPBIM HE MO3BOJISIET OTAENbHOU cTpaHe [lpunoxenus | nepeHecTd Ha cleayrOIIMA EpUOa
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH PE3YJIbTaThl YK€ 3aTPau€HHbIX YCHJIMI MO HapallMBaHUIO MOTEHIMANAa CMITYCHUS
BO3/ICHCTBHS Ha KJIIMMAT B COOTBETCTBHHU C B3STHIMH 00S3aTENbCTBAMM, KaK 3TO MOTYT JA€NaTh APYyTHeE
ctpansl [lpunoxenus I B coorBeTcTBuM ¢ myHKTOM 13 ctathu 3 KnoTckoro npoTokoda.

3akjaouyeHue

Cy1mecTByeT psii BOIIPOCOB, KOTOPbIE HE OXBAaYeHBI WJIM Majo 3aTPOHYTHI B Ipolecce oOMeHa
mHeHussMu Mexxy Croponamu B pamkax CPI'-KII oTHOCUTENBHO CYIIECTBA M IIPHUHIIMIIA COTJIACOBAHUS
Oyaymiero pexuma o00s3aTenscTB. PecnyOnmka benmapych, B JIONONHEHHWE K YK€ BBICKa3aHHBIM
cooOpaKeHHsIM M MaTepualiaM, HamnpaBieHHBIM Ha paccMoTpeHne CTOpoH, emle pa3 aKIEeHTHPYEeT
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BHMMAaHHE Ha BOIIPOCAX, CBA3aHHBIX C HEOOXOIMMOCTHIO pemieHus mpoodieM B cekrope 3U3JIX, yuetom
HAIlMOHAJIBHBIX OOCTOSITENBCTB NPU ONPENeNICHHH IMOTEHIMAla CMSTYeHHs BO3JCHCTBHS Ha KIMMAT,
aHAJIN30M TIOJIOKHTENIFHBIX M HETaTUBHBIX PE3YJIBTATOB MEPBOTO MEPHOMA, U JPYTHX BAKHBIX aCIEKTaxX
MIePETOBOPHOTO IPOIIEcca.
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[Unofficial translation]

Submission on issues arising from the implementation of the work
programme of AWG-KP

in accordance with document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19 para 12
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Further Commitments
for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol

Introduction

The Republic of Belarus welcomes the proposal of Ad Hoc Working Group on Further
Commitments to provide its views on other issues raised by the Parties regarding coordination of further
commitments for Annex [ Parties under the Kyoto Protocol. We suppose that participation of each Party
in sharing its experience and views with deep consideration of improvement of environmental integrity of
the Kyoto Protocol is very important in negotiating process that determines the framework of future
climate change agreement.

Views and proposals are presented below in the sequence as they are stated in para 5(c) of
document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19.

Views on other issues for their compilation into a miscellaneous document

i) The duration of the commitment period (s)

The Republic of Belarus considers that duration of subsequent commitments should be extended
till 2020 inclusive. The suggestion is based on indicators of year 2020 existing in many countries and
stated by IPCC target indicators of year 2020. More prolonged commitment period will allow involve in
carbon market a wider range of projects including projects in LULUCF. Moreover, the Parties can fix
indicative commitments till 2050.

ii) How quantified emission limitation and reduction objectives could be expressed, which includes how
the base vear is expressed

The Republic of Belarus would like to admit that system of establishment and monitoring of
commitment fulfillment, including methods of base year determination, established in the Kyoto protocol
at the current stage shows its efficiency and workability and we suggest improving it rather than
principally change it. ~ Moreover, the compliance criteria and system of accounting of quantified
commitments has been integrated in UNFCCC system of commitments and accounting and nowadays
represents integral and transparent liability system.

The Republic of Belarus considers that the only sector requiring substantial changes is the
LULUCEF sector. This sector differs from the others by special conservative climate impact indicators
which during implementation of activities in restoration or conservation of sinks in the first 5-year
commitment period can show even GHG emission growth but during the following periods it present
their sustainable and considerable reduction. While establishing the subsequent commitments it is
necessary to consider these peculiarities.

iii) Mitigation potential of Annex I Parties, including factors and indicators underpinning it

Assessing climate change mitigation potential, the Republic of Belarus suggests basing it on the
most feasible development scenario considering comprehensive consideration of national circumstances.
Consideration of national circumstances should include:

— Analysis of national economy development plans for determination of basic emission

dynamics, based on «business as usual»;
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— Analysis of availability of financial resources for intended scope of planned emission

abatement measures;

— Analysis of diffusion speed of best available technologies in existing socio-economic

conditions;

— Analysis of barriers and available means for their overcoming with perspective utilization of

carbon financial mechanisms.

The Republic of Belarus urges the Parties to implement comprehensive investigation of their
national circumstances, limiting their climate change mitigation potential, and submit it to AWG-KP for
analysis and compilation for the purpose of elaboration of joint measures for elimination of existing
barriers and assessment of scale of emission reduction, which should be achieved by the Annex I Parties
in aggregate.

As to the national climate change mitigation potential of the Republic of Belarus, the country
confirms its position stated in document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.4, and, taking into consideration
national circumstances and absence at the moment of possibility to use the flexible Kyoto mechanisms,
what is connected to exceptionally slow process of ratification of the Belarusian amendment to the Kyoto
protocol establishing the quantified commitment for our country (decision 10/CMP.2), the Republic of
Belarus will adopt commitments for the subsequent commitment period adequate to national capabilities.

Detailed information on climate change mitigation potential of the Republic of Belarus will be
presented in the framework of in-session AWG-KP workshop at its seventh session.

iv) Improvement to emissions trading and the project-based mechanisms

The Republic of Belarus considers that carbon market should continue to develop providing more
incentives for climate change mitigation. Views and proposals on possible improvement of carbon
market mechanisms the Republic of Belarus has presented in “Submission on improvements to emissions
trading and the project based mechanisms” dated February 6, 2009.

v) The definitions, modalities, rules and guidelines for the treatment of land use, land-use change and
forestry (LULUCF) in the second commitment period

The Republic of Belarus considers it to be necessary to promote climate change mitigation and
environmental protection activities in LULUCF sector in the second commitment period. This requires
drastic change of existing approach to accounting of carbon emission and absorption with transition to
determination of carbon balance at all lands without exception. We suggest finding compromise between
theoretically possible and technically achievable accounting of such a balance and set up an uncertainty
level acceptable for Parties. It is necessary also to eliminate discrepancies between the accounting
system for carbon absorption and emission in LULUCF sector and the accounting system for issuance
and transactions of carbon units in National Registries and ITL.

Other views and proposals concerning basic issues of this paragraph, particularly the issues of
restoration and conservation of degraded peatlands, we have presented in “Submission on definitions,
modalities, rules and guidelines for the treatment of land use, land-use change and forestry (LULUCF) in
the second commitment period” dated February 15, 2009.

viii) Legal matters arising from AWG-KP mandate pursuant to Article 3, paragraph 9 of the Kyoto
Protocol

Views and proposals on this issue we have presented in “Submission on legal implications
arising from the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Further Commitments for Annex I Parties under
the Kyoto Protocol” dated February 15, 2009.

ix) Consideration of information on potential environmental, economic and social consequences,
including spillover effects, of tools, policies, measures and methodologies available to Annex I Parties

Views and proposals on this issue we have presented in “Submission on consideration of
information on potential environmental, economic and social consequences, including spillover effects,
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of tools, policies, measures and methodologies available to Annex I Parties (AWG-KP)” dated February
15, 2009.

x) Possible approaches targeting sectoral emissions

The Republic of Belarus considers that sectoral commitments should not in any case replace
national commitment. We suggest that the sectoral approach could be implemented as an alternative in
parallel to emission reduction commitments assumed by the country en masse. Condition, rules and
criteria for adoption of accounting of fulfillment of sectoral commitments can be determined later in a
“new Marrakesh Accords”.

xii) Analysis of efforts and achievements to date, including during the first commitment period

The Republic of Belarus considers that it is necessary to conduct full-fledged analysis of efforts
and achievements that are taking place in the first commitment period.

At the same time, the Republic of Belarus insists on fastest possible review and resolving of the
known problems. In particular, it is necessary to raise an issue of non-flexibility of international
procedures established by the Kyoto Protocol, which are practically blocking any amendment to the
Kyoto Protocol. For example, the Republic of Belarus, pursuant to decision 10/CMP.2, adopted
quantified commitments, including additional commitments increasing the country’s commitment reserve
and fulfills them in the framework of national climate change mitigation strategy. However, formal
registration of this commitment in Annex B to the Kyoto Protocol is subject to ratification of the
amendment to the Protocol. The process of amendment ratification appeared to be inexcusably slow
procedure that deprives the country of the access to carbon financing mechanisms almost for the whole
first commitment period. The Republic of Belarus considers it to be unfair approach which does not
allow an Annex [ Party to transfer the results of its climate change mitigation efforts as per assumed
commitments to the subsequent commitment period, although the other Annex I Parties, in contrary, can
do this pursuant to para 13 Article 3 of the Kyoto Protocol.

Conclusion

There are some issues concerning essence and principles of coordination of the subsequent
commitment regime, which are not covered or less touched in the opinion exchange process between
Parties in the framework of AWG-KP. The Republic of Belarus, in addition to expressed views and
opinions submitted for review by the Parties, emphasizes the issues connected to extension of
commitments in LULUCF, consideration of national circumstances in determination of climate change
mitigation potential, analysis of the experiences gained during the first commitment period, and other
important aspects of the negotiating process.
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PAPER NO. 2: CROATIA

Information on issues identified in paragraph 49 of document
FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/8

(a) When determining the range of its commitments with regard to greenhouse gas emission
reductions, Croatia refers to the Convention's basic principles: Common but differentiated responsibility,
and enabling further economic development in a sustainable manner. The reduction range of 25-40 % for
Annex I countries as established in the 4th IPPC report implies also a significant deviation from the
business-as-usual scenario (BAU) all over the world. The Convention's basic principles refer to all
countries, both Annex I and non-Annex I countries. Consideration of the reduction range of 25-40 % for
current Annex I countries is contrary to the Convention's principles, and, furthermore, this reduction
range cannot be achieved with the available technologies and in the period until 2020. It should be
pointed out that among Annex I countries there is a huge difference in economic possibilities and
likewise such large differences are also observed in non-Annex I countries. Among non-Annex I
countries, there are countries with very high GDP and emissions which have still not undertaken
emission reduction commitments. A division into Annex I countries and non-Annex I countries was
established almost two decades ago and does not reflect the current status with regard to economic
potential for action and to emissions. With reference to the indicated, we expect Annex I to be expanded
to countries which in terms of economic development and emissions have reached Annex I countries, and
that these countries also undertake quantified commitments. It is expected also that the departure from
the BAU scenario in developing countries be certain. In this way current Annex I countries with low
GDP and emissions would be enabled to undertake commitments in a range in line with their specific
circumstances and possibilities. This would lead to a wider range of reduction commitments for Annex [
countries.

(b) It should be taken into account that at this moment for EU accession states it is more difficult to
state a quantified target since this target might vary from the commitments within the association, which
will be mandatory for new member state.

(©)

(i) In view of available technologies (CCS) and the time necessary for applying certain technologies
(construction of nuclear power plants) short term target does not provide sufficient time for wider
implementation for those technologies, as is not sufficient for radical economic and social changes
towards low carbon economy.

(ii) We suggest that the year 1990 and the current system for determining the base year be kept.

(iii)  We deem the indicators from document FCCC/TP/2007/1 to be relevant; however, it is necessary
to give stronger consideration to indicators which are specific for individual states (climate variability),
or aggregated indicators as were provided in recent OECD/IEA document, ,,Differentiating climate
change in terms of mitigation commitments, action and support”.

(iv) Experience has shown that small Annex I countries have difficulties in using mechanisms due to
a lack of institutional and other capacities. Croatia relies on implementation of domestic measures, while
the application of mechanisms would be risky. For their effective application global market
establishment would be necessary.

Emission trading system should also be applied in a wider sense in terms of quantified emission
determination for certain sectors (small industry, households, services, transport, agriculture, waste).
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With regard to sectors which major emission sources; a global market should be enabled. In the proposed
manner the issue of competitiveness, emission transfer and other negative effects of emission reduction
measures would be addressed. The other possible solution would be to determine target technological
standards for emission intensive sectors.

Croatia has set the national goal that by 2020 it would:

- increase the share of renewable energy in the total and gross final energy consumption from 12%
in 2005 to 20%,

1. increase the share of renewable energy sources in electricity generation to 36%,
2. increase the share of biofuels in transport to 10%,

3. increase of the share renewables in cooling and heating for 16,6 %,

4. increase energy efficiency by 9% compared to the 2001-2005 average.

Emission projections show that Croatia cannot achieve emission reduction targets of 25-40% through its
own measures. To achieve this range, extensive emission purchase would be necessary. Analysis has
shown that already for a reduction by 15% in relation to 1990 costs amount to 2.2-3.1% of Croatian GDP
(20006).

This winter, Croatia has, like other European countries, faced the gas supply crisis, which revealed the
necessity of resolving the issue of gas supply security and the significance of diversification of energy
supply sources.



-19 -

PAPER NO. 3: CZECH REPUBLIC ON BEHALF OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY
AND ITS MEMBER STATES

This submission is supported by Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, the Former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Montenegro and Serbia.

AWG-KP: Consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by
Annex I Parties in aggregate; Consideration of the contribution of
Annex I Parties, individually or jointly, consistent with Article 4 of
the Kyoto Protocol, to the scale of emission reductions to be
achieved by Annex I Parties in aggregate; Other issues arising from
the implementation of the work programme, with due attention to
improving the environmental integrity of the Kyoto Protocol.

Prague, 11 February 2009

The EU provides further views on issues important to completing the mandate of the AWG-KP in
response to the invitation at its resumed 6" Session. We have focused on the issues agreed in the AWG-
KP work programme for 2009 as concluded upon in Poznan'. This work must be coordinated with and
proceed in harmony with the AWG-LCA to maximize synergies towards a global and comprehensive
agreement in 2009.

Consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in aggregate

[5()]

The EU provided views on this in its submission of 15 September 2008 as well as during the in-session
workshop in Poznan. These are briefly summarized:

e Developed countries should continue to take the lead by committing to collectively reducing
their emissions of greenhouse gases (GHGs) in the order of 30% by 2020 compared to 1990,
consistent with the range of 25-40% as included in the IPCC AR4.

e This constitutes a key contribution to global efforts aimed at a peak in global GHG emissions
by 2020 and a decline to below 50% of 1990 levels by 2050 in order to limit global mean
temperature increase to not more than 2°C above pre-industrial levels.

Duration of the commitment period [5(c)(i)]

Both fair and effective mid-term emission reduction targets for developed countries and nationally
appropriate mitigation actions by developing countries will form cornerstones of the Copenhagen
agreement. In this context the year 2020 has been much analyzed for the current negotiations.

As the AWG-KP has already agreed there should be no gap between the first and subsequent
commitment periods, the second commitment period should thereby start in 2013. Further emission
reduction commitments should contribute to a higher degree of certainty for climate policy making in
developed countries. New QELROs should therefore be negotiated at least for the period up to 2020. To

! paragraph 5 of document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19
% as contained in document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.4
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ensure effectiveness of the new agreement there should be intermediate assessments of Parties'
performance.

For example, the EU in its domestic climate and energy package established an 8-year period for
reduction targets, i.e. 2013-2020 with an allocation of emission quotas for each year from 2013 to the
2020 and an annual assessment of compliance so that in 2020 a reduction in GHG emissions of 20%
below 1990 is reached.

Such an approach ensures an effective pathway for emission reductions towards the envisaged mid-term
target. It allows for keeping close track of progress in emission reductions in different countries and
sectors.

The EU is open to discuss possible other options that may seem appropriate as negotiations proceed.

How QELROs could be expressed, which includes how the base year is expressed [S(c)(ii)]

The two key considerations for expressing QELROs are:

i) the total quantity of emission allowances allocated to Annex I countries in 2020 should be 30%
lower than emission levels in 1990.

ii) if individual Party QELROs would be expressed in relations to a more recent base year, this
should not lead to a reduced level of ambition of commitments.

Analysis of efforts and achievements to date, including the first commitment period of the Kyoto
Protocol [5(c)(xii)]

The EU is on track to reach the Kyoto target for 2008-2012

Under the Kyoto Protocol, the EU-15 has agreed to reduce its greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions by 8%
by 2008—12 compared to base year levels. Based on the latest available inventory data of 2006, total
GHG emissions in the EU-15 were 2.7% below base year emissions without Land Use, Land Use Change
and Forestry (LULUCEF). Since 1990, the EU- 15 economy (expressed as GDP) grew by almost 40%. In
2006,3EU-15 GHG emissions decreased by 0.8% compared to 2005 while the EU-15 economy grew by
2.8%.

Projections indicate that the Community will reach its Kyoto target. In addition, the sectors covered by
the EU ETS are also expected to contribute 3.3% of reductions - currently not fully captured in the
projected estimates.

Total EU-27 GHG emissions were, in 2006, 10.8% below base year levels without emissions
and removals by LULUCF and 0.3% lower compared to 2005. The EU-27 economy grew by
3.0% in 2006.

In addition, EU buyers have cumulatively accounted for nearly three-fourth of the primary CDM and JI
market since 2002".

In December 2008 EU adopted its “climate and energy package”. The package includes a unilateral
commitment to reduce EU-27 GHG emissions by at least 20% by 2020 compared to 1990 levels and by
30% provided that other developed countries commit themselves to comparable emission reductions and
that economically more advanced developing countries contribute adequately according to their

* Note that countries which joined the European Union since 2004 had separate reduction targets and some of them
also different base years.
* Capoor, K, Ambrosi, M. (2008): State and Trends of the Carbon Market 2008. World Bank.
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responsibilities and respective capabilities. These goals will be achieved mainly though legislation
adopted in December 2008:

a)  Improved emissions trading system (ETS),

b)  Emission reduction targets for sectors not covered by the ETS (e.g., agriculture, buildings,
transport, waste),

c¢)  Binding targets for increasing the share of renewables in the energy mix (20% by 2020),
d) New emission limits for passenger cars,
e)  New rules on carbon capture and storage and on environmental subsidies,

f) Fuel quality directive that places obligations on fuel suppliers to produce 'cleaner’ fuels and
rules for introduction of vehicles and machinery that pollute less.

Figure 1: Actual and projected emissions for EU-13
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Analysis of possible surplus of AAUs resulting from the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol

Scenarios for emission pathways generally do not take into account the effect of surplus Assigned
Amount Units (AAUs) being banked for compliance with emission reduction targets in a future period.

Table 1 shows estimates of potential surplus or deficit of AAUs for Annex I countries based on
simplifying assumptions’. The aggregate potential surplus from Parties to the Kyoto Protocol is around

> 2008-2012 average emission levels are assumed to remain at the level of 2006 emissions; countries with a deficit
(i.e. emission levels above the reduction target under the Kyoto Protocol for the period 2008-2012) acquire AAUs
from countries with a surplus for compliance; credits generated through CDM are ignored in this analysis as well as
any emission rights generated through a net sink in the LULUCF sectors. Note that emission rights generated through
the Joint Implementation Mechanism are actually converted AAUs and as such do not change the total amount of
available emission rights.
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7.4 billion AAUs over the period 2008-2012. This represents around 40% of 1990 emissions for all
Annex I countries.

Further analysis is needed on the possible surplus of AAUs or other units/credits from the period 2008-
2012, this should be taken into account when considering necessary scale of emission reductions to be
achieved by developed countries in aggregate in order to ensure an effective carbon market and progress

towards our 2°C objective.
Table 1: Potential annual surplus or deficit of AAUs over the period 2008 - 2012

2008-2012 .
Estimated
Base year | 1990 . Average
Target emissions | emissions 2006 emissions annual target average annual
2008-2012 1 (M) (M) inabsolute | SUTPIUs (1),
. deficit (-)
emissions
EU 15 -8% 4266 4244 4151 3924 =227
EU 10° -1,7% 1499 1322 979 1388 410
Russia 0% 3323 3326 2190 3323 1133
Ukraine 0% 921 922 443 921 478
Iceland +10% 3 3 4 4 -1
Norway 1% 50 50 54 50 -3
Switzerland -8% 53 53 53 49 -5
New Zealand 0% 62 62 78 62 -16
Australia® +8% 516 416 536 557 21
Japan -6% 1261 1272 1340 1186 -154
Canada -6% 594 592 721 558 -162
USA -1% 6135 6135 7017 5706 -1312

Surplus (+) or Deficit (-)

Source: UNFCCC GHG inventory data
http://unfccc.int/ghg data/ghg data unfccc/time series_annex i/items/3841.php

http://unfccc.int/ghg data/kp data unfccc/base year data/items/4354.php

* For Australia, the base year data includes emissions from LULUCF according to Art. 3.7 of the Kyoto

Protocol’

°data without LULUCF and the use of the Kyoto mechanisms.

% Note that countries which joined the European Union since 2004 had separate reduction targets and some of them

also different base years. The figure for EU10 is reported here for illustration only and does not have any legal

basis.

7 This figure for Australia needs to be adjusted once their AAU report is approved by the UNFCCC.
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Consideration of the contribution of Annex I Parties, individually or jointly, consistent with Article
4 of the Kyoto Protocol, to the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in
aggregate [S(b)]

The EU has provided initial views on this in its submission of 15 September 2008® as well as during the
in-session workshop in Poznan.

Allocation of commitments by developed countries beyond 2012 should acknowledge relevant
differences between Parties. These differences relate to such factors as mitigation potentials, capability
(relating e.g. to the ability to pay for both domestic mitigation actions and supplemental mitigation
efforts abroad), national circumstances (e.g. priority consideration should be given to those national
circumstances not easily changed, such as population trends and natural endowments) and responsibility
(which relates to e.g. per capita emissions and emission intensity).

As a consequence, allocation of the mitigation effort should result, inter alia, in a narrowing of
differences in per capita emissions and emission intensities of developed country economies and should
result in comparable cost of mitigation for different countries. The mitigation efforts and achievements
undertaken by developed countries should also be taken into account.

The EU considers these factors of high relevance for the discussion of comparability of mitigation efforts
under paragraph 1 (b) (i) of the Bali Action Plan in the context of the AWG-LCA. Similar indicators may
also inform the discussion on nationally appropriate mitigation action by developing countries under
paragraph 1 (b) (ii) of the Bali Action Plan in the context of the AWG-LCA.

Mitigation potential of Annex I Parties, including factors and indicators underpinning it [S(c)(iii)]

The EU has provided initial views on this issue in its submission of 15 September 2008 on the potential
environmental, economic and social consequences, including spillover effects, of tools, policies,
measures and methodologies available to Annex I Parties (as contained in document
FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.4) as well as during the resumed 6™ Session of the AWG-KP in particular
the in-session workshop held on this matter. These views are briefly summarized below.

QELROs in the order of 30% are necessary for developed countries as a contribution to a global
mitigation effort. Various studies show that these reductions are feasible. The EU analysis of mitigation
potentials and policies confirms this view.

The EU emphasises that QELROs should continue to include both domestic and international
mitigation efforts. Further clarity on means and rules is needed to ensure environmental effectiveness
and integrity of QELROs and related mitigation efforts, e.g. in the LULUCF sector, with regard to the
possible surplus of banked AAUs from the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol, as well as
future arrangements for international aviation and maritime transport (bunker fuels) and supplementarity
(i.e. the extent to which QELROs can be implemented using international opportunities).

The coverage of greenhouse gases (GHGs), sectors and source categories [S(c)(vi)]

The EU has provided views on this issue as part of its submission of 15 February 2008 as well as at the
5™ and 6™ Sessions of the AWG-KP. These are:

8 as contained in document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.4
? as contained in document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.1
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-Include additional fluorinated gases for which GWPs were identified in the IPCC Fourth
Assessment Report (AR4), including:
-Additional HFCs and PFCs (perfluorocarbons) for which GWPs are provided in AR4
-NF3 (in AR4 listed under perfluorinated compounds as also is SF6)
-Hydrofluoroethers for which a GWPs are proposed in AR4
-Perfluoropolyethers for which a GWPs are proposed in AR4,
-Use the following criteria for selection of additional gases:

-Similarity in application areas as those fluorinated gases already covered under the Kyoto
Protocol or use as substitute for fluorinated gases already covered.

-GWP provided by IPCC for conversion to CO, equivalents

-Estimation methodology available (either specified directly in IPCC Guidelines or
methodology for similar application should be applicable)

-Significant impact on global warming at present or potentially in the future

e Do not include a number of other gases listed in the AR4 due to uncertainties in their estimation
or potential low impact and lack of relevance. In case of new scientific improvements which
permit these gases to meet the abovementioned criteria before the second commitment period,
these gases could be included.

Common metrics to calculate the carbon dioxide equivalence of anthropogenic emissions by
sources and removals by sinks (hereinafter referred to as common metrics) [S(c)(vii)]

The EU provided views on this issue as part of its submission of 15 April 2008 on means that may be
available to Annex I Parties to achieve emission reduction targets'®, as well as at the 5" and 6™ Sessions
of the AWG-KP. Briefly:

e Currently there is no international assessment of alternative metrics to Global Warming
Potentials (GWPs). The future regime should continue using GWPs with a 100 year time
horizon using the updated values as presented in [PCC AR4.

Possible approaches targeting sectoral emissions [S(c)(x)]

The EU has provided initial views on this issue in its submissions of 15 February 2008'" and of 30 July
2008 on sectoral approaches (under the AWG-LCA) as well as in the submission of 5 November 2008 on
mechanisms (under AGW-KP). Sectoral approaches are a potentially useful tool — among others — for
strengthening mitigation efforts by all countries.

Possibility of the use of cooperative sectoral approaches and sector-specific actions that would aim at
enhancing and supporting mitigation action in key emitting sectors, in both developed and developing
countries is a part of the negotiations under the AWG-LCA.

10 as contained in document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.3
' as contained in document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.1



-25 -

How approaches to limit or reduce emissions of GHGs not controlled by the Montreal Protocol
from aviation and marine bunker fuels could be used by Annex I Parties as a means to reach their
emission reduction targets [S(c)(xi)]

The EU has provided views on this issue as part of its submission of 15 February 2008 on means that
may be available to Annex I Parties to achieve emission reduction targets' as well as at the 5" and 6"
Sessions of the AWG-KP. These are briefly summarized:

e FEmissions from international aviation and maritime transport must be included in the global
mitigation objective.

e There is an urgent need to discuss approaches to address these and improve the understanding of
policy options and benefits. Given the nature and scope of this issue, these discussions should
take place under all relevant processes under the UNFCCC, including the AWG-LCA.

e The UNFCCC needs to provide stronger leadership. The Cooperation with ICAO to develop a
more effective approach to address emissions from international aviation needs to be enhanced.
The UNFCCC also needs to cooperate closely with IMO and accelerate discussions in that
framework with a view to achieving a comprehensive solution for tackling emissions from
international maritime transport.

The EU is open to explore options of effort graduation/sharing on the grounds that it they do not lead
to carbon leakage.

12 as contained in document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/MISC.1
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PAPER NO. 4A: ICELAND

Proposals in response to Work programme for 2009

FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19 para. 5 and 6(a)
15 February 2009

Para. 5(c)(i)
The duration of the commitment period(s);
The duration of the commitment period shall be 2013-2020.

Para. 5(c)(ii)

How quantified emission limitation and reduction objectives could be expressed,

which includes how the base year is expressed;

The QELROS should be expressed as a percentage reduction in 2020 compared to total reported
emissions falling within limits set by the Kyoto Protocol and relevant COP and CMP decisions during
the first commitment period.

Para. 5(c)(iii)

Mitigation potential of Annex I Parties, including factors and indicators

underpinning it;

Mitigation commitments of individual countries should be fair and ensure comparability of efforts among
developed countries and take into account mitigation potentials and national circumstances. The
determination of individual Annex I Parties” commitments could be guided by a framework for
differentiation of mitigation commitments. Such a framework should take into account general economic
characteristics and special national circumstances, and could be guided by the following parameters:
Total yearly GHG emissions, emissions per GDP (GHG/GDP), emissions per capita (GHG/cap),
population trends and emissions per energy unit (CO2 emissions/TPES).

Such an approach of using a relatively simple combination of parameters or indicators would need to be
corrected against inherent biases. One such bias is the disproportional effect of single industrial
installations on small economies, where a single installation can cause emissions to rise or fall by 5 to
10% or even more. In an enhanced mitigation regime this issue must be dealt with in a way that small
Parties would face neither disproportionate advantages nor disadvantages due to lack of flexibility of
action. A way to deal with this would be to use a corrective factor for each existing industrial facility in
2013 that has disproportional effects on the emissions of the Party in question. Eligibility to use such a
corrective factor would be based on agreed criteria.
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PAPER NO. 4B: ICELAND

Proposal for a Decision XX/CP.15
Submission of Iceland to the AWG-KP, 15 February 2009

The Conference of the Parties

Recalling its decision 1/CP.3, paragraph 5 (d) and its decision 14/CP.7 on Impact of single projects on
emissions in the commitment period,

Recognizing the importance of renewable energy in meeting the objective of the Convention,

1. Decides that, the provisions of decision 14/CP.7, adopted by the Conference of the Parties at its
seventh session, shall continue to apply for the second commitment period with the conditions detailed
therein.
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PAPER NO. 5: INDONESIA

Views on Consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by
Annex I Parties and of the allocation of the corresponding mitigation efforts

Jakarta, 15 February, 2009.

Submission on the Agenda Item 6 of AWG-KP: Analysis of mitigation potentials and
identification of ranges of emission reduction objectives of Annex 1 Parties

In Poznan, 1- 13 December 2008, the Ad-Hoc Working Group on Further Commitments for Annex I
Parties under the Kyoto Protocol (AWG-KP) invited parties to submit their views on the analysis of
mitigation potentials and identification of ranges of emission objectives of the Annex I Parties.

The Government of Indonesia hereby submits its views and suggestions to the AWG-KP.

ANNEX-I PARTIES COMMITMENT TO THE KYOTO PROTOCOL

The unequivocal impacts of climate change in the last decade show that unprecedented scale of global
efforts beyond political borders is urgently needed to prevent even more dangerous climate change
impacts.

Available and most updated scientific findings and recommendations, particularly the AR-4 of IPCC,
clearly illustrates the need to encapsulate the mitigation actions to a deeper level of emission reductions
globally in order to achieve a level of GHG concentration in the atmosphere that does not lead to more
severe and frequent climate extreme events that threaten global food and freshwater supplies as well as
the economic and social development.

It is important to underline that while recognizing the need of all parties to contribute to actions on
mitigation, as stipulated in the objectives of Convention and its Kyoto Protocol, in particular Article 4 of
the Kyoto Protocol, it is indisputable that Annex-I Countries shall take leadership in such actions - in
particular, bearing in mind, the needs for them to fulfill their commitments to the Kyoto Protocol in its
first and subsequent commitment periods.

As recognized by AWG-KP at the first part of its fourth session', IPCC AR4 report® indicates that
achieving the lowest levels as addressed in the report and its corresponding potential damage limitation
would require Annex [ Parties as a group to reduce emission in a range of 25-40 percent below 1990
levels by 2020, through means that may be available to these Parties to reach their emission targets.

Indonesia would like to recall that Parties to the Kyoto Protocol has agreed to follow up the consideration
of the scale of emission reduction to be achieved by annex I Parties in aggregate with the allocation of
the corresponding mitigation effort and agreement on their further commitments, including new
quantitative emission limitation or reduction commitments as well as the duration of the commitment
period(s)’. Therefore, further elaboration on how Annex I Parties could deliver this aggregate number --
whether individually or jointly - in consistent with Article 4 of the Kyoto Protocol be urgently addressed.

' FCCC/KP/AWG/2006/4, re-iterate in FCCC/KP/AWG/2007/4
% Contribution of WG III to IPCC AR 4, Technical Summary, pages 39 and 90.
3 agreed languages in FCCC/KP/AWG/2006/4
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GHG STABILIZATION LEVEL

Indonesia would also like to recall the importance of reaching a common understanding among parties on
the level of Greenhouse Gas (GHG) stabilizations to be used as the basis of the deliverance of these
mitigation actions.

The IPCC AR4 Report highlighted that the atmospheric CO, concentration by 2005 has reached the level
of 379 ppm while current level of total CO,-eq concentration of all types of GHG is approximately 455
ppm CO,-eq. The report also shows various scenarios of impacts in relation of the level of increments on
the global mean temperature. To this end, Indonesia believes that a stabilization level of 450 ppm by
2020 should be pursued as the basis in identifying the ranges of Annex-I Parties’ emission reduction
objectives.

Consequently, time constraint justifies the currently increasing needs for concrete mitigation actions by
Annex 1 countries. Therefore, while the first commitment period of Kyoto Protocol has yet to be fulfilled
by the Annex-I Countries, it is important to immediately start the negotiation on the subsequent
commitment period(s) of Kyoto Protocol in CMP 5 in Copenhagen at the end of 2009.

MITIGATION COMMITMENTS & ACTIONS: ISSUES AND EFFORTS

With a view to reaching subtantial results in Copenhagen, the following issues - in relation to the ‘what’
and ‘how’ the mitigation commitment and actions for Annex-I Parties in the subsequent commitment
period(s) would be - should be urgently addressed:

1. The level of medium term (by 2020) absolute emission reduction commitments in aggregate by
all developed countries;

2. Further elaboration on how Annex I Parties shall deliver the aggregate number — individually or
jointly — in accordance with Article 4 of the Kyoto Protocol. To this end, an agreement on how to
define the absolute emission reductions target for each of the Annex-I Parties shall be reached in
CMP 5 in Copenhagen;

3. The type of potential mitigation actions by Annex I Parties, including factors and indicators
underpinning them shall be defined. Such mitigation actions shall be measurable, reportable and
verifiable®, in the form of quantified emission limitation and reduction objective;

4. Such compliance system that would ensure the measurability, accountability and verifiability of
mitigation commitments and actions shall be delivered as a part of the agreement for the
subsequent commitment periods in CMP 5; and

5. The necessity for deployment, difussion and transfer of technology and its associated investment
and financial flows to support actions in non-Annex 1 countries in the framework of emission
trading.

ANALYTICAL WORKS UNDER AGENDA ITEM 6 OF AWG-KP

In regards to the analytical work be urgently addressed in this agenda item, the following “flow of
thoughts” shall be considered:

* In similar manner as agreed by Parties for work undertaken in Bali Action Plan
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1.
PROBLEM
STATEMENTS / OBJECTIVES

Available and most updated scientific findings and recommendations, particularly the
AR-4 of IPCC, clearly illustrated the need for encapsulate the mitigation actions to a
deeper level of emission reductions globally to achieve a level of GHG concentration in
the atmosphere that will not produce even more severe and frequent climate extreme
events that will threat global food and freshwater supplies as well as the economic and
social development. It is aligned with the objectives of Convention and its Kyoto
Protocol, in particular Article 4 of the Kyoto Protocol. While the first commitment
period of Kyoto Protocol has yet to be fulfilled by the Annex-I Countries, it is
important to highlight the urgency of an agreement of the subsequent commitment
periods in CMP 5 in Copenhagen.

2.
BASIC PRINCIPLES

e .. on the basis of equity and in accordance with their common but differentiated
responsibilities and respective capabilities, accordingly the developed country
Parties should take the lead in combating climate change and the adverse effects
thereof ..,

e .. the specific needs and special circumstances of developing countries ..,

e .. taking precautionary measures (lack of full scientific certainty should not be used

as a reason for postponing such measures) ..,

.. the right to promote sustainable development .., and

e .. sustainable economic growth and development ...

3.
STABILIZATION LEVELS.

Agreed level of GHG stabilization to identify the range of emissions reductions
required

4.
MID-TERM GOALS
(ANNEX-I PARTIES)

The level of medium term (by 2020) absolute emission reduction commitments in
aggregate by all developed countries

5.
ANNEX-T PARTIES
INDIVIDUAL TARGETS

Further elaboration on how Annex I Parties shall deliver the aggregate number —
individually or jointly — in accordance with Article 4 of the Kyoto Protocol. To this
end, an agreement on how to define the absolute emission reductions target for each of
the Annex-I Parties shall be reached in CMP 5 in Copenhagen

6.
MITIGATION COMMITMENT - ACTIONS

The type of potential mitigation actions by Annex I Parties, including factors and
indicators underpinning them shall be defined. Such mitigation actions shall be
measurable, reportable and verifiable, in the form of quantified emission limitation and

reduction objective I

III>

'~

i
MITIGATION COMMITMENTS & =
ACTIONS COMPLIANCE .

Such compliance system that would ensure the measurability, accountability and
verifiability of mitigation commitments and actions shall be delivered as a part of the
agreement for the subsequent commitment periods in CMP 5

4
8

LINKAGE TO EMISSIONS TRADING

The necessity for deployment, difussion and transfer of technology and its associated
investment and financial flows to support actions in non-Annex 1 countries in the
framework of emission trading
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PAPER NO. 6A: JAPAN

Japan’s submission for the AWG-KP on emissions from international
aviation and maritime transport

Japan hereby submits its views on emissions from international aviation and maritime transport in
accordance with document FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19, paragraph 12 of the AWG-KP in Poznan.

It is crucial to limit or reduce emissions from international aviation and maritime transport in light of

the ultimate objective of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.

Under Article 2, paragraph 2 of the Kyoto Protocol, the Parties included in Annex I shall pursue

limitation or reduction of emissions of greenhouse gases from aviation and marine bunker fuels,

working through the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) and the International

Maritime Organization (IMO), respectively. ICAO and IMO have been developing policies and

measures for limitation or reduction of emissions, including improvement of energy efficiency.

In considering policies and measures for limitation or reduction of emissions from international

aviation and maritime transport, following points should be taken into account:

» Emissions from international aviation and maritime transport occur not only within one
country, but also as the case as on or above the high seas and across national boundaries.
Therefore, it is necessary to newly establish common global rules to limit or reduce those
emissions.

» Airplanes and ships that are operated on the same route should be treated equally regardless of
their states of registration.

» International aviation and maritime transport involve various countries, including countries of
operators or cargo owners, origin/destination and registry of airplanes or ships. Measures to
limit or reduce emissions should be developed based on practices of international transport with
due consideration to the operations of aircrafts and ships and transport demands resulting from
the global economic growth.

Discussions on policies and measures for limitation or reduction of emissions of greenhouse gases

from international aviation and maritime transport require expertise and scientific information,

taking into account the points mentioned above. Therefore, ICAO and IMO should continue to lead
the discussions and the results of the discussions should be reported to the COP15. It should be
noted that at the Ministerial Conference on Global Environment and Energy in Transport held in

Japan in January 2009, transport ministers from major countries reaffirmed the importance of

expeditious discussions in both organizations.
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Views on the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in
aggregate and on the contribution of Annex I Parties to that scale of emission
reductions

1. How to identify the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in aggregate
(FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/8, paragraph 49 (a))

At the G8 Hokkaido Toyako Summit in July 2008, the G8 countries declared that they “seek to share
with all Parties to the UNFCCC the vision of, and together with them to consider and adopt in the
UNFCCC negotiations, the goal of achieving at least 50% reduction of global emissions by 2050.” In
order to achieve such a goal, global emissions need to peak out in the next 10 to 20 years.

To this end, first of all, it is necessary to grasp global mitigation potentials, including barriers to emission
reductions opportunities and abatement costs. As summarized in the technical paper by the secretariat of
the UNFCCC (FCCC/TP/2008/10), the IPCC has provided information on global mitigation potentials
and some IGOs and research institutes have also been conducting related studies.' With reference to
these studies, all Parties should share the vision on how to pave the way to reduce global emissions by
2050, including measures to realize a low-carbon society and promotion of development of innovative

technologies.

With a view to realizing a long-term goal and achieving peaking out in the next 10 to 20 years, it is
necessary for all Parties to take effective mitigation actions under an enlightened sense of solidarity,
while developed country Parties will lead the global efforts for emission reductions by fulfilling the
significant reductions. It is not appropriate to consider the scale of emission reductions of Annex I Parties
only at the AWG-KP for current Annex I Parties since not all the Parties to the UNFCCC are the Parties
of the Kyoto Protocol and circumstances have changed from the time of adoption of the Kyoto Protocol.
The quantified emission limitation and reduction objectives (QERLOs) should be set inclusive of wide
range of developed countries’, in line with the Bali Action Plan. Furthermore, as mitigation potentials
should be assessed globally, the information on mitigation potentials of developed country Parties is not
sufficient. Contribution of developed country Parties in aggregate should be identified in conjunction
with contribution by developing country Parties, especially mitigation actions by major developing
countries (please refer to Japan’s submission for AWG-LCA submitted on 6 February, 2009). For these
reasons, this examination of identification needs to be conducted also in the

! Cautious approaches are needed when comparing the results of different models as indicated in the technical paper.
Each of the models is based on different assumptions such as GDP growth rates, oil prices and different sets of
technologies.

? Developed country Parties, including (i) OECD member countries, (ii) countries that are not OECD members but
whose economic development stages are equivalent to those of the OECD members, and (iii) countries which
voluntarily wish to be treated as developed countries, should ensure that their GHG emissions from 2013 to
20XX do not exceed their respective assigned amount (please refer to Japan’s submission for AWG-LCA submitted
on 6 February, 2009).
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AWG-LCA where commitments of developed country Parties and actions by developing country Parties
are discussed in a comprehensive manner.

2. Contribution of developed country Parties: how to ensure comparability of efforts among
developed country Parties (FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/8, paragraph 49 (b). Paragraph 49 (¢) (iii) is also
relevant)

Comparability of efforts is a key for determining each country’s commitment taking into account
different national circumstances. In addition, as comparability of efforts among developed countries is
being discussed in the AWG-LCA, discussions taking place both in the AWG-KP and in the AWG-LCA
should proceed comprehensively and in a consistent manner.

In order to ensure comparability of efforts among developed country Parties, Japan proposes to use
sector-specific analysis on mitigation potentials. Sectoral approaches are useful tools for exploring
ambitious and feasible national emission reduction commitments for developed country Parties. They
enable each developed country Party to aggregate sectoral reduction potentials based on projected
amounts of activity.

A commitment of each developed country Party should be set in a manner which ensures comparability
for each country, based on analysis on mitigation potentials with indicators such as sectoral energy
efficiency and GHG intensity, with due consideration to the marginal abatement costs and total
abatement costs as percentage of GDP. In considering commitments which ensure comparability,
adequacy should be evaluated with regard to domestic mitigation efforts by developed country Parties
separately from mitigation by utilizing flexibility mechanisms. Model analyses using marginal abatement
costs will provide images of mitigation potentials in a specific sector of each country, while comparing
the studies in other countries (see FCCC/AWGLCA/2008/MISC.5/Add.2 (Part II)).

Even in the case of the joint fulfillment of commitments of developed country Parties, comparability
among them should be ensured. An entire target of countries which have reached an agreement to fulfill
its commitment jointly should be set by summing up emission reduction commitments of each country.

3. How QELROs could be expressed (FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/8, paragraph 49 (c) (ii))

Japan is of the opinion that a quantified national emission reduction commitment of each developed
country Party should be in the form of the total volume of its GHG emissions. In addition, reduction rates
from plural base years, including the latest year for which data are available, can help understand each
Party’s mitigation efforts in an equitable way. Reduction rates from a single base year do not reflect the
past efforts before the base year.
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[Way of indicating the commitments by developed country Parties]

Party Quantified emission | Reduction Reduction Reduction Reduction
limitation and rates from rates from rates from rates from
reduction 1990 2000 2005 2007
commitment (%) (%) (%) (%)
(Gg-CO2e)
A XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX
B XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX

* Reduction rates from the base years mentioned above are illustrative and non-exhaustive.

Each developed country Party should achieve the above-mentioned commitment in principle through
domestic measures. However, the use of flexibility mechanisms should be allowed as a supplementary
measure. Also, LULUCF should be included as part of the national commitment in a proper way,
ensuring the continuity and consistency with the rules under the first commitment period.

In addition, each developed country Party should incorporate complementary sectoral information
including sectoral indicators in its annual inventory.

4. Summary

Firstly, in order to achieve a global long-term goal, it is necessary to assess global mitigation potentials,
taking into account emission reduction opportunities and mitigation costs. From this point of view, it is

not appropriate to consider merely the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in
the AWG-KP. This examination should be done in the AWG-LCA simultaneously.

In addition, comparability of efforts among all developed country Parties should be ensured with
indicators such as GHG/energy intensity, marginal abatement costs and total abatement costs as
percentage of GDP.

Japan, jointly with the EC and Poland, will hold an international workshop on mitigation potentials,
comparability of efforts and sectoral approaches on 23-25" March before the AWGs in Bonn and it is
expected to discuss mitigation potentials and indicators for ensuring comparability of efforts among
developed country Parties.

Japan is of the opinion that a quantified national emission reduction commitment of each developed
country Party should be indicated as the total volume of its GHG emissions, along with reduction rates
from plural base years to understand each Party’s mitigation efforts in a more appropriate way.
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PAPER NO. 7: NEW ZEALAND

AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON FURTHER COMMITMENTS FOR ANNEX I PARTIES
UNDER THE KYOTO PROTOCOL

NEW ZEALAND SUBMISSION
11 March 2009

1. The Ad Hoc Working Group on Further Commitments for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol
(AWG-KP) invited Parties to submit to the secretariat, by 15 February 2009, their views on matters
relating to: the consideration of the scale of emissions reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties
in aggregate; the contribution of Annex I Parties, individually or jointly to the scale of emissions
reductions; and other issues arising from the implementation of the work programme, for
compilation by the secretariat into a miscellaneous document for consideration by the AWG-KP at
its seventh session.

2. New Zealand welcomes the opportunity to submit information on these issues, and notes that
information contained within this submission is supplementary to our previous submissions to the
AWG-KP in 2007 and 2008.

Summary of key points

3. New Zealand is prepared to take on its fair share of future commitments to address climate change,
in the context of a global agreement that has comparable effort from all developed countries and
nationally appropriate mitigation action from developing countries. A long term global goal for
emission reductions will be important to guide the international community’s mitigation efforts.

4. Consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in aggregate
needs to be informed by both a top-down assessment of the global reductions required, and a
bottom-up analysis of individual Parties national circumstances. Within this submission, New
Zealand proposes a conceptual framework that could be used to assess comparable effort among
Annex 1 Parties. This proposal will enable a transparent and equitable consideration of the
mitigation efforts by Annex [ Parties, given each Party’s national circumstances. New Zealand is
planning to present the framework and discuss its possible application at the pre-sessional workshop
in Bonn.

5. The concept of “rules before commitments” remains an important issue for New Zealand. The
AWG-KP has not completed its work on the means available to Annex I Parties to reach their
emission reduction targets, nor on methodological issues. This is of particular relevance for New
Zealand, where the estimation and accounting of a large portion of our emissions and removals, and
mitigation technologies, are subject to improvements and changes to the future rules.

Scale of emissions reductions informed by climate science
6. Consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties needs to be

informed by both a top-down assessment of the global reductions required to avoid dangerous
climate change, and a bottom-up analysis of individual Parties’ national circumstances.



10.

-36 -

New Zealand considers that scientific assessments of climate change, such as those done by the
IPCC, should inform consideration of the emissions reductions required to be achieved globally.
This ‘top-down’ approach ensures environmental integrity and the effectiveness of mitigation
efforts. Global emissions budgets provide a useful way of representing how much global mitigation
is required, for any given level of warming/atmospheric stabilisation concentration.

Scientific assessments would inform Parties as they develop positions and ultimately agree on:

a. The “optimal” or “safe” atmospheric stabilisation concentration of greenhouse gases in the
atmosphere in accordance with the Objective of the Framework Convention under Article 2,
taking into account the latest available science, including the findings of the IPCC's Fourth
Assessment Report (Working Group 1) and subsequent work.

b. The associated long term global goal for emissions reductions and related global carbon
budgets that are required to meet this stabilisation goal. These discussions need to be held in
both the AWG-KP and the AWG-LCA.

c. A global emissions budget post-2012 required to achieve a stabilisation target agreed by all
Parties.

To ensure an equitable and effective approach to share the post-2012 global emissions budget,
emissions reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties need to be agreed in conjunction with a
comparable mitigation effort from other countries in a position to do so, and nationally appropriate
mitigation actions from developing countries. A broader effort is required than at present as
mitigation commitments under the Kyoto Protocol currently apply to less than 30 percent, and a
rapidly declining share, of global emissions.

The IPCC has provided some insights into the mitigation effort required in the medium term (AR4,
Box 13.7). However, New Zealand would welcome further discussion on the efforts required
immediately following the end of the first commitment period as well as greater transparency on the
assumptions underpinning the analysis which differentiated the proposed reductions of Annex I and
non Annex I Parties.

Framework for assessing comparable mitigation effort

11.

12.

13.

To assist with the process of determining what represents a fair mitigation target for individual
Annex I Parties, New Zealand considers that it would be useful to develop a conceptual framework
which could be used to assess whether each target would result in an fair level of effort, given each
Party’s national circumstances. The approach used within the conceptual framework and any model
on which it was based would need to be both coherent and transparent, and underpinned by the
principles of the UNFCCC, which states in Article 3.1 that Parties should protect the climate on the
basis of equity and in accordance with their common but differentiated responsibilities and
respective capabilities.

To ensure mitigation action is taken on the basis of equity any approach to assess comparability
must take into account the economic costs a country faces in meeting a target. The costs that a
country would face in meeting a target are a function of:

a. baseline, or ‘business-as-usual’, emission projections

b. the mitigation potential within the economy

The baseline emission projections of each Annex 1 Party over a commitment period are an
important factor to consider, as it enables the different national circumstances of countries, in terms
of the population and economic growth, to be taken into account. A country that it is predicted to



14.

15.

16.

17.
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have high population growth, for example, would therefore receive a less stringent target, all else
being equal, than a country that is predicted to have low population growth as otherwise there would
be a significant divergence of per capita effort.

A country’s mitigation potential is the aggregate of the mitigation potentials of each of its sectors.
Sectoral mitigation potential can be defined as the amount of abatement possible for a given carbon
price, represented by marginal abatement cost curves. Countries with lower costs of abatement in
certain sectors have higher mitigation potential in those sectors and can therefore afford to have a
more stringent target, and vice-versa. The higher the costs of abatement, the less the mitigation
potential, and the more difficult it is to meet any given target. Taking into consideration domestic
mitigation potential when setting individual country targets shares the costs of the mitigation effort
relative to the opportunities for mitigation that exist in each country. It also avoids penalising
countries who have more carbon efficient economic production (as the more carbon efficient a
country is the less potential they have to reduce emissions), thereby providing an incentive for
countries to continually strive to improve their carbon efficiency.

A model based on this framework could therefore use a set of emission projections and abatement
cost estimates for each Annex 1 Party, to quantify the relative impact on GDP that each country
would face in meeting certain targets. To improve results, New Zealand would encourage the
sharing of information on these emission projections and abatement cost estimates between Parties
and international institutions. While information from models is useful, to enhance the transparency
of a model New Zealand would suggest using specific indicators that could be aggregated in a way
that would result in a proxy baseline based on the relative efficiencies of each sector, and abatement
cost estimates.

While an economic approach to assess comparability is necessary so that each country faces their
fair share of the costs of reducing global emissions, New Zealand recognises that principles of
responsibility and capability also need to be considered when determining whether a specific target
is fair. Specific indicators which capture these principles will therefore be integrated within the
support tool.

Given the potentially large differences in baseline projections and mitigation potential and other
relevant criteria of Parties, it is to be expected that there will be a large spread in the emission
reduction targets, and greater than the spread of targets allocated of Annex I Parties in the first
commitment period.

Rules before commitments

18.

19.

The concept of “rules before commitments” remains an important issue for New Zealand in the
AWG-KP. The AWG-KP has not completed its work on the means available to Annex I Parties to
reach their emission reduction targets, nor on methodological issues. This is of particular relevance
for New Zealand, where the estimation and accounting of a large portion of our emissions and
removals, and mitigation technologies, are subject to improvements and changes to the future rules.

The contribution of individual Annex I Parties must be decided after the rules are determined,
including the following rules:
a. The definitions, modalities, rules and guidelines for the treatment of land use, land-use change
and forestry (LULUCF) in the second commitment period;
b. The coverage of greenhouse gases sectors and source categories (including the treatment of
international bunker fuels); and
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c. The metrics used to calculate the carbon dioxide equivalence of anthropogenic emissions by
sources and removals by sinks; and
d. The rules surrounding the design and use of the flexibility mechanisms.

20. Finally, building support domestically for future emission reductions by Parties will be less difficult
if the full potential of emission reduction opportunities that exist globally is made available.
Unnecessarily increasing the costs of meeting any given target would reduce the international
community’s level of ambition. Improving the rules for the second commitment period in ways that
maximise these opportunities will be of benefit to all Parties, and be consistent with Article 3 of the
Convention — that policies and measures to deal with climate change should be cost-effective so as
to ensure global benefits at the lowest possible cost.
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AWG-KP - Submission by Norway

Norway welcomes the opportunity to provide further views on issues under the AWG KP in line
with the work programme for 2009. In this respect, we would also like to refer to our earlier
submission of 15 September 2008 on mitigation potentials and identification of ranges of emission
reduction objectives of Annex I Parties

We would underline that the work under AWG KP in relation to these issues needs to be closely
coordinated and proceed in coherence with the work under AWG LCA.

Aggregate scale of emission reductions

3.

Establishing a long term emission goal should be the starting point in distribution among Parties of
commitments to limit and reduce GHG emissions. A long term emission goal should aim at limiting
the increase in global average temperature to no more than two degrees Celsius above pre-industrial
level. To achieve such a two degree target maximum global emissions for upcoming fixed periods of
time should be determined and periodically reviewed and updated to maintain a necessary
atmospheric concentration target. Global emissions have to be reduced by 50-85 percent from 2000
to 2050, most likely as much as 85 percent. Such a top down approach, or in other words a climate
first strategy, is important to ensure that global efforts are in line with what science tells us is
necessary in order to avoid dangerous climate change.

According to the IPCC, Annex I countries have to cut emissions by 25-40 percent already in 2020
compared to 1990 to achieve a two degree goal. Additionally, the Annex I countries need to reduce
their emissions by 80-95 percent in 2050 compared to 1990. With reference to discussions under
AWG LCA, it is however our view that binding emission reduction commitments under a future
agreement should not be limited to current Annex I Parties. In our opinion, at least all OECD
member countries should also take on quantified emission reduction commitments.

In addition to ambitious targets by Annex I countries, emissions in developing countries have to
deviate substantially from business as usual to achieve a two degree goal. Studies based on the
scenarios by [IPCC AR4 show that non-Annex I countries collectively need to limit the growth of
their total emissions through mitigation action to 15-30 percent below business as usual in 2020.
These estimates do not include emission reductions in developing countries that result in carbon
credits that are used to offset developed country emissions.

Comparable efforts

6.

In the AWG KP conclusions in Poznan, Parties took note of pledges for emission reduction targets
made by some Parties and further invited others in the position to do so to submit their emission
reduction targets.

In the context of an ambitious global agreement, Norway intends to cut global emissions equivalent
to 100 percent of its own greenhouse gases emissions, becoming a carbon neutral nation within
2030. Consistent with an Annex I reduction target of 25-40 percent below 1990 level, Norway will
by 2020 undertake to reduce global greenhouse gas emissions by the equivalent of 30 percent of its
own 1990 emissions. An aim is that about 2/3 of emission reductions in 2020 will be cuts in
domestic emissions bringing Norway on the path to become a low carbon society.

Through the use of the market based mechanisms available to Annex I Parties as means to reach
their emission reduction objectives, the aim should be to establish a global price of CO2 which meet
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a two degree goal. In order to enhance coherency and transparency in the considerations of pledges
by Annex I countries, it would be helpful for the discussions if Parties in presenting information on
their targets include their domestic reduction projections, marginal costs for their mitigation actions
and how these relate to a necessary high global price on carbon.

Developed countries have to take the lead in combating climate change and should therefore take on
more stringent reduction targets than domestic reduction projections. Since more stringent targets
imply that emission reductions other than domestic reductions are supported financially, discussions
on setting Parties targets have to be considered in coherence with more general negotiations on
obligations for financial support for mitigation. This includes discussions on expanding the scope of
the flexible mechanisms and potential financial support for mitigation actions that eventually are not
part of an offsetting mechanism.

Other issues

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

The year 1990 should be used as a historical base year when determining the total quantity of
emission allowances that are to be allocated to Annex I Parties in line with a two degree goal. The
total effort in 2020 should therefore amount to between 25-40 percent below 1990 level. Regarding
individual Party QUELROs, we believe that 1990 would be preferable when expressing the targets
of individual countries, but there may be a need for a more recent base year for new GHGs, if
included (ref. paragraph 13). A change in the base year to a more recent year could suggest that
countries with growing emissions would need to take a more stringent commitment. For instance,
for Norway, a shift of base year from 1990 to 2006 would imply a change in emission reduction in
2020 from 30 percent to 35 percent.

There should be no gap between the first and subsequent commitment periods. The second
commitment period should therefore start in 2013. The length of future commitment periods should
be guided by the need for predictable long term targets and the need to ensure compliance.
Commitment period targets need to be determined in light of the long term global goal. Emissions
for upcoming fixed periods of time should be determined and periodically reviewed and updated to
maintain a necessary atmospheric concentration target to avoid dangerous climate change.
Assessments of Parties’ compliance with commitments should be done on a rather frequent basis
and at least every five years.

We believe the existing guidelines under the Kyoto Protocol with regard to estimating, reporting and
verifying emissions have proven to function well. These guidelines should therefore be the basis
also for a second commitment period. However, some modifications may be needed in order to
reflect changes in accounting rules that may be decided.

Furthermore, Norway supports in general the inclusion of new greenhouse gases not covered by the
Montreal Protocol, where methodology for estimation and global warming potentials (GWPs) are
provided by the IPCC (AR4 and 2006 IPCC guidelines). This includes fluorinated gases like
nitrogen trifluoride (NF;) and halogenated ethers. Most of these gases have high GWPs. Although
the emissions so far have been small, there is a risk that they will increase significantly in the future.
For example, the use of NFj; in flat screen TVs is growing rapidly, likewise the use of these gases as
substitutes for HFCs. We therefore believe that they should be included in the next commitment
periods.

We also support an updating of the GWP values according to the new numbers included in the IPCC
AR4. We understand that methodological issues in this regard are going to be discussed at the next
AWG KP meeting in Bonn.
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Consideration of the scale of emission reduction to be achieved by Annex I
parties and the allocation of the corresponding mitigation effort (AWG-KP)

February 15, 2009

Saudi Arabia welcomes the opportunity to submit its views on the Consideration of the scale of emission
reduction to be achieved by Annex I parties and the allocation of the corresponding mitigation effort
(AWG-KP) by 15 February, 2009 as included in the following documents:

1. FCCC/KP/AWG/2007/5, paragraph 23(b)
2. FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19, paragraph 6(a)

Recalling that the AWG-KP agreed to maintain a coherent approach between the Convention and the
Kyoto Protocol, Saudi Arabia sees that the provisions and objectives of the Convention provide a natural
guidance in relation to the post-Kyoto commitments of Annex I Parties. Based on this, Saudi Arabia
views the following elements as critical:

o The scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I parties should be linked to the
convention ultimate objective stated in Article 2 as to achieve the stabilization of greenhouse gas
concentrations in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent dangerous anthropogenic
interference with the climate system.

e The ultimate time frame for achieving stabilization should allow ecosystems to adapt naturally to
climate change, ensure that food production is not threatened and enable economic development
to proceed in a sustainable manner.

o Parties shall adhere to the convention principles when considering the scale of emission
reduction and its allocation for Annex I parties, including the promotion of sustainable
development and the full consideration of the impacts on developing country parties.

e Mitigation potentials in Annex I parties taking into consideration efficiency, cost effectiveness,
state of technologies, and available policy and measures along with their overall environmental,
economic, and social consequences.
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Issues arising from the implementation of work program (AWG-KP)

In addition to its specific submissions on them, Saudi Arabia welcomes the opportunity to make the
following general submission of its views on the Issues arising from the implementation of the AWG-KP
work program by 15 February, 2009 as requested in the document:

FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19, paragraph 12

Agreed to maintain a coherent approach between the Convention and the Kyoto Protocol, AWG-KP
should be guided in all issues arising in the implementation of its work program by the principles and
provisions of the Convention and the Protocol, particularly those with respect to developing country
parties.

The further emissions reduction commitments for Annex I parties as well as the policies and measures to
achieve them should pay attention to efficiency, cost effectiveness, state of technologies, and take full
consideration of their potential environmental, economic and social consequences, including spillover
effects, on developing country parties.

There is a need for an improved focus on enhancing compliance.
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PAPER NO. 10: SWITZERLAND

Consideration of the scale of emission reductions to be achieved by

Annex I Parties and of the allocation of the corresponding mitigation effort

and other issues related to the implementation of the work programme
of the AWG-KP

Iterative nature of the work programme of the AWG-KP

1.

Switzerland welcomes the opportunity to present information and views on the scale of emission
reductions by Annex I, the allocation of the corresponding mitigation efforts and other issues related
to the implementation of the work programme of the AWG-KP.

We recall the iterative nature of the work of the AWG-KP, and take note that in 2009 the work of the
AWG will focus on agreeing on further commitments for Annex I Parties under the Kyoto Protocol
in view to adopting QELROS at the CMP 5.

Annex I aggregated objective

3.

We support the conclusions of the AWG-KP on the usefulness of the ranges referred to in the Fourth
Assessment Report (AR4) of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). The AR4
indicates that achieving the lowest stabilization level assessed by the IPCC to date and its
corresponding potential damage limitation would require Annex I Parties as a group to reduce
emissions in a range of 25—40 % below 1990 levels by 2020, through means that may be available to
Annex [ Parties to reach the emission reduction targets.

We emphasize that the efforts done by Annex I Parties alone will not be sufficient to achieving the
ultimate objective of the Convention as stated in its Article 2. In fact, the emissions from Annex I
Parties represent currently, according to the AR4, less than half of global emissions. Therefore, the
work of the AWG-KP cannot be seen in isolation from other ongoing work under the Convention.

Objective of this submission

5.

This submission provides information on the national consultation process that the Swiss
Government has launched in order to determine the elements of the national climate policy for the
period after 2012. The information elements contained in this submission are however not to be
considered a formal announcement of a greenhouse gas emission reduction objective under the Kyoto
Protocol for the second commitment period.
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National circumstances

6.

Switzerland is facing major challenges for further reducing its greenhouse gas emissions, because of

the following reasons:

1) due to the structure of its economy — essentially based on the service sector — the per
capita and per GDP emissions of Switzerland are already amongst the lowest among
OECD countries (less than half of OECD average); therefore, the cost of incremental

domestic abatement measures is in general higher than the cost of measures abroad

ii) Switzerland’s electricity generation is currently practically carbon-free, which reduces
the country’s remaining mitigation potential. Switzerland may however abandon its
quasi-CO2-free electricity generation, if it were to cover a looming electricity supply gap

by gas-fired power.

National consultation procedure

7.

9.

In December 2008, the Swiss Federal Council (Government) launched a national consultation on the
elements of the future Swiss climate policy. Switzerland is firmly committed to continue reducing its
greenhouse gas emissions after 2012, to initiate coordinated adaptation measures, to foster less
emitting technologies while ensuring the financing of its climate policy. The consultation procedure
will last till March 2009 whereafter the Swiss Federal Council will make a final proposal to the

Parliament.

Notwithstanding the abovementioned challenging national circumstances, the Swiss government is
proposing several measures in order to reduce domestic emissions significantly. By implementing
targeted measures, domestic emission reductions are to be accelerated and potentials tapped, which
are currently not exploited due to market failures (e.g. in transportation and retrofitting of buildings).

The Swiss Federal Council proposes two options for public consultation':

Option 1: expand and increase the CO2-tax to curb fossil energy consumption sufficiently to
achieve a 20 % reduction of greenhouse gas emissions - mainly in Switzerland - by 2020
compared to 1990. If other developed countries commit themselves to comparable emissions
reduction efforts and developing countries take appropriate mitigation actions, Switzerland is
prepared to consider a 30 % reduction target within the framework of a comprehensive
international agreement.

Option 2: introduce a comparably lower CO2-tax dedicated to financing emission reductions
abroad. Within this option the Government proposes a greenhouse gas emission reduction
objective up to 50 % by 2020 compared to 1990 provided a sustainable international climate
regime is achieved and the cost of acquiring international certificates does not exceed a certain
limit. This limit would take into account a high increase of future emission certificate prices and
is not expected to be reached. The target has to be considered as an overall target, whereby a
substantial part of the objective will be achieved through emission reduction efforts abroad. The
overall target could be considered as a first intermediate step towards Switzerland’s climate
neutrality envisaged after 2030.

1

Further information is available on:
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/dokumentation/medieninformation/00962/index.html?lang=fr&msg-id=23658
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10. The above-mentioned options both envisage further domestic measures in view to foster the Swiss
climate policy and contribute to a sound global climate regime. These are amongst others:
- Continuation and enhancement of the domestic emissions trading scheme
- Accounting for LULUCEF activities
- Building renovation programme
- Further technical regulations on GHG emissions and energy efficiency

11. The achievement of the objective of both options requires taking into account LULUCF activities
and access to the international carbon market.

Means to allocate the efforts

12. Concerning the means of allocating the efforts among Annex I Parties, Switzerland considers that a
number of principles and approaches may be useful. Comparability of efforts among Annex I Parties
as agreed in the Bali Action Plan should be ensured. It may take into account GDP and emissions
levels per capita and other levelized emissions indicators of these Parties and should result in a fair
share of the burden among Annex I Parties.

Other issues

13. For the other issues arising from the implementation of the work programme of the AWG-KP, with
due attention to improving the environmental integrity of the Kyoto Protocol, our views are as
follows:

e The second commitment period should be from 2013 till 2020.

e The quantified emission limitation and reduction objectives should be expressed as in the first
commitment period.

e The revised GWP from the AR4 should be used in the second commitment period.

e Concerning analysis of efforts and achievements to date, Switzerland has implemented early
domestic sectoral climate action, as stated in the national communications and in the progress
report according to article 3.2 of the Kyoto Protocol submitted by Switzerland.
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PAPER NO. 11: UKRAINE
Item 5 (b) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

Bomnpocs! 1o onpeneneHnio KOMMYeCTBEHHbBIX TIOKa3aTeell COKpaIleHus! BHIOPOCOB
MApHUKOBBIX TA30B B CTPaHaX C MEPEXOAHON IKOHOMUKOI He00X0oauMo pemats 1uddepeHIpoBaHo, Ha
OCHOBE TITyOOKOT0 aHAIM3a HAIMOHATBHBIX 00CTOSTENECTB C YI€TOM MHOTHX (PAaKTOPOB.

Curyanuto, KoTopas cioxunach B Ykpaune nocie nesuarerpanun CCCP, mo cBonm
MacmTabamM MOKHO CpaBHUTh C TEXHOT€HHOU KatacTpodoii. B HacnencTBo YkpauHe mocranuch KpaitHe
HecOaJlaHCUPOBaHHAs YHEPT€THKA, POMBIIIIIEHHOCTh, CEJIbCKOE X03AHCTBO M SKOHOMHMKA B 1IEJIOM. 3a 5
net (1990-1995 rr.) BBII causmics 6onee dyem B 1Ba paza. C 1990 r. HaceneHne CTpaHbl COKPATHIOCH Ha
11%.

Ha ceromusmawmii nens ypoens BBII Ha mymry HaceneHus B YKpanHe IpUOIM3UTENHHO B 12
pa3 Huxe, yeM B cpegHeM B cTpanax [Ipunoxenus I PKIIK OOH, u Hmke, yeM B HEKOTOPBIX
Pa3sBUBAIOIIUXCS CTpaHaX. M maxke HECMOTPS Ha €ro BBICOKYIO YIIEPOIOEMKOCTh, BHIOPOCHI
MIAPHUKOBBIX I'a30B HA AYIIy HACEJCHUS B YKpauHE B IIOJITOPA pa3a HUXKE, UeM B CPEJHEM IO CTpaHaM
[punoxenns [ PKMK OOH. [{ns camkenus yraepogoémkocta BBIT Heo6xoanMo nmpoBecTr KOPEHHYIO
PECTPYKTYPHU3ALHUIO POMBILIUIEHHOCTH, MACIITAOHYIO MOJIEPHHU3ALMIO SHEPT€THUKH, TPOMBIIIIICHHOCTH,
CEJIbCKOT'0 XO034HCTBA U JIp., YTO TpeOyeT 3HAUNTEIbHBIX BPEMEHHBIX 1 (DHHAHCOBBIX PECYPCOB.

Crnenyer Takke OTMETUTB, uTo cTpaHsl [Ipunoxkenus | PKUK OOH B nepuog 1990-2006 rr.
nocturiy uenu Pamounoit konsenunun OOH 006 n3MeHeHnH KiimMarta 1 He IPEBBICHIN YPOBHS 0a30BOTO
rojia JHIIb 3a CYET CTPAH C MEPEXOAHON SKOHOMHUKOM. BBIOPOCH MapHUKOBHIX ra30B B YKpPauHE 3a 3TOT
nepuof noutd Ha 7 mapd. T CO2 —3KBUBaJIEHTa HUXKE, YEM IIPH YCIOBUHU CTAOMIM3ALMH €XKETOTHBIX
BBEIOPOCOB TAPHUKOBBIX Ta30B Ha ypoBHE 1990 r. B 10 3x€ Bpemsi, BEIOPOCHI ITAPHUKOBBIX TA30B B
ABcrpanuu, SAnonun, Ucnannu 6simu BeITe mpubam3uTensHo HA 1 mpa. T CO2 —skBuBanenTa, Typrun
— 1,3 mapa. T CO2 —skBuBanenta, B Kanage — 1,4 mupa. T CO2 —sksuBanenta, CIIIA — 9.4 mapa. T CO2 —
HKBUBAJICHTA.

VYuuThIBas HEOOXOANMOCTH BOCCTAHOBJICHHSI 3KOHOMUKHU M HAPOJIOHACENICHHS, a TAKXKe
o0ecriedeHns1 yCTOMUMBOrO Pa3BUTHS B CTpaHe, OIIpeesieHHE KOJMUYECTBEHHBIX IOKa3aTenen
COKpallleH!sI BEIOPOCOB MAPHUKOBBIX ra30B B YKPanHe Ha CPEIHECPOUHYIO U JOITOCPOUHYIO
MEPCHEKTUBY HEOOXOANMO MIPOBOJAUTE HA OCHOBE HAIIMOHAJBHBIX IPOTPAMM Pa3BUTHS 3KOHOMUKHU.
[ocneaanii MaKpOIKOHOMHUYECKUH MPOTHO3 IPUBEAEH B DHEPTreTHIECKON CTpaTeTuu Y KpanHbI Ha
nieproA 1o 2030 r. B véM npenycmotpen poct BBII qo 2020 r. B 1,7-2,6 pa3 mo cpaBuenwuro ¢ 2005 r. (1o
ONTUMHUCTHYECKOMY, 0a30BOMY M IIECCUMUCTUYECKOMY CLIEHApUsIM). Y KpanHa AEMOHCTPUPYET CBOIO
00€CIIOKOEHHOCTh YTIyOJIeHHEM IT100aIbHOTO H3MEHEHHUS KIMMaTa U TOTOBHOCTh CHU3UTh
yrnepogoémkocts BBII no 2020 r. Ha 30% cpaBHuTensHo ¢ 2005 . 1 COOTBETCTBEHHO BABOE I10
CpaBHEHHIO ¢ 6a30BBIM roioM. [Ipu 3TOM BEIOPOCH! MTAPHUKOBHIX Ta30B B YKpanHe B 2020 r. MoryT
noctudb 85% o1 6a30Boro roaa (Mo ONTHUMUCTUYECKOMY CLIEHAPHUIO PAa3BUTHSA).

Oco3HaBast Ype3BbIYAHYI0 BaXKHOCTH MPOOJIEMbI aHTPOIIOT€HHOTO BIMSHUS HA U3MEHEHHUE
KJIMMaTa, Y KpanHa roToBa B3sTh Ha ce0s 0053aTeIbCTBAa COKPATUTh BHIOPOCHI MAPHUKOBBIX Ta30B Ha 20%
k 2020 r. u Ha 50% x 2050 r. Hanoxxenue Ha YkpanHy Oosee XECTKUX 00s13aTeIbCTB ACTaeT
HEBO3MOXXHBIM HE TOJIBKO POCT SKOHOMHUKH C LIENbIO JOCTHKEHHUS MUPOBBIX NoKa3ateneil yposas BBII
Ha JIyLIly HaceJEHUs], HO U €€ BOCCTAHOBIICHHE, a TAK)KE BOCCTAHOBJIICHHE HAPOJOHACEICHHUS Y KPauHBI.
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Item 5 (c) (i) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19
JnmurenpHOCTH Iepuoaa oos3aTenbeTs — § net (2013-2020 rr.).

Item 5 (c) (i1)) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

Br10pocs! mapHUKOBBIX Ta30B BbIpaxaroTcs B TOHHaxX CO,-3KBHUBaJICHTA.

bazoBblii ron —0e3 N3MEHEHHH.

[TepecueT 6a30BOTO ro/a Mo pe3yIbTaTaM eXXeroIHoi nHBeHTapu3anuu nofgadn 2012 r. 3a 2010 r. ms
yueTa U3MEHEHHUI METO0IOT Y, BKIFOUEHHUS] HOBBIX KaTETOPUil HCTOYHUKOB BEIOPOCOB, BO3MOXKHOTO
pacLIMpeHys CIIUCKa NapHUKOBBIX ra30B U T.1.

Item 5 (c) (viii)) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

CrpaHbl-y4aCTHUKH JOJKHBI IPUIIOKUTH BCE YCHIIHS U1l IPUHSTUS HOBOT'O TJI00aJIbHOTO COTJIAIICHUS
10 U3MEHEHUI0 KnuMaTa B KoneHrarene, KoTopoe craHeT npaBornpeeMHiIKoM Kuorckoro nporokona. B
Ccllyuae, eclid pa3padoTKa U COIIacoBaHUE TEKCTa HOBOT'O COTJIAlIeHUs HOTpedyeT Ooblie BpeMEHH,
CTOpOHBI AOKHBI BOCIOJIB30BAaTHCSl HOpMOi myHKTa 9 ctath 3 Kuorckoro nporokosna: CTOpOHBI
IIpunoxenusa B npennararot nonpasku K [Ipunoxenuto B B yaCcTH CBOMX KOJTHMYECTBEHHBIX
00s13aTensCTB, cienyromas (oo BHeodepenHas) Kondepenmnust CTOpoH X IpUHUMAET MTPH HATHIUU
MUCBMEHHOTO cornacus CTOpoH npunoxeHus B.

Item 5 (c) (x) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

CeKTopHLIﬁ oAXOJA NPUMEHACTCA KaK JOIMMOJHUTEIbHAaA ME€pa, HE OTMEHAIOIIaA 00s13aTeNbCTBA CTOpOH,
a JIMIOb IoMoraromast 6H3H60y CHMXKAThb BLI6POCBI Han0oJee SKOHOMHYHBIM 06pa30M. d)opMa " CTCIICHBb
€ro MpUMEHUA OJOJIKHBI ONIPEACTIATHCA Ha].[PIOHaJ'IBHOﬁ MTOJINTUKOM CTOpOHLI C YYE€TOM IIPUOPUTETOB €€
pa3BUTH.
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[TRANSLATION AS SUBMITTED]
Item 5 (b) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

Issues on assigning Quantified Emission Limitation and Reduction Obligations to the countries
with economy in transition should be solved in a differentiated manner on the basis of in-depth analysis
of national circumstances, taking into consideration many factors.

The situation which occurred in Ukraine after disintegration of the USSR by its scale can be
compared with man-caused catastrophe. Ukraine inherited very much unbalanced energy, industry,
agriculture and economy as a whole. During 5 years (1990-1995 rr.) GDP reduced more than twice.
Since 1990 the population of the country has decreased by 11%.

At present the GDP per capita in Ukraine is approximately 12 times lower than average level in
the UNFCCC Annex I countries, and lower than in some developing countries. Even regardless its high
carbon intensity, the emissions of greenhouse gases per capita in Ukraine are 1,5 times lower than
average value in the UNFCCC Annex I countries. To reduce carbon intensity of GDP there should be
done fundamental restructuring of industry, large scale modernization of energy, industry, agriculture etc.
which requires substantial time and financial resources.

It should also be noted that in 1990-2006 the UNFCCC Annex I countries reached the target of
the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and did not exceed the base year level
only owing to the countries with economy in transition. Greenhouse gases emissions in Ukraine in this
period are almost 7 bln.t CO2 —eq.lower than under condition of stabilization of annual emissions of
greenhouse gases at the level of 1990. At the same time, the emissions of greenhouse gases in Australia,
Japan, Spain were approximately 1 bln.t CO2 —eq. higher, in Turkey — 1.3 bln. t CO2 —eq. higher, in
Canada -1.4 bln. t CO2 —eq.higher and in the USA -9.4 bln. t CO2 —eq. higher.

Taking into consideration the need for recovery of economy and population as well as provision
of sustainable development in the country, assigning Quantified Emission Limitation and Reduction
Obligations in mid-term and long term outlook should be done on the basis of the national programs of
economy development. Last macroeconomic prognosis is given in the Energy Strategy of Ukraine for the
period up to 2030. It provides for the growth of GDP by 2020 by 1.7-2.6 times compared to 2005
(according to optimistic, basic and pessimistic scenarios of prognosis). Ukraine expresses its concern
over intensification of global climate change and demonstrates its readiness to decrease carbon intensity
of GDP by 30% till 2020 compared to 2005 and by half compared to base year respectively. Then the
greenhouse gases emissions in Ukraine in 2020 could reach 85% of the base year (according to optimistic
scenario of development).

Acknowledging extreme importance of the problem of antropogenic impact on climate change,
Ukraine is ready to commit to the greenhouse gases emissions reduction by 20% by 2020 and by 50% by
2050. Imposing stricter obligations on Ukraine will not only render impossible the economy growth , but
will also disable its recovery as well as recovery of population of Ukraine.

Item 5 (¢) (i) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19
Duration of commitment period — 8 years (2013-2020).

Item 5 (c) (ii)) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

Greenhouse gases emissions are expressed in tons CO2 —eq.

Base year — without changes (for Ukraine — 1990).

Ukraine suggests to renew estimations of the base year according to the results of annual inventory
submission in 2012 for 1990-2010 to take into account methodology changes, inclusion of new categories
of emission sources, possible extension of greenhouse gases list etc.

Item 5 (c) (viii) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

Participating countries encourages to do their best for adopting new global agreement on climate change
in Copenhagen which will become a successor to the Kyoto Protocol. If the elaboration and negotiation
of the new agreement text require more time, the Parties should follow item 9 of the Article 3 of the
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Kyoto Protocol: the Annex B Parties propose their amendments to the Annex B regarding their
quantitative obligations, and the next (or special) Conference of the Parties adopts them provided that
there is a written consent of the Annex B Parties.

Item 5 (c) (x) FCCC/KP/AWG/2008/L.19

Sectoral approach is used as additional measure, which does not cancel the commitments of the Parties,
but helps business reducing emissions in the most efficient manner. Type and scope of its application
should be determined by the national policy of the Party taking into account priorities of its development.



