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WHERE COPENHAGEN FAILED

ANon-transparent and non-democratic process as a 

small ñFriends of the Chairò VS ñOpen Contact 

Groups.

AProposed text of COP Presidency was not helpful

AIndividual or aggregate emission reduction targets for 

developed country Parties was absent; 

ADisconnect between Negotiators and Political Leaders

ADeveloping Country Negotiators and Governments 

left Copenhagen with LOW MORALE

AGood ideas and energy of Negotiators low

ADelegations sizes have become smaller after 

Copenhagen.
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WHERE COPENHAGEN SUCCEEDED:

AThe Copenhagen Agreement was crafted and TAKEN NOTE 
OF

AThe acceptance to reduce global temperatures to 2 degrees 
centigrade;

AOver 135 countries have already indicated their support for the 
Accord;

AMore than 80 countries have also provided information on their 
emissions reduction targets and other mitigation actions, as 
agreed under the Accord;

AThe mandates of the AWG-LCA and AWG-KP were extended;

ADeveloped Countries Pledged about US $10 Billion  a year 
between 2010 to 2012  and 100 billion dollars a year by 2020 to 
support developing countries;

AFunding Initiatives are floating around particularly from the EU, 
Germany, Japan, Australia, South Korea, etc.
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TRANSIT THROUGH BONN  
ABoth LCA and KP ñChairs Textsò were converted to ñfull 
negotiating modeòin Bonn.

AThere were also SLIPINGS and SKIDINGS in Bonn

AAOSIS proposal for a technical paper on options for limiting 

temperature increase to 1.5ÁC and 2ÁC did not move forward;

AREDD-plus was used as a ñBargaining Chipòto stall progress 

until advances are made in other areas. 

ASome developed countries remain firm on the inclusion of major 

emitters in a second commitment - HOW CAN ALL BE ON 

BOARD?

AMost developing countries insist that developed countries must 

first fulfil their commitments and establish post-2012 targets -

HOW CAN THIS TIDE BE TURNED IN FAVOUR OF DCs?

AA legally-binding agreement is not expected in Cancun.
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ADelegates discussed each element of the text as a 

package of decisions 

AAn outline of a ñBalanced Outcomeòon a set of 

decisions that need to be finalized at the Cancun summit 

was within sight at Tianjin;

AThe establishment of a new, equitable, accessible, 

accountable, transparent and efficient Global Climate 

Fund under the UNFCCC was firmer;

AA pathway to ensure more ambitious action on 

emissions reductions and the provision of long-term 

finance by rich countries was beginning to show.

AHowever, the usual ñmud-slingingò was again present 
in Tianjin
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RECOMMENDATIONS TO NEGOTIATORS

AFrom Bonn and Tianjin the Peter Tosh philosophy is clear:  

ñALL NEGOTIATORS WANT TO GO TO HEAVEN BUT 

NONE WANTS TO DIEò

AMost delegates want a Binding Agreement in Cancun BUT this 

can only come from a compromised and acceptable text to the 

Political Leaders. Without a NEAR-CLEAN TEXT no 

AGREEMENT can be reached

AThe process is defining the rules to implement a potential 

ñBinding Agreementò that has not yet arrived. Scepticism is great 

and exercise of caution is painful under such a process.

ADeveloping Countries are called to take ACTIONS and 

Developed Countries are  called to do more on their 

COMMITMENTS and TARGETS . Genuine application of the 

Principle of Common but Differentiated Responsibilities is what is 

needed.
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