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Thank you Mr Chair, distinguished delegates, 

Richard Walker from New South Wales, Australia is one of those already impacted by climate change.  Pictures of him and others like him have lined the corridors of the negotiations this past week. In 2007, Richard was forced into hand feeding his sheep and cattle as ground cover was insufficient for his livestock to graze. Richard knows that climate change destroys livelihoods. He knows that we can’t afford any more loopholes and need to urgently tackle emissions that failed to be capped under the Kyoto Protocol.
The main objective of the flexible mechanisms must be to prevent more stories like Richard Walker’s. For the CDM to work, its environmental integrity must be strengthened. This requires a stronger compliance system and full transparency in its governance structure. Mandatory, clear and detailed criteria are needed to ensure environmental and social sustainability. 

A number of suggested options for “so-called” improvements in the mechanisms are simply inconsistent with the Kyoto Protocol’s environmental integrity. Nuclear can never be clean, while CCS and REDD are not appropriate projects to be carried out under JI and the CDM. 

We remind Parties, that the flexible mechanisms were designed as additional measures to domestic GHG emission reduction policies to meet the Kyoto targets.     

CAN proposes that additional financial resources be generated from the auctioning of a percentage of AAUs which could go towards technology transfer, adaptation needs, and reducing emissions from tropical deforestation. 

On LULUCF, CAN is concerned with Annex I Parties wanting more flexibility to count sinks but not emissions. CAN believes that any improvements to the rules must protect the environmental integrity of the Kyoto Protocol. Therefore asymmetries in accounting should be removed, forest and peatland degradation should be accounted for and countries should not be allowed to pick and choose what to account for. Finally, LULUCF rules must protect biodiversity and indigenous rights. 

After more than ten years without policies and measures from either the ICAO or the IMO, emissions from international aviation and shipping have risen more than in most other sectors. According to a recent IMO expert group study shipping alone is now responsible for nearly 5% of global CO2 emissions. This cannot go on. As part of the second commitment period, binding emission caps for international aviation and shipping must be assigned to Annex I Parties.  The IMO and ICAO could provide technical expertise. We repeat that additional financial resources - generated from finally addressing these emissions - could go towards technology transfer, adaptation needs, and reducing emissions from tropical deforestation.  
Time is running out to help people like Richard Walker. By Accra, he and the rest of the world will want to know what improvements you are really willing to make. And you better submit them in writing.

Thank you. 
