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Ms. Kiki Moore

Press Secretary

Gore 2000

PO Box 18237
Washington, DC 20036

Dear Ms. Moore:

In late October, The Washington Post will be publishing a special Issue Forum on the topic of global
climate change, and we are inviting all of the major presidential candidates to submit a brief
(100 words or less) statement on the issue.

The 4-8 page Issue Forum will be produced by the Washington Post’s Advertising Department and will
include articles by public officials, researchers, business and environmental leaders, and others providing a
variety of perspectives on the topic. Publication of the section will coincide with the Fifth Session of the
Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Climate Change Convention, to be held in Bonn from
October 25" — November 5".

Specifically, we are interested in your candidate’s views on 1998’s Kyoto Protocol committing the United
States and other industrialized nations to binding targets for reducing greenhouse gas emissions. As you
know, the Clinton Administration signed the treaty in November 1998, but still faces considerable
opposition in the Senate.

Please send your candidate's statement to Bill Woodwell, the editor of the Issue Forum, by Friday,
October 8" (see contact information below). Any statements over 100 words will be edited down. If you
choose not to submit a statement, we will note in the Issue Forum that your candidate was contacted but
declined to participate.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation. For your information, I am enclosing a copy of last year’s
Issue Forum on the same topic.

Sincerely,

/7/

Marc H. Rosenber;

Contact Information: Please send your statements to William H. Woodwell, Jr., by mail, fax or e-mail.
Mailing address: 1292 Jadwyn Road., Maurertown, VA 22644. Fax: 540-459-5416. Email:
woodwell@shentel.net. And please feel free to call him if you have any questions. He can be reached at
703-273-1099.
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‘We Have Tme to Thmk Blgger

By Rabert N Burt :
Chairman and GEO of FMC Corporation
and Chaimrman of The Business
Roundtable’s Environment Task Force

responsible ' business’.
' ‘organization cannot and -

should not just say no to
the" potantia! of glohal climate
change.

tained, long-term, - global efforts
may. be appropriate to address
the potential impacts of increases

in " greenhouse gases that may .

contribute to climate change. We
have studied it, convened leading
scientists to teach us what is and
isn't known_about . it, and we are
examining ways in ‘which.the pri-
vate sector can respond to it as
quickly ‘and' as’ economicaily as
possible.

At a Business Houndtable
conference just last month, an
array of leading scientists said
that greenhouse gases are accu-
mulating in the atmosphere and
that temperatures are rising. But
they also said significant uncer-

tainty remains about the magni- .

“The Era

of Business
as Usual
is Over”

-~

By Mfcfiae! Z'amnmcmajar

At ,The i Business °
' Houndtable ‘we believe that sus-

tude of thase changes and the
" require " the  United ‘States ‘to
“'reduce its emissions of green-
. house: gasas to 7 percent below
1990 levels by" 2008-2012 —

unprecedented. *41-percent cul'

impacts they will have'in drﬁemnt
regions of the world. . v

. Itis clear there will be oonsid-'
‘erable time before we’understand
whether the ‘range of potential
impacts”will .be severe or trivial..

And while .we agree. with the

‘ Clinton. “administration that ‘eary .
“action “should . be ‘taken as an
insurance policy, we feel strongly’

the Kyoto Protocol demands too
high a premium for fo environ-

" mental retum.

The Kyoto Treaty:
A “Gap Analysis”, .

. To accept that action on glob-

al cllmate may be warranted is not
reason “enough’ to, accept the

Kyoto solution. ' We have exam-'
ined the Kyoto Protocol, and, in a

44-page analysis entitled “The

Kyoto Protocol: A Gap Analysis,”
we concluded that-its call on

developed nations to sharply cur-’

tail their carbon dioxide emissions
is the wrong solution. ::We' think

we have a better approach But °*
“first, our oblecllons o, g

'Tha Kyoto * Pro!oco! would

from projected ‘levels of -emis-
sions.  To, place the magnitude of

‘the U.S.’commitment .into per-l‘_l:-
spective, it ‘is the equivalent of -

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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Senior Scientist,
Natural Resources Defens
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The Fourth Sessmn of the
Conference of the Parties

U N Framewaork Convention on
Climate Change

Buenos Aires, Argentina
November 2 — 13, 1998

dentéd 41- percent'- gut‘

J]ecfhd levels of ‘emis- .\
2 place the rnagnltudeofv

Jcommitme
nmmeo%uw

'_ H '_‘.(,1 ..

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE

By DamslA. Lasho! A
Senior Scientist, - ..
Natural Rasaurcas Die!ense Coundf

X7 7 ¢ can no Ionger Ignora
. the threat. of. global
warmlng Since the |

.'hlstorlc ~conference . In ‘Kyoto,
: Japan,. last Decembar newevi-
.dence reconfirming the urgency of '
,addressing the global warming
problemhasaccumutdted Record

global ternperatures — oomblned
with extreme weather indicative of

trends forecast by climate scien- .

tists (such as the June wildfires in
Florida and the July heat wave in

Texas) — have made this seem- -
i domastlc ‘action 'will - accelerate

ingly remote issue an immediate

' concem for most Americans. Now
it is time to translate polttical com- 2 i
: -'."‘flaxlbllﬂy .mechanisms®. of ‘the

mnments into real action.

-“i{The threat of global’ wanning'_

can’'only be reduced through con-
crete measures to cut 'emissions
of greenhouse gas poliution. The
Kyoto Protocol provides an inter-
national context for action by set-
ting emission targets for industrial-
ized countries and a framework
for_intemational trading of emis-
sion allowances. :

While negotiations” over the
+ -detailed

‘rules ‘governing  the
mechanisms in.the Protocol will
‘continue for several ‘years, the

= United States must take immedi-
ate steps to adopt more aggres-

~glve measures to cut  emissions.

+ 'Regardiess of the final rules for

implementing the Protocol, the
true test of the treaty's success

mll ‘be: lhe axlant lo which
changes In govemment policy and
private investments reduce actual
emissions of greenhouse pollullon
into the atmosphere.

A strong U.S. commitment to

progress in negotiating .rules for
-emissions_trading and-the other

‘Protocol,” as well as engaging
developing countries in the effort,
Concem that the United States is
planning to rely on emissions trad-
ing as a substitute for significant

“domestic action has motivated

calls for a ceiling on the use of the

. flexdbility mechanisms. Furthermore,
suspicion exists regarding the
 intent of U.S. demands for “mean-

JAngful® developing country partici-
patian. Under Secretary of State
Stuart 'Eizenstat, who is heading
the U.S. ‘delegation to Buenos
Alres, would do well to' reassure
other'governments of our commit-
ment ‘by ‘announcing new initia-
tives''to reduce emissions at

. CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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l~ officials and other particl-- |-

pants are assembling in
Buenos. Aires, Argentina, from.
November 2-13 to advance inter-
national efforts to limit emissions

of carbon dioxide and other heat- -

trapping greenhouse gases that
are causing global  warming.
Known formally as the fourth
session of the Conference of the
Parties to the United Nations
Framework , Convention -on
Climate Change (COP4), this
two-week meeting will start elab-
orating the mechanisms for
meeting the emission-reduction
targets agreed to in Kyoto,
Japan, in December 1997, The

conference also. will explore

practical steps for promoting the

transfer of climate-friendly tech-

nologies to developing countries.

Last year's Kyoto Protocol is
the most far-reaching agreement
on environment and sustainable

development ever adopted. By |

agreeing to legally. binding tar-
gets. for their greenhouse gas
emissions, industrialized coun-
tries gave a signal that the era of
" business-as-usual is over. Under
- the Protocol, these countries are
to reduce their collective emis-
sions of six greenhouse gases
by at least 5 percent by the peri-
od 2008-2012 (compared to
1990 levels) and demonstrate
progress toward this goal by the
year 2005. Compared to emis-
sion levels that would be expect-
ed by 2010 without the Protocol
— that is, under a scenario with
no climate changepolicies — the
5-percent target represents a 20-
percent .overall cut. Individual

countries, have accepted differ-

ent shares.of this cut. ...

Developing Country
Involvement
.Although. developing coun-
tries are not subject to emission
limits under the Protocol, they
are expected to take measures
to limit the growth of their emis-
sions.  Many developing coun-
CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE _

ABOUT THIS SECTION
This issue forum was produced by the

Advertising Department of The
Washington Post and did not involve
" the News or Editorial Departments.
The content was developed by free-

lance Washington-area writer and

. .. editorial consultant
William H. Woodwell, Jr

For moare Information about these *
1+ .sections, please contact
Marc Rosenberg, manager of public
The Washington Post
1150 15th Street  *
* NW, Washington, DC. 20071
(202) 3347634 .. ..
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Worldwide, 435 nuclear power
plants reduce carbon dioxide by
1.8 billion metric tons each year.
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s the world oﬂenhon orns 16~ globol climate

Achange if's comforhng td redlize that America
'_clreudy en|oys a zero- emlsslon -source of electrlca!y
" nuclear energy '

Today, 105 nuclear power plants provide eleciricity for 200

million Americans. These plants don’t burn anything fo gen-

-+ erate electricity, so they don't pollute the air. In fact, nuclear

" power plants have accounted for 90percentoFU S. electric
. utility greenhouse gas reduchons since 1 973

 Nuclear energy is'a safe, proven technology that can help
meet America’s energy needs while improving our air quality.

NUCLEAR. THE CLEAN AIR ENERGY.
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The Ri‘sks“of a Warmér_ World

BYD James Baker. ..., . -
Administrator, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration

hether natural or human-
induced, changes in the
Earth's climate ; can
affect tsmperatura and preclpha
tion patterns worldwide, . Long-
term climate change such as glob-
al greenhouse warming could have
major impacts on humah health,
the environment, the economy and
society. It could affect everything
from energy use and transporta-
tion to water resource manage-
ment and agriculture to internation-
al trade and development.
With the stakes so high, it is
imperative that our decisions
reflect the best available scientific

information. The climate system is -

driven bythe sun and Includas the

atmosphere,”: the ooeans. .1ha-

clouds, ice and other factors, al!o!
which are extremely complex.” It is
the complexity -of this system that

makes it so difficult to forecast and,

hence, makes any forecasts sub-

ject to cmﬂroversy
What s clear is that people and
our global, cIimate systern are’
inherently; tied. - Human q
can change tha climate, an
" Impaict’

ic evidence shows that as we con-
tinue to add carbon dioxide -and
other greenhouse gases to the
atmosphere, we will change. the

heatbalanceofheEarlhandalter :

the Earth’s climate.

What We Know . .

- Over the past century, green
house gases from such human
activities as the burning of oil, coal
and natural gas have increased

steadily; fossil - fuel . combustion *

now .accounts for about 85 percent

of U.S. greenhouse gas emissions.
At the same-time,  agriculture,

changing :land-use . pattemns . and
deforestation are playing a signifi-
cant role in altering the atmospher-
ic. concentrations . of . greenhouse
gases. Since :1860; the atmos-
pheric concentration of carbon
dioxide has increased by 30 per-
cent. . Overall emissions of green-

house gases have been growing at-

about 1‘percent each year.
Since greenhouse ., gases

‘remain  in - the. atmosphere for

decades to -centuries, * today’s
emissions will affect the Earth's cli-
mate well into the next century. ' If

the world continues with "business
. as usual” and the upward trend in

greenhouse gas emissions is sus-.
tained, we are likely to see higher
atmospheric carbon_dioxide. con-
centrations than_have occurred in

more than 50 million years. This -}

buildup of carbon dioxide is likely
to result in a faster rate of climate

change than we have experienced -
‘in the past 10,000 years.;And the
faster, the rate ‘of climate change,
the less time merelsioroureco-_ .
- logical:-and sodoeconomlc sys-

tems to adapt. 4

The best sclentific assessment
of climate change sstlmates that .
' “the globally averaged temperature -

Mllhmaseabomz to&'fbythe i
. year2100.: “The related rise In sea "
3 'lavel will be’ abml Bto 371nches U

' would heighten. momlﬁy

Potontiallv Devastatlng
Effects

Why shouid just a few degrees .

-of warming be.cause for.concem?. ..., )

The ‘answet -is .that a relatively
small change in ‘mean global tem-
perature. can lead to a large
change in; extreme events. - This
year's El Nifio-has given us a win-

dow on the Kind of world'we might -

see as “climate - .Changes —

increased" rainfall;" flooding and

droughts. ~Muich of the ‘United
States and other mid- to high-lati-
tude regions could be faced' with
_more\ frequent occurrences of
these events. - Increased duration
‘and’ Hrequency 'of _heat ‘Waves

rates, and.." .

the ‘potential. for ‘transmiitting seri- '

ous infectious dlseases would be '_ ¥

increased.

With 50 percent of the . US
population and 50 to 70 percent of -
the global population cumanﬂy.ltv
ing in coastal areas, future 'sea
level rises, alterations in storm pat-
terns "and ‘higher . storm, ‘surges

could . have’ degnstatlng effects.’..
~Even 'with”'éurrent “global popula-:
tions, azovlnchﬁseinmsmlsvel' ,

diracﬂymraaten.'
Making matters v
-are moving to cc
rateotSBOOoacl

"di'nah researcher



Slobal Climate Change
'r Wo rld

Potentlallv Dovastatmg
Effects . . -

Why should just a few degrees .

of warming be-cause for.concem? ../,

The “answet 'is. that a relatively
small change in ' mean global tem-
perature, can lead to a large
change in; extrama avants This
year's El Nifio'has given us a win-
dow on the kind of world we might

see "as’.climate: changes —
Increased ralnfall flooding and "
droughts. . “Mtich of the United -

States and -other mid- to high-lati-

tude reglons”couid be faced with

more\ trequsnt occurrences of
these events. " Increased duration
and Irequehcy 'of,_heat ‘waves
would

increased.

With 50, percent of the U.S!
population and 50 to 70 percent of ~ .

the global population currenﬂy liv-
ing in coastal areas, future sea

level rises,: alierauons in slorm pat- -
terns ‘and -higher , storm,‘surges
could | hhve devastatmg effects:.

without adapﬁve measures would

‘heighten montality rates, and.
the ‘potential. fof ‘transmiitting seri- "
ous infectious d:seases would be~

directly threaten 82 million people.
‘Making matters worse, Americans

are moving. to coastal areas at a
T'rataofaeoom&y ’

gn Cllrnate Change (IPCC} have -

; concluded that dimaw change is
real and that we are seeing a dis-
‘cemible human. influence. . If we
 are to reduce the lmpact on future

i “:Thousands of the world's leading genereﬂong. ‘perhaps eVen on our  to the environment, everyone is a
Even with' éunanl global popula- dmateraaea:dms in 150 countries, - own, we, oonﬁmgmmbusl- - stakeholder.- It is a challenge we
tions, a2&1nchriseh1ﬂ133aa leve|’" “ K the Panel cannot afford to ignore. M

nasaasuwal Wenu&sthqedﬂla,
, continuie 1

tune our:-'knowledge, and gain
meaningful . participation in the
Kyoto Protocol. Most importantly;
we must realize that when it comes




FROM PnEvlous mga i _ 1
havtng u:ralminale all mn'ent emisalons ofgreen-
house gasesftmnaﬂherme U:S;: ttampartaﬁon{,
sector, the.utilities sector or the industrial sector. * '’
 such an extraordinary reduction target
would require painful choices. .’ The Energy "
Information Administration. recently reported that.
compliance with the Kyoto. agreement will cause
sharp increases in domestic énergy prices, inciud- -
lnguphass—pemnt]umpmcosmmﬂwgaso-
line pump.. £
Our in-depth analysm of the Kyoto Protocol
completed earier this year, found the agreement
incomplete from an economic and an environ-
mental standpoint. Its vague emissions trading
scheme must be defined, and compliance and
enforcement measures spelled out.. But its prima-
ry flaw is the lack of participation from developing
countries, a highly contentious issue that remains
outstanding -as parties to the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change meet
for high-level talks in Buenos Aires.

Developing Country Commitments
Needed

Developing countries are rapidly becoming the
world’'s leading emitters of greenhouse gases.-
Combined, they are projected to account for more
than 50 percent of global emissions by 2015.
China's emissions alone are scheduled to triple by
that year, pushing that country ahead of the United
States as-the world's leading emitter... Moreover,
continued growth in energy demand from develop-
ing countries will more than offset the emission
reductions made by industrialized nations. In fact,
evenital!dwelopedoounttbsweraatﬂetohonor
their emission-reduction commitrnents, the level of
carborlcﬁmddsinﬁwamwspharain 2010 Is pro-

-

k] Y
1inslovels“' Al

. The:United: States, shoukt not-be e 1
houlder the ‘buirden’"of - réducing:«greenhol

' gases - without the parucmauon .0t daveloping
. nations;-Absent global emissioh fimits, emitters in “
_ developed nations may not. reduce thelr ‘output of

Instead,, they ‘may just rnove};,:; ;
+'ther..-We could see'a: rnas;hfe migration of ener- ...:
gy-intansiva productlon —Including.the chemi-.""
_cals, steel; peﬂ'oleum mﬂnlng. alurninurn and min- . -

graenhousegases

"ing lndlmfﬂes <=to developing countries. '

An Alternative Course

Science tells us there is a. Iong hoﬂzon 1o

address the potential threat of climate change.
We have time to think big — bigger than the arbi-
trary goals and timing ‘of the Protocol — and to
look for creative solutions that will strengthen
rather than weaken the global economy. -

The Business Roundtable is now examining
the current status and future promise of technolo-
gy across the transportation; utility and commer-
clal sectors, and the timeframe needed to achieve
significant reductions in greenhouse gases.’ This
information, which we plan to make available next
year, must be integrated into policy proposals now
under consideration to reduce emissions.

While The Business Roundtable must oppose
the Kyoto Protocol in its current form, we are com-

mitted to remaining an active- participant in this .
critical debate, and to preserving and: protecting
the environment. We believe that ecoriomic pros- ~

perity is a prerequisite for environmental protec-
tion, and we pledge to continue working ‘with the
U.S. government and other parties to insure that
future generations will enjoy a healthy environ-
ment and an ever-increasing standard of living. B

.tolnc@asa

U.§.=Commhment Lackin
Mr. Eizenstat will have &
fouhded skeptldsm based on t

,,,,, -
Administration 'has taileul to adc

sectors oonh'lbuﬁng mo:
plants and amomobijos
.. Curently, electric power pl
30° percent of U.S. greenhouse
as a substantial share of the pt
gerous levels of smog and soot
mercury in our lakes and estuar
comes {rom o!daq oaal-nred pla
¢ poll ‘ requiren
being introduced into the -electri
tial to_level: the- playing field |
plants to adequate and equival
dards.
The Administration needs tc

for restructuring the electricity in

"'I'he"fra’ |
of Business as Usual
is Over”

FROM PREVIOUS PAGE

tries already have achieved significant
reductions in emission growth in pursuit of
national development objectives such as
energy efficiency.

Aggregate emissions from developing
countries will surpass those from devel-
oped countries in a few decades, although
it will be a century or so until the accumu-
lated warming effect due to these two
sources of emissions are balanced.
Moreover, differences in emissions  per
head between the two groups of countries
are vast. Nevertheless, the hosting of the
current conference by a developing coun-

try symbolizes the fact that climate change
is indeed a global issue requiring an equit-
able global solution. A question that will be
debated around COP4 is whether devel-
oping countries with significant emissions
should now start to negotiate limitation

commitments or whether this should be
addressed later, after the developed coun-
* will encourage investments in clean devel-

tries have demonstrated progress lowards
their Kyoto targets.

Pressing Issues

But the most pressing issues on the’

Buenos Aires agenda involve the need to
flesh out the Protocol's three "mechan-

isms" that are intended to help developed
countries reduce the costs .of reaching- “ing: ‘must be agreement on politically firm ..

their emission targets by achieving some
of these reductions In other nations The

| three mechanisms are: o

« “Emissions trading” that will perrml
developed countries that hold emissions

below thelr agreed target to sell their
unused emissions allowance to others.

* A“Clean Development Mechanism®
(CDM) that will provide incentives for

‘investment in projects that promote “clean”

technology transfer and suswinable devel-
opment in developing countries. ’
+ A “Joint implementation” program that

opment: projects in Eastern and, Central

. Europe. by

The operational detalls of these

.schemes must still be worked out. In

Buenos Aires, governments will be striving
to make as much progress as possible on
these details. A key outcome of the meet-

da&clmtorcornplaﬁngwodtonmeﬁne
‘- print of: the. Kyoto Protoool ovor the next
law years. -
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U.S. Commitment Lacking

‘Mr. Eizenstat will have to overcome some well
‘founded skepticism based on the United States’ perfor-
mange to date. Our greenhouse gas emissions continue

,tch\hcl'aasewim.mdiscemiblechangainm The

Adminlstralion has failed to address adequately the two
mapr sectors conlrlbuting most to this growth: power
planls and auwmobilas
.. Currently, electric power plants are responsible for
30 percent of U,S. greenhouse gas emissions, as well
asa substantial shara of the pollutants that cause dan-
garogslavelaof smag and soot in our air and acidity and
mourlakasmdasmﬁas. Most of this pollution
mﬁﬁo@bﬁeq coal-fired plants that are exempt from
“requirements. As competition is
uced Into the-electricity industry, it is essen-
“the- playing field by subjecting all power
plants to adequate and equivalent environmental stan-
dards.
The Administration needs to strengthen its proposal
for rasuucnun‘ng the electrlcity hduslry while challenging

Congress to enact legislation that delivers on the

. Presidont 's commitment to use this opportunity to make

'algniﬂcant down payment” on needed greenhouse

g.as “reductions. Consumers can help by purchasing
. .~ enargy-efficient products and “green power” altemnatives .
dip 8 as they become available.

Automobiles for their part, are the second most

important source of U.S. greenhouse gas emissions and
. the largest contributor to smog. But U.S. fuel efficiency
* standards haven't been updated since 1985. As a result,

it appears that new vehicles introduced by automobile

' . manufacturers — the flood of weakly regulated sport util-
2+, ity, vehicles in particular — are less efficient than Ihe
;. vehicles they are replacing.

Gatting the automobile industry to agree to stronger

““ efficiericy standards. is not an impossible task.” The

European Union racently negotiated an agreement with
European auto makers to achieve a 25-percent reduc-
tion in greenhouse gas emissions per mile for new pas-
senger vehicles by 2008. This would bring the fuel econ-
omy level for the EU countries up to about 40 miles per
gallon. If these standards can be reached in Europe,

then we can reach them here. And consumers can play

an important part by purchasing cleaner and more fuel-
efficient vehicles.

The sooner we begin to address the Kyoto chal-
lenge, the easier it will be. Instead of addressing these
issues head on, however, Congress continues to follow
the lead of Exxon and the coal industry’in denying the
reality of the problem and, in'some cases, in obstructing
even the most modest initiatives proposed by- the
Clinton administration.

Fortunately, during the recent budget debate
Congress was forced to modify the most egregious
attempts to chill positive action by the Administration,
even agreeing to substantial increases in funding for jts
Climate , Technology Initiative” 'and ' the Global
Environment Facility's efforts to promote environmental
projects in developing countries. Perhaps this is the first
sign that our political leaders are getting the message
that the public overwhelmingly supports U. 3 actlon to
reduce greenhouse g.as poliution. W~ « ~ ]
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below their agreed farget: to sell their
unused emissions allowance to others.

* A*Clean Development Mechanism"
(CDM) that will provide incentives for

‘investment in projects that promote “clean”

technology transfer and sustainable devel-

" opment in developing countries.

«A“Joint Implernantauon program that

+ will encourage Investments in clean devel-
‘opment- projects in Eastem and Central

Europe.

The operational dstalls of these
schemes must still ba ‘worked out. In
Buenos Aires, govemments will bé striving
to make as much as possible on
these details. A key e of the meet-

" ing must be agraemenf on politically firm ..

deadlines for completing work on the fine
. print ok the Kyoto ngo?ol oﬁerthe next

" !awyears

it
s

“The intense Interast Jn thasa oﬁshora
mamanlsmulsdue lamgfy!o_goncems in

industrialized countries about the econom-
ic and political costs of domestic action to
reduce emissions. Such fears should not
be exaggerated. Policymakers will have to
do their résearch as they confront the con-
flict between the short-term, defensive

concems of certain economic sectors and *

the broader economic and environmental
interests of society at large. While there
will be winners.and losers in the market-
place; significant economic, technological
and social benefits can be achieved by
reducing emissions.

Making Kyoto Work

It is up to governments to follow up
quickly on the Kyoto agreement by adopt-
ing national fiscal and policy frameworks
that discourage emissions through price
signals, energy-efficiency standards and
other measures. The constructive partici-
pation of business in this effort is vital,

Some of the first firms to respond positive-
ly to the climate change challenge have
been insurers, an industry that is clearly
vulnerable to climate change impacts.
Also responding favorably have been
clean energy producers, a group that sees
clear market opportunities in-the future.

But many other business sectors have
a stake in becoming actively engaged.
Forward-looking corporations should
respond quickly to the new incentives by
investing in climate-friendly products and
services. This is particularly true for firms
active in motor vehicle transport and ener-
gy services. Indeed, since the meeting in
Kyoto, a number of major multinationals
from these and other sectors have started
to announce their own corporate emission-
reduction targets. These are encouraging
signs as we set out to keep climate
change within safe limits. B










Al Gore the enwronmentahst says
a]l the‘nght things '
" But Al Gore the politician doesn’t
seem to be listening.

Mr. Vice President, you once wrote a
landmark book on the enwmnment called
Earth in the Balance.

You said: “I have become very impatient w1th
my own tendency to put a finger to the pohtlca]
winds and proceed cautiously.”

We are impatient, too.

When George Bush attended the Earth
Summit in 1992, you harshly criticized his
failure to tackle global warming.
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You sald “Thls is not about a photo

, -opportumty It is about leadership, it is about
: courage and the President is exhibiting néither.”

Now we’re readmg your lips. _

After six years in. oﬂice—and on the eve
of another international meeting on global '
warming—you and President Clinton have
promised a great deal, but delivered very little.

-In fact, U.S. global warming pollutlon has
grown five times faster during your
Administration than it did under Presidents
Reagan and Bush. The five hottest years since-

“the Middle Ages have all occurred in the 1990s,

and this September was the hottest Septembe:r
since modem record keepmg began
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We urge. you to change course now to fulfill

i the original promise of this Administration.

. Push for an end to $10 billion a yearin
subsuhes to big oil companies. Fight to plug

3 loopholes that exempt the dirtiest power plants

from the Clean Air Act. Strengthen efficiency
standards for automobiles and appliances.
Refuse to accept. antl-enwronmental riders

from Congress.

~ Signing the global warming treaty, as your
Administration has promised, is only a start.
*  The time has come to say, as you yourself
once said; “We must‘. take bold and unequwocal

“action.”
If not you, then who'?
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. Approximately two-thirds (67 percent) of U.S.
_electricity currently is generated by fossil fuels —*

%k _percent
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Lookmg Ahead Our Energy ;
Kyoto Emissions. Goal Requlres
Contrlbutlon From AII Technologles '

By David W. Soufh
Vice Pras:dem Technology and Markets erp

nonbinding agreement to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions — primarily carbon dioxide —

i
I n Der.:embe: 1997 the United States sngned a

: -7 percent below 1990 levels by the year 2012.
The target agreed to in the Kyoto Protocol will be -

difficult to reach because there is no “silver bullet”. .

"that can “transform the’ carbon-intensive U.S.

economy within the next decade. It will take a
portfolio of technologies, 'lbgether with the “flexi-
ble mechanisms® lncluded in the Kyoto Protocol,
to help get us there. . -

Currently, - carbon emisslons ln the Uniled

- States exceed the Kyoto target by 18 percent, or

220 million metric tons per year. If current trends
continue, the U.S. Department of Energy esti-
mates that carbon emissions in 2012 will be 44
percent above the target level.

Where do these emissions come from? The

electric power industry is responsible for approxi-
mately one-third of man-made .carbon emissions
emitted annually in the United’ States.: These

_emissions are produced when fossil fuels — coal,

oil and natural gas — are converted to electricity.

predominantly coal. The remaining:.one-third is

‘provided, by non-carbon-emitting ‘'sources —

nuclear power, hydraelectric and other renewable
energy - technologies. Nuclear and hydropower
genera;e almost all of this carbon-free ebe_qtricity.

Improving Coal Eﬂ‘c:ency

Given the 1arge share of U.S. electm:uty gen-
eration that is coal-based, achieving the emission
reductions required under the Kyoto Protocol will
be an enormous challenge. Since: carbon is the
fundamental energy element in fossil fuels, it can-
not be removed like other pollutants such as’'sul--
fur or nitrogen.

However, we can-improve the' efﬂr:lency by
which the carbon in fossil fuels is-converted to

electricity. And, each increase in efficiency results
\ir a corresponding reduction in carbon emissions,

since more electricity is generated for each unit of |
carbon released. |If all coal-fired power plants in.

* the United States were converted to the most effi- -
.. cient coai-based technology currently available,’

tuture carbon’ emissmns weuid be reduced By 30

The'l-'{ole of Non-Carbon Technologies.
2 at:hieving the needed reductions in carbon_
emissions is-not challenglng enough, achieving.

er option. However, in order to mael electric

7 demand and comply ‘with the:2012 carbon emis- -
, sions target, we would need to increase the nat- *
-ural gas share ofi U.S. generation from 9 percent

at present to over 50 percent in the near term and,

over 90 percent beyond 2012. Such an‘increased - |
level. of ‘natural gas consumption s not likely to

occur beQauee other, rnore cost-eﬂecﬂve allema-
tives would emerge - .

-

them within the timeframe spelled out in the Kyoto
Protocol ‘makes ‘the .task even more 'daunting.

With more than 1,200 coal-fueled electric gener- -

ating units in the United States, it would take con-
aderably longer than 10 years to replace these
units or to convad them to. Iowar—carbon technolo
gies.

Improved conversion eﬂtciencles and lower-
carbon fuels thus are not sufficient by themselves

to- meet the targets -prescribed in the Kyoto.
Protocol. A broader portfolio 6f technology options "
is essential on both the demand and supply sides .
— ' including increased- use of higher-efficiency *
“equipment_and appliances by consumers and:
Iindustry, and greater reliance on non-cerbon emlt- £

ting energy sources. :
The current role of non-carbon technologiee in

electricity generation must not be -overlooked. .

Today, electricity generated by nuclear and hydro-

. electric power in the United States keeps more -

than 220 million metric fons. of carbon out of the

atmosphere. These avcuded emissions'are equw ‘
alent to the tonnage by ‘which.the United States

currently exceeds the Kyoto target.
. _Before the year 2012, operating licenses for
40,000 megawatts of nuclear and 25,000

' megawatts of hydroelectric capacity will be con-

sidered for renewal. If this carbon-free capacity is

not maintained, the gap between the Kyoto target |
and the United States’ actual emissions would be |-
'50 percent bigger than the gap prolected l.u'lder'-

current trends.

While there, is no “silver bullet” to help us :
-meet the Kyoto. emission targets, _technology_( i,

options: abound to lower U.S. .carbon emissions
“and reduce demand for electricity. But, adopting

these technologies will take time and will require . |

economic incentives and capital investment. With

- the challenges ahead, no technology option can
.. be. ovedooked nor. can any. technology that cur-

carbon emlssfone ba disrplased l
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 tries for the added costs of phasing

By Mohamed T. Ef—Ashry
CEOQ and Chairman,
Global Emﬂml- Facility

' L]

this October 1998 headiine
went Iargely unnoticed: 30 Percent

of Earth’s Wealth Lost Since 1970. '
The ' 30-percent figure measured .

accumulated damage to the global
environment due to rapid economic

growth and the accompanying over- - |
exploitation of natutal resources and . ,

fossil fuels. .. Should developing
countriés tellow the" developed

world's lead and continue along this-
course, these trends w|II not only.

continue but accelérate 'in cornfng

decades.
Evolving

and - build .

‘truly . prosperous

economies entails risks, but ‘even in’

the contentious arena of global cli-
mate change we have important
models.  ‘for - success.
European nations, Japan and the
United States agreed in 1987 -to
reduce. their emissions of ozone
layer-damaging chemicals, most
large developing countries declined

to participate. Three years later, the
- so-called Montreal- Protocol was

amended to create ‘a multilateral
fund to reimburse developing coun-

out these chemicals.” Since that
time, China, India-and other nations
have ratified-the Protocol. And, with
assistance from the fund, they have

* made sigmﬂcant progress toward

ehmlnatlrﬁoz\me-lhreatenmg chem- -

icals.
' Most deve!opmg couintries con-

" ple" their“number-one challenge.

Consequently, they assign primary
responsibility for reducing green-

" house gases to the developed world.

That said, there is increased recog-

- nition -everywhere ‘that sustainable -

. energy develepmem is the appropri

ate path. -

) _mid coritinuing oonoem aver
-globai financial ‘markets, ‘-

Pl e v
_power plants; buildings
“al facilities’can’ make |al

. otk
; / new. developrnent'
paths to. meet basic human 'needs

When
. reduction. targets, -

< financlers of GEF prolecur f
Chmate-friendly lransponahon

n-lmportant
contriblition “to teducing " pollution
locally - ‘and’ . regionally.
Mareover, by taking -advantage - of
these opportunities, developing and
developed countries alike. can hold

 ‘down many of the traditional costs of

growth. . ‘The Montreal Protocol
allowed an extra ten’ years for devel-
oping countries to reach emission-

access to the. n anematrve

“ technologies "and: asslstance in -
building local capacity 1o manage

the transition, - many ' countries
moved much more quickly.

Fe

'GEF: Promoting

Conservation, Alternative
Energy Sources

A similar path |s avallable to
assist developlng countries in the

- transition 'to - alternative energy
“sources ‘
-Environment Facility (GEF). As the

through “the

financial ‘mechanism for the U.N.

: Framework “Conyention: on Climate
‘Change,. GEF has’ allocated ' more

than 'S753. ‘million ‘and ‘generated

* cofinancing of $4.34 billion"more for

nearly 200 energy conservation, effi-

ciency and alternative ‘energy pro-'
- Jects in 49 natlons. While most GEF ,
“donors are developed nations, recip: -
ient, countries in_ the developing- 5

world ' are - the number-one co-

" finds, GEF has increased worldwide
;output of .photovoltaic energy alone

HOWG ver, Wlth Y

Global

by a factor of five:

*/In indonesia, $24 million in GEF

+funding .Is .making  possible the
- largest solar home project in the

world — 200,000 units.
* A $26 million GEF grant has helped

" increase “wind “and photovoltaic

capacity. in"India from .30 to more
than 700 megawatts ever the past
five years. -

« In Brazil, GEF has invested $40
million to pioneer the commercializa-
tion of electricity-generating technol-
ogy that uses wood chips.from plan-
tation {prests for fuel.

* GEF also''is working ‘with the
Inteational Finance Corporation to

create new sources of fow-interest

financing " for - renewable energy
entrepreneurs to'meet the needs of
the 2 billion 'people worldwide who

+still are without access to electricity.

The fault lines+ at the 1997
Conference of the Parties in Kyoto
often were along a North-South axis,
but it's clear that the benefits of new
technologies and approaches will be

" widely shared throughout the world.

In’ Buenos' Aires, all parties need to
do more than debate definitions and
assume- previously . held postures.
As fellow shareholders we must

7 _the. right
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Def' ““f’i'ﬁ*ff’”’Agenda for\ Gltrbam

By Eilearr Ca‘aussen 5
Executive Diractor, Pew Csnrer on ©
Global Climate Change

s the world focuses on -
. _this week's maenng in-

. Buenos Aires, it is impor-

. tant to'set a global agenda that

will 'spur action and help us meet
the aim of the United:Nations
Framework Convention on'
Climate Change (UNFCC): stabi-
lizing atmospheric concentra-
tions of greenhouse gases at
levels that will prevent dangar—
ous human interference with the
climate system, e

This global .agenda should .

' be based on concerted action on -

three fronts,.in the view of the: .
Pew Center on Global Climate °
Change We need. to:.

‘Fake Actlon Now One of

‘the core beliefs.of the Pew . ,.f'

Centeris that we accept the
“views of most scientists that
~enough is known about the sci-
“ence and the environmental
impacts of climate change-for us

- to take action to-address its con-

sequences. The challenge for
our generation'is to do this while.
sustaining a growsng world econ-
omy. To meet this challenge,’ the’
nations of tha world must take °
. concrete steps-to- reduca ‘reen-
house gas ‘érissions,’ The -
sooner we, begin, the’ more’ Iikeiy
we will be'to succeed in meeting

. the overall goal of stabilizing

greenhouseé gas.conc_qntraﬂbns"
in the atmosphere. Whatls-' -
needed Is a framawork that will

& encouraga companies La acl‘

'“soona_r rather thén later." e ey

In the United States, we
believe that the appropriate
.framework.is an early action
crediting program that will -
reward companies for actions
they take to reduce emissions
before the Kyoto Protocol starts
providing international credit for
emission reductions in 2008.
This framework must be, delin-
eated by law, be clear and pre-
dictable, reward real and verifi-
able reductions, and be princi-
pally byt not exclusively based
on actions taken here at home.

Devélop Market -
Mechanisms. There is !
.+ growing body ¢ of evidence that .

._market-based mcenlwes can *

prompt individuals and cﬁmpa- ;
.nies to take action to protect the'
énvironment. - These market

- mechanisms also. have been

- proven successful in spurring
technological innovation. As part -
of the Kyoto Protocot countries
have agreed to use several of
these machanlsms in |mp19ment-
ing greenhouse gas reductions

— tronr emissions trading to the °
' on these criteria, we can divide

“clean developmant" framework
" that allows lindustrialized coun--
tries to get credit for financi ng
emission-avoiding pqucts in:
developing nations., -
-What s need-ed howevar. is.
to go beyond the language of
‘lha Kyoto Protocol and to design
the rules and operatmg proce-
dures that will tum its words into
reality. Our goal must’ beto ’
‘insure that climate-frlendly
actions make ewnomlc sense .'

" for companies, and to' make sure

companies are confident that
their actions: will be accoun:ed
for.

f:reat_a a Fair Global
) Framework. What consti-

" tutes a fair response to climate

change is the major question
underlying many unresolved
issues in the global debate on
this topic. The “fairness ques-
tion” drives the levels of commit-
ment of industrialized countries
and is a deciding factor in the
discussion of developing country

" participation, the structure of

market-based mechanisms, and
the nature and magnitude of dif-

" ferent countries’ financial com-

mltments to, the goa!s of the

. Protacol.

* __.We believe that three criteria

" should be'considered in differen-

tiating country obltgations They

- are: a country's responsibility for -

“emissions that can cause, cli-

" mate change. a.country’s stan-
dard of living. (ar the ability to
pay for efforts to reduce emis-
sions); and a country’s opportu-
nity to reduce emissions. Based

countries into three groups:
‘those that ‘must act now; those
.that should act now, but differ--
enttr and those that could act
-now if it were feasible. .
Resolying these three issues,
is critical to the success of the
. Kyoto agreement, and ft is our .
'hope that they are the' focus of
me oonvarsationg in Buenos
Alres and i In'the Intemathpn al
nagmiations to oome I ’
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View from the White House

Momentum Bmldmg for.

By Todd Stem
White House Climate Change Coordinator

important progress in mobilizing

T his past year the world has made - =
to confront the threat of global - -

warming, one of the great environmental
challenges ‘of the next century. Now, as

the 160 nations that negotiated ‘last *
year's landmark Kyoto Protocol gatherin’
Buenos Aires for the next round of talks,
it is fitting to take stock of how far we

have come and how far we still have to go.

The United States is heading_ into
Buenos Aires ‘with significant momentum <
thanks to President Clinton's success in -

securing over $1 billion for his climate

change technology initiative for fiscal

year 1999, a 25-percent increase. This
funding will support research and devel-
opment in energy efficiency and renew-
able energy —
reduce greenhouse gas emissions, cre-
ate jobs, and save money for consumers

and business: The Administration also :
succeeded in defeating a series of anti- .. -

environmental “riders,”.Including a gag
order that sought to bar us even from

. educating -the public about clumate :

change.

The Private Sector Responds - -
Still more encouraging are the con-
structive developments in the private
sector, where a growing number of busi-
nesses are publicly recognizing the
threat of climate change and the need for
precautionary action. For example:

* The 18 members of the Pew Center
for Global Climate Change's Business
Environmental Leadership Council have
explicitly called' for prompt action to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

* Recently, British Petroleum, Shell,

investments - that will .

United Technologies and IBM have ;

announced specific numerical commit-
ments for reducing their emissions. :

* And Just last week, General Motors,
Monsanto, BP and the World Resources
Institute jointly declared that there are .

real business opportunities for corporate
leaders who act early to raducameﬂak :

of climate change.
The private sector's growlng receptiv-

ihr An tha feciin hae haan raflactad ae

Balanced Approach

Developmem Medranlsm undar which' 5 by devaloplng countriaa and we will

"Industrialized companias ‘can undertake
clean energy projects_in the developing
world ‘and ‘share the resulting emission ..
~ credits with ‘the . host countﬁas Thase
provislons will “help - the world raduce

Amicelane ot tha Tauiaet Anct  anciidina

_ resist efforts by some to limit a country’s
“right ‘to engage In ‘emissionis trading. or
_make Investments in developing coun-
tries under the .Clean Development
Mechanism. Such, limitations' would

amramnlich anhr Ana raenilt — malinm tha
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dweloplngoomtries and we will

' raslsteﬂoﬂshywmeloﬂmitaooumrfs

right to engage In emissions trading or

'nmakemwmhdevebpmgmn-

tries under the “Clean Development

Mankaniem  Quch llmitatiane  wrnild

COUNTERPOINTS

-Administration’s

Actions Fall Short
of Rhetoric

-By Philip E. Clapp

President
National Envﬁmml Trust

% ever the last six years,
President Clinton and Vice

President Gore have talked a

great deal about the dangers of global

.-One of these days they're
going to actually have to do something.
‘.Clinton and Gore campaigned
against President Bush by castigating
his weak, voluntary measures to
reduce global warming pollution. But
since gaining office half a dozen years

‘ago, they have done even less than
Bush proposed.  Although the United

States pledged, in 1992, to cut global
warming emissions, we're on track to
be 13 percent over the original goal by
2000.

of how the White House

_has failed to back up Its rhetoric

abound:

Mpmssdemcnmnmw@e‘

President Gore repeatedly have

~_promised to restructure the electric

industry in a way that “delivers a signif-

 lcant down payment in reducing green-

house gas emissions,” 'as Clinton has
said.' But their proposals included no
serious effort to reduce emissions. -

¢ The White House trumpets the
recent $1 billion appropriated by
Congress for research on energy effi-
clency and renewable energy -tech-

"' nologies. But the Administration can’t

even put a figure on how much of a
dent this might make in global warming

“poliution — it may be too small to be

meaningful. Meanwhile, energy effi-
ciency standards approved . by

"Congress long ago have been bolm_ad

up‘in the Administration for years.

* After negotiating the Kyoto global
warming treaty, the U.S. quickly
became the only nation' to qualify its
commitment with a vague and mislead-
ing call for “meaningful pertldpaﬂon by
the developing countries. -« ’

* Going into the wrrentmtdm
negotiations in Buenos Aires, the
Administration seems intent on using
the Kyoto treaty’s’ flexibility mecha-
nisms to achieve more than 80 percent
of the United States’ .emission reduc-
tions overseas. While a pollution trad-
ing plan has worked well for acid rain
and should be a part of the Kyoto
Protocol, we cannot continue to refuse

for our own poliution.

The Clinton Administration still has-
n't signed the Kyoto Protocol. Expect
an orchestrated fanfare when it does.
Also expect: a - continued lack of
progress. The United States, with its
wealth, its technology, and 'its lion's
share of the contribution to gjobal
warming pollution, should be leading
the rest of the world toward solutions.
We're not. B

U.S. Negotiated a
Flawed Agreement

By Richard Burt

Former Assistant Secretary of State and U.S.
Ambassador o Germany; and co-founder of
COMPASS, The Committee to Preserve

- American Security and Sovereignty

he Clinton Administration’s new
Kyoto treaty on global warming
may rank as the most important
foreign policy Initiative undertaken by
tha |Initad Qtatas since the end of the

.tially an afterthought.

specific states t(has created a danger-
ous diplomatic precedent for future.
amms control and trade negotiations.

» Inadequate Verification. With the
Kyoto accord, which could reduce U.S.
energy consumption by more than 30
percent by 2010, verification is essen-
To .commit to
such goals without really knowing
whether and how they will be moni-
tored — both here’and, more impor-
tantly, abroad — Is a major blunder.

* International Intruslon. Without any
clear and precise implementation and
enl'orcernem plans, the Kyoto agree-

v e mm Tema bl fe s




govemment support nompanles can
take effective, voluntary action to reduce

The Kyoto Protocol:
“A Historic Step” -

On the international front, last
December’s Kyoto Protocol was the
seminal event of the year. By agreeing to
cut their greenhouse gas emissions, the
world's leading economies took a historic
step forward in addressing global warm-
ing. Thanks-largely to the efforts of the
United States, the Protocol takes a flexi-
ble, market-based approach that will
allow emissions to-be reduced in ways
that make the most sense, both anvirm-
mentally and economically.

This flexible approach includes emis-

mpmiskmsﬂ'tatpmbctourmﬂmal %
security, ensuring that our Kyoto targets
will in no way constrain the, activities of

our military forces.

Beyond Buenoa Aires .

Despite significant progress, we sﬂﬂ

have a long way to go. Diplomaticaily,

important ' work remains on the flexibility -

measures," the way to treat carbon-
absorbing “sinks” (such.as forests),

developing country participation, .and.
. What we. noed in Buenos -
Aires is notagnearlaap forward, but -

steady, solid progress that can begin to
tum the Kyoto Protocol into reality.

The United States- delegation will
work to advance our paositions in all these
areas. Among other things, we will con-

tinue to press for meaningful participation,

_ S LB ! % , strange |
""" A8 we look past Buenos Alrea o the e
_year ahead, the Administration will. be of a gen
working on new domestic efforts to spur. . - with the
. development and broader use of clean - result is
energy technologies and will continue that is :
engaging with private industry to achieve United €
. better energy efficlency and reduce if never :
- greenhouse gas emiissions. We also will Fron
. strongly “support efforts to ensure. that the agre
U.S. companies eam credit for early tal short
actions to reduce their emissions. * Pree
The threat of climate change has Adminie
been, decades in the making and it will especia
take many years to_solve. But with our house g
best science and technology, smart, mar- exclusic
ket-based solutions and, most of all, firm China,
political ‘will, we can get the job done. from th
President Clinton’s balanced approach to these k
the challenge of global warming will allow bad ec
us to maintain a growing economy and policy,
protect the environment. B

sions trading and _the new “Clean

[n Congress

A Call for Early Action

By Sen. Joseph! Uebemmn

vidence of global warming

is continuing to mount,

and it forces us_to confront
what kind of world we want to
leave to our children. It is a
question that: will be answered
next at the Buenos Aires meet-
- ing. ltwillalsobeanswemdby
how.smart and conscientious we
Americans are willing to be ?efa
at home on our own.

During the recently condud-
ed Congress, President Clinton
proposed a balanced program
that would arrest 'greenhouse
gas emissions over five years
through tax credits for energy-
efficient purchases and renew-
able energy investments, and
through new. research and
development programs targeted
towards buildings, industry,
transportation and electricity.
The good news is that the bud-
get for next year provides for
more than $1 billion some of
these research investments.

The bad news is that too
much time and effort was spent
in the 105th Congress in battles
with those who would stop all cli-
mate-change investments. One *

would have gone so far as to
ban the agency from even edu-
cating the public about the Kyoto
Protocol. © Our' debates’.in
Congress must be more
informed and sensible than that.
On October 10, 1998, | was
proud to join with
Senators John Chafee of Rhode

iIsland and Connle : Mack of

Florida to infroduce what we
hope will be a climate

change
-log-Jam breaker .in ‘the ‘next .

Conaress. The Credit for Early

tems we may adopt, to compa- |
‘ nies that act now to reduce their .

emissions of greenhouse gases.

".‘This Is a voluntary, market-
:. based approach that will bring .

about a win-win situation for
both American buslnossesand 3

.. the environment.:.. © % ;.. A

The Credit for EarlyAdlon
Act would provide the certainty.
necessary to encourage compa- .
nies to reduce emissions now.
Its principles ‘were developed

" with environmental and industri-

al perspectives,” and were:

to take advantage of
an often-too-little appreciated
fact: many companies want to
reduce emissions. They don’t
want to wait until legisiation
requires them to make these
reductions. Early action will help
businesses save ‘money 'by
allowing their costs to be spread
out over more years and by

-ensuring credit in ‘any ' future

compliance schedule for Iheir
investments today. .

The debate about .climate
change is too often vested in
false choices between scientific

findings, common sense, eco-

nomic growth and environmental
protection, The Credn for Early

‘Action: Act 'offers” a* model " to" ¥’
‘damonstmtematmoseamnot

‘Kyoto Protoc

‘Dead on An

By Sen. Chuck Hagel (R-NE)

The debate that has emerged ¢
the U.N. Global Climate Treat
not a debate about who is fo

' .against a_cleaner environm
.. "The debate is over whether or

this specific treaty is in the
interests of the United States
whether this is the best appro
We're all for a cleaner, env
ment, but environmental ac

- must be predicated o sounc

y- 3

ence, a balanced perspective
common sense. This treaty
on all counts.

The discussions in Bu
Aires will prove to be nothing
than whistling ‘past a grave
because in its curpent fom
Kyoto Protocol is dead on arri
.the United States Senate.
~ The Byrd-Hagel Reso
adopted by the Senate last ye
a 95-0 vote was explicit on
was needed Iin this treaty in
togainmesupponofmes
First, it directed the Preside
to sign any treaty that placed
ly binding obligations on the !
States to limit or reduce °
mmegasemissiaww

e or agreement also

new specific scheduler

i rrnanis ba Heallh e secd cma
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r ahead, the Administration will be
king on new domestic efforts to spur
‘elopment and broader use of clean
gy tachndo@ea and will continue
jaging with private industry to achieve
ter energy efficiency and reduce

enhouse gas emissions. We also will

ngly support efforts to ensure that
3. companies eam credit for early
ions to reduce their emissions.

The threat of climate change has
an, decades in the making and it will
e many years to. solve. But with our
3t science and technology, smart, mar-
-based solutions and, most of all, firm
litical will, we can get the job done.
asident Clinton's balanced approach to
1 challenge of global warming will allow

€ it -Cold-Wak—With- 80
ol .. -strange that. the Admlniutmﬂm i,
- almost cavaller fashion — appears to

”WWMWNMWW " have abandoned the hard-won lessons

of a generation of tough negotiations
with the former Soviet Union. The
result is a serlously flawed agreement
that Is almost certain to bedevil the
United States for years to come, even

. if never ratified.

From a foreign policy perspective,
the agreement reflects four fundamen-
tal shortcomings:

* Preemptive concessions. The
Administration’s capitulations are
especially notable in the area of green-
house gas emission reductions and the
exclusion of such major economies as
China, India; Indonesia and Mexico
from the agreement. The exclusion of
these key emerging markets is not only

bad economics and bad environmental

policy, but In creating exceptions for

M,__menl.
“United"

promised lhat Kyoto. would" I'&ﬂ"’.ba ;
aﬂmdmpmanyumtadﬂaﬂons
“green hats,” but then agreed 1o the
establishment of a "Framework Convention -
on Climate Change Secretariat.” =~

* ‘Diplomatic’ Cynicism. Politically,
some analysts have begun to argue
matwaneednotwom«toonnmabout
Kyoto, that it is a “feel good® accord
designed mainly for its public relations

* value at homeand abroad. But if the

Kyoto accord is nothing more than a
cynical exercise to win the support of
the environmental lobby, the
Administration looks manipulative and
runs the risk of jeopardizing more seri-
ous diplomatic enterprises, such as
NATO expansion and fast-track tmda

to ‘maintain a growing economy and
stect the environment. M .

authority. @

n Con&ess
Kyoto Protocol Consndered

Developing Country Parties within
the same compliance period.”

The Kyoto Protocol, however,
does not include a single develop-
ing nation. One hundred and thirty
four developing nations (including
China, India, South Korea, Mexico
and Brazil), many of whom com-
pete fiercely with the United States

for trade opportunities, are com-

“Dead on Arrival”

pt, to compa- | i

o reduce their

thouse gases. - BySﬂ.d‘mckHagef{H—NE)h: ;
tary, market- ¥ Lok
hat will bring The debate that has emerged over

situation  for the U.N. Global Climate Treaty is
isinesses and not a debate about who Is for or

R N ,against a cleaner environment. |

+ Early Action . The debate is over whether or not
y the certainty. this specific treaty is in the best
)urage compa- interests of the United States and
Tnissions now. whether this is the bes‘lappm&ch
re developed ‘We're -all. for a cleaner, environ-
\ and industri- ment, but environmental actions
. and were must be predicated on sound sci-
advantage of ence, a balanced perspective and
3 appreciated common sense. This trealy fails
anles want to on all counts.

s. They don't The discussions In Buenos
il legislation Aires will prove to be nothing more
y make these than whistling ‘past a graveyard,
action will help because in its curent form the
e money by Kyoto Protocol is dead on arrival in
ts to be spread the United States Senate.

years and by The Byrd-Hagel Resolution
in any future * adopted by the Senate last year on
sdule for their a 95-0 vote was explicit on what
y. . was needed in this treaty in order
about . climate to gain the support of the Senate.
siten vested In First, it directed the President not
tween scientific to sign any treaty that placed legal-
N sense, eco- ly binding obligations on the United
jmromnu States to limit or reduce green-
Credit for Early _ |, . house gas emissions “unless the
= = madal tn J'| 5 RrOcol or agreement also. man-

—

plablyaxemptfromanyobllga—

flstanetn'radiina ‘man-marla areen-

Byrd-Hagel Resolution  spoke
directly to the impact this treaty
would have on the American peo-
ple, asserting that the President
should not sign any treaty that

. '\nouldrasdﬂnsanmm harm to the

mnyofmsumtsdsm A
recent study by the U.S.
Department of Energy, however,
stated that average energy costs
would be 17 to 83 percent higher in
2010 if the United States had to
reach the emission targets in the
Kyoto Protocol. The annual imple-
mentation costs between 2008 and

.2012 are estimated to range from

$77 billion to $338 billion.

- And for what? Even If the
Kyoto Protocol were to be imple-
mented, it fails on its primary
objective: the global reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions. The
agreement excludes the very
developing nations that 'will be

" responsible for more than 60 per-

cent of the world's greenhouse gas
emissions early in the next century.

The U.N. Global Climate Treaty
is complete folly. It cannot achieve
its goals. It has no hope of being
ratified by the U.S. Senate. Those
who care about this issue will be
better served if the. Kyoto Protocol
is abandoned in Buenos Alres and
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It’s Tlme to

Step Up To the F
on Cllmate Chal

To reduce emissions and the consequences of ' All countries sh
global climate change, every country needs to play .improve standard
ball. But just as athletes play different positions  address climate c

depending on their strengths, countries should . . international com
work to the best of their abilities in addreééiﬁg" ' "'__advan'_cage of emis
the climate change issue. The countries that must. = opportunities wh.
lead the way are those that emit the largest . ~_ And with everyor
volume of greenhouse gases; enjoy the highest = -playlng field, doir
standard of living; or have the most significant "- share the game c.

opportunities to reduce their emissions.

- For a copy of ths Pew Center on Blohal cllmata changa s raport Equlty arld G!ubal I'.:I:matf
Change, call in tha U.s. 703- 516-4146 or \nsn our weh site at WW‘W PEWBLIMATE DRG

BUSINESS: ENVIRDNMENTAL LEADERSHIP c
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quences of ~ All countries should be able to maintain or
eds to play .improve standards of living as they work to -
positions address climate change, part1cularly if the

i should . 1ntemat10nal comrnumty takes
dressing = - advantage of emission reduction
s that must. - opportunities where they exist.

rgest ~ And with everyone on the
highest - = - playing field, doing their fair
nificant ~ * share, the game can begin.
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