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Distinguished Delegates, Mr. Chairman, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity for CAN International to intervene in this critical AWG on the 
Kyoto Protocol.  This working group is in fact at the heart of this process.  If this heart stops 
beating, or stalls for a long period of time, the rest of the body dies with it.  CAN therefore 
urges Parties to ensure that you, in this working group, breathe new life and trust into the 
entire Poznan meeting.  We would like to share with you some of our thoughts on your 
deliberations this week and look towards your next session. 
 
On mitigation, CAN urges Annex 1 countries to work toward aggressive national targets that 
are overwhelmingly met by reducing domestic emissions. Annex 1 countries must use the 
next commitment period to begin the shift away from unsustainable and inequitable 
consumption patterns and lay the ground for the cuts of 80%-95% from 1990 levels that are 
required by 2050.  By Poznan, not in 2009, all Kyoto Annex-I Parties should have tabled 
their national target proposals as contributions to achieving the high-end of the 25 to 40% 
below 1990 range. Support for mitigation action in developing countries must be additional 
to deep domestic emissions reductions by Annex-I countries and must not create 
disincentives to the necessary transformation towards a future low-carbon economy. 
 
CAN has reviewed the list of mechanisms under consideration and has several 
recommendations.   
 
First, we urge the parties to discard the inclusion of nuclear in the CDM. Nuclear power 
continues to be among the least economically efficient sources of energy, particularly when 
compared with renewable energy, and has unresolved issues around safe waste disposal and 
potential proliferation. Secondly, to further narrow the list, CAN suggests that Annex-I 
Parties submit detailed reactions to the list prior to Poznan that addresses this question: how 
will these items affect the size of my countryÕs emissions reduction target?  These kinds of 
submissions could help determine which mechanisms will actually contribute to enhanced 
mitigation by Annex 1 countries and which mechanisms are simply aimed at countriesÕ pet 
projects.   
 



 
 
 
Throughout the years of this process CAN has expressed serious concern that bunker fuel 
emissions are not controlled under the Kyoto Protocol and the UNFCCC. The International 
Civil Aviation Organisation has completely failed to deal with this issue and emissions 
continue to increase rapidly. 
 
It is quite straightforward to include international aviation emissions in the national totals of 
Annex I Parties, on the basis of fuel sales and/or departing flights, and these emissions should 
be included in the commitments of Annex-I parties.  
 
International maritime emissions are more complex, because of the problem of bunkering. 
CAN has followed with interest the work of the International Maritime Organisation on a 
global sectoral approach to shipping that could also raise tens of billions of dollars a year for 
adaptation and mitigation work in developing countries. Ultimately, however, it is the right 
and responsibility of the Kyoto Protocol to ensure these emissions are being reduced and 
hence it should set the level of ambition and determine the distribution of revenues. 
 
On LULUCF, Parties have developed a much clearer set of options.  While this will make it 
easier to come to a decision in Poznan on the basic rules, which is important, some of the 
options should not be pursued.  Also, CAN urges Parties to ensure the implications of rule 
changes are clear before they agree to them. 
 
There are many problems with the current LULUCF rules including the unbalanced 
accounting that has allowed Parties to receive credits and not count emissions. 
 
CAN would like to draw particular attention to a few of the very important issues in these 
LULUCF negotiations: 
 

¥ Parties must ensure that the new rules are designed to require a reduction of business-
as-usual emissions from this sector. 

¥ Accounting for emissions from forest management must be mandatory. 
¥ A limitation must be placed on the fraction of a PartyÕs required emission reduction 

that can be satisfied using LULUCF. 
 
Distinguished delegates, you have the opportunity to keep the heart of this process beating 
strongly.  CAN urges you not to focus your efforts on ways to reduce the level of your 
ambition but rather to be guided by the science and the impacts already occurring in countries 
like that of our hosts, Ghana  
 
Bring your targets to Poznan!  
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