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Distinguished Delegates, Mr. Chairman.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to take the floor on behalf of Climate Action Network 
International.   
 
I had hoped, as a Ghanaian that I would be able to find inspiration and hope during 
this week in Accra, that your presence here in my country, and the obvious climate 
threats we are facing, would spur you to further action.  I am, however, worried for 
the pace of these negotiations, and the pathway forward to achieving an ambitious 
post-2012 agreement is still unclear to me and the pace of your progress dangerously 
slow.  However, there were some innovative individual Party proposals that should be 
an inspiration to others.  
 
CAN would like to provide Parties with its sense of what further work is needed 
between now and Poznan, in order to ensure that the people of Poland are more 
inspired in December by the outcomes of your deliberations. 
CAN was encouraged by some of the specific proposals discussed here in the areas of 
finance, specifically the Norwegian proposal, and we encourage other Parties to 
explore it further.  
 
CAN also welcomes the constructive and serious discussions on REDD and sectoral 
approaches.  Such focused discussions must occur across all Bali elements.  To do so 
more specific proposals must be submitted in the coming month in order to provide 
the food for thought and for negotiating text needed in Poznan.  This is particularly 
necessary in the areas of mitigation. For example, what does comparability really 
mean?  How will MRV function on both sides of the equation Ð enhanced actions and 
finance, technology and capacity support?  How can sectoral approaches specifically 
be used to elaborate mitigation actions by developing countries?  Could measures to 
tackle emissions from international transport also be used to finance adaptation and 
mitigation work in developing countries? 
 
We all now understand that reducing emissions from deforestation and forest 
degradation in developing countries can contribute significantly to the mitigation of 
climate change.  REDD provides an ideal opportunity to fulfill the Bali Action Plan 
that calls on developing countries to make nationally appropriate mitigation emission 
limitation commitments that are measurable, reportable and verifiable, and calls on 
developed countries to provide financial and technical support that is also measurable, 
reportable and verifiable.  But here too, although there was some progress in Accra, 
we hope to see CANÕs REDD principles incorporated into PartiesÕ negotiating text 
before Poznan. 
 



 
 
 
We also see the need for specific proposals in the area of adaptation.  While we are 
delighted to see that some countries and groupings finally began exchanging ideas for 
a future adaptation framework, we urge you to get more specific and turn those ideas 
into actual proposals that the chairman can then integrate into his text.  Clearly 
massively increased finance must be part of these proposals, financing that is 
additional to existing ODA commitments.  Considering adaptation funding as aid is in 
violation of the polluter pays principle. For the sake of the worldÕs poor this is not 
acceptable. 
 
And certainly in the area of technology cooperation and transfer, we urge all Parties, 
particularly Annex I Parties, to begin tabling specific proposals.  Without specific 
proposals from developed countries on the issues of finance and technology it is hard 
to imagine an atmosphere of trust in Poznan that will be essential for success.  
 
Some of those issues clearly overlap with the AWG-KP. It is clear that the Bali 
Action Plan must be respected, especially the firewall between developed and 
developing countries.  However, we would urge the parties to allow topics to be 
discussed in both groups to elicit the greatest amount of creative and constructive 
ideas and not to spend precious time wrangling over mandates of groups. The Bali 
Action Plan calls for one package agreement, which must emerge from the two 
AWGs by Copenhagen.  Necessarily, the two processes overlap and intertwine.  
ThatÕs where the deal is to be found. 
 
Dear delegates, it is CANÕs view that we are now past the time to explore conceptual 
ideas.  In order to be able to finalize a comprehensive agreement in Copenhagen you 
must begin negotiating around specific proposals across the elements of the Bali 
Action Plan in Poznan and decide a work plan for 2009 that ensures that the intensity 
of this process reflects the intensity of the impacts being felt along the shores of 
Ghana.    
 
As the eyes of the world now shift to Poland, the time is now.   
 
Let the flurry of proposals begin! 
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