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100 countries have associated to Copenhagen Accord. This introduced new level of negotiations as there is a submission of US that CA should be basis, not texts in Copenhagen as of 19th December. Position of US is that CA should be formalised in COP16. Other countries like NZ even argue therefore working group on KP should not exist any more. 

EU report “Climate Policy Post Copenhagen” – confirmed what we have said pledges of emission reductions are from 13-17% by 2020. In reality reduction is much less, reductions 2% in best scenario and even it could lead to increase by 2.9%. Temperature rise could be 4-6 degrees.

How do governments react to this issue? Say it is very difficult to move forward on issue of temperature, countries not doing pledges related to this. Beginning to speak of more time to reach agreement on issue so EC argue that Mexico won't be place to finalise new agreement. Probably instead argued will finalise deal in SA in 2011 and that Mexico must just address some issues such as 1. Finance and 2. MRVS for NAMA – mitigation measures which are voluntary and autonomous. nnex 1 countries, especially EU and USA, want that emerging developing countries accept fully there will be some kind of MRV for GHG – not in KP – and in exchange we will guarantee level of finance. How to guarantee this: basically based on new market mechanisms if you read EU doc. 

We see lots of pressure especially on small countries. If you help us you will get MRV for emerging countries, and in return we postpone discussion for emission reductions. Difficult to do actions in short term then we can get $10 billion each year. Sources will be carbon markets.

Need to put target of temperature back into centre of debate. Unacceptable to have agreements that allow for 4 degrees. If not big campaign on this issue, going to have big problems. We emit 30 gigatonnes each year, if wait will be too late, will have exceeded carbon budget

Meeting in Bonn – only going to discuss procedural matters. What is basis of negotiation? Most countries say should be docs on the table and countries that signed CA can present this as part of those negotiations. Other proposal is it should be Copenhagen Accord. G77 and China has common understanding on issue. Don't know outcome of Bonn. Big differences in G77 and China. Several issues on MRV, adaptation. At moment, one group, and hope stays like this.

Maggie Zhou – how to justify process which is outside UN? Rebecca Sommer: It is promoted by UN sites 

Joel Marsden – global referendum is exciting, how to advance this

Neil Tangri: Is there considered strengthening position to take to negotiations, ALBA/AOSIS needs to inject life into negotiations, and then  what about effort made to bring national representatives from outside region?

Howard Ehrman = - Development in BASIC position

KiamaKENDREN – what is meaning of common understanding?

Rick Arnold, common frontiers – last call, Cancun to be place to take final decisions. Strategy to cook proposals beforehand to get done deal at Mexico. Now suggesting strategy changed as focused on SA. Does this give us more time, work to our advantage?

PS - Some proposals eg Mexico saying need to lower ambition. Feel there is a change. Trying to move on two issues: MRV and finance. And give more time, realise no conditions in US to ensure new agreement could pass in Senate. Beginning to see that final position would be SA. In terms of strategy good that gives us more time, but in terms of GHG it is bad. Each year without agreement, more pollution of atmosphere. Not like WTO, FTAA, where best thing is no agreement, if no agreement soon we will confront difficult situation in coming years and decades. For strategy more time after Cbba, need to put pressure that main focus on temperature and reductions should be at centre. Can't wait for one country. 

India/China – there is an official position in support of two tracks. Don't say CA is base for negotiation. Say it is important declaration, but substance should be brought into official procedure. Discussion adaptation, MRV. 

This is true that they are violating climate change framework convention but no mechanism to put pressure. How can we develop legal framework to ensure commitments really met by states. One issue to discuss in Cochabamba

Pablo: Organisation of Cbba

Good news – not an official meeting in negotiating process but have invited 192 govts and invited main UN orgs to do with hclimate change and environment. Have support of UNDP to help with transportation of all LDC countries, 49 countries (have confirmation of 10, and expect to have more than 30 countries) mainly Africa and Asia.

Side of government several govts have said going to send main negotiators or special envoy. Spain, environment minister, France special envoy, Mexico special envoy. Also confirmation of some Presidents – Paraguay, Nicaragua, Ecuador – and expect to have at least 10 for last day

So expect 70-80 countries at some level

From UN institutions, expect to have around 10, some with main representatives

Social movements – registered 3000 via internet. Also receiving from neighbouring countries, letters of delegations, will be much bigger participation. Direct contact through assemblies. In Bolivia, Ecuador, confirmation of meetings of social movements. Not just experts, individuals but big social movements

Panel – 14 panels. 35 confirmed. Leonardo Boff, Vandana Shiva, Miguel D'escoto, Naomi Klein. Big list of experts, some governmental level

How do we present the conference – not intended to produce intergovernmental document. Going to be open dialogue between govts and civil society on key issue facing us. Expect to have of civil society/social movements document to be presented to govts. See what they say in response to these proposals. Will have different representatives from govt. One govt said won't participate is US. EU said will participate. President of France asked for special invitation. Heard from President of Russia. 

17 Working Groups = registered 1954 people. Some working groups have 70, others 300 which are the most political working groups eg structural causes. More technical groups – shared vision, transfer of technology are smaller groups

Started to distribute proposals that have come. Want to have more proposals, with group presenting their proposals. Going to see in coming days proposals from different social movements that are having assemblies, national conferences to discuss their proposals. 

Expect to have base document of all working groups by 1st April.

Referendum – key issue. Must be very responsible asif decide to put in practice need to be sure it happens. There are orgs looking at how to implement it, especially Via Campesina looking at how to implement this and related to issues discussed. Believe can shift negotiations if have concrete proposals of different social movements. In countries officially support referendum, can do it legally but how to do it when government doesn't support eg vote on FTAA in Brazil where 10 million voted. Also looking at other types of action

Receive more proposals of groups doing conferences in their own countries. Looking at webcasts. Resolved technical problems, so are going to have webcasts of main panels, and archive others. Working group summary reports done day by day as webcast.

Transportation – know many are having problems getting direct flights. It is possible to get flights to SC and LP.  We are increasing flights to Cbba to make it easier to come. Going to circulate details of persons in charge of flights. Some embassies are getting direct flights cheap flights as in US ($690 from Miami). Doing something similar in Madrid with Bolivian airline.

Visas – those who require one should contact embassy if one in country, and if not should contact person in charge of visas so will make sure they receive visas

Hotel Accommodation – some delegations have contacted saying how many people coming, help us with accommodation. Different levels – hotels, hostels, solidarity accommodation – even in military barracks. Email hotel@cmpcc.org with your needs

Howard Ehrman – put in self organised group proposal. How to do that in official process? 

PS = have 40-41 self org events approved. There is a list. Can do this week but please do it fast.

If have text want to present, eg forests, have to send substantive texts to working groups that address this issue. If issue not addressed by any working groups, will take into account all outcomes of self org events to be part of memory and outcome document eg militarisation and climate change, gender and climate change. Even if don't have working groups will be taken into account

Janet Redman, IPS – working groups. Coalition working on finance in North and South having all day workshop, related to financing group. Trouble getting any response from facilitators, really want to get involved. Is there a back channel, who are people facilitating processes. 

PS Each group will have four hour session each day. If want self organised event can have it not same time as finance group so make sure it doesn't coincide

Cory Morningstar -  no working group on temperature, and also no consensus amongst environmental groups. People see them as too radical even though science shows this. Wouldn't it be important to get everyone to support 1 degree. 

PS Bolivia put on the table 1 degree/300PPM, but also movement of 350 can't be divided because of one issue. Need to keep unifying movement. Discussion not between 300-350 but bigger problem are those who are talking about 450 and 540 which is result of CA. 

Joan Russow, Canada – not a working group specifically focused on temperature. PS – this is the shared vision working group. ICJ as mechanism for bringing rogue states to some form of agreement. At one point Tuvalu going to take US to ICJ on this issue. 190 countries have ratified. 

PS Will discuss this issue on Climate Justice Tribunal. Some say it is possible, others say as it is now it is going to be possible. Issue to do with interpretations, and existing cases that have been brought to ICJ. Door not closed but not clearly open.

Fabrina, Jubilee South – have parliamentarians interested in participating. What going to do to get invitation. Some having problems with accommodation. 

Going to circulate email for support accommodation (hotel@cmpcc.org). Some special invitations mayors/politicians

Jai Sen, CACIM. Thanks for comprehensive presentation. One issue many Southern groups especially not able to come. Glad solidarity conferences organised. Are there steps you can take to reach more out to groups in Africa and Asia and sustain pressure after April?

PS – as many events at same time is great, to spread around the world. Discussion – how to move forward, Mexico, what other actions to develop

Joel Marsden, Made film. How to advance referendum – talking to Avaaz to get public opinion flowing. 

PS working group on referendum and working group on strategies. Need to convince strategies and action after Cbba, built between movements, experts, some govts to push forward to develop clear solutions

Julia Sanchez, GCCA – how base document will be prepared, mechanism for getting it together

Ricky Ward, Thailand – comments on website not being posted. Status of posting. 

Stuart, Climate Summit – came up with idea before Evo proposed. Feel real affinity between their event and Bolivian event. Doing us with telepresence with support of CISCO, relationship with MIT, introducing element of global discussion. Means of solidarity in cyberspace. Exploring linking up. Our date is 18th April

Gaia Foundation, UK -  registering for working groups: do it via generic email?

PS – sign up via registering. Can do online 4, one in person. There are emails for working groups mainly to receive proposals and then circulate and post. Most of documents put as proposals will also be posted on web page for that working group. From all different proposals received, going to ask some people to build a base document so we can get into second stage of discussion. Not just what we wrote but what is the concrete outcome we want to come out of document. See good papers on docs, not yet documents thinking of outcome of working group in Cbba. Great challenge is to be more focused. Several have responded saying we are going to produce those papers. Need to approve 2 pages which emphasises main messages of working groups

