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Thank you, Mr.Chairman,

We are tackling global warming issues. Global issues need global solution. We should recognize that we
are not living in the year 1997. When the Kyoto Protocol was crafted in 1997, it was supposed to cover
56% of global CO, emissions under obligation. However, due to the withdrawal of the US from the
Kyoto Protocol and rapid increase of the GHG emissions in emerging economies, its coverage of
emissions under obligation is merely 27% and will further decline in the coming years. Under such
radical change of circumstances, it is obvious that setting caps on a small part of global emissions under
the Kyoto Protocol can never be effective vehicle in tackling global warming in coming years, while

acknowledging its historical role.

On the other hand, the countries which have associated with the Copenhagen Accord cover 85% of the
global CO, emissions. It is obvious that the Copenhagen Accord is the point of departure towards truly

effective global framework.

AWG-KP TDEE

Copyright © 2014 NPO JEAN EFFERIEEFAIAR. All rights reserved.



International Environmental Econamic Institute
‘. — I E E I |3t Pt RiE SRR S HIRRT R HS0BDAESAD

That is why Japan is aiming at an early adoption of a new single legally binding instrument constituting
a fair and effective international framework with the participation of all major emitters based on the
Copenhagen Accord.

Unfortunately, it is not likely that we could adopt such a single legally binding document at Cancun.
Therefore, Japan is aiming at a balanced COP decision package covering all major elements respecting a
delicate balance in the Copenhagen Accord. Cancun should present a milestone towards the ultimate
goal. We strongly expect that the negotiation at the AWG-LCA would make a tangible progress to this
end.

Mr.Chairman,

Japan has been participating in the AWG-KP with an expectation that some elements such as the rules
for LULUCF, baskets and market mechanisms could provide useful components to a broader outcome. In
this respect, there has been some progress in these areas. Further progress on these issues would
certainly provide useful inputs to the packaged outcome here in Cancun and we will actively contribute to
this end.

On the other hand, we should recognize that so-called “number” issue is in a complete stalemate. This is
not surprising since the number issue is only a part of broad picture. AlImost all the pledges by the Annex
I Parties under the Copenhagen Accord are premised to the establishment of a fair and effective global
deal engaging all major emitters including the US and major developing countries. This means that
global mitigation efforts by both developed countries and developing countries can only be addressed in
the AWG-LCA.

Mr.Chairman,

Today, we have heard many statements from developing country partners calling for cementing the 2™
commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol. Japan reiterates its firm position that our 2020 target has
been pledged under the Copenhagen Accord. Japan is not in a position to inscribe our target in the
Annex B of the Kyoto Protocol under any condition or circumstances. This is because Japan is aiming at
a truly effective global deal. Kyoto 2™ commitment period will never constitute a fair and effective single

framework with the participation of all major emitters, which we are aiming at.

There is an argument that we should keep all the options open, not prejudging any legal outcome of the
on-going negotiation. It is understandable approach under the current non-convergence on this issue.
For this very reason, we will never accept any CMP decision implying the setting of the 2" commitment
period or provisional extension of the 1% commitment period since this itself will prejudge the legal
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outcome.

Mr.Chairman,

Japan also reiterates its determination to achieve 6% reduction target under the Kyoto 1% commitment
period. Moreover, as our own initiative, Japan will further enhance its mitigation efforts through green

innovation aiming at the “world’s top environment and energy power”.

Japan is also determined to take a lead in assisting developing countries. Japan committed 15 billion
dollars of fast-start financing to developing countries in 3 years and has already delivered 7.2 billion
dollars as of the end of September. Japan supports establishment of the Copenhagen Green Fund and is
willing to participate in the preparatory work to this end, which is premised to the progress on mitigation
actions and MRV by developing countries. Japan is also willing to make an appropriate contribution to the
long-term finance beyond 2013 premised to ensuring necessary financial sources and in accordance

with other countries’ preparedness.

In addition, Japan intends to promote bilateral and regional cooperative activities engaging private

sector with a view to supporting mitigation actions and MRV by developing countries.

Mr.Chairman,

My intervention has covered much broader perspective compared with the mandate of the AWG-KP.
However, it should be born in mind that this comprehensive scope, namely, mitigation by both developed
and developing countries and financial and technical support to developing countries is the key for a
successful outcome of the on-going negotiation. Discussion solely focusing on the 2™ commitment

period will not to anywhere.

Japan strongly hope that the whole negotiation in Cancun will make a good and balanced progress
towards a fair and effective international framework engaging all major emitters.

Thank you.

FADZDAFT— R A> bDS5, Japan is not in a position to inscribe our target in the Annex B of the
Kyoto Protocol under any condition or circumstances M<7ZDH, ZdDE&. NHK ZOMD_—1—ATRIES
BIRENTZ, BIEMEINZNUNSEDRNDTZLD (TS EME LRV, BANS TOENSINT S#4E
HEBHRLTND L, BREEREICBWTEAZS 7T J&2EDTNDTE, BREUTIERTAE (S3TH(C
BT 2DEDTHDIEE. B2 LLFHRT—X(CMNTWZDEDTHD. ENSITERNTZ T D
(CHET D AWG-KP TEDWENH DD,

Copyright © 2014 NPO SEA EFFERIBFEFAFIAT. All rights reserved.



Y International Enviranmental Econamic Institute
ZEEl ExEiermrrm B rar PPy PP

RETLR D EFHZITABNRNIZ, INFETOES, FHCR EERKRORE(CDWT(EZOEE. BFHD
WTWEDE(FMIBINTH D, IBFRE. ([FRNSEIFLTLVEMNDTZU. 25%BRZREREXL THRFZRITTTE
SRDERESDEEN DIz, Z/\OZIRVCEBDINCHEL D ELTEESS, Za1—>2—F2 RT3 — -7
+« A =)LKENSINETHELESH SN, [You are brave! | EEHN/.

AWG-KP 7L U—(3, LWDEDLS(CHERE - SoEEDADOHEIE (F->/(—). LULUCF, BEMRAX
DFEFEE, ANZX L WISEBD 5 DI —T(CHMNTERI D L&D TR UTZ. RiBEH LRI,
EARF D DEARDIRE NGO DANS [EISHDHDRAT— A hTUER] EEONTZ. ’IE NGO D5
BHOTVWEELZEEFRDRRVDT, [B#SSNET | &Hlzs> Thltz. UhLEBNSHIREL D1z,

AT— XA > MDRIE

—&AIT TRRIASZRICHED & FERERECRIAVRY ND—0%289 3RELZOERZSENS. [FEH
DEBRDAT— MA> MIAZRESEA(CRDTVD] EVWDSIREND 2. BVLEBKTEREICIRD TLBDTIE
RUVDIFESFETHERL,

IPREE UZABIE. CNETAWG K MEF, AFSOIFNRHES CHANKIBL TSRS I > D
DEDTFRN. BRTEVWVZEZ(L TWHRDIIKADTTE] EWVWSBVWRIRZANIZC ETHD. FERED
® EEG TEVU (IS HIREAMSRCtZ) oz, BARIFEFIRIIEZZ (T A VIV EE D TLVDH, COP D
B THTIHEE AWG-LCA TTC B ZOMRENED C EZEZMFCREFIZITADILESE D] <BVLICEXTLVZD
MNELNRV. S CZHHICHANKEBRZT DK SVEE(C, ZRTEROLY RSA>ZRUESEICE
= W ORFELUZDIESD.

RDE. 11 A 30 BIGRE NGO XIS [MbAKE] (241, 372U TEAN [SRo>E5& 0D 1 il =
BISUTz. IIHDRT— A2 b, BADIRIE NGO WNSHBDH(CH I Mo T=DEH . EE NGO DEFXDD
T, BREEFREZZTTERDE. BRFRENREZRESN S UTZBR(E Fossil of the Day 7256
Fossil of the Century Z=FE L TL\D U RICHAN D)L=+ TD COP19 T 90 &Lt 25%HimBERZEER D T,
2005 Lt 3.8%RBEEFEZRIALIZIRG MFRbAE] ZFE Uz, [32>5E 0D 141] <SWLWTEWTELWT
TRVDHE LR,

11 A 30 BIC(FRASEESR BTN, RBEEOE/ IREREE(ICE FICWATIT L ADEMZZ 1z, T8
AIREGEESN SEER  2DN ] [REFERESE _FRIIMZIER T 2 L TRERHE IOV II BT LT
BDDTIFRNN] F, FEALOBMNREGRESHEECER U, MmIIRE. WBADILARSEENS [25&
B CholzC &, BRESZRULCRBERED THDIZlcsd. > av oo LRRnn, BARDIAT—~
A2 NCRENTTRS S I UHMASFIITIREDTIFRL . BINSKLISNTUWZED, REGFETESE _HIRE
H(EETOENSHINT D2FEMH DA EED L TEMEN RN CNEBERDHETS > TLDDTIFRL,
HEREFREREANSEEN TFRNEND T EE, BRIREEESN SH T 2 D60 (FR<. H—HIERIA/
DFR(FHE(ICSTFD. FLETOENSINT DOFETEMNDDEHCMHIFTTEIL TV ] EBEXTLVE, A

Copyright © 2014 NPO SEA EFFERIBFEFAFIAT. All rights reserved.



F o International Environmerndal Econamic |II5|EI|I
WEIEE] eeeseamsas e i s o Ty e

BIEFTBRICER. BARDIIGZHATDEHRIC, BERRE. H—F v V7 ARDEENS>YEI—ER
Lj—j_:(')

SEERRET

BaRICENS

HADRT— hX> MIT LA TERE <ED LEIFSN. >4 —=%w KT Japan, Kyoto Protocol, COP16
EVWDSF—D—RZANDETSD EEBNMETE . REOHRXST . TUN—T58. ARAEBE. &AL
THD. TOZLICADEZRTEERENTL . 12 ALV ->TUWWeS&EHD. 12 A8 HD/ (=)L) \—=/X
—(CIREBRIEREISH DI H—FT1 7> 4E 12 B 1 BRDOESETUTDLS (RTINS,

The brief statement, made by Jun Arima, an official in the government's economics trade and industry
department, in an open session, was the strongest yet made against the protocol by one of the largest

emitters of greenhouse gases.

He said: "Japan will not inscribe its target under the Kyoto Protocol on any conditions or under any

circumstances."
The move came out of the blue for other delegations at the conference.

"For Japan to come out with a statement like that at the beginning of the talks is significant," said one
British official. "The forthrightness of the statement took people by surprise."

If it proves to be a new, formal position rather than a negotiating tactic, it could provoke a walk-out by
some developing countries and threaten a breakdown in the talks. Last night diplomats were urgently

trying to clarify the position.

IO [HDEHEEDIESTAIBRICIBEO>TUE] EVLWDSEEZKUTULBN, [H38BEDHES. D
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try new approach-honesty-* &R89 3L FDREN .
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The first week of the talks was dominated by a row over Japan saying it would not accept the
continuation of the Kyoto Protocol. Developing countries condemned this as a betrayal and Britain

disassociated itself from the Japanese position. But in reality, Japan is simply being more honest than
other countries.  (Fg)

History may judge that Japan’s intervention was the moment when negotiators were forced to
confront realities rather than distributing draft agreements full of impenetrable diplomatic language,
not to mention, the odd bowler.
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