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Mercados y Madre Tierra encuentran hospedaje en Acuerdo
Climatico de Paris

El remiendo de Acuerdo de Paris

En lugar de dividir a las naciones del mundo en tres categorias bien - desarrollados, en
desarrollo y "en transicion" - el nuevo marco reconoce que cada pais es unico, y que los
diferentes enfoques filoso6ficos se pueden emplear en la bausqueda del mismo objetivo.

Reconoce que tenemos que arreglar el sistema econémico, no destruirlo, y rechaza la
falsa dualidad entre la moralidad y los mercados, fomentando en cambio el desarrollo de
los mercados morales que estan bien estructurados, bien dirigido y bien regulado - y que
cada pais es libre de usar o no usar. Incluso combina conceptos cientificos como la
biodiversidad y la integracion de los ecosistemas con los conceptos indigenas como la
Madre Tierra, que se menciona explicitamente en el preambulo.

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/steve-zwick/markets-and-mother-earth b 8804384.html

How a Last-Minute Deal Hatched in Warsaw Two Years Ago
Spawned a Paris Accord That Includes Both Markets and Mother
Earth

Posted: 12/14/2015 9:40 am EST Updated: 12/16/2015 7:59 am EST

This story also appears on Ecosystem Marketplace. Click here to view.
When French Foreign Minister Laurent Fabius banged his little green gavel on
Saturday to signal the adoption of the Paris Climate Accord, he also took a decisive
whack at an illusion that has done almost as much to stifle climate action as
climate-science denial has.

It's an illusion that features prominently in books like Naomi Klein's This Changes
Everything, and it's explicitly delineated in the book's subtitle ("Capitalism vs. The
Climate"). My high-school philosophy teacher would call it a "false duality", because
it says that climate change is either a moral challenge or an economic one, when in
fact, it's both, and meeting the challenge one way doesn't preclude meeting it the
other.

The illusion has stifled real progress on climate talks almost since they began in
1992, but it started losing its grip two years ago, on a frigid morning in Warsaw,
when negotiators abandoned the quixotic quest for a one-size-fits-all, top-down
agreement like the failed Kyoto Protocol and aimed instead for a global

framework within which countries can embed their own unique climate action
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plans.

We'll never all agree on everythlng, and now we don't have to.

The Paris Patchwork Accord

Instead of dividing the nations of the world into three neat categories - developed,
developing, and "in transition" - the new framework acknowledges that each
country is unique, and that different philosophical approaches can be employed in
pursuit of the same goal.

It acknowledges that we need to fix the economic system, not destroy it, and it
rejects the false duality between morality and markets, encouraging instead the
development of moral markets that are well-structured, well-run, and well-
regulated - and that every country is free to use or not use. It even blends scientific
concepts like biodiversity and ecosystem integration with indigenous concepts like
Mother Earth, who is explicitly mentioned in the preamble.

["Paris And The Amazing Technicolor Charm-Quilt: Why This Year's Climate
Talks Really Are Different".]

Elegant Simplicity

The Agreement itself is just 31 pages long and contains only 29 articles, but each of
those articles is either bolstered by hard-won decisions or lays out a process for
achieving more decisions in the future. It's a work of simple elegance worthy of
James Joyce, and I'm not joking: change one word, and the whole thing crumbles.
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[For more on the importance of words, see Politico's piece on the "one word that
almost sank" the talks.]

Let's take just one article - Article 5 - which is the one dealing with forests and
REDD+, a horrendous acronym that stands for "Reducing Emissions from
Deforestation and forest Degradation” plus a slew of other activities related to
sustainable land-use. Before diving in, you'll need a quick primer on the history of
REDD+ itself.

REDD Dawn

REDD began percolating way back in the early 1970s, when physicist Freeman
Dyson asked a simple question: "Can we control the carbon dioxide in the
atmosphere" by planting trees that breathe in carbon dioxide and breathe out
oxygen? His answer: yes, we can, but we'd still need to slash our industrial
emissions to prevent catastrophic climate change. In the late 1980s, a policy analyst
with the World Resources Institute named Mark Trexler realized you could sponge
up even more carbon dioxide if you saved endangered rainforest rather than
planting new trees, and the energy company Applied Energy Services (AES) worked
with him to reduce their carbon footprint by doing just that.

["REDD Dawn: The Birth Of Forest Carbon"]

To measure the carbon, they used the same process that timber companies use to
estimate the amount of wood in a forest: basically, measuring trees at chest-height
and then applying "allometric equations" to see how much wood - and, by
extrapolation, carbon - they contained. To determine which parts of the forest were
in danger, they used a combination of econometric modeling and historic rates of
deforestation (a process that was rudimentary at the time and resulted in over-
counting, but which has been improved and refined over the years).
["Understanding Carbon Accounting Under The UN Framework Convention".]
Since then, indigenous people from Brazil to Kenya have used REDD to save
endangered forest by jump-starting sustainable business activities like harvesting
acai berries or Brazil nuts, or even just adopting more efficient woodstoves. From
the start, however, REDD was plagued by the false duality that sees an either/or
relationship between morality and markets - a view just as crippling as the pure
free-market fundamentalism that got us into this mess. (It's a way of thinking that
also concludes you either save the forests or you reduce industrial emissions; in
reality, we must do both.)

Article 5: REDD+

Article 5 contains just two paragraphs, but those paragraphs refer to at least a
dozen decisions and elements of other agreements, and the entire history of this
extraordinary document is there if you know to look for it.

Paragraph 1: Parties should take action to conserve and enhance, as
appropriate, sinks and reservoirs of greenhouse gases as referred to in Article 4,
paragraph 1(d), of the Convention, including forests.

This refers to that part of the framework convention itself that recognizes "common
but differentiated" responsibilities between rich and poor countries, and also the
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need to promote the sustainable management of natural carbon sinks, including
"biomass, forests and oceans as well as other terrestrial, coastal and marine
ecosystems." It's echoed in the Paris agreement, which recognizes the "importance
of ensuring the integrity of all ecosystems, including oceans, and the protection of
biodiversity, recognized by some cultures as Mother Earth, and noting the
importance for some of the concept of 'climate justice', when taking action to
address climate change."

Paragraph 2: Parties are encouraged to take action to implement and support,
including through results-based payments, the existing framework as set out in
related guidance and decisions already agreed under the Convention for: policy
approaches and positive incentives for activities relating to reducing emissions
from deforestation and forest degradation, and the role of conservation,
sustainable management of forests and enhancement of forest carbon stocks in
developing countries; and alternative policy approaches, such as joint mitigation
and adaptation approaches for the integral and sustainable management of
forests, while reaffirming the importance of incentivizing, as appropriate, non-
carbon benefits associated with such approaches.

This is a mouthful, so let's break it down. "Results-based payments," means money,
to be paid from one country to another based on the amount of extra carbon the
receiving country keeps locked in forests as a result of actions that countries take to
slow deforestation. These payments may be "market-based", which means the
country paying for them then gets to reduce its own emissions by the additional
amount of carbon locked in trees, or they may be "non-market" based, in which
case the country receiving the payment also gets credit for the emission-reduction
achieved - but that is dealt with in Article 6.

"The existing framework as set out in related guidance and decisions already agreed
under the Convention," refers to roughly a dozen decisions made over the years
regarding the measurement of forests, the establishment of reference levels, and the
role of indigenous people in preserving forests.

["Forests Look Set To Play Big Role In Paris Patchwork Climate Accord".]
"Activities relating to reducing emissions from deforestation and forest
degradation" refers to REDD, but without mentioning the acronym directly,
because it's become a target for people with duality delusion syndrome.

"The role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and enhancement of
forest carbon stocks in developing countries; and alternative policy approaches,
such as joint mitigation and adaptation approaches for the integral and sustainable
management of forests," is the "+" in "REDD+" - all the other land-use issues
associated with farms and fields.
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"While reaffirming the importance of incentivizing, as appropriate, non-carbon
benefits associated with such approaches," refers to things like biodiversity and the
protection of indigenous rights.

The Year Ahead

The next article - Article 6 - is different from Article 5, because it deals more with
the job to come than with the job completed. Specifically, it lays out a workplan for
developing payments for performance that are either market-based or non-market
based, or both.

We'll dive into this one later in the week, and shine a light on a process that's sure
to generate sparks in the year ahead - in part because it's a complex issue with real
challenges, but also because Fabius only took a whack at the illusion. He didn't
shatter it.

Follow Steve Zwick on Twitter: www.twitter.com/anthropozine
MORE:
Cop21Cop2l1Climate ChangeReddREDD+DeforestationAmazon
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