CLIMATE CHANGE: COPENHAGEN AND BEYOND                                                                               
Climate Change is one of the biggest challenges our global community has to face today. The natural variability and the climate fluctuations of the climate system have always been part of the Earth’s history, but not at such an alarming rate and magnitude as experienced in recent times. 

The Earth has an atmosphere of proper depth and chemical composition which reflects around 30% of the incoming energy from the sun back into space. The earth absorbs the remaining energy and then simultaneously releases it in the form of infra red waves. All this rising heat is partly absorbed by some gases present in very small quantities in the atmosphere called green house gases. Greenhouse gases re-emit some of this heat to the earth's surface. If they did not do this, most of the heat energy would escape, leaving the earth cold and unfit to support life. Therefore, a significant amount of Green House Gases should be maintained. However, recent man-made activities have added large quantities of Green House Gases (GHGs) to the atmosphere. Coal, oil, and natural gas contribute energy to the majority of human activities in industrialised nations, and carbon dioxide is a by-product of burning these fuels. Reducing carbon dioxide emissions rapidly is difficult because to do so means major restructuring to the way that the industrial world operates. 

Methane is the second most significant GHG and cause of climate change. A major source of methane comes from livestock and specifically cattle, which is produced by digesting grass and exhale it through their breath. Methane is also by-product of rice-growing. Considering that rice is a major staple food for a large part of the world’s population, the impact would be large. Other GHG emissions resulting from agriculture include nitrous oxide, which is released as a by-product due to the application of fertilisers.

The major changes to the planet’s land cover have resulted from deforestation in temperate regions where forests and woodlands have been cleared to make room for fields and pastures. More recently, deforestation has been rapidly taking place in tropical regions where economic development has come at the expense of conservation, and much of the world’s natural rainforests have given way to palm oil plantations, cattle pastures or the logging industry. Deforestation accounts for quite a large amount of global greenhouse gas emissions, making it the most significant source of emissions in developing countries. If these emissions are not reduced, they have the potential to undercut reductions in industrial and energy emissions. Deforestation also has significant negative impacts on soil quality, biodiversity, local livelihoods and indigenous communities. An increase in the levels of GHGs also leads to greater warming, which would have an impact on the world's climate.  

Many western countries started industrializing much earlier than the others, therefore have contributed to a large amount of the green house gases present today. India and other developing countries started industrializing just recently and have not contributed as much, but have to bear the consequences. The impact of climate change on these countries is far worse than on developed countries. 

India has the greatest population, in the tropical, equatorial regions in which it is located. The poorer sections of society would be adversely affected by this climate change as they are most dependent on the natural resources like water, forests, agriculture, etc. Agriculture, which is a dominant sector in India, contributes largely to the GDP. The output of this sector could be negatively affected due to rising sea-levels, rising heat, etc. Changes in climate could also bring an increase in climatic extremes, advance or delayed of the monsoon rainfall, and reduced soil water availability. The major impacts of climate change will be on rain fed or un-irrigated crops. Therefore, productivity in this sector would fall. Some regions that are already drought-prone may suffer longer and more severe dry conditions. Higher temperatures increase the evaporation rate, thus reducing the level of moisture available for plant growth. A very large decrease in moisture availability in the dryer regions would be of great concern to the subsistence farmers that farm these lands. 

Water and coastal resources are two other important sectors that could face severe impacts due to climate change. Higher water temperature and variations in runoff are likely to produce adverse changes in water quality affecting human health, ecosystems, and water use. Increases in water temperature in streams and rivers reduce oxygen content and increase biological respiration rates and thus may result in lower dissolved oxygen concentrations. Higher water temperatures lead to changes in distribution and may even lead to extinction of some aquatic species. When there is and increase in the level of rainfall, the rain flushes higher levels of nutrients and pollutants (which were originally stored in ground water reserves) out in the discharged water. This could decrease soil fertility. The occurrence of diseases such as malaria and typhoid could also increase, since the mosquitoes and bacteria thrive on unhealthy, stagnant water. 

Millions of the peoples living in Himalayan region rely on the waters from the Himalayan glaciers. A decline in glacier mass balance could mean less water available for rivers. This could lead to the Ganga, Indus, Brahmaputra and other rivers in northern India becoming seasonal rivers. If these major rivers remain dry during the summer months, it would affect the water supply for irrigation.

Climate change can impact coastal areas through increase in mean sea level, and through increased frequency and intensity of coastal surges and storms. The Bay of Bengal on the east causes to be a big threat to the east coast of India. Any increase in the intensity of tropical disturbances due to climate change could cause increased damages to life and property in the coastal regions. A rise in global temperatures would bring a rise in sea levels. The future sea level rise could flood low-lying areas, coastal marshes and wetlands, erode beaches and increase flooding and salinity of rivers, bays and aquifers. Sea level rise will affect many regions such as the Andaman and Nicobar islands, the Lakshadweep islands, the low lying deltaic region in West Bengal, and the Couch region in Gujarat. If these areas are largely affected, coastal tourism could be impacted as well.

Deserts sustain a diverse range of plants and animals as many species including reptiles and mammals have developed ingenious ways to cope with the extremes. Despite their capability, the increasing extreme temperature could pose to be a threat for their survival. Higher temperature in association with reduced rainfall will desiccate the soil further and reduce chances of crop survival.

Many people living on the coasts would move inland to increase their chances of obtaining food, housing etc, which otherwise would have been shattered due to the cyclones and storms caused due to the impact of climate change. These people are known as environmental refugees or climate refugees. Climate change causes variations in temperature which could affect their crop output, which in turn could affect their inflow of income, and therefore leading to an unhealthy lifestyle. Floods would be a common occurrence and could destroy all the property that they had. Since the poor are dependent on their farms and agricultural land, the state of their business would be experiencing a downfall. One of the most serious climate change risk to India is the increased frequency and geographical coverage of drought. Increase drought conditions due to climate change may also cause people to migrate to other regions in India. These migrants could lead to overpopulation and congestion in the cities. 

In order to combat these drastic changes and negative impacts due to climate change, countries come together to discuss certain issues relating to this problem, and ways to overcome it. The Copenhagen Climate Council was initiated between international business and science and was founded by the ‘think tank’ in Scandinavia called Monday Morning which is based in Copenhagen. Monday morning, being a ‘think tank’ is a policy institute that conducts research and social or economic policies. The members of the Copenhagen Climate Council come together to create global awareness of the importance of the United Nations Climate Change Conference, that is held every year, and to ensure support and assistance to global decision makers when agreeing on a new climate treaty. The United Nations Climate Change Conference organises sessions of much concern to the global community and includes the Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC. The Conference of Parties (better known as COP) adopts decisions and resolutions, published in reports of the COP. Thousands of participants including government representatives and observer organizations have attended previous climate change conferences. Expressions of interest or invitations to host a climate change conference come from the governments of a prospective host country and are decided by the Conference of the Parties.  

The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) is an international environmental treaty produced at the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED), popularly known as the Earth Summit, that was held in Rio de Janeiro from June 3 to 14, 1992. The objective of the treaty was to stabilize greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent dangerous interference with the climate system. The Conferences of the Parties (COP) meet annually right from 1995 to assess progress in dealing with climate change. Parties to UNFCCC are classified as Annex I countries, Annex II countries and developing countries. Annex I countries are mainly industrialized countries. There are 40 Annex I countries, some of which include, Australia, Canada, Portugal, Switzerland, Turkey, The European Union and The United States of America. Annex II countries are developed countries that pay the costs of developing countries. That is, they provide money and technology for low-carbon investments to control the GHG emissions. There are currently 32 Annex II countries, some of which include Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom, United States of America and the European Union. Developing countries may volunteer to become Annex I countries if they seem to be developed in time. 

In 1997, the Kyoto Protocol was concluded and established legally binding obligations for developed countries to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions. The Kyoto Protocol is a protocol to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, aimed at fighting global warming. As of November 2009, 187 states have signed and ratified the protocol. Under the Protocol, 39 Annex I countries commit themselves to a reduction of Green House Gases (GHG) produced by them. All the other member countries give general commitments. Emission limits do not include emissions by international aviation and shipping, but are mainly to the industrial gases and chlorofluorocarbons which were dealt with under the 1987 Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer. The Montreal Protocol on Substances That Deplete the Ozone Layer is an international treaty designed to protect the ozone layer by phasing out the production of numerous substances believed to be responsible for ozone depletion.

This led to the 2009 United Nations Climate Change Conference, commonly known as the Copenhagen Summit that was held at the Bella Centre in Copenhagen, Denmark, between 7 December and 18 December. It was the 15th meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and the 5th Meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol. Representatives from every country met and tried to prevent global warming and were going to determine what would happen after the first phase of the Kyoto Protocol climate treaty would end in 2012. These countries were to draft the Copenhagen Accord. The Copenhagen Accord is a short document of around 1,400 words. It states what was discussed and what needs to be followed until the next Copenhagen summit. A number of complications occur in drafting the accord. Two working groups had been preparing the framework of the agreement at Copenhagen. One was negotiating the second phase of the Kyoto Protocol and the other group was to discuss the long-term cooperative actions that need to be taken by most countries. There were many interruptions that took place during the negotiations which led to the delay of the Copenhagen Accord being submitted. The US blocked placing targets for deeper emission cuts with reference to long-term negotiations. China obstructed most agreements from the start. It is the world’s largest Green House Gas emitter and does not allow even partial transparency. This maybe because it already sees itself as a fast growing economy and needs to reach ultimate power as soon as it is allowed to do so. Shifting to alternative sources of energy could slow down this process. The second phase of the Kyoto Protocol was one of the most important issues that needed to be discussed. The second phase of Kyoto Protocol which would expire in 2012 is directed towards reducing carbon emissions by up to 40 percent below the 1990 level (of 22.3 billion tonnes a year), by 2020. The CO2 emission reduction is designed to prevent the global temperature from reaching a level hazardous to mankind in the future. Developed countries had been planning to ruin the Kyoto protocol ever since the Bali Action Plan was initiated in 2007. Mitigation, adaptation, technology and finance were the main points of the plan. The US came to Copenhagen without any reduction target, so most developed countries began abandoning the Kyoto process. Japan, the other major party under Kyoto, had agreed on a reduction process had also backed out. Under Kyoto, developing countries are allowed to increase emissions so that they can develop. Developing countries, more specifically termed as emerging economies, like India and China, are under pressure from developed countries to commit to emission-reduction targets. 
Through much delays and negotiations the Copenhagen was eventually drafted. President Barack Obama and the developing countries such as South Africa, India, China and Brazil had summoned a meeting and finalized the draft of the Copenhagen Accord. 

The main points of the Copenhagen Accord were that: 

· Industrial countries should list their individual emission reduction targets, and less industrialized countries should list the actions they would take to cut emissions by specific amounts. 

· All countries should accept a transparent system for monitoring their emissions (which China was not agreeing to earlier in the summit).  

· Poor countries would be paid to prevent deforestation. 

· Wealthy nations would establish a fund to help poor and vulnerable nations adapt to climate change.  For example: Ghana, Niger, Haiti, etc. 

· Signatory nations should accept the goal of limiting global warming to 2 degrees Celsius by 2050. The first accord that was drafted was considered to be unsatisfactory by the African and small island nations as it did not have a clause limiting temperatures to 1.5 degrees Celsius. The committee eventually took into consideration that developing countries would take longer to reach this target than developed countries as they needed room for development and poverty eradication. 

· Technology mechanisms need to be initiated to accelerate development of low-carbon technology. Developed countries were meant to provide the necessary financial resources for technological enhancement.

· One of the clean development mechanisms is the REDD-plus. This initiative was meant to cut down n excessive deforestation. The Copenhagen Green Climate Fund monitors these initiatives. It sees to the distribution of financial resources, policies and programmes with special reference to developing countries. 

According to the Copenhagen Accord, the European community pledged 10.6USD and the US pledged 3.6USD for new and additional financial resources for the period 2010-2012 that could help curb climate change. 

The UN-REDD-plus Programme is the United Nations Collaborative initiative on Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and forest Degradation (REDD) in developing countries. The Programme was launched in September 2008 to assist developing countries prepare and implement national REDD+ strategies. The Programme currently supports REDD+ readiness activities in quite a few countries, including Africa, Asia and the Pacific and Latin America, United Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam and Zambia. The funds collected from this programme are meant to support the development and implementation of national REDD+ strategies. 
However, there were a few drawbacks of the Copenhagen summit. There was major friction between developed countries and developing countries. Inspite of the fact that President Obama was to draft the accord with the help of developing countries, the accord was not accepted by those countries. Developed nations forcefully demanded developing nations to sign the accord stating that if they didn’t, developed countries would not provide financial aid for technological innovations. This seemed quite unfair, but developing nations had no real choice. 

Developed nations did not take into account the previous emissions done by them in previous years and demanded that developed countries would have to bear the burden as well. Initially they did not take into consideration developing countries’ need for expansion of growth. After much argument an agreement was reached. 

Developed countries were being considered at the same level as developing countries. In reality, this is not true. Developed countries’ emission targets were not being made clear as developed nations were cunningly trying to avoid those restrictions. 

Clean development mechanisms were initiated but not thought all the way through. The policies to be put into effect were just stated and not drafted as to how the policies would be effectively carried out. 

Developed nations refused to draft emission targets and policies for the Kyoto Protocol of 2012. They would conveniently ignore the Kyoto Protocol agreement as they were against it right from the beginning. The 2010 Kyoto Protocol required developed nations to reduce emission targets and this was something they were completely against. 

As mentioned earlier, developed nations were not very keen on providing financial resources for technological enhancements in developing countries.  Due to pressure from the International Panel of Climate Change, developed countries agreed. But, there was no guarantee on the amount of finance provided by developed nations. No one knew if the source was monitored or not. Since developed countries did not take this agreement seriously, corruption is likely to crawl in.  

Other criticisms of the Accord involve the fact that that most of the countries were not invited when the accord was drafted. Hence objections were raised by several developing countries regarding the undemocratic procedures and also about the substantive content of the Copenhagen Accord. Thus the Parties were neutral and neither approved nor disapproved the accord. Further, the accord failed to mention of any long term global emission cuts, although the 50% reduction in 2050, was important to meet the 2°C temperature cap. Further, there was also no target for the long term cuts that the developed countries must take. It failed to provide any aggregate midterm emission reduction commitment for developed countries as the reference point that Annex I Parties’ individual targets should collectively attain. All the countries were free to submit their own emission reduction target, without such target being agreed by all the Parties, regardless of the adequacy of such a target. Thus the accord encourages low levels of national and aggregate mitigation by the Annex I Parties. It also does not impose any obligation on the developed countries to ensure that their own national mitigation targets could be compared to each other in terms of figures, legal nature, and timeframes.  Even though the Accord recognizes that global temperature should be below 2°C, it fails to elaborate on how this could be achieved. Further, though it also talks about equity, it fails to define clearly the manner and the modalities for achieving equity.

There were also a number of protests that occurred outside Bella centre. Individuals would come, on each day of the summit, to let the world leaders know their views on climate change. An ‘Actionaid’ troupe called climate change agents, dressed in red suits, held banners against rich countries. Some of the banners would read, ‘Rich countries pay your climate debt.’ Or ‘Don’t leave us out in the cold.’ These messages would send signals to the leaders and hope to influence them with reference tot heir decision. Another group called the People’s Movement against Climate Change went around in circles beating bamboo sticks and demanded people’s agreement. They needed all the support that they could get. A few students also went to the extent of stripping down to their undergarments. Supposedly, this was their way of showing their concern and plea to save future generations from a climate disaster. Most of these activists had inside information about the talks at the Climate Change summit. This was further aggravating their protests. They would stand for long hours and try to gain as much media attention as possible. Protestors included farmers, children, and concerned citizens, almost everyone that would be affected by climate change. Eventually the youth were blackmailed by the police and were reduced to just a few day by day. 
The summit had great impact on developing countries rather than on developed countries. At the Copenhagen summit, developed nations made most of the decisions and stirred many arguments. Developing countries were literally forced to sign the Accord. Most of the points of the Accord were just briefly looked upon and not thought all the way through. Developed countries were not forcibly made to abide by the points of the Accord. This was considered to be very unfair according to developing nations. 

The initial comments that can be made about the impact of India’s position on the Conference can be that:
· The development of the BASIC bloc for the first time leads one to the conclusion that regional and ad hoc partnerships are being fostered to offset the process of globalisation which has in many cases been overstated. In this case economic and political grounds have created a bloc of countries which under other circumstances would be considered very different from each other and leave no room for comparison. 
· There has been an improved relationship between China and India. Although the two countries are quite different, since China is among the main ‘environmental polluters’ compared to India, regional partnership between two economic superpowers such as India and China could have multiple economic, political, social and other repercussions on multiple levels and not necessary only on the field of the environment and climate change.

· The stance adopted by India and other developing countries which took the same view as the United Nations, created the background for another critique of the United Nations ability to develop a globally binding text and its ability to impose sanctions.

· India’s ability to mobilise a significant number of developing countries to adopt a joint position and to shape the final Conference text so that it was not binding, to a large extent highlighted that in addition to being a powerful, and economically upcoming force, it is also an important global political player. 
· At the Copenhagen Conference, the dynamics of the situation led to completely different results since the developed countries split to the extent that islands and the Least Developed Countries took positions completely different from those of countries with a higher degree of economic development, especially the BASIC countries, which had the support of Saudi Arabia and other oil-producing countries. Although both groups agreed on the necessity of obligations and responsibilities being assumed by developed countries in the endeavour to combat the impacts of climate change, the gap on the binding nature of the text sought by the islands and other poor countries was unbridgeable, since the BASIC countries disagreed on this matter. 

There was utmost dissatisfaction at the end of developing countries, especially the BASIC countries. These nations were dissatisfied with the emission targets as developing nations’ potential scope for growth was completely ignored. Developed nations felt that equal emission targets should be set by each nation. However these developed nations did not realize that developing nations would need higher emission targets as they would need room for development since theirs is a growing economy. The first Accord was rejected by developing nations, but when the matter about climate change needed to be looked upon immediately and enforced, as soon as the committee would be able to do so, developed countries took the advantage of pressurising developing countries to sign the final Accord. In fact, developed nations should have been reducing it’s emission of Green House Gases, to help developing countries expand and compete at a larger platform.  
India also needs to advertise these ongoing efforts, and highlight its commitment to helping address the global challenge of climate change. Indian negotiators should move from a defensive to a proactive position. They should bring forward India’s efforts to address a global problem while simultaneously tackling national concerns, such as poverty alleviation and development.  Issues such as cleaner technology and land use planning incorporating environmental considerations need to be given priority. Since vehicles significantly contribute to air pollution, vehicular pollution control should be given top priority. A practical strategy should be developed which reduces both emissions and congestion, which are dictated by command and control, and/or the market based principles.
On June 30, 2008, Prime Minister Manmohan Singh had released India’s first National Action Plan on Climate Change (NAPCC) outlining existing and future policies and programs addressing climate mitigation and adaptation. This action plan has been continued even after the Copenhagen summit in 2009.  The National Action Plan for Climate Change responds to the decision of the Prime Minister’s Council, as well as updates India's national programmes relevant to addressing climate change. It identifies measures that promote our development objectives, while also yielding co-benefits for addressing climate change effectively. It lists specific opportunities to simultane​ously advance India's development and climate relat​ed objectives of both adaptation as well as green​house gas (GHG) mitigation.

India's development agenda focuses on the need for rapid economic growth as an essential pre​condition to poverty eradication and improved stan​dards of living. Meeting this agenda, which will also reduce climate related vulnerability, requires large-scale investment of resources in infrastructure, tech​nology and access to energy. Developing countries may lack the necessary financial and technological resources needed for this and thus have very low coping capacity to meet threats from climate changes. 
It is imperative to identify measures that pro​mote India’s development objectives, while also yield​ing co-benefits for addressing climate change effects. Cost- effective energy efficiency and energy conservation measures are of particular importance in this connection. Similarly, development of clean energy technologies, though primarily designed to promote energy security, can also generate large benefits in terms of reducing carbon emissions. It also describes India's willingness and desire, as a responsible member of the global com​munity, to do all that is possible for pragmatic and practical solutions for all, in accordance with the principle of common but differentiated responsibili​ties and respective capabilities. The purpose of this document is also to create awareness among repre​sentatives of the public at large, different agencies of the government, scientists, industry on the threat posed by cli​mate change and the proposed steps to counter it.
The various programmes that are taken up under the National Action Plan on Climate Change are National Solar Mission, National mission for enhanced energy efficiency in the Industry, National mission of sustainable agriculture/habitat, National water mission and National mission of green India. 

National Solar Mission: The National Action Plan on Climate change aims to promote the development and use of solar energy for power generation and other uses with the ultimate objective of making solar competitive with fossil-based energy options. The plan includes: 

· Specific goals for increasing use of solar thermal technologies in urban areas, industry, and commercial establishments. 

· Other objectives include the establishment of a solar research centre, increased international collaboration on technology development, strengthening of domestic manufacturing capacity, and increased government funding and international support.

National Mission for Enhanced Energy Efficiency:  Building on the Energy Conservation Act of 2001, the plan suggests: 

· Mandating specific energy consumption decreases in large energy-consuming industries, with a system for companies to trade energy-savings certificates.
· Energy incentives, including reduced taxes on energy-efficient appliances.
· Financing for public-private partnerships to reduce energy consumption through demand-side management programs in the municipal, buildings and agricultural sectors. 

National Mission on Sustainable Habitat: To promote energy efficiency as a core component of urban planning, the plan calls for: 

· Extending the existing Energy Conservation Building Code which specifies the energy performance requirements for all commercial buildings that are to be constructed in India.
· A greater emphasis on urban waste management and recycling, including power production from waste; 

· Strengthening the enforcement of automotive fuel economy standards and using pricing measures to encourage the purchase of efficient vehicles; and

· Incentives for the use of public transportation. 

National Water Mission: With water scarcity projected to worsen as a result of climate change, the plan sets a goal of a 20% improvement in water use efficiency through pricing and other measures. 

National Mission for Sustaining the Himalayan Ecosystem: The plan aims to conserve biodiversity, forest cover, and other ecological values in the Himalayan region, where glaciers that are a major source of India’s water supply are projected to recede as a result of global warming. This objective has also been set into force with the help of the REDD+ initiative. 
National Mission for a “Green India”: Goals include the afforestation of 6 million hectares of degraded forest lands and expanding forest cover from 23% to 33% of India’s territory. 

National Mission for Sustainable Agriculture: The plan aims to support climate adaptation in agriculture through the development of climate-resilient crops, expansion of weather insurance mechanisms, and agricultural practices.
 
National Mission on Strategic Knowledge for Climate Change: To gain a better understanding of climate science, impacts and challenges and the plan envisions a new Climate Science Research Fund. It also encourages private sector initiatives to develop adaptation and mitigation technologies through venture capital funds.
A research priority with regard to economics of climate change adaptation would be assessment of adaptation costs for India as well as sub-regions such as states. Such estimates would be important for climate negotiations as well as for resource allocation. A useful method would be constructing adaptation cost curves, which demonstrate the cost of multiple adaptation strategies. In this way, we can identify least cost options. 
In addition to the costs and benefits of adaptation strategies, an economic analysis of the instruments that could facilitate adaptation could be done. Some of the areas of research priority can include assessing the usefulness of local weather stations in agriculture. Weather data from simple agro-meteorological stations can be of significant use to farmers for their farm management practices. Also, the effectiveness of insurance as an adaptation strategy can be studied. The entry of private insurance companies to help farmers has given farmers a ray of hope. The economics of ecosystem based adaptation can also research upon. While the general analysis points to the significant role of ecosystem services in mediating climate impacts, there is less evidence regarding actually adaptation costs. By linking such costs with payments for ecosystem services, climate change adaptation can be effectively integrated with environmental management. 

To attain quantifiable results, it is important that the municipalities in the towns and cities must implement a variety of tools, techniques and encourage residents regarding the need to reduce GHG emissions. Without the coordination of the Centre, State, the municipalities, the proliferation of programs and initiatives may lead to confusion, possible diffusion of resources, less than perfect communication within and among government entities, and missed opportunities.

The international response to climate change has so far been very inadequate. With climate change creating devastating impacts all over the world, there is an urgent need to address climate change not only at the domestic level, but also at the international level. The failure of Copenhagen was not the absence of a legally binding agreement. The real failure was that there was no agreement about how to achieve the goal of saving the planet, no agreement about reductions in carbon emissions, no agreement on how to share the burden and no agreement on help for developing countries. 

An international community needs to come up with an international agreement on climate change, without further delay, for this is the only way that the problem of climate change could be dealt with. The agreement should be comprehensive, and should provide for binding emission targets for both the industrialized developed and developing countries. The agreement should take into account the future projected emission of a country, it should be equitable and efficient, and should also be enforceable. These are the elements which form the backbone of a climate change agreement. 
The next Copenhagen Conference on Climate Change (COP 16) was decided to take place from November 29 to December 10, 2010, in Mexico, and COP 17 would be held from November 29 to December 10, 2011, in South Africa. Just recently on December 10th, India’s Union Environment Minister, Jairam Ramesh states that India may accept the emission cuts set by developed countries as part of the Climate Change negotiations. He has probably not thought of the consequences of his decision. Even though his decision is not confirmed, it should be kept in mind that India is a developing economy, and a cut in emissions would pose serious threat to our growth and development. The United States of America has remained adamant to cut their emission targets. The United States being a developed economy should also understand the consequences of their firm decision. As for India, emission cuts combined with minimum financial support from developed countries would just push our economy ten steps back.

 It is clear that there are many international agreements that seem to be working on the important issue of climate change. However, the worry is not how many meetings there would be, but the relevance and productiveness of the international negotiations that would benefit developing and developed nations.  In addition to vital technology development, political adaptation at the local, national, and regional level is imperative to manage the political and security oriented effects of climate change. 
                                                                                   -  Shanelle Rodrigues
                                                                     St. Xavier’s College, Mumbai, 

                                                                     Third Year Bachelor of Arts.
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