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Colleagues, ladies and gentlemen 

I am not going to stand here and re-define the climate change 

problem. We know the gravity of what we face. 

Instead I want to focus on what we can do to solve the problem. 

It would be tempting to be daunted by its complexity. It would be 

especially tempting to leave it to others to forge the global solution, 

and to blame them if they fail, not through endless procedural 

wrangling and national posturing. 
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But the people of our countries deserve more than political rhetoric 

and defensive posturing while we prepare for failure . Instead, they 

deserve our hard-working, problem-solving, reality-grounded resolve 

to face down the threat of catastrophic climate change. 

There has been much talk this week of procedural failings, of 

logistical mistakes and of a lack of transparency in the way this 

Conference of the Parties has been managed. I agree with many of 

these criticisms, and I suggest that we have much to learn to make 

sure it does not happen again. Alternative texts that are negotiated 

outside of the COP process, confusion about when meetings are to 

take place and about what the meetings are to discuss, delegates 

forced to stand in the cold for hours on end just to enter the building : 

these are matters I wish had been handled in a better way. 

But we need to remember why we came here in the first place. 

Because for all the talk of brackets and of mis-managed procedure, a 

solution is still within our grasp. A solution that will bring hope to 

billions of people, that their children's future is not being squandered 

and that decades of human progress will not be reversed . 

As leaders, we need to identify and solve the strategic issues that will 

create this hope. If we as leaders think that we should work through 

hundreds of brackets in a legal text, we will fail. Our job is to cut 

through invented complexity, and to instruct our negotiators to quickly 

translate our decisions into operational language that can then be 

2 



codified into a legal agreement. This is the best way to isolate those 

who would stand in the way of progress. 

I believe that there are four issues that we as leaders can resolve to 

use the remaining hours to generate momentum to secure a positive 

outcome. 

First, we need to reconcile our differences on the temperature target 

that is needed to stabilise our atmosphere. I support the AOSIS target 

of stabilising at 1.5 degrees. But whether we target 1.5 degrees or 2 

degrees is irrelevant if disagreeing about the target makes the 

achievement of both impossible. This confusion may suit some 

countries by blocking a deal, so we need to enshrine in our 

agreement a process that maximises ambition, but is continually 

guided by science. We should commit here to a maximum 2 degree 

rise above pre-industrial levels, and use the IPCC process to 

translate scientific evidence into a revised set of targets when 

necessary. We should also commit to a specific review of the 

evidence for a 1.5 degree target by a particular date. We in AOSIS 

should subscribe to this position only if the following issues are 

resolved to the satisfaction of the developing world. 

Second, to achieve these targets, we need to ensure that the 

developed world agrees to ambitious, binding cuts in emissions, and 

we should leave here with clear commitments that cannot be 

reversed. Focussing on targets is meaningless unless we are 

mobilising the action needed to achieve them. If the commitments 
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made here are still not enough to reach the stabilisation targets we 

set, we need to finalise the commitments in a legally binding 

agreement within six months. We should also commit to use a 2015 

review process to assess the performance and ambition level of the 

individual commitments. 

Third , we need to see commitments to financial transfers to the 

developing world that match the scale of what needs to be done. I 

welcome the announcements of recent days and in particular, I 

applaud the progressive commitments from the European Union, 

Japan and others to both a Fast Start Fund for the next three years 

and a 2020 target for significantly scaled-up funding . But welcome as 

these are, we need to be frank that others have not yet fully 

internalised what is needed to solve this problem. At a minimum, we 

need to leave here with commitments for a Fast Start Fund of US$10 

billion per year from 2010 to 2012, coupled with a mechanism to 

make it work effectively - that is less over three years than the bonus 

pool of three of the world's investment banks for one year, 2009. 

We also need to leave with a firm commitment to funding up until 

2020. At an absolute minimum, that funding must be US$100 billion 

per year. Not only to finance the adaptation needs of the developing 

world, but also because if we are to defeat climate change, we need 

to unleash the biggest wave of innovation the world has ever seen to 

stimulate energy efficiency, catalyse a global move to clean energy, 

and to redesign the agricultural and forestry economies in the 

developing world . 
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The fourth issue is the form of the long-term agreement and the 

monitoring, reporting and verifying of the commitments that countries 

make. This can be resolved in a way that ensures the continuation of 

the Kyoto Protocol's provisions for countries that have ratified Kyoto, 

whereas other Annex I countries are required to commit to targets in 

which the rest of the world can have confidence, and where the large 

developing countries can demonstrate how their contributions are 

real , and in accordance with the principles of common but 

differentiated responsibility. 

A COP decision that encapsulates each of the above is within reach 

in the next two days - if we apply collective political will. 

Some have said that it is unfortunate that Copenhagen is taking place 

this year, after the financial crisis ravaged economies across the 

world , leaving many countries heavily indebted and in recession. I 

disagree. This past year has shown what the international community 

can do when its interests are in danger. Trillions of dollars were 

mobilised to rescue banks and protect the economies of the 

developed world. Long-established conventions were torn up to 

rescue entire countries. Governments in the developed world 

invested heavily to save jobs, citizens' homes and individual 

companies. This year has therefore shown that when the world wants 

to act, the world is able to act. 

5 



We stand ready to do what we can to break through the problems 

that remain. But we must also be frank. The world is looking , not to 

small countries like mine, and not even to bigger more powerful 

countries in the European Union and elsewhere. The world is now 

looking to two countries for leadership: the United States of America 

and China. 

We understand the reality that President Obama's progressive 

domestic agenda and international military commitments both require 

immense political capital and administrative effort. We also recognise 

the justice in China's argument that it bears little responsibility for the 

accumulation of pollution in our atmosphere, and that in the absence 

of action from others, it does not bear the responsibility for acting first. 

But at this point in history, we need leadership that transcends these 

realities , and a generosity of national commitment that matches the 

greatness of these two nations. 

The United States needs to recognise that a 4% reduction on a 1990 

baseline is simply not enough to stabilise our climate . The so-called 

realities of domestic politics do not change this scientific truth . Recent 

policy shifts concerning the US Environmental Protection Agency are 

welcome. Yesterday's announcement of support for addressing 

deforestation , and today's announcement that the United States will 

play its part in generating US$100 billion globally per annum by 2020 

are both significant steps forward. But cumulatively, the people of the 
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world need the United States to do more, especially to commit to 

deeper emissions reductions. 

China has been a true friend to the developing world , and has 

consistently given us a powerful voice against the vested interests of 

those who see~ to hold back the poorer countries of the world. We, 

the developing countries of the world , now need China's help to 

defend us against an even bigger threat. China 's ability to solve 

problems of immense scale and complexity has been shown again 

and again , as they have lifted hundreds of millions of people out of 

poverty. The world now needs China to apply this ability to stop us 

from racing to climate disaster. I hope that China will do this, not 

because anybody is telling them to, but because they are the world 's 

indispensible actor and the future of developing countries everywhere 

is dependent on their action . 

With joint leadership from the United States and China, the world can 

turn the risk of irreversible, devastating climate change into the 

biggest wave of innovation, green growth and collective action that 

the world has ever seen. 

To conclude, distinguished ladies and gentlemen, we are presented 

with one of the most profound choices in history. We hold in our 

hands the wellbeing of billions. And when future generations look 

back on these days, they will not focus on brackets and the 

administrative failings of those who ran this process. They will look at 

the world around them. They will look at the quality of their own lives 
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and the lives of their children. They will know whether the universal 

values that underpin peace, justice and human development gained 

ground because of the decisions we make. And they will judge 

whether their world is one of opportunity and hope, or one of 

increasing conflict and climate disaster. That world , their world , is not 

pre-destined. It is being created by us at this time in this city. Whether 

or not we let them down is entirely up to us. 

Thank you. 

8 



History: 

Fw: Guyana -High level speech at COP 15 
Katja Donothek to: Kristina Soergel 

This message has been forwarded. 

----- Forwarded by Katja Donothek/UNFCCC on 18/12/200915:47 ----­

UNFCCC-Mail-Team/UNFC 
cc To Gitanjali <gitanjalic81@yahoo.com> 

18/12/2009 15:4 7 

Sent by: Jovencio Abellar 

18/12/200912:16 
cc DES mail focal point/UNFCCC@FCCC, UNFCCC External 

Relations@FCCC, CAS mail focal point/UNFCCC@FCCC, 
FTS mail focal point/UNFCCC@FCCC, ATS mail focal 
point/UNFCCC@FCCC 
Re: Guyana -High level speech at COP 15[:J Subject 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

We are pleased to hereby confirm receipt. Thank you . 

Yours sincerely, 
United Nations Climate Change Secretariat 

Gitanjali 

Gitanjali 

18/12/2009 11 :25:33 

<gitanjalic 81@yahoo.com> 

18/12/2009 11 :25 

To UNFCCC Secretariat <secretariat@unfccc.int> 

cc 

Subject Guyana -High level speech at COP 15 

To whom it may concern 

Please find a copy of His Excellency President Bharrat Jagdeds speech at the high level session 0 1 

COP 15 

Best Regards 

Gitanjali Chandarpal 
Climate Change Specialist 
Office of Climate Change,Office of the President 
Shiv Chanderpaul Drive, Bourda 
Georgetown,Guyana 
No: 592-223-5231 (Office) 
Email: Gitanja1ic81@yahoo.com 
Website: www.lcds.gov.gy 



-President J agdeo Speech H. E. pdf 



ADDRESS ON 15th CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS FRAMEWORK CONVENTION ON CLIMATE 

CHANGE 

Mr President 

BY 

His Excellency Bharrat Jagdeo, 
President of the Republic of Guyana 

December 17, 2009 

I am not going to stand here and re-define the climate change 

problem. We know the gravity of what we face. 

Instead I want to focus on what we can do to solve the problem. 

It would be tempting to be daunted by its complexity. And it would be 

especially tempting to leave it to others to forge the global solution, 

and to blame them if they fail to do this. 

But the people of our countries deserve more than political rhetoric 

and defensive posturing while we prepare for failure. Instead, they 

deserve our hard-working, problem-solving, reality-grounded resolve 

to face down the threat of catastrophic climate change. 



There has been much talk this week of procedural failings, of 

logistical mistakes and of a lack of transparency in the way this 

Conference of the Parties has been managed. I agree with many of 

these criticisms, and I suggest that we have much to learn to make 

sure it does not happen again. Alternative texts that are negotiated 

outside of the COP process, confusion about when meetings are to 

take place and about what the meetings are to discuss, delegates 

forced to stand in the cold for hours on end just to enter the building : 

these are matters I wish had been handled in a better way. 

But we need to remember why we came here in the first place. 

Because for all the talk of brackets and of mis-managed procedure, a 

solution is still within our grasp. A solution that will bring hope to 

billions of people, that their children's future is not being squandered 

and that decades of human progress will not be reversed. 

As leaders, we need to identify and solve the strategic issues that will 

create this hope. If we as leaders think that we should work through 

hundreds of brackets in a legal text, we will fail. Our job is to cut 

through invented complexity, and to instruct our negotiators to quickly 

translate our decisions into operational language that can then be 

codified into a legal agreement. This is the best way to isolate those 

who would stand in the way of progress, not through endless 

procedural wrangling. 
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I believe that there are four issues that we as leaders can solve, and 

that if we solve them, we can return to our countries, look our people 

in the eye and know that we did not let them down. 

First, we need to reconcile our differences on the temperature targets 

that are needed to stabilise our atmosphere. Whether we target 1.5 

degrees or 2 degrees is irrelevant if disagreeing about the target 

makes the achievement of both impossible. So we need to enshrine 

in our agreement a process that maximises ambition, but is 

continually guided by science. We should commit here to a maximum 

2 degree rise, and use the IPCC process to translate scientific 

evidence into a revised set of targets when necessary. We should 

commit to a specific review of the evidence for a 1.5 degree target by 

2015. 

Second, to achieve these targets, we need to ensure that the 

developed world agrees to clear ambitious binding cuts in emissions, 

and we should leave here with clear commitments that cannot be 

reversed . Focussing on the targets is meaningless unless we are 

mobilising the action needed to achieve them. If the commitments 

made here are still not enough to reach the stabilisation targets we 

set, we need to finalise the commitments in a legally binding 

agreement within six months. We should also commit to using the 

2015 review process to assess the performance and ambition level of 

the individual commitments. 
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Third, we need to see commitments to financial transfers to the 

developing world that match the scale of what needs to be done. I 

welcome the announcements of recent days and in particular, I 

applaud the progressive commitments from the European Union, 

Japan and others to both a Fast Start Fund for the next three years 

and a 2020 target for significantly scaled-up funding . But welcome as 

these are, we need to be frank that others have not yet fully 

internalised what is needed to solve this problem. At a minimum, we 

need to leave here with commitments for a Fast Start Fund of US$1 0 

billion per year from 2010 to 2012, coupled with a mechanism to 

make it work effectively - that is less over three years than the bonus 

pool of three of the world 's investment banks for one year, 2009. 

We also need to leave with a firm commitment to funding up until 

2020. At an absolute minimum, that funding must be US$100 billion 

per year. Not only to finance the adaptation needs of the developing 

world, but also because if we are to defeat climate change, we need 

to unleash the biggest wave of innovation the world has ever seen to 

stimulate energy efficiency, catalyse a global move to clean energy, 

and to redesign the agricultural and forestry economies in the 

developing world. 

The fourth issue that we need to solve is the issue of the form of the 

long-term agreement and the monitoring, reporting and verifying of 

the commitments that countries make. This can be resolved in a way 

that ensures that countries that have ratified the Kyoto Protocol are 

required to continue in line with its provisions, whereas other Annex I 
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countries are required to commit to targets in which the rest of the 

world can have confidence, and where the large developing countries 

can demonstrate how their contributions are real , and in accordance 

with the principles of common but differentiated responsibility. 

A COP decision that encapsulates each of the above is within reach 

in the next two days - if we apply collective political will. There is no 

need for a toothless political declaration. 

Some have said that it is unfortunate that Copenhagen is taking place 

this year, after the financial crisis ravaged economies across the 

world , leaving many countries heavily indebted and in recession. I 

disagree. This past year has shown what the international community 

can do when its interests are in danger. Trillions of dollars were 

mobilised to rescue banks and protect the economies of the 

developed world . Long-established conventions were torn up to 

rescue entire countries. Governments in the developed world 

invested heavily to save jobs, citizens' homes and individual 

companies. This year has therefore shown that when the world wants 

to act, the world is able to act. 

We stand ready to do what we can to break through the problems 

that remain . But we must also be frank. The world is looking, not to 

small countries like mine, and not even to bigger more powerful 

countries in the European Union and elsewhere. The world is now 

looking to two countries for leadership: the United States of America 

and China. 
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We understand the reality that President Obama's progressive 

domestic agenda and international military commitments both require 

immense political capital and administrative effort. We also recognise 

the justice in China's argument that it bears little responsibility for the 

accumulation of pollution in our atmosphere, and that in the absence 

of action from others, it does not bear the responsibility for acting first. 

But at this point in history, we need leadership that transcends these 

realities, and a generosity of national commitment that matches the 

greatness of these two nations. 

The United States needs to recognise that a 4% reduction on a 1990 

baseline is simply not enough to stabilise our climate. The so-called 

realities of domestic politics do not change this scientific truth. Recent 

policy shifts concerning the US Environmental Protection Agency and 

others have been welcome, as has been the announcement of 

support for addressing tropical deforestation. But cumulatively, the 

people of the world need the United States to do more. 

China has been a true friend to the developing world , and has 

consistently given us a powerful voice against the vested interests of 

those who seek to hold back the poorer countries of the world . We, 

the developing countries of the world, now need China's help to 

defend us against an even bigger threat. China's ability to solve 

problems of immense scale and complexity has been shown again 

and again, as they have lifted hundreds of millions of people out of 
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poverty. The world now needs China to apply this ability to stop us 

from racing to climate disaster. I hope that China will do this, not 

because anybody is telling them to, but because they are the world 's 

indispensible actor and the future of developing countries everywhere 

is dependent on their action. 

With joint leadership from the United States and China, the world can 

turn the risk of irreversible, devastating climate change into the 

biggest wave of innovation, green growth and collective action that 

the world has ever seen. 

To conclude, distinguished ladies and gentlemen, we are presented 

with one of the most profound choices in history. We hold in our 

hands the wellbeing of billions. And when future generations look 

back on these days, they will not focus on brackets and the 

administrative failings of those who ran this process. They will look at 

the world around them. They will look at the quality of their own lives 

and the lives of their children. They will know whether the universal 

values that underpin peace, justice and human development gained 

ground because of the decisions we make. And they will judge 

whether their world is one of opportunity and hope, or one of 

increasing conflict and climate disaster. That world , their world , is not 

pre-destined. It is being created by us at this time in this city. Whether 

or not we let them down is entirely up to us. 

Thank you . 
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Mr President 

Colleagues, ladies and gentlemen 

I am not going to stand here and re-define the climate change 

problem. We know the gravity of what we face. 

Instead I want to focus on what we can do to solve the problem. 

It would be tempting to be daunted by its complexity. It would be 

especially tempting to leave it to others to forge the global solution, 

and to blame them if they fail, not through endless procedural 

wrangling and national posturing. 
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But the people of our countries deserve more than political rhetoric 

and defensive posturing while we prepare for fa ilure. Instead , they 

deserve our hard-working, problem-solving , reality-grounded resolve 

to face down the threat of catastrophic climate change. 

There has been much talk this week of procedural fa ilings, of 

logistical mistakes and of a lack of transparency in the way this 

Conference of the Parties has been managed. I agree with many of 

these criticisms, and I suggest that we have much to learn to make 

sure it does not happen again. Alternative texts that are negotiated 

outside of the COP process, confusion about when meetings are to 

take place and about what the meetings are to discuss, delegates 

forced to stand in the cold for hours on end just to enter the build ing : 

these are matters I wish had been handled in a better way. 

But we need to remember why we came here in the first place. 

Because for all the talk of brackets and of mis-managed procedure, a 

solution is still within our grasp. A solution that will bring hope to 

billions of people, that their children 's future is not being squandered 

and that decades of human progress will not be reversed . 

As leaders, we need to identify and solve the strategic issues that will 

create this hope. If we as leaders think that we should work through 

hundreds of brackets in a legal text, we will fail. Our job is to cut 

through invented complexity, and to instruct our negotiators to quickly 

translate our decisions into operational language that can then be 
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codified into a legal agreement. This is the best way to isolate those 

who would stand in the way of progress. 

I believe that there are four issues that we as leaders can resolve to 

use the remaining hours to generate momentum to secure a positive 

outcome. 

First, we need to reconcile our differences on the temperature target 

that is needed to stabilise our atmosphere. I support the AOSIS target 

of stabilising at 1.5 degrees. But whether we target 1.5 degrees or 2 

degrees is irrelevant if disagreeing about the target makes the 

achievement of both impossible. This confusion may suit some 

countries by blocking a deal , so we need to enshrine in our 

agreement a process that maximises ambition , but is continually 

guided by science. We should commit here to a maximum 2 degree 

rise above pre-industrial levels, and use the IPCC process to 

translate scientific evidence into a revised set of targets when 

necessary. We should also commit to a specific review of the 

evidence for a 1.5 degree target by a particular date. We in AOSIS 

should subscribe to this position only if the following issues are 

resolved to the satisfaction of the developing world. 

Second, to achieve these targets, we need to ensure that the 

developed world agrees to ambitious, binding cuts in emissions, and 

we should leave here with clear commitments that cannot be 

reversed . Focussing on targets is meaningless unless we are 

mobilising the action needed to achieve them. If the commitments 
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made here are still not enough to reach the stabilisation targets we 

set, we need to finalise the commitments in a legally binding 

agreement within six months. We should also commit to use a 2015 

review process to assess the performance and ambition level of the 

individual commitments. 

Third , we need to see commitments to financial transfers to the 

developing world that match the scale of what needs to be done. 

welcome the announcements of recent days and in particular, 

applaud the progressive commitments from the European Union , 

Japan and others to both a Fast Start Fund for the next three years 

and a 2020 target for significantly scaled-up funding . But welcome as 

these are, we need to be frank that others have not yet fully 

internalised what is needed to solve this problem. At a minimum, we 

need to leave here with commitments for a Fast Start Fund of US$10 

billion per year from 2010 to 2012, coupled with a mechanism to 

make it work effectively - that is less over three years than the bonus 

pool of three of the world's investment banks for one year, 2009. 

We also need to leave with a firm commitment to funding up until 

2020. At an absolute minimum, that funding must be US$100 billion 

per year. Not only to finance the adaptation needs of the developing 

world, but also because if we are to defeat climate change, we need 

to unleash the biggest wave of innovation the world has ever seen to 

stimulate energy efficiency, catalyse a global move to clean energy, 

and to redesign the agricultural and forestry economies in the 

developing world. 
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The fourth issue is the form of the long-term agreement and the 

monitoring, reporting and verifying of the commitments that countries 

make. This can be resolved in a way that ensures the continuation of 

the Kyoto Protocol's provisions for countries that have ratified Kyoto, 

whereas other Annex I countries are required to commit to targets in 

which the rest of the world can have confidence , and where the large 

developing countries can demonstrate how their contributions are 

real , and in accordance with the principles of common but 

differentiated responsibility. 

A COP decision that encapsulates each of the above is within reach 

in the next two days - if we apply collective political will. 

Some have said that it is unfortunate that Copenhagen is taking place 

this year, after the financial crisis ravaged economies across the 

world , leaving many countries heavily indebted and in recession . I 

disagree. This past year has shown what the international community 

can do when its interests are in danger. Trillions of dollars were 

mobilised to rescue banks and protect the economies of the 

developed world . Long-established conventions were torn up to 

rescue entire countries. Governments in the developed world 

invested heavily to save jobs, citizens' homes and individual 

companies. This year has therefore shown that when the world wants 

to act, the world is able to act. 
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We stand ready to do what we can to break through the problems 

that remain. But we must also be frank. The world is looking , not to 

small countries like mine, and not even to bigger more powerful 

countries in the European Union and elsewhere. The world is now 

looking to two countries for leadership: the United States of America 

and China. 

We understand the reality that President Obama's progressive 

domestic agenda and international military commitments both require 

immense political capital and administrative effort. We also recognise 

the justice in China 's argument that it bears little responsibility for the 

accumulation of pollution in our atmosphere, and that in the absence 

of action from others, it does not bear the responsibility for acting first. 

But at this point in history, we need leadership that transcends these 

realities , and a generosity of national commitment that matches the 

greatness of these two nations. 

The United States needs to recognise that a 4% reduction on a 1990 

baseline is simply not enough to stabilise our climate. The so-called 

realities of domestic politics do not change this scientific truth . Recent 

policy shifts concerning the US Environmental Protection Agency are 

welcome. Yesterday's announcement of support for addressing 

deforestation, and today's announcement that the United States will 

play its part in generating US$100 billion globally per annum by 2020 

are both significant steps forward. But cumulatively, the people of the 
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world need the United States to do more, especially to commit to 

deeper emissions reductions. 

China has been a true friend to the developing world, and has 

consistently given us a powerful voice against the vested interests of 

those who seek to hold back the poorer countries of the world. We, 

the developing countries of the world, now need China's help to 

defend us against an even bigger threat. China's ability to solve 

problems of immense scale and complexity has been shown again 

and again, as they have lifted hundreds of millions of people out of 

poverty. The world now needs China to apply this ability to stop us 

from racing to climate disaster. I hope that China will do this, not 

because anybody is telling them to, but because they are the world's 

indispensible actor and the future of developing countries everywhere 

is dependent on their action. 

With joint leadership from the United States and China, the world can 

turn the risk of irreversible, devastating climate change into the 

biggest wave of innovation, green growth and collective action that 

the world has ever seen. 

To conclude, distinguished ladies and gentlemen, we are presented 

with one of the most profound choices in history. We hold in our 

hands the wellbeing of billions. And when future generations look 

back on these days, they will not focus on brackets and the 

administrative failings of those who ran this process. They will look at 

the world around them. They will look at the quality of their own lives 
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and the lives of their children. They will know whether the universal 

values that underpin peace, justice and human development gained 

ground because of the decisions we make. And they will judge 

whether their world is one of opportunity and hope, or one of 

increasing conflict and climate disaster. That world , their world , is not 

pre-destined. It is being created by us at this time in th is city. Whether 

or not we let them down is entirely up to us. 

Thank you. 
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