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PROPOSITION

THE STATES are asked to decide whether they are afpinion -

to receive the petition concerning the Copenhagenference in December
2009 and to request the Council of Ministers, fellog publication of the

results of the Copenhagen Conference, to givelddtabnsideration to these
results and report back to the States within 6 h®wif the adoption of this
proposition on how they intend to respond, theporé to include detailed

proposals and timescales.
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REPORT

The consensus among the global scientific commusithat climate change
is happening now, and must be limited if we areaiuwid catastrophic
consequences. The generally accepted consendus ise¢ must keep the rise
in global temperatures t& 2bove pre-industrial levels. Thi§ B not a “safe
level,” it is simply less dangerous than rises Inelydt is achievable, but only
with concerted action on an international scale.

From 7th — 18th December 2009, representativesas€ rthan 190 countries
will be meeting in Copenhagen to discuss this mposssing issue of our time:
the issue of how the international community shaekbond to the challenge
of climate change. Representatives at the conferavik be negotiating a

successor to the Kyoto Protocol, which currentlgutates the emission of
greenhouse gases.

Climate change is an issue that affects us all. &ffects of a runaway
increase in temperature on the lives of the nemegsion do not bear thinking
about. Particularly unsettling is the fact that thgpact will be particularly
severe on the lives of those in poor countries acKenya and Bangladesh
who have done least to cause climate change, aittoa footprints per head
around 1/48 of ours.

Just as climate change confronts us all with adumehtal moral challenge, so
too we all have the power to make a differencenaindividual level. Many
are already reducing their direct and indirect gp@onsumption and seeking
to live on a more sustainable basis.

The government of Jersey also has the power to rohaage happen, not
only by seeking to influence others as a memberthef international
community, but also by adopting policies tailoredlérsey which enable us to
move to a new low-carbon way of life and by settiaggets for reducing our
greenhouse gas emissions on an Island-wide basis.

There are 3 main reasons for doing this. Firsis itresponsiblenot to act.
One of the main roles of government, historicalgs been to defend and
protect its citizens. It has a duty to be pro-aiiv anticipating dangers and
risks, to assess their magnitude and probabilityl & take the necessary
action. We do the same all the time with respedtryimg to safeguard the
future of our main industry.

Second, for our own self-esteem we owe it to oueseto play our part in the
global effort to tackle climate change and nottemd aside. And third, it is in
our own interests to move to a low-carbon economg sensible, managed
and positive way rather than suffer the consequent@ot being ready, and
being forced to adapt in a chaotic and unplanneg wizen the energy price
rises arrive.

Local concern about the issue of climate changebleas evidenced by the
formation of the Jersey Climate Action Network irolémber 2008. The
group has 3 main aims —
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

(@ to raise awareness of the issues of peak oil amdid change;
(b) to provide a network for the exchange of ideasiafatmation; and

(© to take action to reduce dependency on fossil faats counter the
impact of climate change.

Since its establishment last year the group haas betve on a number of
fronts, organising public talks and film eveningad supporting international
campaigns and events such as ‘Earth Hour’ in Agrd the ‘Climate Change
World Day of Action’ in October. The group’s mostcent initiative has been
to focus attention on the Copenhagen Conferencergpgnising the current
petition, which asks the Council of Ministers, @mlling the publication of
targets agreed at the Copenhagen Conferetocgive detailed consideration
to these targets and report back to the Statesimiix months of the closing
date of the Conference on how they intend to redpibreir report to include
detailed proposals and timescales.’

Just under 1,500 signatures (1,468) have beerctafl@ver the last 2 months,
providing clear evidence of significant concern aget Islanders about the
impact of climate change and the need to take rachDwe to incomplete or
faulty addresses, the “official number” is consatdy less (1,059), but in this
case the intentional number is clearly more sigarft than the technically
verified number.

Members may think: “well, 1,500 is not many”. Toialn | would make some
comments. Climate change has basically been igrimredir political class, it
has received, as a consequence, little media aqgweaad therefore public
awareness of the issue and its relevance is Idveer it should be. Consider
for example that it does not appear in the indethefisland Plan (nor does
carbon, CQ, or carbon emissions) nor is it mentioned in tloastltation
paper for the sustainable transport plan.

Second, even if it were higher profile in Jerseysistill not an immediate,
“sexy” issue with immediate consequences like, say,having an 800 space
multi-storey car park at Ann Court, or saying “NoGST".

And third, there is clear evidence that in factgean Jersey are voting with
their feet on this issue, and adopting lifestylarges and attitudes which go
in the direction of reducing impact on the envir@misuch as taking the bus,
actively participating in, or wanting, recyclinguying local, and growing
their own food.

The reasons for bringing this issue to the State® tbeen summarised in the
preamble to the petition —

. ‘A global effort to reduce greenhouse gas emissisngssential to
ensure that the Earth's average temperature do¢sis® more than
an absolute maximum of two degrees centigrade abone
industrialised levels;
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15.

16.

17.

18.

. This will require a commitment from all CountriesdaParliaments to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions to sustainablis;leve

. The general scientific consensus is that emissimnst be reduced to
at least 80% below their 1990 levels by 2050 toicheatastrophic
climate change;

. The global targets for sustainable levels of gremrge gas emissions
will be decided on at the United Nations Climateafigee Conference
2009, taking place in Copenhagen between the 7ththe 18th of
December 2009.’

The petition was drawn up in August 2009, at a tiwhen there was a general
expectation that specific targets for reductiongjlieenhouse gas emissions
would be agreed at the Copenhagen Conferenceelitarvening period it
has become apparent that there are still some raggass of disagreement on
specific targets and timescales, and it now appears likely the Conference
will agree on a general programme for change, withie specific targets to
be negotiated and agreed over the next 12 months. flor this reason,
therefore, that the proposition to the States B&edaithe Council of Ministers
to report back within 6 months on how they intenddspond to the resultd
the Conference, rather than the ‘targets’ refeteedn the petition. These
results will be published in a communiqué to beeadrat the end of the
conference on 18th December.

The petition recognises that agreement has yet dordached at an
international level on targets for reduction, andymmot be reached at the
Copenhagen Conference, and it also acknowledges tiiga Council of
Ministers — and ultimately the States — will wamtake a view on what would
be an appropriate response to the results of tihée@mce.

It will be recalled that on 10th June 2009 the Asisly adopted the States
Strategic Plan 2009 — 2014 (P.52/2009), and as gfarthis decision it
approved an amendment which asked the Council ofdiéirs tdevaluate on
an ongoing basis Peak Oil and Climate Change amwnteto the States once
a year on their impacts on policy for Jersejtie first of these annual reports
will therefore be due in June 2010.

Should this proposition be accepted by the Asseméhd adapting this
timescale, this report could be produced 6 monfler ghis proposition is
debated, and include the Council’s proposals on thay intend to respond to
the results of the Copenhagen Conference.

Financial and manpower implications

19.

This proposition does not have any significant riicial and manpower
implications. It asks the Council of Ministers toepare additional specific
material for the report mentioned above in pardgiBp It is, however, quite
possible that the detailed proposals to be includede Council’'s report will
have resource implications, both in terms of expenel and in terms of
income and savings, and these will need to beweénahat report.
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APPENDIX

PETITION

TO THE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE STATES OF JERSEY

Name of person(s) or body responsible for this peion —
The Jersey Climate Action Network (J-CAN)

These are the reasons for this petition —

A global effort to reduce greenhouse gas emissisnasssential to ensure that t
Earth’s average temperature does not rise more @haabsolute maximum of tw
degrees centigrade above pre-industrialised levels.

This will require a commitment from all Countriesica Parliaments to redud
greenhouse gas emissions to sustainable levels.

The general scientific consensus is that emissmust be reduced to at least 8(
below their 1990 levels by 2050 to avoid catastiophmate change.

The global targets for sustainable levels of greesk gas emissions will be decid
on at the United Nations Climate Change Confere@0669, taking place ir
Copenhagen between the 7th and the 18th of Decezbér

e

D%

ed
N

We, the undersigned, petition the States of Jerses follows —

Following publication of the targets agreed at thiepenhagen Conference, t
Council of Ministers should give detailed considera to these targets and rep
back to the States within six months of the cloglate of the Conference on how th
intend to respond, their report to include detapgeaposals and timescales.

Full name (please print) | Full postal address Signate

he
DIt

1,059 signatures
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