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Global
WARMING Why we care

O

Domestically, the adverse impacts of climate change will also hit the poor and people of
color harder. Global warming is likely to result in a significant increase in the frequency
and severity of heat waves. It will also lead to more unhealthy air and associated asthma
and respiratory illnesses, since hotter days lead to more smog. In this country, African-
Americans are twice as likely to die in a heat wave 8 and three times more likely to die
from asthma than whites. 9 African-American children and low-income children have the
highest incidence of asthma in the United States. 10

These disproportionate effects will be experienced in California as well. The state already
has the worst smog in the country, 11 and the highest number of people with asthma, an
estimated 3.9 million people. 12 Global warming's impacts also will pose major threats to
sectors of the California economy employing large numbers of poor people and people of
color -- such as agriculture and tourism- due to crop losses, drought and flooding. 13




Addressing the Leadership Challenge of Climate Change
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The Causes of Climate Change

Climate change refers to a change of climate which is attributed directly or
mndirectly to human activity that alters the composition of the global atmosphere

and which is in addition to natural climate vanability observed over comparable
time periods.

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change

Quick facts:

A natural blanket of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere keeps the planet warm enough for life as we know it
— at a comfortable15°C today.

Human-caused emissions of greenhouse gases have made the blanket thicker, trapping heat and leading to a
global warming.

- Fossil fuels are the single biggest source of human-generated greenhouse gas emissions.
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Why we care

O

In addition to being the primary source of
greenhouse gases, the fossil fuel infrastructure is
disproportionately located in California’s low
income communities and communities of color.

This infrastructure includes power plants,
refineries, freeways, ports, and large industrial
facilities that cause grave health and other impacts
in traditionally overburdened communities.




Working at the intersection of critical
public palicy




AB 32 requires
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(h) It is the infent of the Leg*:u*e that the State Air Resources Board

design emissions reduction m es to meet the statewide emissions
limits for greenhouse gases estwblished pursuant to this division in a
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Predictions overtaken by events

David Adam, envix

. 1dent
The Guardian  Tuesday October 23 2007

The Stern review last October was portrayed as the last word on climate
change and the final push needed to get the world to act. It warned that

action was needed within 10 to 20 years. But Stern was based on obsolete

hY

California
Environmental
Rights Alliance



The California Environmental Justice Movement's
Declaration Against the
Use of Carbon Trading Schemes to Address Climate Change

1. Whereas, the climate system of the planet and the energy choices we make are inextricably linked to a
looming ecological and social catastrophe; and

2. Whereas, the United States and all other countries of the world face a moment of great promise and great
peril regarding our energy production and use, including: 1) our overdependence on fossil fuels such as oll,
natural gas, and coal; 2) the production and use of bio-fuels with dubious sustainability attributes; and 3)
the resurgence of domestic and international nuclear power development; and

3. Whereas, Asian, Black, Latino, and Native American communities in the United States, as well as
indigenous and poor people around the world, disproportionately bear the negative economic,
environmental, and health impacts of the fossil fuel economy at every stage of its life cycle including its
exploration, extraction, production, refining, distribution, consumption, and disposal of its waste; and

4. Whereas, global climate change caused by burning fossil fuels, resulting in the release of carbon dioxide,
other green house gases, and associated co-pollutants into our oceans, air, soil, and vegetation
jeopardizes the planet’s ability to maintain a livable climate and causes grave health problems in poor
communities, communities of coler, and indigenous communities around the world; and

5. Whereas, the international scientific community predicts that climate change will cause great human
suffering, the brunt of which will be bome by the world's poor, developing nations, disenfranchised
indigenous caommunities, the infirm, and peoples of color that have been historically discriminated against
at global, national, and local levels; and

6. Whereas, the best available science indicates that the planet is warming more rapidly than we understood
when the Kyoto Accord was ratified and that reductions in greenhouse gases must be undertaken more
quickly and with greater urgency than previously recognized; and

7. Whereas, many of the nations that ratified the Kyote Accord are failing to meet the treaty’s requirements
for greenhouse gas emission reductions; and

8. Whereas, the palicy comerstone of the Kyoto approach is a market-based system to allow nations to
establish emissions “rights” and trading of “rights” to emit carbon, known as cap & trade under the
European Union Emission Trading Scheme (EU- ETS); and

3. Whereas, the EU-ETS created transferable “rights” to dispose of carben into the air, oceans, soil, and
vegetation far in excess of the capacity of these systems to absorb it; and

10. Whereas, economic globalization steers international commodity markets to manufacture and privatize the
“right” to dispose of green house gases and their co-pollutants into the air, aceans, soil, vegetation and
human bedies and is in direct conflict with the true human rights of people and respect for our planet; and

11. Whereas, Phase 1 of the EU-ETS has been documented as giving billions of dollars worth of these “rights,”
free of charge, to the biggest corporate emitters of greenhouse gases who are respensible for causing the
global warming crisis and thereby created one of the largest transfers of wealth from low- and middle-
income people to private corporations in the modemn industrial era; and

12. Whereas, carbon trading under Phase 1 of the EU-ETS benefited fossil-fuel intensive corporaticns and
stands in the way of the transition to clean renewable enargy technologies and energy efficiency strategies
that are critically necessary to substantially reduce greenhouse gas emissions; and

13. Whereas, the Clean Development Mechanism (CDM) under the Kyoto Accard, as well as voluntary private
sector trading schemes, encourages industrialized countries and their corporations to finance or create
carbon dumps in the Developing World as lucrative alternatives to reducing greenhouse gas emissions in
Developed Countries; and

14. Whereas, the EU-ETS and the CDM sanctions the continued exploration, extraction, refining, and burning
of fossil fuels and finances projects such as private industrial tree plantations and large hydro-electric
facilities that appropriate land and water resources jeapardizing the livelihoods of local communities in the
Developing World as carbon dumps for industries in the Developed World; and
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The Cap and Trade Charade
for Climate Change

T3 Reasons Why Trading and Offset Use are
MNOT a Solfution to Climate Change:

1. Time is of the essence

2. The Burcopean Union Emissions Trading Scheme
(EU-ETS) has failled to deliver greenhouse gas
emission reductions

3.  Although the EU-ETS has not Reduced
Greenhouse Gas Emissions it has Awarded
Windfall Profits to the Largest Polluters

4. Trading stifles technological innowvation needed to
achieve long term goals for greenhouse gas
reductions

5. Global Offsets Are Often Unwverifiable, Lead to
Oppression, and Do Mot Benefit Our
Communities

G. Trading is undemocratic, secretive, and excludes
the public from decision-making about whether
and how to address greenhouse gas emissions

. Trading intensifies financial incentives for fraud
8. There is a broad-based rejection of trading

= Climate change disproportionately affects
communities of color fundamentally linking
environmental justice to the need for real
greenhouse gas emissions reductions

10. Failure to address the primary cause of
greenhousse gas emissions will also fail to
address the primary cause of negative health,
safety, and quality of life impacts in communities
of color

11. FPollution trading can create and exacerbate
existing pollution “hot-spots”

12. Trading, investing, profiting and gambling on
public health is just wrong

13. There is a better way
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A WARMING WORLD

Time to tax carbon

A carbon tax is the best, cheapest and most efficient way to combat cataclysmic climate change.

May 28, 2007

[F YOU HAVE KIDS. take them to the beach. They should enjoy 1t while it lasts, because there's a
chance that within thetr lifetimes California's beaches will vanish under the waves.

X

And yet for all its benefits, cap-and-frade still 15
distinction goes to Method No. 3




THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

Cap and Charade

The political and business self-interest behind carbon limits.

Saturday, March 3, 2007 12:01 a.m.

The emerging alliance of business and environmental special interests may well prove powerful
enough to give us cap-and-trade in CO2. It would make Hollywood elites feel virtuous, and it would

make money for some very large corporations. But don't believe for a minute that this charade
would do much about global warming.




€he New ok Times

November 2, 2007, 8:00 am

Bloomberg Calls for Tax on Carbon Emissions

To raise the cost of carbon, we can take either an indirect approach — creating
a cap-and-trade system of pollution credits — or a direct approach: charging a
fee for greenhouse gas pollutants. The question is: Which approach would be
more effective? I've talked to a number of economists on this issue, people like
Gilbert Metcalf at the National Bureau of Economic Research, and every one of
them says the same thing: A direct fee is the better approach — but for the
politics. There’s that phrase again: “But for the politics!”

This price volatility can also lead to real
economic pain. For instance, if 100 companies release higher emissions than
they had planned for, they all have to buy more credits, which can create a very
expensive bidding war. That’s exactly what’s happening in parts of Europe
right now, and it’s going to cost companies there billions of dollars.




An open letter to Congress

Laurie Williams & Allan Zabel
6005 Auburn Ave.
Oakland, CA 94618

Williams.Zabel@gmail.com
(510) 390-4224

May 4, 2008

Re: Climate Change Legislation — Urgent Plea for Enactment of Carbon Fees and Ban on New Coal-Fired
Power Plants without Carbon Sequestration

Dear Senators and Representatives:

We are writing to you about the urgent problem of climate change. Each of us has approximately two decades of
public-sector experi i 1 1ti : i i 1
trade programs.

Even if you have doubts concerning
strategy that will effectively address

this unacceptable threat to our children’s future.




/ Comparison of Policy Tools

Allocation certainty is '+ Traditional regulations

not necessarily the
highest and best goal { 1+ inoersiooa

for the program

~ History of successful use by ARB
~ Would require numerous regulatory proceedings
» Cap and trade
- Cap offers certainty on emission reductions
~ Trading offers flexibility and may reduce control costs
Carbon fee can give - Concerns raised regarding effect of trading on local

certainty about the level El:niS‘Si'O.ﬂS '
of emissions reductions - Significant work needed to create effective market

if the fees are used in a « Carbon fee

prudent manner = Uncertainty about level of emission reductions

~ ~ Would require greater analysis to determine the
appropriate fee level







Study: Warming is stronger, happening sooner

Higher C02 emissions from fossil fuels, and weaker Earth, cited as reasons

MSNBC staff and news service reports
Updated: 2:06 p.m. PT Qct 22, 2007

The "paper raises some very important issues that the
public should be aware of,"” said Kevin Trenberth of the

Mational Center for Atmospheric Research in Boulder,
Colo. "Namely that concentrations of CO2 are increasing

at much higher rates than previously expected and this
is in spite of the Kyoto Protocol that is designed to hold
them down in western countries.”
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Kyoto's failure haunts new U.N. talks

Negotiations begin today in Bali for another treaty to curb global warming. This one will have to be more than a
well-intended symbol.

By Alan Zarembo
Los Angeles Times Staff Writer

December 3. 2007

In the Kyoto Protocol's accounting of greenhouse gases, the former Eastern bloc is a smashing
success.

Russia: Down 29% 1n carbon dioxide emissions since 1990.

Romania: A 43% reduction.

Latvia: A resounding 60% drop.

Reductions such as those across Eastern Europe were the main reason the United Nations was

recently able to report a 12% drop in emissions from the accord's industrialized countries over the
1990-2005 period.

It was an illusion.

"Their emissions dropped before Kyoto even existed," said Michael Gillenwater, a climate policy
researcher at Princeton University.




RESEARCH TOOLS

Economist.com sunms

Trading thin air
May 31st 2007
From The Economist print edition

The carbon market is working, but not bringing forth as much innovation as had been hoped

That helped raise the carbon price. So did the commission's decision to slash national governments
allocations to industry for the period 2008-12
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Europe Turns Back to Coal, Raising Climate Fears

By ELISABETH ROSENTHAL

Correction Appended

CIVITAVECCHIA, Ttaly — At a time when the world’s top climate experts agree that carbon emissions must
be rapidly reduced to hold down global warming, Italy’s major electricity producer, Enel, is converting its

massive power plant here from oil to coal, generally the dirtiest fuel on earth.

Over the next five years, Italy will increase its reliance on coal to 33 percent from 14 percent. Power generated

by Enel from coal will rise to 50 percent.

And Italy is not alone in its return to coal.




Permission to pollute

Far from tackling climate change, the EU's timid plans are
rewarding those on the wrong track

Oscar Reyes

Thursday January 24, 2008
The Guardian

Promising a 20% cut in carbon emissions by 2020, the EU now claims to be
the world leader in tackling climate change. But dig a little deepar, and tha

whole project starts to look like a smoke-and-mirrors trick to allow
Eurcpean industry to carry on polluting.

The EU may be trumpeting a new climate and energy rocad map, but it is

one that will only send us in the wrong direction. By focusing on the price of
carbon, rather than regulations to cut emissions domestically. it is offering

polluters the means to buy their way ocut of action on climate change. By
persisting with bicfuel targets, it compounds the problem by incentivising
measures that will increase emissions. And by fixing on a 20% target,
rather than demanding the scale of cuts that climate scientists advocate, it

has shown a paucity of ambition that no amount of talk about "leadership”
an climate change can really hide.




guardian.co.uk

Billions wasted on UN climate

prograliiiie
Energy firms routinely abusing carbon offset fund, US studies claim

John Vidal, environment editor
The Guardian, Monday May 26 2008

Billions of pounds are being wasted in paying industries in developing
countries to reduce climate change emissions, according to two analyses of the
UN's carbon offsetfing programme.,

Leading academics and watchdog groups allege that the UN's main offset fund
is being routinely abused by chemical, wind, gas and hydro companies who are
claiming emission reduction credits for projects that should not qualify. The
result is that no genuine pollution cuts are being made, undermining
assurances by the UK government and others that carbon markets are

dramatically reducing greenhouse gases, the researchers zay.




A Realistic Policy
on International Carbon Offsets

Michael W. Wara and Dawvid G. Victor

Aworking paper from two senior Stanford University academics examined
more than 3,000 projects applying for or alveady granted up to Siobn of credits
from the UN's CDM funds over the next four vears, and concluded that the
majority should not be considered for assistance. “They would be buit
anyway, " says David Victor, law professor at fae Californian university. "It
looks ke befween one and two thirds of all the total CDM offsefs do no
reprasent actual emission cuts."

Working Paper #74

April 2008




Summary

O

e Our communities have a lot at stake and want to
ensure the effort succeeds

» The task is huge, but doable

* Doing it right is critical and truly considering our
options is key
o Trading is not the only and best way

o Changing how we make and use energy reduces increases our
chance for success

o Offsets stand in the way




“Doing anything 1s not
the same thing as
doing something”



