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Hayama Proposal (1)
Context of Hayama Proposal(1)

2010 12
Cancun Agreements (Dec. 2010): Has a Post-2012 regime
been taking shape?

- Long-
term target to reduce global greenhouse gas emissions so as to hold
the increase in global average temperature below 2 < C above pre-
industrial levels

— I Quantified economy-
wide emission reduction targets by Annex | countries (developed
countries)

Developing countries will take nationally
appropriate mitigation actions (NAMAs) in the context of sustainable
development, supported and enabled by technology, financing and
capacity-building.

Legal form of a post 2012 regime and the
future of the Kyoto Protocol therein has not yet been agreed upon.




Hayama Proposal (2)
Context of Hayama Proposal(2)

“Balanced

outcome” is a key for the agreement

Countries perceive
that both the substance and its legally-
bindingness impact the stringency (effectiveness)
of their commitment and “the balance” of the
agreement.

Hayama Proposal (1)
Comments on Hayama Proposal(1)

Interesting points of the proposal

All countries have a
legally binding commitment but with differentiation of
consequences in case of possible non-compliance.

. Being legally binding and
stringency (effectiveness) of commitment
Assessment of compliance from
several criteria

MOU /

Collaboration with actors/forums outside the
regime through MOU




Hayama Proposal (2)
Comments on Hayama Proposal(2)

Some suggestions

. Being legally
binding and stringency (effectiveness) of commitment
Other type of differentiation
might be possible: differentiation by the type of the
commitment/ by the extent of discretion given to countries.

. / Quantified target/
mitigation actions voluntarily selected by countries

. /
Clearly defined quantified target/ commitment with broader
discretion or conditional commitment

Hayama Proposal (3)
Comments on Hayama Proposal(3)

What are the factors
that would make the agreement difficult?
. ex.

Change in
factors such as political situation in the US might influence the
acceptability pros and cons of these options.

Would be
necessary to assess the acceptability (pros and cons) of
options with timeline.

e NZ , B-1 A
Proposal from NZ: Option B-1 as regime with transitional
phase toward Option A

. (0] Comprehensive COP
decision of Option C as regime with transitional phase




