
As I write this, the negotiations are incomplete. Issues are
hanging in the balance of the pressure cooker of yet another
Conference of the Parties (COP). This is the 17th such
meeting since the UN Framework Convention on Climate
Change, signed by all countries in June 1992 at the Earth
Summit in Rio, and entered into force, with the first COP in
1995. 

Conferences of the Parties have developed their own
internal logic and rhythm. Talks last two weeks: the first
week involving low-level talks to agree on a text for
ministers, and the second week is high-level negotiations. 

This Wednesday (today, as I write) has the feeling of a
midway point, even though we are nearing the end. With
negotiations scheduled to wrap on Friday, we are no closer
to successful results than last week. But this is the nature of
the UN climate process. Everyone knows, without admitting
it, that all the real negotiations, the chance for movement
will occur in one last, sleep-deprived sprint. Unless, of
course, things are so bad that negotiators give up and head
home on the date the conference is scheduled to conclude.

In this COP the big players have been China and the
European Union. China started the week throwing out a
surprise offer—it would join commitments under Kyoto,
but, only on the condition that industrialized countries
agreed to continue their own commitments under Kyoto. 

The EU has been calling for a second commitment period
under Kyoto with an agreed ‘roadmap’ to bring other
nations on board. India has been a key player too as people
read tea leaves in the hopes that India will move to a more
flexible position—more like China. It is still quite fresh to
begin thinking of China as at all ‘flexible.’ You may recall my
2009 reports from COP15 in Copenhagen about how I felt
China was unfairly blamed for the breakdown in
negotiations there. Apparently, much of China’s public
relations offensive in Durban—making its gambit to accept
targets through public statements—is a reaction to feeling
targeted for blame in Copenhagen.

And what of Canada? Diplomats, being diplomatic, are
not excoriating Canada in public. They don’t need to.

Everyone at COP17 knows Canada’s government has been
unhelpful, obstructionist and therefore, ultimately
irrelevant. 

I spend my time defending Canada. I defend the Canada
I love and the majority of Canadians who want climate
action. I defend the majority who did not vote for a
Conservative government. 

So what is my role here? The normal practice for
governments around the world is to include Opposition MPs
on the government delegation. I recall Opposition MPs, Paul
Martin and Jim Fulton, on the delegation to the Rio Earth
Summit in 1992. Even last year in Cancun at COP16, the
Liberal, NDP and Bloc MPs were on the delegation. But not
this year. No Opposition MPs have been included on the
70+ Canadian delegation. I was joined yesterday by NDP
MP Lauren Liu and she only managed to get observer
credentials today. 

I had registered in September with the UN to participate
as an observer through the Global Greens, but really wanted
to have the credentials given to members of government
delegations. The pink ‘PARTY’ badge gets you through all
doors. So, having asked to be on my own government’s
delegation, having written, co-signing with the NDP and
Liberal environment critics, a letter to the PM offering to pay
our own way, but asking for credentials (the letter went
unanswered), I approached two delegations I respect for
their work and whose chief negotiators know me from
previous COPs. 

The head of the Tuvalu delegation replied that the
decision on delegation composition had already gone
through Cabinet and could not be changed. But another
nation had more flexibility, and that is how the
Saanich–Gulf Islands MP is in Durban wearing the pink
badge of a member of the delegation of Papua New Guinea. 

I am also working with Green elected representatives
from around the world. Most are part of the EU being from
France, Germany, Austria, Finland, Sweden, Norway and
Belgium. Senator Christine Milne is here from Australia,
where Greens have the balance of power in the House and
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Senate and used that balance to make Julia Gillard Prime
Minister—but only with a promise of bringing in carbon
pricing. 

We share information on which government needs
pressure, which governments are moving. In negotiations,
the lifeblood is information. Sharing the corridor chat that
illuminates which government is prepared to move on any
one of a dozen issues is the way negotiations make progress.
Even though I do not negotiate, I am part of the organic
living organism of the COP that moves things along through
the sharing of information.

Still, as much as the negotiations move ahead by ignoring
Canada, it is undeniable that the Harper government’s
position has cast a shadow on the negotiations. The CTV
news scoop that the Harper government plans to make a
legal move to withdraw from Kyoto, and to do it on
December 23, has made delegates really angry—with
Canada and with Canadians. 

It is impossible to defend that sort of duplicity. The fact
that Canada’s negotiators continue to participate in the
talks, always weakening texts and lowering expectations for
action, all the while planning to make legal exit from the

Kyoto Protocol, has angered many. One head of a delegation
said he felt like challenging Canada in talks when our
negotiators blocked good language for forests, and asked
why they didn’t just leave now so the rest could make
progress. 

Of course, the CTV leak could prove false, but I think it is
accurate. It fits. To make a legal withdrawal from Kyoto,
notice must be given one year from the end of the first
commitment period: December 31, 2012. 

Withdrawing before December 16 would open up the
Harper government to scrutiny in the House. From
Harper’s viewpoint, so much better to avoid democratic
debate, pull the plug when the House is not in session, and
(added benefit) when Canadians are busy with tree-
trimming and last minute Christmas shopping. What a
Christmas present for Canada!

Harper plans to pull us out of a global treaty, passed by a
vote in the House, without so much as an hour of debate in
the House. And he expects to do so at no political cost.

About that, at least, I hope he is dead wrong. 0
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