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2. 4 ARy AWGRETOY<Y— (4 A8 H)

() FHEEEEEORRR, FHIFE2K AR OMBEIZEI L T, BapiZ2MES ANECThH D & D7k

Recognition of the need for political clarity on the future of the Kyoto Protocol, particularly on the question of a second
commitment period;

(b) —r & BEE L DORHRIZOWTO LY BUVEiE  Better understanding of the relationship between the rules and
the targets;

() N UIBREE M Z AR L72 < T B2 & ~OIEJAVVEE: Broad agreement that the rules must
ensure environmental integrity;

(d) FHERE T EOFEAFIIR ORI R A RE ST 572012, L BREOR T RNETH D &) — /072
78 General recognition that both rules and targets are needed to finalize the commitments of Annex | Parties for a second
commitment period;

) NV DEOSBFEIED T Ly PO EIEL~UIE S FEEET 58D T LICET 20 E# T
% Z LIZHOWT ORIV R Broad support for the usefulness of an analysis on how choices of rules could affect the
ambition level of the pledges by Parties.

VA —RLY, FCCC/KP/AWG/2011/3)

3. TWNE
(1) EFReT HILTO DI

(@) HREEAE The scale of emission reductions to be achieved by Annex I Parties in aggregate as well as the
contribution of Annex I Parties, individually or jointly, to this scale, usually referred to as the “numbers” group;

(b) tHEFIH, tHFIRZ L RO MEERT LULUCK,

©) PEHHEEG| KO FuPxs h—Z -+« AJ =X Emissions trading and the project-based mechanisms;

() FEmnTRRE oIl A, HEIEHREY) Basket of methodological issues;

(e) ETEAYRAE CREIGHEED  Potential consequences.
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(8) BHEEIIBIATN & I N—T LD HIZOW T

BBLEEAWG-KPa & 7 NI N—T | Eima IR 2 1D DR b OEfH
AWG-KP 16 CONTACT GROUP
Questions by the Chair to facilitate discussion
Amendments to the Protocol pursuant to its Article 3.9 / .Numbers.
1. How do the decisions adopted in Cancun contribute to reaching an agreement on the second
commitment period? \What is a practical way forward to achieve clarity?
2.  What is needed to achieve clarity on the conversion of pledges to quantified economy-wide
limitation or reduction commitments?
3. What steps are needed to raise the level of ambition in the targets proposed by Annex | Parties?
Will the global goal under the Convention assist in this regard?
4. What can help to resolve the question of whether commitments or rules should come first?
LULUCF
5. What is the quantitative impact of different LULUCF rules and modalities on the level of Annex |
emission reduction targets?  To what extent can the choice of rules lead to greater ambition?
Emissions trading and the mechanisms
6. Supplementarity: What are the objectives that would be achieved through introducing
quantified limits on the use of the flexible mechanisms?
7. Share of proceeds: In light of the decisions taken in Cancun how should this issue best be handled
in order to achieve progress in Durban?
Basket of methodological issues
8.  What is needed to decide on the list of gases and associated metrics for the second commitment
period?
Potential consequences
9. What are the implications for the AWG-KP of the work-programme on response measures under
the SBI and SBSTA?

FHIED IR SNZER]  Questions posed by Parties

1a. Considering the outcome in Cancun and the implementation of 1/CMP.6:

1. What pre-conditions have been met by the Cancun outcome that will enable your country (in
particular Annex | Parties) to adopt a second commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol?

il.  What further pre-conditions are necessary for your country (in particular Annex | Parties) to
adopt a second commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol?
1b. What is necessary for these pre-conditions identified in question 1a.ii. to be met before Durban?
1c. In your country.s perspective, what are the fundamental technical issues that need to be resolved
before Durban?
2. How do we get the political clarity needed by June?
3. LULUCEF: Should there be a cap on LULUCEF crediting? Yes or No?
4. Should we place a limit on carry-over? Yes or No?
5. Baskets: Are we including new gases? Yes or no?




Pledge to QELROs: Length of the second commitment period? Is it 5 or 8yrs?

Mechanisms: Should we have supplementarity criteria?

What rules are we working with? The context needs to be made clear — within KP or not?

9. Ifideal conditions are met for the rules - what would be the process to confirm commitment in
Durban?

10.  Without a second or third commitment period, is there any meaning for the Kyoto Protocol?
What is the legal meaning of the Protocol in the absence of a commitment period?
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Figure 2
Changes in greenhouse gas emissions from Annex I Parties, 1990-2008
Greephouse gas emissions excluding LULUCF
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