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Progress on I1SO 14067-1 (1)

m ISO/WD3 ISO 14067: released by 14 December 2009,
comments by 17 January 2010;

® Further consolidated (double counting, limitations of CFP,
cut-off criteria, land-use change, soil carbon change, carbon
capture and storage, aircraft emissions) and improved
(completeness, e.g. clause 3 - terms and definitions);
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Progress on ISO 14067-1 (2)

INTRODUCTION

SCOPE

NORMATIVE REFERENCES

TERMS AND DEFINITIONS

PRINCIPLES

METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK

® GENERAL

® GOAL AND SCOPE DEFINITION OF THE QUANTIFICATION OF CFP

® GOAL and SCOPE OF CFP STUDY; FUNCTIONAL UNIT; PRODUCT
SYSTEM&SYSTEM BOUNDARY

®m INVENTORY ANALYSIS OF CFP

® GENERAL, BASE/REFERENCE YEAR OF CFP, TIME PERIOD FOR
ASSESSMENT OF GHG EMISSIONS, TREATMENT OF SPECIFIC GHG
EI;_dEggIA?rI;OSNOURCES AND SINKS (ELECTRICITY SUPPLY, LAND USE CHANGE),

= ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF GHG EMISSIONS
INTERPRETATION OF CFP

REPORTING

PREPARATIONS FOR COMMUNICATION AND VERIFICATION
CONFIDENTIALITY

ANNEXES A, B, C, D, E, F
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Progress on ISO 14067-1 (3)

Discussion Paper for carbon storage and delayed emissions:

Two approaches:
a) Treat all emissions, no matter when they occur, as having been produced
when the product was produced
b) Treat delayed (future) emissions differently to those emissions occurring
today

Three aspects considered
a) LCA perspective (time boundary: y or n)
b) Value choice perspective (priority to reduce now: y or n)

c) “Incentivising behaviour” perspective (e.g. with regard to land
management)
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Progress on I1SO 14067-2 (1)

m [SO/WD3 ISO 14067-2: released 16 December 2009;
comments by 17 January 2010;

m Consolidated, improved, discussion of all comments
received for WD2

B Compromise text on the requirements for declarations
directed to consumers - role of PCRs But: lack of consensus
among all participants
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Progress on I1SO 14067-2 (2)

The objective of this Part of this International Standard is to
specify the communication of the carbon footprint of
products.

The objectives of CF declarations are as follows:

-Claims relating to GHG emissions that are accurate,
verifiable, relevant and not misleading

- a robust structure for reporting the CFP to stakeholders.
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Progress on ISO 14067-2 (3)

INTRODUCTION

SCOPE

NORMATIVE REFERENCES

TERMS AND DEFINITIONS
OBJECTIVE

PRINCIPLES

USE OF PRODUCT CATEGORY RULES

REQUIREMENRTS AND GUIDANCE FOR COMMUNICATION
OF CARBON FOOTPRINTS

®m General (Declarations, Carbon footprint declaration programmes,
Requirements for declarations directed to consumers, Confidentiality,
Units of measurement)

Declaring overall emissions

Declaring emissions for specific stages of the life cycle
Declarations communicating reductions in carbon footprint
Declarations making comparisons

m Simplification of claims

® VERIFICATION
® Annex A (normative) The content of the CF-PCR document
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Outstanding issues - challenges

B Basic challenge: right balance between practicality -
environmental integrity/credibility

®m Labeling (consensus)
m Carbon storage - delayed emissions

m Verification: Need for further clarification on the status of
ISO 14065 in the context of ISO 14067

® Harmonization with WRI/WBCSD
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Next step

m Meeting of WG2 in Tokyo, 9 — 12 Feb 2010

m Discussion of comments to WD3, for parts 1 and 2,
preparation of new draft — CD1
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Additional momentum

m Very good progress under WRI/WBCSD and better
harmonization with WRI/WBCSD

B Growing interest (more nominations/participation, activities in
additional countries, companies)
m Recognition in media (Wall Street Journal)

® International process
m G20
® Copenhagen
® More signals from science and evidence
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Background

Maj or Economies Forum on Energy and Clim
m Reach agreement in Copenhagen
®m Prepare lowcarbon growth plans

m Take the lead by promptly undertaking robust aggregate and individual reductions in the
midterm

® Recognize 2 degrees C goal.

® |mmediate need to assist the poorest and most vulnerable to adapt; further support nee
to be mobilized,;

® [ncrease public sector investments in research, development, and demonstration, with
view to doubling such investments by 2015.

®m Lead countries will report by November 15, 2009, on action plans and roadmaps and
make recommendations for further progress.
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Background i Copenhagen (1)

®m Expected to

m provide for real cuts in heat-trapping carbon pollution by all of the
world’s big emitters;

m establish a transparent framework for evaluating countries’ performance
against their commitments.

m start an unprecedented flow of resources to help poor and vulnerable
nations cope with climate impacts, protect their forests, and adopt clean
energy technologies.
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Background i Copenhagen (II)

However, the Copenhagen Accord does not

m Specify emission reduction goals - but many countries have already announced their
likely commitments; Copenhagen Accord creates a dynamic situation, with the potential for
a virtuous circle of countries reinforcing their commitments over time in response to similar

moves by others;

® Include legally binding commitments - Agreements can be effective even though non-
binding, if the parties are motivated by self- and mutual interest to observe them.

m  Blur the strict dichotomy of the Kyoto Protocol between developed and developing
countries.

The Copenhagen Accord

®m Needs to get the predictability for the carbon market by elaborating the rules through a
smaller multilateral group (e.g., the participants in the Copenhagen Accord), bilateral
arrangements, and even unilateral rule-setting.

® is an important next step (view expressed by Obama as well as Angela Merkel); since
action is paramount and time is short, it makes little sense to reject the Copenhagen
agreement simply because it is not “legally binding
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Background i Copenhagen (III)

m Next steps: identify emission reductions by Annex I Parties and of
mitigation actions by non-Annex I Parties by 31 January 2010

®m EU informal council January 2010
® New powerful group BASIC (Brazil, South Africa, India, China)
m Future role of the UNFCCC?

m Either embrace the new agreement wholeheartedly;
®  or wither away.
m \Vision:
m legally binding agreement to be agreed by COP16 in Mexico based on Copenhagen

Accord&FCCC/CMP/2009/L.8 and FCCC/AWGLCA/2009/L.7/Add.2/Rev.1,
FCCC/AWGLCA/2009/L.7/Add.8/Rev.1, FCCC/AWGLCA/2009/L.7/Rev.1

®  Goal to cut global emissions by 50% by 2050 and of Annex I by more than 80% by 2050
B  EU: minus 30% compared to 1990; US: emission reduction > minus 17% compared to 2005
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POTENTIAL RESIDUAL DAMAGE : ie not avoided by

adaptn funding of c £100bn pa + delayed mitign action
(peak 2025)

Increased water availability in moist tropics and high latitudes ' ‘
Decreasing water availability and increasing drought in mid-latitudes and semi-arid low latitudes

WATER -
é::ilﬂoml people
0.4 to 1.7 billion ‘ 1.0 to 2.0 billion 1.1 to 3.2 billion
’ \rater stress
1
Increasing amphibian About 20 to 30% species at inc- S
extlnctic:mg : reasingly high risk of extinction Major extincfions around the globg
1
ECOSYSTEMS Increased coral bleaching  Most corals bleached Widespread coral mortality 1
|
Increasing species range shifts and wildfire risk I:;ftrial biosphere tends toward anet carbonf::')r::'f:i:o%ys tome
|
Low latitudes 1
FOOD Crop Decreases for some cereals » Al cereals decreas|e >
B Increases for some cersals ﬂ Decreases in somd regions >

Mid to high latitudes

Increased damage from floods and storms

COAST About 30% loss

of coastal wetlands

contta Tiooding eachyear  Oto3milion (> 210 15 milion

Increasing burden from malnutrition, diarrhoeal, cardio-respiratory and infectious diseases ff-
1

HEALTH Increased morbidity and mortality from heatwaves, floods and droughts ] t
|

Changed distribution of some disease vectors » Substantial burden on health services s ’

|

]

Local retreat of ice in Long term commitment to several Leading to reconfiguration

Greenland and West - metres of sea-level rise due to ice of coastlines world wide and 16

SINGULAR Antarctic sheet loss inundation of low-lying areas
EVENTS 1 :
Ecosystem changes due to weakening of the meridional mm
|
0 1 2 3 4 5°C

Global mean annual temperature change relative to 1980-1999 (°C)
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Summary

B The ISO process demonstrates its strength to facilitate
mutual understanding of various constituencies

B There are good prospects that the vision of CFP becomes
reality

B The decarbonization is expected to make further progress,
the next milestone being Mexico (December 2010)
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Contact & Information

Klaus Radunsky

Telephone: +43/1/31 304-5534

Mobile: +43/664/80013-5534

E-Mail: klaus.radunsky@umweltbundesamt.at

Umweltbundesamt Titel der Veranstaltung
www.umweltbundesamt.at Ort m Datum
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