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Mr. Chairman,

| wish to thank TERI and Dr. Pachauri for having me at this important session of the Delhi
Sustainable Devel opment summit.

| would like to address the following issues:

(& thethreat of abrupt climate change;

() the need to focus on fad-stat climate mitigation  strategies  that
can produce near-term mitigation,

© adaptation; and

(d) long-term strategies

Mr. Chairman

The tipping point for abrupt, nonlinear, and irreversible climate change, including catastrophic
sea-level rise, may be as close as ten years away. The US National Academy of Sciences report
on abrupt climate change entitled Abrupt Climate Change: Inevitable Surprises stated that
“available evidence suggests that abrupt climate changes are not only possible, but likely in the
future....”

The sea-ice in the Arctic is disappearing at a record rate that is up to 100 years ahead of earlier
predictions, and could be gone by 2013.  This feedback will add to the record ice-mdlt in
Greenland, leading to fears that the tipping point for ice sheet disintegration could be exceeded in
adecade.

There is new evidence that ice sheets in the western Antarctic are being lost at a much faster rate.
Oceans are becoming saturated with carbon dioxide and absorbing less than before. As a small
isand developing state, Mauritius is very concerned as abrupt and unprecedented sea-level rise,
which could be up to six metres, at a rate of a metre per decade this century will be really
catastrophic.

Dr. Rajendra Pachauri recently said that the next IPCC report should look at the “frightening”
possibility that ice sheetsin Greenland and Antarctica could melt rapidly at the same time. But if
this takes the IPCC the usua four or five years for its report, it may be too late.

A fast-moving process for climate change similar to the Montreal Protocol should, therefore, be
started immediately, and it should address abrupt climate change as a priority, forthwith.

The current scientific evidence about abrupt climate change and sea-level rise warrants
immediate near-term climate mitigation strategies, to keep the Planet from reaching the ten year
tipping point. This is critical, even as the world simultaneously pursues longer-term climate
mitigation strategies. We must succeed with both. Unless we succeed with near-term
mitigation, we shall not have the opportunity to get to the long-term solutions we need.

Low-lying idand and coasta States cannot wait for the many years it will take to negotiate,
ratify, and implement the post-2012 climate treaty. The negotiations alone are scheduled to take
two-years. Ratification will take several more years, and implementation even longer. Actionis
needed now, and action now will yield dividends that will lower the cost in the long run.



Mr. Chairman

One effective near-term climate mitigation strategy is to further strengthen the Montreal
Protocol. This treaty has delivered climate mitigation equivalent to 135 billion tons of carbon
dioxide, many times more than what the Kyoto Protocol seeks in its 2008-2012 commitment
period. This has solved a substantial part of the problem by delaying climate change by up to 12
years.

In September 2007, the Montreal Protocol was strengthened in a way that will produce climate
mitigation of 15 to 20 billion tons of carbon dioxide equivalent - again significantly more than
Kyoto seeks- by accelerating the phase out of HCFC.

The Montreal Protocol can do even better by addressing the “banks’ of ozone- and climate-
damaging chemicals that are leaking from the old refrigerators, air conditioners and other
products and equipment we throw away. It is calculated that 7.4 billion tons of carbon dioxide
equivalent will be emitted from banks by 2012, and even more after that.

The overall climate problem can also be disaggregated into specific sources, sinks, and sectors,
so that we can tailor more effective governance systems, as the Montreal has done for the 96
chemicals it regulates in more than 240 industry sectors.

Mr. Chairman

There has been little progress in mainstreaming adaptation within national development
strategies. | do believe that Governments should engage more actively with the scientific
community, who in turn must be supported to provide

easily accessible climate risk information. Suchinformation should put current and future
climate in the perspective of nationa development priorities. Donors should provide incentives
for developing country governments to take particular adaptation actions. Funding for adaptation
should be increased well beyond current levels.

Mr. Chairman

The need to stabilise atmospheric CO2 concentrations at about 550 ppm is generally considered
to have drastic implications for our lifestyles. Engaging in the complex area of lifestyle and
behavioural change is going to be essential. Un-sustainable patterns of consumption and
production are a primary cause of climate change and |leads to other ecological and social
challenges. The carbon emissions generated from our lifestyles are greatly significant, and are
increasing. Hence, one of the key responses to protect the climate and achieve sustainable
development is to promote sustai nable consumption and production. Many countries have
instituted individual policies to promote sustainable consumption and production. However,
these actions are often neither coherent nor driven by an integrated programme. All countries
must devel op integrated national programmes on Sustai nable Consumption and Productionwith
the backdrop of climate change mitigation and sustainable development. We are doing so in
Mauritius, with the assistance of UNEP. We must ensure that al countries devel op action plans



to change consumption and production patterns as along term effective strategy to combat
climate change.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, | can say that climate change considerations clearly bring out the
interaction of economic development, environmental degradation and social inequity. But what
the Stern Report demonstrates is that momentous as the challenge may be, meeting it isboth
technologically feasible and economically rational. The costs of urgent action are far less than
the costs of delay, and the earlier we act the easier and less expensive our task will be. The
scientific uncertainties are now behind us, there should be no difficulties for political systems to
be geared towards mobilizing national and international action against climate change.
Government objectives should transcend economic growth and social cohesion and move to
prosperity, fairness and environmental care.

Thisis not the time for small steps - the world needs decisive action by leaders in governments
and business. We need long term targets but short term commitments and firm actionfrom all.

Thank Y ou.



