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Several days ago on 7th December
, the global summit on climate change was held in Copenhagen. Being regarded as the successor of the Kyoto protocol, this conference was aimed at reaching an agreement on amount of gas-emission cut that countries should attain respectively by the year of 2012. However, disputes between the developing and developed countries and shirking responsibility by the rich ones just lowered the expectations that the conference would lead to binding cuts in carbon emission. The developed countries, consistently and intentionally try to weaken and ignore a key principle of climate change negotiation frameworks: the common but differentiated responsibilities. The climate justice and equity that should be followed recognize that,
 given the emissions in history and the emission of per capita, the developed countries should take on more responsibility in reversing the climate change, and play a leading role in this global process.

 Climate change has been one of the most severe and far-reaching challenges facing our generation. Scientists predicted that as the greenhouse effect getting more and more serious, the global temperature would have risen by 1.1 to 6.4 centigrade by the end of this century (McElroy, 2002). If the temperature surpasses the global ecological warning limit of 2 centigrade, the entire planet will endure disastrous changes. Sea level will certainly rise, leaving many land endangered; extreme weather will happen more frequently and many species, if unable to adapt to changes quickly enough, will face extinction. The economic losses we are going to suffer is unimaginable. It is time for us to take actions.
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However, the disputes emerged at the very beginning when the Kyoto protocol, which was set to reach an agreement on greenhouse gas emission cut plan, was turned.down by some developed countries, and the wrangles never ended. According to the developed countries, the developing countries, especially China and India, are also emitting an enormous number
 of greenhouse gas, and it is unfair if the developing ones refuse to make a comparatively equal amount of cut. The developed countries have been trying to add pressure to the developing ones by setting up trade limitations, such as America’s cap-and-trade legislation, which is aimed to impose tariffs on goods from countries that do nothing to control emissions. 
The developed countries keep saying that the current plan for cutting emission is unfair. Nevertheless, they fail to mention the historical inequity. In terms of historical emissions, industrialized countries account for roughly 80% of the carbon dioxide buildup in the atmosphere to date. For example, since 1950, the U.S. has emitted a cumulative total of roughly 50.7 billion tons of carbon. However, China and India have emitted only 15.7 and 4.2 billion tons respectively. In 1999 alone, the United States consumed 852.4 million tons of oil, 551.2 million tons of natural gas, and 533.7 million tons of coal. When coal is burned, it produces 2.86 short tons of carbon dioxide for every short ton of coal burned. Based on this analysis, more than 1.5 billion tons of carbon dioxide were released in the atmosphere in 1999. That number has steadily increased over the years. The United States is not alone. In 1999, the carbon dioxide emissions for the UK reached 1.4 million tons fir coal, 1 million tons for oil, and 60 thousand tons for natural gas (The Economist, 2009). It has been proved that greenhouse gases tend to remain in the atmosphere for many decades, and rich countries have been industrializing and emitting climate changing pollution for many more centuries than the poor countries. 
The developed ones have also been arguing that the cut of greenhouse gas costs the well-being of their economy. America refused to sign the Kyoto protocol, stating that by the end of 2002, the emissions from the United States were up by 14% over what they were in 1990. There is no possibility the US could meet the deadline of 2008 without serious damage to its economy (Weyant, 2008). The Clinton administration returned from the Kyoto Protocol without any intention of sending it to the Senate for ratification and simply passed it to the next administration. The George W. Bush administration also refused to send it for economical reasons.  
They obviously turn their back to the fact that the developing nations’ consumption is for basic needs, while for the rich, it has moved on to luxury consumption and associated life style. Excessive consumption and production are the two features of the developed countries. For instance, many American people prefer vehicles that are much more gas consuming, and many American family posses more than one car. Nevertheless, in western part of China, many families are still worrying about the next meal. It is easy to draw the conclusion that the price for poor countries to cut emission is much higher than the rich ones, and the developing countries cannot afford the cut and the technology. Fully focusing on their own potential losses, the rich countries fail to mention what the poor ones are suffering. Another fact is that pressure from citizens in rich countries to clean up their environment has often actually led to moving those dirty industries to the third world while still producing benefit or profit for the first world. In addition, a large portion of goods produced in developing countries is consumed by developed countries. China for example, claims that around one third of its production is for consumption by the rich of the world. Therefore, sticking to the luxurious way of consumption ignores the climate justice and equity, and at the same time harms the sustainable development of global economy, especially that of the developing countries.  
The developed countries taking more responsibilities dose not mean that the developing countries make no efforts at all for environmental protection. China pledged in 2006 to reduce the amount of energy used per unit of GDP by the end of this decade. Since the developing countries are already doing the best they can, developed countries’ fussing over everything seems not very much concrete and acceptable
.
The climate justice and equity dimension seems a concern primarily for the third world. Without being as strong a voice as the rich countries, when it comes to discussion and negotiation, this concern for such justice and equity is not heard, understood, or seen as important by the influential nations. However, we have to get down to this fundamental and acknowledge the fact that the developed countries should take main responsibility of climate change for historical reasons, morality, and the universal sustainable development. If the disputes fail to be stopped and we cannot come up with the reasonable agreement that the developed countries must take the main responsibility, a disastrous ecological catastrophe in which many species will extinct 
and land masses will be submerged under seawater , is going to confront us. In addition, rich countries’ shirking
 responsibility and requiring the poorer ones to take on the future reduction commitments certainly will not lead to a safe spot.   
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Essay 3: Argument Paper 
	
	Levels of Achievement

	Criteria
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Introduction, thesis, and conclusion

(   7 x 5 =     )
	Intro is engaging and presents multiple positions of argument, argumentative thesis clearly stated and creatively developed, conclusion recasts thesis in a new light and makes connections to the larger world.

	Intro grabs attention somewhat, provides some info on other sides of the argument, thesis is implicitly stated but clear, conclusion reiterates thesis with little implication for the larger world.
35
	Intro provides little info about other sides of the argument and does little to capture attention, thesis is implicit and hard to find, conclusion makes little reference to thesis 
	Intro provides no info about other sides of the argument, does not capture attention, thesis is not explicit or not present, conclusion does not refer to thesis and does not add to cohesion of paper

	Argument
& organization

(   8  x 5 =    )
	Argument is identifiable, reasonable, and sound. Counter-arguments are included and successfully refuted. Every main point is supported by persuasive evidence. Paragraphs with clear transitions are clearly ordered with the argument progressing in a logical fashion.
40
	Argument is generally reasonable and identifiable but not always sound. Counter-arguments are included and defused somewhat.  Main point is supported by some evidence. Order of paragraphs could be better organized. Some transition sentences and cohesion markers are used but could be more effective
	Argument is barely reasonable and identifiable. Counter-arguments are included without defusing them. Few major points are supported by evidence and examples. The order of paragraphs doesn’t make sense in most of the paper, transition sentences and cohesion markers are rarely or inappropriately used
	Argument is not identifiable with no supporting evidence or examples. Counter-argument is not included. Paragraphs seem to be out of order and haphazard, no transition sentences or cohesion markers are used

	Audience awareness

(   8  x 5 =     )
	Targets specific audience. Engages audience effectively throughout paper. Has an academic and consistent tone throughout the paper. Provides sufficient background info about the topic to the audience 
40
	The specific audience is generally identifiable. Engages audience through most of the paper, can capture but not sustain interest. Has a somewhat academic tone. Provides some background info about the topic to the audience
	The specific audience is barely identifiable. Has little engaging qualities to hold the interest of the audience. The tone is inconsistent and inappropriate through most of the paper. Provides little background info about the topic to the audience
	There is no specific audience. Does not hold audience interest. The tone is inappropriate and inconsistent throughout the paper. Provides insufficient background info about the topic to the audience

	Use of sources 

(    7 x 5 =    )
	Quotations,  paraphrases, and visuals are well integrated into the text and are adequately analyzed. At least 5 sources are referred to.
	Quotations. Paraphrases, and visuals are somewhat integrated into the text and analyzed. 5 sources are referred to. 35
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are scarcely used and analyzed or overly used. Fewer than 5 sources are used. 
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are not used or used incorrectly or inappropriately. Fewer than 5 sources are used.

	Language

use & mechanics

(    7 x 5 =    )
	Sentences are clearly written, economical, varied in structure. APA style correctly followed. Impeccable spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, and punctuation, good use of 
academic language.
	Sentences are generally clearly written except for some wordiness or repetition. APA style generally followed. Few errors in spelling, grammar, word usage, and punctuation.

35
	Sentences could be improved a lot. There are many cases of wordiness or repetition, and choppy sentences. APA style barely followed. Several errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.
	Sentences are poorly written, problems with wordiness, repetition, or choppy sentences. APA style was not followed. Many errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.


Dear Kalin,
This paper is dealing with a very important issue. It provides excellent background information.

Argument in it is clear and supported well.

It also has weaknesses. I am not sure if I was able to find a clearly stated thesis statement (your position on the issue). I was expecting to see it towards the end of the first paragraph. 

I also indicated other problems in yellow and red highlights. Please, see my comments.

Overall, excellent job. 

Your grade is 185/200
Figure 1: Greenhouse gases emission contributed greatly to global warming
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�Remove comma


�Is this your position? You should state your position clearly and underline it (which is your thesis statement). This does not sound like your position.


�amount


�This sentence is vague. What is “everything”?


�will become extinct


�You have already said it. This sounds redundant. State your position using different wording.


�you had to list 5 sources





