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WHATEVER could have inspired an international group of advertising companies (of all the people!) to launch a vigorous campaign in newspapers and through street billboards all over Europe urging everyone to make the world conference on global warming a success and to re-baptise the Danish capital as ‘Hopenhagen’? 

Sceptics would claim it is the same technique that brings Madonna and other musical (ugh!) stars to have themselves projected on television screens hugging and kissing African children. The lachrymose strategy imparts bad conscience to the European and American youths and ultimately results in rocketing popularity for the stars and ever higher sales of their sound and video recordings. 

Much intrigued by the hullabaloo that had preceded the conference in early December, Valérie Brichet, an inquisitive and restless 23-year-old political science student in Paris, led a team of likeminded young people to attend the event. “Listen, no buffoonery in front of television cameras and no throwing rocks at the police; we’re going there to get a load of what all this is about and certainly not to be part of the show,” she seriously warned her comrades as they packed themselves into a decrepit VW microbus, 1960s style, on the road to Copenhagen. 

The show over, Valérie and her friends stayed back for another week, talking to young participants from many other countries and celebrating Christmas, Danish style. As they came home, a frozen Paris with sub-zero temperatures greeted them, making them forget for a while the mantra of global warming. 

Valérie appears a fair bit demoralised with what she saw but takes her disillusionment to be a positive experience that is helping her see the light without falling into the trap of collectivist frenzy. 

Regardless of her disenchantment Valérie says she is glad she made the trip and speaks fondly of Hira Chandremukhee, a long-haired youth who theatrically ‘namastayed’ everyone and claimed to have walked all the way from Calcutta to Copenhagen in the hope of seeing the most powerful countries in the world kneel down and tearfully commit themselves before 130 or so poorer nations to put an immediate stop to greenhouse gases. 

Though the three-page document signed at the conference that ended just before Christmas makes no mention of the ecological El Dorado envisioned by Hira, the Parisian pilgrims believe this was the best that could be done under the circumstances, despite the agreement’s qualification by London’s Independent, doubtless inspired by President Roosevelt’s words following the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbour, as “a historic failure that will live in infamy”. 

Doomsday prophets attending the conference did everything to frighten the wits out of everybody, remembers Valérie. They spoke of thunderstorms, tornadoes, hurricanes and rising water levels in such manner that one felt like praying for the return of Noah and his ark before it was too late. 

“Frankly speaking,” she says, “the people who make most sense are scientists like Roger Pielke and Freeman Dyson from the United States and Ian Plimer from Australia who do not deny fluctuations in our planet’s climate but remind us just the same that such variations routinely happen on a timescale much too vast and complex to comprehend if we use the yardstick of human existence on Earth to measure them. 

“But these scientists also willingly allow for the probability of human contribution to the environment’s degradation; if the industrial activity has caused the damage, they posit, let us prove it scientifically and then try to find a scientific solution to the problem. 

“The wording of the final accord as a matter of fact takes this point into account and attempts at finding a rational way out by putting a concrete figure to the goal that all signatories are expected to strive for, i.e. limiting the rise in global temperature to two degrees centigrade. 

“That is a far cry from the Kyoto agreement that had only succeeded in dividing the world into two groups: that of all the industrialised nations who were considered to be the polluters, and their accusers the poor nations who were supposed to be the victims. As a result both the groups denied any responsibility and the gulf just kept on widening all these past 17 years. 

“Now, unlike Kyoto, with the fast developing economies of China, India, Brazil and many others having agreed to be part of the Copenhagen deal, the responsibility is equally divided among all the signatories and the most likely result in the coming months will be, hopefully, a gradual end to the international blame-game with each country busily working on its own mathematics around the magical figure of 2C. 

“The main thing is to beware of lobbies that play with young people’s emotions and have an exaggerated belief in imposing over the entire universe a centralised, abstract moral code. Such groups are naturally not happy with the Copenhagen accord. An example is the description by Greenpeace of the final day of the conference as ‘a crime scene with the guilty heading for the airport’. 

“Another important outcome at Copenhagen was the commitment by the wealthier nations to offer billions of dollars to poorer countries in their own efforts (which are expected to be transparent and open to scrutiny) to attain the desired reduction in the emissions of greenhouse gases.” 

Hopes dashed at Copenhagen? Valérie Brichet says it all depends on who you are and what were your aspirations. The conference of course was a disaster for people like Hira who had expected a happy ending in the surrender by the world’s mightiest nations and an immediate halt to all industrial pollution. 

The most urgent thing for people, according to Valérie and her youthful followers, is to quickly abandon the doomsday doctrine and try not to let the climatology cause take the shape of religious fanaticism. In this regard the young Parisians tend to agree with Prof Freeman Dyson that the scientific community is far better equipped than all the human rights groups combined to comprehend the global warming phenomenon and to find a way out.

