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Six Western states and two Canadian provinces last week proposed to cut greenhouse gas emissions from virtually all
man-made sources to 15% below 2005 levels by 2020. They said they plan to unveil within one year a market-based
approach to achieve that goal.

Arizona, California, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah and Washington along with British Columbia and Manitoba agreed to the
economy-wide target for reducing greenhouse gases as part of the Western Climate Initiative. They said they would
develop by next August a regional market-driven system, such as a cap-and-trade program, to achieve the emission cuts.

Colorado, Kansas, Nevada and Wyoming, the Canadian provinces of Ontario, Quebec and Saskatchewan and one Mexican
state, Sonora, intend to participate as observers in the process. To join WCI, a state or province must adopt greenhouse
gas emission goals consistent with the regional initiative's goal, according to the group.

The WCI regional goal would not replace climate change goals set by the individual members. Unlike the Regional
Greenhouse Gas Initiative, a GHG-reduction effort undertaken by 10 states in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic that is aimed
solely at power plant emissions, the Western initiative seeks to limit emissions from all sources that contribute to global
warming ? including energy supplies, transportation and the commercial, residential, and industrial sectors.

RGGI has set a target of reducing these emissions to 10% below 2000 levels come 2019, using a cap-and-trade system
starting in 2009. Western governors said they expect their states' effort to be ready in time to join emissions-reduction
efforts in other parts of the country.

"Our collective commitment will build a successful regional system to be linked with other regional efforts across the
nation and eventually the world," California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger, one of WCI's founders, said in a statement.

The latest greenhouse gas initiative launched by states came as the Bush administration lost another court battle over its
policies. A federal judge in California last week ordered ordered the administration to issue a timely, single,
comprehensive scientific report on greenhouse gas emissions and climate change.

The Center for Biological Diversity lawsuit, which was supported by Senators John Kerry, Democrat-Massachusetts, and
John McCain, Republican-Arizona, alleged that the Bush's administration violated US law with its policy of issuing
dozens of climate science assessments rather than a single assessment undermined the ability of policymakers to weigh
decisions about how to best cut GHGs.



The assessment and a regular research plan, which the administration has only updated periodically, are required by the
1990 Global Change Research Act.

The decision Tuesday by Judge Saundra Armstrong at the US District Court in Fresno, California, finds that the Bush
administration violated the 1990 law and shows that "this administration has denied and suppressed the science of global
warming at every turn," said Brendan Cummings of the Center for Biological Diversity, one of the attorneys arguing the
case. "Today's ruling is a stern rebuke of the administration's head-in-the-sand approach to global warming."

The concerns by Kerry, who lost a bid for the presidency in 2004, and McCain, a current presidential contender, yielded a
Government Accountability Office report in 2004 that criticized the Bush policy. It concluded that "1) the administration
did not submit a scientific assessment in November 2004, four years after the previous assessment, as required by the
[Global Change Research Act]," 2) the administration expressly refuses to complete a single National Assessment, and 3)
the White House's piecemeal approach lacks an "explicit plan for ? assessing the effects of global change on the eight
areas enumerated in the act: the natural environment, agriculture, energy production and use, land and water resources,
transportation, human health and welfare, human social systems, and biological diversity."
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