Cosmopolitanism, Global Cooperation, and Global Warming
Cosmopolitanism holds that ethical responsibilities are not restricted by community boundaries. Responsibilities do not cease because of spatial or temporal distance. It can be contrasted with communitarianism, which holds that ethical obligations derive from relationships / communities. 

Global Warming

Global cooperation is needed in a range of areas, including pollution, sustainable development and global warming. 

Kyoto Protocol (1997)
Emissions quotas were allocated to developed countries. Cuts to carbon emissions of developed countries were to average 5.2 % of 1990 levels. The agreement permitted countries not using their quotas to trade them with countries wishing to exceed their allotted quota.  It is based on historical emission rates. However, treating historical emissions as the basis for quotas may be held to reward big polluters. Further basing quotas on level of emissions in 1990 is arbitrary. Further, it is held that much greater emission cuts are needed by developed countries if we are to stabilize emissions at the lowest feasible level.
An Alternative Approach
The principle of an equal entitlement to the atmosphere’s absorptive capacity: 

The atmosphere’s absorptive capacity is an instance of the Common Heritage of Humankind. Michael Grubb proposes that we recognise the principle of an equal entitlement to the atmosphere’s absorptive capacity (Attfield, 2003, p.179; Grubb, 1989 and 1990; Royal Commission, 2000).
The Population Principle:

‘The principle advocating that the emission quotas for greenhouse gases of the various states should be proportioned to their population’ (Attfield, 2003, p.198). 
Some countries will have emissions below their quota levels, and so there can be some trading in carbon emissions. Countries that want to exceed their quotas would need to buy unused quotas from countries with large populations that aren’t using up their quotas. But any trading would have to safeguard the interests of poorer countries. Allowing trading would ‘grant the Third World financial resources for development and environmental conservation, and simultaneously promote energy efficiency in development countries’ (ibid., p.179). 

Contraction and Convergence:
‘A widely supported approach to negotiations on greenhouse gas emissions involving international reductions in emissions and converging emission rates, partly through adoption of the Population Principle’ (ibid., p.191). 

Objections:

1. Would be too big a sacrifice for countries with high emissions rates. But Attfield notes that it is hard to justify such countries continuing to degrade global systems in a disproportionate manner. And, taking into account the principle of an equal entitlement to the absorptive capacities of the planet, these countries are not entitled to more of these capacities than other countries (Attfield, 2003, p.180).
2. Financial resources generated by poorer countries could be used to pay-off existing debt, leaving such countries immersed in their current problems. However, Henry Shue advocates that emissions needed to meet basic needs could be un-tradable. There could even be a policy that trading be geared towards increasing quality of life. The objection could also be averted if Third World debt were written off (Attfield, 2003, p.180; Shue, 1994)
Whether a Contraction and Convergence approach is adopted or not, what is needed is a strong post-Kyoto global agreement with respect to the problem of global warming. 
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Reading

Essential reading 
· Attfield, Environmental Ethics, second edn. (Cambridge: Polity Press, 2014), chs. 6 and 7.  If using first edition., read chs. 4 and 6. Hard copy only – please use the library to source the reading for this. 
Recommended reading 
· Rebekah Humphreys and Sophie Vlacos (eds.), Creation, Ethics and Environment, (Cambridge: Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2010), chs. 2 & 3. Copy in library. 
Further reading
· P. Singer, One World: The Ethics of Globalisation (New Haven, CT and London: Yale University Press, 2002), chapter on ‘One Atmosphere’. 
· Attfield, ‘Global Warming, Equity and Future Generations’, Human Ecology Review, Vol. 17, No. 2, 2010, pp. 102-105. 
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