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Which issues of equity (if any) should be at the forefront of climate change negotiations? Provide reasons for your answer.
	In the twentieth century, the fossil fuels that were being burned by the world's population increased dramatically. This released carbon into the atmosphere which in turn had dramatic effects on the world's climates due to the major increase in carbon dioxide and methane in the atmosphere. This discovery began with debate as to whether this was the Earth’s natural climate cycle that happens every few thousand years. But nearing the end of the 20th century it was clear that this was a large and very real issue. The effects that climate change is having upon our planet are monumental and largely irreversible. 
Since the 1960s snow and ice cover has decreased by about 10 percent, and mountain glaciers are in retreat everywhere except near the poles. In the past three decades, the El Nino effect in the southern hemisphere has become more intense, causing greater variation in rainfall. Paralleling these changes as an unprecedented increase in the concentration of carbon dioxide, methane, and nitrous- oxide in the atmosphere, produced by human activities such as burning fossil fuels, the clearing of vegetation, and (in the case of methane) cattle and rice production[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Peter Singer, One World: The Ethics of Globalisation (Yale University Press, United States, 2002) pg. 16] 

	(El Nino effect refers to the climate cycle of the Pacific Ocean)
	Since the warnings about climate change have become much more severe in the late 20th century, there have been several talks and negotiations made between leading world powers. These were; the Rio Earth Summit 1992, Kyoto 1997, Copenhagen 2009, and the Paris agreement 2015[footnoteRef:2]. In these talks, there have been several outlining’s of the danger of climate change, both hypothetical and current. For many developing countries, the issues of climate are already causing a serious issue: [2:  Centre for Climate Change and Energy Solutions, ‘History of UN Climate Talks’, https://www.c2es.org/content/history-of-un-climate-talks/ (Accessed 03/05/2018)] 

In the Third World… The survival of humanity may not be at stake, but the survival of families and of communities often is, when wells or springs dry up, forests disappear. Or the lands turn to desert. Such processes can be caused by human agency[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Robin Attfield, The Ethics of the Global Environment (Edinburgh University Press Ltd, Edinburgh, 2015) pg. 81] 

This is where the issues of Equity come in. These talks were held by mostly developed countries. Developed countries are the ones that produce most of the world’s carbon emissions, whereas developing countries do not produce nearly as much carbon as for example the US or Britain. There are questions as to whether it is fair to make every country have the same responsibility as others. In order for these agreements to be equitable (fair and impartial), there are many different ideas of equity that need to be considered. There are several issues, including; the weight of responsibility of each country, the population principle, our obligations to future generations and the obligation to non- humans. These issues are all important. But not equally. By weighing these against each other we can see which of these hold more importance, and which of these issues are a short term issue.
	First, there is the issue of the different countries weight of obligation. As mentioned above, developed countries produce more emissions than those that are developing. There have been many ideas about how to deal with this in a fair manner;
The resulting Kyoto Protocol was adopted at COP 3 in 1997.  Largely at the insistence of the United States, the agreement incorporated a series of “flexible,” or market-based, mechanisms enabling developed countries to use different forms of emissions trading to achieve their targets more cost-effectively.  President Clinton, however, never submitted the protocol to the Senate, and shortly after his election, President George W. Bush announced that the U.S. would not ratify it.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Centre for Climate Change and Energy Solutions, ‘History of UN Climate Talks’, ‘Kyoto Protocol’] 

	Effectively this was the idea that developing countries that were not using their country’s agreed energy usage (previously discussed in an earlier agreement) could sell the rest of their unused carbon emissions to the US. However, it was not fully agreed upon. This would have been a step towards lowering carbon emissions without upsetting the quality of life for people in developed countries. This issue was raised by the US as important for their people. If people had gotten used to a developed lifestyle, for example, use of cars, a certain amount of electricity etc. then it would be too much of a strain on developed countries. Also, it means that other countries would have the opportunity to develop with the money from the developed countries, and eventually the usage of carbon emissions, according to some will balance themselves out. However, there are issues with this idea;
[bookmark: _GoBack]Since in ecological economics, we see the market economy as embedded in a physical, chemical and biological system, the question arises as to the value of such natural resources and environmental services for the economy. Is it possible to translate these environmental values into money values?[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Ramachandra Guha, ed. O’Neill J, Kerry Turner R, Bateman IJ, ‘Radical American Environmentalism and Wilderness Preservation: A Third Word Critique’ in Environmental Ethics and Philosophy (Edward Elgar Publishing Limited, Cheltenham, 2002) pg. 426] 

	This is also not a particularly pressing issue when looking at the environmental issue as a whole. We have already made irreversible damage to the planet’s climate and atmosphere. There is also the fact that the carbon emissions that developed countries produce can still have adverse effects on developing countries’ weather and climates. All countries should be more responsible for putting in more drastic measures to cut down carbon emissions in the long term. It would be short sighted also to say that the issues of climate change only affect developing countries. The increasing flooding that has happened in Britain over the last few years, has a lot to do with carbon emissions and climate change.[footnoteRef:6] In the long term, this issue is not highly valid, as the importance of countries and their carbon emissions are in constant flux. [6:  Simon Parkin, ‘The Great Tide: is Britain really equipped to cope with Global Warming?’ The Guardian (2016) https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/jul/07/great-tide-is-britain-equipped-cope-glbal-warming (Accessed 08/05/2018) ] 

	However, giving governments control of carbon emissions has its own problems also. In particular, issues of governments that run democratic systems. For example, when China decided it wanted to cut its carbon emissions, it could do it easily. But if the US government decided that they would cut carbon emissions, there is always a high risk that the president that put major limitations on carbon emissions would get voted out. China did not have this problem but it is arguable that many developed countries would have this issue.
Not even global capitalism seems sufficient to explain the generality of the problems despite the considerable contributions of market forces and of self- seeking corporations to problems such as deforestation, pollution and global warming. Capitalism may well be unsustainable, as Martin O’Conner suggests[footnoteRef:7] [7:  Robin Attfield, Environmental Ethics (Polity Press, Cambridge, 2011) pg. 19] 

	The second issue of equity is the population principle. Similar to the first, this argues that the distribution of carbon emissions should equate to population size. In effect, countries with larger populations should have greater access to a larger quote when it comes to fuel usage and carbon emissions. Each person should have their own individual carbon footprint (personal carbon emissions) and therefore countries that have a higher population should have access to more carbon usage. Attfield argues this point about a proposal made by Michael Grubb, who argued that individuals all need to take responsibility for their own carbon footprint. Attfield argues that although it is ‘difficult to justify unequal entitlements, granted that everyone needs access to these capacities[footnoteRef:8]’. He points out that it would be hard to make the common heritage shared by the population to be divided into shares. This is difficult given that not every person on the planet has equal access to fuel and electricity. There will always be people that create a much larger carbon footprint than others do. This is why this should be regulated by governments. It seems to be a fairer solution than giving every individual a blanket amount of carbon that they are allowed to produce.  [8:  Robin Attfield, Environmental Ethics, pg. 179] 

	The population principle is not without its flaws however. The main issues with these two first issues are that they do not tackle long term issues. They are mostly concerned with lowering emissions to the point that they can still be used. In fact, the concessions put forward in all of the climate change negotiations have been too low to prevent the irreversible damage that the planets climate will now face in the future. This leads to the third issue of equity that needs to be taken into consideration; this being future generations. This is arguably one of the more important issues of equity when it comes to climate change. Future generations are the ones that will be inheriting the planet. To argue that we have no responsibility for this can be argued to be short sighted, the issue we have is one of consequentialism or results-based ethics;
It is widely accepted that agents able to affect spatially distant people have responsibilities with regards to those people. This view is recognised within all systems of universalist ethics, including Kantian deontology, contractarianism, appeals to the non- derivative human rights, and the various kinds of consequentialism.[footnoteRef:9] [9:  Robin Attfield, Environmental Ethics, pg. 100] 

	Effectively our actions have an effect on the future generations in a special and temporal sense. This is the planet that they will have to inhabit, therefore it is important that we preserve the qualities of the planet and in turn, do not pollute the atmosphere to the point that the planet is much worse for future generations or even not suitable to live on at all. The issue here is that we are doing very little to cut carbon in the long run. We have already let such a great amount of carbon emissions into the atmosphere that we are now letting future generations face irreversible effects, that we have little control to stop. 
	The final issue of equity is one of animal welfare. As human beings, it is easy to fall into the trap of believing that these issues only affect the human race, but this is not the case. The environment is being adversely affected and this, in turn, is affecting living environments, but as the beings in control, we should consider the effects that this is having on animals other than man. Animals are beginning to die out because of climate change. One obvious example of an animal that is being negatively affected by climate change is the polar bear[footnoteRef:10]. Despite being a relatively adaptable species, polar bears rely on the sea ice for hunting, fishing, mating and travelling. The rapid change in their environment set about by the melting of the polar ice caps may have a severe effect on their ability to survive. This is all bought about by human design but is detrimental to many species of animal. Many species naturally adapt to the changes in the environment but the unnatural rate at which the environment is changing is causing severe issues. Another species that is being badly affected by climate change are bees. Climate change is causing bacteria harmful to bees to produce at greater rates, and many areas that were previously populated by bees are becoming too dry for them to sustain hives there[footnoteRef:11]. The decline in bees also has an effect on the flower population. This is having an effect on many species, including humans. Our crop and plant production relies on bee pollination, and without it we would be much closer to extinction. [10:  World Wildlife Fund, ‘Polar Bears and Climate Change’ (2018) https://www.worldwildlife.org/pages/polar-bears-and-climate-change (Accessed 15/05/2018) ]  [11:  Y Le Conte, M Navajas, Climate change: impact on honey bee populations and diseases (2008) http://www.vtfarmtoplate.com/assets/resources/files/Climate%20Change_Honey%20Bees.pdf (Accessed 15/05/2018) ] 

One in three bites of food we eat is directly or indirectly pollinated by bees. If we want to produce apples, cucumbers, almonds, blueberries and lots of other types of food, we need a functioning pollination system. Bees and the beekeeping industry will suffer dramatically if we don’t have that[footnoteRef:12] [12:  Oliver Milman, ‘28% of US bees wiped out this winter, suggesting bigger environmental issues’ The Guardian (2016) https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2016/may/11/bee-colony-deaths-environmental-problems (Accessed 15/05/2018)
] 

	In conclusion, when it comes to climate change the issues of equity are of some value and need to be discussed, although some seem only to serve a limited number of beings. Issues such as the effect on both non- humans and future generations are ones that need to be taken seriously. Looking at these it is evident to see why climate change should be tackled in the long run. The other issues, the ones relating to the responsibility of population also have importance, in terms of global conduct when looking at this issue. However, the discussions on this front seem to be looking short term currently. There is an argument to be made about the importance of which countries lower their carbon emissions and the best ways to go about this. But as the other two issues show, the prominent position we find ourselves in is one of serious consequence if we do not make drastic changes. There is little room to put in place concessions to help developed countries retain a comfortable quality of life. If we are to tackle climate change then our focus should be to put in changes that have a long term effect on countering the issue on the planet. 
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