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Which issues of equity (if any) should be at the forefront of climate change negotiations? Provide reasons for your answer.

This essay will be focusing on the issues of equity which should be at the forefront of climate change negotiations, and I will be providing reasons for what I personally perceive to be the main concerns facing Global Climate Change, which I will be discussing within the essay paper. Also, my essay will give background into how these concerns are discussed within the United Nations, and also how these concerns are raised in discussions or material produced within the United Nations itself.

Climate change itself is a phenomenon observable to us now within the 21st century, the United Nations has set up organisations from its own body who’s task is to record and collect data on the unfortunate rise in global temperatures, the consequences of which are believed to be the rising of sea levels and more frequent occurrences of extreme weather conditions (such as flooding, drought, hurricanes etc.) with even harsher displays of such weather being predicted as time progresses. The aforementioned organisations which oversee data collection and distribution to the UN and the world are those such as the United Nations Environmental Programme (UNEP), the World Meteorological Organisation (WMO), and the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC); the UNEP and WMO also being the two parent organisations of the IPCC. The IPCC committee (Established in 1988) meets annually to discuss relevant issues affecting the member states of the committee. Also, according to the United Nations website, the IPCC committee produces every five years “a comprehensive and up-to-date assessment of the policy-relevant scientific, technical and socio-economic dimensions of climate change”[footnoteRef:1] with the first of these assessments being published in 1990. As of today the climate change assessment publication is in its fifth edition, with a sixth being produced and expected to be completed by the year 2022[footnoteRef:2]. The United Nations states that the goal which needs to be reached for humankind to be given the best chance of avoiding severe and near disastrous changes to the global climate, is to keep the global climate temperature from rising another two degrees Celsius, and this is something for instance that is discussed and planned within periodical meetings such as the United Nations Climate Change Conference.  [1:  http://www.un.org/earthwatch/about/docs/scpIPCC.htm]  [2:  https://www.ipcc.ch/news_and_events/PR092017_AR6_Scoping.shtml] 


One of the issues which could easily be at the forefront of these climate change negotiations  could be the issue concerning LEDCs (Less Economically Developed Countries) having far less of an ability to be able to fund what are referred to by the UN as “adaptations” towards the threats posed by more extreme and intense weather. Successful “adaptations” to risks posed by the extreme weather predicted by the increase of climate change, are described by the UN as, for instance, successful construction of disaster relief infrastructure, and the implementation of educational programmes on Climate Change for disadvantaged peoples within poorer countries. This would give disadvantaged people the ability to respond to the risks of extreme weather, while at the same time helping them to build resilience to future risks. However, the underlying issue here is, of course, who if anyone is going to be paying for these expensive measures to be put into place within LEDCs that simply cannot afford the measures themselves. What is also relevant within this discussion is the fact that can it be posed that financial support should be attained from richer countries not only by means of relying on them being charitable or perhaps placing hope in their sense of duty to the planet, but also through means of extracting money as a penalty or punishment for being responsible for greater Carbon Dioxide pollution. What is more, despite the fact that richer countries do produce the majority of Global Greenhouse emissions, the matter is made more complicated and difficult by the fact that it remains an unfair thing for developed countries to ask of less-developed ones that they sacrifice in any way the pace or extent of their own economic development, in order to help to prevent the Climate Change set in motion by the process of industrialisation that has enriched others[footnoteRef:3].  [3:  Harris, Paul G, World Ethics And Climate Change (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2010). Pg 39] 


This approach towards inflicting penalties on certain MEDCs (More Economically Developed Nations) for their being allegedly responsible for a greater impact on the environment, whether past or present, is known as a collectivist position[footnoteRef:4] towards attaining funds for the fight against Global Climate Change. As an overview of the collectivist position as a whole, and as a concrete summary of this belief of how the allocation of funds should be addressed, from which I wish to criticise this approach; I will reference the scholar Simon Caney within his work Cosmopolitan Justice, Responsibility, and Global Climate Change in which he states: [4:  Triandis, Harry C., "Individualism & Collectivism", 2018 <https://doi.org/ISBN 13: 978-0-8133-1850-9>] 


“Now if we take a collectivist approach we might say that since Britain (the collective) emitted excessive amounts of GHGs (Green House Gasses), during one period in time then Britain (as a collective) may a hundred years later, say, be required to pay for the pollution it has caused, if it has not done so already. To make this collective unit pay is to make the polluter pay. So to return to the original objection, one might say that the premise of the objection (namely that the polluter is no longer alive) is incorrect. What if someone did not know that performing a certain activity was harmful? And suppose, furthermore, that there was no way in which they could have known that it was harmful. In such a situation their ignorance is excusable and it seems extremely harsh to make them pay for something that they could not have anticipated.”[footnoteRef:5]  [5:  Caney, Simon, "Cosmopolitan Justice, Responsibility, And Global Climate Change", Leiden Journal Of International Law, 18 (2006). Pg 758, 761] 


The collectivist approach then, is one which I do not personally agree with but nonetheless feel that it should be at the forefront of Global Climate Change negotiations. This is because I personally feel it certainly could be the way in which an increasing majority of people within the western world feel that the UN should approach the procurement of funds from MEDCs to devote to Climate Change projects. This I believe, is because of the increase of popularity in the Social Justice movement and its ideals within the west, the Social Justice movement or ideal itself being one which is ardent in its belief in left wing political values, which are of course socialist at their core and Marxist in origin. What those who subscribe to the Social Justice Value system believe about western society of course, is that present in it today and especially so within the not-so distant past, is an abundance of Social injustice towards ethnic minorities and peoples of the LGBTQ+ community. The solution to this posed by those within the Social Justice movement is to help the disadvantaged in society by fighting for their inclusion by any means necessary within the prosperity to which the upper class has kept unfairly for themselves and which they have also procured by exploitative means of the disadvantaged communities. This is also relevant on an academic level; with Social Justice Activists for instance campaigning for the inclusion of more people of minority backgrounds into universities due to a perceived unconscious bias of western society towards whiteness, this bias supposedly being facilitated in there being mostly white students present on campuses[footnoteRef:6]. Within modern Social Justice ideology then, the disadvantaged are usually identified as being members of an ethnic minority, and Social Justice activists are particularly fuelled within their activities by an indignation generated by the genuine prejudices minorities have faced within the past in western society; most notably the prejudices faced by African Americans within the Jim Crow South of the United States in cold war America. What is more, the Social Justice movement also believes that the richer members of society have an obligation to pay a far higher income tax than the poor[footnoteRef:7], this I feel is where it most blatantly displays its Marxist undertone, as it believes the rich owe the poor supposedly because the achievements the rich (white people) have in life were not earned so much as given to them due to their privilege in being raised in a western society. Therefore, in my opinion the Social Justice element shines through here in collectivist punishment of rich (white) people for supposedly achieving success in life from “exploitation” of ethnic minorities; due to the ancestors of ethnic minorities being enslaved by whites during the time of the European colonialist Empires. For me personally it is especially curious position or opinion to hold of white (and therefore supposedly “rich”) people within the 21st century, as many whites are neither rich, nor have never owned a slave, nor would own one, or even been related to someone who had[footnoteRef:8]. This I feel then is similar to how collectivist penalties could be given to nations of a certain level of modernity and development, with certain injustices being perceived as being perpetrated on their part against the environment, and so greater responsibilities and also financial input is being expected on their part to make up for certain perceived offences, which I feel need no real reparations as long as the nation’s ceases the ill effect which is having on the environment, by namely, ceasing to produce greenhouse gasses (or at least that is the desired outcome). I feel this is similar to my objections with certain arguments posed by the Social Justice community, as genuine racism simply does not exist within this nation any more as we have addressed it and ceased doing it, and with it being gone there thankfully is no longer a threat to the opportunities, persons or rights of the ethnic minorities within this nation.  [6:  https://www.theguardian.com/higher-education-network/2018/apr/11/towards-a-post-racial-society-how-to-make-universities-more-inclusive]  [7:  https://www.theguardian.com/business/2017/aug/27/should-the-rich-be-taxed-more-a-new-paper-shows-unequivocally-yes]  [8:  https://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/alan-grant-2/the-social-justice-moveme_b_9305540.html] 


This I feel then is a fitting place to describe almost diametric counterpart of the collectivist approach towards the problem of attaining funds to combat climate change; this approach having the fitting title of the individualist approach. The individualist approach can be summarised as the polluter pays principle. This polluter pays principle is one which I feel should also be at the forefront of Climate Change discussions, as it is the one perhaps which I believe within my own humble knowledge of the discussion to be at least the most fair considering its previously discussed counterpart. I think it is worth mentioning, in the words of the scholar Paul Harris in his work World Ethics and Climate Change that:

“The United States, with one-twentieth of the world’s population, alone produces close to one-quarter of the world’s green-house gases, and per-capita emissions of greenhouse gases in the United States in the early twenty-first century are roughly ten times the global average, polluters benefit from their pollution, while those who suffer from the pollution bear the costs.”[footnoteRef:9]  [9:  Harris, Paul G, World Ethics And Climate Change (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2010). Pg 39] 


From this statement by Paul Harris then, it would follow that the one nation which is clearly the biggest contributor has obviously the most to consider and address within its own borders, the efforts of which I can only imagine carry a very expensive cost; but one nonetheless it can be expected to pay. The Polluter Pays Principle then is as follows, in the words of Simon Caney it is “a principle which has considerable intuitive appeal. In everyday situations we frequently think that if someone has produced a harm (they have spilled rubbish on the streets, say) then they should rectify that situation. They as the causers are responsible for the ill-effects”[footnoteRef:10]. This principle is on the surface then perhaps seems the most fair way to divide up responsibility, for no one knows the cultural needs, limitations, expectations, and realistic goals of a nation state like the resident people of a particular nation, and as Simon Caney notes; this intuitive principle is shared by all people as it is an intuitive response to day to day situations in which somebody has caused an ill effect and so must deal with the responsibility of dealing with the consequences themselves. However, this perhaps Is not as easy as it sounds considering that the cost perhaps of combating the effects of climate change which is most likely expensive, and so certain nations which perhaps are not in the best of financial situations are either reluctant to spend revenue on Climate Change initiatives or simply unable to allocate funding altogether. However, It has also met with some approval, being acknowledged by the European Union with an directive being passed which affirms the polluter pays principle, also, the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OEDC)[footnoteRef:11] recommended adopting this principle within its reviews on how to approach climate change within the 1970s; perhaps within the modern day this approach may seem dated when faced with modern developments on various considerations of Global Climate Change?  [10: Caney, Simon, "Cosmopolitan Justice, Responsibility, And Global Climate Change", Leiden Journal Of International Law, 18 (2006). Pg 752]  [11: Caney, Simon, "Cosmopolitan Justice, Responsibility, And Global Climate Change", Leiden Journal Of International Law, 18 (2006). Pg 752] 


In conclusion, it would seem that of course Climate Change is a problem in which all nations of the world are taking seriously enough to address by assembling together to try and come up with the best solutions, compromises and manageable agreements possible. The prosperity with which the major powers bring into this debate with which one might assume means a more plentiful and readily available source of revenue is perhaps offset by these countries also being the biggest contributors of GHG, the biggest centres of industry, and therefore the countries with potentially the biggest and most expensive projects to consider within their own borders. This however I do not feel necessarily negates perhaps governments coming together to allocate resources to the most vulnerable parts of the globe, in their struggle against combating the perils which climate change brings. However, a certain quandary will remain looming over efforts, alongside a simultaneous and urgent need to prioritise the fate of the planet over perhaps certain revenue concerns. 
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