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In the following paper, the issues of equity will be discussed in regards to climate change negotiations. 

When considering this topic, it is important to mention current agreements already in place regarding climate change negotiation. Initially, the Kyoto Protocol was adopted late in 1997 and enforced in February 2005. The protocol essentially aims to target the reduction of greenhouse gasses amongst industrialised nations, it requires these countries to adopt certain policies to mitigate greenhouse gas production (United Nations: 2018) 

Since then a new agreement has been put in place to combat climate change, this was created in 2015 and is commonly referred to as the Paris Agreement. This doesn’t mean to say the Kyoto Protocol is expendable, rather the Paris Agreement builds upon the original project. The central aim to the Paris Agreement is to keep global temperatures from rising 2 degrees Celsius above pre-industrialised level, within this century. All parties involved are required to report on their emissions and methods of implementation, every five years the collective progress will be assessed (United Nations: 2018). 

When considering equity regarding climate change negotiations, inclusion of non-state actors in the process is important, as is holding them accountable for their actions. Upon creation of the Paris Agreement the role of non-state organisations was taken into account, a voluntary emissions reduction programme was set up, in which 2500 cities, 2138 companies, 479 investors and 209 regions all agreed to aim for targets to run things in a more sustainable way (NAZCA: 2017). 

Non-state actors must be involved in climate change negotiations as they are often some of the biggest offenders, whether that is through carbon emissions, waste management or senseless use of natural resources, without the involvement of non-state actors in negotiations, the actions of countries would become futile. Therefore, the involvement of non-state actors is crucial when considering equity in negotiations but global regulation must be put in place for all non-state actors for it to be fully effective. Joining the current system is voluntary, therefore one can’t help but imagine the true offenders would play no part in reaching emissions targets, thus when considering equity among negotiations, there must be a mandatory target for all non-state organisations, as well as states themselves.

Susan Crate in her 2009 work discusses the human caused change in climate and how this affects some people’s lives, more so than others. For example, people are often forced to migrate from their homelands due to increasing drought or flooding. Anthropological knowledge will be crucial in creating an equitable solution, for the many people that will inevitably be displaced due to climate change. Primarily, reducing greenhouse gasses and creating a more sustainable model worldwide would be the most effective method. On the contrary, a strategy must be put in place for the many thousands of people whose livelihoods will be destroyed from the effects of the changing climate. 

Relating back to the Paris Agreement (United Nations: 2018), the provision of financial resources from the more economically developed countries would be important in creating an equitable solution, in order to facilitate survival and create new industries in places most effected by the change in climate. If this was not possible, the most equitable solution would be to create a strategy in which people living in the countries most effected, could migrate freely, to somewhere in which they could create a livelihood. 

Due to the impending effects of climate change, Crate (2009) discusses how natural disasters will become more frequent and it is the poorer countries that will be most affected. In order to create a fair solution, provision of resources must occur before any disaster, in order to facilitate damage reduction, rather than sending aid once the disaster has taken place, this is something that the UN must consider when discussing further climate change negotiations. 

The change in climate will undoubtedly have greater effect on some, more than others, for example the 400,000 residents of the arctic will feel the consequences harder than most, this is due to the fact their environment has a huge impact on their day to day lives. Late forming sea ice and early break ups in spring have deep implications on people who live in the arctic, it determines the availability of marine mammals and their travelling patterns in which they hunt and fish (Crate: 2009). 

Considering many of these people probably had very little to do with climate change, financial resources should be made available to help them to survive. Alternatively, residents of the arctic or any group of people whose environment and livelihood are likely to be destroyed by climate change, should be offered a new home funded by the biggest emitters of greenhouse gasses. 

Alaska is currently in quite a dichotomous position, as 85% of the state’s budget is from oil production, yet 31 coastal towns and cities may need to relocate due to climate change, wildfires are becoming more and more frequent in Alaskan summers and the Arctic is warming faster than the rest of the planet (Plumer: 2018). 

The Alaskan climate task force have released a draft in which it plans to create 50% of Alaska’s energy by renewable sources by 2025, it plans to do this by taxing companies that produce the most emissions and using the extra revenue to invest in renewable energy technologies, this method is seemingly the most equitable solution as the entities that cause the problem are directly part of the solution, something that if implemented globally, could provide a genuine solution to complex climate change negotiations. 

O’Riordan (1996) talks about the balance between economic interests and battling climate change, especially in the case of Norway in the early 1990’s. Norway was the biggest contributor of environmental aid in the world and had a carbon tax system that far exceeded any other country, not to mention a vast amount of the country’s energy supply was created from hydroelectric power. On the contrary, Norway’s main export was petroleum products, somewhat contradictory to their other climate policies, a genuine dilemma concerning the maintenance of economic success and implementing effective climate policy, a dichotomy that much of the world possesses. 

When considering equity amongst coming to a solution to climate change, this would seem a fairer model, if any entity (be that a corporation, city or country) is going to contribute to climate change, then they should also contribute to creation of renewable technologies, until such business practices become redundant in the market place, due to the higher profitability of renewable energies and technologies. The biggest emitters of greenhouse gasses or any group or individual who profits from petroleum sales should have to pay for the environmental aid, to the people who will be affected by their actions. 

A 2012 Guardian article again reiterates the need for a ‘carbon price’ or ‘carbon tax’, for an equitable solution to climate change. Not only does it create an incentive for people not to pollute, it paves the way for new and cleaner technologies to emerge. It also stops future generations from becoming the burden bearers, of our own errors. 

So to conclude, the Paris Agreement is certainly on the right track with its objectives, yet far more needs to be done in order to reduce the effects on future generations. Seemingly a carbon tax is the most viable and equitable solution, yet unless this is implemented globally at a fixed level, it opens the door to certain countries becoming havens for polluters. On the contrary, if the UN can create a fixed carbon price and use the revenue for greener technologies and energy, it seems as if the people who are destroying the planet, may well become part of the solution, this is the most equitable method of reducing climate change from the research undertaken. 

Furthermore, it should be mandatory that the most developed countries put aside a small percentage of their GDP in order to provide environmental aid, for the places that will be most affected by the change in climate. 
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