Reinventing Rio
On 7 December 2015, the South Asia Democratic Forum, Eurochambres/EBTC and EICC jointly
organised a side event to UNFCC COP21 in Paris. Mr Gilles Pargneaux, Rapporteur of the
European Parliament Report to COP21, hosted the event.
Mr Paulo Casaca, Executive Director of the South Asia Democratic Forum, moderated the
event and opened his welcoming remarks saying that we are challenged with the double task of
giving everyone the opportunity to enjoy accomplishments of progress, while at the same time
preserving our planet; respecting its environment and engaging in a sustainable use of natural
resources. In other words, we are to use fewer resources while extending access to more goods and
services with an ever-increasing quality to more people. Given the importance of the UNFCC
COP21, it is necessary to assess the strategy followed so far and come up with the necessary
adjustments. This is why SADF gathered an extraordinary panel to discuss future developments,
starting from the Earth Rio Summit in 1992, therefore with the aim of “Reinventing Rio”.

Mr Ben Butters, EU Affairs Director at EUROCHAMBRES, opened his remark wishing for a
very robust agreement and saying that it is important to understand how we can deliver and
implement the deal that is being negotiated at COP21.
EUROCHAMBRES’ main role is to voice the interests of the European business community, by
linking it closer to the EU Policy and Institutional realms; providing hands-on expertise and
assistance for the internationalization of Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs); developing
cooperation and business support services for EU SMEs. The European Business and Technology
Centre (EBTC) has a strong cooperation with the EU-India Chamber of Commerce (EICC) and
Mr Butters added that the business community needs to be part of the solution of the problem,
also by providing adequate and targeted support to small businesses.
Mr Butters told the audience that global emissions are still growing significantly, mainly due to
rapid industrial growth in China and other non-OECD countries. The US and the EU managed to
reverse the trend and to decouple economic growth and emissions. Today, less than 10% of the
greenhouse gases emitted worldwide each year come from within the European Union and this
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share is constantly decreasing. Also, per capita emissions in the EU are roughly only half as high as
in other industrialised economies like US, Canada and Australia. Since 1997 (Climate conference in
Kyoto) the EU is a frontrunner. The Kyoto Protocol covered more than 60% of global emissions
(although the US pulled out of the agreement in 2001). In Doha 2012, the EU unilaterally
prolonged the Kyoto architecture (joined only by countries like CH, NO, Iceland). The Kyoto II
protocol covers only 11% of world wide emissions.
If successful the Paris 2015 agreement will for the first time cover developed and developing
countries. Rio was surely a game changer, and Mr Butters hoped that also in Paris a buy-in
agreement can be reached.
As for carbon pricing, there is no common approach on how nations try to reduce emissions, and
the situation differs significantly worldwide. Some countries have carbon taxes in place or under
consideration. Others set up carbon markets. Some countries can even have both. There are hardly
any nation wide (or even transnational) systems capping the total amount of CO2 emissions.
Particularly, 100% full auctioning in the energy sector does not exist anywhere else. In China the
reporting system is rather non-transparent, while real emissions are unknown.
Moreover, the costs in carbon pricing differ a lot significantly between countries. For example in
Sweden the price is 120$, while in Mexico is 1-3$.
In the EUROCHAMBRES GCP Survey 2015 in response to the question “Which of the following
characteristics and elements do you consider most important for a successful agreement?”,
members of EUROCHAMBRES’ Global Chamber Platform (GCP) answered, in order of priority,
that the most important factor is international cooperation, secondly to have clear targets for all
parties, and thirdly that a legally binding agreement would be reached. In the end, he concluded
saying that the developed economies are the sources of the issues we face today and therefore they
have to be part of the solution.
Mr Arjan Van Houwelingen, Senior Public Affairs Manager, World Animal Protection,
remarked that 2015 is a momentous year. Many agreements have been reached during the current
year, the Sendai Framework (March 2015), Addis Ababa Action Agenda (July 2015), Sustainable
Development Goals (September 2015), and hopefully in December 2015 there will be a deal on
climate. Therefore, it is clear that there is a growing consensus on man-made impact on
environment, the limits to Earth’s resources, and that all these problems require a collective global
response.
Three main
themes have governed much
of the debate in all four
interg over nmental fora:
Money, Technology and
Coherence.
Money is a factor that has
become too dominant in the
debates.
While financing for
development and curbing
climate change is crucial,
focusing mostly on who
should pay (greatest
polluters/emitters in absolute
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terms or per capita, etc.) can become a distraction. Secondly, there is an emphasis on the sharing of
technology, but not enough on what technology is to be shared.
There needs to be a focus on the latter aspect because much of climate change and overconsumption of resources is due to technological advancement and there is too much emphasis on
technology as the solution to the problems we face today.
Thirdly, there is an increasing recognition that an integrated approach is needed, that coherence is
fundamental to foster synergies between economic, social and environmental policies; deal with
trade-offs; and consider trans-boundary/sectoral and inter-generational impacts on sustainable
development.
While the answers provided are most likely to be sector-specific, Mr Van Houwelingen believes that
there is the need for more integration and a more integrated approach. To substantiate his claims,
he referred to recent FAO reports, which note that that livestock produces 14.5% of all emissions
while demand for (and therefore supply of) livestock products will grow by at least 70% by 2050.
The traditional technological approach to this conundrum (more livestock, less emissions) is likely
to involve enhancing control over what livestock eats, how they are kept, etc. – reducing animal
welfare. Some voices call for bringing livestock production permanently indoors and capture and
store GHGs. The trade-offs of such an approach would involve large-scale mono-culture crop
production for animal feed, leading to land-use change – release of stored carbon, reduction of
carbon sequestration – and loss of biodiversity. Concentrated livestock production will also lead to
enhanced localized pollution, interrupting of natural nitrogen cycles, etc. Moreover, enhancing
density of livestock will decrease their resistance to disease and disease spread, leading to increasing
preventative use of antimicrobials,
which in turn contributes to
human AMR.
Current
predictions are that AMR will
cause 10 million deaths annually
(more than cancer and diabetes
combined).
Mr Van Houwelingen also added
that dealing with one problem –
cutting livestock GHG emissions
– without taking into account the
likely cross-sectoral impacts will
lead to unsustainable and suboptimal solutions.
He also added that the he good
news is that PCSD is now on the
agenda and there are some
encouraging signs that the question of how can the concept of policy coherence for sustainable
development be made practical and how can governance systems be adapted to ensure coherence
and sustainability are being explored.
During the OWG Colombia introduced its system for integrated policy-making – calling it the
dashboard system – and is currently applying it at the national level.
The OECD 2012 Strategy on Development called for a new definition of PCSD as one of the key
deliverables and is currently developing a conceptual framework to guide the adaptation of
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governance systems and policy-making. UNEP is developing a set of key considerations for Policy
Formulation and Action
Finally, he concluded by saying that as enhancing animal welfare produces positive outcomes for
public health, biodiversity, livelihoods, food security, and climate change, he is confident that policy
coherence will also lead to a growing recognition that animal welfare is part of the solution to
achieving sustainable development.
Mr Emmanuel Maurel, French Socialist Member of the European Parliament and Member
of the Delegation for Relations with India, put the accent on trade, because globalisation is the
source of many issues we face today. He believes the entire economic system should be
reintegrated in order for all the participants to be part of the change. He said that there is a direct
link between the economy and global warming and there is therefore a connection between
sustainable development and the economic system, which depends on the mode of production of
wealth and also on the way the wealth is distributed. On a global scale, 10% of the richest countries
in the world produce 90% of carbon dioxide. Oxfam estimates that 10% of Indian emissions
represents 50% of the emissions produced by the poorest Americans. He believes that we
shouldn’t go as far as Morales when he said, “It is capitalism that we must eradicate”, but it is
necessary to have a small-step approach. The start of the solution should pass by the distribution
of efforts, and therefore the fight against climate change should involve every sector of society,
business, and policy-making. Mr Maurel reminded the audience that 0.7 refers to the repeated
commitment of the world's governments to commit 0.7% of rich-countries’ gross national product
(GNP) to Official Development Assistance. Europe is still very far from reaching this
commitment, and France as well is devoting only 0.4% GNP. The meeting in July in Addis Ababa
proved that the link between sustainable development and climate change to be direct, therefore
the meeting in Paris is even more important to actually address every aspect of the issue, and to
understand how the European economic strategies can be improved. Trade policies are the first
priority to consider, because the increase of imported goods means an increase in environmental
footprints. Mr Maurel concluded his speech by mentioning the relevance of reaching an agreement
on the Financial Transaction Tax, which was initially designed to be used for development aid,
fighting epidemics and climate change, that could now be diverted entirely to the climate.
Dr Rajendra Shende is the Chairman at TERRE Policy Centre and former Director at
UNEP. His intervention focused on the need to find an alternative approach to climate change
based on his experience both at the UN and in the private sector. He believes the most important
innovation of 20th century that gave birth to Agenda 21 at the Earth Summit in Rio to be
multilateralism.
The three most important principles of environmental multilateralism are:
Precautionary approach; Polluter to pay; Common but differentiated responsibility. The first is
referred to the need to stop being too cautious and to start acting; the second principle is based on
the common assumption that wants the worst polluter to pay the highest price; the latter refers to
the need to understand to what extent can responses be applied in a flexible way.
These principles are not innovative; the communities followed them for ages, but the innovation is
their application in the field of global environmental issues. They were meant to create in the
society a spirit of togetherness.
Dr Shende believes that whether we can have an alternate approach lies on the understanding of
the Kyoto Protocol failure. He draws a parallelism with the Greek crisis and the response the EU
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offered to the sovereign debt crisis. The EU has offered a bailout package, but was very firm in its
stand. One of the
problems in climate
change is that we
don’t see the same
level of toughness
and there are no
sanctions and no
incentives. Therefore,
as Einstein once said
since “insanity is
doing the same thing
over and over again,
expecting a different
result”, it would be
insane to keep on
doing what we have
been doing so far and
expect that the
outcome would be
different. Therefore it
is imperative that we
adopt another approach. Dr Shende believes it’s necessary to have a small-steps approach, based on
“disruptive innovation” in disruptive diplomacy. He gave the example of Wildpoldsried, a village in
Germany, where solar panels are installed in every house roof, and the production of energy is
320% more than it is necessary for the population consumption. Dr Shende suggested that the
change should start from small communities and households, which can use green energy to have
economical benefits while providing benefits to the environment.
Mrs Chuqing Chen, is a Visiting Professor from the Faculty of International Law, at the
Southwestern University of Political Science and Law in ChongQing in P.R.China. She has
extensive experience in researching, solving and advising on complex matters with international
business, media and legal instructions in Europe, South-America and China. Over the last 20 years,
she has gained extensive network and considerable experience with political, civil, and legal issues
by working with the Fujian Supreme People’s Court and the United Nations, among other
institutions. As a lawyer, she has studied also corporate liability and as a Chinese national, she saw
how much Chinese environmental policies changed in the past decades. During the ‘90s the most
important factor was to have a double digits development in every province and a steady growth of
the GDP. Environment protection was regulated but legislation was never implemented. In 2009,
the overwhelming majority of the public opinion believed that pressuring China to cut down
emissions meant to deprive China from developing. Afterwards, in 2014 there was a turning point.
Thanks to social media technology, the people were able to put pressure on the government to
realise that there is something more valuable than money. Under the slogan “bring back blue skies
and green mountains”, the people fought to achieve a national change. So, in March 2014, CPC
General Secretary Xi Jinping “declared war” on pollution during the opening of the National
People’s Congress. After extensive debate lasting nearly two years, the parliament approved a new
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environmental law in April. The new law empowers environmental enforcement agencies with
great punitive power, defines areas which require extra protection, and gives independent
environmental groups more ability to operate in the country. The new articles of the law
specifically address air pollution, and call for additional government oversight.
Besides the openness of the government to green friendly economy, also China and the United
States signed a declaration on the exchange of clean technology. Moreover, at the end of
September 2015, president Xi Jinping announced that China will start the world’s largest carbon
trading system by 2017. This would allow China to implement an economy-wide reform putting a
price on carbon dioxide emissions and encouraging big polluters to develop alternative ways to
generate energy. Ultimately, the program is intended to curb the planet-warming emissions that are
generated by burning fossil fuels.
She added that again at the end of November 2015, the smog problem reappeared in many cities,
but none less what has changed compared to previous attitudes is that on one side, there is the
political will to tackle the issue, while on the other side, there is awareness of the public opinion.
Therefore, Mrs Mrs Chuqing Chen concluded with a positive note for the future of China’s
approach concerning environmental protection.
Prof Alfredo Valladão is a Professor at the Paris School of International Affairs at
SciencesPo in Paris. He started by stating that it’s positive that after many years of international
conferences, and international movements, there is a big consensus on the fact that climate change

needs to be tackled. The problem that arises is that there is no consensus on how to implement the
existing projects. Prof Valladão believes that part of the problem lies on the will to change because
it’s against countries’ interests. To paraphrase Clinton’s electoral slogan “it’s the economy, stupid”,
he said, “it’s the political economy, stupid”. He then delineated two common errors in the way we
look at the problem. On one hand, he believes to be very unrealistic to say that part of the answer
would be to change our way of living. In his views, in poor or developed countries alike, it is very
hard to aim at a change in the mind-set. On the other hand, science and technology matter, because
we achieve progress thanks to a lot of investments and we achieved development thanks to
globalisation. And nowadays Europe and the US together, represent 60% or global private
consumption, while China represents only 5 % of the total consumption. Therefore, in his opinion,
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the problem is pragmatism, because if you look at the contrasting interests on the grounds, you can
find a solution to reconcile them. He proposed to follow three tracks: alternative energies (solar
panels, bio-fuels); energy savings (there are huge gain possibilities from saving energy); adaptation
(think about alternative ways to do things using the scares resources that we have, for example
cultivate using less water). Part of the solution can also be found in what we call “digital economy”:
using less energy and less minerals while delivering more services. For example, thanks to
this revolution we produce cheaper objects but they entail a huge ecosystem of services. This
bottom-up approach is based on a new economy that will expand in clusters in different countries,
but it will make easier to tackle the energy problem.
Q&A
- Will there be a binding agreement? How are you going to oversee the implementation of
the agreement?
Valladão: There won’t be a legally binding document. The US Senate, India and China will never
sign a binding agreement and it’s not possible to implement these kinds of agreements anyways.
Dr Shende: What will we do if there is no binding agreement? Nothing will change. The legally
binding document that was agreed upon in Montreal was reached because developed countries
agreed to be the first ones to change and then the rest would follow afterwards. A solution could
be to say that developed countries go first and then India and China can follow in 2020. In any case
a bottom-up approach is fundamental. This is why we hope that the Paris meeting will fail, so that
there can be a change starting from society, like an awakening call from the bottom-up.
- How important is the technology transfer? And what’s the role of the business
community?
Mr Van Houwelingen: this is part of the package that is already there. Unfortunately, if
developed countries share their intensive animal farming (including in “battery cages”) techniques,
this is not part of the solution of the problem. We can’t just say that we are developed thanks to
these techniques and we can share our know-how e.g. on industrial livestock production. We must
not forget at the business level that there is a trade off between good business and the negative
effects that you cause along the line.
Mrs Chuqing Chen: The technology transfer is very important. For example id sate-owned
companies pitch in the acquisition of European companies, then the know-how will be transferred
to China, and this is beneficial.
Mr Butters: There are plenty of areas where the law is lacking or is not applied, and in these
instances entrepreneurs pitched in to find sustainable solutions.
Prof Valladão: Countries need to be ready for sharing technology. This is a socio-political
problem. If intellectual property rights are not respected, investments are not secure, then
countries need to make the necessary changes in order to be able to be ready to share technology.
Tania Raguz, World Animal Protection: we need to reinvent the UNFCC Rio Agenda from
1992, because no model fits-all. The EU has a very regulatory approach, while the US had a very
voluntary approach. This call for a mixed-approach that would entail a bottom-up strategy, because
involving people is always fundamental. This is the moment to harness the ambitious political
agenda that was achieved in September at the UN and never forget that the political will follows
the voters will, therefore politicians must respect what the people want.
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