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Unocrefanoimg

Climafe Change
We, generally, know how it happens.
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Unoersfanoing
dimafe Change

e know what can happen because of it.

Global mean annual temperature change relative to 1980-1999 (°C)
1 2 3 4 5°C

Increased water avallability in moist tropics and high latitudes®™ = e e o= o - - - - - - - - -

Decreasing water availability and increasing drought in mid-latitudes and semi-arid low latitudes* " == == efie

Hundreds of millions of people exposed 10 INCrEase Water SIess" " e we on on = o o - - o o o o o

ECOSYSTEMS

Up to 30% of species at Significant” extinctions e
increasing risk of extinction** around the globe**

Increased coral bleaching** == Most corals bleached** === Widespread coral mortality*® e e e e o o o o o o

Terrestrial biosphere tends toward a net carbon source as:
~150** ~40% of ecosystems affected*” == == == == el

Ecosystem changes due to weakening of the meridional e |
overturning circulation**

Increasing species range shifts and wildfire risk**

Complex, localised negative impacts on small holders, subsistence farmers and fishers** == w= = == = - - o

Tendencies for cereal productivity Productivity of all CEreals m e =i
to decrease in low latitudes** decreases in low latitudes**

Tendencies for some cereal productivity Cereal productivity to
to increase at mid- to high latitudes** decrease in some regions**

COASTS

Increased damage from floods and SIOrMs** == == == == == == == == == - - - - - - - - - - - .- -
About 30% of
global coastal == == == = == = o= -
wetlands lost?**

Millions more people could experience o, wm w = = = = - -l
coastal flooding each year**

HEALTH

Increasing burden from malnutrition, diarhoeal, cardio-respiratory, and infectious diseases** == == i
Increased morbidity and mortality from heat waves, floods, and droughts®* == == == w= = = = = - - -

Changed distribution of some disease vectors** = = === smosmesemeseemememes=- b
Substantial burden on health services** == == P
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And we know that it is happening.

Global Mean Temperature
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Which should be our priority?

key Proposition:
1 he necessity of Adaptation arises
because of the failure to Maitigate.
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Which should be our priority?

1 he less (someone) mitigates today,
the more we will have to adapt
lomorrow.



RBAPTATION

Which should be our priority?

Matigation usually requires (large)
Capital costs (one time); Adaptation
usually requures (large) recurring costs.



RBAPTATION

Which should be our priority?

Both Maitwgation and Adaptation are now
Development necessities; Both can - and
should - be seen as development
opportunities.



RBAPTATION

Which should be our priority?
Both Mutation and Adaptation need to

be contextualized within our own
(sustainable) development needs.
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What factors will define the
future climate for development?
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Proposition

The climate oblematzqg
stmply cannot be tackled l”

enmronment policy alone.

[ he environment 1s “where’ l )
development takes place. [t constrains
both the “inputs™ and the “outputs™

of the development process.
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Proposition

The climate oblematzq£
stmply cannot be tackled Ik

enmronment policy alone

1 he IPCC wn general, and its S&?

report in pan‘zcular have demonstrated

- A &w ~ the necessity of looking beyond climate
ST policy alone; especially for the South.
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1 he c/mllenge Of climate palzc)ﬁ

not one of “‘mMInimiZing costs: it s
one of “allocating™ costs and
“maximizing” benefits.




Proposition

The climate oblematzqg
stmply cannot be tackled l”

enmronment policy alone.

Climate policy. is already l

triggenng a massioe
“investment shift™ (not the
same as ‘costs”)
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. f &1 here is a new energy
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Climate s not the only
driver of this change. But it
\ will be an increasingly
important driver:
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poorest most, and will hitthe
poorest dlSproportzonatel_y.

1 he poor are the most
vulnerable and least reselient

to Climate Change..
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Climate change will t thies..
poorest first, will hit the . <

poorest disproportionately.

Some of the poorest countries
and the poorest communities
within them are most at threat.



poorest dzsproportzonately.

For many of these poorest
communities climate change 1s
no longer a “‘future” 1ssue.



Proposition #3:

Climate change wil ) \k*zt
poorest first will hit Mg 3
poorest most, and will hitth
poorest disproportionately.

Adaptation 1s where much of
this wnll play out, and

adaptation.1s development.
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P[ yoslﬂon #5:

'We will need much
better policy
coherence.

A Development decision-

" makers will need to take

BN o ler-stake, especially
mn the South.




Pg yosmon #5:

'We will need much
w better policy
coherence.

(.oherence at the
domestic level 1s even
more important than

internationally.
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