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Introduktion ved bordene

Tre saetninger om dig selv og hvorfor du er her

Workshop 1: Globale ulighed og dansk klimahandling




En snaever og en bred forstaelse af
relationerne mellem klima og
ulighed




Snaever og dominerende
forstaelse af ulighed

Hvis klimahandling gar

hurtigt, sé @ger den
uligheden 1 samfundet og
gar ud over de svage.

Bred forstaelse af ulighed og klimahandling

Kapitel 1:

Global ulighed betyder at
Danmark som et rigt land
med stor historisk ansvar bar
handle hurtigere end lande |
det globale syd.

Kapitel 2:

Hurtigere klimahandling
herhjemmme behgver ikke at
fare til mere gkonomisk
ulighed blandt danskere.

Kapitel 3:

Klimapolitik som tager
hensyn til ulighed og bygger
pa inddragelse kan gge den

allerede hgje folkelige

opbakning til accelereret
klimahandling.




@ Susie Jessen - Danmarksdemokraterne &
‘ August 11 - Q@

Prisen pa oksekad er helt absurd i gjeblikket! @

Og regeringen har zrligt talt kun gjort ondt veerre!

| drevis har landbruget vaeret under pres med trusler om voldsomme afgifter, hvilket har stoppet
landmaendene fra at investere og udvide.  g»

Det ger at de producerer mindre og at priserne dermed ryger i vejret. Danmarksdemokraterne &
Og det bliver kun veerre i fremtiden med CO2 afgiften og kilometerafgiften!

Og et parti som Moderaterne, der slet ikke har faet nok. @

De vil have ENDNU flere afgifter pa kad. =

Forbrugerne betaler prisen for politikeres darlige beslutninger og kommer ogsa til det i fremtiden

August 11 - Q&

»
Helt eerligt:
Hvornar forstar regeringen, at der er en virkelig darlig idé at straffe de gode danske landmaend?

Da Mette Frederiksen blev statsminister kunne man fa
500 g. hakket okseked 20 kr.
I dag koster 400 g. 58,95 kr.! Det er en forskel pa 194%.

Hvis klimahandling gar
hurtigt, s& oger den K
uligheden 1 samfundet og Al
gar ud over de svage.

Regeringen ger det dyrt at vaere dansker med alle deres
afgifter!®
Enig? 4 4=

Jan Leo Knudsen
Ja det er rigtigt og regeringen gar ikke en disse for at fa priserne ned

6w 330%
View all 15 replies

é‘} Jargen Jepsen

Idioterne stemmer jo fortsat pa hende. De kan li at blive revpulet, DK frit fald

Mette Frederiksen saetter spgrgsmalstegn

ved, om danskerne er parate til at give
afkald for klimaet




Bred forstaelse af ulighed og klimahandling

Kapitel 1:

Global ulighed betyder at
Danmark som et rigt land
med stor historisk ansvar bar
handle hurtigere end lande |
det globale syd.

Kapitel 2:

Hurtigere klimahandling
herhjemmme behgver ikke at
fare til mere gkonomisk
ulighed blandt danskere.

Kapitel 3:

Klimapolitik som tager
hensyn til ulighed og bygger
pa inddragelse kan @ge den

allerede hgje folkelige

opbakning til accelereret
klimahandling.




Klimakrisens globale ulighed




Klimakrisen er defineret
af skaevhed

Konsekvenser

9 Ansvar

Sarbarhed




lllustrative examples from
individual studies of risks to
living standards and the
conditions under which they
could become severe

- World
+ Aggregate GDP
(C EVEy
Global GI5P losses of 10-23% by

2100 due to temperature impacts
alone (3; 12; 13)

* Poverty
35-132 million people pushed to
extreme poverty by 2030 (6; 10)
+ Livelihoods
:1’; A )
330-396 million people could be
exposed to lower agricultural yields

_ and associated livelihood impacts (4)
Arctic Regions
Livelihoods

Populations dependent on hunting
and fishing face severe livelihood,
cultural, and economic risks (14)

United States of America
* Inequality

Economic damages as share of
income in 2100 are 9 times larger in
the poorest 5% of counties than in

_ the richest 5% (5; 9)

Latin American and the Caribbean
* Poverty

5.8 million people pushed to
extreme poverty by 2030 (7; 11)

- Developing Countries

+ Aggregate GDP

09"

e 9% average loss in GDP by 2100 (1)

Tropics and Coastal Regions
* Livelihoods
@~
Cllmate-sénsitive livelihoods, such
as agriculture and fisheries, would be

- severely impacted (8; 15)

Projected cbnvergence in
country-level incomes by 2050 is
delayed by 10 years (2)

b

- Sub-Saharan Africa

+ Aggregate GDP

[ C_EVEY

GDP losses of 10-15% by 2050 (2)
Wif/:\',:

GDP losses of 80% by 2100 (3)

+ Livelihoods

0
62% of the population are currently

employed in climate-sensitive
agricultural sector (16)

* Poverty

39.7 million people pushed to
extreme poverty by 2030 (7; 11)

East Asia and Pacific
* Poverty

7.5 million people pushed to
extreme poverty by 2030 (7; 11)

South Asia
* Poverty

35.7 million people pushed
to extreme poverty by 2030
(7:11)

* Livelihoods

@

40% of the population are
currently employed in climate-

_ sensitive agricultural sector (16)

References:
1. Acevedo (2017); 2. Baarsch et al. (2020); 3. Burke et al. (2015); 4. Byers et al. (2018); 5. Carleton and Greenstone (2021); 6. Hallegatte (2017); 7. Hallegatte and Rozenberg (2017);
8. Hoegh-Guldberg (2018); 9. Hsiang et al. (2017); 10. Jafino (2020); 11. Jafino et al. (2020); 12. Kahn (2019); 13. Kalkuhl (2020); 14. Norden (2014); 15. Roy (2018); 16. World Bank (2020)
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1.5°C scenario CO, emissions and the remaining carbon budget

—— 1.5°C carbon budget linear scenario

—— SR1.5all 1.5°C scenarios
(CO, emissions)

2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 2080

Year of net-zero CO, emissions for linear carbon budget scenario
Earlier net-zero CO,: | Later net-zero CO,:

fair and ambitious fair and ambitious
for wealthier nations for less wealthy nations

2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 2080




Climatic Change (2023) 176:103
https://doi.org/10.1007/510584-023-03583-4
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climate targets in light of fair contributions under the Paris
Agreement
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Abstract

This paper contributes to academic and policy debates about climate leadership by illus-
trating an approach to examining national emission reduction targets focusing on Denmark.
Widely recognized as a climate leader, Denmark is cherished for both its historical track
record and its current climate targets. With a target of 70% emissions reduction by 2030
compared to 1990 stipulated in national law, central actors in Danish policymaking claim
that domestic climate policy is aligned with the Paris temperature goals and present Den-
mark as a ‘green frontrunner.” We examine the pledges and targets enshrined in the Dan-
ish Climate Act in reference to a 1.5 °C global greenhouse gas budget using five different
approaches to burden sharing. For all five approaches, we find that the Danish climate tar-
get is inadequate given the 1.5 °C goal. Moreover, when only looking at equity approaches
for distributive climate justice globally, the Danish target appears drastically insufficient.
Denmark is, in this sense, not a green frontrunner but rather an indebted culprit, challeng-
ing the dominant narrative in Danish climate policy. Our results thus call into question
the premise of the claim of Danish climate leadership, which works to legitimize existing
policy and obscure the many dimensions of climate change.

Keywords Nationally determined contributions - Denmark - Burden sharing - Paris
Agreement - Emission budgets - Distributive justice
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Responsibility

(— High energy
+ demand

Baseline - m
estimate

m

Capacity Equal-per-capita Grandfathering

=———1 Danish emissions given 67% 1.5°C budget
e Danish emissions given 50% 1.5°C budget

= = = Liniear reduction reaching Danish climate targets
= = = Frozen policy

Stemmer Danmarks nationale klimamal overens med Parisaftalens temperaturméal?

Etisk
princip
for

Danmarks

ansvar

Grad af Globalt temperaturmal
sikkerhed for at 1,5 grader med Et stykke
opfylde malet = aiscen overshoot under 2 grader

Samme 50 pet.

udledninger pr.

indbygger 67 pct.

Udledninger 50 pet.

fordeles pa lande

ud fra "fair share” 67 pet.

1,5 grader er defineret som maksimal temperaturstigning pa 1,5 grader i alle r frem til 2100. 1,5 grader med overshoot
er defineret som maksimal temperaturstigning pa 1,5 grader i 2100, men tilladt overshoot op til 1,8 grader i arene
inden. Et stykke under 2 grader er defineret som maksimal temperaturstigning pa 1,8 grader i alle &r frem til 2100.

Nej* indikerer, at overskridelsen er beskeden i forhold til de greenser, der er defineret i anmaerkning 1.

Fair share baseres i tabellen pa et studie af Rajamani mfl. (2021). Med udgangspunkt i litteraturen pa omradet
estimerer studiet alle landes rimelige andel af verdens udledninger ud fra forhold som velstand og historiske
udledninger. Danmarks andel er sa lille, at vores nuvaerende klimamal er langt fra Parisaftalens temperaturmal.

Klimaradet.




Responsibility for climate breakdown

Mational cumulative CO2 emissions in excess of fair-shares of the planetary boundary (350ppm)

Overshoot ratio: cumulative emissions as multiple of safe fair-share
Mo overshoot  1-1.8x | 1.52x [ 2-3x [ 3-10x JJ=10x

ey

Based on cumulative CO2 emissions from 1850-2019. Countries in green were still within their fair share of the 350ppm boundary as of 2079.




Global South Global North

Business
as usual

Net zero

2 °C fair
share
1.5 °C fair

share

350 ppm
fair share

1975 2000 2025 2050 1975 2000 2025 2050
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Climate vulnerability

| O .
0.30.30.40.40.50.50.60.6

Q.

Vulnerability measures a country's exposure, sensitivity and ability to adapt to the negative impact of climate change. ND-GAIN measures the overall vulnerability by considering vulnerability in six life-supporting sectors — food, water, health,
ecosystem service, human habitat and infrastructure.

Source: ND-Gain * Created with Datawrapper




Flere/starre

Begreenset ansvar Stort Ansvar
(pr. indbygger) (pr. indbygger)

Tragten illustrerer
sammenhangen mellem
konsevensker og anvar. De
fleste lande i verden befinder
sig indenfor denne.

Sarbarhed - Hoj "‘
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Global ulighed og klimahandling
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Det kraever energi,
materialer og
dermed ogsa
udledninger at skabe
et godt liv for alle

02

Et godt levegrundlag
for alle kraever et
hvis energiforbrug

03

Dette betyder, der
ikke er “plads” til
eksisterende ulighed
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ABSTRACT

This paper analyses 556 model scenarios assessed by IPCC's Working Group-lll for the
6th Assessment Report, which have an underlying 10-region classification and
correspond to restricting warming levels to 1.5 °C and 2 °C. We show that across
all scenarios, the current global inequalities in incomes, energy use, and emissions,
are projected to continue even in 2050. Scenarios also project higher per capita
fossil fuel use and lower carbon dioxide removal in developed countries in 2050
compared to developing countries. Our results demonstrate the scale and scope of
unequal outcomes in these scenarios, that have been anticipated by theoretical
critiques of the underlying models. The paper explores the potential reasons for
the unequal outcomes of the scenarios focusing on the two key issues of scenario
design and modelling framework. Our analysis also suggests that instead of
summary assessments focusing on singular median values or percentile ranges, as
undertaken in the IPCC report, more could be learned from focusing on differences
between models or considering outliers that could present new and innovative
solutions to the determination of equitable and efficient future mitigation
pathways. Our analysis underlines the need for new frameworks for emissions
modelling and scenario building, for constructing possible futures that can also
foreground equity and climate justice.

Key Policy Insights

Scenarios assessed by IPCC project continuing global inequality in 2050.
Inequality is pervasive across all variables - energy, fuel use, GDP, and emissions.
Higher CO, reduction and CDR are projected for some developing regions.

IPCC must comprehensively review scenario assessment and reporting processes
to ensure the transparent representation of all scenarios in the literature.

There is a need for new scenario and modelling frameworks that consider and
include climate equity.

ARTICLE HISTORY
Received 21 April 2023
Accepted 9 February 2024

KEYWORDS

Mitigation pathways; IPCC;
dlimate justice; carbon
budget; climate equity;
global modelled scenarios
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ABSTRACT

This paper analyses 556 model scenarios assessed by IPCC's Working Group-lll for the
6th Assessment Report, which have an underlying 10-region classification and
correspond to restricting warming levels to 1.5 °C and 2 °C. We show that across
all scenarios, the current global inequalities in incomes, energy use, and emissions,
are projected to continue even in 2050. Scenarios also project higher per capita
fossil fuel use and lower carbon dioxide removal in developed countries in 2050
compared to developing countries. Our results demonstrate the scale and scope of
unequal outcomes in these scenarios, that have been anticipated by theoretical
critiques of the underlying models. The paper explores the potential reasons for
the unequal outcomes of the scenarios focusing on the two key issues of scenario
design and modelling framework. Our analysis also suggests that instead of
summary assessments focusing on singular median values or percentile ranges, as
undertaken in the IPCC report, more could be learned from focusing on differences
between models or considering outliers that could present new and innovative
solutions to the determination of equitable and efficient future mit
pathways. Our analysis underlines the need for new frameworks for emissions
modelling and scenario building, for constructing possible futures that can also
foreground equity and ate justice.

Key Policy Insights

Scenarios assessed by IPCC project continuing global inequality in 2050.
Inequality is pervasive across all variables - energy, fuel use, GDP, and emissions.
Higher CO, reduction and CDR are projected for some developing regions.

IPCC must comprehensively review scenario assessment and reporting processes
to ensure the transparent representation of all scenarios in the literature.

There is a need for new scenario and modelling frameworks that consider and
include climate equity.
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“that 38% of the global
population consumed
less than 10 GJ/capita

per year, whereas the
highest 0-01% of

energy consumers
used more than 300
GJ/capita per year”

decile (dimensionless)

Energy use indexed

—@- UK distribution

—-@- Global North distribution
—@- Global South distribution
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40 60
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80




“If global energy use
is reduced enough
to ensure climate
safety, but the
extent of energy
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as it is today, more
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“Assuming a more
realistic minimum
energy use of about
55 GJ ae-1and no
CCS deployment,
the 1.5 °C target can
only be achieved at
near full equality.”

Maximum final energy
supply (GJ/ae)
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Figure 5. The maximum available average final energy supply (colored scenario lines and dashed elevation lines, in household
GJ/adult equivalent) in the 1.5 °C compatible scenarios, and for comparison one 2 °C scenario (SSP2-2.6), together with the
assumed minimum final energy use (household GJ/adult equivalent) for a decent life, determine the maximum level of final
energy use inequality (expressed as 90:10 top-to-bottom decile ratio) while achieving both goals. Energy inequality was calculated
for harmonized best technology per final consumption category.
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Konklusion

Klimakrisen er defineret af ulighed i ansvar, konsekvenser og sarbarhed
Danmark har opbygget betydelig klimageaeld
Global ulighed bliver fastholdt | klimamodeller og scenarier

Global reduktion af ulighed ngdvendig for et godt liv for alle under globale
temperaturmal
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Workshop og diskussion




Workshop

Diskutér argumenterne i debatindlaegget

Det er en roverhistorie, at Vesten skulle sta
i klimageeld til det globale syd

ige opfindelser og teknologier af betydning for den fantastiske forbedring af menneskehedens levevilkar er skabt

KLIMA- OG OMSTILLINGSRADET



O

Hvad er implikationerne for dansk
klimapolitik?

Diskussionsspgrgsmal Diskussionsspgrgsmal



Mulige veje til mere
klimaretfaerdighed?

Debt-for-climate swaps
Loss and damage fund
Klimabistand
Galdseftergivelse

Mal og planer for netto-negative
udledninger




Vi ses naeste gang til workshop 2 om
to uger: Sadan kan accelereret
klimahandling og mindsket ulighed
ga hand i hand

Tid: 8/10, kl. 14-17
Sted: Rolighedsvej 23

Vi undersgger synergier mellem hurtigere klimainitiativer og reduktion af ulighed. Vi skal arbejde med
ideer til politiske tiltag, der bade reducerer udledninger og mindsker uligheden.
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