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COP22 Climate Conference in Marrakech, Morocco. (Photo: FADEL SENNA/AFP/Getty 

Images) COP22 Climate Conference in Marrakech, Morocco. (Photo: FADEL 

SENNA/AFP/Getty Images)from Oxfams website 

http://politicsofpoverty.oxfamamerica.org/2016/11/cop22-signals-the-world-will-work-to-

tackle-climate-change-no-matter-what-trump-may-do/ 
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Some of the participants at our COP22 Debrief Climate conference on November 21st 2016  

 

Our delegation to COP21 in Paris 2015 
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Photo of our delegation  courtesy of Alison Williams 

Pictured here are Susan Shipley, Michael Shipley, Councillor David Williams, Allison 

Williams and Jack Easton (Natalie Bennet is also our official delegate but  is not pictured 

here)  
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Scenes from around the COP22 UNFCC Climate Conference 

Report And Photos courtesy of Ewa Sufin-Jacquemart (Poland)  

 
Photo below of Ewa at COP22 
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COP22: Poland at a  climate crossroads 
 

November 20, 2016 

 

Ewa Sufin-Jacquemart, President of the Executive Board of the Polish Green foundation 

“Strefa Zieleni” took part as observer in the COP22 at the invitation of Green European 

Foundation (GEF). She comments below on the Morocco climate summit’s results and the 

announcement that 2018 COP24 will be  taking place in Poland.  

 

After an exciting last year's COP21 summit in Paris, where there were many tears of joy after 

the adoption by 195 countries of the historic climate agreement, the COP22  in Marrakech 

could be  seem too be calm and not ambitious enough. Its role, however, was different to that 

of previous summits – this time it was all about putting the agreement into effect 

and to translate it into concrete actions. 

 

The Paris Agreement was ratified at a record pace, in less than a year. As of today, the 

ratification process has been completed by 111 countries, responsible for approx. 75% of 

world Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Poland  ratified the Paris Agreement on October 7 2016, 

attaching however a declaration that Poland is not a country of Annex II to the Climate 

Convention, that means a "developed country", which according to the Paris agreement is 

required to participate in financing of adaptation to climate change, mitigation efforts and 

loss and damages for developing countries. Despite the fact that the national income per 

capita of Poland qualifies as  the biggest Eastern country of European Union, the biggest 

beneficiary ever of EU funds, to the developed countries of the OECD group, for several years 
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already. 

 

Not all countries have yet started the necessary ecological transition from fossil fuels into 

energy efficiency and renewable energy. Poland is one of those resistant to the necessary 

changes, promoting at COP22 as the "green economy":  zero-waste coal and increased 

absorption of the emissions from the burning of coal through intensive cultivation of forests. 

However, more and more countries call for ambitious commitments to reduce emissions of 

greenhouse gases and for actions for transformation-adaptation. COP22 sent a strong signal 

to climate skeptics and populists, such as Donald Trump, that it is not possible to stop 

the global movement to combat climate change. The great mobilization of non-state 

actors – local governments, business, civil society, communities - and initiated by these 

entities and the states themselves very numerous and concrete initiatives and collaboration 

platforms for the climate, prove that  real global change is finally on the way. 

 

Although still insufficient, there are the commitments of States’ Parties to prevent the 

increase of the Earth's temperature by 2, and better still to keep it to  1.5 degrees Celsius, but 

there are still insufficient  financial mechanisms and funding, as well as technology, 

knowledge and skills transfers, although in many countries there is still not enough ambition 

in energy transition and  still not enough of  a gendered approach for the  inclusion of 

women, and insufficient consideration of youth, human rights and climate justice 

dimensions - in spite of all that, at the COP22 the change in tone was clearly visible. The 

Paris Agreement is undoubtedly the new exponent of the direction in which the 

story of our planet is moving, and nothing can change that. The future Presidency 

of COP23 of Fiji, the island nation seriously affected already today by repeated weather 

disasters, gives hope for rapid progress of the negotiations and activities in 2017. Hopefully 

that will cushion the possibility of any negative impact on the level of global commitments 

and Climate Action of the  Polish Presidency of COP24 announced  for 2018. 

 

Like many participants and observers of COP22 to whom I spoke, I have many doubts as to 

the intentions of the Polish government. The news about the organization of COP24 in 

Poland is unfortunately not good news, neither for us nor for our children and 

grandchildren. Because the COP24 will be a key summit to determine the final commitments 

under the Paris Agreement, before its entry into force in 2020.  

The first sign of good will on the part of the leading political party PIS should be 

an immediate signing by the President of Polish Republic Andrzej Duda of the bill 

ratifying the Doha amendment to the Kyoto Protocol, the first bill that the new 

president refused to sign just after his election in 2015. Poor countries and 

countries strongly affected by climatic disasters are especially waiting for the 

quick entry into force of this agreement. 
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Alisson William’s Report and Photos 

 

As I was only able to go into the Green zone because my registration lasted for the previous 

week before I arrived  for the Blue zone I wasn't as able to participate in discussions in that 

area at COP22. 

 

However I did recognise that there were a huge number of stalls in the Green Zone most of 

which I was able to see and on some ( proportionately as the Conference was really big) of 

which I  was able to briefly speak to the exhibitors. There were quite a number of 

Cooperatives and many  were  representative of Women who had organised and developed 

strategies to  encourage sustainable living and working.  
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I was impressed that a lot of the organisations promoting the use  of renewable materials and 

alternatives to carbon energy sources were promoted by Female Trade Unions too. e.g 

National Union of Moroccan Women , Women Gender Constituency which also has 

members such as the International Council for Adult Education & LIFE 

Education/Environment/Equality and Kikandwa Environmental Association 

 

 There were an impressive number of displays and exhibitions of art and design work  

utilising waste products to create excellent dynamic and colourful works which helped to 

highlight how wasteful our western and world wide society can be. There were also some 

excellent modern design furniture and artefacts produced from sustainable sourced products 

or  with re-cycled materials which were interesting examples of 21st century  furniture, 

fashion , photography and product design. e.g  www. mindtheearth a Danish organisation, 

workshops and events for the public to get involved with via The Art of Change21. 

 

A  number of  exhibitors used cardboard chairs when they had planned to incorporate 

seating  for small lecture areas ( approx 60 + seats) a. These were extremely easy to re-use, 

store and move being light and able to fold away but also good strong design. 
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There were also several compressed & laminated card circular multiple seating areas for up 

to 6 people dotted about the zone  these allowed people to sit facing outwards with a small 

desk like shelf for ICT working  or sitting facing inwards for a more convivial small 

discussion/ chill out or meeting  space. 

 

Over all the size and range of exhibitors was encouraging and stimulating and the number of 

members of the general public attending the Green Zone exhibits will really help embed 

ideas for sustainability, creative use of materials and care for our environment  , I want to 

thank the Green Economic Institute and Miriam for the opportunity to attend. 

 

 

 The picture above  is  of families doing art work in the Mohamed IV Environmental 

Park  outside the conference which  apart from holding family creative learning events, small 

performances in an outside staged area also has flat screens, displays and fountains + 

descriptors on different species of trees and plants of their use. The displays all encourage 

everyone to consider how we have damaged the planet and then what has been done to help 

improve and change to preserve the environment. 
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Councillor David William’s Report 

 
The Conference was very large with approximately 3,000 Official National Delegates 

(red) 15,000  NGO reps, Corporate and press officials.( Blue) Plus over 4,000 local 

organisers .. mostly Moroccan (black) and 20,000 visitors (Green)…(This is very crude 

guestimate) . It was recognised by the organisers that this was the largest ever COP 

event, much larger than Paris in 2015. 

 

A9     The Conference clearly ‘built’ starting with smaller numbers and building to a very 

high level of participation from Thursday the 10th to Thursday the 17th. Numbers declined 

rapidly on the last day (the 18th). In the afternoon of the 18th  the ‘Climate Change Action 

is Irreversible  Proclamation’  was signed by virtually all that were present and a 

celebratory mood took over for the rest of the day. This proclamation was in fact rather 
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thin in terms of real measured progress only 45 nations signing up to the new ISO 

achievement standards. Most contented themselves that ‘some progress’ had been made. 

 

A10  The official information suggested there were 190 Countries represented with a delegation 

plus UN and Host national coordinators. 

 

A11  Morocco was a good venue for by 2020 Morocco will have 52% of its energy supplied 

by renewables via the world’s largest solar farm at Quarzazate (which Alison and I tried 

to visit) on the edge of the Sahara  Desert and a variety of other sources such as wind and 

geothermal. Clearly the Moroccan government is taking global warming seriously and 

had a very large permanent separate exhibition of its own at the King Mohammed V1 

Climate Foundation Gardens near the City centre, which was visited by Alison and Myself 

after the Conference. 

 

A12  The event was very well organised with every modern technical aid and support 

systems including transit from the airport and shuttle services to and from hotels. Clearly 

it was a great boost to local Tourism and the City of Marrakesh.  

 

 

A13   The event was well funded with high levels of security. There were no signs of 

problems or protests. In fact the only dissent came an America Climate Denier from the 

Conference floor. Unfortunately, he turned out to be an official Trump adviser. His stunt 

of running around the Conference ripping up copies of the Paris Agreement and shouting 

‘parasites’ did not seem to worry participants. 

 

A14  The event was divided into three zones each with 12 -15 very large temporary 

buildings. Red was where private negotiations and communications between official 

national groups took place. Our delegation could not access these areas with our blue 

credentials. Blue where countries and geographic regions and certain private 

environmental concerns had a stall usually very professionally constructed displays. Then 

Green, where some countries and a great many smaller concerns and campaign groups 

had a stall some with only a display board, others with more sophisticated messaging. 

 

A18  Environmentally friendly corporations were also there e.g Nissan with its electric 

cars. I counted over a 20 environmental friendly companies. 

 

A19  Each zone had talk centres with seating capacities some taking up the whole 

temporary building others in clusters around a stand in the Conference centres. 
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A20  A constant and changing electronic event board illustrated the talks that were taking 

place throughout the Conference. These were legion, pre organised and included plenary 

reporting back on national initiates and plans. Most were highly specialised and focus on 

a theme. Many were repeated once every three or four days.  

 

A21  Although Alison was issued a pass for the Blue zone it had in fact expired as it only 

covered the week before arrival. Her only contribution was in the Green Zone which was 

meant to be open to the public. (mostly tourists, curious locals and schoolchildren, with 

occasional visits from the official delegates) 

 

A22  If there was an objective as to why we were there it was stated that we should seek to 

influence the decision makers to the importance of decisive action now to combat Climate 

Change but we were obviously learning a great deal about what was happening globally.  

 

However, the strict security and separation of the blue (NGO reps) from the Official 

National Delegates (red) made direct lobbying very difficult. The only opportunity being 

in communal spaces (e.g. Refreshments areas /media offices/ briefing spaces)  in the blue 

zone. We encountered red national officials on their national and regional stalls when 

they visited, which was only occasionally. Although we left all of our leaflets illustrating 

what the GEI is about on stands this in reality had little impact, it becoming a little more 

that the corporate litter that abounded. 

 

We effectively talked to reps on 12 stands (National and Corporate) but with four 

exceptions this was to lowly officials who merely listened. (these were not the movers or 

decision makers in their organisations and merely promised to pass the information on. 

(That seemed unlikely).Our whole delegation must have talked to many more.  

 

 

We talked very briefly to red badge delegates in communal areas (mainly media briefing 

rooms) from Finland, Senegal, France and Morocco. We gave them our collective 

business cards one of which I picked up from the floor ten minutes after the very short 

conversation.  

 

The major theme was what will happen with a Trump presidency ? The responses 

ranged from panic to he will learn to accept the scientific consensus. 
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Reading between the lines it seemed that each nation came with a clear statement 

of what they had done over the last twelve months and will be doing. The national 

delegates had little leeway to negotiate each sticking to their statements and 

responding to others. Lobbying such people who were not setting actually targets 

had limited potential. 

 

We met more national delegates and had longer conversations at our hotel than at 

the Conference centre. There we encountered Germans, Americans, Russians and 

Egyptians but all of them were blue zone NGO reps. All were from quasi academic 

or semi-governmental bodies sponsored to act in third world countries on time 

limited programmes. Almost all blended being at the Conference with sightseeing. 

Unfortunately, the conversations were mostly tourist gossip. They had no interest 

really in the GEI and thought it odd that we had no public funding. When we 

admitted we had no government or corporate sponsorship it was clear we were 

dismissed as effectively irrelevant.  

 

The four exceptions where we did have a constructive conversation at the 

Conference were at the British ‘stand’, China, the Nordic Group and the Energy 

Corporation  MESA. (who had built the Quarzazate Solar Panel Complex in 

Morocco)  Perhaps there we did network at the right level. Certainly they wore red 

national delegate badges and held permanent positions in climate change 

governmental authorities. However how senior they were is unsure and 

separating pleasantries from actual constructive dialogue was impossible to 

determine.  

 

a. We made repeated returns to the small and rather pathetic UK ‘stand’. (not 

clear who really was behind this in terms of sponsorship but there was a small 

union jack on the display panels. We were told that Nick Hurd MP ( a junior 

government minister)  was around somewhere and would say a few words 

soon )…no signs. 

 

b. We visited the European Union stand (which was very large) but this was 

staffed by a multi national group from Brussels none of who seem to be 

British. Other than a flag, amongst many, the UK did not seem to be involved 

in the projects displayed. I think there may have been a photo of an off shore 

wind turbine that could have been British. However generally it seemed as if 

BREXIT was reality. All three representatives on the stand thought BREXIT a 

very very bad idea.   

 

c. There were leading people there. You could see VIP’s (e.g. John Kerry US 

Secretary of State) but they moved about with a heavy security cordon 

sanitaire and their own media cluster. We got nowhere near and were 

obviously not meant to. 
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d. In retrospect Alison and I did not get to the inner core of real decision makers 

(perhaps 300 national delegates) However our fellow GEI delegates may have 

had more success.  

 

2.     The Conference sub title was TIME FOR ACTION and it was clear from the plenary 

sessions and talks we attended that each national had a script that their reps were 

intent on reading out. The Q and A sessions were clearly stage managed. It was clear 

to see that no matter what the theme these officials were determined to get their 

message across that they were trying hard and were genuinely committed to making 

progress.  

 

3.      There were cross issue debates to which national delegates contributed- of special 

note were Women and Climate Change- Water Resource Planning- the Sea and 

Pollution, Medical issues , etc. etc  There had obviously been many more. There was 

usually one speaker who lead the debate and a few selected  national reps seem to join 

in with yes we are making real progress in this area we have done X Y and Z . 

 

4.      We made a special effort to visit the USA stand and listen to the speeches hoping to 

understand what they will do under a Trump presidency. Unfortunately it was series 

of speakers who talked about accessing private funding and capitalist sponsors 

providing the underpinning capital for major projects. Wall Street  are apparently : 

‘waking up to the potential  of major dividend returns’. Unfortunately, they gave very 

few real examples and it was the usual market rhetoric we have had for the last 20 

years. The only hint of what may happen under Trump was a comment that he may 

cut the US Climate Fund ($3billion)contribution something that would make most of 

the reps redundant.   

 

5.     Comment after comment in speeches made by national delegates the Neo Liberal 

global philosophy came through again and again. Government must not tell 

corporations what to do…taxes must be low and using public money will inevitably be 

constrained. Governments role was limited. Going Green was good but it must be 

driven by profit and corporate greed otherwise it will not happen. The two groups 

that did not promote this mantra were China, Germany and the NORDIC groups. 

They were the only ones who seem determined to plough money into Government 

sponsored activities on a grand scale. 

 

 

6.      There was an Africa Stand which was composed of most of the African Nations. 

Most of the projects that were on display were sponsored by European former 

colonial powers and related to water shortages. There was a great deal of futurism 

and claims on the $100b in aid that they hoped would materialise. Clearly, although 

there were some very noble efforts, the Third World is still very dependent on foreign 

aid for any large scale progress and that is not always forthcoming 
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7.    There seemed a great deal of networking between business organisations.   

Partnerships being forged between purchasers and providers. One temporary 

building came across more as a Business Fair than a Global Conference. 

 

8.     Although COP is theoretically about MITIGATION of carbon emissions very large 

numbers of the stands were concerned with ADAPTATION to Climate Change. This 

was especially so with the commercial concerns.  

9.      Various organisations were referred to continually but seemed to be missing – The 

World Bank, the IMF, the WTO, the EBRD et al. It would have been really interesting 

to see how much the ‘accessing finance’ theme of the Conference was in fact reality 

with the global banks illustrating the real amounts they give. 

 

10.      It was very difficult to know what was actually going on whilst you were act the 

Conference in terms of agreement between the nations. The 5.30 pm briefing in the 

Media Centre was perhaps the best daily opportunity but we found more information 

on BBC World back at the hotel in the late evening. 

 

11.     The great topic of conversation was the likely direction of a Trump presidency. The 

USA is the second largest emitter of climate gases and to have somebody in charge 

who thinks Climate Change is Chinese hoax would seem a disaster. However as Ban 

Ki Moon in his address on Tuesday the 15th seem to suggest ‘Action on Climate 

Change was unstoppable’. Even the US delegates seem to still be positive…one 

commented we are down but not out. 

 

12.     Although Canada, Japan and Australia seemed to have taken a step back a large 

range of others seem to moving forward. The most committed range of countries 

seem to be Second World nations. Morocco, Turkey, Mexico etc. 

 

13.      The purpose of the Conference was to evaluate the schemes and plans proposed by 

each signature to the Paris Agreement. There was supposed to be a UN Framework 

Convention on Climate Change (UNFCC) to measure progress. However exactly how 

this operated seemed very unclear.  Some (the UK ???) were obviously falling behind 

whilst others were on track. In reality the issue is so complex the only consensus that 

emerged was that each was ‘trying’ with a wide variety of real outcomes. We became 

aware of the deeply worrying lack of measurable standards of progress in the 

reporting by mechanism by nations. In reality there seems no real structured 

framework of assessment just a hope that targets will be achieved at some distant 

date. The ISO had set some basic measures but only a few (45) signed up to that 

system.  

 

14.      There was valiant talk of Climate Action being ‘unstoppable’  but at the same time 

they recognised that BREXIT, the Election of Donald Trump and perhaps victories 

for the far right next year in certain European elections could set back progress for a 

decade. There was tremendous enthusiasm blended with anxiety for the future. 

 

15.     We left the Conference impressed by its size and the commitment of some but 

worried that in some countries a mood of wait and see is the order of the day and real 

progress there has actually slowing- probably compensated by the vigour of others. 
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Green Cities 

I spotted one specific City presentation at the Conference and that was for the Chinese City 
of Suzhou. The Chinese were promoting it as  a model 'Green' City .. The Presentation was 
called Suzhou City of the the Future. There may have been others that I missed or did 
presentations at times we were not there.   

 

The Conference had a series of commercial concerns that focused on  assisting City 
authorities with things such as Carbon Audit or technical equipment deals to measure or 
eliminate  air and river pollution. There were examples of Green schemes aplenty that City 
authorities would be interested in ... such as tram systems,  solar panels and for Seaboard 
Cities desalination schemes.You could easily knit together a network of ideas and schemes. 

 

It seemed that most countries saw Climate Change as a national programme and gave local 
examples of good practice. These examples  had been paid for via national government. I 
expected this as local government is weak in most parts of the world and does not have the 
capacity to develop its own programme. I noticed in the Nordic Group display as they flashed 
up examples they did at least acknowledge that the local city authorities had played some 
part in the process. 

 

What you seem to notice was big national government schemes .. The Indonesian 
reforestation scheme that they were very proud of .. Then very small scale very community or 
parochial group activities (A Women's Cooperative making beautiful shoes from 
recycled materials). There seemed a gap ......the City. I think this was because of who 
funded  the stand and the delegates . Central government could afford a posh stand and 
international charities could afford to display one of their successes. Local governments did 
not have the money and I would think most did not have that much to show.   
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Section 12 

What is an Aerotropolis, and why must these developments be 

stopped? 

 

By Rose Bridger 
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All over the world, major developments called an ‘aerotropolis’, or airport city, are being 

constructed, planned and announced. These new cities are not settlements for people. They 

are a new urban form enabling explosive growth in aviation dependent tourism and trade. 

Aerotropolis projects vary in scale and sectoral focus, but a catch-all definition is airport-

centric urban development. Clustered around an existing or new airport, commercial 

development is integrated with air services. Airport passengers are funnelled through 

shopping malls, hotels, entertainment complexes and cultural venues. Manufacturing, 

assembly, logistics and warehousing facilities are linked with the airport’s cargo operations. 

A fully-fledged aerotropolis might also include office blocks, residential premises, 

recreational green space and agriculture. Spatial planning and surface transportation 

networks support the airport as the central node of the aerotropolis.  

 

Aerotropolis-style development began in Europe and the US in the 1990s, most notably 

around Schiphol, Munich and Dallas/Fort Worth airports. Now it is proliferating around the 

world, at various stages of planning and construction. Sites range in scale from a few 

hectares to 100 square kilometres or more. Smaller aerotropolis schemes include The Circle,i 

currently under construction adjoining Zurich Airport, which will have 18 hectares of useable 

space, and Manchester Airport City Enterprise Zone in northern England, comprising a 

number of sites covering a total of 116 hectares.ii The world’s largest aerotropolis projects are 

allocated land areas far exceeding the requirement for airport operations, including Kuala 

Lumpur, where the Airport owns 100 square kilometres of land,iii Denver Airport in the US 

with development planned on a 137 square kilometreiv site and Dubai’s new airport, Al 

Maktoum, which has been allocated a full 140 square kilometres.v 

 

Non-aeronautical revenue 

In a great many instances aerotropolis land is owned by the airport, and income, referred to 

as ‘non-aeronautical revenue’, from facilities on this land, operated by the airport or through 

leases and concessions, is used to reduce fees for airlines (such as for landing and 

navigation) to encourage them to use the airport, and for airport upgrade and expansion. 

Several airports also reap non-aeronautical revenue from land that is not built on. Golf 

courses are ubiquitous and non-aeronautical revenue from agriculture includes Kuala 

Lumpur Airport’s palm plantations.vi Denver and Dallas/Fort Worth are the largest 

aerotropolis sites in the US, and, in addition to commercial development, receive substantial 

income from oil and gas wells.vii Allocation of land for aerotropolis non-aeronautical revenue 

generation is a form of state support for aviation, its ancillary industries, and aviation 

linked/dependent businesses.  

 

Economic engines? 

Aerotropolis projects claim to act as ‘economic engines’ galvanising growth in the wider 

region, but the primary goal is to maximise activity within the aerotropolis. A symbiotic 
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relationship between growth of the airport and the commercial development surrounding it 

is established. Development on aerotropolis sites are selected on the basis that it will make 

use of aviation services and thus increase the airport’s passenger and cargo throughput. The 

aerotropolis may well result in economic growth, but local small and medium sized 

enterprises are marginalised as the development serves the growth and profits of 

transnational corporations including aircraft manufacturers, airlines, oil companies, 

construction, concrete and tarmac firms, security firms, international tourism and hotel 

consortia and global retail chains selling global brands. Any economic benefits from an 

aerotropolis must also be weighed against the almost universal tax exemption on fuel for 

international flights.  

 

Aerotropolis developments aim to be self-contained and their promotion as ‘destinations in 

their own right’viii - where passengers can shop, eat, stay in hotels, enjoy cultural and 

entertainment activities and conduct business meetings - belies claims to stimulate the 

economy of the host region. Furthermore, in many instances facilities on airport land are not 

just targeted at air passengers, but also surrounding cities and towns, to which they are well 

connected by major highways. For example, an 85-store outlet mall planned on land owned 

by Canada’s Edmonton Airport is designed to attract local residents as well, who may find it 

easier to access than downtown shopping centres.ix Facilities on airport land which attract 

host communities drain rather than boost the local economy. 

Economic enclaves 

Many aerotropolis developments are linked with economic zones, located within the project 

boundary, adjacent or connected by highways. These zones, for promoting international 

trade, go by a variety of names, unifying factors being the support of a raft of tax breaks - 

giving tenants an unfair advantage over other businesses and eroding the tax base - other 

incentives, and unparalleled connective infrastructure. Examples include Dube Tradeport 

IDZ (Industrial Development Zone), adjoining King Shaka Airport in South Africa, which 

describes itself as the ‘heart of the emerging Aerotropolis’,x several of India’s Special 

Economic Zones (SEZs) are linked with airports, including the Multimodal International 

Cargo Hub and Airport at Nagpur (MIHAN).xi In the UK, tenants of Enterprise Zones at 

Manchester and Newquay airports are granted a Business Rate discount of £275,000 per 

eligible business.xii 

 

Destructive megaprojects 

In terms of scale and budget major aerotropolis developments are among the largest 

megaprojects pushed by governments and corporations. Along with the airport itself, the 

requisite ‘network infrastructure’ - highways, rail links, water supply, telecoms - must be 

provided. The even bigger picture is that aerotropolis projects are frequently key components 

of an integrated complex of destructive megaprojects - multilane highways, industrial 

complexes, major ports, logistics hubs and trade/growth/development corridors, all of which 

foster long distance travel and trade and fossil fuel dependent growth.  

 Istanbul’s third airport is part of a megaproject complex tearing up forests and 

coastline north of the city – comprising a third bridge over the Bosphorus, a highway 
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and a canal linking the Black Sea with the Sea of Marmara.xiii The new airport has 

been granted Turkey’s largest corporate loan to date, US$5.2 billion, just for the first 

phase of the project.xiv A vast area for commercial space includes plans for the world’s 

largest duty-free retail at 53,000 square metres.xv  

 King Shaka Airport aerotropolis is the focal point of a freight-oriented megaproject: 

Dube Trade Port, an integrated multimodal hub with ambitions to become a ‘crucial 

gateway to South Africa’. In turn, Dube Trade Port is a key component of an 

‘industrial integrated township’ that ‘will help provide easy access and a one-stop 

shop for international investors, manufacturers and industrialists’xvi and is an 

‘important part of the government’s pipeline of major infrastructure development 

projects’ including a logistics and industrial corridor.xvii 

 Kuala Namu aerotropolis, on the Indonesian island of Sumatra, is to be integrated 

with two ports, Belawan and Kuala Tanjung, and support development of strategic 

industrial areas and the Sei Mangke Special Economic Zone.xviii 

 

Loss of farmland, forest and wildlife habits 

Aerotropolis-style urbanisation requires large, preferably greenfield, sites, and the growth 

imperative driving these developments is a recipe for urban sprawl. Building over enormous 

areas of farmland entails eviction of rural communities, loss of fertile soil and food 

production and eroding food sovereignty in the wider region. Greenfield sites that are not 

cultivated are likely to be wildlife habitats including forests, so construction threatens major 

loss of biodiversity and deforestation. New Songdo City in South Korea, regarded as an 

exemplary aerotropolis by Dr. John Kasarda, the leading advocate of the concept and 

designer of schemes around the world, was built on inter-tidal mudflats adjoining Seoul’s 

Incheon Airport.xix Land reclamation meant the irrevocable loss of unique habitats for 

vulnerable species of birds such as Mongolian Gulls and Black-faced Spoonbills.xx  

 

The site for a planned second Kathmandu airport, at Nijgadh, is 80 square kilometres of 

predominantly forested land.xxi The Nepalese government has allocated nearly US$5 million 

for preparatory works before the construction phase,xxii including fencing off the site and 

felling the forest, clearing the land in preparation for a potential Malaysian investor.xxiii 

Ministries in charge of the airport development reported that they were attempting to settle 

disputes with locals over identification of the airport area and resettlement before handing 

the project over to investors.xxiv  

 

Displacement of rural communities 

Acquisition of farmland for an aerotropolis is likely to displace rural people in the same way 

as major industrial developments such as mining, dams, highway networks, manufacturing 

and tourism complexes and plantations. In many instances, land acquisition is aggressive or 

forced, and displaced people receive inadequate compensation and rehabilitation packages. 

Below are some examples of planned major land acquisition for aerotropolis projects: 
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 In Taiwan, planned expropriation of 37 square kilometres of land, mostly highly 

fertile farmland, for Taoyuan Aerotropolis threatens to displace 46,000 people. The 

scheme includes plans for a tourist resort with hotels and theme parks, conference 

and exhibition space, convention centres, business premises, R&D facilities and 

assembly plants. But there are no clear plans for much of the enormous site, and once 

land is zoned for commercial use, its value rockets upwards, lining the pockets of 

construction firms, clear evidence that the aerotropolis is a pretext for a land grab. 

Affected residents have held endless protests calling for fair, open hearings.xxv   

 In India, acquisition of farmland for Andal Aerotropolis and the proposed new Goa 

airport at Mopa which includes commercial development have been met with 

protracted protests, over many years, by affected communities.xxvi Vigorous resistance 

to an aerotropolis at Aranmula in Kerala, on paddy farms and biodiverse wetlands, 

proved successful, achieving cancellation of environmental clearance for the project, 

which had been granted illegally.xxvii  

 Kilimanjaro International Airport in Tanzania claims 110 square kilometres as its 

‘estate’, upon which it intends to establish ‘massive shopping centres, high class 

tourist hotels, duty free ports, Export Processing Zones, educational institutions, 

custom bonded warehouses, curio shops, golf courses and a large game ranch’.xxviii 

10,000 people living in Maasai pastoralist communities may face eviction, and 

marched against the project in March 2014.xxix  

 Kuala Namu Airport opened in the midst of ‘lingering’ land acquisition protests in 

five villages.xxx Construction of a toll road was stalled as affected residents refused to 

accept a compensation package.xxxi An airport conference presentation boasts of 100 

square kilometres of land ‘available for development’ outside the airport fence.xxxii 

 On 25th September 2014 villagers opposing land acquisition for a new airport for 

Yogyakarta at Kulon Progo blocked the road to Java with stones and their bodies.xxxiii 

Two weeks later, 500 farmers, mostly women, held another protest, unwilling to sell 

fertile coastal land where they make a good livelihood growing vegetables, fruits and 

other crops. Their spokesperson said: ‘We don’t want to move. We want to farm, live 

and die there’.xxxiv Centre for Aviation (CAPA), a leading aviation consultancy, states 

that the new airport ‘will require’ 68 square kilometres of land and impact on 

approximately 2,800 households.xxxv 

 The Ethiopian government is in the process of selecting a 144 square kilometre site 

for a new Addis Ababa airport. Five possible sites, which the project spokesman 

declined to name, will be presented to the government for decision, all of which are to 

the southeast of the city, include large areas of farmland, and would necessitate the 

relocation of over 10,000 people. Identification of the possible sites for the ‘mega-hub 

project’ was somewhat distant from the communities standing to be affected. Satellite 

images were used.xxxvi 

 

Community exclusion 

Most aerotropolis projects are antidemocratic, the host community largely excluded from the 

governance of projects that are of enormous strategic significance. The airport, or a 

consortium, is granted a high degree of autonomy over the entire site. In many cases foreign 

investors are major shareholders, placing the project even further from control of the local 

community. For example, Beijing Construction Engineering Group (BCEG) is an equity 
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partner in Manchester Airport City. India is deepening bilateral ties with Singapore, which 

has emerged as a major investor in Andal Aerotropolis in West Bengal.xxxvii Part of the 

rationale for the project is accessing nearby coal belts.xxxviii 

 

GVK, an Indian conglomerate and one of India’s largest private airport operators, is a 

partner in the planned new airport for Yogyakarta in Indonesia, Kulon Progo, for which land 

acquisition is currently underway.xxxix Also in Indonesia, Lion Air, the country’s largest 

privately run airline, has been granted a permit to develop a second Jakarta airport in Lebak, 

with a commercial centre including a shopping city.xl The CEO of the parent company, Lion 

Group, declined to elaborate on consortium’s business partners. The regional government is 

clearing 40 square kilometres of land for the project.xli 

 

Climate change and the local environment 

Aviation is the most carbon intensive mode of transport, and one of the fastest growing 

sources of greenhouse gas emissions. Yet governments and corporations are pursuing 

aerotropolis projects that lock us into aviation dependency, threatening an inevitable 

massive increase in fossil fuel consumption, worsening the climate crisis. Aerotropolis 

projects also escalate the local environmental damage inflicted on people and the 

environment surrounding airports: noise and a cocktail of health damaging pollutants 

emitted by aircraft, additional air pollution from high levels of road traffic, community 

severance due to road building and decimation of birdlife in order to reduce the risk of bird 

strikes.  

 

In conclusion 

Kasarda, the most high-profile proponent of the aerotropolis, was right when he described 

this new urban form as ‘the physical incarnation of globalization’.xlii The aerotropolis 

provides physical infrastructure, along with the supporting regulatory framework, for 

turbocharging corporate globalisation. Heavy-handed, centralised planning of an 

unprecedented magnitude supports the relentless drive for corporate dominance and profits, 

resulting in widening inequalities, worsening poverty and ruination of ecosystems. 

Organisations working for social, economic and environmental justice must unite to oppose 

this disastrous model of development built for big business, not citizens, and trampling over 

local communities. Extensive References are available – please email to be sent them 

greeneconomicsinstitute@yahoo.com  as space did not permit their inclusion here. 
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Section 13: Report on Climate Change and Renewables in Egypt 

By Hend Ahmed (Egypt) 
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Hend is a  Professional Economics Researcher and Author of GEI’s book on climate change 
and renewables in Egypt and the MENA region.  Egypt is the location of the first solar 
collector (1913, still in operation), the energy used for pumping.  However, the discovery of 
oil field(s) at around this time halted a South African project from going ahead and stopped 
the use and development of the technology in general.  It took until 2010 for another solar 
collector project to be developed in Egypt.  There is also a solar plant in the advanced stages 
of construction located in Morocco.  Out of this came a discussion about North East Africa in 
general and specifically the Women’s Army in Kurdistan (Syria and Turkey) that provide a 
guerrilla struggle against patriarchal oppression.(report from Jathan)  
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Section 14: Michael and Susan Shipley’s Official Delegates 

Report 

 

 

Report back from COP 22  - The changing Face of the COP 

 

The nature of the COP has changed.  Originally it was a government to government process 

that fell prey to corporate lobbying designed to frustrate any real progress to cut emissions to 

protect the interests of the fossil fuel industry.  After the disappointments of Copenhagen, we 

have seen a new approach by all players who want to see effective action to combat climate 

change.   

Civil society groups, including the NGO's and local government became more organised to 

build an influential presence to break the corporate stranglehold on governments.  The Least 

Developed Countries and Small Island States have formed cooperative networks; collectively 

these various players, states and non-state, have grown to become a driving force in a new 

direction for the COP process. 
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There were many references to this collective movement of state and non-state players at this 

COP and the role of non-state players was  acknowledges by the COP President Salaheddine 

Mezouar to the closing plenary: 

Leaders of public and private sectors and every citizen should join with states to deliver COP 

decisions.  Barriers are giving way to partnerships, state and non-state players share 

ambitions and by combining actions can bring about the emission reductions needed.  

Marrakech is laying the foundations for such partnerships. Collectively all players now have 

a human duty to act. 

A sentiment that was also made clear in the final declaration of COP 22 

We, collectively, call on all non-state actors to join us for immediate and ambitious action 

and mobilization, building on their important achievements,  noting the many initiatives and 

the Marrakech Partnership for Global Climate Action itself,  launched in Marrakech. 

Where governments have failed, sub-state government, cities and regions have acted.  It is 

cities and local provinces around the world that have experienced the full impact of climate 

change, from New York and New Orleans to the Philippines, from Victoria Australia to 

California, from Bolivia to India,  hurricanes, fires and drought have wrought havoc with 

communities.  While it may not yet be possible to attribute any one catastrophic event to 

climate change the increasing frequency and intensity of these events is predicted by science. 

City and sub-state governments had to act, they have set up a range of networks to offer 

mutual support and information exchanges enabling them to build the resiliance of their 

communities in the face of the gathering pace of climate change.  

The Global Covenant of Mayors for Climate & Energy represents the strongest and clearest 

signal to national governments that cities are not only acting to stop the effects of climate 

change, they are  leading together; with the support of global and regional city networks, 

including C40 Cities Climate Leadership Group, ICLEI – Local Governments for 

Sustainability, United Cities and Local Governments, Climate Alliance, Energy Cities, and 

Euro-cities. 

Also following Paris the COP process is linking up with other global initiatives making it a 

much broader process with the purpose of establishing sustainability within a global 

development framework.  So the UN Sustainable Development Goals are now linked to 

climate mitigation and adaptation programmes.  Gender rights and the rights of indigenous 

peoples, together with social justice become part of the outcomes of climate action. 

The COP process is becoming a global movement with the potential for establishing new 

global relationships. The usual forces of established power will continue to subvert the good 

intentions that came from Paris and Marrakech, and already, with potentially huge sums of 

money being negotiated, the established anti-democratic forces are circling on the edges 

looking to take full control of delivery and ensure that the usual parameters of neo-liberal 

capitalism prevail. 

Ban Ki-Moon said that civil society is “the heart and soul of the climate movement,” Many 

speakers made clear that without the inclusion of civil society in all its diverse form, the 

battle against dangerous climate change could not be won.  With this collective global effort 
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we can return the world to the hospitable Holocene environment to which life on Earth is 

adapted and in which humans have evolved.    

The COP and Ecology: 

The challenge now to economics is to incorporate the needs of biological systems into 

economic theory and accounting. Conventional economic theory has treated nature as a free 

good, and a place to dump our waste.  The impacts of economic activity have been 

discounted so the costs are born by society and by nature.  Such has been the increasing pace 

of economic activity this false accounting is now catching up with us and has created an 

ecological and climate crisis. 

Nature underpins economics, it supplies resources, the foundation of wealth, and it cleans up 

waste.  But nature – our global life support system, is finite, a concept that economics has to 

embrace.  There is some acknowledgment of this importance of nature in the COP 

negotiations, but mostly in the context of the carbon sinks, notably the importance of 

stopping deforestation. While this recognition is important, it means that the interests of 

nature do get a place at the negotiating table,  it is evident that the relationship between 

climate and nature is poorly understood by negotiators. 

Keeping within the 2C target requires the excess carbon dioxide already in the atmosphere, 

plus the excess future emissions to be removed.  The only means we have at present is to 

enhance the natural carbon sinks which are the oceans, soils and forests. The oceans may be 

approaching saturation point as they warm and the consequential acidification of the oceans 

is also adversely affecting their ability to hold carbon dioxide.  Restoring soils will help to 

increase their ability to hold carbon, but this will require a massive change in agricultural 

practice.  Ending deforestation and restoring woodland cover will increase the biosphere's 

ability to take up and hold carbon and many countries have included reforestation in their 

National Declared Contributions to the global climate mitigation effort.  

But there is a problem here.  Forests are a natural living system, they are not a machine.  As a 

forest grows and matures it actively takes up carbon dioxide.  As it passes maturity, growth 

slows, trees die and decay so releasing CO2 back into the atmosphere. In nature a balance 

will be attained between uptake and release of CO2.  The capacity of global forests to take up 

CO2 is finite, we need to know what this capacity is and just how much the restored forests 

on which we are pinning so much hope can sequester.  No one at the COP had an answer to 

this problem. 

If a woodland is harvested before maturity, it can be rejuvenated through replanting and 

remain a carbon sink.  The sequestered carbon is in the trees.  Some part of the felled tree 

will be discarded to rot, and therefore release its carbon back into the atmosphere. Some may 

be used as pellets for bio-energy, so the carbon is again released.  Some may be used as 

timber for construction. Quality timber products should be encouraged as be seen as a part 

of carbon sequestration, but even quality hardwood will not last forever, eventually it rots, 

gets discarded and returns it carbon to the atmosphere.  What the sequestering potential is 

of global forests and their timber products seems not to be known.  But if we are relying on 

forests to absorb and hold the excess CO2 we are producing and for a long time, we need to 

know.   
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Protecting biodiversity is one of the Sustainable Development Goals, number 15 of 17 – it 

needs to be elevated to first place.  It is questionable whether human beings could live within 

a purely artificial environment, a question often posed in science fiction.  We know that 

contact with nature is important for mental well being, to exist in a purely artificial 

environment may mean that we have to become a different type of person, no longer Homo 

sapiens.  As we now enter the start of the sixth mass extinction on Earth, and given that our 

humanity is so firmly bound to nature, we need to take the needs of nature seriously. There is 

a real danger that nature itself is becoming more hostile and that it may not have the 

capacity to counter the excesses of our consumption, the ecosystems that are natural carbon 

sinks may yet fail. 

 
Some key points so far:  Emissions need to peak in next 5 years  or we will be dependent 

on negative  emissions.  This as yet largely untried technology . Some good signs, China 

emissions levelling, Europe and US trending  down. But INDIA still up.  Need to fix these 

trends through firm action. Danger that China will start to grow again.  China has big 

presence here trying to play a leadership role. Probably sensitive US weakness at this time.   

Clear message to involve both  business and civil society in responding to CC.  New ways of 

working needed to avoid local and cultural resistance to mitigation actions. Big present 

centre of civil society at COP illustrates this engagement. 
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Health Report from COP22  

Susan Shipley 

                              Health report from Marrakesh climate conference 2016 by Sue Shipley 

    There was no health conference within the COP this year, but there were several sides 

events which I managed to attend. 

    The 'COP of action' didn't see a lot of 'action' outcomes but the general thrust of the 

meetings, I  attended was of more co-operation, joined up thinking and a determination to 

continue and improve. 

    I was impressed by the dedication , intelligence and realism of most of the speakers and 

have come  away from the COP with a feeling that  even if there is not much action this year 

action plans are  well advanced.  

    Health inclusion is to be scaled up in the national adaptation plans. Surveillance systems 

for climate   sensitive impacts will be put in place. These will include working with 

meteorological offices to    give early warning of  excessive heat. Infectious disease 

migrations , particularly of mosquito borne  disease will be monitored and early warning 

given, the same system for water borne disease.  

    Health professionals are warning of major shocks to come for which nations are 

unprepared. It is   suggested the recent Zika outbreak was linked to climate change. New and 

unsuspected health    effects are being discovered, one example given was a new illness in 

Nairobi  which was traced to   wild food plants which had begun producing cyanide as a 

defence against pollution. 

    Growing bacterial anti biotic resistance is a big danger. 

    There are many projects up and running  - for example new cook stoves which do not give 

off  smoke and are saving babies eyesight in villages in Africa. 

    It was realised that there should attempts to gain be health benefits from climate 

mitigation measures particularly indoor and outdoor air pollution. 

    Workers in the health sector have now realised it is important to join forces with others 

and to bring  this about a Health, Environment and Climate Change coalition is proposed. 
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Natalie Bennett’s Report (courtesy of Natalie and the 

Ecologist.) 

 

 
The Marrakesh climate talk – there’s hope amid the shifting sands 
As you might expect, the election of Donald Trump as American president has cast a pall 
over the climate talks in Marrakesh. On Saturday I was sitting at working tables across 
from a journalist speaking to his editor, trying to sell him or her a story. I don’t have 
Spanish, but it wasn’t hard to distinguish the name “Donald Trump” regularly peppering 
his side of the conversation. 
At the NGO stalls and those of government officials “what will he do? what can he do?” is 
a regular topic of conversation. Will he take the “nuclear option” – and unfortunate term 
but an apt one – and withdraw entirely from the UNFCC, or start the process of 
withdrawing from Paris, which could take four years, taking us to the end, hopefully, of 
his presidency? 
But as one American here said to me, since his election he hasn’t said anything about 
climate change, and he was on the “right side”, calling for action to cut emissions, back in 
2009. Unpredictability and inconsistency in this case might work in the planet’s favour. 
But whatever Trump does, there’s a mood of determination here in Marrakesh.  
The urgency of slashing our carbon emissions before we exceed the biological limits of 
this one fragile planet is obvious to everyone here – as it is increasingly obvious to the 
world.  
Whether it’s discussion of the need to promote and support small-scale, carbon-efficient 
agriculture that can also secure food security in areas of the world that desperately need 

https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2013/oct/23/irrigation-systems-agriculture-farm
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it, the focus on coral bleaching that threatens to destroy one of the world’s natural 
wonders, and foundations of crucial food supplies and ocean health, or the realities of air 
pollution that kills millions every year (and is closely related to pneumonia deaths in 
children) and is closely correlated to greenhouse gas emissions: action needs to happen 
today (although yesterday would have been much better). 
What’s evident at every turn is the fast-growing importance of China to COP – and in the 
world. I was in a plenary session last week at which nations were reporting on their 
progress towards their Nationally Determined Contributions to reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions. The chair said: “I call on the delegate from China.” It was only a routine 
question for the Estonia delegation about the monitoring of their emissions, but you 
could feel the level of concentration in the room rise immediately. 
The changeover started to happen in Paris. China, which had been a drag on the progress 
of talks up to then, started to become a leader, and that’s even more evident now.  
The EU is weakened by its internal troubles, Britain’s Brexit vote, political and economic 
instability. It is still an important source of technical leadership and expertise. 
Particularly the Nordic countries are inspirations in their roll-outs of renewable energy 
and city transformation focused on active transport and public transport, and their 
international aid programmes for the Global South are seen as effective and 
inspirational. (I’ve just been listening to a talk on important Nordic work on NAMAs as a 
contributor to NDCs – unfortunately COP does have a language all of its own.) But 
politically here, the EU seems to be not turning back but not striding out either. 
The American official delegation is being treated compassionately, but as one delegate 
said to me “understandably they’re mostly concerned about whether they’ll have a job”. 
American universities and NGOs are still important for their capabilities – I’ve just been 
talking to the Centre for Biological Diversity, and looking at the work of the Scripps 
Institute. Their expertise is clearly going to continue to be important, whatever happens 
in US politics. 
The Global South is here, increasingly inventive, increasingly aware – but everyone’s 
worried about where the money’s going to come from to fund projects if Trump pulls out 
America’s cash. 
So increasingly it is from China that the big political push for action to deliver at least 
something like the highly ambitious but essential restriction of warming to something 
close to 1.5 degrees agreed in Paris.   
As we go into the second week – the sharp end of COP – when important decisions will 
be made, the mood isn’t one of despair. There’s not a lot of buoyant optimism, but then 
there wasn’t at this stage in Paris either. 
A scoreboard of the progress of the first week pretty well comes up as orange lights – a 
lot still too do but not the red of despair.  
The lack of global media attention here isn’t surprising – Paris was the big splash event, 
this is a step towards delivering on the promises there – promises it is worth remember 
were made by every country on this planet. 
And if China does lead here, that’s a reflection, and very likely an indication, of the 
shifting plates of geopolitics. If Beijing is leading in pushing reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissions, it is likely its industries, its companies will benefit. 
The US sometimes seems to be trying to under-develop itself – failing to invest in the 
education of its people, in its essential infrastructure, and if Trump does drag it away 
from climate mitigation measures, then its companies and people will be poorer for it in 
the future. 
Although on the other side of the balance, the racing advance of renewable energy, 
particularly solar, in being cost-competitive with coal and gas, may pull American 
companies and industries towards low-carbon options despite the government. 
And the fast advance of battery storage has huge possibilities for individual households. 
The ability to live off-grid, self-sufficiently, is likely to prove irresistibly to many – 
pushing forward for reasons other than the environmental. 

http://www.huffingtonpost.ca/2016/04/20/coral-bleaching-great-bar_n_9741040.html
http://stoppneumonia.org/event/cop22-climate-change-conference/
http://stoppneumonia.org/event/cop22-climate-change-conference/
https://www.norden.org/en/news-and-events/news/new-nordic-climate-solutions-at-cop22-in-marrakech
http://www.biologicaldiversity.org/
https://scripps.ucsd.edu/
https://scripps.ucsd.edu/
http://climatetracker.org/week1cop22overview/
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The US better hope that commercial companies and individuals can provide this 
leadership, for otherwise it risks being left behind in a fast-changing world.  
It’s not just in the “soft power” of climate leadership that China is pushing ahead of it 
here – it could also be in technology and economic opportunity. 
Here at the Marrakesh climate talks, as is the case across the world economically, 
socially, environmentally and political – the underlying story is one of fast-moving 
change.  
Natalie Bennett was an official delegate   at COP22  with the Green Economics Institute 

 

 
Natalie Bennet one of our official Delegates to Cop22 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.greeneconomics.org.uk/
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Section 15b: 

The Importance of Travelling by Train Whenever possible 

which the Green Economics Institute tirelessly supports 

 

A report of travelling to the COP22 by train  
by Natalie Bennett 

 

 
Natalie travelled to Marrakesh by train 

Guided by the invaluable Man in Seat Sixty One (www.seat61.com), I booked my 

tickets for the journey to Marrakesh a couple of months in advance, which kept the 

costs down. 

The trip started with a simple Eurostar hop to Paris, then I left Paris Gare de Lyon in 

the early afternoon for the long but comfortable and relaxed run to Barcelona.I'm 

working on a book, so the power point by the seat (European plug of course) came in 

very handy, and glancing up from my work to see the countryside rolling by was very 

pleasant, as was the chance to get up and stretch my legs whenever I wanted. 

I was pleased to find a number of other Britons travelling to Barcelona by train, and I 

swapped coffee runs with a lovely couple travelling for their daughter's wedding in 

the Spanish city. They'd chosen train for its reliability - they'd had some bad times 

with flights being hopelessly delayed and cancelled, and this was one journey they 

wanted certainty on. 

I overnighted in Barcelona at the one star but surprisingly good Hotel Transit (budget 

accommodation has improved a great deal since my backpacker days), and the next 

morning had only a short stroll from the hotel for the 8.30am train. 

That whizzed me in high comfort on to Antequera-Santa Ana, where there was time 

for a quick lunch in the station cafe before boarding the local train to Algeciras. The 
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views along the way were spectacular - the snow-capped Pyrennes, great stretches of 

olive trees standing strong in apparent desert, and as long as I didn't glance at the 

speed indicator I wouldn't have had any idea I was travelling at 300kh/h. 

Announcements were in a range of languages, but there was no difficulty in 

understanding the necessary details. If I got an orange juice when I was trying to 

order pineapple, that was undoubtedly my own fault in trying to speak Spanish - 

English would have worked fine. 

This was a local, slow train - and one with a great many British accents (this is just 

inland from Malaga) - but there was still a power point at every seat and plenty of 

room between the comfortable seats. 

Arriving at Algeciras, it was a five-minute stroll to the port. You could see the sea 

from the train station, and from there I walked straight on to the bus transfer to 

Tarifa, the port for the fast catamaran across the Med, which took only an hour. It 

was a sober thought as I stood looking at the sea I was about to cross in air-

conditioned comfort, the same sea where so many thousands have lost their lives in a 

desperate bid for safe European refuge. 

But I was soon in Tangier, and settling into the wonderful, economical, comfortably 

aged grandeur of the Continental Hotel. I'd arrived at 9pm and could theoretically 

have caught the 9.55pm sleeper to Morocco that night, but I chose to take 24 hours of 

holiday in the comfortable, relatively untouristy streets of Tangier. 

I was able to buy my ticket at the train station next day, left my bags at a hotel nearby, 

and took the day to explore, before settling into my comfortable £28 couchette - 

sharing with three Moroccan women - a bargain. 

All up, the trip cost about £200 - the most ridiculous bargain being Paris-Barcelona 

for 33 euros. It was a great way to travel, and provided excellent work time. 

By contrast, my journey home on BA (forced by a long-booked appointment) was a 

tale of cramped misery. I was probably cutting it fine in arriving at the airport 90 

minutes before the flight, then on a fully booked plane I spent four hours packed into 

sardine conditions. The gentleman beside me had his elbow in my ribs the whole way, 

he had nowhere else to put it, ditto his knees in my space. I'm seldom glad of being 

only 1.6 metres - this time I was, for the man on the other side also was in "my" space, 

for want of any alternative. I didn't move for four hours - I couldn't without causing 

widespread disruption. I couldn't even reach the bag under the seat in front of me, 

while my other carry-on bag was travelling in business, for want of any space in the 

cattle cabin. I didn't get any work done, and when I arrived at Gatwick, train delays 

meant it took 2.5 hours to get to King's Cross station - as long as from there to Paris. 

It "only" cost £80 - some of the worst £80 I'd ever spent. 

Of course there's no justification for this travel mode costing less - and it doesn't, if 

you count the externalised costs of greenhouse gas emissions, air pollution, noise 

pollution and taxes avoided. (For aviation is avoiding taxes under worldwide 

regulations brought in when it was fledgling industry governments wanted to 

encourage) 

And there's no single rail ticket to Marrakesh - why not? Without the invaluable 

contribution of an individual's website, it would be hard to organise.  

Governments could do so much more to encourage this mode of travel - if only they 

had the will. 
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Natalie Arriving in Marakesh at the station- all smiles- it’s a great experience! 
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Section 16: Koryo Suzuki’s Report on Japan’s Energy and 

Climate Policies (Japan) 
 

 
 

The Japan’s dominant opinion to mitigate global warming is increasing nuclear 

power plants. The constructions are widely supported by Japanese government and 

Japanese electricity was generated by 30 % by the nuclear power plants. After 

Tohoku earthquake in 2011, it has stopped, but gradually it started working again to 

sustain Japanese economy and reduce CO2. Then, COP 22 in Marrakesh would 

enhance the direction of Japan to make Japanese reliance on nuclear power plants 

further. 

 

The Japan traditionally relied heavily on fire power plants till the end of 1970s. 

However, Oil Crisis in late 1970s changed Japanese energy policy because it is 

revealed that concentration of dependency of energy security on fire power plants 

would not satisfy energy security in Japan. Thus, Japanese government decided to 

develop other power plants to sustain the energy security in Japan. Also, Japanese 

government had duties to reduce CO2 by Kyoto Protocol. Then, expansion of the 

most cost-effective alternative, nuclear power plants which do not emit CO2 are 

particularly stressed. Also, the connection between politics and companies in Japan is 

very high. And the companies are fascinated to the continuous and vast amount of 

generation of electricity by the nuclear power plants and do not the business chance 

in the clean energy. Thus, Japanese government is obsessed on the nuclear power 
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plants. Also, bearcats are also connected to sustain the nuclear power plants system. 

Thus, COP 22 which progresses the rule of Paris agreement to reduce CO2 would 

increase the Japanese reliance of nuclear power plants. 

 

However, the economic perspective of nuclear power plants was questionable 

through the experience of Tohoku earthquake in 2011 in Japan. Japanese 

government calculated that nuclear power plants are about 40% cheaper than fire 

power plants. However, Professor Oshima, Japanese environmental economist 

recalculated that from 1970 to 2007 by using company security reports of 9 

companies in Japan. The calculation also included the cost of backend cost of nuclear 

power plants (e.g. the cost to dispose nuclear wastes and the cost of decomposition of 

nuclear power plants) which is overlooked by Japanese government. Then it is 

revealed that the generation cost of electricity of nuclear power plants is cheaper by 

10% (1.2 yen/kw) compared to fire power plants. Also, After Fukushima, Professor 

Oshima recalculated the cost by including 2 factors. First one is the cost of 

reprocessing spent nuclear fuels, which was postponed not to be introduced to cost. 

Second one is the cost of compensation on the severe accident of nuclear power 

plant’s explosion (10 trillion yen!). By introducing the cost, finally, he the cost of 

nuclear power plants is about 15 yen/kw. This is about 60 % more expensive than fire 

power plants. Also, the cost of marine wind power generator is 9 to 13 yen/kw. 

Also, there are another cost which are not introduced to this calculation. The nuclear 

power plants emit warm sewage. Because of that, it is analyzed that the sea 

temperature around the nuclear power plants has increased by 2 to 3 degree on 

average. Also, the chlorine chemicals are used in the pipes in the cooling system to 

prevent such as oysters attach to the pipes. Because of that marine biodiversity is 

destroyed. In fact, the see around Kawauchi nuclear power plants witnessed the 

resurrection of traditional marine biodiversity such as seaweed of Hizikia. Thus, for 

the sustainability, to internalize these costs to calculate cost of nuclear power plants 

correctly would be essential. 

From these, nuclear power plant’s economic efficiency became questionable. 

However, the transmission of electricity and generating electricity is controlled by 

few electric companies such as Tokyo Electric Power Cooperation. Thus, their 

unbundling should be done to enhance entrances of many other electronic companies 

to cause competition to decrease the price would be important for Japan whose debt 

is 200% of its GDP. In addition, the legislation that the environmental costs should 

be introduced to the electricity price would also be essential. To sum, Japan would be 

required to tackle global warming with considering other externalities caused by each 

power plant. 

In addition, if Japan continue using money to nuclear power plants and do not 

develop the renewable energy, Japan’s wealth will flow to other country through 

import of the power plant. 

Thus, the nuclear power plants would be economically irrational at least in the long 

span. 

 

Also, we should remember the problem of nuclear power plants is not only the 

problem of economics. The compensation cost of nuclear power plants in Japan at 

this stage is about 11 trillion. However, all of the benefit generated by nuclear power 

plants are about 4 trillion. Namely, the compensation cost is derived from individuals 
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in Japan as a tax. It means that beneficiary pays principle is done to save the 

electronic companies in Japan instead of polluter pays principle. In other words, we 

are in front of the ethical problem. 

Also, 700 billions of subsidy were used to make the region accept to introduce the 

nuclear power plants. Those regions has not high economic status, so they accept 

nuclear power plants. However, the cost is used for such as construction of buildings. 

However, they have no cost to maintain the buildings and thus, they accept to 

construct new nuclear power plants. Then, the system that the region rely their 

development rely on the subsidy even though the nuclear power plants have the 

limitation of resource. 

 

Thus, use of nuclear power plants would require severe discussion even though 

Japanese government decide to rely the nuclear power plants more as well as 

economics. However, COP 22 would enhance the use of nuclear power plants which 

are economically questionable and delay the expansion of renewable power plants 

more. Namely, COP 22 would be economically negative 

 

In conclusion, the Japanese energy policy would further reliance of nuclear power 

plants because of COP 22 to worsen Japanese economic condition. However, if 

Japanese government and companies recognize the Paris agreement progressed by 

COP 22 would become business chance because the demand for technology to reduce 

CO2 emission would be increased very much. If so, COP 22 would work economically 

positively on Japan. 
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Section 17: Jathan’s Report on the COP Debrief 

A short report on the Green Economic Institute (GEI) meeting held in London on Monday 
the 21st November which included a briefing from GEI delegates who attended the COP22 
UNFCC United Nations Climate Conference 2016 held in Marrakesh, Morocco last week.   

Miriam Kennet (delegation leader), Director of GEI:  Miriam spoke on the 
significance of the COP Process and the contents (or lack of) of the Marrakesh 
Declaration/Action Proclamation – the outcome of COP22.  The Chinese have become very 
much more positive in both what they are saying and doing.  The UK effort was poor 
although there were worst contributions from other countries (re Middle East and Russia).  
A paper that the UK, in collaboration with Australia, provided at the conference listed the In-
tended Nationally Determined Contribution (INDC) for each country – the outcome of 
COP21 - but it was not in a very readable form.  Next year’s COP23 will take place in Bonn, 
Germany with Fiji chairing.  Miriam feels this indicates a serious 
consideration/prioritisation will be given of the effects of sea rise on islands as well as low 
lying land generally.  A useful site she referenced was the Global Carbon Atlas.  She also said 
that one of the first actions that Trump has planned (announced on the 20th Nov.) is to 
remove funding for the NASA website Global Climate Change providing up-to-date (almost 
real-time) information on the ‘vital signs of the planet’. 
. 
Natalie Bennett (delegate): (UK and Australasia) Agricultural Scientist, Media Specialist 
and recent Leader of the Greens GPEW.  Natalie discussed agricultural adaptation challenges 
and developments.  She referenced a NY Times report showing that the French were 
producing better yields than the US (despite GMO).  Also, the need for Co-Ops to assist local 
food production (example given based in Manchester - Kindling Trust) and the benefits of 
returning to older methods such as having 3 gains growing in one field at the same time.  
 
Susan Shipley (delegate) on behalf of Michael Shipley (delegate) who was 
unable to attend: Michael is a specialist in Biologist and Policy Maker, Ecology, Policy 
Methodology and Implementation and Sue is a specialist in Policy Making, Indigenous 
Peoples, Climate Floods and Health.  Sue read from Michaels prepared speech.  He 
emphasises that regulatory and legislative framework are key to sustainability.  He suggested 
that maybe the UN HQ could be relocated if the US goes in the wrong direction and that Ban 
Ki Moon’s statement at COP22 (his last as Secretary General of the UN) was significant as 
well as passionate. 
Rose Bridger: author and specialist on Aerotroplis and Aviation Economics.  She gave a 
presentation on the ecological and social effects of major airport centric megaprojects in 
aviation and land grab across the world - known as Aerotropolis.  Examples given were: 
Kertajati, West Java; Jeju, South Korea; Tasyuan, Taiwan; Kuala Lumpur; Dallas-Fort 
Worth; Istanbul and an airport threat to the Maasai lands in Kenya.  Connected with these 
projects are cement production which is a huge Co2 producer by the very nature of the 
manufacturing process.  An organisation - Global Anti-Aerotropolis Movement (GAAM) was 
set up to raise public awareness and to take action on these socially and ecologically harmful 
mega-airport development projects.  The discussion went on to areas such as limiting each 
person’s carbon ration to 2 tonnes (or perhaps 1.7) per annum, ecocide and violation of 
human rights. 
Koryo Suzuki: Senior Economist and Econometrician, he discussed the implications of the 
economics of the nuclear industry in Japan.  As a background to this subject he said that it 
was estimated that for a 1˚C rise in temperature there would be a corresponding 12% 
reduction in yield of rice (COP 22), in Japan 30 to 40% of total food consumed is rice.  The 
amount of electric power generated by nuclear has gone up since the Fukushima incident of 

http://globalcarbonatlas.org/en/CO2-emissions
http://climate.nasa.gov/evidence/
http://kindling.org.uk/
http://www.airportwatch.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/GAAM-Join-the-Movement.pdf
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2011 and there is a political-government-nuclear triangle lock that is hard to break.  Koryo 
said that there is a potential for geo-thermal energy that is 3 x that of the current nuclear 
output in Japan. 
 
All of the above speakers spoke with passion.  An open discussion / workshop followed to 

determine GEI actions (to become the GEI’s London Declaration) which produced a list: * a 

gold standard of sustainability; * referencing to Holocene conditions of the planet and 

highlight/action against eco-crime that takes us away from this; global health; biodiversity; * 

happiness and sustainability (university of the forest, indigenous wisdom, ‘over-

development’ of the west); * system –vs- individual’s wellbeing; * youth voice (vote at 16); 

separation of business from politics.  It was agreed that a follow up meeting will be held in 

the New Year. 
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Section 18: Jack Easton ( Official Delegate) gave a report on 

climate finance  

 
UK noticeable by its lack of presence at the cop. being represented by trade minister nick 

hurde says it all. But let's face it, Foreign sec. Boris would be totally out of his depth. There 

are some impressive people here. I understand that the Bangladeshi President linked 

migration and climate change 

Jack Easton talked about how the 400 billion dollars of annual fossil fuel subsidies globally 

needs to be phased out as it dwarfs the 100 billion allocated to sort out climate change by 

COP for less developed countries,  according to Jathans report. 

Jack has significant expertise as an auditor, accountant, tax specialist, advisor on economics 
and investment for change.  He pointed out some of the ways that the economic system could 
be changed.  The figure of $100bn for climate change mitigation in developing countries was 
put into perspective when compared to the $90tn of global investment each year.  There is a 
need for Carbon Costing and for getting rid of the $400bn annual fossil fuel subsidies and 
hypothecating Carbon Taxes to climate care. 
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Section 19: Dr Graham Kennedy MP (New Zealand)  

 

 MP Dr Graham Kennedy gave a wonderful speech encouraging the world to set up a 

permanent secretariat for continuous climate monitoring and governance as a global 

institutions on a par with the United Nations Security Council and encouraged the GEI to 

join in the initiative. Dr Graham Kennedy MP (New Zealand): discussed the significance of 

climate change on New Zealand and the importance of the COP Process.  He was suggesting 

that if you can have a UN Security Council then why not a permanent council covering 

climate?  Also, there had been efforts to raise climate as a global security issue via the 

Security Council but so far not successfully.  He also suggested that to make progress on 

climate change policy there needed to be a concertation on the positive co-benefits: e.g. clean 

water, security, migration ( this introduction  on the speech is from Jathan)  

The speech from Dr Kennedy follows:  

1.       Every UN annual climate negotiation has its unique character. COP-22 (Marrakesh, 7-

18 Nov. ‘16) was marked by two features: 

(a)     Political: The surreal experience of the US election early into the Conference, the 

ensuing cloud hanging over the negotiations, followed by the defiant voice emerging from 

leaders (Kerry, Hollande) that no single country will derail the global climate movement; 

(b)     Diplomatic: The negotiating effort to begin the implementation of the Paris Agreement, 

made urgent by its early entry-into-force the week before, thwarted by the tendency to re-

litigate much of the decades-old underlying argumentation. 

 

2.       COP-22 was meant to commence the to development of the ‘Paris rule-book’.  There 

already is a rule-book – from the Kyoto Protocol. But Kyoto has become politically toxic (US, 
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Canadian withdrawal; Russian, Japanese, NZ non-participation in Phase 2, 2013-20; 

continuing dispute of the ‘global bifurcation’ between developed and developing burden-

sharing). So ‘top-down’ is out and ‘bottom-up’ is in; the ringing phrases that infuse the 

negotiating atmosphere were: ‘party-driven’ (no leadership or initiative allowed from the UN 

secretariat); ‘inclusive’ (even small states can withhold consensus); ‘national circumstances’ 

(no uniform framework handed to parties to shape the nature or time-frame of their 

‘contributions’). So the ‘Paris rule-book’ (addressing mitigation through NDCs; adaption; 

climate-finance; verification measures; technology-transfer; loss-and-damage) will not 

adopt, or have any direct link from, the current Kyoto rules.  All 197 parties will laboriously 

renegotiate rules to commence in 2020. It is possible there will be none. 

3.       There are many complications.  The number of states parties to the three treaties (197 

for UNFCCC, 192 for Kyoto, 112 for Paris) mean that there are different plenary sessions for 

each, separately adopting cross-referencing decisions (COP for the ’92 Rio convention; CMP 

for the ’97 Kyoto protocol; CMA for the Paris Agreement). And a special ad-hoc working 

group had been set up for the Paris Agreement (APA), so the CMA opened and immediately 

adjourned. Then there are the subsidiary bodies continuing negotiations over the technical 

substance (SBI, SBSTA). And the ‘informals’. So there is a myriad of different meetings 

proceeding simultaneously. 

4.       Outcome: little achieved for the ‘Paris rule-book’; to be continued at Bonn’s inter-

sessional, May ’17. 

5.       The Upside: 

(a) There was a good focus on ‘upping ambition’, and the 2018 Facilitative Dialogue is going 

to have huge political importance; possibly with pressure for revised NDCs; 

(b) The engagement of the private sector and civil society continues to strengthen; the 

Trump victory failed to destroy the 2016 negotiations; if anything it induced a defiant global 

resolve (100%-23%....).  Both China and the EU are likely to step into the global leadership 

joint role 

 

The dinosaur awakes – How quickly will it move; how clearly can it think? 

November 11, 2016 Kennedy Graham  

Disclaimer: this blog was written prior to the results of the US election.  

Humanity has woken, after a quarter-century of fitful slumber, to the fact of climate 
change.  Dangerous climate change. 

The 1992 Framework Convention spoke of ‘dangerous’ climate change.  It did not speak of 
‘catastrophic’ change, primarily because those present never thought for a moment global 
emissions would rise to their current levels. For 24 years we have blended denialism, 
prevarication and rivalry in a fateful mix that has thwarted rapid and rational remedial 
action. 

https://blog.greens.org.nz/2016/11/11/the-dinosaur-awakes-how-quickly-will-it-move-how-clearly-can-it-think/
https://blog.greens.org.nz/author/kennedy-graham/
http://unfccc.int/essential_background/items/6031.php
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Paris last year (COP-21) was the turn-around.  With few exceptions, governments, 
corporates, firms and households, and indeed the media, now accept the threat of dangerous 
climate change. And with few exceptions, we embrace the challenge of saving ourselves from 
it. There is no doubt, a sea-change has occurred. 

The question then is, has that global change occurred in time, and even so, do we have the 
collective capability, the unbearable political lightness of being, to reduce global emissions 
on a downward curve through 2030 and ’50 that allows the temperature to stay under 2.0°C? 

The answer is being developed at the COP-22 in Marrakesh, which started today. 

I am at Marrakesh for the conference, as part of the NZ delegation.  My participation, I think, 
helps develop a national consensus for stronger climate policy.  It is what lies behind 
Parliament’s new cross-party climate group, GLOBE-NZ.  It is what I think lies behind the 
Minister’s support for the group, and for the consultancy work we have commissioned for 
‘alternative but equally effective transformational pathways to carbon neutrality for New 
Zealand’. 

There is no time left to look back now; only time to work together.  We in the Green Party 
will continue to challenge the Government on climate policy, but with a healthy respect and 
with a search for collaboration. 

The existential challenge, here at COP-22, is ‘ambition’ – the national targets to reduce the 
global emissions curve.  ‘Top-down’ is out now; ‘bottom-up’ is effectively in. We are, 
therefore, wilfully and consciously reliant on enlightened self-interest to save ourselves. 

The challenge to us, as a species, is historically unprecedented. United Nations Environment 
Programme calculates that current pledges for 2030 are 25% above the 2.0°C pathway and 
will result in a temperature rise of 3.4°C – ‘catastrophic’ in other words.  So, now the Paris 
Agreement is in force, can we bring forward at COP-22 a new-found resolve to make the 
2018 ‘facilitative dialogue’ a meaningful review of our collective efforts in global 
mitigation?  Challenge 1. 

Challenge 2: how quickly, how effectively, can we replace, or complement, the Kyoto Protocol 
rules with a new Paris rule-book for post-2020. A rulebook that embraces all 197 parties of 
the Framework Convention (assuming the remaining 97 non-ratifying states do so), and 
includes forestry rules, carbon credit-trading rules, the role of agriculture, a transparency 
framework, and guidance on adequate climate financing for technology transfer and 
adaptation. A rulebook for implementing the International Framework for Loss and Damage, 
for blending in the aviation, and hopefully a shipping, arrangement with the Paris 
Agreement. 

There is no guarantee the behemoth that is the UN multilateral negotiating machinery will 
be up to the task.  If we had half a century, it would be. 

The creature is awake, now.  But how fast will it move?  How quickly can it think? 

If we only had time. 

 

 

http://unfccc.int/meetings/marrakech_nov_2016/meeting/9567.php
http://www.unep.org/newscentre/Default.aspx?DocumentID=27088&ArticleID=36295&l=en
http://www.unep.org/newscentre/Default.aspx?DocumentID=27088&ArticleID=36295&l=en
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Section 20: Debrief Session with Bianca Madison –Vuleta and Sue 

Shipley Planning next steps  

 

 

Tanja Rebel (above with Sue Shipley) advises 3 follow up steps from our event

:  

1) Declare Ecocide a Crime enshrined in International Law 

2) Separate Government and Business - again enshrined in Law 

3) Support Indigenous Rights om a Global level and raise their status to "Teachers of 

Humanity" 

In the short run symptomatic approaches, such as ending Fossil Fuel Subsidies and 

introducing Carbon taxation, are of course paramount. 
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Planning our new TV Channel  

 

Some of the participants went for a meal and planning our new TV Station 
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Call for Delegates for our Delegation in 
November 2017 Bonn, Germany,  hosted by 
the Island Nation of Fiji 
The Green Economics Institute is calling for 10 delegates.  

5 people to enter and negotiate the climate treaty COP23 and to run a side event on the 

climate science and to host an exhibition stand during the conference 

5 people to and to run two  side events,  one on  the climate science, and one on the economy 

and politics and to host an exhibition stand during the conference in the external zone.  

The delegates will be expected to work as a team, to attend  pre cop planning meetings at the 

Green Economics Institute and attend a pre cop and post cop event /mini conference and 

send blogs, photographs and sent reports about the event and to analyse what is happening. 

Applications are being taken now. We expect to have 40 people listed in the team.  

Please email us at greeneconomicsinstitute@yahoo.com explaining why you wish to come 

along and what you can offer. We aim to have gender balance and a balance of people from 

all walks of life, ages and all parts of the world in our team to represent all of humanity! 
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MARRAKECH ACTION PROCLAMATION 
FOR OUR CLIMATE AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT  
We, Heads of State, Government, and Delegations, gathered in Marrakech, on African soil, 
for the High-Level Segment of the 22nd Session of the Conference of the Parties to the 
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, the 12th Session of the 
Conference of the Parties serving as the Meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol, and the 
1st Session of the Conference of the Parties serving as the Meeting of the Parties to the Paris 
Agreement, at the gracious invitation of His Majesty the King of Morocco, Mohammed VI, 
issue this proclamation to signal a shift towards a new era of implementation and action on 
climate and sustainable development.  
Our climate is warming at an alarming and unprecedented rate and we have an urgent duty 
to respond.  
We welcome the Paris Agreement, adopted under the Convention, its rapid entry into force, 
with its ambitious goals, its inclusive nature and its reflection of equity and common but 
differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities, in the light of different national 
circumstances, and we affirm our commitment to its full implementation.  
Indeed, this year, we have seen extraordinary momentum on climate change worldwide, and 
in many multilateral fora. This momentum is irreversible – it is being driven not only by 
governments, but by science, business and global action of all types  
at all levels.  
Our task now is to rapidly build on that momentum, together, moving forward purposefully 
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and to foster adaptation efforts, thereby benefiting and 
supporting the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and its Sustainable Development 
Goals.  
We call for the highest political commitment to combat climate change, as a matter of urgent 
priority.  
We call for strong solidarity with those countries most vulnerable to the impacts of climate 
change, and underscore the need to support efforts aimed to enhance their adaptive capacity, 
strengthen resilience and reduce vulnerability.  
We call for urgently raising ambition and strengthening cooperation amongst ourselves to 
close the gap between current emissions trajectories and the pathway needed to meet the 
long-term temperature goals of the Paris Agreement.  
We call for an increase in the volume, flow and access to finance for climate projects, 
alongside improved capacity and technology, including from developed to developing 
countries.  
We the Developed Country Parties reaffirm our USD $100 billion mobilization goal.  
  
We call for all Parties to strengthen and support efforts to eradicate poverty, ensure food 
security and to take stringent action to deal with climate change challenges in agriculture.  
We, unanimously, call for further climate action and support, well in advance of 2020, taking 
into account the specific needs and special circumstances of developing countries, the least 
developed countries and those particularly vulnerable to the adverse impacts of climate 
change.  
We who are Parties to the Kyoto Protocol encourage the ratification of the Doha 
Amendment.  
We, collectively, call on all non-state actors to join us for immediate and ambitious action 
and mobilization, building on their important achievements, noting the many initiatives and 
the Marrakech Partnership for Global Climate Action itself, launched  
in Marrakech.  
The transition in our economies required to meet the objectives of the Paris Agreement 
provides a substantial positive opportunity for increased prosperity and sustainable 
development.  
The Marrakech Conference marks an important inflection point in our commitment to bring 
together the whole international community to tackle one of the greatest challenges of our 
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time.  
As we now turn towards implementation and action, we reiterate our resolve to inspire 
solidarity, hope and opportunity for current and future generations.  
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The Green Economics Institute  

Climate Change and Energy Books 
 

 
 
 
 

Green Economics and Climate Change,  Miriam Kennet & Winston Ka Ming Mak (UK & 
Hong Kong), ISBN 9781907543104 

The Greening of Energy Policies, Green Economics: The Greening of Energy 
Policies: The Human Cost of Current Energy Polices in the Post -Fukishima and 
Post- Chernobyl World! (Handbook of Green Economics) Miriam Kennet (UK) &  Ryota 
Koike (Japan) ISBN 9781907543326 

Green Culture, Cultures and Philosophy, Miriam Kennet (UK)  & Nelly Eysholdt 
(Germany)  

Management and economic analysis of the use of Micro Algae Biomass, Iolanda 
Cum, (Italy) ISBN 9781907543982 

Rolling back the Tide of Climate Change in the USA and China. Renewable 
solutions and policy instruments, Professor Peter Yang ISBN 9781907543777 
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Renewables are getting cheaper, Professor Peter Yang (China & USA) ISBN 9781907543722 

Sustainable Energy Economics in Egypt and the MENA Region, Hend Ahmed 
Mohamed Mohamed Saadelin (Egypt) ISBN 9781907543173 

Growth for Sustainability: A Critique of Economics for the Post Oil Age Keissi 
Prendushi,(Italy),  Miriam Kennet,(UK), Nelly Eysholdt(Germany)  
ISBN 9781907543135 

Renewable Energy Choices: Energy for the 21st 22nd 23rd centuries- Innovation, 
inspiration &  implementation, Miriam Kennet,(UK) Nelly Eysholdt (Germany),  Jasmeet 
Phagoora (UK) Federica Savarino (Italy)  & Iolanda Cum(Italy) , ISBN  9781907543463166 
 

To order these wonderful international books please email 
greeneconomicsinstitute@yahoo.com  

to find out more information 
www.greeneconomics.org.uk 

www.greeneconomicsinstitute.com 
www.greeneconomicsinstitutetrust.org 

 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:greeneconomicsinstitute@yahoo.com
http://www.greeneconomics.org.uk/
http://www.greeneconomicsinstitute.com/
http://www.greeneconomicsinstitutetrust.org/


The Green Economist, Volume 11 Issue No 2 Autumn 2016 
Green Economics Institute Delegation Reports from COP22 from around the world 

Page No. 60 

 

The Green Economics Institute 
Conference Invitation  

 
Meet our team of climate specialists 

COP 22 UNFCC United Nations Climate 

Conference Debrief/Climate Change! 

Europe House, London.  

11.00- 16.00 Monday, November 21
st

 2016 

 

 

The Green Economics Institute is pleased to invite you to its COP22 UNFCC United Nations 

Climate Conference Marrakesh, Morocco Debrief. Come and have your say in this 

momentus week. Get your voice heard! Input to the process of government. 
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Hear first hand from our own delegates, discuss the implications of a Trump win for the 

climate negotiations. Find out what is really happening- the truth behind the news. 404 parts 

per millions, more CO2 than for 700,000 years, how to implement carbon rationing, what 

really is going on? 

Input to our negotiation team. Join our teams- have your say on the pressing issues of this 

week! We need this work more than ever before.  

Please email to book  your  place and to receive a ticket and the programme for the day. 

RSVP by email to greeneconomicsinstitute@yahoo.com without delay. The attendance is 

free but we encourage you to join our global network of 25,000 like minded people. Places 

are by prior reservation ticket only so please just email us to obtain a ticket. 

Speakers and Our Official Delegation  team at COP22 consists of: 

Miriam Kennet: Climate scientist and economist, Editor of the world first Green Academic 
Journal, The International Journal of Green Economics. Author of many books and papers. 
Member of the Environmental Change Institute, University of Oxford, Chair of its COP21 
Paris climate science panel,  Green Business Award from Luxembourg Ministry of Trade, 
100 most powerful global women One world action. Editor of several publications on 
migration and on climate change. Part of The Foreign Office’s Green Caribbean leaders 
2030 initiative. 

Michelle S Gale de Oliveira: (USA and Brazil) Director, human rights law specialist –
economist- international relations 

Michael Shipley: Biologist and Policy Maker, Ecology, policy methodology and 
implementation. Methodology 

Susan Shipley: Health implications, drought/flood policies, impacts on indigenous people& 
activities 

Jack Easton: Auditor, accountant, tax specialist, advisor on economics and investment for 
change 

Natalie Bennett: (UK and Australasia)  Agricultural Scientist, Media Specialist and recent 
Leader of the Greens  GPEW  

Councillor David Williams: Oxford County Council, Green Cities specialist and China UK 
business expert 

Allison Williams: Artist in Residence. Trade Unions  

Rose Bridger specialist in aviation and land grab and author of  The Plane Truth  

Hend Ahmed  (Egypt) Professional Economics Researcher and Author of our book on 

climate change and renewables in Egypt and the MENA region. 

Bianca Madison  - Vuleta Climate and Sustainability Campaigner 
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Programme for the London COP 22 Debrief  
November 22

nd
 11.00- 16.00 

11.00 Introduction to interpreting and 
understanding world events 

and what happened at COP22  
The climate science 

Linking the events in the USA 
and world politics with climate 

change 

Directors and 
Standing 

Delegation 
Leaders 

 
Miriam Kennet 

(With Michelle S Gale 
de Oliveira in the 

USA) 

11.30 Green perspectives on climate 
change and the UN COP 

process 

Agricultural and 
Food implications 
specialist Former 

leader of the 
Greens  

Natalie Bennett 

12.00 The impact of investment and 
the affect on the economy 

Auditor 
Accountant and 

campaigner 

Jack Easton  

12.30 COP22 from Indigenous views 
and climate flood and 

environmental issues and 
health 

Specialist in policy 
making, 

indigenous 
peoples, climate 
floods and health  

Sue Shipley 

13.00 Lunch    

13.30 Renewables and climate 
change in Egypt and the MENA 

region  

Professional 
Economics 

Researcher in 
Egypt 

Hend Ahmed  

14.00 Green Cities and Practical 
steps for change at the council 

level  

Green Cities- 
leader of two city 

councils and 
specialist in trade 

with China  

Councillor David 
Williams 

14.30  Strategies for combatting 
climate change A biologists 

view 

Biologist and 
ecologist and 
policy maker 

Michael Shipley 

15.00 Strategies for changing our 
economy 

Author, specialist 
in Aerotropolis 
and aviaition 
economies  

Rose Bridger 

15.30  Artist in residence reports back  Artist and trade 
union specialist  

Allisson Williams 

15.45  Closing remarks and plans for 
next steps and COP23 

 Miriam Kennet and 
whole team 

16.00-  Close   

Email us for a place  

greeneconomicsinstitute@yahoo.com  
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Our climate work and policies at COP22 Marakesh UNFCC Climate 

Conference 

Disaster:  We are now at 404 ppm  CO2! The world has not experienced such high  
levels for 700,000 years. Ration our personal C02 use to two tonnes of carbon each. 
Limit climate change to 1.5 degrees of warming NOW. 
Potential Global warming warning today of    7 degrees &  
sea levels are rising enough to start wiping out many 
countries, coastlines, small island states, & our entire civilisation in 
this century. Most major cities are situated by water, sea or 
rivers. More and more flooding, inland cities are already 
struggling to provide enough water for citizens and droughts, 
flash floods and extreme events are already coming. 
 Health effects, (heart attacks) pollution, half of all species and animals on earth are being 
wiped out at the moment. Fish in the seas we take for granted all face extinction, coral 
reefs, and the list goes on.  
Refugee and migration crisis has only just started. Mass displacement of human 
populations are already very evident.  It will become much, much worse as many of the  
world’s regions turn too hot to grow food or to survive the blistering temperatures. Scientists 
are extremely worried that no current methodology is making the grade politically to stop 
runaway climate change. We need action now! Acknowledge climate refugees and  the 
role of climate change in today’s political landslides, tsunamis and crises. 
 Reduce  demand for energy, decarbonisation and an 
immediate switch to renewables and removing the perverse 
incentives to continue to use fossil fuels. 

Governments to  chose now to move to 1.5 degrees implementation 
NOW- Not in the future. Each person to have a carbon ration of 2 
tonnes of carbon- No embedded carbon in products being moved around the world.. 
Make it legally binding. We need a more equitable sustainable fairer economy, 
working within the bounds of nature for all people everywhere, nature, other species, 
the planet &  its systems. 

 

Support our standing delegations to the United Nations COP 

Climate Conferences 

We work tirelessly to stop runaway climate change and have a regular COP delegation. Our 
teams comprise some of the world’s best climate scientists, Nobel Prize winners & climate 
experts. The  UNFCC Climate Change COP Conferences are a really important democratic 
coming together of voices from all over the globe. This matters: Inclusion is the only way we 
can combat climate change. The vulnerable suffer more climate change effects. More 
women and children were killed in New Orleans for example.  We  therefore support  COP.  
Much of the damage done to the climate is due to economics excuses and so together 
climate scientists, policy makers and economists must tackle and remove  vested interests &  
perverse incentives and shift the world’s economy to a more sustainable trajectory. Global, 
united, urgent &  determined COP.  
We would like to invite you to join us this year, and participate in the global transformation –  
The reformation of economics for a fairer world.  
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Green Economics and The Green Economics Institute’s Work 

The Aims of The Green Economics Institute are: 

To  Rebalance and Reform Finance, Banking, Economics and the Economy. 

To halt the rolling Tide of Climate Change, Halt the Mass Extinction of Species, Prevent 
Poverty and create an inclusive future looking economy for the benefit of all the worlds’ 
people, nature, other species and the planet. 

To challenge the narrow scope, core and assumptions of mainstream economics and 
use holistic, inclusive and interdisciplinary explanations, instruments, and tools.  

      To reform mainstream and neo classical economics to provide equal access for all, whilst 
providing academic rigour of the highest standards in terms of new thinking in philosophy, 
methodology and ontology for economics. (Tony Lawson Cambridge University Economics 
tutor and writer believes we are leading change by example in this respect.) 

     To found an inclusive, and progressive economics discipline based equally on 
environmental and social justice and on diversity which comfortably includes data 
and learning from other disciplines. We have managed to do this in the first 10 years 
of the Institute. 

      We return to the fundamentals, basing economics on oikia, which means household or 
estate management. Indeed, the Earth is the household on which we all depend.  

     The four pillars of Green Economics, in a framework of social and moral underpinning:                                       
Policymaking, Campaigning, Business, Academic  

Challenges we face ahead:  The world is undergoing social and 
environmental change and a global shift in power. Wealth is 
accumulating in fewer hands. Democracy is under threat. Globalisation 
has led to production being mainly in sweatshops in the East. The 
European Economy has been hollowed out.  

The Green Economics Institute is an independent, international, 
networking body, working on the core philosophies of economics 

& ecological reality.  

greeneconomicsinstitute@yahoo.com  

Our contact details 

Websites: www.greeneconomics.org.uk  
www.greeneconomicsinstutetrust.org   
www.greeneconomicsinstitute.com  
 

Telephone 
 

0044(0) 7990590463/ 07990590463 

Email:  greeneconomicsinstitute@yahoo.com, 
info@greeneconomicsinstitutetrust.org   
 

Offices:  The Green Economics Institute 
Clarendon Business Centre, Bracknell, 
Berkshire and Tidmarsh, Reading, 
RG8 8EP Company number 5258112  
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Hend Ahmed launches her book on Renewables in Egypt and the Middle East Region  

 

 

 

 

 


