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Dear Colleagues,

The international scientific community tells us that, if global carbon emissions 
do not begin to fall dramatically before the end of the decade, we are likely 
to trigger climate impacts which will quite literally change the face of the 
earth.  Current efforts to address the looming climate catastrophe are clearly 
insufficient, and we risk condemning future generations to the consequences 
of our inaction today. 

It’s clear that a rapid transition from fossil fuels to renewable energy is 
required if we are to tackle climate change while keeping the lights on – 
and, hearteningly, the renewables revolution seems to be gathering pace, 
as better technology, lower prices, and growing political commitment help 
drive the deployment of solar and wind power. China and Taiwan are playing 
a key role in this, and are among the largest manufacturers of renewable 
energy equipment. China will also soon be the world’s largest generator of 
renewable electricity. 

But how can MPs speed up this process around the world? What new laws are 
required to enable renewable producers to bring their electricity to market? 
What regulatory changes will enable cross-border interconnectors to link 
areas of high demand with deserts rich in solar energy, and with windy seas 
and coastlines? How much will all this new capacity cost - and how exactly 
can public budgets leverage sufficient private investment in renewable 
generation and research? How can we create new incentives to encourage 
investment in renewables?

Although making the transition to renewable energy will not be easy, 
parliamentarians are in a unique position to take action. All that is required is 
understanding, personal commitment, and political will. 

Thus, the work of the Climate Parliament continues. If you would like any 
more information on our work, or are interested in attending any of our 
future events, please do consult our website – http://www.climateparl.net 
- or contact ben@climateparl.net. 

Sir Graham Watson

Chairman
The Climate Parliament
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Agenda overview

Session 1: Climate change: what is at stake?

 How is the climate already changing in China and worldwide - and what are 
the likely future impacts of global inaction? Climate scientists say that, with 
greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere rising steadily, we are currently 
on track to see rises of 2°C and then 4°C in the course of this century - and 
perhaps even 6°C by the end of the century. What might this mean for coastal 
areas, for agriculture and fisheries, for health and the economy? What might the 
world look like at each step on this temperature ladder?

Session 2: What will it take to prevent a climate catastrophe?

 What must be done to limit climate change to less than 2˚C average global 
temperature rise? How fast do emissions need to go down? Is it feasible? Why 
aren’t gains in clean power and energy efficiency slowing emissions growth? And 
what would it take to get off fossil fuels? Can we generate the necessary political 
will around the world? What are the main political obstacles? 

Session 3: Parliamentary action: Financing the transition 

 How can legislators increase public financial support for renewables in order to 
leverage the necessary private finance? The role of government subsidies for 
fossil fuels in influencing energy investment. What could be achieved by devoting 
1% of government budgets to renewables?

Session 4: Energy policy: Accelerating the transition

 What policy tools can governments use to expand renewable energy at the 
necessary speed? What needs to be done to unlock the huge financial resources 
of private bond and pension markets? How can public and private climate finance 
be mobilised at the scale required while avoiding energy price spikes? What 
lessons can be learnt from the Chinese model of renewable development?



Friday 11th July

09:00 – 09:20  Opening remarks
  Sir Graham Watson, Chairman, Climate Parliament
  Mr. Yu Yin, Vice-President, China International Exchange Association (CIEA)

09:20 – 09:40  Introductions

Session 1:  Climate change: what is at stake?
  How is the climate already changing in China and worldwide - and what  
  are the likely future impacts of global inaction? 

09:40 – 10:00  Time for action
  Mr. Nick Dunlop, Secretary-General, Climate Parliament

10:00 – 10:20  Current and future climate impacts in China and worldwide 
  Dr. Jiang Ke Jun, National Development and Reform Commission

10:20 – 11:10  Plenary discussion: What are the implications of climate chaos for the 
regions represented at the forum? Are developing countries going to suf-
fer the worst impacts? Are intensifying climate impacts making fossil fuel 
installations a risky investment?

 11:40 – 13:00  Discussion in Regional Groups

13:00 – 14:15  Lunch

Session 2:  What will it take to prevent a climate catastrophe?
  What must be done to limit climate change to less than 2˚C average global  
  temperature rise?

14:15 – 14:35  Do the maths: How fast do emissions need to go down?
  Mr. Duncan Clark, Researcher, UCL Energy Institute

14:35 – 14:55  The construction job: what will it take?
  Dr. Gerhard Knies, Co-Chair, Desertec University Network

14:55 – 15:45  Plenary discussion
  Can we generate the necessary political will around the world? What are  
  the main political obstacles? 

15:45 – 16:15  Tea and Coffee

16:15 – 17:45  Strategy discussion and action planning in regional groups

Programme



Saturday 12th July
 

09:00 – 09:10 Opening remarks
  Dr. Gao Hu, State Commission for Development and Reform

09:10 – 09:30  The scientific consensus on climate change: 
  Prof. Chris Field, Co-Chair of IPCC Working Group 2; Stanford University

09:30 - 09:55 Discussion

Session 3:  Parliamentary action: Financing the transition 
  How can legislators increase public financial support for renewables in  
  order to leverage the necessary private finance?

09:55 – 10:15  The role of government subsidies for fossil fuels
  Dr. Shelagh Whitley, Research Fellow, Overseas Development Institute

10:15 - 10:40  Discussion

10:40 – 11:00  Devoting 1% of government budgets to renewables
  Dr. Sanjay Kumar, Executive Director, Climate Parliament

13:00 – 14:15  Lunch

Session 4: Energy policy: Accelerating the transition
  What policy tools can governments use to expand renewable energy at 
  the necessary speed? 

14:15 - 14:25 Opening remarks
  Mr. Zhou Yu Peng, Deputy Leader of Shanghai People’s Congress

14:25 – 14:45  Renewable energy technologies and the Chinese renewables boom
  Mme. Geng Dang, Chinese Renewable Energy Association 

14:45 – 15:05  Incentivising renewables: practical policy approaches
  Ms. Sumedha Basu, Climate Parliament

15:05 – 15:45  Plenary discussion: What needs to be done to unlock the huge financial 
resources of private bond and pension markets? How can public and  
private climate finance be mobilised at the scale required while avoiding 
price spikes? What lessons can be learnt from the Chinese model of 
renewable development?



Mr Yu Yin, Vice-President of the CIEA, opened 
the Forum with short opening address. 
Beginning by welcoming the assembled 
delegates, Mr Yin moved quickly to a sobering 
assessment of the threat of climate change to 
the population of Asia and the world. 

Mr Yin pointed out that the glaciers of the 
Himalayas that nourish 1.1 billion Asians are 
already melting. If they disappear, where will 
the people get their water from? He argued 
that the world cannot afford to wait, and 
vigorous action to tackle the challenge is 
urgently required. 

Mr Yin then suggested that, despite the current 
limited nature of international commitments 
on climate so far,  they do at least represent a 
positive direction for moving forward – but it 
is only a faint glimmer of hope on the horizon. 
To address climate change effectively, he 
argued, will require a concerted, united effort 
from all of humanity. Coordinated, sustained 
organisation is required, and at present, 

we still have a long way to go. Yet, Mr Yin 
concluded, this is an issue that has a bearing 
on the very survival of humanity, and we must 
contribute all that we can.

The first formal presentation was made by Mr 
Nicholas Dunlop of the Climate Parliament. 
He began by outlining the big picture of the 
climate of 300 million years ago. With higher 
concentrations of carbon in the atmosphere to 
today, the average sea level was 70m higher; 
the North Pole was entirely free of ice while the 
South Poles boasted lush tropical jungles; huge 
deserts spanned the continents. Mr Dunlop 
prophesied darkly that, as we warm the planet, 
we’re in danger of triggering feedback loops 
which could return the planet to this state - a 
state essentially uninhabitable to man. 

He pointed out that global emissions keep on 
rising, despite twenty years of international 
negotiations. If the trend continues unabated, 
scientists predict a global increase in mean 
temperatures of around 5-6˚C by the end of 
the century. As Mr Dunlop put it, “there are 
people in this room today who will live to see a 
global climate that no human has ever had to 
live through before”. 

This dangerous new climate will have human 
impacts on an unimaginable scale, argued 
Mr Dunlop: low lying areas will be regularly 
flooded, desertification will spread through 
previously prosperous agricultural areas, 
stronger storms will batter coastlines and 
cities, new crop diseases will threaten food 
supplies, and the increased virility of existing 
human diseases will multiply the frequency 
and severity of epidemics. 

And yet, Mr Dunlop argued, this dark future is 
easily avoided. Indeed, there is nothing that 
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fossils do that we couldn’t do with renewables; 
all that is required is to swith our energy 
supply over to clean, sustainable sources such 
as wind and solar. This would, in addition to 
fighting climate change, enable those without 
access to energy to empower their lives 
through new sources of modern energy. Mr 
Dunlop hailed the example of China as world 
leader in the technology of renewable energy, 
and a country which is thinking big on the 
future of its energy supply. 

The next presentation came from Dr Jiang Ke 
Jun, Director of the Energy Research Institute 
at China’s National Development and Reform 
Commission in Beijing. Dr Jiang was one of 
the contributors to the recent IPCC AR5 report 
on climate mitigation, and opened his talk by 
pointing out how the city of Shanghai - site 
of the current Forum - graced the cover of 
the report as an example of rapid yet low-
carbon growth, powered through solar PV and 
coastal wind. Despite good examples such as 
these, however, Dr Jiang admitted that China’s 
emissions are growing rapidly, with almost 
1/3rd of global emissions coming from China 
already. 

Yet, at the same time China leads the way in 
renewable energy investments, and already 
invests close to 1% of GDP annually in 
renewable technologies. China has more solar 

and wind capacity than any other country; in 
2013 alone, China almost doubled its solar 
photovoltaic capacity, and by the end of 
the year will have more solar installed than 
Germany. By 2020, as Dr Jiang illustrated, 
China expects to have some 100GW of solar 
installed – more than the UK’s entire power 
generation capacity. 

Dr Jiang explained how China’s climate policies  
had ramped up considerably since 2007. Low 
carbon pilot cities and provinces covering 
more than 500 million citizens have been 
introduced; emissions trading pilot schemes 
have been launched in ten cities, using 
different rubrics to evaluate which is the most 
effective; and carbon intensity targets were 
included in the 12th Five Year Plan – the first 
time that the carbon intensity of development 
has been measured and included in domestic 
development rubrics. 

Dr Jiang concluded by analysing China’s 
prospects for a rapid decarbonisation. With 
many new policies expected to be finalised by 
March 2016, he anticipated an acceleration 
towards the country’s 2020 emissions goals, 
based around energy efficiency, technology, 
renewable energy, and lifestyle changes - all 
financed by China’s strong GDP growth. A low 
carbon future, Dr Jiang insisted, is recognised 
in China as a key plank of economic growth, 
and one which the government remains 
committed to.
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Session 2: What will it take?

Mr Duncan Clark, an author, journalist, and 
researcher with the University College London 
Energy Institute, opened the first session after 
lunch with an eye-opening talk that crunched 
the numbers of emissions, fossil fuel reserves, 
and climate change. 

Mr Clark pointed out that carbon emissions 
have been increasing exponentially ever since 
1850, and show no sign of slowing down. Fail-
ing to deviate from this exponential growth 
path could mean that, by the time our chil-
dren die, the earth could be as much as +7˚C 
warmer. 

Even the 2˚C target - our current “best-case 
scenario” - has some serious climate risks 
baked in. More recent scientific research has 
shown that 2˚C of warming is actually much 
more dangerous than we thought it was, and it 
would be very hard to accommodate anything 
above that. 

Mr Clark pointed out that, given the current 
state of the planet’s “carbon budget” - ie: 
the amount of carbon emissions that can be 
added to the atmosphere before we lose all 
hope of meeting the 2˚C target - there are far 
more fossil fuels in the ground than we can 
safely burn. These fuels must either be left in 
the ground, or only burnt it when we’re able to 
capture the carbon. If we used all of the car-
bon infrastructure already built, we will smash 
right through the 2˚C ceiling - and yet we con-
tinue to commit ourselves to more emissions, 

in the form of new coal mines, shale gas plays, 
and fossil-fired power stations.

Mr Clark then demonstrated that increases 
in energy efficiency – which have been con-
siderable in the decades since the 1950s – 
have had no impact of the overall growth in 
energy expenditure and fossil fuel usage. In 
other words, ever-increasing energy efficiency 
has not, so far, reduced the overall usage of 
energy. He argued that new energy sources 
and new, more-efficient energy technology 
do NOT displace older, less efficient sources: 
the new energy sources help us to consume 
the old ones more effectively, efficiently and 
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cheaply. This is why, Mr Clark argued, the 
planet continues to consume relatively old 
and inefficient forms of energy such as wood 
and coal, despite the widespread availability 
of supposedly more efficient forms such as 
oil and gas. 

Mr Clark concluded that there is simply no 
way to minimise the consumption of fossil 
fuels while the planet is simultaneously try-
ing to maximise their production. In order to 
achieve serious reductions in carbon emis-
sions,  we need to focus on extraction, not 
just consumption. New energy efficiencies 
and renewable technologies will only reduce 
carbon emissions if there is simultaneously 
significant downward pressure on fossil fuel 
extraction. 

Next to present was Dr Gerhard Knies, the 
co-chair of the Desertec University Network. 
Dr Knies opened his talk with the concept 
of a new stage of existence: the anthropo-
cene era, where humans impact the world 
on a geological scale, rather than visa versa. 
Comparing climate action with the football 
World Cup, he argued that nations must play 
together as a team in order to achieve amaz-
ing things; we cannot function if every nation 
simply plays for themselves and maximises 
its own selfish self-interests. 

Dr Knies asked who is ultimately responsible 
for protecting Mother Earth - economists and 
investors? Governments? Legislators? He sug-
gested that at present they are not perform-
ing particularly admirably. 

He went on to argue that climate security 
is both a construction job, in the sense that 
it requires considerable amounts of new 
renewable energy infrastructure to be built, 
and a destruction job, in that the mining 
of high-carbon fuels must be stopped and 
hydrocarbon infrastructure dismantled. Dr 
Knies suggested that Earth should not be 
conceived as a field of competition, but as a 
condominium in which we all live together. 

Given that the carrying capacity of our planet 
has already been exceeded, it is especially 
worrying that we are further degrading the 
capacity by destroying those ecosystems 
upon which all life depends through contin-
ued overconsumption of fossil fuel reserves. 

Dr Knies pointed out that we will need an 
huge amount of renewable energy to sup-
port 10 billion humans by 2050: 40,000 GW of 
solar and wind. This represents a pretty stag-
gering investment; we have to install about 
3GW a day, requiring €2.8 billion invest-
ment every day, for the next 40 years. Is this 
achievable? Certainly not on a nation-based 
solution, Dr Knies argued, as the free-rider 
problem is too difficult. It will only work if 
everyone pulls together as a team. 

We need to work together, Dr Knies insisted 
- but luckily there are successful examples 
of such cooperation, such as the European 
Union: countries that murdered each other 
for 1000s of years now cooperate and flour-
ish together. The climate problem needs a 
similar solution on the global level. 
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Day 2, Session 3: Financing the transition

First to speak on the second day was Dr Chris 
Field, lead author of the IPCC’s latest report on 
mitigation, and a senior professor of climate 
at Stanford University. Dr Field argued that 
climate change is best understood as a threat 
multiplier, the result of an overlap between 
three different things: the hazards of climate, 
population vulnerability to climate risks, and 
the exposure of economic assets. Only the 
first  factor is dealt with by mitigation; the 
other two can be adjusted by socioeconomic 
development. This framing moves away from 
conceiving of climate change as a unique issue 
involving unknown future possibilities, towards 
one which involves tools and strategies that 
we understand fairly well already. 

Dr Field argued that investment in both 
climate mitigation and adaptation strategies 
are essential. However, he pointed out that 
some climate risks that develop at the higher 
end of the possible temperature range 
are essential impossible to adapt to. The 
possibility of a 4˚C world by the end of the 
century is so different to anything we’ve ever 
experienced before that it’s impossible to say 
anything for sure about it. At more than 4˚C of 
warming, the prospects for realistic adaptation 
become overwhelmed by physical reality – 

there are some scenarios that you cannot 
adapt to. All we know is that mere survival for 
most species of plants and animals - including 
humans - will be increasingly challenging. 

Dr Field then called attention to the planet’s 
“budget” for greenhouse gases: we can emit 
them now, or we can emit them in the future, 
but there is an absolute limit that cannot 
be exceeded. Early action is invaluable – the 
longer we wait, the harder it is to meet the 
budget. If we don’t start turning around very 
soon, then we’re committing ourselves to 
severe economic or environmental hardship. 
Dr Field argued that, currentl, the global 
community has a window of opportunity for 
moving into aggressive decarbonisation, but 
that window is closing fast. 

Dr Field shared that a common question asked 
by business and political leaders of himself 
and his IPCC colleagues: how much is climate 
change going to cost? But, he argued, this 
question shows a basic failure to understand 
the problem. The impacts of climate change 
fall into very different categories, impacting 
different people and places, in ways that are 
almost impossible to put a price tag onto. 
How can one, for example, measure the total 



economic value of global biodiversity, or the 
cleanliness of the global water supply? Is 
it even conceivable to put a dollar value to 
large-scale singular events, such as the total 
collapse of a continental icesheet. The loss 
of the Greenland ice sheet, which is already 
inevitable, will lead to +7m sea level rise over 
several centuries. How do you put a price tag 
on that?

Dr Field argued that effective climate 
adaptation and mitigation would result in a 
more vibrant and better developed world. He 
urged the delegates not to see climate action 
as a zero sum game, a trade-off between 
development or mitigation or adaptation; 
instead, they should be see as different 
aspects of the same agenda, and all can 
help build robust economies and vibrant 
communities.
 
Next to speak was Dr Shelagh Whitley, a 
Research Fellow at the Overseas Development 
Institute. Her talk centred on fossil fuel 
subsidies, and how they distort investment 
in climate-negative ways. The talk opened 
with an estimation from the Internation 
Energy Agency, that it is possible to reduce 
emissions growth by 2020 at no net economic 
cost through four policies: reducing fossil 

fuel subsidies, increasing energy efficiency, 
limiting the burning of coal, and limiting 
methane flaring at upstream gas production.  

Dr Whitley asserted that, on average, fossil 
fuel subsidies provide a market incentive of 
around $110 per tonne of carbon dioxide. 
This, she argued, shows the inadequacy of 
current carbon prices - even a hypothetical 
figure of $20 per tonne would pale in 
comparison to the level of subsidies already 
out there. 

When economists or political commentators 
argue that renewable energy needs subsidies 
to survive, Dr Whitley argued, it’s largely 
because the whole energy and electricity 
market is so distorted by subsidies to 
fossil fuels that there is no fair pricing or 
competition structure. However, the playing 
field can be levelled through appropriate 
policies - and these policies can often have 
beneficial impacts even outside the climate 
sphere. 

Large fossil fuel subsidies can cause huge 
budget deficits, as many North African 
countries have discovered in recent years. 
Eliminating the subsidies could allow 
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governments to make huge savings. Often, 
fossil subsidies take the form of direct 
budget expenditure in developing countries, 
although in OECD countries they are more 
likely to consist of tax breaks. Public health 
expenditure is often lower than direct 
spending on fossil fuel subsidies too; 
this represents a double injustice, as the 
wealthy benefit most from fossil subsidies 
in developing countries, since richer classes 
use more energy and thus accrue most of the 
benefits of cheaper prices. 

Dr Whitley had some surprising figures in her 
talk - including the fact that the European 
Union and the Central Asian states aren’t far 
behind the Middle East in the level of their 
fossil subsidies as a percentage of GDP, 
because of the huge breaks given to gas 
consumption. 

She concluded by pointing out that the 
analysis of subsidies was still in its relatively 
early days; even the EU doesn’t really know 
how much it is spending to subdise fossil 
fuel consumption. There exist many different 
estimates and different approaches to 
measuring subsidy regimes, with the IMF, IEA, 
and the OECD all using up with very different 
rubrics for estimating subsidy levels. But the 
field is moving forward rapidly and gaining 
significant public and political traction. 

Next to the lecturn was Mme Liu Ying, of 
SinoCarbon Innovation & Investment. Ms Liu 
gave a detailed overview of various emissions 
trading schemes around the world; 35 
countries have embarked on a scheme of one 
form or the other. China is following suit with 
7 trial markets – 2 provinces and 5 cities - tied 
to a roadmap on emissions and mitigation 
through to 2030, of which carbon trading 
forms a  keypart of the Chinese national 
strategy. 

China’s design of its Carbon Trading Pilot 
scheme goes back to 2005 when, using 
funding made available from the UN’s Clean 
Development Mechanism, China began 

designing today’s pilot markets and training 
staff to administer them.  

These pilot markets have been remarkably 
successful, Mme Liu pointed out. With a total 
volume of allowances of 0.8 billion tonnes, 
the Chinese markets rank 2nd in the world, 
behind only the EU. All five markets been 
launched now under a range of different 
mechanisms, with some focusing more 
on industry and manufacturing; Beijing’s, 
however, concentrates on services and 
energy. Mrs Liu concluded that the Chinese 
markets are embracing a “learning by doing” 
process; but compliance and legal stringency 
needs to be strengthened for them to be truly 
successful. 

Just before lunch came Dr Sanjay Kumar 
of the Climate Parliament Secretariat, 
who outlined a vision for accelerating the 
deployment of renewables: a commitment 
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from the world’s governments to spend 1% of 
their annual budgets on investments in, and 
financial support for, renewable energy. He 
outlined the progress of the Indian government 
towards this goal: after a 2011 Parliamentary 
Report called for a 1% commitment, the 
Government has increased the budget of the 
Ministry of New and Renewable Energy to almost 
1%. It should be noted, Dr Kumar pointed out, 
that pressure from the Climate Parliament group 
of MPs in the Indian Parliament played a key role 
in persuading the government to increase its 
financial support for renewables. 

Dr Kumar then elucidated the economic 
challenges that remain for renewable energy 
- the main one, of course, being the continued 
higher cost compared to coal. Capital costs 
for coal and thin-film PV solar are almost the 
same, Dr Kumar pointed out, depending on 
the stringency of environmental standards. 
However, the long-term price difference arises 
because the interest rates to borrow capital 
for a solar plant are 60% higher than for a coal 
plant. This is because lenders understand coal 
markets and see them as low-risk investments, 
and thus charge lower interest rates - around 
5% lower, in fact. This increases the overall 
lifetime cost massively for solar developers, but 
also presents a potentially powerful fulcrum 
for targeted policy interventions. Interest rate 
concessions, supported by government finance, 
could massively reduce the cost of solar and 
wind energy - making them competitive with coal 
and gas power. 

Dr Kumar argued that governments could re-
direct some of the capital expenditure they are 
currently wasting on importing foreign fossil 

fuels towards supporting renewable energy 
investment through interest rate concessions. As 
the cost of renewable technology is still falliung 
sharply, this would present a better long term 
solution than continuing to prop up fossil fuel 
industries through imports and subsidies, Dr 
Kumar concluded.  Even though the initial costs 
might be higher for solar or wind systems, over 
long term the cost is much lower, as the fuel is 
essentially free. 

Dr Kumar then unveilled his vision for what 
1% of the Indian national budget dedicated to 
renewables might achieve. On 2013 figures, this 
would amount to around $2.8 bill USD, which 
could be split as follows:

30% ($930 million) for a Feed-in Tariff, which •	
would increase the share of renewables 
in power consumption by 4% without 
increasing consumer bills. 
40% ($1.1 billion) for capital subsides would •	
reduce capital costs for renewables by 20%, 
allowing an extra 5GW of new capacity per 
year, ie: 110GW in 20 years. 
1% ($2.8 million) for running an •	
administrative entity to oversee renewable 
investment
15% ($420 million) for village minigrids would •	
allow 10,000 villages to be electrified every 
year – that’s 200,000 villages in 20 years
4% ($112 million) for a fund to invest in high-•	
voltage direct current (HVDC) long-distance 
electricity interconnectors, which would 
allow 32,000km of HVDC cable over 20 years
10% ($28 million) for R&D, helping to •	
drive further cost reductions through new 
technology. 
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First to speak after the lunch break on day 
two was Mr Zhou Yu Peng, the Deputy Leader 
of the Shanghai People’s Congress. Mr Zhou 
welcomed the delegates, urged them to take 
positive steps to address climate issues in 
their home states, and outlined some of the 
changes and developments that were taking 
place in Shanghai related to renewable energy, 
climate policy, and sustainable development. 

Next to speak was Hon. Gundesh Rao, the 
Minister for Food from the Indian state of 
Karnataka. He argued that lawmakers need 
to see climate change as an opportunity as 
well as a challenge - an opportunity to relate 
to their constituents and help improve their 
lives. He stressed the political benefits for 
MPs playing a leadership role in dealing with 
climate impacts. 

The Minister’s home state of Karnataka is 
a leader in renewable energy, with almost 
20% of its electricity provided by solar and 
wind. This has been achieved through  
new regulations to help investors, such as 
accelerated depreciation. But, Mr Rao argued, 
political leaders must talk to their constituents 
to convince and showcase climate issues 
in a positive way. He suggested that some 
examples of renewable energy are useful for 
their communication power – eg: solar water 
heaters are an excellent way of convincing 
people of the benefits of renewable power. 

Mr Rao suggested that many legislators, 
especially at a local level, don’t know a 
huge amount about climate change and 
renewables. But the Climate Parliament group 
in the state assembly of Karnataka is working 
hard to raise awareness amongst fellow 
state legislators. In fact, the groups most 
recent project was pressuring for a dedicated 
energy subcommittee to be established 
within the assembly, as well as continuing 
to raise energy and climate issues in plenary 
debates and discussions - all of which helps 
to affect the political discourse on energy and 
renewables. Mr Rao argued that government 
only acts when under pressure, and therefore 
it is the role of committed MPs, such as 
those gathered for this event, to create that 
pressure. He concluded that legislators should 
see themselves not as decision makers, but 
as decision shapers – helping to create the 
pressure that shapes the options available to 
the executive. 

Nex to speak was Ms Geng Dan of the Chinese 
Renewable Energy Industries Association. She 
sketched a picture of China’s essentially coal 
dominated energy market, but also noted 
how the country has strived to reform its 
energy mix to increase proportion of clean 
energy, with a target of 25% of total energy 
consumption becoming renewable by 2020. 

To achieve this goal, Ms Deng outlined the 
tools used, which include a renewable energy 
law from 2005, tax breaks and financial 
support for developers, and a concerted 
campaign to develop solar and wind 
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resources. China has developed a series 
of policies for electricity bills, tax breaks 
and financial support. A careful, nuanced 
approach - including categorised policy 
support for wind, solar, biomass, solar, 
and so on – has helped support different 
technologies through the policy mechanisms 
most appropriate to them, and has shown 
strong results so far.

China has huge energy demands, as Ms 
Deng attested, but increasingly renewables 
are playing a central role in meeting this 
demand. With an installed capacity of some 
378GW, renewables now amount for 30% of 
electricity from all sources, and investment 
in renewables has already surpassed 
investment in fossil fuels in China. Ms Deng 
also councilled the delegates not to be fooled 
by reports that investment in sustainable 
energy is slowing down; although overall 
investment is declining in dollar terms, 
this is largely because of the dramatic and 
sustained reductions in price of renewable 
energy per kilowatt. When measured by 
capacity installation, it’s clear that clean 
energy is booming - in China and around the 
world.

At present, Ms Deng showed, China is 
investing around  60 billion RNB every year in 
renewables, but she argued this number has 
to increase. Fossil fuel subsidies, she stated, 
are also a topic of hot research in China – 
especially the vexing matter of how best to 

redirect the money towards clean energy 
investment. Ms Deng concluded by arguing 
that Forums such as this one should be seen 
as an important opportunity to push for 
more awareness and action on this issue.

Last to present was Ms Sumedha Basu, 
of the Climate Parliament Secretariat in 
India, who gave an engaging presentation 
on why a “policy push” for renewables 
was so important. Firstly, the clean energy 
industry is far younger and less institutionally 
established that the fossil fuel industry, 
with the result that cost structures and 
investment flows are biased towards the 
more established area. A level playing field is 
required to enable renewable technologies 
to reach the masses. Ms Basu then outlined a 
number of different methods to achieve this 
goal, including national laws, targets, quotas, 
renewable energy portfolio standards, 
pricing instruments, and so on. 

She concluded by suggesting that the 
feed-in tariffs and subsidy model used 
by many countries have been found to 
be particularly successful in encouraging 
renewable investment. However, no one 
policy can be prescriptive to all nations 
and all technologies, and a policy portfolio 
- comprised of a “menu” of different 
mechanisms designed to compliment and 
reinforce each other - is perhaps the most 
effectice way towards achieving the final goal 
of renewable energy for all. 
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More than 1.2 billion people around the 
world still live in energy poverty, without 
access to the modern energy services that 
could provide them with reliable energy for 
lighting, for cooking and to run machines 
to power their economic development.  
However, relying on carbon-intensive fossil 
fuels to bring electricity to the world’s 
poorest and power development would 
further jeopardise international efforts to 
limit climate change to less than 2˚C. The 
likely climatic impacts of 2˚C+ warming – 
such as intensifying droughts, heat waves, 
famines, and disease outbreaks – will 
disproportionately affect less-industrialised 
countries, and particularly their poorest 
citizens.

Renewable energy, however, can bring 
heat, light and power to millions without 
relying on polluting fossil fuels. Virtually 
all developing countries and emerging 
economies have rich potential in solar, 
wind, hydroelectric or biomass energy. 
From the most isolated villages to the 
new megacities, if those resources could 
be harnessed, they could provide the 
energy that is needed to lift the world’s 
poor majority out of poverty.  And if less-
industrialised nations are able to pursue 
a clean energy development path, future 
emissions of greenhouse gases can be 
significantly reduced. 

In most low and medium income countries, 
legislators have a key role to play in 

addressing these challenges and helping 
to catalyse renewable energy deployment 
– just as they do in most developed 
countries. New country-specific legislation is 
needed in most emerging economies. That 
legislation, and new budget priorities, must 
be approved by Members of Parliament. 
MPs have many channels, both informal 
and formal, through which they can 
influence the content of legislation and help 
to generate political will for government 
action. They also have a key role as public 
watchdogs to help ensure that policies are 
properly implemented. 

Indeed, legislators are the one group of 
people who have all the tools (taxation, 
legislation and oversight) which are needed 
to reduce carbon emissions while ensuring 
energy access for all. All too often, however, 
our experience of working with legislators 
across the industrialising world has 
shown that MPs’ capacity for dealing with 
renewable energy policy is lacking, leaving 
them unable to make best use of these 
tools.

The Climate Parliament firmly believes 
that new legislation, policies, budgets and 
regulations are urgently needed to put into 
place policy frameworks to attract new 
business and investors in renewables. By 
helping to educate and mobilise legislators 
on this issue, we can help their constituents 
to harness the energy which is so essential 
for their development. 

About the Climate Parliament




