
Rethink: Pledges & Progress

Amol Rajan  0:00  

Hello. Slowing or reversing climate change is probably the toughest 
challenge humanity has ever faced. There has been endless talk, some of  it 
just hot air. There has been plenty of  action, but arguably not enough and 
some of  it counterproductive.  

When it comes to climate change, why is the gap between rhetoric and 
reality so vast? And what should we do about it? Our starting point is that 
climate change is real. This is not a series about the science of  it. What we 
are rethinking is the politics and policy. Politics is the art of  reconciling 
conflicting human needs. Over five programmes will try to reconcile those 
conflicting needs, with the common human need to stop this precious blue 
marble overheating. That clearly is hard to do.  

Today, we're going to focus on the pledges that have been made so far, and 
evaluate what worked, what didn't, and why.  

And I'm going to be joined in every programme by our resident expert, 
Graihagh Jackson. She's the host of  the outstanding podcast, the Climate 
Question on BBC World Service, and she's here to make my life easier. 
Sorry. I mean, make your experience much more useful. That's what I 
mean, isn't it Graihagh. Let me just straight up ask for your take. Why do 
you think there is such a gap between rhetoric and reality when it comes to 
climate change?  

Graihagh Jackson  01.16

How long have you got? 

Amol Rajan  01.18

Well about five programmes over the course of  a week. 

Graihagh Jackson  01.20

Well, so this is something we come back to again and again, on our 
programme. And for me, I think there are two blocks that we repeatedly 
hear. That's politics. And that's money. And so if  we think about money, 
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there's the idea of  who pays. Is it this generation that pays for the past 
generations’ mistakes so that future generations can live? Is it the rich that 
pay for the poor? But also, every economy has developed into a rich one, 
because of  fossil fuels. Off  the back of  fossil fuels.  

And so politicians are grappling with a way to try and move away from that 
model. And of  course, that transition takes time. And politicians are in 
power for only a short period of  time. So how they make those changes 
within that short amount of  time and stay in power is something that I think 
they probably find quite difficult. 

Amol Rajan  02.08 

Well if  we're marking our own homework on this stuff, and we're going to 
talk about the COP summits in a minute, how do you think we're doing 
things as things stand?  

Graihagh Jackson  02.14

Pretty badly. Emissions are rising. If  we want to limit global warming, and 
not see some of  the worst effects, we need to keep warming, ideally to 1.5 
degrees Celsius since pre-industrial times. And to do that the UN says we 
need to slash our emissions by 45% by the end of  the decade.  

As it stands, it looks as though they're going to rise by 10%. So we're way off  
track.  

Amol Rajan  02.39

Well, okay, let's meet our very distinguished panel.  

I'm going to introduce them in rank order of  the number of  COP summits 
that they've attended. So way out in front, this is no reflection on their 
merits being here by the way, it's just about COP experience, which is going 
to be relevant.  

First of  all, we've got leading climate scientists Saleemul Huq, he's the 
director of  the International Centre for Climate Change and Development 
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and he's also based at the University of  Bangladesh. And he has attended I 
think I'm right in saying Saleem, all 27 COP summits? 

Saleemul Huq  03.06

All 27 COP summits. 

Amol Rajan  03.08

Present and clear. 

Next we have Mikaela Loach. She's a climate justice activist, born in 
Jamaica and is now currently on sabbatical as a fourth year medical student 
in Edinburgh. And she's the author of  a book, which has the title “It's not 
that Radical - Climate Action to Transform our World”. And has attended 
two COP summits is it? 

Mikaela Loach  03.27

Yes two COPs. 

Amol Rajan  03.28

Two COP summits. Was one better than the other? 

Mikaela Loach  03.29

I don't know. I’m not sure.  

Amol Rajan  3:32  

We'll get onto that. And then Professor Bill McGuire, currently Emeritus 
Professor of  Geophysical and Climate Hazards at UCL, he contributed to 
the 2011 IPCC report on climate change and has been to? 

Professor Bill McGuire  03.42   

Just one I'm afraid, but I don't fly, so it's difficult for me to get to the other 
ones.  

Amol Rajan  03.48

Oh, we might get into that in a second. Good to see you guys. And they all 
join me in the studio, and on the phone is Sarah Bell. Sarah is a farmer in 
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Rutland in the East Midlands in the UK, and she is an arable, beef  and 
sheep farm with around about 1000 acres. 

I tend to start these discussions by saying welcome to you, so welcome to 
Rethink. And I've got a pretty similar question to all of  you in the hope of  
eliciting somewhat different answers. Saleem - how do you explain the gulf  
between what needs to be done on climate change and what is being done?  

Saleemul Huq  04.14

I think the biggest explanation in my view is that this is a global problem. 
And we don't have a global government. What we have are 200 
governments who have to agree to everything if  we want to tackle a global 
problem, and they seldom agree to everything at all.  

Amol Rajan  04.30 

Fascinating. Okay, same question to you 

Mikaela Loach  04.32

I think the biggest reason for that is because the fossil fuel industry have like 
invaded almost every government in the world. And especially these 
summits, we saw that the most recent COP that happened in Sharm el 
Sheikh, the fossil fuel industry was one of  the biggest delegations there. So 
636 fossil fuel lobbyists were there and lots of  people framed it as like, if  
you're having a conference on lung health or respiratory health then why 
would the tobacco industry be at the table?  

And I think that what we need if  we're going to actually kind of  like bridge 
that gap is we need a conflict of  interest policy. And we need to like evict 
these people who are causing and profiting from our destruction from the 
spaces that are trying to create the solutions.  

Amol Rajan  05.05

What do they say when you put that argument to them?  
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Mikaela Loach  05.07

They say they need to be there because they are in charge of  energy now, 
and they need to be part of  the transition.  

Amol Rajan  05.13

Isn’t there something to that?  

Mikaela Loach  05.15

I can understand people saying there is something to that. But I think that 
we can demand so much more and better. And we can have kind of  an 
energy system that's based on public need, and like wellness, rather than on 
profit in the hands of  a very few amount of  people, which is currently how 
the system has been played.  

Amol Rajan  05.27

So the influence of  industry, the lack of  a global government, Bill what do 
you say? Why do you think there is this enormous gap between what needs 
to be done and what is being done on the climate question?  

Professor Bill McGuire  05.34

Well I've got a bit of  a different take. 

Amol Rajan  05.37

I was hoping for that. That’s why we’ve invited you here! Three highly 
intelligent people with different things to say.  

Professor Bill McGuire  05.42

I just think that most world leaders just don't get climate breakdown. They 
don't understand how bad it is going to be. I mean, it's going to reach into 
the global economy and society and tear its heart out. They don't 
understand that. If  they did, then the UK Government would not be issuing 
another 100 licences for oil and gas exploitation. It shows me they do not 
get it, they don't understand.  
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Mikaela Loach  06.04

I’d actually disagree with that. Because I think that there's this whole idea 
that if  only governments knew, if  only everyone knew, if  only like we could 
open everyone's eyes to this crisis, but especially government leaders are 
some of  the most well, British people on this crisis. They know so much 
about it. It's a choice and active choice to deliberately sacrifice our current 
present and future for profit. And I think it's because of  this, like whole 
model of  our economic system that will choose short term profits or benefits 
over our long term future.  

I think that sometimes we're letting them kind of  get away with that a bit by 
making out that if  only they knew, because I think that they do know. 

Professor Bill McGuire  06.37

Well, I don't think they do, I really don't think they know how bad things 
are going to be. If  I only just give you one statistic from a Chatham House 
report last year. By 2050, the world will need 50% more food to survive 
because of  the growing population. Agricultural yields, because of  climate 
breakdown, could be down 30%.  

Now that's a recipe for global catastrophe. Just that one thing, in 28 years 
time. Surely, if  governments knew that, that society would start to fall apart 
that quickly, we’d be doing something. 

Amol Rajan  07.07

That seems an apt moment to bring in Sarah Bell. Resident farmer, Sarah, I 
just wanted you to respond to that particular statistic, that Bill came up with 
there about the potential collapse of  agriculture. And then I've got a slightly 
different question about your priorities. 

Sarah Bell  07.18

The collapse of  agriculture, yeah, I mean, it's a real threat to be honest, I 
can see yields off  my farm being vastly more variable in drought years 
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versus good years and sort of  looking at a reduction of  40% in my wheat 
yield, potentially. 

Amol Rajan  07.30

40? 

Sarah Bell  07.31

Yeah it’s massive, yeah absolutely massive. You know, we in the UK have 
become very used to farming in what was once a benign climate. And that 
climate, as we see, increasingly blocking weather patterns due to climate 
change, is becoming much less benign. It's much more extreme. And it's 
very benign compared to a lot of  places in the world.  

Amol Rajan  07.50

Alright, let's go from the local to the global and to the UN Conference of  
the Parties or COP summits. I want to split this broadly in half. So first, 
what's worked and why, and then what hasn't worked and why? 

Saleem, before we do that you've been so you win the record, you win the 
prize for all 27 you've attended. Just because most people listen to this 
haven't attended COP summits, but might know about them from the news, 
just tell us what they actually like, because they sort of  look a little bit like 
hell. 

Saleemul Huq  8:14  

They are very much like hell (laughter). 

The last one we had in Sharm el Sheikh, the figure, I think, is now well over 
40,000 people spending two weeks together. 

Amol Rajan  08.24

It’s a small city basically. 
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Saleemul Huq  08.25

Exactly. It’s a reflection of  the whole world. A small part of  that are actual 
government negotiators, maybe five to 10,000. The rest of  them, like myself  
are observers who go and network and meet and do actually very useful 
things in terms of  building alliances of  action.  

But the core business is governments agreeing to take action. And we have 
had success, I must say we had the UN Framework Convention on Climate 
Change to start the whole process. And then we had the Paris Agreement 
seven years ago, in 2015, where we all agreed to do something. We've just 
not been doing what we had agreed to do.  

Amol Rajan  09.03

Why do you think that Paris was successful, what was it that was unique 
about Paris that allowed an agreement to come out that year?  

Saleemul Huq  09.09

I think the uniqueness of  Paris was an alignment of  interest, particularly 
from the two biggest emitters, the United States and China. And the rest of  
us followed and we agreed to the Paris Agreement. But doing it is really 
domestic, you have to come home and actually do the things you present 
you promised to do.  

Amol Rajan  09.28

I’m keen to come back to that. Just before we do Graihagh, can you just give 
us a sense, an overview, if  you like, given we've had 27 of  these summits, 
what sorts of  pledges we've seen, and who signed them.  

Graihagh Jackson  09.36

So the Paris Agreement was obviously really historic. And what that said 
was we were going to limit global warming to well below two degrees, 
ideally 1.5 degrees. 1.5 degrees is sort of  like the line in the sand. It's like a 
vital threshold for people on our planet.  
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This year, we had another, what some people have termed as historic 
moment, where a loss and damage fund has been, well hasn't been set up 
and the details are yet to be confirmed. But the idea of  this is that there is 
going to be some sort of  compensatory mechanism for countries who have 
lost land, lost lives, all sorts of  things because of  climate change.  

So you get like the deal, so to speak, that everyone signs up to and then you 
get these side deals. So some of  the side deals we've seen in the last couple 
of  years, things like 100 countries signing up to stop deforestation by 2030 
or 100 or so countries signing up to slash methane emissions by 30%.  

Amol Rajan  10.33

Bill McGuire, what would you say to those who so just listen to what 
Graihagh says, she’s listed off  a number of  quite significant announcements. 
Yes, they have to be acted upon, but if  they are acted upon, then these COP 
summits actually serve a decent purpose.  

Professor Bill McGuire  10.46

Well, the bottom line is, how do the COPs compare with what greenhouse 
gas emissions are doing? And the first COP was in 1995, emissions have 
continued to rise year on year on year, apart from a small blip during the 
pandemic. The meetings themselves don't seem to be affecting it. There are 
these little deals, but they’re promises, they're not legally binding, they’re not 
monitored many of  them. And so it's very difficult to see if  these things 
actually can be realised in the real world.  

Amol Rajan  11.12

Are there any successes from the COP summits, all 27 of  them, that you 
might point to as being a source of  encouragement? Or do you think they're 
a complete waste of  time? 
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Professor Bill McGuire  11.19

I’ve come to the conclusion that the COP bonanzas every year, this huge 
event, isn't doing the job. And I think it would be much better if  there were 
a number of  smaller groups which work throughout the year on the key 
areas: deforestation, energy, loss and damage, and that they worked with 
national governments to get an agreement, which was then signed off, not at 
some big bloated circus, but just during the course of  the normal year. 

Amol Rajan  11.45

Isn’t there a value in having an annual focal point, in when you've got 
diaries as busy as that of  global leaders, in them thinking I've got to make 
this one commitment? I mean, just to take the new British Prime Minister, 
Rishi Sunak, initially said that he wasn't going to go, but being an annual 
COP summit felt that you had to go. Isn't there some value in that?  

Professor Bill McGuire  12.03

Well, what you're saying is, this is a place to see and be seen. And that's the 
problem, that we don't want that, it doesn't need to be a place to see and be 
seen. It needs to be somewhere where hard work, hard graft is done, to get 
to the bottom of  the issues. And the real nub of  the problem is fossil fuels. 
And there's never been an agreement at any COP on reducing fossil fuels. 

Saleemul Huq  12.23

I’m going to take a different perspective on this, which is the perspective of  
the most vulnerable developing countries, with whom I am associated. In 
particular, the least developed countries, so 48 of  the poorest countries in 
the world amongst the most vulnerable in Asia and Africa. Now, any of  
these smaller groupings of  countries, the Security Council doesn't include 
them, the G7 doesn't include them, the G20 doesn't include them. The only 
place they have a seat at the table is the annual COP. And it's the only place 
when they can go and confront the big emitters, like the United States and 
China and get them to do something that they don't want to do. We got 
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them to agree to the 1.5 degrees in Paris, we got them to agree to the 
establishment of  the loss and damage fund in Sharm el Sheikh. They didn't 
want to do that. But we got them to do it.  

So it's the only democratic space for global governance for small countries 
to take on the big countries.  

Amol Rajan  13.20

Mikaela? 

Mikaela Loach  13.21

We can I think as to some extent, as well, there's also an opportunity for 
activist groups, because it's really hard to get climate into the news because 
people think it's just this like, scary, sad thing they want to ignore  

Amol Rajan  13.31

Polar bears.  

Mikaela Loach  13.32

Yeah, exactly. But I think that COP allows for an opportunity for us to start 
these conversations to put more pressure on, but also to kind of  reframe 
these conversations, because once we have that kind of  spotlight being put 
on, we can then reframe the conversation to not just be about disaster, it's 
also about how do we transform the world to be habitable, not just 
habitable for all of  us but to be safer and better for all of  us? How can we 
make it so that the same conditions that have caused this crisis no longer 
exist?  

Amol Rajan  13.56

Sarah just before I go back to Bill, does what's happened at the COP 
summits actually affect you as a farmer? I mean, going from these global 
summits to actually someone who's dealing day in day out with kind of  
crops and grain and thinking about your margins as a business. Are you 
affected by these COP summits?  
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Sarah Bell  14.10

COP is very much about mood music for me, and it sets the mood music to 
policy. But does it on a direct day to day basis feed straight back into my 
business on a one to one ratio? Absolutely not. However, we are locked in as 
farmers to a system that we've struggled to change, and we make small 
changes. But unless the changes filter through in policy from COP, and with 
some understanding of  what that means, in terms of  some of  the poor trade 
offs that moving systems bring about, and there have to be some positives as 
well. Then it's very difficult to see how COP effects day to day life in 
business, without that sort of  policy feedback loop really.  

Amol Rajan  14.50

Okay. Bill, Graihagh has been talking about this target, this goal of  1.5 
degrees, do you think 1.5 is now basically dead?  

Professor Bill McGuire  14.59

Well, if  we look at the last five years, the global average temperature rise as 
average 1.27, above 1850 to 1900, that's getting on to 1.3. If  we have a big 
El Nino event next year, which warms the planet, then we're going to be 
getting up to maybe 1.4, 1.5. already. So you know, I don't think that the 
chances of  getting, staying below or this side 1.5 are, I think they're close to 
zero, I don't see how we can do it. 

Amol Rajan  15.26

Graihagh? 

Graihagh Jackson  15.28 

I think if  you look at the data, evidence suggests we're on track for 
something like 2.7 degrees of  warming, if  we take into account the pledges, 
we see today, maybe 2.4, 2.6 degrees of  warming. So we're quite a long way 
off, hitting 1.5.  
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Amol Rajan  15.44

So is 1.5 a kind of  pragmatic attempt? It’s a bit like people say, the health 
official saying eat your five a day, right? It actually should be 10 a day, but 
five a day at least, if  you say 10, people aren't gonna eat 10, if  you say five, 
they might get to three. But is 1.5 almost a way of  sort of  dragging people 
towards something that they feel that they can achieve, when actually the 
reality is we need to be moving below that? 

Graihagh Jackson  16.03

Any amount of  warming is bad. And we are already seeing that warming. 
1.5, though, is a vital threshold. And after 1.5, we start to see some really 
catastrophic effects. I'll give you an example. The Greenland ice sheets. 
After 1.5, we start to see irreversible warming. And that is a huge amount of  
ice that's contained there. So 1.5 is a really important number that ideally 
we really need to stick to, but we're not on track for that. 

Saleemul Huq  16.30

In fact can I come in on that? 

Amol Rajan  16.32

Bill go ahead and I’ll come to you Saleem. 

Professor Bill McGuire  16.34

1.5 ish is important. We don't know whether it's 1.4,1.6 because some of  
these big tipping points like the collapse of  the Greenland ice sheet, collapse 
of  the West Antarctic Ice Sheet may actually occur below 1.5. We don't 
know, so that is a sort of  limit, but it's still, you know, it's not absolutely cut 
and dried.  

Amol Rajan  16.57

Saleem? 
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Saleemul Huq  16.58

So let me give you another way of  framing the argument here. The 1.5 was 
fought for by the vulnerable developing countries, because it was the 
threshold above which they would even cease to exist. On the other hand, 
going above 1.5 will obviously affect us, but it's going to affect you a lot 
more. So you the rich need to be worried about going over 1.5, we the poor 
are already screwed. But you the rich are now going to have to face it. And 
I'm not joking. Losses and damages from climate change are going to 
happen everywhere, everyday, for the next 10 years to come. Maybe in 
30/40 years, we can reduce the worst from happening. But the bad is locked 
in, and the bad for everybody is locked in. And none of  us are ready.  

Amol Rajan  17.49

I say this with great respect because of  your decades in this field. But I'm 
just thinking about the single mother living in Scunthorpe, in the UK 
listening to you right now, who has real concerns about the quality of  their 
children's school, real concerns about crime in the local park, real concerns 
about whether or not the buses run on time. And she may look around and 
say that's all quite far away, doesn't affect me yet. And frankly, I'm skint 
because there's a cost of  living crisis going on. And this very distinguished 
academic and climate scientist might be saying I should worry about this. 
But actually, I've got other priorities.  

Saleemul Huq  18.18

If  your child is a priority, then that's a priority.  

Mikaela Loach  18.22

I think I can come in there just to say that I think we act as if  taking climate 
action will only have benefits for us in the future, when actually there are so 
many climate solutions that actually will improve people's lives today. And 
so for example, if  you want like a warm house and less bills, then insulating 
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your house retrofitting your house, which is a climate solution, will also 
make your life better in the short term.  

There are so many things, so many solutions to this crisis, which is what 
keeps me fighting. I personally can't be motivated by doom and gloom and 
the bad stuff, I have to have something that I'm looking forward to. And I 
have to see a pathway there. And I think that when we look at the climate 
crisis, seeing the health impacts, or the other impacts and work, to see 
justice through all of  that, and holding that with us all the way, we can 
actually create a better world now, for so many people, as well as stopping a 
lot of  the worst impacts. 

Amol Rajan  1910

Is one of  the problems here that some of  these targets are just too far away. 
2050, 2060, 2070?  

Professor Bill McGuire  19.16

I think by 2030, nearly everybody, wherever they are in the world will start 
to experience the impacts of  climate breakdown. I mean, remember this 
year, we saw half  a village on the edge of  London wiped out by a wildfire. I 
mean, that's emblematic of  the sort of  things we're going to see. But this 
coalescence around net zero in about 2050 or whatever, it's just far too late. 
So you know, it needs to be much, much earlier. And I think everything 
should be focused as much as possible on 2030. Yeah. 

Amol Rajan  19.44

Bill, do you think we need to rethink the very idea of  net zero? Should it 
actually just be zero?  

Professor Bill McGuire  19.50

Yes, there's two points really. First of  all, net zero always leaves open avenues 
for exploitation. In other words, the net bit of  it, I think we should be 
aiming at real zero in terms of  carbon emissions. And secondly… 
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Amol Rajan  20.04

So what does that mean? What does that mean? What’s the difference? So 
could you just explain that? 

Professor Bill McGuire  20.06

So net zero, you can say, well, you know, we've got 80% of  our carbon down 
and for the extra 20%, we're going to plant a lot of  trees, or we're going to 

Amol Rajan  20.14

Offset 

Professor Bill McGuire  20.15

Offset, yeah, that sort of  thing. So we, we don't want that, this is a weasley 
way of  doing stuff. And I still have this idea that we'll get to 2050, all the 
countries in the world have said, we've done it, we're in net zero, but we'll 
still be pumping out billions of  tonnes of  carbon. It's a bit like a Ponzi 
scheme, you know, so we don't want, we want real zero. And we want it 
much sooner than 2050 because we're going to see temperatures almost, 
well certainly over 1.5 degrees, almost certainly over two degrees C. And 
that will require vast amounts of  carbon to be sucked out of  the atmosphere 
if  we're going to get anywhere. 

Amol Rajan  20.49

Graihagh? And then I’ll bring in Mikaela.  

Graihagh Jackson  20.50

I just want to note that the IPCC does suggest that some offsets are going to 
be unavoidable. And yes, they say we need to slash our emissions as close to 
zero as possible, but there are going to be some sectors that are really hard 
to decarbonise: cement, steel, these are some of  the other really difficult to 
decarbonise areas, and to stay within 1.5 the IPCC does say that some of  
those offsets are, quote, unavoidable.  
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Mikaela Loach  21.14

I think that's the thing is that it's making sure that they make up a small 
part, because currently, the problem is that current net zero plans are 
nationally determined contributions. So these kinds of  climate plans that 
governments have made all over the world are dependent upon like 
unrealistic uses of  land to offset the emissions. So there's a recent report 
called the Land Gap Report, which basically mapped how much land that 
would actually be in real terms, and that'd be 1.2 billion hectares of  land. 
So that's as much land as currently used for food production worldwide 
would be required to be used for carbon removal projects.  

And that just compromises the rights of  so many people all over the world, 
because then the question is whose land gets used, and it will just replicate 
the same kind of  system of  colonialism or land grabs and compromises 
indigenous rights. And so it's really important that we push for as close to 
real zero as possible, so that the carbon offsets are kind of  only ones that are 
like, actually required and actually necessary.  

Amol Rajan  22.05

So real zero, hate to be mister realism in the corner here, I'm not doing this 
for lack of  compassion or care about the issue, but to argue that we get to 
real zero within decades, when, as we've described in this programme, the 
entire modern economy is built on fossil fuel extraction. That's not me 
saying I don't want it to happen. But there's no evidence so far to suggest 
that it can happen.  

Professor Bill McGuire  22.28

I would like to look at what happened to the United States economy after 
Pearl Harbour in 1941, where within a year, they completely transformed 
their economy from a peacetime footing to a war footing. Well, we need a 
war footing. That's what we need to do to get as close to real zero as 
possible. Every single decision that we take, as individuals, as small 
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businesses, as corporations, as governments, has to ask the question, is this 
good for the climate? Or isn't it? And if  it isn't, it can't go ahead.  

Amol Rajan  23.55

Sarah, for you right now, as a farmer in Rutland, in East Midlands here in 
the UK, what would actually make a concrete difference for you in terms of  
climate change policy?  

Sarah Bell  23.04

I think there's a really uncomfortable truth here Amol, which is that energy 
and fossil fuels are intrinsically linked into our food system. When I look at 
the, you know, you talk about inflation, when I look at the two classes in my 
business that have gone absolutely ballistic, they are diesel, and fertiliser. 
They are both fossil fuel derived as things stand.  

So nobody wants the message that you are not paying for the externalities 
of  carbon embedded in your food. But the reality is, there's no government 
that's going to say, okay, we're going to run for an election on the basis of  
food prices going up, because that's fundamentally not what people want to 
hear. So for me, it's about how we look at where we are with the system 
we've got, which is a system that is reliant on chemical fertilisers. That's 
what has allowed the global population to move from 2 billion to 9 billion 
people. You know, that's Haber-Bosch in 1909.  

And how we transition to essentially a green ammonia is probably the most 
likely thing to help us here. And what are government's doing to support 
that and support the investments really move the needle in a very practical 
way to disconnect those two systems from fossil fuels. Because ultimately, 
that's where we need to get to from a food system perspective, I think. 

Amol Rajan  24.25

Let me ask Bill, what are the innovations, you've been in this field for 
decades. What are the innovations? I hear what you're saying on COP 
summits. But when you look at particular industries, when you look at 
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particular individuals, when you look at particular technologies, what are 
the innovations that excite you and suggest there is a way out of  this mess 
and morass as you describe it. 

Professor Bill McGuire  24.42

It’s difficult to find anything that excites me actually. 

Amol Rajan  24:44  

Oh cheer up Bill, there must be something to live for.  

Professor Bill McGuire  24.46

I mean, things have changed. I mean, I give my own example. I leave the 
house in the morning, which is powered by biomass and solar panels, I drive 
an electric car past a wind farm. Now, none of  that would have been 
possible just 20 years ago. So the technologies are there. And, you know, in a 
sense, we just need more of  the same.  

But the problem is, one of  the issues is that a lot of  the new renewable 
energy is just going in to provide energy for more growth. It's not essentially 
replacing fossil fuels. So it's no good unless fossil fuels are drawn down. And 
at the moment, we're not seeing any impact on them whatsoever.  

It's funny, one of  the countries that gets -   

Amol Rajan  25.25

Doesn't sound very funny the way you're describing it!  

Professor Bill McGuire  25.28

I'm not called Doctor Doom for nothing you know. But China gets a lot of  
stick for opening new coal mines, by having very high emissions, which you 
would expect it to have as a still expanding country. But it is also doing a 
massive amount in terms of  renewable energy, it's probably leading the 
world in, certainly in wind, and maybe solar as well.  

So the fact that Britain for example, claims to have cut its emissions 
massively, and then points the finger at China is just not fair, because we've 
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actually exported a lot of  our emissions to China by saying, please make all 
this stuff  for us. If  you look on the bottom of  anything you buy, pretty 
much. So you know, one of  the countries doing some of  it very well, is 
China. But of  course, against that is the issue that they're using vast 
amounts of  fossil fuels, and still very reliant on coal.  

Amol Rajan  26.15

Well there are extraordinary lessons to learn from Bangladesh and Saleem 
you've been involved in some of  them. Before we come to that, Graihagh, is 
there any anything else going on internationally, any other countries are 
innovating in ways that you think might even cheer up Dr. Doom over here? 

Graihagh Jackson  26:30  

Well, so I think the Russian invasion of  Ukraine has actually exposed how 
vulnerable our energy system is, and the way I see it, yeah, like governments 
have taken two tacks. They’ve either looked to diversify, where they get their 
fossil fuels from, or they're looking for alternatives, clean energy.  

And whilst in the short term, a lot of  governments have turned to diversify 
that income to keep prices low, actually, what you're seeing are a huge 
number of  policies that are pushing more for clean and green energy. So 
you've got the US Inflation Reduction Act, you've got the EU's Fit for 55 
package, you've got Japan's Green Energy Transformation package. And as 
Bill mentioned, you know, you've got really ambitious clean energy targets 
from China and India as well, actually.  

And I was looking at some statistics from the International Energy Agency, 
and they say that these sorts of  packages that governments are bringing to 
light will increase investment to $2 trillion US dollars every single year by 
2030. That's 50% more than we see today. So there is some hope and 
optimism in what Bill's describing.  
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Amol Rajan  27.44

But it’s so interesting because what you described there Graihagh is both 
national acts like in the US, multilateral acts like the EU has done. And we 
often hear you know, Elon Musk, who's quite busy with a social media site at 
the moment, often casts himself  as the guy doing the most about climate 
change, because he's used industry to change the car sector, the motor 
industry.  

And so there is a question, if  we're talking about pledges is what is the most 
effective forum for the pledges necessary to reverse or slow down climate 
change? Is it individual actions, individual pledges? Is it institutional 
pledges? Is it national pledges? Is it the global ones? And in a way, it's some 
sort of  happy mix of  all of  them that we're going to need? Isn’t? 

Graihagh Jackson  28.24

I think so. So in some sense, what you've got at COP is an agreement that 
climate change is happening, it's affecting us right now, and that we need to 
change. So you get all these big carbon neutral pledges out of  COP, that we 
see from all the big polluters, actually. And then you've got individuals who 
pledged to make a difference. And that's important, because two thirds of  
our emissions come from what we do at home, it's what we eat, it's how we 
get to work. It's what powers are heating. So there's that but I also think 
everyone needs to get to a carbon neutral net zero point. So that's 
companies as well, they need to be on that track. So we can't just pinpoint it 
on one person, or one institution or one government. It's everybody.  

Amol Rajan  29.08

But it is very useful, having said that, you're absolutely right, of  course. But 
it's very useful to think about one particular country as a case study, and I 
want Saleem to spend a brief  amount of  time thinking about Bangladesh, 
because it's an extraordinary case study when it comes to climate change, 
and you've been quite integral to their thinking on this.  
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160 million people living in less than 150,000 square kilometres, very high 
population density. It's a nation built on the delta of  two major rivers, the 
Ganges and Brahmaputra, they regularly flood, there are cyclones that 
sweep in from the Bay of  Bengal, there are low lying coastal zones where 
around 10 million people live. It's very poor. And it had been very 
vulnerable to climate change. But 12 years ago, Bangladesh said and you 
said we need a strategy.  

Saleemul Huq  29.49

We did indeed. We collectively in Bangladesh came up with the National 
Climate Change Action Plan and when we presented that to the then 
government, the then Minister of  Finance, listened to us and he said, we 
can't wait for the rest of  the world to come to a decision on this, we're going 
to have to do it ourselves. And so he created a National Climate Change 
Trust Fund, to provide support to actions on the ground.  

And we've been funding that for the last 10 years, it's about a billion dollars 
of  our own money invested in going up a learning curve, primarily on how 
to deal with the impacts of  climate change. We are doing very, very well I 
can say.  

Amol Rajan  30.26

But there are lots of  very specific innovations like the fact that there are 
varieties of  rice being bred that are resistant to saltwater intrusion, the fact 
that there are freshwater tanks, on the roofs of  all the houses in certain areas 
which collect rain in the monsoon season. All these little vulnerability 
mapping, which you've been involved in, all these small innovations, which 
actually, the world could learn from. And if  we think about how we rethink 
climate change policy, maybe we need to think rather than, you know, the so 
called rich world learning from the so called poor world actually, often it's 
the other way around in terms of  where the lessons can come from. [should 
be other way round?] 
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Saleemul Huq  30.57

Absolutely. So going back to the issue of  losses and damages from climate 
change, being a new reality, we have now entered what I call the era of  
losses and damages happening every day, somewhere in the world, including 
in the rich world. We are not ready for it. If  anybody is ready, Bangladesh is, 
and so the rest of  the world is going to come and learn from us how to deal 
with those impacts. And I'll give you just a very simple example. The floods 
in Pakistan that happened that caused devastation, the devastation would 
not have been as much in Bangladesh. We have floods like that, and we deal 
with them. We cope with them, we manage, 

Amol Rajan  31:34 

Graihagh, we've heard a few mentions of  this loss and damage. Can you 
just explain for Saleem, who's been involved in campaigning for it what 
what we mean by loss and damage, because it's one of  those phrases, it's 
been around in the press a fair bit, I should say as well, I keep quite a beady 
eye on UK newspapers. I think it's fair to say that UK newspapers have 
been pretty scathing about loss and damage, and they sort of  they see it as 
basically a form of  reparations. Can we just distinguish between loss and 
damage and reparations, and what all that means? 

Graihagh Jackson  31.58

So the idea of  loss and damage comes from the fact that climate change is 
going to cause loss and damage, there are going to be things that we lose as 
a result of  climate change, are already losing. So examples might be we're 
going to see vast swathes of  coral reefs lost. And with that people's 
livelihoods. We’re going to see land lost to the sea. These are things that we 
cannot get back because of  climate change.  

So the idea is that richer nations, who have caused the problem of  climate 
change, they have emitted all these greenhouse gases, this fund will help 
compensate for the damage that poorer nations are experiencing. And that's 
what they mean by the loss and damage.  
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Amol Rajan  32.40

And Saleem, you've pushed this for many, many years. I mean, when did 
you first start arguing the case for this, and it must give you some satisfaction 
to see it finally become reality?  

Saleemul Huq  32.48

Well, I can't take credit for starting it, it was started by the small island states 
at the very beginning of  the UN Framework Convention, because they 
knew that ultimately, failure to tackle climate change means many of  them 
going under the sea. Disappearing from the earth. And so they raised it 
from the very beginning. But they got no traction at all, nobody supported 
them. And it's only in the recent years where other vulnerable developing 
countries have got together and supported the small islands in getting the 
rest of  the world to agree to set up a fund to help compensate the victims of  
climate change.  

Amol Rajan  33.22

It’s a big fund? 

Saleemul Huq  33.24

Well, we'll see how big it is. We've just agreed to set it up. And we'll have to 
fill it with money. There's no money in it yet. But the fact that all countries 
agreed to set it up when they had refused to do that. So that was a big 
victory.  

Graihagh Jackson  33.36

But may I ask Saleem a question? How much faith do you have in the loss 
and damage fund becoming a reality? Because if  we look at the past, and 
pledges of  money, those haven't been so forthcoming,  

Saleemul Huq  33.48

I actually have a lot of  optimism, and I'll tell you why. What we have done 
in Sharm el Sheikh is got an agreement, the fund is now agreed by all 
parties, we have set up a transitional committee to come up with ways 
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forward. You know how much money is needed? Where can we get money 
from? Who would manage the money? And then who would be eligible to 
receive the money? But we're all on the same page now, we're all trying to 
figure out what's the best way forward? These are all very legitimate 
questions, that we will have to negotiate an answer.  

Amol Rajan. 34.20

But how much money is needed for a fund like loss and damage?  

Saleemul Huq  34.23

It's needed in the trillions. But we have to start with the billions.  

Amol Rajan  34.28

And this gets this gets to one of  the central philosophical problems, which is 
people say that once you start saying the rich countries are responsible for 
giving money directly because of  loss and damage to poor countries, where 
will it stop? And let me put this to you Mikaela, someone protesting about 
these very issues. There are people who would say, you know what, let's be 
realistic, because we're living through a cost of  living crisis. You think about 
the pressure on Sarah’s business. You think about what people, voters in this 
country are going through, their desperation for good public services, the 
economic recession we're living through. It’s quite a tough sell to voters, isn't 
it, to say that on top of  that, you're going to have to give some money to 
island nations far away for loss and damage?  

Mikaela Loach  35.06

I think the climate crisis offers us an opportunity to transform the world to a 
better for the majority of  people. So the global majority and not profiting 
from this crisis. And I think that we can demand more and demand better. I 
think that most people actually want that. Like, I think that it wouldn't be 
like the average person giving money away to countries far away. That's not 
what would be happening. I think that framing just benefits the same class, 
they're profiting from it. 
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Amol Rajan  35.27

Sorry to interrupt. I was just going to ask. Do you think that you speak for 
the majority of  your generation? Because that has interesting democratic 
implications because it's often said that there's no votes in climate change. I 
mean, do you feel that you speak for most people your age, say, in this 
country or indeed around the world? And if  so, do you think there are votes 
for a Democrat who makes your agenda more central to their pitch to 
voters?  

Mikaela Loach  35.47

Obviously, I'm not the voice of  all young people. But I do think that in 
general, not, but it's not just young people. There's been loads of  people all 
over the world do believe very similar things to I do about equity, about 
justice, about wanting a better world for all of  us. And I think that it's this 
idea that has been said multiple times here that these things aren't possible, 
that stops people from demanding them. And I think that we really need to 
reframe these things completely, because so much more is possible, we've 
seen vast transformation to society happen in the past, and we can cause 
those things in the future.  

But that requires people to realise firstly, that that is possible. And secondly, 
to take that into our own hands and start acting, not just and it has to go 
beyond elections, like we have to be taking action wherever we can, whether 
it is joining movements that really shift change, that cause a shift in the kind 
of  idea of  what's possible. Or it's stop the things that are causing harm from 
being able to exist by either like disrupting it constantly, or create, it can be 
creating policy, but there are so many things that we can do. And there are 
so many things that young people especially are doing, and we're realising 
that we have to kind of  take our future into our own hands, because a lot of  
people I work with, they're not even old enough to vote yet, but they're still 
causing seismic changes in this world. And I think that that's realising our 
own power.  
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Amol Rajan  36.55

Do you want to change the voting age to 16? Do you think that'd be good 
thing to do?  

Mikaela Loach  36.57

Oh, that's interesting question. I think in the face of  climate crisis, I think 
it's irresponsible to not be letting the people who are going to be inheriting 
it.  

Amol Rajan  37.08

Okay, let's finish with some grounds for optimism, because we've got to get 
people listening to the other programmes in this series otherwise, I'm in 
trouble. Give us some grounds for optimism Bill. What in terms of  pledges, 
which is what these programmes focus on, what do you want to see more of  
based on the evidence of  success so far?  

Professor Bill McGuire. 37.21

What I'd like to see, I think what we need to focus on as a win win is 
methane, because methane is a very powerful greenhouse gas, but it only 
hangs about in the atmosphere for about 20 years instead of  100 for carbon 
dioxide. If  we can slash methane emissions, resulting from human activities, 
we can take quite a big chunk out of  the global average temperature rise, 
say, 0.2, 0.3 degrees. So that is something that there needs to be a big focus 
on. There has been mentioned that there have been promises about 
bringing them down, but there's nothing that's legally binding on that.  

Amol Rajan  37.52

We've got a beef  farmer on the line. So before I go to her and ask Sarah, 
how do we do that?  

Professor Bill Mcguire  37.57

A lot of  it is to do with emissions from the fossil fuel sector. So that's one 
place we need to look at. And I understand there is, I'm not an expert on 
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this, but I understand there's certain types of  feed that reduces cows 
flatulence, if  I can use the polite term.  

Amol Rajan  38.13

Sarah Bell, can I ask you a) to respond to what Bill McGuire has just said, 
please, and also, if  you have any grounds for optimism, Sarah, on where you 
think some pledges on the climate have made your life better as a farmer? 
And if  so, where those pledges have come from?  

Sarah Bell  38.25

Finding those specific pledges is really difficult. But I think it's about about 
the direction of  travel really, isn't it? You know, farmers are innovative, 
farmers are really agile, they're really very much shaped by the policy 
environment and the rules that they work within. But farmers need a seat at 
the table, because there is a land use element to all of  this and it has to be 
coherent. And you know, we need to have coherent policy for climate, for 
food, for agriculture, and farmers will do anything if  it's fair, and they can 
get a fair price out of  the farm gate for changing what they do.  

We see the effects of  weather on everything that we do on a daily basis. And 
we worry for our future generations coming in to produce food. Therefore, 
we need to get this right and it's urgent. It really, really matters. But actually 
justice is a key part of  this. 

Amol Rajan  39.13

Mikaela - grounds for optimism based on evidence of  pledges that have 
already worked.  

Mikaela Loach  39.18

So I think I would, sorry to pivot, but to say instead that a government that 
gives me significant hope, actually, around the world is the Colombian 
government that just got elected. So Francia Marquez and Gustavo Petro 
were recently elected in Colombia, and they won based on a campaign for 
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climate, like that was their big message was on climate but seeing climate as 
a huge thing that ties to so many other issues. They ran also on affordable 
housing. And I think that gives me huge amounts of  hope because they've 
said that they're going to have no new fossil fuels. They're going to protect 
environmental defenders, Columbia has the Amazon in it that's so 
important. And for me, like looking there, I think we often think sometimes 
in the UK like, oh, everything's really pants and we can't do anything about 
it. Well, actually, if  the peoples in Colombia who caused that huge change 
that thought that way, then they wouldn't have had this change. And so I 
think that we need to remember that if  Colombia can overthrow 200 years 
of  elite rule, and transform their government and their society then so can 
we, but that comes from the ground up and not from the top down. And I 
think that requires all of  us to realise our own power. 

Amol Rajan  40.17

Saleem? 

Saleemul Huq  40.18

So my grounds for optimism actually stemmed from the Paris Agreement, 
where all governments agreed to do things. We needed the governments to 
agree, but we don't need the governments to actually be the ones doing 
everything. The Paris Agreement empowers all of  us as citizens of  planet 
Earth, to do our bit, to do things that we can do ourselves. And that, to me, 
is extremely empowering.  

And the grounds of  optimism I have are not the COPs anymore. It's every 
Friday, millions of  school kids all over the world, including in my country, 
Bangladesh, are coming out and demonstrating under the Friday's for 
Future programme that was started by Greta Thunberg, the Swedish 
teenager. But it's now a huge movement of  young people, not just 
demonstrating, not just advocating, but actually doing things. And that to 
me, gives me a lot more hope.  

page /29 30



Rethink: Pledges & Progress

Amol Rajan. 41.10

So there are grounds for hope, and therefore grounds for listening to the rest 
of  the series. Thank you so much to all of  our guests. I really, really 
appreciate your time Mikaela Loach, Bill McGuire, Saleemul Huq and 
Sarah Bell, thank you very, very much for being with us. Graihagh and I are 
going to be back at the same time tomorrow, when we're going to be 
discussing how we might rethink behaviour and communication when it 
comes to fixing, solving or even just reducing climate change for now. 
Thanks so much for listening. 
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