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. INTERNATIONAL LEVEL



.1 International Legal Framework for Climate

Change

Un Largo camino para llegar a un acuerdo climatico

—

29 noviembre - 11 diciembre

= Conferencia del Clima en Paris

= Objetivo: un acuerdo global
para reducir las emisiones
geeuil:ar que el calentamiento
Lla Tierra exceda los 2° C
en relacién a la era preindustrial

= Participan 147 jefes de Estado

= 40,000 participantes, entre ellos
25,000 ados oficiales (ONU,
gobiernos, ONGs, sociedad civil)

= 3,000 periodistas

Cada pais debe
presentar su compro-
miso de reduccién de

emisiones de GEI

O

Se crea una Plataforma
de Accion Reforgada que
pide a los paises alcangaor
un acuerdo legal antes del
2015 para reducir Llas .
emisiones

Fracasan las negociaciones.

El texto preuvé una acyuda de
USD 100.000 millones anuales
antes de 2020 para los

paises pobres

2011

Durban

l .

2015

coP21
Paris

1¢ Conferencia del Clima
de las Naciones Unidas

1972
Estocolmo

1 tratado climdtico de
la ONU” (no vinculante):
Los paises industriatizodos

- ® O 1992

Cumbre

: AR B acuerdan reducir Las
z - DL L emisiones de gas de
& N to invernadero (GEI)
¢ "y alos niveles de 1990
3 .
' oo P COP™™ : negociaciones
: desde onuoleg para Limitar
el cambio climatico
1995
O

Protocolo de Kioto
(vinculante): los paises
desarrollados acuerdan
reducir en un 5,2%

'S ( sus emisiones de GEI
) antes de 2012 respecto
a sus niveles de 1990

1997

Kioto

. Hoja de ruta para alcangar un
2007 acuerdo que extienda el Protocolo
de Kioto después de 2012

2009

Copenhague . Bali

“Conuencion Marco de laos Naciones Unidas sobre el Cambio Climdatico
“*Conferencio de las Partes de la Conuencidén

INFOGRAFIA: AFP/LA PRENSA

FUENTE: ONU, GOBIERNO FRANCES
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I.1 Climate Change

INDCs

Las (iNDC,
Someromisss da reduccisn de gases de efects invernadaro

por sus -lglu en inglés) son los
(< e los paises presentan

COMPROMISOS e
CLIMATICOS Se basan en

DE LOS PAISES

ueden incluir acciones de adaptacién.

de
entre otros temas. Constituyen un -perte =I.va par- Ia COP21 de Paris, donde se discute

un del p! por de los 2°C.
Esta ar et vy el de las INDC presentadas al 1 de octubre,
de la Co de las Naciones Unidas sobre Cambio

de 2 un repo
Climatico (CMNUCC).

1 4 pPpaises
presentaron su INDC antes del lero
de octubre

— 42 paises desarrollados
(todos los paises desarrollados de 1a
cMNuUCo)

paises en desarrollo
» 1 04 (3/4 de los pa en desarrolio de la

cMNUCCO)

de las emisiones del Dlancta

Representan el
O, e incluyen a los 5 m
mrandes emisores

2% de las emisiones de GEI globales

COMPROMISOS DE REDUCCION DE GASES DE EFECTO INVERNADERO (GEI)

P ormpromisos sin condiciones

de estos paises se comprometieron a
> —B— subir el nivel de ambicién en caso de

reci

ir apoyo internacional

LOS DOS PRINCIPALES TIP COMPR MISOS

coz ea

zo10 zo20 2030
40°%26 de los paises

} maiscion 96

coz ea

\ | s

AnG base zoz0 zoa0
39°%6 de los paises

AREAS PRIORIZADAS PARA LA
REDUCCION DE GEI

P Y —

Amriculturay
6 Eficiencia enerzética Q il i
Y oo

Metano y otros
Eases no-CO.

:HACIA DONDE VAMOS
A LA FECHA?

Nos estamos acercando a la meta, pero los
paises deben aumentar su nivel de ambicion
para preservar los ecosistemas y evitar que
nuestras sociedades enfrenten graves
riesgos climaticos

coP
NUCCE y Libélula

COMPROMISOS EN ADAPTACION
A LOS EFECTOS DEL CAMBIO CLIMATICO

87% de los paises

Incluyeron una Mmeta para reducir la vulnerabilidad
v construir resiliencia, en particular en los sectores
de agua, agricultura, salud y ecosistemas

INCREMENTO DE TEMPERATURA AL 2100
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1.2 International Framework for Disaster Risk

DISASTER IMPACTS / 2000-2012

ic activity). epidemic. iy & wedl, storm, voican, and wikifie / Duta source: EM-DIAT The OF DA/CI 12 March 2013 - w1207
prtery itari s,mbul i itari. B 24

MILLION
o & RILLION 2 ° 9 sz 1 o 2 KILLED

Earthquakes causzd the most

economic damage - this was
371 Billion also the year of the Great East
Japan Earthquzke.

The Uniten Nations Offica for Disaster Risk Raouction

‘ Seorms caused the most ecomemic
F  damage - this was also the year of

Hur Kanri Earthquakes caused the most economic
251 Billion ricane Katrina,

damage - this was also the year of the
Sichuam earthquake in China

138 Billion 138 Eillion
61 Eillion 66 Billion

DAMAGE 35 Billion

87 Billicn

39 Billion 50 Billion
o
Drought affectsd most people -
- this was also the year of major
659 Million drought in India and China
Floods affected mast peapde - this
was lsn thee year of major flooding
in south and centrad parts of China
212 Million 222 Million L 211 Million
174 Million 162 Million 161 Million
AFFECTED 199 Million
109 Million 126 Million S N
o +
Earthquakes killed
Earthquakes killed the mest people iy Stomms killed the most pecple 304812 Jwr the most people - this
- this was also the year of Indian # this was also the year of Cyclore was also the year gf
244880 Ocean earthquake and tsunami 241567 MARGES thve Haiti earthquake.
KILLED L — - 9330
= 21342 15264
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

— #ParlAmericasCC #Switch2Sendal



|.2 Disaster Risk

Hyogo
Framework(2005-2015)

VULNERABILITY

x

diagram after Turner et al., 2003

HYOGO FRAMEWORK

FOR ACTION 2005-2015 .
Building the Resilience of Nations Se n d dal F ramewor k

and Communities to Disasters ( 20 1 5 -2 O 3 0)

VULNERABILIDAD

ICION

Sendai Framework
X —> for Disaster Risk Reduction
SENSIBILIDAD IMPACTO 201 5 _ 2030

diagram after Turner et al., 2003

PELIGRO
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|.2 Disaster Risk

Eunisor

www.preventionweb.net/go/sfdrr
www.unisdr.org
isdr@un.org

Substantially reduce
global disaster mortality
by 2030, aiming to lower
average per 100,000
global mortality between
2020-2030 compared to
2005-2015

Chart of the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction

2015-2030

Scope and purpose

The present framework will apply to the risk of small-scale and large-scale, frequent and infrequent, sudden and
slow-onset disasters, caused by natural or manmade hazards as well as related environmental, technological
and biological hazards and risks. It aims to guide the multi-hazard management of disaster risk in
development at all levels as well as within and across all sectors.

Expected outcome

The substantial reduction of disaster risk and losses in lives, livelihoods and health and in the economic, physical,
social, cultural and environmental assets of persons, businesses, communities and countries

Prevent new and reduce existing disaster risk through the implementation of integrated and inclusive economic,
structural, legal, social, health, cultural, educational, environmental, technological, political and institutional
measures that prevent and reduce hazard exposure and vulnerability to disaster, increase preparedness for
response and recovery, and thus strengthen resilience

Substantially reduce the
number of affected people
globally by 2030, aiming
to lower the average
global figure per 100,000
between 2020-2030
compared to 2005-2015

Reduce direct disaster
economic koss in relation
to global gross domestic
product

(GDP) by 2030

Substantially reduce
disaster damage to critical
infrastructure and disruption
of basic services, among
them health and educational
facilities, including through
developing their resilience
by 2030

Substantially increase the
number of countries with
national and local disaster
risk reduction strategies
by 2020

Substantially enhance
international cooperation
to developing countries
through adequate and
sustainable support to
complement their national
actiors for implementation
of this framework by 2030

Substantially increase the
availability of and access
to multi-hazard early
warning systems and
disaster risk information
and assessments to people
by 2030

Priorities for Action

There is a need for focused action within and across sectors by States at local, national, regional and global levels in the following four priority areas.

Priority 1
Understanding disaster risk

Priority 2

Strengthening disaster risk governance

to manage disaster risk

Priority 3

Investing in disaster risk reduction for

resilience

Priority 4
Enhancing disaster preparedness for effective
response, and to «Build Back Betters in
recovery, rehabilitation and reconstruction

#ParlAmericasCC #Switch2Sendal



|.3 Linkages Climate Change Adaptation and Disaster Risk

. B Conceptual Linkages of Climate Change Adaptation
and Disaster Risk Management (CCA-DRM)

Climate Change Adaptation: Disaster Risk Management
Reduce vulnerability to: Reduce vulnerability to:
I
v . v : .
Gradual changes in Extreme weather events Climate- and Geophysical Ecological
climatic parameters with increased weather-related hazards hazards
frequency and severity hazards

. v .

Sea level Rising mean Changes in Direct connection
rise temperature precipitation
patterns
- - -

..

Exploit connactions
using co-benefit
strategies

Top-down / National Bottom-up /
gov't policies. Community-based

(SOURCE: Castillo, Charlotte Kendra G, 2007) snf Manila Observatory
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Il. NATIONAL LEVEL



1.1 Climate Change Legislation

* 15 Countries with CC Legislation, 7 countries in Latin America

* 2 Countries with bills, 1 country in Latin America
* 13 Countries that have commited to a CC law, 3 countries in Latin America



II.1 Climate Change Legislation

Obligation needed in national level.

To reduce vulnerability

To reduce GHG
Sustaninable development

To reduce costs

National Security

‘ I MOTIVATION COUNTRIES

Brazil - Guatemala — Indonesia — Mexico — Micronesia —
Philippines — Senegal — Nigeria — Peru — Vietnam — Japan

Brasil — Ecuador — Indonesia — Japan — New Zeland —
United Kingdom

Guatemala — New Zeland — Philippines — United Kingdom
— Vietham — Peru

Brazil - Mexico — New Zeland — United Kingdom
(Stern, Brazil 5 al 20% of GDP, 1% Global GDP)

New Zeland: food security, water scarcity

Micronesia: sea level rise that affects food security,
including water resources

Mexico: food security (agricultural losses) water, health.
Guatemala: food security

Philippines: sea level rise/ water security

#ParlAmericasCC #Switch2Sendal




II.1 Climate Change Legislation

CONTENIDOS/CONTENTS

v'Institutional framework
v Economic instruments

v Participation
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II.1 Climate Change Legislation

RECOMENDATIONS INSTITUTIONAL FRAMEWORK

RECOMENDATION INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION

High level Banco Mundial, Gitay et al 2013
Transversality OCDE, 2015
Strengthening local governments OCDE, 2015, IPCC, 2014b, Nobuoka, Ellis,

& Sarah, 2015

Participation OCDE, 2015
Science OCDE, 2015
Monitoring and accountability OCDE, 2015
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I1.2 Disaster Risk Legislation
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II.2 Disaster Risk Legislation

Table 4: Matrix of DRM law
typology and country context

©

é ) DRR priority law DRR priority law DRR priority law
Effective law and requlation e - (high detail) (high detail) (low detail)
for disaster risk reduction: o
a multi-country report E’ "

= 0 E

: -~

am 2 DRR priority law DRR priority law

oF 2 (high detail) e AL (low detail)

x< =2

(o H

-

e

BB  Broad DRM law Broad DRM law

o

o

Low Medium High

Country disaster risk governance capacity
through sectoral laws
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II.2 Disaster Risk Legislation Table 5: Overview of laws on building,

construction and land use planning

' -' Wid B ves
Territory Wide | puilding LandUsepian-  Localland

[ (| Itemationsl Fegerstion )
19 e Croes ana R Crscent Socisies i
.y S b, g .

Building Codes R ning - National Use Planning [

; - National or Approvals/ =1 No data
State Regulations or State Regulations

Sample Countries

Algeria

Angola

Australia

« State of Victoria - - - -

Austria nfa -

. Brazil nfa - -

China (PRC) - - - -
«Hong Kong SAR - - -

Effective law and regulation Dominican Republic

for disaster risk reduction: Ecuador - - - - -

a multi-country report Ethiopia - - -

. Guatemala - - -

India - -

« State of Orissa - - - -

« State of Punjab - - - .

Irag™ - - - - - - - -

Italy - - - -

Japan - - - -

Kyrgyzstan - - - -
Madagascar - - - -

. Mexico - - - -

Namibia - - -

Nepal

. New Zealand - - - -

Nicaragua - - . -

Nigeria - - -

Philippines
South Africa
St. Lucia

nfa nfa - nfa n'a

Ukraine
United States of America nfa nfa n'a n/a -
« State of lllinois - - -

« State of Louisiana - - - -

Uruguay - -

Vanuatu - -
Viet Nam - - -
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[I.2 Disaster Risk Legislation

Most of the sample countries do not havea law or specificleqal framework for managing CCA, although the
majority have CCA national palicies. The nine sample countries that do have such a law, as opposed toa law
on climate change mitigation only are: Algeria, Brazil, Dominican Republic, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Mexico,
New Zealand,the Philippines and Uruguay, all of which also have a national CCA policy.™ Fifteen other
sample countries have institutional mechanisms on CCA, established administratively by the executive and
at times mandated by a specific policy. The most recent of thase mechanisms at the time of writing was a
fedleral fask force to address the risks of climate change, created by executive order in the United States,
in Novamber 2013 In sum, more than two thirds of the sample group (25) are addressing CCA in some
formal way, as summarized in Table 6. In addition, Kenya and Vanuatu both have drats laws on CCA under
consideration.”

Effective law and requlation
for disaster risk reduction:
a multi-country report

~-
0
AW OR
A A h
Angola Australia Algeria
Austria China Brazil
Kenya Ecuador Dominican Republic
Italy Ethiopia Japan
Iraq Guatemala Kyrgyzstan
Madagascar India Mexico
Nicaragua Namibia New Zealand
-/ Nepal Philippines
Nigeria Uruguay
South Africa |
St. Lucia
Ukraine
United States
Vanuatu
Viet Nam
- J
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Ill. CHALLENGES AND
CONCLUSIONS



ROLE OF THE PARLIAMENTARIAN

* To contribute to social and political consensus

 Stabllity policy vs political terms

e FInance
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WHY?

* Responsabllity

* Vulnerability

 Soclal consensus

#ParlAmericasCC #Switch2Sendai



Responsabilidad/

http://climatecasechart.com/non-us-climate-change-litigation/

A SUCCINCT, HOLIS];IC Look AT CLIMATE
CHANGE LEGISLATION

Chris Henry"*

IV. LITIGATION AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO LEGISLATION

In some instances, federal legislation either moves too slowly or is not
very effective. This section explores two cases effecting climate change (one
at the national level and one at the supranational level) and concludes that, to
an extent, litigation can be a valid alternative to climate change legislation.*
Although neither of the cases discussed herein utilized the doctrine of public
nuisance, some courts have used this doctrine to combat climate change.

#ParlAmericasCC #Switch2Sendai



Which countries have done the most to
adapt to climate change?

Change in ND-GAIN score
1995-2014 L

218 14.89
|

Source: Notre Dame Global Adaptation Index
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Vulnerability

Global Distribution of Vulnerability to Climate Change

Combined National Indices of Exposure and Sensitivity

‘“ o ‘10 Extreme vulnerability

! [ 9 Severe \

\ . 8 Seriou§ X

— 7 Moderate \

A "6 Moderate' N
5 dest

A | nog:ia

Scenario A2-550 in Year 2050 with Climate Sensitivity Equal to 5.5 Degrees c
Annual Mean Temperature with Extreme Events Calibration

http://ciesin.columbia.edu/data/climate/ ©2006 Wesleyan University and Columbia University

m ® il Nw.wm. o
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PERCEPCIONES SOBRE
EL CAMBIO CLIMATICO

OPINION SOBRE EL CAMBIO CLIMATICO

TOTAL AMERICA LATINA 2017

. P. ;Con cudl de Ias siguientes frases est Ud. mas de acuerdo? El cambio dimatico..

El cambio climatico es un problema urgente que tenemos
que ocuparnos hoy

Todavia no es un problema urgente, pero lo serd en el
futuro

Es un problema urgente, pero no hay nada que hacer, es
demasiado tarde para actuar

Nunca sera un problema necesario de ocuparse 4

NS/NR

=
=

PR Easbmiiee i, PRIORIDAD DEL PROBLEMA DEL CAMBIO

CLIMATICO ,
TOTAL AMERICA LATINA 2017 - TOTALES POR PAIS 2017

GmﬁummmmmMuwmmmmmmammma
cambio climatico, sin importar sus consecuencias negativas en el crecimients econdmice’

ren

"
§

JI:
Lo

Colombia

Hay que darle pricridad a la Ecuador

lucha contra el cambio climatico, Chile
sin importar sus consecusncias Bolivia
negativas en el crecimiento México
economico Parsguay

B Costa Rica

o Brasil

crearmiento adonémics a1 Urugusy
importar sus consecuencias . 20 El Salvag.:lur
negativas en la lucha contra el Argentina
cambio climatico Perii
Panama

1 Hicaragua

Venezuela

Henduras

NSINR Guatemala

R. Dominicana
Latingamérica

60 &80

Fusnte: Latinooarsmatro 2017
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Social consensus

Figura 2: Porcentaje de personas que cree que el cambio climatico esta Figura 6: Percepcion de las personas sobre la gravedad de los efectos o
ocurriendo impactos del cambio climatico

=

50
15
40
ENCUESTA DE 35
CAMBIO CLIMATICO 2016 N
| 30
Santiago de Chile, 2
4 de Noviembre de 2016 No
20
1 No sabe
15
I"l MA L 10
5
0 ——

Sin importancia Leves Bastante graves Muy graves

Figura 7: {Cuan importantes es el cambio climatico para usted y para ' Figura 11 Percepcion del nivel de preparacion de Chile para enfrentar - Figura 21: ¢{Quién deberia liderar el problema del cambio climatico en

los chilenos? i climét .
el cambio climatico Chile?
50 7 ~
60
45 £l gobierno
40 5 7
3 El ministerio del medio ambiente
30 40 Organizaciones no gubernamentales (ONG) y/
% BLos Chi o ambientalistas
0s Chilenos 1
2 B Para usted 0 Organismos internacionales (ej. ONU)
15 4 i
2 - Empresarios
10 i
5 10 Las municipalidades
0 + - N
NADA poco BASTANTE MUY 0 - - . ) Otro;. Cual?
IMPORTANTE IMPORTANTE IMPORTANTE IMPORTANTE Nada preparado Poco preparade Bastante preparado Muy preparado T
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