
The Encyclical is addressed to all men and women because the 
earth ‘our common home’ concerns everyone. 

“Both everyday experience and scientific esearch show that 
the gravest effects of all attacks on the environment are 
suffered by the poorest”

 “Humanity has entered a new era in which our technical 
prowess has brought us to a crossroads. We are the 
beneficia ies of two centuries of enormous waves of change: 
steam engines, railways, the telegraph, electricity, automobiles, 
aeroplanes, chemical industries, modern medicine, 
information technology and, more recently, the digital 
revolution, robotics, biotechnologies and nanotechnologies.” 

This power needs to be framed by an ‘integral ecology’ and 
Pope Francis offers the example of his namesake St Francis 
for this ‘integral ecology’ – living in simplicity and harmony 
with God, with others, with nature and with himself.

Pope Francis’ Encyclical Laudato Si’ 

“He is the patron saint of all who study and work in the area  
of ecology, and he is also much loved by non-Christians. 

He shows us just how inseparable the bond is between 
concern for nature, justice for the poor, commitment to 
society, and interior peace.”



World leaders meeting at the Vatican a conference on climate change have 
issued a final st tement, declaring:

“Human-induced climate change is a scientific eality” 

and 

“Its decisive mitigation is a moral and religious imperative for  humanity.”

http://www.news.va/en/news/final declaration-on-workshop-on-climate-change

The statement says that humans have the technological and financial mean , 
and the know-how, to combat human-induced climate change, while at the 
same time eliminating global poverty.

What does religion say about what counts 
as a good life for the planet?

Religious, Scientifi , Business Leaders meeting at the Vatican 28 April 2015
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•	 We	live	on	a	life	producing	and	life	sustaining	planet.	This	is	a	great	good	under	threat.	

•	 By	our	knowledge	and	power	we	have	learned	to	take	hold	of	the	powers	of	natural	
processes	both	to	understand	the	world	and	to	transform	it.	

•	 We	have	changed	the	natural	environment	of	the	planet	to	suit	our	visions	of	human	life,	
especially	the	vision	embodied	in	the	global	economy.	

•	 It	may	become	true	that	the	lives	human	beings	fashion	for	themselves	is	a	sustainable	
good	for	them	and	a	sustainable	good	for	all	other	living	things	on	the	planet.	

•	 But	right	now	human	action	is	threatening	our	planet’s	capacity	to	go	on	producing	and	
sustaining	all	forms	of	life,	including	all	forms	of	human	life,	especially	the	vast	number	of	
poor	and	vulnerable	people.

•	 A	good	life	for	the	planet	is	for	the	planet	to	continue	to	produce	and	sustain	all	forms	of	life.

What counts as a good life for the planet?



Australians’ concern about  
global warming

Lowy Institute Poll 2015
Records the third successive rise in Australians’ concern about global 
warming. 

•	 50%,	(up	5	points	since	2014	and	14	points	since	2012)	say	 
‘global	warming	is	a	serious	and	pressing	problem’.	

•	 63%,	say	that	in	the	lead-up	to	the	2015	UN	Climate	Change	
Conference	in	Paris,	‘the	Australian	Government	should	commit	to	
significa t reductions so that other countries will be encouraged  
to do the same’. 

http://www.lowyinstitute.org/publications/lowy-institute-poll-2015



•	 Australia	is	responsible	for	1.4%	cent	of	global	emissions.	This	figu e	can	make	
it	appear	as	though	Australia’s	emissions	are	not	significa t	enough	to	merit	
reduction.	But	this	is	not	the	case.

•	 Australia	is	the	13th	highest	overall	pollution	contributor	in	the	world.

•	 Australia’s	emissions	are	right	behind	Germany’s	and	Germany	is	the	highest	
emitter	in	the	European	Union.	Our	emissions	are	more	significa t	than	the	
UK,	Italy	or	France	for	example.	

•	 Australia	also	has	the	highest	per capita	emissions	in	the	OECD,	with		
26	tonnes	of	greenhouse	gasses	being	emitted	per	person	every	year.		
A	‘fair	go’	means	we	need	to	reduce	our	per	capita	emissions.	

Is	this	what	Australia	will	bring	to	the	UNITED	NATIONS	CLIMATE	CHANGE	
CONFERENCE	in	Paris	December	2015?

http://www.climateinstitute.org.au/articles/publications/australias-emissions-what-do-the-numbers-really-mean.html 

Australia compared to the  
rest of the world...



Australian Climate Roundtable: business, union, 
environmental, investor and welfare groups form  

unusual coalition on climate policy 
The Roundtable warned emissions reductions on the necessary scale would require 
“substantial change” and present “significa t challenges” in Australia and other developed 
nations.

“We believe Australia should play its fair part in global efforts to avoid the serious economic, 
social and environmental impacts that unconstrained climate change would have on 
Australia,” the statement said. 

In a warning to the Federal Government, the group said “delayed, unpredictable and 
piecemeal action will increase the costs and challenges of achieving the goals and 
maximising the opportunities”. 

“We also know that policies won’t work if they don’t last and stay on investors’ radars,”

ABC News AM, 29 June 2015

Australian Climate Roundtable



Observed Changes and their 
Causes (p.2)

The evidence for human influen e 
on the climate system has grown 
since the IPCC Fourth Assessment 
Report. It is extremely likely that 
more than half of the observed 
increase in global average surface 
temperature from 1951 to 2010 
was caused by the anthropogenic 
increase in Green House Gas 
concentrations and other 
anthropogenic forcings together. 
(p.5)

Future Climate Changes,  
Risks and Impacts (p.8)

Continued emission of 
greenhouse gases will cause 
further warming and long-lasting 
changes in all components of the 
climate system, increasing the 
likelihood of severe, pervasive and 
irreversible impacts for people 
and ecosystems. (p.8)

Future Pathways for 
Adaptation, Mitigation and 
Sustainable Development 
(p.17)

Emissions scenarios leading to 
CO2-equivalent concentrations 
in 2100 of about 450 ppm or 
lower are likely to maintain 
warming below 2°C over the 21st 
century relative to pre-industrial 
levels15. These scenarios are 
characterized by  40 to 70% global 
anthropogenic Green House Gas 
emissions reductions by 2050 
compared to 2010, and emissions 
levels  near zero or below in 2100. 
(p.20)

What counts as a good life for the planet?
What do the sciences have to say?

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2014  
Fifth Assessment Report (AR5)

Green House Gas emissions [due to human activity] are mainly driven by 
population size, economic activity, lifestyle, energy use, land use patterns, 
technology and climate policy. (p.8)

There are multiple mitigation pathways that are likely to limit warming to 
below 2°C relative to pre-industrial levels. (p.20)



“The effects of climate change 
are being felt today, and 
future projections represent 
an unacceptably high and 
potentially catastrophic risk  
to human health.” 

“Given the potential of 
climate change to reverse the 
health gains from economic 
development... tackling climate 
change could be the greatest 

global health opportunity of 
this century.”

“Many of the 2,200 coal-fi ed 
plants currently proposed 
for construction globally will 
damage health unless replaced 
with cleaner energy alternatives. 
As part of the transition to 
renewable energy, there will be 
a cautious transitional role for 
natural gas.”

Last year, the World Health 
Organisation predicted that 
between 2030 and 2050, 
climate change is expected to 
cause approximately 250,000 
additional deaths per year, 
from malnutrition, malaria, 
diarrhoea and heat stress.

What counts as a good life for the planet?
What do the sciences have to say?

From The Lancet (British Medical Journal) June 23, 2015,  
Commission on Health and Climate Change.



Climate change –  
a weapon of mass destruction?

US Secretary of State John Kerry: 

“Climate change can now be considered another 
weapon of mass destruction, perhaps the world’s 

most fearsome weapon of mass destruction.” 

February 16, 2014 

There were no Weapons of  
Mass Destruction in IRAQ.

We have vastly more reliable information about climate 
change than when we invaded Iraq for fear of weapons of 

mass destruction that were not there! 

Will our Government to take strong action – equivalent of 
going to war – to help keep global warming below 20 c.

There is much more at stake for the planet.


