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10 December 2009 
 
 
Hon. John Key 
Prime Minister 
Parliament Buildings 
Wellington 6160 
 
 
Dear Prime Minister, 
 
I am writing on behalf of the Climate Defence Network – a group of 17 New Zealand-
based organisations working on climate change and listed overleaf – to express deep 
concern over New Zealand’s approach to the international climate talks and to urge 
you to press for change. 
 
The best available science indicates that total global emissions need to be cut at least 
80% below 1990 levels by 2050 to give us a reasonable chance of keeping warming 
below 2oC. Industrialised countries, which have contributed more to the problem, will 
need to make even larger cuts – in the region of 95%.i,ii  
 
New Zealand’s fair share has been calculated as a 40.6% reduction of 1990 emissions 
levels by 2020iii (based on the Responsibility and Capability Index adopted by Oxfam 
International) – that is effectively halving our current emissions over the next 
decade.iv  
 
As importantly, New Zealand must pledge our fair share to both resource developing 
countries along low emissions pathways, and support the adaptation costs of 
developing countries which are initially bearing the brunt of climate instability.iv,v,vi 
 
The New Zealand delegation has stated during the international climate negotiations 
that New Zealand expects to meet up to 70% of its target by purchasing overseas 
credits and wants no limit placed on such ‘offsetting’ activities. The New Zealand 
delegation has also stated that New Zealand is prepared to withdraw our minimum 
10% emissions reduction target entirely if the rules are not changed to our country’s 
satisfaction. This means New Zealand is offering a conditional target of 3%-6% 
domestic reductions on 1990 levels by 2020 – and that is only if the international rules 
change to suit us.  
 
We are concerned that the New Zealand position seems to assume that New Zealand 
can get away with doing much less than other industrialised countries and can get 
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away with meeting its responsibility by purchasing credits overseas. The deep 
emissions cuts required in the long term mean that there is no such ‘get out clause’ for 
New Zealand and avoiding emissions reductions over the next decade simply makes it 
much harder, and in all likelihood more costly, to achieve the 2050 target.  
 
The following graph from the recently released ‘The Copenhagen Diagnosis’ (which 
synthesises the most policy-relevant climate science published since the close-off of 
material for the last IPCC report in 2007 – at www.copenhagendiagnosis.org) makes 
this point succinctly: 

 
(Source: German Advisory Council on Global Change (WBGU) 2009vi; replicated on page 53 of The 
Copenhagen Diagnosis 2009ii) 
 
New Zealand’s current stance also sends a counterproductive signal to our negotiating 
partners in both the industrialised and developing world. Positioning ourselves with 
the other ‘frontier’ countries at the back of the pack is extremely unwise 
environmentally and economically. 
 
Climate policy in New Zealand is now coming under some scrutiny and it is no 
surprise that it has been recently criticised in the British media. Rather than simply 
dismissing criticism, the government needs to sit up and take notice. The Guardian 
web site can get as many as 30 million hits a month, so an article by a respected 
science journalist like Fred Pearce should be taken seriously. The Guardian 
newspaper informed us ten days ago that the Fred Pearce article on the Guardian 
Unlimited web site had received 25,000 hits and rising. These people are highly likely 
to form part of the target market for New Zealand tourism and agricultural products. 
 
At the Copenhagen climate summit, the government has a great opportunity to start 
closing the gap between New Zealand’s ‘100% pure’ branding and its negotiating 
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position in the talks. This would require dropping our plea for special treatment and 
proposing a real 2020 target of at least 40% reductions of 1990 levels, fairly 
contributing to developing countries capacity for low emissions development and 
climate adaptation , and supporting other industrialised countries making the 
emissions cuts needed to help prevent runaway climate change. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Diana Shand 
on behalf of the Climate Defence Network 
 
The Climate Defence Network (CDN) is a coalition of the following conservation, 
outdoors and recreational organisations, social, medical, engineering, resource 
management, environmental, and development groups throughout New Zealand: 

• CAN (Cycling Advocates' Network) 
• Christian World Service 
• ClimAction 
• ECO (Environmental and Conservation Organisations of New Zealand) 
• EDS (Environmental Defence Society) 
• Engineers for Social Responsibility 
• Federated Mountain Clubs 
• Forest and Bird Society 
• Gecko 
• Greenpeace New Zealand 
• Nelson Environment Centre 
• OraTaiao: NZ Climate & Health 
• Oxfam 
• Pacific Institute for Resource Management (PIRM) plus Pacific Ecologist 
• Public Health Association 
• Save Happy Valley Coalition 
• Sustainable Energy Forum 
• WWF - New Zealand 

More information about CDN can be found on our website: 
www.climatedefence.org.nz  
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