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Mr Speaker,
Jeanette Fitzsimons has laid out the reason for this debate, and the magnitude of the problem the world faces at Copenhagen. 

She and I depart tomorrow to attend the UN Climate Change Conference.   This conference is perhaps the most important meeting the international community has ever yet held.  I think of the seminal events in modern history – Westphalia in 1648, Vienna in 1815, Versailles in 1919, San Francisco in 1945.  Those events have shaped international relations – the application of power and the rule of law – that we know today.  

But these events, Sir, dealt with the relations between States.  They changed the way nations perceived each other.  They essentially reshaped the political power structure. They rewrote the rule-book for the use of force.  

This event of 2009 is different.  We are not seeking here to rewrite the rule-book, to reshape the power structure.  At Copenhagen we are doing something even more ambitious.  We are seeking a kind of self-understanding.  We are looking to change the way we, as humans on Earth rather than nations in the international community, relate to Nature. 
For the threat of climate change is not out there – it is in here.  Climate change is a threat without an enemy.  If there is an enemy at Copenhagen, it is Us.  For we are about to meet the ultimate challenge of all time: to agree collectively, at the global level, on decisive and far-reaching action to avoid climate catastrophe.  The threat we face is not as visible as the Luftwaffe was, but it can be identified and it is even more dangerous.  There can be no ‘peace in our time’, Mr Speaker, until the threat of climate change is solved.  Let this phrase ring in the ears of our Prime Minister as he departs these shores for Copenhagen.
Mr Speaker, the canvas before us is daunting in its complexity.  We have known, for a quarter of a century, the likelihood of climate change.  Most of that time has been devoted to proving to ourselves, to a confidence level of 95%, that climate change is real and human-induced.  For fear of being alarmist, we have committed the error of understating both the magnitude and the pace of the oncoming danger.  
We are now discovering, at a very late stage, that our worst-case scenarios are proving to be correct.  So the window of opportunity for self-deliverance has drastically narrowed.  As Copenhagen opens, the world’s experts are telling us that we have 5 to 10 years for global emissions to peak, at a threshold beyond which we face catastrophic consequences. 

This global problem can only be successfully met with a genuinely global solution.  That allows no room for tribal bickering between 193 sovereign states.  Of course we want to engage in healthy competition for national prosperity, but not at the expense of the planet of which we are a part and whose fate is our fate.  New Zealanders today can no more shirk the responsibility to play our part at Copenhagen than our fathers could have fled from the Battle of Britain, their fathers from Gallipoli.  

Based on advice from the world’s top experts, the Prime Minister of Denmark proposes that global emissions must reduce from the current 45 billion tonnes today to 15 billion by 2050.  The medium-term goal must be some 36 billion by 2020.  That means a reduction, below 1990 levels, of 25% - 40% for the rich countries, including New Zealand, by 2020, and 80-95% by 2050.  

For New Zealand, that means our emissions must reduce from 76 m. tonnes today to 37 m. by 2020 and down to 3 m. by 2050. Or at least that we take national responsibility for that size of reduction, either through domestic cuts or buying international credits.  Morally and politically, most of that must come from domestic cuts.
This is an enormous challenge, but it is not impossible. We must see it as a positive challenge.  It does not mean a reduction in our material wealth though it certainly means an exacting period of transition.  Most importantly, it means an increase in the quality of life.  The switch to a green, low-carbon economy can actually be done more easily than traditional economic thinking fears.  But it will be a challenge and it will require leadership.  

I call upon the Prime Minister to demonstrate that leadership.  The leadership of courage in the first instance, and the leadership of vision in the second, with the wisdom of Solomon to go with it.  The Green Party will support him in every endeavour when he provides that leadership, and we shall trenchantly criticise him whenever he fails.  I wish him well in Copenhagen.  We shall be there as well, watching, supporting, judging.  
