
	 	
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Climate Change FAQ 
 
What is meant by net zero emissions? 

‘Net zero emissions’ means a balance between the amount we pollute and the amount we reabsorb through, for 
example, restoring forests.  Rapid emission reductions are a vital part of achieving net zero emissions, because there 
is simply not enough land in the world to restore enough forests to balance our current emissions. 

Scientists have calculated that to achieve net zero carbon pollution by 2050, Australia should adopt nearer-term 
targets of reducing Australia’s emissions by 45-65% by 2025, and by 65-80% by 2030, compared to 2005 levels. 

If we aim for net zero emissions, what will that mean for jobs and rural communities? 

Moving to a clean energy future will result in jobs growth in Australia. Moving to 50% renewables by 2030 would create 
more than 28,000 jobs nationally - almost 50% more employment than a business as usual scenario, according to a 
report by Ernst & Young and the Climate Council.1 
 
In another 2016 report, the Australian Conservation Foundation and the Australian Council of Trade Unions found that 
Australia can create a million extra jobs by 2040 by pursuing credible, enduring policies on climate change and 
energy.2 
 
Can renewables supply reliable power?  

Numerous studies demonstrate that 100% renewable electricity is achievable in Australia, as long as we have 
appropriate policies to encourage ongoing investment in 
the renewables industry and technologies. Achieving 
100% renewable energy is already becoming a reality in 
some countries. 

The recent blackout in South Australia was the result of 
the electricity system acting to shut down as a result of 
a massive storm with over 80,000 lightning strikes and 
90km/h winds which toppled and damaged 22 
transmission towers. It was not the result of South 
Australia’s 40% renewable energy supply; the system 
would have responded the same way to such a massive 
storm even if it had been 100% coal-fired. 

Aren’t nations like China more to blame?  

While China’s emissions have increased significantly 
over the past decade, their CO2 emissions have peaked 
and are currently falling. Despite the rise in emissions, 
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developed nations such as the US and Australia have much higher per capita emissions than China.3 

Australia relies heavily on coal for our own power generation more than the nations where Australian coal is exported. 
Australia’s reliance on coal is higher than other nations and has comparatively increased from the period of 1990-
2014. Australia’s overall total coal consumption is the fourth highest in the world behind China, United States and 
India.4 Australia ranks seventh in the world for coal-fired energy production. This is despite our relatively smaller 
population and abundant opportunities for alternatives. 
 
Coal and Steel  

Steel is indeed needed for buildings, transport and to build sources of renewable energy generation. A particularly high 
grade of coal is required to make steel. Coking coal burns at a higher temperature than lower grade coal which is used 
for power generation. The process creates pollution and despite research there is no alternative to coking coal at 
present. Incentives for cleaner practices for this market should be offered. Promoting an understanding of the 
different types of coal usage would assist the public in recognising the over reliance on coal for power generation. In 
comparison to other nations Australia relies heavily on coal not just for steel production but for power generation. 
 
Isn’t coal-generated power necessary to alleviate poverty in poorer countries?  

It is true that lack of access to electricity contributes to low levels of development in poorer countries. However, the 
argument that coal-generated power is necessary to alleviate poverty in poorer countries misrepresents the problem 
of energy poverty.  

Energy poverty is primarily the result of households not being connected to an electricity grid or an off-grid system 
(such as solar panels), typically because they live in rural areas where power utilities are not present. Some 84 percent 
of households without access to electricity are located in rural areas.5 

The greatest barriers to electrification are the upfront cost of connection and the installation of off-grid systems, like 
solar panels.6 Energy poverty is also not the result of a lack of electricity generation. Because most households living 
in poverty own few electrical appliances, their average consumption of electricity once they become connected to 
power is very low. 

The best way to deliver electricity to those living in energy poverty is through renewable energy, not coal-generated 
energy.  Renewable energy resources are more abundant, are usually lower-cost than coal, and are becoming even 
cheaper. A study from India, for example, shows that for villages located more than 5km from the grid, the costs of 
providing energy from renewable sources is far lower than the costs of energy from conventional sources, including 
coal.7 Additionally, renewable technologies can be flexibly deployed and create more jobs. 

A lasting solution to poverty and sustainable development requires 
the world’s wealthiest economies to transition away from coal, and 
to support developing countries to reduce energy poverty by 
encouraging regulatory change and financing greater access to 
both grid and off-grid sources of energy. 

Aren’t the droughts last year due to El Niño rather than climate 

change?  
While it is not possible to state the exact causes of any individual 
El Niño event, research has shown that there is a reciprocal 
relationship between climate change and El Niño. Research 
shows that climate change is causing El Niño events to occur 
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more frequently and/or with greater intensity.8 In turn, El Niño exacerbates climate change by releasing large 
amounts of heat from the Pacific Ocean. 
 
Didn’t the Prime Minister already commit more funding for climate adaptation? 

At the Paris climate conference the Prime Minister announced that Australia will contribute at least AU$1 billion over 
the next five years to support vulnerable countries to adapt to climate change. However, this is not additional money 
– it comes from existing allocations in the already reduced aid budget. 

Australian Aid FAQ 
 
Can we afford it? 
Yes. Despite our wealth compared to other OECD nations we fall behind on a number of measures. On wealth per 
person Australia ranks as one of the wealthiest nations, according to Credit Suisse’s Global Wealth Report. Australia’s 
income per middle class worker is only exceeded by Switzerland, Norway and Denmark. All three of these nations give 
close to 1% of GNI to Aid, compared to just 0.23% for Australia. We have experienced twenty-seven years of 
uninterrupted economic growth, and since the Global Financial Crisis, Australia’s wealth has increased faster than 
most other nations. 
 
Aid makes up only around 0.9% of the federal budget, yet it has been targeted for more than 25% of total budget cuts 
since 2013. At a time when Australia is making multi-billion dollar commitments to building submarines or providing 
corporate tax cuts to large businesses, the question should be how can Australian not afford to invest in the health, 
opportunity, stability and security of all people, and particularly those in our global neighbourhood? 
 
Are we borrowing to give aid? 
Borrowing for government expenditure (through the issuing of government bonds) is a regular activity of all 
governments. Australia’s debt is low by developed country standards and well below levels that most economists 
would regard as problematic. Government currently borrows funds to provide economic stimulus, support expenditure 
on health, education, infrastructure and the military. Yet, these areas are not targeted for cuts because they are partly 
funded through debt. 
 
Australia’s aid program saves lives, educates children, helps to build peace and supports economic development and 
inclusion. It is part of the contribution we, as a wealthy nation, make towards a better, fairer world for all. In the past 
five decades, government debt has fluctuated and government expenditure has risen consistently. Yet funding for aid 
has been cut drastically in the last few years – a trend which bears no relation to either our income or our debt level. 
Our capacity to provide support in the fight against global poverty should be based on our national wealth, not short-
term and false arguments about debt. 
 
Can’t trade solve poverty?  

Trade and growth can lead to poverty reduction as long as the poorest people are included in the benefits of growth. 
However, trade and growth cannot unilaterally overcome poverty. Trade doesn’t help communities recover from 
disasters, or build resilience to climate change, support the empowerment of women and girls, remove the barriers 
and attitudes faced by people with disabilities, or address the rights of all people to clean water, education and health 
care. More importantly, aid helps to contribute to a healthier, more educated, population which is the basis on which 
sustainable and inclusive economic growth is built. 
 
The assistance of Australian aid provides empowerment to our region and leads to stronger trade partners. Vietnam 
and Malaysia are fantastic examples of regional success. These nations that have been among Australia’s strongest 
aid partners are now amongst Australia’s strongest trade partners. 
 
What about corruption? 
This problem can be easily overstated. Australian aid is directed at helping people in challenging environments, 
including environments at risk of corruption. But it is important to remember that Australia’s aid program has 
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comprehensive accountability mechanisms that guard against corruption, and ensure that the money we send is going 
to the people that need it. 
 
The most recent review of aid spending suggested only 26 cents out of every $1000 (0.026%) was potentially lost due 
to fraud (as in previous years, much of this money will be recovered, meaning the actual losses to fraud are much 
lower). Even this potential loss is less than the amount of money that is lost in corruption and fraud to Medicare. 
 
Australian aid also works directly to eradicate corruption in governments and public service organisations in 
developing countries. The Australian Federal Police, for example, has successfully been working to achieve this with 
the local police force in the Solomon Islands. 
 
Humanitarian Response FAQ 
 
Crisis? What Crisis? 
Beyond the 65 million people in the world who are displaced there are a staggering 1.4 billion people who are in fragile 
situations, a figure that is projected to grow to 1.9 billion by 2030. The Secretary-General of the UN at the Humanitarian 
Summit in March recommended an increase of response capabilities to 20 of the most risk prone countries by 2020.9 
Beyond this there has been calls such as the recent World Humanitarian Summit held in Istanbul in 2016 to increase 
the Central Emergency Relief Fund from $500 million to $1 billion. The deficit of available fund is compounding the 
crisis. Acting now is more affordable and financially prudent than avoiding the current crisis. 
 
Shouldn’t we care about our own backyard or region first? 
Our region is increasingly at risk due to climate related disasters. According to The Asia-Pacific Disaster Report 2015 – 
Disasters without Borders, the flagship publication of UN Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific 
(ESCAP) “Over the period 2005-2014 the Asia-Pacific region had 1,625 reported disaster events. Approximately 
500,000 people lost their lives, around 1.4 billion people were affected, and there was $523 billion worth of economic 
damage. Many of these disasters were on a vast scale, but there were also multiple smaller events that never hit the 
global headlines”.10 There is a need, therefore, to assist our region, but we fall short in terms of giving compared to 
other nations. 
 
Isn’t Australia already generous? 
According to the DFAT’s Australian aid report: “Australia will continue to be a generous friend and neighbour, providing 
humanitarian assistance in response to emergencies. We know that preventing crises is a good investment, so the 
aid program will also work to reduce disaster risks and promote preparedness”.11  Successive governments have 
recognised the need for humanitarian disaster mitigation. Despite the increased risk of crisis in our region Australia 
has reported lower humanitarian contributions in 2015 than 2014 with a decrease of US$58.2 million.12 As the risks 
and disasters have increased we have given less. Our response is therefore less generous in a time when the need is 
greater.  
 
Australia is less generous in terms of overall Overseas Development Aid in comparison to GNI than the average 
OECD donor.13 While Australia does give to humanitarian crises, the cut of funding for Australian Aid resulted in a 5% 
cut from what was budgeted in 2015 for humanitarian aid.14 
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