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KEY MESSAGE 1:

Our region is the most 

disaster- prone region in the 

world





Is Australia a good 

neighbour?
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What have we said we’ll do?

0.7% 

GNI

“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”

(Australian Government, Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, 2014) 



KEY MESSAGE 2:

Australia has committed to 

helping our neighbours build 

resilience to, and mitigate the 

risks of, natural disasters



0.7% 

GNI?

How are we going?

0.23%

GNI



“The aid program will 

also work to reduce 

disaster risks and 

promote preparedness”
(Australian Government, Department of  Foreign Affairs and Trade, 2014)



Disaster Risk Reduction 



Disaster Risk Reduction Saves Lives 

Typhoon 

Haiyan, 

2013



$1 in 

DRR

$7 in 

recovery 

costs
Saves

World Bank, UNDP (2012)

Disaster Risk Reduction Saves Money



Solomon 

Islands 

Flooding, 

2014



KEY MESSAGE 3:

Our investment in Disaster 

Risk Reduction is 

decreasing



Australia as a DRR leader
“Australia is widely acknowledged as a 

lead donor and potential role model in 

disaster risk reduction”

- OECD, United Nations Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (April 2013) 
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KEY MESSAGE 4:

To help our neighbours build resilience 

to disaster, we need to restore DRR 

funding to 3% of  the Aid program. 



Key Messages: Aid Policy
1. Australia lives in the most disaster-prone region in 
the world

2. The Australian Government has committed to helping 
our neighbours build resilience, and mitigate the risks of, 
disasters

3. But investment in Disaster Risk Reduction is 
decreasing
4. To be a good neighbour, Australia should:

• Restore Disaster Risk Reduction (DRR) funding to 3% of 

the aid program. This restoration should be achieved 

through new aid funding (i.e. not from reallocated funds)

• Set a pathway towards reaching our international 

commitment of  0.7% of GNI by 2030



KEY MESSAGE 5:

Climate change is affecting 

people now, especially by the 

poorest people in our region.



In the Pacific, climate change 

is affecting food and water, 

health, livelihoods, homes, 

infrastructure.

The number of  disasters is 

increasing. The severity of  

disasters is increasing.



Our neighbours in the Pacific 

have been leading the way on 

ratifying and implementing 

global agreements.

They want Australia, as a 

member of  this region, to join 

them in acting now. 



KEY MESSAGE 6:

Australia should be part of  the 

climate leaders, not a laggard nor an 

obstacle to meaningful global action.



The Paris Agreement 

is the mechanism 

through which 

countries agreed on a 

shared path to act on 

climate change, but its 

success depends on 

countries increasing 

their initial targets.



Australia claims to be bold

At the Paris Conference, Australia 

joined a group called the 

‘high ambition coalition’. 

Our Foreign Minister told the world we 

are beating our targets.



Unfortunately 

Australia is 

consistently ranked 

close to the bottom 

in terms of  climate 

action

- Climate Change Performance Index, 

Germanwatch/CAN Europe (Nov 2016) 



Our plan for 

action lacks 

ambition

Country Stated target
Change from 2005 

in 2030

UK 50% below 1990 levels by 2023-2027 -61%

Switzerland 50% below 1990 by 2030 -51%

Germany 55% below 1990 by 2030 -45%

Norway At least 40% below 1990 by 2030 -44.5%

US 26 to 28% below 2005 by 2025 -35 to -39%

EU At least 40% below 1990 by 2030 -34%

Canada 30% below 2005 levels by 2030 -30%

New Zealand 30% below 2005 levels by 2030 -30%

Australia 26 to 28% below 2005 levels by 2030 -26 to -28%

Japan 26% below 2013 levels by 2030 -25%

http://climatechangeauthority.gov.au/comparing-countries-emissions-targets



KEY MESSAGE 7:

Australia requires a meaningful 

national plan to reduce our carbon 

emissions to net zero by 2050, 

starting by increasing our 2030 

targets.



Current targets 

are heading 

towards 

‘catastrophic’  

warming



https://www.carbonbrief.org/timeline-the-paris-agreements-ratchet-mechanism

In 2018 the 

world starts 

‘ratcheting’ 



KEY MESSAGE 8:

Using 2017-18 as an opportunity to 

increase investment in renewables 

will help us achieve more ambitious 

targets.



We need a ‘just 

transition’ to 

renewables, but 

we need it fast

http://www.nytimes.com/2016/11/15/opinion/
australias-addiction-to-coal.html?_r=0



We need to 

increase our 

‘climate finance’ 

contributions to 

assist countries 

most affected by 

climate change



Key Messages: Climate Policy

1. Climate change is affecting people now, 
especially by the poorest people in our region.

2. Australia should be part of  the climate leaders, 
not a laggard nor an obstacle to meaningful 
global action.

3. Australia requires a meaningful national plan to 
reduce our carbon emissions to net zero by 2050.

4. Using 2017-18 as an opportunity to increase 
investment in renewables will help us achieve 
more ambitious targets.



What is DRR?

“Disaster Risk Reduction aims to reduce the damage caused by natural 
hazards like earthquakes, floods, droughts and cyclones, through an 
ethic of prevention. [It] is the concept and practice of reducing disaster 
risks through systematic efforts to analyse and reduce the causal factors 
of disasters. 

Reducing exposure to hazards, lessening vulnerability of people and 
property, wise management of land and the environment, and 
improving preparedness and early warning for adverse events are all 
examples of disaster risk reduction.”

https://www.unisdr.org/who-we-are/what-is-drr

https://www.unisdr.org/who-we-are/what-is-drr


Why is it important to invest in DRR?

Historically, dealing with disasters focussed on emergency response, but towards the end of the 20th

century it was increasingly recognised that disasters are not natural (even if the associated hazard 
is) and that it is only by reducing and managing the conditions of hazard, exposure and vulnerability 
that we can prevent losses and alleviate the impacts of disasters.

Since we cannot reduce the severity of natural hazards, the main opportunity for reducing risk lies 
in reducing vulnerability and exposure. 

Reducing these two components of risk requires identifying and reducing the underlying drivers of 
risk, which are particularly related to poor economic and urban development choices and practice, 
degradation of the environment, poverty and inequality and climate change, which create and 
exacerbate conditions of hazard, exposure and vulnerability. Addressing these underlying risk 
drivers will reduce disaster risk, lessen the impacts of climate change and, consequently, maintain 
the sustainability of development 

(UNISDR, 2015) 



How much are we currently spending 
on DRR? 
It’s really hard to tell. In the 2015 and 2016 budget documents, the funding for 
Disaster Risk Reduction and Protracted Crises have been reported as one budget 
line. For the last two years that figure has been $52.7m, but it is unclear how much 
of that is DRR funding. 

If DRR makes up the full $52.7m, then an additional $65m would be needed to 
bring DRR spending to 3% of the budget. 

If that $52.7m included no DRR spending, then an additional $119m would be 
needed to bring DRR spending to 3% of the budget. 

The figure needed is between $64m-$119m. 



Vulnerability

Limited or no 
access to 

basic 
services

Living in 
hazard-

prone areas

No savings to 
draw on

No 
guarantee of 

adequate 
government 

support

Lack of 
quality 

construction 
and building 

codes

Lack of  
insurance

Why are poor 

communities so 

vulnerable when 

disasters strike?



But our humanitarian assistance is 

increasing?
This is true, but only very slightly. 
Humanitarian funding received a small 
increase in this year’s aid budget, but is 
still lower than it was in 2014. It would be 
more accurate to say that humanitarian 
assistance has flatlined (see graph). 

This is in spite of the fact that 
humanitarian need (in response to both 
conflict and disasters) across the world is 
rapidly rising, and more than half of the 
UN flash appeals in the past year have 
been underfunded. 



But Humanitarian funding is increasing 

as a percentage of  our overall aid 

program?

True, but all that needs to happen for that 
percentage to increase is for other areas 
of the budget to suffer greater cuts. And 
this is what we’ve seen. Humanitarian 
funding has been relatively protected in 
the recent rounds of aid cuts. 



What’s our track record on Australian Aid?
When it comes to being generous global citizens, Australia 
has not been doing its fair share and we are going 
backwards quickly. Between 2004, when Prime Minister 
Howard generously injected $1 billion for East Asian 
Tsunami relief, and the 2013 federal election, aid was on an 
upward trajectory. Between 2007 and 2013 there was 
bipartisan support to increase aid to 0.5% of GNI, short of 
the 0.7% commitment but moving in the right direction. 
While in government, Labor pushed the target date to hit 
the 0.5% target out from 2015 to 2017, which cut billions 
from forward estimates. 

At the end of 2014, however, the Coalition Government 
announced that it would be implementing the biggest cut 
to Australian aid in the program’s history, slashing $11 
billion across the forward estimates. In May 2016, the final 
planned cut to aid was implemented, making our nation 
the least generous we have ever been. 

In 2016/17 Australia will give just 0.23% of our GNI in aid. 
This means that Australia, while being one of the 
wealthiest nations on the planet will become one of the 
least generous aid-giving nations on the planet.



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.
https://www.climatecouncil.org.au/renewablesreport

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.
https://www.acf.org.au/jobs



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. The 
US and Australia have much higher per capita emissions than China.

Australia relies heavily on coal for our own power generation more 
than the nations where Australian coal is exported. Australia’s reliance 
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. 

Despite our smaller population and potential for alternatives, Australia 
ranks seventh in the world for coal-fired energy production. 


