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AM: Alok Sharma was the Business Minister, but he gave that up for 
what he thought, rightfully, was a much more important job 
because he is President of this Climate Change conference. He 
describes himself as a kind of global shepherd, herding world 
leaders for the next few days into, hopes, an agreement on how to 
cap global warming. It’s a very big task and he joins me now before 
heading off to chair the opening ceremony. Nice to see you, Alok 
Sharma. First of wall, the prime minister himself said that this - if 
you failed here this would be a challenge to all of civilisation. 
Civilisation would go backwards. Is that an overstatement? 
AS: Look, I think the prime minister’s right. This is a huge challenge 
that we face collectively, and I would argue that actually what we’re 
trying to achieve here is tougher than what was achieved at Paris. 
Paris was a great historic agreement, but it was a framework 
agreement and a lot of the detailed rules were left to later COPs, 
and now after six years we still have to resolve some of those issues. 
And of course the geopolitics is also more challenging than at the 
time of Paris. 
 
AM: In a word, if you fail here that will be catastrophic? 
AS: Well, the world needs to come together and ensure that we are 
doing our bit to limit global temperature rises. 
AM: The word you used - 
AS: But - but I think it’s important to put into context where we ha 
we have come from. Before Paris analysts were saying that we were 
heading towards six degrees of global warming; after Paris that 
temperature curve was bent to below four degrees. And if you look 
at recent reports from the International Energy Agency, for 
instance, they tell that because of the commitments that have been 
made in the last year or so that temperature curve has been bent 
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towards two degrees. So there has been progress, but of course 
there’s more to do. 
 
AM: The real figure that matters is 1.5 degrees maximum global 
warming. How likely do you think we could have a hard agreement 
to get to that by the end of this conference in ten days’ time? 
AS: Well, it’s going to be very, very tough, as I said. And what 
countries are calling for - and I know you’re going to be talking to 
others as well about this on this programme - what they’re saying 
is that if we look at all the commitments that have been made, as I 
said, we’re heading towards two degrees. How is it that over this 
next decade - indeed over the next few years - we close that gap 
so that we get closer to 1.5? And that’s something that I’m going to 
have to try and build consensus on at this COP. 
 
AM: The UN says that at the moment we’re heading to 2.7 degrees. 
You yourself have said that would mean a billion people facing 
really, really severe heat and the death of all the planet’s coral reefs. 
That would be catastrophic. That’s where we’re going to now. So I 
say to you again, people will be really interested, do you think you 
can limit this to 1.5 degrees in Glasgow or not? 
AS: Well, firstly, just, if I may say, the 2.7 degrees that we’ve talked 
about relate to the 2039 emission reduction targets. They don’t take 
into account all the next zero commitments that have been made. 
And I’d just say, Andrew, that when we took this thing on less than 
30 per cent of the global economy was covered by a net zero target. 
We’re now at over 80 per cent. Most of the G20, in fact, have signed 
up to net zero commitments. So if you take all of that into account 
we’re heading towards two degrees. But I agree with you, we need 
to make sure that we are heading lower than that. And that’s why 
we need to ensure that we get an agreement at this COP. 
 
AM: I’ll be talking in a moment to the climate envoy of the Marshall 
Islands, and she says that anything above 1.5 degrees is utterly 
catastrophic for her community, her country. I’ll ask you for the 
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third time, do you think you can hold this to 1.5 degrees at this 
conference? 
AS: As you said in your introduction, my job is effectively to act as 
shepherd-in-chief. This is on leaders. It’s leaders who made the 
commitment, it’s leaders of the biggest economies meeting now at 
the G20, and they need to come forward and collectively we need 
to agree how we’re going to address this gap. And you know, you 
talk about Tina. Tina’s right, there are countries that I’ve visited 
around the world where 1.5 would be absolutely catastrophic for 
them. We already have a situation where millions of lives and 
livelihoods are being impacted because of rising climate, because of 
climate change. We see that in every country around the world. And 
the one thing I can tell you is that every country I’ve spoken to 
understands that climate change does not recognise borders, and 
that’s why we need to act together. 
 
AM: Let’s talk about some of the leaders in the countries that you’ve 
been to, because China announced its proposals and in the view of 
an awful lot people it didn’t take things much further than after 
Paris. And yet, talking to people around here, talking to some of the 
lobbyists and the campaigners and so on, there is a growing feeling 
that the Chinese are engaging a bit more than we expected. Are 
they persuaded then? 
AS: Well, I had constructive discussions with China when I was 
there in September. I/v met some of their team already over the 
last few days. Now, in terms of their NBC, it moved forward 
somewhat from 2015, but of course we expected more, and this is 
a real opportunity for China, for all the biggest economies, to step 
up and show further leadership here. I mean, China’s made some 
commitments in terms of coal. They’ve said, and I think this really 
is very meaningful, that they would stop international coal financing 
and they’ve also said that in terms of domestic coal, that will start 
to go down from 2026. We need to see the details. 
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AM: Do you think we’re going to see more commitments from 
China? 
AS: Well, look, I want to see more commitments from all countries 
here. But ultimately this will come down to what we’re able to 
negotiate, and the key issue, Andrew, as you’ve pointed out, is how 
do we ensure that we limit global temperatures to 1.5, to keep 1.5 
alive? 
 
AM: Let me ask you about one other very important country, the 
world’s second largest emitter, which is the United States. Now, 
President Biden has this big 500 trillion-dollar plan, but that it stuck 
in Congress. He wants to limit oil and gas exploration federal 
allowance, which is really stuck in the American courts. Can I ask 
you directly, do you think gridlock in the American political system 
is a threat to this conference? 
AS: Well, I spent a lot of time talking to John Carey and others in 
the US system, and I think they recognise the fact that we need to 
get this over the line. And I’m very pleased that we have an 
administration in the US now which is totally focused on climate 
change. They’ve come forward with further commitments on 
finance. And so absolutely we need to ensure the US system, just 
like every other system, delivers for the planet. 
 
AM: So we’ve talked about China and the United States; the world’s 
third biggest emitter, India, doesn’t even have a 1.5 zero carbon 
target at all. Are we going to see that from India at this conference? 
AS: Well, we’ll have to wait and see what prime minister Modi says. 
What I would say to you is that India has made great strides in 
terms of renewable. We’ve got a commitment of 450 gigawatts in 
terms of renewable by 2030. What I would see is for that to come 
forward in terms of their 2030 emission reduction target. 
 
AM: Can you possibly get to 1.5 degrees as a maximum level of 
heating if India doesn’t agree to net zero? 
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AS: Well, we need all the G20 to come forward. And the G20 
represents 80 per cent of global emissions, and that’s why every 
country matters, but the G20 matter particularly.  
 
AM: This all depends, in a way, on your and Britain’s moral authority 
at this conference, persuading people to follow a lead. In that spirit, 
can I ask you about the Cambo oil and gas field to the West of 
Shetland which is waiting for the go-ahead from this government? 
Do you think if will help Britain show that moral authority if you 
allow that oil and gas field to go ahead? Yes or no. 
AS: Well, Andrew, I mean, it’s worth setting out where we’ve 
actually go to - 
AM:  I’m talking about Cambo. 
AS: And I want to put that in context. You know, we as a country 
have decarbonised our economy faster than any other G20 nation 
over the past years. In terms of oil and gas we’ve been very clear. 
We’ve said that in terms of granting any future licences there will 
be a climate compatible checkpoint, and an licences that are 
granted will have to be compatible with our legal requirement to be 
net zero by 2050. 
 
AM: Sure. The International Energy Agency says that to reach net 
zero by 2050 no new oil and gas fields can be approved for 
development from this year. Surely you have it in you power to stop 
that development. Why won’t you? 
AS: Well, it is not, as you say, in my power. My role here is to bring 
together consensus amongst almost 200 countries. What I would 
say to you is that in terms of IEA report, what they also made clear, 
even at the net zero scenario there is some element of oil and gas 
in that. But of course, you know, what I want to see is us doing 
even more renewables, as we have done over the past decade. 
 
AM: I ask again, does allowing the Cambo oil and gas field off 
Shetland to go ahead now set a good example around the world? 
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AS: Andrew, what I would say to you is that that is something that 
is being considered. There was a consultation inquiry around all of 
that. I’m not going to go into that particular issue. When there is an 
announcement, an agreement, of course I’m very happy to come 
back and talk to you. My job, Andrew, is to pull together almost 200 
parties to try and reach agreement here at this COP. 
 
AM: But people are looking at you to set an example. Now, the chair 
of the Climate Change Committee, Lord Deben, or John Gummer, 
says of the oil and gas field, Cambo, I’ve been describing, he says 
once you do that, once you allow it to go ahead you set an example 
that will be quoted throughout the world as showing such a 
development is acceptable. And yet you’re not prepared to stop it? 
AS: Well, as I said, that’s not my decision, that’s not my role. As I 
said to you, when a decision is made I’m very happy to come back 
and discuss it. But since you mention the Committee on Climate 
Change, they’ve also said that the net zero strategy that we have 
produced is a landmark strategy globally, and it’s one that I think 
other countries will look at and take heed of. 
 
AM: And if I was a country looking for a way out, a loophole here, 
I’d say, ‘look at Cambo, they’re not even prepared to stop that.’ 
AS: Well, shall we wait and see what the decision is? 
AM: We shall. Okay, well let me talk about another thing, your 
colleague George Eustice has said the government is looking at 
taxing high carbon foods. He means in particular meat and probably 
in particular beef. When are we going to see the details of that? 
AS: Well, I mean, issues related to tax and spend are for the 
Chancellor, and we will see what comes forward. I’ve been very 
clear that on a personal level I’m someone who believes very much 
in carrot rather than stick, trying to encourage people to move in 
the right direction. 
 
AM: So do you think we should all be eating less meat as part of 
our contribution to climate change? 
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AS: That’s a personal choice. What we need to make sure, as a 
government, is that we are incentivising people to make decisions 
in the same way that we have grants to support people to buy ultra 
low emission vehicles. We’ve got the boiler money that has now 
been announced as well in terms of replacing boilers with heat 
pumps. That I think is the way that you help people and support 
them and make those decisions. 
 
AM: One last area. Back in 2009 the developed countries agreed a 
100 billion dollar a year sum to go the countries right on the front 
line, threatened by climate change right now. When are they going 
to see that money? 
AS: Well, I asked colleagues in the German and Canadian 
government to put together a delivery plan. I think we can say with 
some confidence that in 2023 that 100 billion will come through, 
perhaps even earlier, and actually over the period 2021 to 2025 I 
think we can say with some confidence that we will go to over 500 
billion over that five-year period. But of course there’ll be further 
discussions on finance at this COP. Countries are particularly 
interested in money for an adaptation, the balance between 
adaptation, mitigation, and the whole issue of access to finance. So 
what I would say is that we have made progress but there is more 
to do. And I’d say at this point, Andrew, that you know, we’ve got 
the G20 gathering now, having this discussion in Italy. Those 
leaders will come here over the next few days and what I would say 
to them - today is Halloween - what I would say to them is that, 
please, let’s leave the ghosts of the past, exorcise the ghosts of the 
past, leave those in the past and let’s build a better future together 
because the one issue that we can actually all unite around is 
protecting our planet. 
 
AM: Alok Sharma, you’ve got a very busy day. Thanks very much 
indeed for coming in and talking to me just how. 
(ends) 
 


