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Madam President, 
No-one knows exactly how much human activity affects the climate. All sorts of factors ― from volcanoes to changes in the sun ― play a role. And no one knows exactly what the results of global warming will be. The forecasts range from mild to catastrophic.

However, nearly all scientists now accept that man-made CO2 emissions

are warming the planet to some extent, and it is impossible to predict how severe the results will be if we do nothing. In other words, if we do not take action, we are taking a terrible gamble with our future and our children's future.

A week ago, several of us here in this Council joined with some other

figures and became World Wild Fund Climateers. The idea is to help publicize ways that everyone can reduce the amount of carbon they and their families release into the atmosphere. As part of the process, we all calculated our current carbon footprints.

It is an interesting calculation to make, because it really shows you how

much your own lifestyle might be contributing to the climate change. I am afraid to say that my activities produce 70 tons of carbon a year, which is more than average, and is nine times more than the Honourable CHOY So-yuk and, I think, is four times more than the Honourable Audrey EU.

The main problem in my case is flying. I fly more than many other

people, but I can assure you that many more in the business world that I know, based in Hong Kong, fly far more than I do ― every week or more ― and I am pretty sure that their carbon footprints must be measured in hundreds of tons.

Other major factors involve things that we probably do not think much

about, though we should. Some people have the air-conditioning on a lot, while some people only use it very rarely. Again, the Honourable CHOY So-yuk mentioned that she only turned on the air-conditioner three times a year. Some people travel by private car or taxi a lot, while some might only ever use the train. The examples go on and on.

This motion and its amendments contain a wide variety of suggestions

about how the Government can encourage lower carbon emissions. Some of these, such as the mandatory Building Energy Codes and greater controls on the power companies, would affect vested interests. Somebody and somewhere would suffer financially. Obviously, everyone will want someone else to pay.

If we are going to be serious about reducing carbon emissions, I believe

we have to consider a much broader approach. We much accept that we are all part of the problem ― some of us more than others.

If we really want to be serious, we should start to consider a revenue- neutral energy tax. This would mean significantly higher power and fuel bills, but they would be offset against the cuts in other taxes and increases in welfare payments.

Educational and publicity exercises are all very well, but nothing gets the

message across as well as hitting people in the wallet. Across-the-board

economic incentives would work. I am not pretending this is a simple thing to do, but I am suggesting that we think about it seriously. As I said at the beginning ― doing little or nothing is a gamble with our future.

Finally, Madam President, I know some people think that Hong Kong is a

very small place, therefore we do not have to bother with this problem. They say that what we do will not make a difference. In terms of the worldwide tons of carbon, this is true. But it is also irrelevant. We have no right to point the finger at others if we are not willing to take any real action ourselves.

Indeed, I think that we should take the opposite approach and think positive. We should see this as an opportunity to be the world leader. 
As a small but modern city, we are probably better placed than many communities to show what can be done. Thank you.
