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“The Church’s position has been highly forward-thinking, modern, based on the best available 
science… [it] explicitly raises the moral dimension of climate change, urging humanity to con-

sider economic interests, social justice, and future generations' well-being.”


Reporting on the COP is becoming in-
creasingly difficult because we are im-
mersed in a narrative that demands a 

clear verdict for every event: a success or a fai-
lure. However, at COPs, this is very rare either 
way. The COPs are instead a continuous pro-

1

2024|Volume 17| Number 5                                                                   	   	 	 English edition



cess. As strange as it may seem, as long as the 
COPs continue to exist, that alone is already a 
success because humans have historically been 
much more accustomed to waging wars than 
holding conferences.


Representation of Humanity


On the other hand, I fully understand the frus-
tration of those watching COPs from home, 
those who see about 60, 70, or 80 thousand 
people converge in some random place in the 
world every year: they expect – at least - ex-
traordinary results. It may sound strange, but 
understanding the COP is more accessible 
from the outside than from within, by partici-
pating. Inside the COPs, one experiences the 
rarest experience of humanity as a whole. Alt-
hough 80 thousand people do not represent all 
of humanity, being in that place, usually a sta-
dium or a conference center, and seeing 80 
thousand people walking in every direction, 
speaking every language in the world, is a 
dizzying experience but a precious one. Con-
sidering the relevance that climate and energy 
have for all individual states and politics, and 
despite all its difficulties, the COP remains a 
masterpiece of civilization, the highest point 
we have ever reached as a species in the diffi-
cult task of living peacefully without waging 
war, even though we know (and even clearly 
tell ourselves) that resources are scarce.


Small Steps Forward on Two Points


The expectations for this COP were quite ne-
gative, partly because Azerbaijan was a host 
country with significant fossil fuel interests, 
thus not particularly proactive in the negotia-

tion process, and partly because there is great 
expectation for the next COP, which will be 
held 10 years after the Paris Agreements in 
2025 in Brazil, most probably in Belém in the 
Amazon region. The current Brazilian go-
vernment is one of the most proactive in the 
climate negotiation, representing a relatively 
developed country but still not a rich one, 
with many oil assets and hosting the planet’s 
lungs, the Amazon rainforest. COP30 is, there-
fore, a candidate to play a hopefully crucial 
role in setting critical points on the path that 
should lead us to net zero carbon emissions by 
the middle of this century.


Thus, this COP29 was seen as a transitional 
step to COP30. Therefore, not much was ex-
pected in terms of success, especially conside-
ring a huge issue that perhaps was not discus-
sed enough during the negotiations - I guess 
to avoid dampening morale: the election of 
Donald Trump, which will likely lead to the 
U.S. exiting the Paris Agreement again (as 
happened in 2016).


Despite these premises, at least two steps for-
ward were made during this COP. The first 
breakthrough Baku achieved was the carbon 
credit market agreement. Based on Article 6 of 
the Paris Agreement, this market sets rules for 
buying and selling carbon credits, which re-
present verified reductions in greenhouse gas 
emissions. These credits can be generated th-
rough reforestation or renewable energy initia-
tives aiming to reduce global emissions.


The newly adopted rules focus on transpa-
rency and credibility, ensuring that carbon 
credits are genuine and do not lead to "green-
washing." A centralized UN registry system 
will track credits to prevent double-counting 
and misuse. Furthermore, these rules aim to 
make the carbon market inclusive, supporting 
human rights and sustainable development.


This market will facilitate cross-border coope-
ration, allowing countries to trade emissions 
reductions to meet their climate goals more 
efficiently. It is expected to help lower the 
costs of implementing the commitments outli-
ned in the Paris Agreement by as much as 
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$250 billion annually. The rules are set to take 
effect in 2025, marking a pivotal moment in 
international climate efforts by providing a 
trusted framework for climate action, promo-
ting investment in green technologies, and en-
suring that developing countries can partici-
pate in this global effort.


The second point of the Baku agreement con-
cerns climate finance. In Baku, reaching a new 
agreement on the financial contributions that 
world countries would make to the energy 
transition was crucial. After two weeks of in-
tense and serious discussions, in the early 
hours of Sunday morning (i.e., during the 
“overtime” of the conference, which was sup-
posed to end on Friday), it was agreed that the 
so-called rich countries, i.e., those in the fa-
mous “Annex I” of the Kyoto Protocol, would 
commit to contributing up to 300 billion do-
llars per year—to be reached by 2035—to de-
veloping countries for both adaptation and 
mitigation projects.


Initial Target: 1300 Billion


During the COP, developing countries had re-
quested a target of $1.3 trillion per year, esti-
mated by three renowned and experienced 
climate economists (Amar Bhattacharya, Vera 
Songwe, Nicholas Stern), who had identified 
this figure as necessary for the goal. After two 
weeks, an agreement was reached for about a 
quarter of this amount, which reflects the poli-
tical climate in developed countries. These 
countries, as is well known, have seen a shift 
toward conservatism in recent years, focused 
on protecting their own well-being: such a 
shift not only opposes the desirable principle 
of wealth-sharing with the rest of the world 
but also makes solving global problems like 
climate change more difficult.


Reforming the COP


From a methodological point of view, it is in-
teresting to note that in the first week of COP 
Baku, a letter was sent to the United Nations 
by representatives of the Club of Rome, a his-
toric sustainability organization, proposing a 
review of the COP's functioning to make it 
more streamlined by shortening negotiation 
sessions and making it more efficient. The 

proposal is structured in 7 points, including 
introducing stricter selection criteria for host 
countries, creating more frequent action-orien-
ted meetings, and strengthening reporting 
mechanisms to ensure the implementation of 
commitments. It also calls for more rigorous 
monitoring of climate finance and a greater 
integration of authoritative science. Further-
more, the proposal emphasizes the importance 
of linking climate change to the fight against 
poverty and inequality, promoting fair and 
transparent representation in negotiations.


The debate on COP reform, particularly its 
methodology, is increasingly debated. The 
proposal made by the Club of Rome raises 
fundamental questions about how to make the 
process more agile and efficient. COPs are 
known for being long and complex events 
characterized by extended negotiation ses-
sions and an increasing number of delegates. 
While this vastness reflects the global impor-
tance and scope of the process, it can also 
highlight the difficulty of reaching concrete 
agreements. Reducing the duration of negotia-
tions and simplifying procedures is not just an 
organizational need but a response to main-
taining high effectiveness and speed in deci-
sion-making. However, such a reform risks 
conflicting with the very nature of COPs: an 
inclusive process that tries to balance the in-
terests of hundreds of actors, including states, 
international organizations, civil society, and 
industry. How can we maintain a balance 
between efficiency and inclusivity? This is one 
of the questions that will accompany us in the 
coming years as COPs continue to play a cru-
cial role in determining the future of global 
cooperation on climate change.
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What's at Stake


There are days when I wake up optimistic and 
think that the problem of climate change can 
be easily solved, mainly through technology. 
The central point is that we must convert our 
energy production systems from fossil fuels to 
renewable energy. So it would be “simply” a 
matter of finding financiers for the necessary 
investments in this transition while also fight-
ing the fossil business lobbyists unwilling to 
reduce their interests.


On days when I wake up pessimistic, I think 
it’s not a technological problem but one that 
concerns the entire competition between sta-
tes. The point is that this competition is inex-
tricable from human history. Period. Access to 
energy has always been closely tied to the le-
vel of development of nations, and the de-
mand for developed states to limit their con-
sumption and even allow less developed sta-
tes some time to develop while consuming 
fossil fuels is a highly utopian chimera, born 
of the romantic approach of the United Na-
tions. In years when the United States re-elects 
Trump or when Javier Milei withdraws the 
Argentine delegation on the second day of the 
Baku negotiations, it is not apparent to remain 
optimistic about the outcome of such a pro-
gressive stance.


The Morality and Position of the Church: 
Net Transfers, Choosing to Relinquish


What does the Church think? Since always - 
and especially in the past 10 years, with the 
publication of Laudato Si', the Church’s posi-
tion has been highly forward-thinking, mo-
dern, based on the best available science. The 
Church is the only entity that explicitly raises 
the moral dimension of climate change, urging 

humanity to consider economic interests, so-
cial justice, and future generations' well-being. 
While its stance may seem detached from the 
political and economic mechanisms, domina-
ted by profit, it reminds us that there is an et-
hical dimension to action, a value rarely seen 
in today’s debate, where market logic and na-
tional interests prevail. In a side event organi-
zed by the Carmelite NGO along with various 
Catholic associations present in Baku (SCIAF, 
Unanima, VIVAT, IYCS), titled Faith and Justice 
in Ecological Transition, the concept emerged in 
all contributions: climate finance is not just a 
charitable gift but a compensation for histori-
cally inflicted damage to the common good of 
the atmosphere.


* Renato Francesco Rallo holds a Ph.D. in Energy Enginee-
ring and was the COP29 Observer Delegation head of the 
Carmelite NGO.
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