Sosiaalinen kestavyys on
kohtuutta ja
olkeudenmukaisuutta
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Luonnonvarojen kayttd, paastot

Ylikulutus

Kohtuullinen elintaso

Koyhyys, puute

Tulot ja vauraus



’

- D Tampereen yvliopisto

» Kaikki ihmiset aiheuttavat
IImastonmuutosta mutta varsin eri tavoin
* 10 % maailman suuripaastoisimmista

henkildista aiheuttaa lahes puolet
kaikista kasvihuonekaasupaastoista

* Hiilieriarvoisuus on nykyaan suurempaa
maiden sisalla kuin eri maiden valilla
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Figure 2: 1CO2efcap per year by region vs remaining budgets for 1.5°C, 2019

Notes: Emission lsvels in mast high- and middls-incoms reglons excesd equally solit budgets by several |
ordars of magnifude. Cn the contrary, average emissions In some regions of the Global South are in |
lirvex or very close fo the budgets compatible with a just 1.5°C scenario. Values include emissions em- |
bedded in infernational trade but exclude lond uses, lond use change, and forestry. Source: Sources: |
Chancel, 2022, |
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Figure C. Carbon footprint and its breakdown between consumption domain and globally unified targets for the lifestyle carbon foot-

prints.
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1,5 Degree lifestyles report 2021
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https://hotorcool.org/1-5-degree-lifestyles-report/
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Koyhien,
keskiluokan ja
rikkaiden
hiilijalanjaljet
eri puolilla
maailmaa

Chancel, L. (2022). Global carbon
inequality over 1990-2019. Nature
Sustainability, 1-8.
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 Globaalin kdyhyyden
poistaminen ei ole uhka
IImastonmuutokselle.

« Hillibudjetti, joka tarvitaan
siihen etta voidaan poistaa
alle 5,5 dollarilla paivassa
elavien kéyhyys on vain
kolmannes niista paastoista,
joita suuripaastoisin
Kymmenys maailman
vaestdsta aiheuttaa.
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« Kbyhyys ja haavoittuvuus
IImastonmuutoksen
vaikutuksille vahvistavat
toisiaan.

« Koyhyys ja tulvat uhkaavat
maailmanlaajuisesti yli 780
miljoonaa ihmista

* Monet globaalin etelan maista
ovat nyt kbyhempia kuin ne
olisivat ilman
IImastonmuutoksen
vaikutuksia.

« Kbyhin vaestonosa karsi
enemman ilmastonmuutoksen
vaikutuksista kuin rikkaat.

CLIMATE
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Fair taxes for =

a sustainable future =
in the Global South
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Pienituloiset alueet voivat menettaa 30 % maatalouden
tuottavuudesta, mik& pahentaa koyhyytta ja heikentda
ruokaturvaa

Figure 11: Observed regional effects of climate change on agricultural productivity across
the world (1961-2015)

Notes: Some world regions have already incurred agricultural productivity losses of more than 30% due
to climate change since 1961 (relative to a world without climate change). These losses are strongest in
areas that have contributed little to historical emissions and thus reinforce existing inequalities. Sources:
Fig. 5 from Ortiz-Bobea et al. (2021).




r “The optimal temperature for maximizing income is estimated to be around 13 C

D Tampereen viiopi annual mean temperature. This suggests that for countries that have mean temper-
atures below this level, climate change may be beneficial for GDP growth to
some extent, while countries that exhibit higher mean temperatures are already
incurring significant losses.”
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Figure 23: Change in GDP per capita by 2100 attributable to climate change

Notes: Projected GDP impacts by 2100 atftributable to climate change are mostly concentrated in low
and middle income counftries. Sources: based on data from Burke, Hsiang, and Miguel (2015).
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Global carbon inequality:
Losses vs. emissions vs. capacity to finance

BO% iy TE%
B Relative Losses
0%
= B Emissions
"
2 B Capacity to finance
o S0% 8%
= (wealth ownership) |
2 a0%
lB 40%
4
m
ﬁ 30%
e 2%
20%
0%
o%

Bottom 50% Middle 40% Top 105

Figure A: Global climate inequality: relative losses, emissions and capacity to finance

Notes: Relative iIncome losses due to climate change. vs. greenhouse gases emissions vs, wealth
ownership. See Figure 29 for methodological details and how to read this graph.

MNotes: The graph shows that the bottorn 50% of the world population contribute:s o 12% of global
amissions buf s exposed to 75% of relative Income lossas due to climate change. Emissions iInegudality
coata ased on the Waorld Inequality Dofabase for 2001%. Losses can e measured in many dillerent
wdys, N This simpale reprasentalion. we wse countiy-level GDP losses (in 2030 and relative 1o O warkd
wilhoul climale chonge) from Burke, Hsiang, and Migeel, 2015, We allribule. 1o each emiltler group
within each counlry, 0 per capila percentoge incorme loss score, We assumea Thal The bollom 05
o the distribution is 200 more exposed fo losses than he average populafion in a given country, 0
consarvative astimale based on ecent studiss (see Hallegatte and Roesnbarng. 2017 for eg.). The sum
of thesa loss scores. weighted by populution. gives a total global relative incoma loss burden. which is
distributed across groups of emibbers. These estimates of tha global inequality in income lossas should
ba interpreted with great care given the stylized opproach taksn o construct thaem. Thay nonathelass
provide a useful mpresenfation of the largs globkal inequality in climate change impocts found in the
[ferature. Sources: Authors bassd on World Ineguality Dotabase and own calculations.
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"In countries
at all levels of
income, health
and illness
follow a social
gradient: the
lower the
socioeconomic
position, the
worse the
health.”
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Donitsi’: turvallisen &
olkeudenmukaisen elintilan rajat
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Table 1| Country performance with respect to social thresholds and biophysical boundaries (1992-2015)

Indicator N Threshold/ Unit 1992 2015

boundary
Social Countries above

threshold (%)
Life satisfaction 45 (N3} 6.5 [0-107 Cantril ladder scale {22} 21
Life expectancy 147 74 Years 8 47
Mutrition 137 2,700 Kilocalories per person per day 40 &4
Sanitation 137 a5 Population with access to improved sanitation, % 25 35
Income poverty 4 g5 Population earning above $5.50 per day (2071 PPP), % 29 33
Access Lo enargy 13 95 Population with access to electricily, % 47 &0
Secondary education 129 &5 Gross enrolment in secondary school, % 18 42
Social support (12} 90 Population with friends or family they can depend on, % (39 28
Democratic quality 144 7 [0-10] scale 29 28
Equality 125 70 [0-100] scale {(eguivalent to Gini index of 0.3} 21 15
Employment 148 94 Labour force emploved, % 50 49
Biophysical 1992 205 Countries within
boundary (%)

€O, emissions 147 Population share  MtCO, yr! 68 50

of cumulative

emissions
Phosphorus 136 11 0.8 keyr'P 47 44
Mitrogen 136 n3 24 kgyr' N 45 38
Land-system change 142 33 24 oy &1 47
Ecological footprint 145 21 1.7 gha 5 34
Matenal footprint 147 3 6.2 byr’ 61 47

M is the number of countries considered. The social indicators for life sabistaction and social support have observations for a large number of countries only from 2005 omwards (2005 values in
parentheses), and therefore 2 sharter pariod (2005-2015) is used for all crass-national surmmary comparisons, The bicpiysical boundaries shown are global per capita values in 1992 and 2015 They
decline over tirme duse to population growth, except for the €0, emissions boundary, which i caloulated on 1he basis of each country's poputation-weighted share of the 770Gt of cumulative global Coy
emutted from 1850 to 1988 (the year that the 350 ppm €O, boundary was crossed). See Supplementary Information for additional details and the data sowrces for each social and biophysical indicator.

Fanning et al. 2021 https://www.nature.com/articles/

s41893-021-00799-z
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Fig. 1| Global performance relative to the doughnut’s safe and just space, on the basis of the biophysical boundaries and social thresholds measured in
this study. a, 1992. b, 2015. Dark green circles show the ecological ceiling and social foundation, which encompass the doughnut of social and planetary
boundaries. The blue wedges show average population-weighted social performance relative to each social threshold. The green wedges show total
resource use relative to each global biophysical boundary, starting from the outer edge of the social foundation. Red wedges show shortfalls below social
thresholds or overshoot beyond biophysical boundaries. Grey wedges show indicators with missing data.

Fanning et al. 2021
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{businass as usual)
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Fig. 5 | Mational performance relative to a safe and just space for thrag ig= in 1992 and 2015 and with projections for 2050 bazed

on business-as-usual trends for each sacial and biophysical indief P. China. e, Mepal. The colaurs are used as per Fig, . The

bus: ness-as-usual va ues are calculated for each indicator using the medizn estimate of the best-fitting ETS or ARIMA model on the basis of nationa
histaricat trends {Methads), See Suppementary Data Tor data for all countries and bipsdgoodile
doughnul plobs Fer @l countries

leeds.ac. ik far @ interactive websile 1hat prlll]ul;:-r.h

Fanning et al. 2021



(

- D Tampereen yvliopisto

emissiong

LS  Life satisfaction IN Income poverty DQ  Democratic quality
LE Life expectancy EN Access to energy EQ Equality

NU  Nutrition ED  Secondary education EM  Emnpl t

SA  Sanitation SS Social support b

on business-as-usual trends for each social and biophysical indicator. a, Germany. b, Chind & colours are used as per Fig. 1. The
business-as-usual values are calculated for each indicator using the median estimate of the best=Tting ETS or ARIMA model on the basis of national

historical trends (Methods). See Supplementary Data for data for all countries and https:#goodiife leeds ac uk for an interactive website that produces
doughnut plots for all countries.

Fig. 5 | National performance relative to a safe and just space for three countries in 1992 with projections for 2050 based

Fanning et al. 2021
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Kestavyys koetuksella?

Kuvan lahde



https://static.dw.com/image/54724895_403.jpg
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Soslaalinen kestavyys on resilienssin
vahvistamista

30.1.2025 | 20
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Resilienssia on

« Sopeutuminen ja sopeutumiskyky kriiseissa
« Joustavuus, oppiminen, murroskyvykkyys
* Toimijuuden ja osallisuuden vahvistaminen
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Osallisuus ja osallisuuden vahvistaminen

« Kohtuullinen toimeentulo, tarpeeseen vastaavat
palvelut & tilaisuuksia toimintaan, jossa luoda yhteyksia
muihin ihmisiin.

 Vaalitaan yksilon autonomiaa, vahvistetaan elaman

ennakoitavuutta ja lisataan elaman hallittavuutta ja
toimintaympariston ymmarrettavyytta.

 Osallistujat kohdataan kunnioittaen ja kategorisoimatta.

 Tuetaan liittymista erilaisiin vaikuttamisprosesseihin ja
neuvotteluihin esim. resursseista.

Isola ym. 2017 Mitd osallisuus on?



https://www.julkari.fi/bitstream/handle/10024/135356/URN_ISBN_978-952-302-917-0.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
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Osallisuuden kehat

Salminen, Lehtonen, Rikala, Kuusisto, Luoma-Halkola, Puumala, Sointu, Wallin & Haikio | Focus Localis 3/2021

Kuvio 1: Osallisuuden kehat -mallin keskidssa on ihminen, jota ympérdivat yhteiso, palvelut ja elin-
ymparistd seka yhteiskunta.



Soslaalista kestavyytta tuetaan
ekososilaalisilla ratkaisuilla.
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Perinteisen hyvinvointivaltion ja
sosiaalipolitiikan ongelmallisuus

Kasvutalouden kehan yhteys ekologiseen kriisiin
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Kestdavan hyvinvoinnin hyvad keha
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Ekososiaalinen politiikka

* Politiikkakeinoja, jotka tukevat
samanaikaisesti sosiaalista ja ekologista
kestavyytta

* Ehkaistaan tilanteita, joissa pienituloiset
karsivat ymparistopolitiikan tuloja
neikentavista vaikutuksista

 Kompensoinnin ja jalkeenpain tehtyjen
korjausten sijaan tarvitaan ennaltaehkaisevia
toimia ja integroituja politiikkaratkaisuja
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79 " ’9
Eco+social
Sosiaalipolitiikkaan lisataan Ymparistopolitiikkaan lisataan sosiaalipolitiikan
ymparistopolitiikan tavoitteita tavoitteita
- Esim. sosiaali- ja - Esim. Pienituloisille suunnatut
terveysjarjestelman energiaremonttituet

ymparistovaikutusten vahentdminen

- 0

Modified by Mandelli, M. (2022).
Understanding eco-social policies: a proposed definition and typology. Transfer: European Review of Labour and Research, 28(3), 333-348.
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*Resurssien globaall
uudelleenjako ja
tuloerojen e

] . Wealth group ¥ adilis wealth rate taxrevenves
pienentaminen tukee b 00 (oo
All above $100m 65130 28141 = 295

SOSIaaIISta $100m-1bn 62380 15295 1.5% 109
keStavyytta $1bn-10bn 2584 8292 2% 109

$10bn-100b 155 3181 25% 52

Above $100bn m 1374 3% 26

Figure 36: Revenues from a global tax on extreme wedaith
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Y Var aI I I S u u Sve rO [Notes: The taile shaws revenues from a global progressive wedalth tax cenfimilionalres, Net wecith
between $100m and $1b s taxed ot 1.5% per year, net wealth between $1b and $106 5 fox ot 2%, net
wealth betwsen $10on and $100bn is taxed ot 2% and wealth above $100bn at 5%. Sources: Authors,
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Pystyykd Suomi toteuttamaan tavoitteensa olla
maailman ensimmainen hiilineutraali hyvinvointi-
valtio? Kestavan kehityksen tavoitteet ja Euroo-
pan unionin Vihredn kehityksen ohjelma ohjaa-
vat toteuttamaan vihreda siirtymaa sosiaalisesti
oikeudenmukaisesti. Tavoitteiden saavuttamiseksi
tarvitsemme sosiaalipolitikkaa, joka ei pelkastaan
torju eriarvoisuutta ja huono-osaisuutta vaan myos
edistaa paastévahennyksia ja hillitsee luontokatoa.

Kolme sosiaalipoliittista keinoa
oikeudenmukaisen siirtyman tueksi

Suosittelemme kansainvaliseen tutkimukseen
perustuen kolmea sosiaalipoliittista keinoa:

1. Etusetelit edistavat paastévahennyksia,
suojaavat hintavaihteluilta ja vahentavat
ymparistdverojen eriarvoistavia vaikutuksia.

2. Sosiaalinen osinko lievittaa kdyhyytta
ja vahvistaa oikeudenmukaista tulonjakoa
vihre&dssa siirtymassa.

3. Osallisuustulo tukee yhteiskunnallisesti
hyddyllista, ekologisesti kestavaa toimintaa ja
vahvistaa yksiléiden osallisuutta ja toimeentuloa.
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Kiitos!

Tuuli.hirvilammi@tuni.fi
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