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Synthèse – Environment 

En vous appuyant uniquement sur les documents du dossier thématique qui vous est proposé, vous rédigerez une 

synthèse répondant à la question suivante : « What is at stake with climate change today ? » Votre synthèse 

comportera entre 450 et 500 mots (titre inclus). Vous indiquerez le nombre exact de mots à la fin de votre copie. 
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The New York Times 

Trump Will Withdraw U.S. From Paris Climate Agreement 

By MICHAEL D. SHEAR JUNE 1, 2017  

WASHINGTON — President Trump announced on Thursday that the United States would withdraw from 

the Paris climate accord, weakening efforts to combat global warming and embracing isolationist voices in 

his White House who argued that the agreement was a pernicious threat to the economy and American 

sovereignty. 

In a speech from the Rose Garden, Mr. Trump said the landmark 2015 pact imposed wildly unfair 

environmental standards on American businesses and workers. He vowed to stand with the people of the 

United States against what he called a “draconian” international deal. 

“I was elected to represent the citizens of Pittsburgh, not Paris,” the president said, drawing support from 

members of his Republican Party but widespread condemnation from political leaders, business executives 

and environmentalists around the globe. 

Mr. Trump’s decision to abandon the agreement for environmental action signed by 195 nations is a 

remarkable rebuke to heads of state, climate activists, corporate executives and members of the president’s 

own staff, who all failed to change his mind with an intense, last-minute lobbying blitz. The Paris agreement 

was intended to bind the world community into battling rising temperatures in concert, and the departure of 

the Earth’s second-largest polluter is a major blow. 

Mr. Trump said he wanted to negotiate a better deal for the United States, and the administration said he had 

placed calls to the leaders of Britain, France, Germany and Canada to personally explain his decision. A 

statement from the White House press secretary said the president “reassured the leaders that America 

remains committed to the trans-Atlantic alliance and to robust efforts to protect the environment.” The 

decision was a victory for Stephen K. Bannon, Mr. Trump’s chief strategist, and Scott Pruitt, the 

Environmental Protection Agency administrator, who spent months quietly making their case to the 

president about the dangers of the agreement. Inside the West Wing, the pair overcame intense opposition 

from other top aides, including Gary D. Cohn, the director of the National Economic Council, the 

president’s daughter Ivanka Trump, and his secretary of state, Rex Tillerson. 

Ms. Trump, in particular, fought to make sure that her father heard from people supportive of the agreement, 

setting up calls and meetings with world leaders, corporate executives and others. But by Thursday, aides 

who pushed to remain part of the agreement were disconsolate, and it was Mr. Pruitt whom the president 

brought up for victory remarks at the Rose Garden event. 

The president’s speech was his boldest and most sweeping assertion of an “America first” foreign policy 

doctrine since he assumed office four months ago. He vowed to turn the country’s empathy inward, rejecting 

financial assistance for pollution controls in developing nations in favor of providing help to American cities 

struggling to hire police officers. 

“It would once have been unthinkable that an international agreement could prevent the United States from 

conducting its own domestic affairs,” Mr. Trump said. In Mr. Trump’s view, the Paris accord represents an attack 

on the sovereignty of the United States and a threat to the ability of his administration to reshape the nation’s 

environmental laws in ways that benefit everyday Americans. 

https://www.nytimes.com/by/michael-d-shear
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Climate Change Could Wreck the Global 

Economy 

By Justin Worland  

October 22, 2015  

Temperature rise due to climate change may radically damage the global economy and slow growth in the 

coming decades if nothing is done to slow the pace of warming, according to new research. 

The researchers behind the study, published in the journal Nature, found that temperature change due to 

unmitigated global warming will leave global GDP per capita 23% lower in 2100 than it would be without 

any warming. “We’re basically throwing away money by not addressing the issue,” said Marshall Burke, an 

assistant professor at Stanford University. “We see our study as providing an estimate of the benefits of 

reducing emissions.” 

The economic effects of climate change may be even worse than this study makes them sounds. The 

research relies on historical data from countries around the world on how temperature increase has affected 

productivity. This means the study does not account for the economic impact of sea level rise, storms or any 

of the other expected effects of climate change beyond simple warming. “Sea level rise, increased storm 

intensity…if you think those things are going to worsen the effects of climate change, then our estimates 

would be an underestimate of the potential impacts, which is sort of terrifying,” said Burke. 

This study is far from the first to suggest that climate change will slow economic growth. Big business has 

been especially keen on highlighting the potential damage. A Citigroup report released last month found that 

minimizing temperature rises to 2.7ºF (1.5ºC) could minimize global GDP loss by $50 trillion compared to a 

rise of 8.1ºF (4.5ºC) in the coming decades. 

The study breaks down productivity into agricultural and non-agricultural fields. The effect of agricultural 

productive is easy to explain: crops grow most productively within a certain temperature range. (The effects 

of warming on crop productivity have been well documented.) But research still don’t know why warm 

weather decreases productivity for workers in other fields. 

The anticipated spike in temperatures will not affect the world evenly, according to the study. Productivity 

peaks when temperatures in a given region average 55ºF (13ºC), meaning warming may actually increase 

productivity in cold northern countries while devastating the tropics. That means climate change could also 

worsen global inequality—northern countries are in general already better off than tropical ones. 

The study comes just weeks before negotiators from around the world are scheduled to meet at a United 

Nations conference on climate change in Paris later this year. University of Gothenburg Professor Thomas 

Sterner, who wrote an editorial to accompany the study, said he hopes the new evidence of the economic 

effects will encourage leaders of developing countries to agree to strong action to address climate change.  

“The situation is pretty bleak,” said Sterner. “This is really a call to action.” 

 

http://time.com/author/justin-worland/
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/vaop/ncurrent/full/nature15725.html
http://time.com/4045572/big-business-climate-change/
https://ir.citi.com/hsq32Jl1m4aIzicMqH8sBkPnbsqfnwy4Jgb1J2kIPYWIw5eM8yD3FY9VbGpK%2Baax
http://nca2014.globalchange.gov/report/sectors/agriculture
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/vaop/ncurrent/full/nature15643.html
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Natural disasters increasingly linked to climate change, new 

report warns 

Josh Gabbatiss Science Correspondent. Monday 11
th

 December 2017. 

Climate change is increasing the risk of extreme weather events, including droughts, flooding and 

heatwaves, according to a new report. Researchers from the Energy and Climate Intelligence Unit, a non 

profit organisation that supports debate on climate change and energy issues, analysed 59 studies which 

looked at climate change and extreme weather. All had been published since the Paris climate summit two 

years ago. 

They concluded that 41 of the studies demonstrated climate change had made extreme weather events more 

intense and more long-lived. These included droughts in Syria to Storm Desmond, which battered the UK in 

2015. The harm inflicted by these events was estimated at around $8bn (£5.9bn) in economic damage and 

resulted in at least 4,000 deaths. 

“Just a few years ago it was hard to say more about any storm, drought or heatwave than it was ‘consistent 

with what science predicts’,” said the report’s author, Richard Black, a director of the Energy and Climate 

Intelligence Unit. As climate science has advanced, scientists have become increasingly able to not just 

make future predictions of climate change’s impact, but also look for its effects in current weather events, he 

added.  “This is a real world analysis of what is actually happening, rather than a projection of what might 

happen in the future,” he said. "This report shows that increasingly, [scientists are] finding that specific 

events are made more likely or more damaging by climate change." 

The effects were most obvious for heatwaves, as the connection between increased general temperatures and 

increased temperatures during a hot spell are relatively straightforward. Storms and hurricanes are more 

complicated. Although such events are strongly linked to climate change, they are complex phenomena with 

many contributing factors, making the links more ambiguous. 

“We’re now finding that for many kinds of extreme weather event, especially heatwaves and extreme 

rainfall, we can be quite confident about the effect of climate change,” said Dr Friederike Otto, deputy 

director of the Environmental Change Institute at the University of Oxford, who was not involved in the 

report. […] 

The new report comes shortly before another climate summit in Paris, the One Planet Summit, which is set 

to focus on the economics of climate change. 

Soenke Kreft, leader of Munich Climate Insurance Initiative at the United Nations University, who was not 

involved in the report, said understanding the links between natural disasters and climate change was 

important, as it can play a role in convincing policymakers and citizens of the threat posed by climate 

change and encouraging them to take action. “Attribution science is an important field of research that has 

the potential to transform public narratives into more specific prevention measures of risks,” he said. “It also 

helps to underscore the international responsibilities in supporting the protection of communities by 

prevention measures and insurance related mechanisms, and providing swift assistance in post disaster 

situations." […] 

 

http://www.independent.co.uk/author/josh-gabbatiss
http://www.independent.co.uk/topic/paris-climate-agreement
http://www.independent.co.uk/topic/Syria
http://www.independent.co.uk/topic/storm-desmond
http://eciu.net/assets/Reports/ECIU_Climate_Attribution-report-Dec-2017.pdf

