
Subject  Request  response  study  National  responsibility  for  ecological  breakdown

The  President  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  

the  States  General

Findings  The  
researchers,  affiliated  with  the  London  School  of  Economics  and  Political  Science,  among  
others,  have  attempted  in  their  article  to  provide  insight  into  the  national  contributions  in  the  
period  1970  -  2017  to  what  they  call  the  global  'ecological  breakdown'.  According  to  them,  
this  is  due  to  the  excessive  use  of  natural  resources  and  materials.

In  this  letter,  also  on  behalf  of  the  Minister  of  Economic  Affairs  and  Climate  and  the  Minister  
of  Climate  and  Energy,  we  comply  with  the  request  of  the  permanent  Committee  for  Foreign  
Affairs  for  a  written  appreciation  of  the  study  'National  responsibility  for  ecological  
breakdown:  a  fair-  shares  assessment  of  resource  use,  1970–2017,"  published  April  1,  2022,  
in  The  Lancet  Planetary  Health1.
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The  researchers  thus  conclude  that  high-income  countries  are  responsible  for  
74%  of  the  global  resource  overshoot ,  with  the  US  accounting  for  28%,  the  EU  
plus  the  UK  25%  and  China  15%.  The  middle  and  low  middle  income  countries  together  
are  responsible  for  8%.  In  high-income  countries,  this  overshoot  is  primarily  explained  by  
the  use  of  abiotic  materials  (metals,  minerals  and  fossil  fuels);  in  low-  and  middle-income  
countries  mainly  through  the  use  of  biotic  materials

Princess  Irenestraat  6

To  this  end,  the  researchers  carried  out  an  analysis  of  data  from  the  World  Bank  
and  the  UN  Environment  Programme,  in  which  they  first  of  all  tried  to  determine  what  
a  fair  share  is  ('fair  share')  of  the  total  material  use  per  country  by  comparing  population  
figures  against  a  global  limit  at  which  sustainable  use  of  materials  and  resources  would  
still  be  possible  (50  gigatons/year).  This  national  share  was  then  compared  with  the  actual  
use  of  raw  materials  for  consumption  (the  'materials  footprint')  in  the  period  between  1970  
and  2017,  on  the  basis  of  which  it  was  calculated  what  the  national  exceedance  was  
('overshoot')  and  the  share  that  this  constituted  of  the  global  overshoot  of  resource  use.
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The  picture  that  emerges  from  this  study  is  in  line  with  the  picture  from  other  studies.  
The  2019  Global  Assessment  of  the  Intergovernmental  Science-Policy  Platform  on  
Biodiversity  and  Ecosystem  Services  (IPBES)  confirmed  that  global  resource  use  has  
nearly  doubled  since  1980.

(biomass).  According  to  the  researchers,  the  Dutch  share  in  the  worldwide  
overshoot  of  resource  use  has  been  1%,  making  it  the  sixth  largest  'overshooter'  
worldwide  on  average  in  the  period  studied  per  capita.2

With  regard  to  the  Netherlands,  the  most  recent  Europe  Sustainable  Development  
Report  also  stated  that  the  Netherlands  has  the  largest  'spillover'  in  Europe4,  and  the  
Netherlands  Environmental  Assessment  Agency  (PBL)  has  also  mapped  the  size  of  various  
Dutch  footprints.5  The  Integral  Circular  Economics  Report  (ICER)  2021  will  show,  among  
other  things,  that  although  raw  materials  are  being  used  more  efficiently  in  the  Netherlands,  
the  absolute  amount  of  raw  materials  used  is  hardly  falling.6  The  government  sees  this  study  
and  the  method  developed  by  the  scientists  as  a  valuable  addition  to  the  efforts  to  better  
understand  and  get  to  grips  with  the  global  ecological  footprint.  The  study  from  The  Lancet  
is  limited  in  the  sense  that  only  the  material  footprint,  albeit  important,  was  considered.  
However,  the  PBL  states  that  for  policy  aimed  at  reducing  the  ecological  footprint  it  is  better  
to  look  at  a  set  of  indicators  or.  footprints,  linked  to  the  different  transitions  –  for  food,  energy  
and  materials.7

Appreciation  
As  indicated  in  response  to  questions  from  your  House  in  the  context  of  Natural  Capital  Day  
(Parliamentary  Paper  2022D15171,  and  also  Parliamentary  Paper  26407,  no.  130),  the  
government  acknowledges  the  fact  that  the  footprint  associated  with  our  lifestyle  is  far  too  
large.  is  for  sustainable  conservation  and  restoration  of  biodiversity,  a  good  living  environment  
and  the  carrying  capacity  of  our  planet.  Our  society  is  faced  with  the  task  of  substantially  
reducing  that  footprint.  According  to  the  researchers,  this  will  have  to  be  achieved  by  at  least  
70%  globally  for  raw  materials  and  materials,  in  order  to  return  within  the  global  limit  for  
sustainable  use  (a  limit  that  has  been  exceeded  since  1997).3  Also  for  reducing  dependence  
of,  as  well  as  improving  access  to,  primary  critical  raw  materials,  this  is  important.  The  
government-wide  Circular  Economy  Program  focuses  on  this,  among  other  things,  and  will  
also  be  addressed  in  the  Raw  Materials  Memorandum  announced  by  the  cabinet.
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2  After  Australia,  Canada,  USA,  Japan  and  Saudi  Arabia.  It  is  also  discounted  for  export.
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3  For  comments  on  the  use  of  one  such  weight-based,  aggregated  indicator,  see:  https://www.pbl.nl/sites/default/files/
downloads/pbl-2021-beste-doelen-voor-een-circulaire-  economy  4610_0.pdf  4  https://eu-dashboards.sdgindex.org/rankings/
spillovers.  And  see  also:  https://dashboards.sdgindex.org/rankings/spillovers  5  https://www.pbl.nl/sites/default/files/downloads/
pbl-2021_trends-in-nederlandse-voetafdruk-een  update_4734.  pdf  6  https://www.pbl.nl/nieuws/2021/icer-2021-utilization  of  raw  
materials-daalt-nauwelijks-intensivering-circulaire  economiebeleid-necessary  7  https://www.pbl.nl/sites/default/files /downloads/
pbl-2021-half-of-the-dutch-footprint-4270.pdf
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Lisje  Schreinemacher

This  is  also  in  line  with  the  European  negotiation  effort  to  include  in  the  new  strategic  
plan  under  the  UN  Biodiversity  Convention  (the  Global  Biodiversity  Framework)  a  
target  aimed  at  halving  the  global  ecological  footprint  by  2030.  In  the  National  Biodiversity  
Strategy  and  Action  Plan  ( NBSAP),  in  which  the  Netherlands  must  make  a  national  
translation  of  the  objectives  from  this  framework,  the  government  will  elaborate  on  the  steps  
it  will  take  in  the  spring  of  2023  to  reduce  the  Dutch  footprint  and  accelerate  this  deployment  
where  possible.

Christianne  van  der  Wal-Zeggelink

The  Minister  for  Nature  and  Nitrogen,  The  Minister  for  Foreign  Trade  and  Development  
Cooperation,

In  the  absence  of  agreement  on  the  best  method  to  measure  these  indicators  and  the  
relationship  between  them,  no  unambiguous  explanation  for  this  aggregated  footprint  (or  
also:  'footprint  family')  could  be  given  until  now.  For  this  reason,  a  multi-year  research  
program  was  initiated  in  2020,  which  Wageningen  University  &  Research  (WUR)  is  carrying  
out  in  close  coordination  with  the  PBL  (Parliamentary  Paper  26407,  no.  136).  The  aim  of  this  
is  to  measure  this  set  of  footprints  on  the  basis  of  an  integrated  and  internationally  shared  
methodology  and  to  identify  action  options  aimed  at  reducing  them.
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