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I.  INTRODUCTION 

 
The political salience of the debate on environment and security has fluctuated since its 
inception in the 1970s, but has been brought into relevance by the changed security situation 
since 2001. 

 
There has been an impressive range of academic studies in this area. Nevertheless, the 
issue has not been sufficiently seriously addressed by military and geo-political strategists, or, 
in many cases, by the environment and development communities. 

 
The environmental security issue is a multi-disciplinary undertaking requiring both strategic 
vision and tactical collaboration between ministries, governments, academia, business and 
civil society. To that end, it is recognised that efforts are needed to define with more precision 
the nature of the environmental security challenge.  

 
There is a need to renew interest in environmental security and make every effort to put the 
debate on a firm footing that will lead to practical steps to mainstream the issue in the policies 
and practices of governments, international organisations, civil society, the private sector and 
other actors. 

 
The Conference Chairman submits the following conclusions and recommendations as a 
contribution to the public debate. 
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II. THEMATIC CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

A. DIPLOMACY THEME 
 
General Conclusions 

 
Despite the pervasive threat of international terrorism and the terrifying prospect of regional 
nuclear wars in the 21st century, the reality is that security in this new millennium is not just 
about protection from external aggression, but also from other threats such as disease, 
poverty and social exclusion, dispossession, economic shocks, failed states, environmental 
degradation and resource scarcity.  
 
In his keynote address, Pieter van Geel, State Secretary for Housing, Spatial Planning and 
the Environment, The Netherlands, highlighted the importance of linking environmental policy 
to security. He noted the significant humanitarian consequences of serious ecological 
problems, most notably, climate change and the far-reaching impacts of failure to deal with 
that challenge. He also asserted the importance of addressing the nature and scope of 
institutional reform that will be needed to solve the emerging global survival challenges. Mr. 
van Geel pointed out that current UN reform processes have not adequately addressed the 
environmental security challenge. While the international community may not be ready for a 
UN Environmental Security Council, he did maintain that fundamental changes within the UN 
system were essential. To that end, he suggested that working towards environmental 
security could form a “bridge between the two extremes of the UN’s objectives, namely 
education and poverty reduction, and Security Council issues.”  
 
The issue of the inadequacy of peace and security institutions was also a point taken up in 
the opening remarks of Professor John McNeill of the Walsh School of Foreign Service at 
Georgetown University. He asserted that conventional approaches to security based on 
national sovereignty cannot adequately deal with transboundary conflicts related to the 
exploitation of natural resources, migration, terrorism, disease or crime. Quite to the contrary, 
the current system of international relations perversely encourages the “survival of the 
dirtiest”. Mr. McNeill referred to the concept of “security anxiety”, which has driven states to 
devote disproportionate levels of resources towards the prevention of war, through 
deterrence, and towards preparation for war, which in many cases generates greater impacts 
than the actual conflicts themselves. 
 
On the role of the EU, State Secretary van Geel recommended that just as the United States 
introduced the Marshall Plan to assist the financing of Europe’s reconstruction after WW II, 
the EU should be called upon to assist with the environmental reconstruction of its new 
member states. And in a message from Environment Commissioner Margot Wallström, 
delivered by Margaret Brusasco-McKenzie, reference was made to the December 2003 
European Security Strategy, which refers to security as precondition for development. The 
EU’s Security Strategy also notes that competition for natural resources, which will 
undoubtedly be aggravated by global warming, is likely to create further turbulence and 
migratory movements. Ms. Wallström’s message further expressed the EU’s commitment to 
further “reflect together on how to ensure an even more integrated approach to environment, 
security and sustainable development in the enlarged EU and in all our policies worldwide.”   
 
While discussion focused on the important links between resource scarcity and security, it 
was also felt that the wide range of causal factors of resource-related conflicts must be better 
addressed by the international community.  These include for example, the erosion of natural 
resource-based livelihoods, lack of incentives for sustainable development, excessive 
resource dependence, corruption, proliferation of small arms and light weapons, lack of 
economic opportunities, the accelerated population shift from rural to urban areas and the 
related dispossessed young men who become the ready recruits of militias and terrorism in 
newly expanded urban centres, and as well, the manipulation of perceptions of injustice by 
“conflict entrepreneurs” in order to seize power and resources.  
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Recommendations 
 
1. Mainstream environmental security thinking into the military, defence and security debates. 
Develop a shared analysis of environmental threats both as geo-political problems and 
stresses undermining the livelihoods of local communities.  Require the environment, 
development, foreign policy, disaster and security policy communities to interact and 
cooperate to ensure that the environmental security debate is more effectively elevated on 
the political agenda and in operational practice.   
 
2. Ground conflict resolution in the concept of preventive environmental diplomacy and 
effective and participatory governance of natural resources. Harness “indigenous institutions” 
for conflict management and engage and integrate local expertise in research as well as 
project design and implementation. Develop good practice guidelines for engaging with local 
communities. 
 
3. Ensure that security be perceived not just as the absence of threats but the presence and 
indeed protection of sustainable livelihoods. Address environmental security concerns based 
on sound early-warning mechanisms. Establish an Environmental Security Plan, modelled on 
the Marshall Plan, to generate rural livelihoods in the restoration of the environment and thus 
reduce the risk of conflict. 
 
4. Governments should promote participatory forms of environmental security decision-
making and should ensure that a public “space” is created where the debate and dialogue on 
environment and security can be sustained. This should include participation as envisaged by 
Principle 10 of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development and the Aarhus 
Convention. 
 
5. Address the negative impacts of globalisation and trade liberalisation in the context of the 
environmental security agenda, with particular reference to the elimination of agricultural and 
other perverse subsidies.  
 
6. Submit trade agreements to robust Sustainability Impact Assessments (SIAs) to assess 
how unfair terms of trade may exacerbate security threats.  
 
7. Build on the positive examples of collective environmental peace-building around shared 
water resources. Ensure that technical cooperation is understood as a basis for peace-
building. Donor agencies must address environmental security concerns in a broad and 
comprehensive manner.  
 
8. Consider the possible use of the Clean Development Mechanism as a mechanism for 
linking financial transfer, environmental restoration and the generation of sustainable 
livelihoods. 
 
9. Ensure increased interaction between the scientific community in order to catalyse a 
dialogue that fosters multidisciplinary research on the linkages between environment and 
security.  
 
10. Increase attention to the special needs of women in the context of environmental conflict 
and address the causal factors that have led to the growing oppression of women. 
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B. LAW  AND GOVERNANCE THEME 
 
General Conclusions  
 
UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan asserts that global governance reforms are needed to 
ensure the transition from an “international to a global world”. Global governance must 
accordingly be grounded in a robust, multilateral international legal order. At the same time, 
good governance is needed to ensure respect for the rule of law and ultimately, 
implementation of international environmental legal agreements. In that same vein, the 
Secretary-General of the Permanent Court of Arbitration, Tjaco van den Hout, noted at this 
conference that collective security requires the collective respect by all Member States for the 
legal instruments that underpin the international  system. 
 
Conference participants unanimously confirmed that humanity faces serious global 
environmental challenges. A large majority felt that current international institutions are 
inadequate for the task and confirmed the need for a new approach to global environmental 
governance. Environmental security concerns demand urgent and swift action beyond 
conventional measures. Incremental change to existing institutions and human behavioural 
patterns will not reverse negative environmental trends. In addition to mobilising all possible 
measures to halt the deterioration of global public goods and life support systems, a 
fundamentally new mindset must be catalysed along with a common vision for the 
relationship of humanity to the greater community of life. In this regard, only a multi-scale and 
multi-dimensional global environmental governance structure can adequately respond to the 
new global survival challenges. One proposal features the establishment of an information 
clearing-house, a global environmental “campus” and a series of implementation 
mechanisms. 
 
On a related point, it is important to elaborate the corpus of international law that governs 
environmental security disputes. International courts and tribunals often rule that many 
political disputes involving environmental security concerns are indeed non-justiciable. 
Moreover, the International Court of Justice has noted that only those disputes “capable of 
being settled by the application of principles and rules of international law” are justiciable.  
 
Entry into force of and implementation of the existing multilateral environmental agreements 
(MEAs) is one of the greatest challenges to ensuring respect for the rule of law, and 
ultimately, the achievement of important substantive goals enshrined in these instruments. To 
this end, it is important to consider the respective difficulties mobilising political will and the 
other challenges faced by developing and developed countries in honouring their international 
sustainable development commitments. 
  
Most, if not all international legal remedies are reserved for States. Consequently, NGOs and 
individuals that have suffered environmental damages generally have no effective forum for 
enforcement of their human rights to a clean and healthy environment. Thus, increasing 
access to justice is a particularly important challenge to environmental security. 
 
Reconciling the desire of developing countries to participate in protection and preservation of 
the environment through international environmental agreements, and their ability to do so is 
another important challenge for the advancement of environmental security. To this end, the 
international community must develop more effective mechanisms for the prevention and 
resolution of environmental disputes before they become actual conflicts. 
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Recommendations 
 
1. The incentive structure within environmental governance must be improved to ensure 

that political will is more effectively generated. For example, efforts are needed to 
improve communication between governments and the relevant international bodies.  

 
2. Consider the practicality of an “honest broker” institution to strengthen priority-setting 

processes that can generate specific targets and timetables. These in turn will facilitate 
the matching of the scope and degree of problems and priorities with the relevant actors 
and necessary level of resources. 

 
3. Facilitate the development of a stronger sense of mutual interest in global and regional 

public goods through continuous interaction and communication, focused attention to 
concrete goals and the clear articulation of priorities. 

 
4. A stronger international environmental organisation is critical to ensure effective global 

environmental governance. The role of UNEP as the environmental centrepiece in the 
UN system is critical. Further work is needed to assess and maximise the role and 
functioning of UNEP in terms of its mandate, financing, normative and operational 
activities. Consideration should also be given to mandating UNEP with a stronger role in 
the prevention of conflicts over environmental problems. As well, it is critical to examine 
the role of other bodies within the global governance system and their mandate in the 
environmental security arena. 

 
5. Establish an information clearing-house to perform the critical functions of data collection, 

verification and comparison and to assess global environmental security trends and risks. 
 

6. Enhance the training of the judiciary of developed and developing countries. Legal and 
judicial capacity building in developing countries requires innovative approaches and 
partnerships, given the limited financial and human resources available. The UNEP 
Global Judges Programme and UNDP’s Partnership Project with the American Bar 
Association serve as two important models. 

 
7. Promote awareness building of the potential for access to justice to all affected actors, 

States and non-States alike, through international legal instruments such as the Aarhus 
Convention and the Espoo Convention. Ensure that domestic courts are made more 
accessible to individuals affected by environmental harm.  

 
8. Strengthen public access, including access to information and participation in decision 

making, as well as access to justice as key elements to strengthening the role of 
international law in advancing environmental security.  

 
9. Examine the potential role of the Permanent Court of Arbitration in The Hague in 

providing conflict de-escalating and confidence building dispute resolution services 
including fact-finding, conciliation, and arbitration to States and non-States alike.  

 
10. Examine new corporate responsibility and accountability mechanisms as well as dispute 

resolution schemes such as arbitration that levels the playing field. Develop new 
environmental liability regimes taking into account the UNECE Civil Liability Protocol. 

 
11. Focus on the development of preventive instruments for addressing disputes that arise 

before harm has occurred.  Preventive approaches including negotiation, education, 
capacity building, etc. should be combined with judicial instruments. Compliance 
procedures can play a major role in ensuring that international legal instruments more 
effectively promote environmental security. 
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12. Enhance the capacity of MEAs to timely address environmental degradation and thus 
prevent environmental insecurity causing social tensions and (potential) conflicts. 

 
13. Create a “campus” in The Hague for international environmental negotiations, including 

the Conferences to the Parties to Multilateral Environment Agreements so as to improve 
communication between governments and other actors, allow for issue linkage, 
bargaining and better policy coordination. 

 
14. Develop improved financing and technology transfer mechanisms as well as flexible and 

sophisticated monitoring mechanisms to ensure continuous evaluation of achievements 
and challenges as well as reassessment of goals and objectives. 

 
15. The Institute for Environmental Security, benefiting from its base in The Hague, is 

encouraged to actively promote the application of international environmental law and 
assist stakeholders in ecological risk situations with access to the body of such law. 

 
 
C. FINANCE THEME 
 
General Conclusions 
 
The realisation of environmental security goals must be understood in the context of ongoing 
challenges in the mobilisation of the necessary levels of funding to ensure the realisation of 
sustainable development goals. There is a serious under investment in alternative energy 
solutions and in eco-system maintenance and restoration. This eco-investment gap exceeds 
$100 billion a year. In this light, efforts are needed to reverse declining ODA flows, accelerate 
and improve debt relief efforts, strengthen the international financial architecture and ensure 
that foreign direct investment flows take into account environment and security imperatives. 
In line with the Monterey process, new and innovative financial mechanisms are needed to 
provide additional resources for sustainable development. 
 
Efforts are needed to set the political framework to drive economies towards increased 
resource efficiency. Economic analysis and insurance statistics show an accelerating and 
unsustainable trend in terms of natural resource use. Markets offer an important financial 
solution to complex situations. They condense the plethora of information into prices and so 
enable the efficient allocation of resources.  However, at present they are not working for 
environmental security problems, even when the solution is obvious, as in the case of 
renewable energy and climate change. This is particularly surprising since renewable energy 
sources provide many other “security” benefits beyond contributing to the stabilisation of 
climate, for example, employment, short supply lines, and technology transfer. 
 
The macro-economic reasons for the inability of markets to deliver on environmental security 
goals are diverse. These include: the difficulty of valuing environmental benefits; the delays in 
internalising these values and to compare the global economic loss of these services with the 
benefits of conserving them; the impact of perverse subsidies; and the lack of information on 
environmental performance. 
 
In addition, there are numerous barriers within the finance sector. Often there is no internal 
nucleus within financial institutions to take up the cause of renewables. The incentive system 
(and even performance measures) are short-term. Financial companies are still reeling from 
the stock market collapse, which has reduced the capital available for investment in the 
renewables sector. 
 
Nevertheless, a number of new tools have been developed to address these problems. 
Prediction markets - also called idea or information markets - show promise in dealing with 
highly uncertain situations (i.e. the entry into force of the Kyoto Protocol) or new markets (i.e. 
carbon market).  Other tools include “eco-insurance”, which would generate funds for eco-
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investment in proportion to risk, ability to pay, and ecological impact. Moreover, 
comprehensive natural accounts such as the ecological footprint assist in the tracking of the 
ecological performance of key actors such as governments or the private sector. This informs 
investment decisions and enhances the ability to manage them in a way that serves the 
needs of humanity and the natural environment. Governments can institute such accounts 
parallel to GDP to strengthen their ability to manage their ecological assets and minimize 
ecological risks to the economy.  Natural accounts can also support analysis of potential 
conflicts and help set performance targets. 
 
Recommendations 
 
1. Reflect the value of ecosystem services in economic activities through taxes, incentives, 
standards and the removal of perverse subsidies. 
 
2. Promote, through regulatory bodies and the private sector, the monetisation of 
environmental security and the reporting of environmental performance. 
 
3. Strengthen the place of environmental management in corporate governance and shift 
measurement and remuneration systems towards long term goals. 
 
4. Governments must set through national budget processes a wide array of meaningful 
targets for investment in environmental issues. 
 
5.  Fully implement existing commitments (including the Kyoto Protocol) and introduce 
policies and measures that reflect financing horizons and minimise policy risk. 
 
6.  Ensure the shift away from the dependence on fossil fuels and accelerate the use of 
renewable energy sources.  
 
7. Track the ecological performance of state and non-state actors through the development of 
comprehensive natural capital accounts, such as the ecological footprint. 
 
8. Use comprehensive natural accounts to translate the ecological bottom-line condition for 
sustainability into specific measures by addressing key questions such as how much of the 
planet’s bio-capacity should be preserved, by when should that bio-capacity target be 
achieved, and what investment levels are necessary to achieve that target? 
 
9. Explore the development of legislative, regulatory and voluntary mechanisms that 
encourage greater disclosure by financial institutions of direct and indirect impacts of cross-
border portfolio activities in conflict-prone zones. Develop conflict indicators and conflict 
assessment tools for the financial services sector. 
 
10. Set market incentives for publicly-traded firms that require disclosure of environmental 
risks and liability. 
 
11. Enhance efforts to develop conflict assessment tools for the financial services sector by 
using indices of risk and natural capital accounts. 
 
12. Consider the introduction of financial mechanisms such as eco-insurance, facilitated by 
complementary fiscal and economic incentives, which has the potential to mobilise necessary 
investment capital for strategic investment in community-based sustainability programmes. 
 
13. Support UNEP-IISD efforts to convene an international expert group of financial 
institutions, regulators and civil society representatives to further explore the role of financial 
services in supporting investment in stability. 
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D. EDUCATION THEME 
 
General Conclusions  
 
The present environmental and security crises raise a number of fundamental questions 
about the role that educational systems should play. Both informal and formal systems of 
education must produce a new generation who are capable of dealing more effectively with 
the new generation of global challenges. Education must promote creative problem-solving 
and must enhance awareness and engagement in environmental security and sustainable 
development issues. 
 
As regards the need to enhance public awareness, campaigns should be developed to raise 
civil society awareness of environment, security and sustainable development issues. These 
should be community-based and culturally appropriate. The expertise of local users of 
resources should be recognised and drawn on to inspire and enrich informal educational 
approaches regarding environment, security and sustainable development issues. It is 
important to target collaboration with artists, the media, filmmakers, writers, computer game 
developers and board game makers to inspire the creation of new mechanisms for sensitising 
society to environmental security and sustainable development concerns. 
 
 
Recommendations  
 
1. Support the United Nations Decade for Education for Sustainable Development as an 
important opportunity to deepen understanding and awareness about environmental 
pressures and the need to integrate security concerns. Identify the specific actions needed to 
strengthen education for environmental security addressing both the needs in the formal and 
informal sectors. 
 
2. Establish an environmental security network to input to the Decade for Education for 
Sustainable Development. Create a database of organisations who are engaged in education 
initiatives that focus on environment, security and sustainable development and map out the 
relevant initiatives. Distance education institutions should collaborate and coordinate to 
establish a worldwide distance education infrastructure to promote environmental security. 
 
3. Promote the Earth Charter as an important tool for promoting the Decade for Education for 
Sustainable Development. 
 
4.  Ensure the overall improvement in the quality of leadership at all levels and in all spheres. 
Undertake case studies to examine what constitutes effective leadership in the sustainability 
and environmental security domains.  Consider how best to strengthen, catalyse and improve 
the quality of leadership in the promotion of environmental security.  
 
5. Develop a thematic stream on “Learning for Environmental Security and Sustainability” for 
the Distance Education conference that will take place on October 21-23, 2004 under the 
auspices of the Dutch EU Presidency. 
 
6. Develop vocational training approaches to build environmental knowledge capital as 
important components of life-long learning. 
 
7. Encourage the media to provide more and better coverage of environmental security 
issues as an important mechanism for raising public awareness and engagement. 
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E. SCIENCE THEME 
 
General Conclusions 
 
The scientific study of ecological systems has advanced considerably in the last thirty years. 
However, there remain considerable knowledge gaps in humanity’s understanding of the 
natural world, let alone the link between resource scarcity and degradation and conflict. The 
open exchange and wide application of new knowledge is essential to the achievement of 
environmental security. Of particular importance is the need for independent scientific 
research on the key drivers of environmental conflict. 
 
Recommendations 
 
1. Promote scientific research and development on environmental security problems in all 
countries, especially the developing countries. Address the potential impacts on human well-
being of ecosystem change and consider the current vulnerability of populations affected and 
their potential adaptive capacities. 

 
2. Strengthen endogenous capacity-building for environmental security through exchanges of 
scientific and technological knowledge and enhance the development, adaptation, diffusion 
and transfer of new and innovative technologies.  
 
3. Promote the preservation and dissemination of indigenous knowledge especially as 
regards linkages between environment and security. 
 
4. Make better use of available data from space and remote sensing technologies. Ensure 
that remote sensing is used to facilitate environmental security and especially for the 
development of operational monitoring of potential conflict zones. Promote the use of remote 
sensing data together with socio-economic and political data layers and ensure their access 
on the internet to promote transparency. 
 
5. Mobilise increased funds to facilitate the access of important data that is within the public 
domain. To this end, develop special agreements between the suppliers and users of data 
where data can be acquired free of charge or at minimal costs. 

 
 
III.     ACTOR-SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
While the conference endorsed the ‘Horizon 21’ integrated approach to the five themes outlined 
above and involving action by all stakeholders and all countries, it was felt useful at this stage of 
the debate to make certain specific recommendations to the EU, USA and the UN System. 
 
A.      THE EU INSTITUTIONS AND MEMBER STATES 
 

1. Urgently address the environmental security aspects of EU enlargement and assess the 
environmental security situation in the European Union’s “new neighbours”.   
 

2. Close the credibility gap between the EU’s rhetorical leadership on sustainable 
development and actual implementation. 
 

3. Strengthen the work of the Green Diplomacy Network and add a specific environment 
and security aspect to its work. 

 
4. Promote linkages between EU Security and External Dimension Strategies. Efforts 

should be directed towards integrating the EU Security Strategy (A Secure Europe in a 
Better World) with the EU External Dimensions Strategy (Global Partnership for 
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Sustainable Development) in combination with the review of the EU Sustainable 
Development Strategy. 

 
5. Integrate the security dimension in the EU Water and Energy Initiatives. The EU’s two 

WSSD partnership initiatives on water and on energy should better reflect the 
environmental security dimensions. 

 
6. Promote the EU’s successful river basin approach to other environmental challenges. 

 
7. Consolidate EU legislation on conflict diamonds and explore its application to             

other examples of the trade and conflict nexus. 
 

8. Use the adoption of the European Constitution, with its new initiatives on issues of foreign 
and security policy, to take advantage of this unique opportunity to mainstream the 
concepts of environmental security in European strategic thinking. 

 
9. Invite the sixth European Parliament, elected in June 2004, to make the relationship 

between environment and security issues a central theme of its work in the period 2004-
2009. 

 
10. The Member States of the European Union should seize opportunities for working though 

established institutions to introduce environmental security into the water, energy and 
trade subsidies discussions and should seek to build ad hoc coalitions in the WTO, World 
Bank, etc. using the opportunity presented by the G8 and recognizing that, while 
international treaties are desirable, joint programmes of joint action with the United States 
and other developed countries may be easier to achieve in the immediate future. 

 
B.        THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS AND ADMINISTRATION 
 

1. Promote pragmatic collaboration with European nations and other G8 partners. 
 
2.  Promote military-to-military exchange on environment and security issues with an initial 

concentration on dealing with post-Soviet toxic sites and intensifying actions under the 
Nunn-Lugar CTR programme 
 

3. Ensure that the next US National Security Strategy focuses on the environmental security 
aspects of failed and failing states and significantly increase and further strengthen US 
AID programmes that reflect this priority. 

 
4. Intensify US involvement in transboundary water issues in the context of the World Bank 

and the United Nations, etc. 
 

5. Give further attention to the environmental security aspects of US policies on 
transparency, governance and anti-corruption measures. 

 
6. Ensure that US commitments to the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) and the 

work of the Millennium Challenge Corporation are fully funded and directed towards 
those states that face the most urgent environmental security problems and explore the 
potential for collaboration with the European Union in this context. 

 
7. Recognise that environmental security is a global imperative with direct impact on the 

interests of the United States. In the words of Colin Powell, “Sustainable development is 
a compelling moral and humanitarian issue, but it is also a security imperative. Poverty, 
environmental degradation and despair are destroyers of people, of societies, of nations. 
This unholy trinity can destabilise countries, even entire regions.” 
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8. Encourage the further development of public-private partnerships and the application of 
US business expertise in the service of environmental security issues. 
  

9. Fund further research on the national security implications of global warming as 
examined by the recent Pentagon-commissioned report. 

 
10. Encourage jurisdiction of US courts under the Alien Tort Claims Act for international 

environmental and human rights abuses occurring outsides the United States. 
 
 
C.        THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM 

 
1. The incentive structure within environmental governance must be improved to ensure 

that political will is more effectively generated. For example, efforts are needed to 
improve communication between governments and the relevant international bodies. 

 
2. A stronger international environmental organisation is critical to ensure effective global 

environmental governance. The role of UNEP as the environmental centrepiece in the 
UN system is critical. Further work is needed to assess and maximise the role and 
functioning of UNEP in terms of its mandate, financing, normative and operational 
activities. Consideration should also be given to mandating UNEP with a stronger role in 
the prevention of conflicts over environmental problems.  

 
3. Promote conflict-sensitivity in the work of all international organisations and ensure that 

efforts are directed towards the establishment of environmental security prevention 
mechanisms and the strengthening of methodologies for environment and security 
assessment and monitoring. The Peace and Conflict Impact Assessment tool should be 
more regularly used in UN peace-keeping activities and in the exercise of the 
responsibilities of the UN Security Council.  

 
4. The UNEP/UNDP/OSCE Environment and Security Initiative is an important model of 

cooperation that should be emulated.  
 

5. Develop legal instruments open to all actors potentially affected by environmental 
insecurity, giving such actors recourse to dispute resolution procedures and to seek 
redress in national or international forums. 

 
6. Develop methodologies for assessing the potential environmental security impacts 

generated by economic globalisation. 
 

7. Establish a database of NGOs working on environmental security, building on the UN 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs (DESA) data base on work in the sub-
Saharan region. 

 
 

IV.     GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ENVIRONMENT 
     AND SECURITY CHALLENGE 

 
1. Promote a common vision and language to support a new approach to environmental 

governance at global, regional and national levels. 
 

2. Work toward replacing the overriding culture of violence and conflict with a new culture of 
peace. Strengthen and democratise institutions of peace and security to better respond to 
and prevent violence, war and conflict. Develop at all levels and in all spheres of life, a 
complex of attitudes, values, beliefs and patterns of behaviour that promote the peaceful 
settlement of conflict and the quest for mutual understanding, and opportunity for 
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individuals to live harmoniously with each other and the larger community of life.  
 

3. Promote a new form of political leadership in the new millennium. World leaders must 
recognise that the new path to peace and sustainability into the 21st century requires a 
fundamental change in the culture of conflict and a change in the way humanity relates to 
the greater community of life. Leaders must have the moral courage to transcend narrow 
national self-interests and recognise that new global survival problems are only 
resolvable through multilateral channels in a true spirit of global solidarity.  

 
4. Commit all countries to multilateralism as a necessary pre-condition for the achievement 

of international environmental security and to enhancing the capacity of the developing 
world to fully take part in this debate. 

 
5. Recognise the weight of oppression that women have faced in conflict situations 

throughout history, acknowledge our personal responsibility as equal members of the 
human family and affirm that the elimination of the modern forms of oppression faced by 
women involves redressing the factors that dispossess and disorientates young men 
caught up in the population shift from the land; and, therefore, promote an Environmental 
Security Plan built around the concept of the “Livelihood Conflicts Approach”. 

  
6. Invite the launch of a new NATO Committee on the Challenges of Modern Society 

(CCMS) study on environment and security linkages in the 21st century, recognizing that 
success in mainstreaming the debate requires the equal involvement of the environment, 
development, foreign policy and military communities.  

 
7. Recognize that mainstreaming, which Norman Myers refers to as the ‘meta-problem of 

environmental security’, requires an intensification of the academic debate, re-doubling 
efforts to integrate disciplines, broaden the research constituencies, work with 
researchers from affected countries and study the interactions between stresses and 
outcomes and to build on the UNEP sponsored meeting at the Woodrow Wilson Institute, 
held in December 2003, by convening a follow-up in the near future.  

 
8. Recognize the urgent need to assemble a body of work that defines environmental 

security in different political cultures and different languages which is essential if we are 
to move from academic thought to political action. 

 
9. Encourage individuals and participating organisations to build upon the results of this 

conference to devise and implement a follow-up action plan and further resolve to meet 
again to review progress in The Hague, the global capital of Justice. 

 
----------------- 
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