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Upcoming Webinars

SSF Webinar Schedule

Register at: www.ssfonline.org

More SSF /ASU Webinars Coming Up:

From Intent to Action After COP 21, February 26th

Join SSF to receive updates and registration info. on upcoming programs!
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Agenda

• Opening: Edward Saltzberg

• Introduction: Nadya Bliss

• Panel Briefings:

– Chad Briggs, Principal Consultant with GlobalINT

– Shiloh Fetzek, Senior Fellow for International Affairs at the 
Center for Climate and Security

– Taylor Dimsdale, Head of  Research for E3G

– Benjamin Pohl, Senior Project Manager for  Adelphi

• Panel Discussion

• Audience Questions

• Panel Summary Points

• Closing

Add Questions in the Go to Webinar Window – Take the exit survey  
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INTERNAL DOCUMENT. NOT APPROVED FOR FURTHER DISTRIBUTION.

globalsecurity.asu.edu

Nadya T. Bliss is the Director of  the Global Security Initiative 

(GSI) at Arizona State University. 

GSI serves as the university-wide hub focusing on addressing 

emerging global challenges characterized by complex 

interdependencies and often presenting conflicting objectives 

(“wicked” problems) requiring multi-disciplinary research and 

cross-mission collaboration between defense, development, and 

diplomacy communities. 

Moderator
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FRAMEWORK OF CLIMATE SECURITY

Functional planning 
rarely based on violent 
conflict

Strategies tend toward 
underlying systems

Or operational 
security

Regional security can 
foster more 
cooperation

Complex security as 
opportunity and risk

Focus on ‘most 
probable’ or ‘wild 
cards’?
Understanding what 
‘threat multipliers’ means 
in practice

 Business-as-usual vs 
tipping points



AFRICAN UNION

AU focus on food security

 Links to droughts and floods

 State vs human view of 
security

 Difficulty linking climate to 
stability

Promotion of collective 
security

 Examples of environmental 
peace-building (DRC)

 Also examples of resilience 
targeting (Somalia)

Projected African vulnerability (2009 data)

Source: Nature Climate Change 2011

African composite vulnerability (2009 data)



ASEAN

ASEAN focus on food 
security and 
migration

Key regions:

Bangladesh (south 
coast and 
Brahmaputra)

Mekong Delta, 
Vietnam

 India (monsoons, 
energy)

Australia (food 
security)

China (river 
transfers, energy)

Pacific Islands

Bangladeshi floods  Photo source: FAO



WATER SCARCITY AND ENERGY
Water scarcity in 
northern China, energy 
reserves and water in 
interior and Tibet

South-North Water 
Transfer Project

Yarlung-Tsangpo River 
dam and diversion

India, Brahmaputra 
and disputed 
Arunachel Pradesh 
territory

Tsangpo Valley, China, photo by xiaohaidacong

http://www.yupoo.com/photos/xiaohaidacong/50530373/


NATO (HQ, SHAPE, ACT)
NATO functional areas

Military (SHAPE)

Political (HQ, ESCD)

Planning (ACT)

Climate as a risk with 
competing perspectives

What is NATO’s 
mission?

Should it compete with 
Arctic Council or EU for 
roles?



ORGANIZATION FOR SECURITY & 
COOPERATION IN EUROPE (OSCE)

Most geographically 
expansive – from western 
US/Canada to eastern 
Siberia

Potential to address 
complex climate risks

But also hampered by 
member conflicts (e.g. 
Russia)

Disaster planning? (HA/DR) OCSE DRR training, Sarejevo 2015



EXAMPLE OF CLIMATE MIGRATION

Climate change will worsen 
migration pressures from 
certain areas
 Coastal regions 
(Bangladesh)

 Extreme heat events (Persian 
Gulf)

 Food security (Arctic, Pacific 
Islands)

Migration is never a simple 
cause

And never a simple security 
case

Nature Climate Change 2015



REGIONAL SECURITY ORGS CAN SHAPE 
DEFINITIONS OF CLIMATE SECURITY

How do we shape climate 
narratives and responsibility?

Where do risks fall?

How can we form policies to 
address and identify risks in 
advance?

Forum for discussion between 
scientists, local experts, 
policymakers, military

Cold War-era definitions of 
security will not fit needed 
policies

NATO HQ scenario planning, 2012



WHERE TO GO FROM HERE

Identification of complex 
futures requires

 Reaching out to experts

 Trust-building to share 
information

 Exercises to develop 
decision-making

 Breaking away from 
expected risks

 Moving beyond country-
based policies (witness 
response to EU refugee 
crisis)

NATO/EU wargame training, Ukraine 2014



Climate change and 
international security 

institutions

Global Governance in the Face of Non-Traditional Threats

Shiloh Fetzek

Senior Fellow for International Affairs
The Center for Climate and Security



Outline

• Climate change and international security

• UN Security Council

• Munich Security Conference

• Halifax International Security Forum



Climate change and international 
security
• Transnational risks



Climate change and international 
security

Source: Dan Smith and Janani Vivekananda, 'A Climate of Conflict: The links between climate change, peace and war', International Alert, 2007.



Climate change and international 
security

Source: Verisk Maplecroft, 'Climate Change Vulnerability Index 2015', International Institute for Strategic Studies, '2015 Chart of Conflict'.



Why is this a global governance 
issue?

• Requires coordinated multilateral 

• responses

• Transnational impacts of conflict

• Peacebuilding and post-conflict implications

• Security community has a role



UN Security Council
2007

•First open debate, 
under UK presidency

•Objections from G-77 
+ China and Non-
Aligned Movement

2009

•General Assembly 
debate brought by 
Pacific SIDS 

•Resolution in the 
General Assembly

•Secretary-General's 
report ‘Climate change 
and its possible security 
implications'

2011

•Second open debate, 
under German 
presidency

•Resulted in 
Presidential 
Statement

2013

•Arria-Formula 
meeting, UK and 
Pakistan co-sponsor

•Secretary-General's 
Security Council 
retreat

2015

•Arria-Formula 
meeting, Spain and 
Malaysia co-sponsor

•Open debate on 
Peace and security 
challenges facing 
Small Island 
Developing States



Munich Security Conference

• Climate a key theme of 2016
• Peace award

• Panel discussion

• Background report

• Also mentioned in previous years

• Moving towards more serious engagement?



Halifax International Security 
Forum
• Has consistently paid attention to climate

• Platform for announcing US DoD 

• Arctic strategy in 2013

• Emphasis  commensurate with risk?



Where does this leave us?

• Awareness is growing

• Moving from planning scenarios to 
operationalization

• Tension between immediate crises and longer-term 
urgencies

• Ongoing importance of multilateral security fora



Climate Risk, Security and the 
United Nations 
Taylor Dimsdale

February 2015



Outline

• Why climate change is critical for the UN

• How the UN addresses climate risk

• What are the implications of Paris for global security

• What reforms will be needed in the future



Disclaimer

• This presentation focuses on the UN Framework Convention 
on Climate Change (UNFCCC) but other UN institutions also 
play a role in climate risk management

– Security Council 

– Office for Disaster Risk Reduction

– Sustainable Development Goals



Why discuss the UN in the context of climate 
and security? 

• The primary purpose of the UN (and by extension the UNFCCC) is 
to maintain peace and security. Climate change will make 
achieving that objective more difficult 

• The UNFCCC is the primary venue for international efforts to 
manage climate risk. Developments in the UNFCCC and the extent 
to which the UNFCCC is successful in its own objectives will have 
implications for security

• Climate change is a global problem. The UNFCCC is a rare 
institution where the interests of all countries including those 
most vulnerable and at risk of instability are represented



Brief background on the UNFCCC 

• International treaty signed in 1992 to cooperatively consider how to limit 
average global temperature increases and the resulting climate change, 
and to cope with inevitable impacts

• The ultimate objective of the Convention is to stabilize greenhouse gas 
concentrations "at a level that would prevent dangerous anthropogenic 
(human induced) Interference with the climate system”

• The UNFCCC secretariat supports all institutions involved in the 
international climate change negotiations, which includes various 
subsidiary bodies, working groups, committees and mechanisms 



The UNFCCC sits at the heart of the climate 
regime



The Paris Agreement (December 2015)

• Agreement has “legal force”

• It applies to all major emitters

• It expects all countries to make concrete emission reduction 
contributions every five years

• It does not make delivery of all developing country 
commitments conditional on new climate finance

• It contains a “ratchet and review” process to stop countries 
backsliding and regularly increase ambition

• It contains a strengthened goal of limiting temperature rise 
to well below 2°C and to pursue a 1.5°C limit



How the UN addresses climate risk under 
the Paris agreement



What are the implications of Paris for 
security

• The impact of climate change on security environment will be 
determined in part by the success - or not - of efforts to reduce global 
emissions below dangerous risk levels

• The resilience of countries and their global interests to climate change 
will also depend on the strength, nature and effectiveness of 
international cooperation on building resilience, adaptive capability, 
governance and disaster management

• The success or failure of these efforts will have profound impacts on 
countries’ willingness and ability to cooperate on other global issues –
and will impact the general level of inter-state tension in many regions



Security/stability policy impacts of regime 
failure

• Planning Assumptions Raised: climate change planning assumptions for 
strategic risk, bases, equipment and disaster response load would need 
to revised up radically

• Adaptation Pull Back: Mitigation failure will remove rationale for many 
countries to fund adaptation in developing countries except on their 
borders decreasing resilience elsewhere

• Global Resilience Cooperation Reduced? Mitigation failure likely to 
reduce cooperation on resilience of global food supply chains, trans-
boundary water agreements, fisheries agreements, migration 
management and disaster response?



Paris pledges will significantly lower climate 
risk

Source: Climate Action Tracker



Reform recommendations for the 
international climate regime  

Responsibility, Risk, Reform:

1. Capacity in each UN institution to manage institutional 
exposure to climate risks

2. Mandate for climate risk disclosure 

3. Climate data information and demand feedback loop 
between UN institutions

4. Research and tracking of climate tipping points

5. Political initiation and prioritisation capacity for urgent 
climate risk reform

6. Independent oversight of climate risk management



A New Climate for Peace
Taking Action on Climate and Fragility Risks

A project by: Financed by: 
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Mandate and state of play

• G7 mandate, 2014:

• Analyse climate-fragility risks and identify 

possible responses

• Build a knowledge platform for the 

community of practice on climate-fragility 

risks

• Regional consultations, 2014-15: 

• Ecuador, Egypt, Haiti, Jordan, Kenya, 

Morocco, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Samoa

• Lübeck, 2015:

• G7 foreign ministers discussed and 

welcomed the report 

• High-level working group tasked to evaluate 

the recommendations of the report
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Seven compound climate-fragility 

risks
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Compound risks need integrated answers

• To realize synergies and co-

benefits across three crucial 

policy areas, we need to:

• Break down sectoral 

barriers and integrate 

approaches across key 

communities.

• Translate good policy 

into widespread 

implementation

Resilience needs to be overarching goal
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Recommendations

G7 governments have to commit to designing and implementing 
integrated responses to climate-fragility risks.
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Knowledge platform – Blog

www.newclimateforpeace.org



45

Knowledge platform – Blog
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Knowledge platform – Resources 
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The ECC Factbook

https://factbook.ecc-platform.org/
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A synthesis on conflict history and resolution efforts
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Visualizing the links between climate change and conflict
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What‘s next? 

• G7 high-level working group to report back in 2016

• Impetus from US Kerry Task Force to integrate climate and security

analysis? 

• EU Council conclusions on climate diplomacy, February 2016:

• Commitment to enhanced involvement (UNSC, Planetary Security 

Conference, follow up G7, inclusion of climate vulnerability

assessments)

• Joint EU-UNEP initiative and project on climate and security 

• Impact on relevant global processes?

• SDG operationalization and implementation

• Humanitarian summit 2016

• Outreach and feedback on knowledge platform; engagement of

Japanese G7 presidency



adelphi

Caspar-Theyss-Strasse 14a 

14193 Berlin

T +49 (0)30-89 000 68-0

F +49 (0)30-89 000 68-10

www.adelphi.de

office@adelphi.de

•Dr. Benjamin Pohl

•Senior Project Manager

•pohl@adelphi.de



Questions 

1. Are institutions of security really taking climate change seriously, or 
treating it as a tolerable risk that we can muddle through? Has it sunk in 
that it presents strategically-significant risks to international and regional 
security?

2. Is climate change still stuck in an environmental box? If so, beyond 
international agreements through the UNFCCC, how can climate change 
issues be elevated to the "big kids" table of foreign and national security 
policy-making? 

3. What are the chances that we, as an international community, will avoid 
catastrophic climate scenarios this century? How prepared for very severe 
consequences does the international security community need to be?

4. How does climate change interact with other hard and soft security 
issues, and what, if anything, is being done to link efforts to address such 
security threats as a whole? For example, climate change and nuclear 
proliferation, climate change and state stability, climate change and 
terrorism, or climate change and geo-strategic tensions in the South China 
Sea, Arctic, Middle East? Are international security institutions really looking 
at this issue in such a cross-sectoral way?
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