
 

 

THE ISSUE OF INTERNATIONAL AND INTERGENERATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY IN 
OUR RESPONSE TO CLIMATE CHANGE, ENSURING THAT THE REPERCUSSIONS 
EACH AREA FACES ARE JUST. 

SHREWSMUN III – 2019 – SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON ETHICS IN SCIENCE  

 
Introduction  
Hi, I’m Tom Jackson (Head Chair). This will be my third SHREWSMUN, and my first conference chairing. I’ve 
been doing MUN for four years and have been able to experience a wide range of issues. I am looking forward 
to some exciting debate. 

 The Special Committee for SHREWSMUN III is dedicated to looking at the ethical issues surrounding science. 
One of the major scientific and environmental issues that faces society today is climate change. It has been 
agreed by both the UN and multiple nations that an effective response to climate change must be inclusive as 
well as take a long-term approach. Whilst keeping this in mind, the Special Committee on Ethics in Science 
should aim to find just and moral ways of effectively sharing this responsibility. It is important to look at the 
past, present and future in order to establish accountability. The major issues arising will focus on the rights 
of children and their response to climate change; the issue of compensation; and the issue of accountability 
between developing and developed nations.  

Definitions 

International Responsibility:  
International responsibility refers to the co-operative response from nations to an issue of global significance. 
It can take place in several forms, from information sharing to direct financial compensation and support.  
 
Intergenerational Responsibility:  
As with international responsibility, intergenerational responsibility refers to the collective response to an 
issue between generations. This is applicable to issues which have a major long-term impact and as a result 
require a long-term response. This long-term response must include co-operation from all areas and all ages 
in order to achieve its full effectiveness.  
 
Intergenerational Justice:  
Leading on from intergenerational responsibility, intergenerational justice includes the ethics and morality of 
any long-term responses. It questions who is accountable for such issues, and if it is ethically permissible for 
the burdens to be passed from generation to generation,  and if the rights of future generations should be 
protected over the rights of the current generation.  
 
Climate Change:  
According to the UN, “Climate change in IPCC usage refers to a change in the state of the climate that can be 
identified (e.g. using statistical tests) by changes in the mean and/or the variability of its properties, and that 
persists for an extended period, typically decades or longer. It refers to any change in climate over time, whether 
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due to natural variability or as a result of human activity. United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 
Change. This usage differs from that in the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), 
where climate change refers to a change of climate that is attributed directly or indirectly to human activity that 
alters the composition of the global atmosphere and that is in addition to natural climate variability observed 
over comparable time periods.”1 
 
Climate Engineering:  
Climate engineering refers to “The intentional manipulation of the earth’s climate to counteract anthropogenic 
climate change and its potential warming effects”2  Such solutions include ideas like afforestation, cloud 
whitening and the injection of stratospheric aerosols. However, there is much debate surrounding the 
effectiveness of such solutions.Debate also continues regarding the possible negative consequences of these 
proposals.  
 

Major Parties Involved  

UNICEF (United Nations International Children's Emergency Fund):  
As climate change poses a serious risk to all ages, the majority of UNICEF’s work has been with regards to 
child rights. They have produced a series of reports which have aimed to establish the impact that climate 
change will have on young people, most notably their report made in collaboration with the IDS (Institute of 
Development Studies) for their In focus3 series.  
 
UNESCO (United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization): 
UNESCO has been one of the main UN bodies responding to climate change. Over 30 UNESCO programmes 
in the areas of sciences, education, culture and communication all contribute to creating knowledge, 
educating and communicating about climate change, and to understanding the ethical implications for 
present and future generations. Launched in Copenhagen, The UNESCO Climate Change Initiative 
Programme aims to work alongside nations and other UN bodies to reduce the impact of climate change; 
educate on its possible implications; assess the risks of climate change and monitor the effect of climate 
change on UNESCO sites.  
 
IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change):  
Founded in 1988, the IPCC aims to provide policy makers with scientific studies relating to climate change, its 
implications, and its potential risks. It also aims to suggest possible adaptation measures and mitigation 
options. It does this through compiling reports based on other organisations and assessing this information 
form a neutral and policy-prescriptive position.  
  

                                                                    
1 UNFCCC – Fact Sheet – February 2011 
2 Adam Corner and Nick Pidgeon – “Geoengineering the Climate: The Social and Ethical Implications, Environment: 
Science and Policy for Sustainable Development” – 2010  
3 IDS report - In Focus Series ‘Children in a Changing Climate: Lessons from research and practice’ 
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UNFCCC (United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change):  
The UNFCCC is a major international environmental treaty which came into effect in 1994. It aims to 
“stabilize greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent dangerous 
anthropogenic interference with the climate system.” It lays out a non-binding framework which aids nations 
in achieving the treaty’s goals. In recent years the organization surrounding the administration of the treaty 
has become the main organiser of the COP (Conference of the Parties) conferences.  
 
Australia:  
Australia is one of the nations which will potentially see the greatest negative impacts of climate change, and 
as a result was one of the first nations to actively investigate its impacts on their economy and aim to find a 
sustainable response. Since 2002, their IGRs  (Intergenerational Reports) have highlighted the possible 
consequences of climate change. Its Future Fund was started in 2015 with A$110 Billion, and has aimed to 
alleviate the impacts of climate change on society and the environment. However, both the 2015 and 2017 
IGRs were accused of not successfully developing a sustainable and intergenerational response to climate 
change.  
 
China & India:  
As  some of the world’s largest economies4 and some of the world’s largest polluters5, the finger has been 
repeatedly pointed at these two nations. Both have the means and technological research to reduce their 
CO2 emissions but continue to fail to do so. As such, they  have received widespread criticism form the public, 
the UN and NGOs. It is therefore important to work out how to ensure these nations are properly made 
accountable and that the responsibility of adaptation and mitigation is shared with them. It is also important 
to find ways to ensure that the decisions are effective, bearing in mind the political and economic influence of 
both China and India.  
 
Developing Nations:  
Within the developing world there is an increasing amount of industrialization, with Nigeria investing heavily 
in its manufacturing sector. Furthermore, the sustainable industrialization of such nations is seen as a top 
priority by the UN and as a result is included in Goal 9 of the 2030 sustainable development agenda. The key 
factor within this industrialization is sustainability. The  developing world therefore needs to  keep in mind 
the environmental consequences of their actions, whilst still being allowed to develop without overwhelming 
financial implications.  
 
Post Industrial Nations:  
Leading on from the impact on developing nations of accountability, and whether post industrial nations 
should pay the balance to enable the developing world to industrialize in an environmentally conscious 
manner. The basis of this argument stems from the Industrial Revolution in the 1800s. Then, major nations, 
such as the United Kingdom, could develop without considering the environmental consequences. This 
caused significant damage to the environment and has meant that increased financial pressure is applied on 
the industrialization of developing nations in order to find environmentally conscious solutions. However, on 

                                                                    
4 2nd and 6th by Nominal GDP according to Investopedia 
5 1st and 3rd by CO2 emissions based on the 2015 EDGAR database 
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the other side it may be argued that post-industrial nations should not be penalized for the lack of scientific 
understanding in the 1800s and hence it is simply the developing world’s responsibility to find 
environmentally conscious solutions.  
 

Notable Events 
 

1800-1870  First Industrial Revolution:Coal, railroads, and land clearing speed up 
greenhouse gas emission, while better agriculture and sanitation 
speed up population growth. 

1859  Tyndall demonstrates that some gases block infrared radiation, and 
notes that changes in the concentration of the gases could bring 
climate change 

1896  Arrhenius publishes first calculation of global warming from human 
emissions of CO2. 

1870-1910  Second Industrial Revolution:Fertilizers and other chemicals, 
electricity, and public health further accelerate growth. 

1930s  Global warming trend since late 19th century reported. 

1938  Callendar argues that CO2 greenhouse global warming is underway, 
reviving interest in the question. 

1965  Boulder, Colorado - meeting on causes of climate change: Lorenz and 
others point out the chaotic nature of climate system and the 
possibility of sudden shifts. 

1970  First Earth Day. Environmental movement attains strong influence, 
spreads concern about global degradation. 

1972  Droughts in Africa, Ukraine, India cause world food crisis, spreading 
fears about climate change. 

1988  News media coverage of global warming leaps upward following 
record heat and droughts plus statements by Hansen. 

1990  First IPCC report says world has been warming and future warming 
seems likely. 

1995  COP 1 in Berlin 

2000  Global Climate Coalition dissolves as many corporations grapple with 
threat of warming, but oil lobby convinces US administration to deny 
problem. 
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2006  China overtakes the United States as the world’s biggest emitter of 
CO2. 

2008  Climate scientists (although not the public) recognize that even if all 
greenhouse gas emissions could be halted immediately, global 
warming will continue for millennia. 

2015  Paris Agreement: Nearly all nations pledge to set targets for their own 
greenhouse gas cuts and to report their progress. 

2017  Trump pulls out of Paris Agreement. 

2018  COP 24 in Katowice Poland.  

 

Things To Consider 

With SHREWSMUN III moving to clause by clause debate, delegates should aim to offer focused clauses 
addressing a certain issue within the debate. Delegates may wish to be guided by the following topics but 
should not feel restricted by them and alternative aspects of the debate will also be debated.  

Who Should be held accountable?  
As mentioned, the major conflict between different national and generational groups is at the centre of this 
issue. Firstly, focusing on the conflict between national groups it is important to decide if it is in fact ethical 
for the post-industrial nations to be held accountable for the severe impact they had on the environment 
despite their lack of scientific understanding. OR, should the finger be pointed at the likes of China, India and 
Brazil who developed in a time of scientific discovery and understanding but failed to (and continue to) do 
anything to mitigate their impact on the environment, or put in place the necessary adaptations ? OR is it 
simply the job of the nations developing now, who have the greatest scientific understanding and are fully 
aware of the impact of their actions and hence they should ensure they are environmentally responsible 
despite the cost implications ? 

Then there is the generational debate. In recent years, there has been a huge development in understanding 
and appreciation of the importance of the environment, and this is increasingly reflected as the “current” 
generations6 gain increasing power and influence. With these generations picking up the cost of 
industrialization, it is important to consider if the policy makers who invested in environmentally damaging 
policies should be held accountable and if so,how and when does the train of accountability stop? In addition, 
the major concern of UNICEF has been ensuring that the rights of future generations are upheld and hence 
who should be responsible for ensuring this?  
 
  

                                                                    
6 GenY (1977 – 1995) and GenZ (1996-) 
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How can we continue to allow developing nations to develop whilst reducing their impact on the 
climate?  
As mentioned, developing nations are under increasing pressure to ensure that they develop in a sustainable 
manner. Whilst many nations have been able to do this, the financial pressures and a lack of scientific and 
technological capabilities have inhibited the development of many other nations. Hence, in order to achieve 
the UN’s SDGs and aid the developing world, it is important to find a way to ensure that these nations are 
given the necessary capability to develop sustainably and in an environmentally conscious manner. This may 
be achieved by post-industrial and developed nations offering technological and financial support, or by 
setting up a grant system to aid sustainable projects.  
 
What measures need to be put in place to establish an international and intergenerational response to 
climate change?  
Delegates should attempt to find ways to ensure that solutions remain inclusive and incorporate all ages and 
all nationalities. Delegates should consider who will have a say, what powers different groups will hold and 
what enforcement ability any organization will hold. Delegates must aim to establish how this can be 
achieved, as well as ensure that their solutions can be long lasting,and that a framework will remain efficient 
as the situation evolves in the years to come.  
 
What should be done about nations who fail to aid in sharing the burden despite being able to?  
As mentioned, nations who have the necessary ability to respond to climate change but fail to do anything 
about it continue to be a major barrier in any response. This applies both to nations such as China and India, 
who have recently begun to emerge from their industrial periods, as well as nations such as the US, who are 
taking an increasingly isolationist approach and moving away from taking responsibility. It equally applies to 
nations such as Britain and France, who increasingly make attempts to solve the issue of climate change, yet 
don’t completely or efficiently utilize their resources to prioritize such a major issue.  

Having established which nations are not properly sharing the burden, delegates must aim to find ways to 
ensure that they start to do so. This however poses a problem, as a number of the nations mentioned hold 
significant political power (e.g. permanent membership on The Security Council) and have significant 
economic influence (- all are in the world’s top 10 largest economies).  

 

Previous Attempts To Solve The Issue  

INDCs (Intended Nationally Determined Contributions):  
The INDC concept came into force in the run up to the 2015 COP conference. The system involves a series of 
climate change pledges by nations, both relating to their investment in solutions and the targets that they 
plan on meeting, which are reviewed by an international board and then monitored. However, they have 
been seen as ineffective. Nations are neither obliged to submit such pledges, nor are the commitments they 
make legally binding. As a result, in 2015, the UN reported that aggregating all the INDCs that had been 
made, the world would be on a trajectory of 2.7C increase, when a 2C rise is already the limit of safety defined 
by scientists. Acknowledging this, delegates may wish to find ways to reform the current system and ensure it 
effectiveness. 
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Australia’s Future Fund:   
This was set up in 2015 as part of the Australian government’s plans to find a sustainable response to climate 
change and the impact it may have on Australia. The A$110 billion fund has the ability to make grants for 
projects putting in place adaptations for climate change, as well as to organizations deemed to be taking 
steps towards mitigating the impacts of climate change. Delegates may wish to apply this principle on an 
international level in order to alleviate the financial burden on developing nations and incentivize developed 
nations to do more.  
 
Climate Engineering:  
As earlier mentioned, climate engineering offers a potential method to solve the issue of climate change and 
hence delegates may wish to consider how the UN may utilize such technology to respond to the issue. 
However, delegates must continue to keep in mind the experimental nature of such technology and hence its 
possible unknown side-effects.  
 
 

Appendix  
UNICEF – “CLIMATE CHANGE AND INTERGENERATIONAL JUSTICE” - https://www.unicef-
irc.org/article/920-climate-change-and-intergenerational-justice.html 

UNICEF-  “CLIMATE CHANGE, CHILD RIGHTS AND INTERGENERATIONAL JUSTICE” - 
https://www.unicef.org.uk/publications/climate-change-child-rights-and-intergenerational-justice/ 

The Conversation – “Climate is an intergenerational issue, but the report ducked it” – 5/03/2015- 
https://theconversation.com/climate-is-an-intergenerational-issue-but-the-report-ducked-it-38371 

Guardian - Paris climate talks: Developed countries must do more than reduce emissions – 23/11/2015- 
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/nov/23/paris-climate-talks-developed-countries-must-do-
more-than-reduce-emissions 

VOX - How to share the burden of combating climate change – 06/11/2009 - http://voxeu.org/article/how-
share-burden-combating-climate-change 

Further/ Recommended Reading  
Guardian- World's climate pledges not yet enough to avoid dangerous warming- UN – 30/10/2015 - 
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/oct/30/worlds-climate-pledges-likely-to-lead-to-less-than-3c-of-
warming-un 

IDS (Institute of Development Studies) - In Focus Series ‘Children in a Changing Climate: Lessons from 
research and practice’ - https://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/IF13.2.pdf or 
https://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/IF23.pdf 

Financial Times – The rich world must take greater responsibility for climate change- 29/11/2015 - 
https://www.ft.com/content/03a251c6-95f7-11e5-9228-87e603d47bdc 

BBC- Climate change: What price will future generations pay? – 23/11/2009 - 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/sci/tech/8374965.stml 


