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The scientific report (WORD or PDF file - maximum of seven A4 pages) should be submitted online within two months of the event. It will be published on the ESF website.
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Application Reference N°: 5646
1) Summary (up to one page)

Starting with the kick-off workshop in Bucharest (2011), followed by a workshop in Graz (2012), network members had ample opportunity to explore and discuss research themes both in both plenary and parallel sessions. During the Graz workshop the network decided to focus on five publication themes: i.e., (i) representation of future generations, (ii) intergenerational human rights, (iii) risks and rights, (iv) pathways to sustainability, and (v) developing countries. It also decided to replace the workshop planned for 2013 with a series of smaller, more intensive and publication oriented workshops each dedicated to one of these publication themes. In addition, it planned the final conference for 2014 as an occasion for all network members to meet again and discuss results and questions with each other and a broader audience. 


This final conference ‘Rights to a Green Future’ took place from 28 – 31 October 2014, in Kontakt der Kontinenten, Soesterberg, the Netherlands. The conference started on the 28th with dinner and an opening lecture of Henry Shue, and closed the 31th after lunch. The conference involved around 80 participants. One day before the official start of the conference, a meeting took place where authors to the final publication of the networking programme agreed together with the main editor of the book, Naomi van Steenbergen. In addition, a steering committee meeting took place. 

The finale conference attracted some 75 members and non-members, both from Europe and other continents (including Asia and Australia). Given the scope and nature of the network’s theme, it was regarded important to ensure early stage researchers were able to attend. To make this work, ESF funds were used to reduce travel costs of early stage researchers, and esf-members were not asked to pay a conference fee.

As for the general program of the workshop, the conference opened on the nights of 28th October with a lecture by Henry Shue (Oxford University). In the morning of the 29th Tim Hayward (University of Edinburgh) and Richard Hiskes (Grand Valley State University) lectured on long-term ecological responsibilities in the context of human rights. This keynote session was followed by two series of 4 parallels sessions, each offering 2-3 lectures. The day was closed, in the afternoon, with keynote lectures of Klaus Steigleder (Ruhr-Universität Bochum) and Sven Ove Hansson (Royal Institute of Technology Stockholm) who presented on risks and uncertainty in the ecological context and our long-term responsibility regarding future people. In the morning of the 30th Ingrid Robeyns (Utrecht University) and Saumya Ramarao (Population Council, New York) presented papers on demographic development, and its importance as a factor in the context of ecological sustainability. Like the day before, we continued with two parallel sessions, and then closed the day with two presentations by Linda Steg (Groningen University) and Kerri Woods (University of Leeds) will lectures on motives of sustainable conduct. In the evening there was a wine-tasting of Sardinian wines, which was a good social event. The morning of the 31th, the final day of the conference, we started with Sándor Fülöp (former Ombudsman future generations Hungary) and Anja Karnein, (Goethe-Universität Frankfurt) presenting on institutional and political representation of future generations. Then Marcus Duwell, chair of the ESF Research Networking Programme Rights to a green Future, gave the closing keynote in which reflected on the programmes findings and on future research tasks.

2) Description of the scientific content of and discussions at the event (up to four pages)

In the opening lecture, Distant Strangers and the Illusion of Separation Henry Shue   referred to Samuel Scheffler’s notion if our “phenomenology of agency,” noting that two of its three features are that “near effects have primacy over remote effects, and individual effects have primacy over group effects” (B & A, 39), and arguing that this phenomenology is a vestige of an age when it was appropriate but a profound hindrance to clear moral analysis in the contemporary world.  Shue tried to extend this line of argument for our responsibility to both strangers distant in space, as Thomas Pogge has notably done, and to strangers distant in time, who are our main concern. 
In his Rights and Justice for a Crowded Planet Tim Hayward argued that ecological overshoot and radical inequality are a dual problem.  Since the measures typically advocated to alleviate the one tend to exacerbate the other, the two have to be addressed as a combined challenge.  This he called the circumstantial imperative of our age. Hayward argued, if the global order is structurally and dynamically committed in a direction antithetical to what right requires, the creation of just institutions globally could require a revolutionary transformation.  Moving into the future it is likely we will have to learn from perspectives and voices other than those that share assumptions of liberal political economy about the world.

In Human Dignity and the Intergenerational Promise of Environmental Human Rights, Richard Hiskes emphasized the relation between human dignity, promising and rights. He started by exploring how Thomas Hobbes establishes that all rights are logically presumed by the special human capacity to make promises.  Exercising this capacity—especially in the form of making contracts--is what makes all human progress possible and upon which human dignity depends.  Rights and promises share a similar logical structure in that they are both future oriented.  Environmental human rights more than any other right demonstrate this basic Hobbesian structure of all human rights, because they are uniquely “future-oriented” in the guarantees they provide (viz, the promises they make) to both present and future generations.  Therefore, protecting and advancing environmental human rights into the future is especially essential to the protection of human dignity.  To serve both ends, all national constitutions should include the guarantee of environmental human rights.

In Rights and Risks, Sven Ove Hansson identified several issues concerning rights and risks, such as: (1) What rights do I have to expose myself to risk? (2) What rights do I have to expose others to risk? (3) What rights do I have that others refrain from exposing me to risk?, and (4) What rights do I have for others to help me reduce risks that I may be exposed to? He argued that two concepts are important for how we answer these questions: causality and individual risk-benefit assessments. He argued that conventional ascriptions of causality often contribute to victim-blaming and are therefore not ethically neutral as they are supposed to be.  In addition he argued that it is one thing if you expose yourself to a risk in order to obtain a benefit for yourself. It is another thing if you expose someone else to the same risk, still in order to obtain that same benefit for yourself
Klaus Steigleder, in On the Foundations of a Rights-Based Risk Ethics, attempted to show how the notorious problems rights based theories have when dealing with risks can be overcome. The key is to take seriously that both the agents and the recipients of his or her actions possess the same rights. While some impositions of risks (call R-risks) must be in principle prohibited because the imposition would violate the rights of the recipients, other impositions of risks (which I call A-risks) must be permitted, because a proscription would infringe on the rights of agents. Steigleder spelled out some of the most important criteria of permissible and impermissible risk impositions. A rights-based risk ethics is able to distinguish both between the required toleration of certain risks and the required elimination of certain other risks.
Ingrid Robeyns, in Demographic Obligations to Future Generations stressed that whether the planet that we leave behind for future generations will be ecologically sustainable or not depends on a number of factors – and current and future population size is one of them. Robeyns spelled out the precise normative content of that obligation, and analyzed its implications for our personal procreative decisions, for demographic policies, for the characteristics of development cooperation and for our endorsement/rejection of demographic social norms.

In Population Policy: Balancing Individual Rights and Societal Goals Saumya Ramarao, presented the current trends in population growth and fertility and also the consequences of rapid population growth. Concerning considerations of family planning policies, she discussed what we learned from country family planning policies, characterized the current policy framework and identified possible levers for intervention. 
Kerri Woods in Sustainability, Rights and Values started of claiming that the idea of environmental human rights has gained currency in environmental theory and is an emerging phenomenon in international environmental legal practice. Woods suggested that one explanation this appeal of rights is that it is held to be more intelligible, and thus more motivating, than many alternative moral idioms. However, she suggested that the ways in which rights connect to motivation are not straightforward, and stress the significance of the values that underpin an account of environmental human rights, where humans are understood to be inherently vulnerable, ecologically-embedded beings.

In her Sustainable Behaviour: a Psychological Perspective, Linda Steg explored the idea that sustainable behaviour is often believed to be less attractive (e.g., more expensive, time consuming, effortful), which may inhibit sustainable choices as this may threaten individual well-being. Despite this, many people do engage in sustainable actions. Steg argued that values are a key motivating factor in this respect. She elaborated on which values are likely to promote or inhibit sustainable actions, and indicated via which processes values affect sustainable behaviour. Also, she discussed factors that may activate or deactivate values, thereby affecting the likelihood of sustainable choices.

In The Institution of the Ombudsman for Future Generations, Sandor Fulop relied on three major international legal documents that were issued recently: the draft of Ban Ki-moon report on intergenerational justice, the John Knox mapping report on the interrelationships between human rights and environmental protection and the draft Sustainable Development Goals. Based on these materials he proposed theoretical (long term, value driven etc.) reasons for establishing an office of Ombudsman for Future Generations and also a couple of more practical reasons for establishing such an office. He concluded his presentation with a survey of the basic conditions of effective operation of the offices representing future generations. 

In his closing lecture, Rights to a Green Future – A Task for Future Research, Marcus Düwell formulated some perspectives for future research that follow from the work done in the network. Future sustainable politics must to some extent be facilitated by academic work about this topic. The task for academia is, however, not only to provide politics with knowledge about climate change and to develop new technologies. A successful contribution of academia will rather depend on their willingness and ability to re-interpret the institutional, moral and social dimensions of human life in an intergenerational perspective. 

The parallel sessions were structured around the five publication lines of the networking program (i.e., representing future generations, long term responsibilities in the context of human rights, rights and risks, pathways to sustainability, developing countries), but in view of the great number of presentations also on ground of pragmatic considerations regarding available time and space. Given the limits of this section, reporting on these cannot take more than a list of the names of presenters and the titles of their presentations. 
Please find below a list in alphabetic order:
1) Lotte Asveld - When failing is an option: sustainable policies as experiments
2) Christoph Baumgartner - Turning to the Future by Abandoning the Past? The Role of Time in Transformations of the Moral Dimensions of ‘Environmental Stewardship’
3) Gerhard Bos – Framing sustainability demands in the context of human rights
4) Bernice Bovenkerk – Instituting the representation of future generations
5) Ileana Dascalu – Sustainability and Development: Tradeoffs and Synergies
6) Marc Davidson – Equity and biodiversity conservation
7) Alix Dietzel – Climate Change Governance: Pathway to a Sustainable Future? 
8) Ashley Dodsworth – Past Conceptions of Future Rights 
9) Sébastien Duyck – Intergenerational Equity and the 2015 climate agreement
10) Maria Paola Ferretti – Environmental risk and distributive justice
11) Saskia Fikkers – Interests as key concepts for future generations
12) Kata Fodor – The Notion and Institutional Representation of Future Generations
13) Laurentiu Gheorghe – Preserving rights in single layer vs. multi layer decision making procedures concerning environmental risk
14) Andrea Günter – Cultivating intergenerationality
15) Aurélie Halsband – Why the focus on rights to a Green Future should be completed
16) Inger Høedt-Rasmussen – Sustainable Lawyering 
17) Alobwede Ngome John - The Multiple Nexus between Land Grabbing, Sustainable Natural Resource Management, Development Issues & the Emergence of Peri-urban Terrains in Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA)
18) George Kodimattam Joseph – Technological and Techno-Cultural Capabilities to Engage in Sustainable Practices: Concerns of Developing Nations
19) Karsten Klint Jensen – How can Uncertainty and Obligations to Future Generations be Addressed from a Human Rights Perspective?
20) Rasmus Karlsson – Low-carbon scalability constraints and the risk of geoengineering
21) Lukas Köhler & Ivo Frankenreiter – Intergenerational Justice and Responsibility in the light of Christian Thought
22) Rob Lawlor – Protecting the Virtuous
23) Peter Lawrence – A transgenerational ‘demos’? Climate treaty-making reform and procedural justice
24) Ralf Lüfter – The Future of Sustainability
25) Roland Mees – Understanding sustainable action in social institutions
26) Tim Meijers – The Importance of the Right to Procreate
27) Mamata Mishra & George Kodimattam Joseph – Conservation of Coastal Resources through Local Participation:A Socioeconomic Study
28) Thierry Ngosso – Arguing for climate duties of firms: from the duty of assistance to the duty of just savings
29) Selina O’Doherty – “Degrees of Responsibility” – The Case for Pre-emptively Recognising Intergenerational Environmental Rights
30) Wouter Peeters – The primacy of individual freedoms over responsibilities: Climate change, moral disengagement and the motivational gap
31) Jos Philips – Human rights, future generations, and sufficientarian justice
32) Auke Pols – Just and sustainable socio-technical transitions
33) Florin Popa – Biodiversity governance
34) Hubert Schnüriger – Future people’s present rights
35) Fabian Schuppert - Intergenerational Risk Imposition and Taking Proper Precaution
36) Christian Seidel – On consequentializing pure intergenerational risks
37) Joachim Spangenberg – No Rights for the Future, but Obligations for the Present? Responsibilities of the Present Generations Towards Future Generations
38) Harald Stelzer – Climate Engineering & Human Engineering. Social and Technological Challenges in the Anthropocene
39) Fei Teng – Normative basis of China’s climate policy: development rights and the value of development
40) May Thorseth – Trapped between Promethean and Survivalist Discourses of Sustainability?
41) Jörg Tremmel – Parliaments and Future Generations – The 4-Powers-Model
42) Donatella Vincenti – Sustainability Transitions in Arab-Islamic Countries: Egypt as a Case Study
43) Ivo Walliman-Helmer – Does Democracy Require Climate Justice?
3) 
Assessment of the results and impact of the event on the future directions of the field (up to two pages)

The final conference created a setting with an atmosphere in which participants from different publication lines could listen, discuss, network and socialize. Among the participants were network members as well as non-members, both senior and junior, from Europe and outside. This ensured interaction between the network and a relevant broader research community. And, perhaps most importantly, created the possibility for interaction between senior and junior researchers, therewith contributing to the continuity of a research field and methodology.

Further, the meeting provided a platform to share results and questions, but also to introduce framings of sustainability to the research community outside the network.


Since the meeting in Graz (2012), participants of the network have mainly worked within the confines of their publication lines, and this final conference created the opportunity for them to share main results and questions. This is a significant factor, since although the publication line have functioned somewhat independent of each other, their separation was justified in terms of their interconnected contributions to the networking programme’s aim: explore and formulate a research agenda for  future oriented ethical policy. In short: members got the chance to meet again, share findings, arguments and questions. 


In terms of future directions, it is an important impact of final conference, as final meeting of the research networking programme rights to a green future, that it reinforced the research community to frame and discuss climate and sustainability policy as a subject matter of ethics, law, philosophy, psychology – in short: not merely as a technological or scientific issue, but as one that goes to the heart of human self-reflection that should inform the institutions dealing with the ecological human rights challenges we face.



In the context of this conference, a meeting with politicians in The Hague was held to discuss the importance of representing future generations. This meeting was possible, because Sandor Fulop was willing to combine participating in this conference with attending to the Hague.

4) 
Annexes 4a) and 4b): Programme of the meeting and full list of speakers and participants

Annex 4a: Programme of the meeting
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Final Conference – ESF ENRI ‘Rights to a Green Future’

October 28

18:30-20:00 dinner
20:00-21:30 plenary session 1: Henry Shue – Opening Lecture

October 29

09:00-11:00 plenary session 2: Tim Hayward, Richard Hiskes – Rights

11:00-11:30 coffee break
11:30-13:00 workshop sessions a

13:00-14:00 lunch
14:00-16:00 plenary session 3: Hansson, Steigleder: Risks and Rights

16:00-16:30 coffee break
16:30-18:00 workshop sessions b

18:30-20:00 dinner
20:00- …     social evening
 

October 30
09:00-11:00 plenary session 4: Ingrid Robeyns, Saumya Ramarao – Developing    Countries 

11:00-11:30 coffee
11:30-13:00 workshop sessions c 
13:30-14:00 lunch
14:00-15:30 workshop sessions d

15:30-16:00 coffee break
16:00-18:00 plenary session 5: Kerri Woods, Linda Steg – Pathways to Sustainability
19:00-20:30 dinner
20:30-22:30 wine tasting
October 31

09:00-11:00 plenary session 6: Sándor Fülop, Anja Karnein – Representation of Future Generations

11:00-11:30 coffee
11:30-13:00 plenary session 7: Marcus Düwell – Evaluation & Looking Forward
13:00-14:00 lunch
14:00 
         end of programme
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