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On the 16th of February 2005 history was made in climate politics. On this day a binding contract under international law for the protection of the global climate came into force, the Kyoto Protocol. After ten years of negotiations, the industrial countries entered into a commitment that the discharge of greenhouse gases which are detrimental to the climate should be reduced by 5.2% between the years 2008 and 2012. In order to achieve this goal, all hopes turned to the flexible mechanisms of the Kyoto Protocol, a mixture of political regulations and economic devices.
Within international negotiations as well as in public debates, climate change should be tackled with this comprehensive body of regulations, is considered as being the largest global challenge for humankind in the 21st century. Nation states cannot fulfil this task alone, so it is assumed. For this reason, actors from science and civil society like NGOs, trade unions and especially the private sector are similarly questioned – and rightly so, in a politically complex multi-level system reaching from the local to the global level. Together joint solutions and strategies shall be drafted and implemented so that a new multi-level comprehensive steering, participation and cooperation mechanisms are sought.
Although these dimensions of global or multi-level governance (participation of NGOs, the involvement of science, joint responsibility of the business sector) are emerging in international environmental politics, core questions concerning democratic and fair participation, a socio-ecological re-shaping of energy systems as well as a widely spread effective public debate, have hardly been discussed. With this design, the international conference aims to fetch the “Blind Spots” of the currently predominant technological and economical orientated climate policy, and to place them at the centre of the discussion.
Not only have the rapid growing emissions in the developing as well as the industrial countries already challenged today’s agreements of international climate policy. Through its narrow focus on market solutions (flexible mechanisms) the Kyoto Protocol neglects comprehensive multi-level socio-political and socio-ecological coherences and interdependences as well as economical contradictions:. How can public awareness and interest for climate change be captured when predominantly powerful interests prevail? What are the interplays and interrelations between the impacts of climate change and existing underlying societal and political inequalities? How can people participate in international decision making processes which have an impact on their own lives? And how important are global security aspects in fossil energy supply compared to a demanding climate policy.
The international conference “Blind Spots of Global Climate Governance” aims to pursue these questions and therefore focuses on the following key topics:  “Discourse”, “Justice”, “Democracy” and “Security”. In the closing panel, a discussion will be held on “visions of a socio-ecological multi-level Governance” in the context of the genuine structures of international climate policy”. 
The „Blind Spots of Global Climate Governance“conference is part of the “KyotoPlus”-project of the Heinrich Böll Foundation. The KyotoPlus Project goes beyond the already existing agreements and aims to develop further productive ideas for advanced and comprehensive measurements to protect the global climate. The demands for global democracy, justice and rule of law, for justice in global economy and international security are closely linked to the climate debate. The analysis of these interplays, interrelations and contradictions are therefore an imperative – as well as the search for comprehensive and encompassing solutions. 
Welcome and Introduction to the Themes
Barbara Unmüßig – Heinrich Böll Foundation, Berlin, Germany
Achim Brunnengräber – Free University Berlin, Germany
1. Discourse
Public awareness of climate change is very different according to the perceiving actor and regional setting. This becomes particularly explicit when regarding industrial and developing countries comparatively: What primarily seems to be important for some are the economic costs, whereas for others the threat of social existence still exists and is at the centre of concern. Scientific uncertainties about concrete spatial and timely effects of climate change as well as the controversial debate about the “correct” climate protection strategies leave room for a variety of suggestions for strategies and the conduction of interest led interpretations. This ranges from the building of nuclear energy usage as “climate protection strategy” to flexible mechanisms of the Kyoto Protocol to a “solar global economy”. The discourse field of climate change therefore offers room for the implementation of controversial interests within the multi-level system of international environmental politics (Global Climate Governance). Up to now the impact of different perspectives were not sufficiently regarded when analysing the powerful interests in the political climate debate. Are the political instruments which are currently discussed solving the problem or serving the interests? In this panel different powerful players within the climate discourse (state and non-state political actors in the field of climate policy, media, scientists, private sector actors etc.,) and their influence on the public debate will be focused on.

Possible speakers:
Angela Oels (University of Hamburg) Germany
The Discursive Landscape of Global Climate Governance: Neoliberal hegemony and marginalised voices
Riley E. Dunlap (Oklahoma State University) USA
Public Perception of Global Warming in the USA: Influences of Environmental Movements and Corporate Lobbying
Harald Schumann
(Editorial Journalist, Tagesspiegel) Berlin, Germany
Effectively Communicating Climate Change

Moderation: Christiane Grefe (Journalist die ZEIT) Berlin, Germany
2. Justice

The spate of hurricanes in 2005 showed that the consequences of extreme weather events, continuous drought or intensive rain falls cannot be seen as being independent from underlying social and political conditions. To examine concerns of justice within global climate governance several questions need to be addressed. This panel focuses on the following: “Who is vulnerable towards the effects of man-made climate changes and Why, and Who possess a high or low adaptive capacity and Why”?. In order to approach these questions issues relating to gender relations, power asymmetries, entitlements and access rights, socio-economic inequalities, and North-South concerns are important aspects that must be considered. Looking at the socio-ecological and justice dimensions of climate change means to go beyond current climate policy debates and to place climate change within existing societal, political and developmental challenges. 
Possible speakers:
Karen O’Brien (Department of Sociology and Human Geography, University of Oslo) Norway
Vulnerability and Human Security: Reconceptualising nature–society relationships.
Jouni Paavola (Sustainability Research Institute, Leeds University) UK
Fairness in Adapting to Climate Change – considering governance issues in adaptation policy
Pius Yanda* (University of Dar Es Salaam) Tanzania
Gender Justice and climate change – why gender matters.
Moderation: Christa Wichterich (Journalist and Author) Berlin. Germany
3. Democracy
In the multi-level system of environmental politics, numerous democratic problems exist. Although in the agreement of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, the participation by a broad range of interests is more advanced than in the usual international agreement processes, the participation of civil society is still selective and the control of politics through citizens is not guaranteed. Institutional frameworks to regulate decisions about the involvement or the exclusion of interested groups do not exist. On the one hand it can be put down to the fact that the meaning of participation differs in each country and is understood in various ways. On the other hand there is also a substantial difference if the participants are involved in clear, simple decision-making processes or in a complicated multi-level system. Non-transparent and unclear processes of participation can lead to the “mainstreaming” of civil society opinions as well as the growing expertise of the participants which represent an entrance barrier for others and new interests. One goal of multi-level politics should be the discovery and imagination of democratic structures that are more participatory; the goal of this panel will be to consider ideas on how to improve the current system with these considerations in mind.
Possible speakers:
Diana Liverman (Environmental Institute Oxford) UK
Models of Stakeholder Participation in EU Level Climate Policy  

Paul Upham (Tyndall Centre), Manchester, UK
Procedures to Facilitate Participation in Climate and Renewable Energy Policy 

Christoph Ritz (Forum for Climate and Global Change (ProClim)) Bern, Switzerland
Challenges and Limits of Democracy in Climate Policy
Moderation: Andreas Zumach (Tageszeitung (TAZ)), Berlin, Germany
4. Security
The term „Security“ has increased in meaning especially in the context of current energy supplies. In the foreground is the security of supplies in view of the ever increasing scarcity of fossil resources from politically unstable regions. But there are further security problems that are usually hidden: risks or accidents from atomic power stations or oil infrastructure (which increase through the threat of terrorists) as well as the highly visible consequences of climate change. However, the answer to the growing security risks as well as to increasing energy prices and conflicts is not the strategic renunciation of fossil or nuclear fuels. Mainly in the foreground are strategies for the stabilisation of fossil atomic energy systems: from the war over oil to special agreements for raw material supplies. Also the flexible Kyoto mechanisms do not set a decisive impulse towards the transformation of fossil energy systems. A strategical turn, for example, towards a conflict free, environmentally friendly and homelike supply, based on renewable energy, is not part of international environmental, climate or energy politics. The selective debate of security, its (missing) reference to climate discourse, and the question of how climate protection and energy security can be collectively achieved, are subject matters of this panel.
Possible speakers: 

Nicola Bullard (Focus on the Global South), Bangkok, Thailand
Wars over Oil and Global Geostrategies - a Perspective from the South

Patrick Bond (Director of the Centre for Civil Society at the University of KwaZulu Natal), Durban, South Africa
Climate Change, Energy Security and Peace: Meeting the triple challenge together

Elmar Altvater (Free University Berlin) Germany
Capitalism, Fossil Energy, and Oil-imperialism 

Moderation: Reinhard Loske (MdB), Bündnis 90/die Grünen, Berlin, Germany
5. Visions of a Socio-ecological Multi Level Governance
Climate change and the political approaches to climate change need to be considered in a comprehensive interrelated set of problems and challenges – whereupon the discussions about Multi-Level Governance refer to. The conference touches on different issues which in current political approaches and debates have merely been considered or integrated. The dominance of mainly, technological and market based instruments in the international climate policy reveals difficulties in the normative conception of Multi-Level Governance. Concepts of Multi-Level Governance understood as encompassing and inclusive as well as a transformation of the prevailing energy system can therefore only be realised and implemented if a reconfiguration of political negotiation and deliberation processes occurs Such a process of reconfiguration needs to be based on emancipatory participative, democratic, and equal procedures. To what extent can the already existing structures of political negotiations and the existing instruments be revised or completely new structures and instruments need to be found, is the theme of this concluding panel.
Possible speakers: 

Dirk Messner*, German Development Institute
Peter Newell, (Centre for the Study of Globalisation and Regionalisation) University of Warwick, UK
N.N. 
Moderation: Gotelind Alber (Klima-Bündnis) Berlin, Germany
Concluding speech
Heike Walk, Centre for Techniques and Society, TU Berlin, Germany
* requested
