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The civil society representatives gathered at the Asia-Europe People's Forum for enrvironmental
security workshop wanted to deliver their messages to ASEM 6 summit's parties. Focusing on ways
to respond to the challenges of globalisation, parties should concentrate in creation of real global
energy security. In order to make this happen, the following aspects should be taken into account:

The current energy planning processes ignore public participation and neglect environmental and
social acceptability issues. Hence, there is a massive outcry from local communities affected by
large-scale, destructive fossil fuel, nuclear or large hydro energy technologies. 

A clean, secure, sustainable decentralized energy system needs to be in place, which puts greater
emphasis on renewable energy and energy efficiency as well as internalizing social and environ-
mental costs and displaces large scale, centralised fossil fuel and nuclear energy sources. 

1. All energy production causes environmental impacts. Therefore the best way to create ener-
gy security is to reduce gglobal eenergy cconsumption by energy efficiency and conservation.

2. Energy plays a key role in sustainable development and poverty reduction initiatives. Access
to mmodern eenergy services has to be ensured for all people. That is far more important than
ensuring luxurious energy consumption for the rich minority of the world.

3. Global warming has to be kept under 22 ddegrees compared to pre-industrial levels to avoid
the dangerous effects of climate change.

4. To fight against climate change a common understanding of the future oof tthe cclimate rregime
has tto bbe aagreed uupon wwithin 22 yyears. The EU along with Asian countries can play a key role in
ensuring the success of the negotiations. The United Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change and the Kyoto Protocol include several elements i.e. binding targets for indus-
trialised countries, flexible mechanisms that drive the transfer of technology and finance and cli-
mate mitigation and adaptation funds. These should be used as foundation stones and further
developed in the negotiations, which are being continued officially at the Nairobi climate con-
ference in November. 

5. In the long run the global energy system has to be run solely on renewable eenergy sources.
The external costs – e.g. environmental and health impacts – have to be internalized into the
cost of fossil fuels and nuclear energy to create a level playing field for renewable energies, such
as wind and solar energy. 

6. The utilization of renewable energy sources may cause environmental and social problems
too if sustainability aspects are not considered. Global gguidelines ffor tthe uuse oof bbiomass aand
hydro ppower are needed. The Convention on Biological Diversity could serve as the forum for
this.

7. Nuclear energy and fossil fuel technologies create major environmental problems and are
not part of a sustainable solution. They should not be directly or indirectly subsidised, finan-
cially or through technology transfers. ASEM 6 parties should call for an eend tto tthe uuse oof
nuclear eenergy aand ffossil ffuels and set a timeline for removing the subsidies given to them. 

8. New creative instruments for increasing sustainability of energy consumption and production
are needed. One option would be market-bbased iinstruments that would also take into account
the social impacts of such measures.  

9. Environmental and energy concerns as well as those facing a potential increase of natural dis-
asters should be considered from an ethical ppoint oof vview and aspects of international solidari-
ty should be emphasized.

As energy security and climate change are high on the ASEM 6 agenda we call for a follow up of
these issues at the ASEM 7 summit.
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The eecological bbalance oof oour
planet iis uunder tthreat ddue tto
the ggrowing eexploitation oof nnat-
ural rresources. AAt tthe ccurrent
rate, tthe ooverall cconsumption
of ggoods wwill iincrease ffour-ffold
by 22030. SSuch ggrowth iis sseri-
ously uundermining mmany eeco-
systems, ssome oof wwhich aare
vital tto mmankind.

At the ASEM 6 Summit, Asian
and EU representatives will
focus on ways to respond to the
challenges of globalisation.
Climate change – together with
the massive increase of
demand of energy and the dra-
matic price increase of fossil
fuels – provides the biggest
challenge experienced in
human history. In order to
maintain the carrying capacity
of the globe, we have to find an
effective way to reduce energy
consumption and to promote
the sustainable use of natural
resources. Our primary objec-
tive should be to double our
wealth while halving our use of

resources within a generation –
in other words to increase eco-
efficiency worldwide, by a fac-
tor of four.

The introduction of market-
based instruments, aiming at
the decoupling of economic
growth and environmental
damage is gaining momentum
in Europe. As the president of
the EU, Finland has a unique
opportunity in leading Europe
to reduce the consumption of
natural resources. In order to
have a wider impact, however,
such measures would require
international agreement so as to
achieve a level-playing field
between European stakehold-
ers and their global counter-
parts.

An objective for EU-
Asian cooperation
How could an agreement on
economic incentives and eco-
efficiency be reached at inter-
national level? The ASEM 6
Summit could take a leading
role in launching such discus-

sions based on the numerous
reports produced by the UN,
OECD and the European
Environmental Agency amongst
others.

Asian and European states-
men should call for a revision
of our present fiscal regimes,
whereby an increase in the cost
of energy and natural resources
could be counterbalanced by
using the resulting revenue to
reduce income taxes or non-
wage labour costs. This would
benefit the environment while
providing new opportunities for
additional employment. 

The main objective should
be to propose appropriate mar-
ket-based incentives which
would effectively restrain envi-
ronmental degradation caused
by our economic activities,
while generating the necessary
resources to finance health,
education and social security
concernes.

Eero YYrjö-KKoskinen
Director, Finnish Association for

Nature Conservation, eyk@sll.fi

Searching ffor aa gglobal ssolution 
to tthe eexcessive uuse oof nnatural rresources

Increased ooil pprices, ppolitical
instability iin tthe MMiddle EEast
and tthe ttension oover ggas iin
Europe hhas ccreated cconcerns
about eenergy ssecurity aall oover
the wworld. AAt tthe ssame ttime
international cclimate nnegotia-
tions aare aat aan iinteresting sstage
as tthe cconcluding ddate oof tthe
Kyoto PProtocol iin 22012 iis
approaching ssooner tthan mmany
of uus wwould wwish. 

Fortunately, policies aimed pri-
marily to respond to pressing
regional energy security prob-
lems can be effectively com-
bined with low greenhouse gas
emissions. For example, reduc-
ing oil imports as a strategy to
improve energy security offers a
significant opportunity to
reduce global emissions.  

On the other hand, interna-
tional climate policy can con-
tribute in an important way to
answering to the energy security
concerns of countries. Multi-lat-
eral climate policy can create
more long-term stability and co-
operation in the energy market
and encourage the efficient use
of domestic (and renewable)
energy sources. Serving pri-
mary interests of an individual
countries energy security con-
cerns can therefore work as a
key incentive for countries to
participate in the international
climate regime and to imple-
ment efficient climate policies
imposed by such a regime. 

At the moment the negotia-
tions about post 2012 climate
regime are at a hectic stage. To
effectively take into account the

numerous energy security con-
cerns the future climate regime
has to:

1. IIntegrate cclimate aand ssustain-
able ddevelopment ggoals.
Countries can contribute to
global climate effort through
initiatives that serve their devel-
opment goals (including
improvement of energy securi-
ty). In developing countries,
efforts will be most successful if
supplemented by assistance,
investment and access to clean
technologies. 

Development of the clean
development mechanism
(CDM) included in  the Kyoto
Protocol supplemented possi-
bly with policies and measures
integrating climate and sus-
tainable development goals.

2. Enhance ddevelopment, ttrans-
fer aand ddiffusion oof cclean ttech-
nologies should mean signifi-
cant increase in the investment
of R&D and international coop-
eration. Even more important-
ly, it should mean policies that
create a demand-lead market
for new low-carbon technolo-
gies, because finally it is the
only way that technological
development, learning from
experience, economies of scale
in production and related cost
reductions can result.

Provide new international
funding for R&D co-opera-
tion and technology transfer in
order to improve energy secu-
rity in a climate-friendly way.

Implement international
and domestic climate policies
in a way that creates market

Combatting cclimate cchange iin oorder tto eensure eenergy ssecurity
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As AASEM 66 ssummit's pparties
are nnegotiating cclimate
change aand eenergy ssecurity
they sshould:

Call ffor tthe rreduction oof
greenhouse ggases bby iintro-
ducing nnew mmarket-bbased
instruments iin oorder tto
improve eenergy eefficiency
and tto rreduce tthe cconsump-
tion oof nnon-rrenewable nnatu-
ral rresources.

Provide sstrong eeconomic
incentives tto ssupport
research aand ddevelopment oof
renewable eenergy ssources
and sset ccommon oobjectives
to pphase oout ggovernment
support ffor tthe eextraction
and uuse oof ooil, ccoal, bbrown
coal aand ppeat.

Establish aan iinternational
panel tto ppromote eefficient
ways tto uuse nnatural
resources, aand tto aassess aand
spread tthe sscientific, ttechni-
cal aand ssocio-eeconomic iinfor-
mation rrelated tto mmaterial
flows.
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Palm ooil iis tthe wworld's mmost iin-
demand vvegetable ooil. TThe
product iis mmainly uused iin tthe
food iindustry, bbut tthe gglobal
interest iin tthe uuse oof vvegetable
oils aas aa ssource oof eenergy iis
increasing. GGrowing gglobal
needs ffor ttransportation ffuels,
creates aadditional ppressure iin
the bbio-ffuels ssector. TThe ppro-
duction oof bbiodiesel iis eexpected
to ggrow ddramatically ffrom 44
million ttons iin 22005 tto 220 mmil-
lion ttons bby 22008. 

The European Union is the
biggest buyer of palm oil and
European investors and Euro-
pean development banks have
been the most prominent in
funding palm oil production.
Huge expectations have been
put on bio-fuels as they can be
used to decrease dependency
on oil and gas, develop rural
areas and combat global warm-
ing. The Union has even
launched a directive to promote
the use of fuels made from bio-
mass in transportation. 

Palm oil is one of the cheap-

est sources of biofuels available,
large scale production is possi-
ble and the environmental
problems are confined to small
areas in south-east Asia. In addi-
tion the oil palm has highest
yield/ha of biodiesel feedstocks.
However there are many obsta-
cles in enhancing palm oil con-
sumption and production. 

Unsecure Impacts
on Climate
As palm oil is a biomass based
fuel, the UN process on climate
change counts its effect on glob-
al warming as zero. However
the climatic sustainability of
palm oil is questionable. Palm
oil plantations are usually estab-
lished in rain forests and due to
wood logging, the rain forests
capabilities to work as a carbon
sink is lost. 

In addition, oil palm plan-
tations established in swamp
rainforests release methane
from the ground into the atmo-
sphere. On a practical side
major forest fires are common
as land is slashed and burned to

be used as plantations. 

Dramatic Effects 
on Biodiversity
The increase of palm oil planta-
tions have been evaluated to be
the most important single rea-
son for the loss of biodiversity
in the riches of the world's rain
forests. Turning rain forest into
plantations means a staggering
loss of 80–100% of various
species of mammals, reptiles
and birds. In addition the palm
oil production process affects
the environment, for example,
a badly managed plant creates a
great threat to neighbouring
rivers and waterways.

Social-Economic 
Problems
Palm oil has had a positive
impact on the development of
the Indonesian and Malaysian
economies as production has
rapidly increased. However the
price of economic growth has
been high, while plantations
have already caused serious
ecological and cultural prob-

lems. The high demand from
the energy industry on biofuels
has lead to competition with the
other main user of palm oil, the
food production industry. 

The plantation business is
the most conflict-ridden sector
in Indonesia and most of the
conflicts are related to land
rights. Behind the conflicts
there are disagreements be-
tween local people and the
palm oil industry, as the planta-
tions have taken over tradition-
al livelihoods. Local people are
hired to work on plantations,
but that hardly helps their situa-
tion as the economic status of
labourers in palm oil planta-
tions is questionable. Wages
are low, labor unions are crush-
ed, working hours are long and
employers are unconcerned
about the labourers health and
welfare. As a result the vitality
of the culture is threatened by
oil palm plantations.

Hard road to 
sustainable palm oil
The environmental threats of

Palm Oil – Promising yet Fearing 

incentives for climate-friendly
investments.

3. Create aa llong-tterm fframe-
work ffor eeffective ppolicies aand
investments. Climate and ener-
gy security policies have to be
long-standing to truly take
effect. We need an internation-
al climate regime, that gives
necessary guarantee about the
direction of the climate policy
and creates a long-term price
indication for investments. It
can also provide a common
global framework for these
policies thus decreasing possi-
ble short-term competitiveness
concerns countries may have
towards these policies. 

Critical for such a frame-
work is a common long-term
goal that will guide the global
effort. This goal can be a
shared vision about the maxi-
mum temperature rise

accepted or the emission
reductions needed.

The framework has to
couple countries short-term
initiatives, (e.g. commitments
and commitment periods)
with this long-term goal and
give a timetable for future ini-
tiatives.

4. EEncourage bbroad pparticipa-
tion bby pproviding fflexibility. In
order to provide a long-term
common framework for cli-
mate and energy policy the
future regime has to encourage
broad global participation.
This, in turn, means that it must
provide flexibility enough to
accommodate different types of
national circumstances by
allowing different types of com-
mitments. The differentiation
of these commitments have to
be based on fair principles that
take the common but differenti-

ated responsibilities of the
countries into account, while
also being compatible with the
long-term goals.

Binding emission com-
mitments for developed
countries are needed at least
to create effective incentives
for investments, technology
transfer and the use of CDM.

Commitments for devel-
oping countries should evolve
from sustainable develop-
ment policies above, to a
more demanding level of
emission commitments in
accordance with the long-
term framework.

Simo KKyllönen 
Researcher, University of Helsinki, 

simo.kyllonen@helsinki.fi
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As AASEM 66 ssummit's pparties
are nnegotiating cclimate
change aand eenergy ssecurity
they sshould:

Prepare ttheir oown iinnova-
tive iinitiatives tto sspeed uup
negotiations dduring tthe
UNFCCC CCOP/MOP2 cconfer-
ence iin NNairobi.

Enhance tthe ddevelopment
of tthe ccommon llong-tterm
vision aand fframework ffor tthe
future cclimate ppolicy tto
ensure bbetter gglobal ggover-
nance oof eenergy ssources

Encourage ddialogue bbe-
tween ccountries aabout ttheir
energy ssecurity cconcerns tto
include tthese wworries iin fforth-
coming nnegotiations rregard-
ing ffuture cclimate ppolicies.
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Environmental NNewsletter ffor AASEM 6 –– Energy SSecurity aand CClimate CChange

Increasing nnuclear ppower hhas
sometimes bbeen pput fforward aas
an aanswer tto eenergy ssecurity.
This sshould bbe ddismissed aas
short ssighted aand ddangerous
marketing ttalk, wwhich ccan llead
many ccountries iinto aa nnuclear
dead-eend. EExpansion oof nnuc-
lear ppower wwould bbring aa nnew
set oof pproblems, aand ccould llead
to aa nnew kkind oof eenergy iinsecu-
rity iin mmany aareas. TThe rrisk oof
nuclear aaccidents, nnuclear
materials pproliferation aand ppol-
lution ffrom rradioactive wwaste
make nnuclear ppower aan uunsafe
energy pproduction mmethod. 

Nuclear power today meets less
than 3 % of the worlds' com-
mercial energy consumption.
Even doubling this amount
would require many hundreds
of new reactors built world-
wide, but the reduction in
greenhouse gas emissions
would be just a few percents. If
a large scale nuclear expansion
program were to take place,
reactors would need to be built
worldwide, including develop-
ing countries. The program
would increase the risks of
nuclear energy significantly.

New reactors would have to
be shielded from all imaginable
risks, political conflicts or natu-
ral disasters until they're decom-
missioned, which can take near-
ly a century. The nuclear waste
produced would have to be
shielded for hundreds of thou-
sands of years from getting into
the environment or into the
wrong hands. The effects of a
mistake can be irreversible. Just
one serious accident can affect
the standard of living for the
whole hemisphere by long-term
radioactive pollution.

Reactors are also sitting
ducks for armed conflicts, as no
reactor in the world can repel
an intentional and sustained
attack. The loss of control of a
facility containing nuclear mate-
rials is a danger even if the reac-
tor isn't damaged. The black
market for nuclear information
and materials needed for
nuclear weapons is a reality
today, although the worst con-
sequences have so far been
avoided. A nuclear weapon
ending up in the hands of a
non-governmental organization
would change the international
political landscape for good.

The logic behind nuclear deter-
rence, MAD, mutual assured
destruction would be broken,
as there would be no country,
which to target with a counter
attack. The more nuclear pro-
grams there are in the world,
the more probable it is, that
nuclear material and informa-
tion will get into wrong hands.

Obviously nuclear power is a
very centralized method of
power production, which
increases its vulnerability fur-
ther. If one reactor is threat-
ened, reactors in the same loca-
tion or with the same type may
have to be shut down. Recently
4 out of 11 reactors in Sweden
were shut down for weeks,
because of simple electronic
design faults. The fault was sud-
denly discovered, after it
caused a serious incident in one
of the reactors, endangering the
safety in all of them. Decen-
tralized energy systems, based
on renewable energy sources,
are more flexible, reliable, and
often economic, not to mention
safer for consumers.

Some nuclear industry peo-
ple agree with the risks, but
have argued, that only certain

countries should be allowed to
have nuclear projects. This pol-
icy obviously leads to high polit-
ical tensions. In the end, a less
problematic solution would be
to support a phase out of
nuclear energy worldwide and
phase in a sustainable energy
system, based on renewable
energy and energy efficient
solutions. Only this can bring
true energy security.

Harri LLammi
Programme Director,  
Greenpeace Nordic,

harri.lammi@nordic.greenpeace.org

Nuclear power – no answer to energy security  

palm oil production could be
reduced by responsible gover-
nance. Palm oil could provide a
sustainable raw-material source
for both biofuels and the food
industry. Sustainability certifi-
cates of palm oil would be
remarkable steps towards re-
ducing environmental impacts
of production. However if the
growth rate predictions of palm
oil use become true, no certifi-
cates can follow all the planta-
tions in all over south-east Asia.

Biofuels are one of the
promising techniques for more

responsible use of energy.
However it is not a trick that
solves all the energy problems
all over the world without any
problems. Global governance,
co-operation between produc-
ers and buyers and common
guidelines are needed to make
the use of palm oil sustainable. 

Niko HHumalisto
Researcher, Finnwatch,

humalisto@gmail.com
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As AASEM 66 ssummit's pparties
are nnegotiating cclimate cchange
and eenergy ssecurity tthey
should:

Start nnegotiations oof 
global ggovernance oof ppalm ooil
production. BBoth pproducing
and ddemanding ccountries nneed
to hhave ccommon ggovernance
over tthe uuse oof ppalm ooil.

Producing ccountries sshould
create ttracking ssystems tto eex-
ecute tthe eexisting llegislation.

In EEuropean ccountries bbio-
fuels sshould nnot bbe sseen aas aa
way tto ccontinue tthe ""business
as uusual". BBiofuels sshould bbe
integrated iin aa ccontext oof llarg-
er eenergy ppolitical aaim oof
reducing tthe ggrowth llevel oof
energy cconsumption iin ttrans-
portation. 

As AASEM 66 ssummit's pparties
are nnegotiating cclimate
change aand eenergy ssecurity
they sshould:

Concentrate ffunding ffor
projects tto ddevelop eenergy
systems bbased oon nnew rre-
newable ttechnologies, wwhich
can bbe uused wworldwide. 

Refuse tto ggive ppublic
funding oor cconsultation iin
technology ttransfer tto nnew
nuclear pprojects oor ffacilities.
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