
 

 

Climate Risk and Climate Security: A Comparison of Norm 
Emergence under the FCCC, the EU and the UNSC, 2001–

2019 
 
 
 
 

Christo Idowu Odeyemi 
 
 
 
 

Thesis submitted in fulfilment of the requirements for the 
degree of 

Doctor of Philosophy 
(Humanities and Social Sciences) 

 
 

under the supervision of 
 
 

Professor James Goodman 
(Principal Supervisor) 

 
Dr Lai-Ha Chan 

(Alternate Supervisor) 
 
 
 

University of Technology Sydney 
 

Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences 
 
 
 

April 2021 
 

 



ii 

Certificate of Original Authorship 

I, Christo Idowu Odeyemi declare that this thesis, is submitted in fulfilment of the 

requirements for the award of Doctor of Philosophy, in the School of Communication / 

Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences at the University of Technology Sydney. 

This thesis is wholly my own work unless otherwise referenced or acknowledged. In 

addition, I certify that all information sources and literature used are indicated in the 

thesis. 

This document has not been submitted for qualifications at any other academic institution. 

This research was supported by the Chancellors Research Scholarship 2017–2020, 

comprising the Australian Government Research Training Program and a top up funded 

by the University of Technology Sydney, and the University of Technology Sydney 

Thesis Completion Equity Grant Scheme 2020. 

Signature:

Date: 21 April 2021

Production Note:

Signature removed prior to publication.



 

iii 
 

Acknowledgements 
 

A PhD dream became a reality when the Climate Justice Research Centre, Social and 

Political Sciences Program, at the University of Technology Sydney (UTS) gave me an 

opportunity to turn the dream into reality. I am greatly indebted to the Committee of the 

Chancellors Research Scholarship 2017–2020, comprising an Australian Government 

Research Training Program and a top up funded by the UTS, and the UTS Thesis 

Completion Equity Grant Scheme 2020. 

 

The PhD dream came to life when dedication and excellent supervisory team came 

together. I am deeply appreciative to Professor James Goodman (supervisor) for his kind, 

patient, and expert guidance that made every step of the PhD journey hugely successful 

and more enriching. James has been both very supportive of my career goals and a 

motivator of what is to come next once the PhD journey is completed. James helped set-

up my first teaching experience, first media contribution, and first introduced the idea that 

people have started talking about climate security. I hereby express my heartfelt gratitude 

to Dr Lai-Ha Chan (alternate supervisor) for her timely advice and assistance whenever 

needed. Lai-Ha clarified, among other things, the need to separate Arria-Formula 

meetings from formal debates. I am also grateful to Dr Lucy Fiske for allowing me to 

tutor one of her courses and Jahnnabi Das for tutorial-related guidance.  

 

I must extend special thanks to anonymous peer-reviewers for their useful commentaries 

and interview participants, especially Dr Robert Oakes – who has been very helpful. Here 

is to Dr Judith Hardt who not only provided insightful and practical experiences but also 

showed remarkable interest in my project; thank you! And here is to Dr Edward Lock 

(Victoria University) and Dr Thomas Gregory (University of Auckland) for timely 

provision of reference letters. Words are insufficient to show sincere appreciation to my 

PhD cohort Amy Lin, Ruchira Talukdar, Riika Heikkinen and Dewi Mustikasari; I hereby 

express profound gratitude to you all since we more or less went through the journey 

together.  And finally, I am fortunate to have embarked on the journey knowing well that 

my family is behind me. My heartfelt appreciation to Chiem, Nicole, Adam and Tyler; 

you all meant a lot to me. 

 

 



 

iv 
 

Publications Based on This Thesis 
 

 Odeyemi, C. (2021). Conceptualising climate-riskification for analysing climate 

security. International Social Science Journal (Online First). 

https://doi.org/10.1111/issj.12270. 

 Odeyemi, C. (2021). UNFCCC’s posture on displacement riskification: 

Conceptual suggestions. Progress in Disaster Science 10(Online First). 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pdisas.2021.100164. 

 Odeyemic, C. (2020). The FCCC, the EU, and the UNSC: A research agenda 

proposal for the climate security question. Advances in Climate Change Research 

11(4): 442-452. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.accre.2020.11.004. 

 

Publication under Review 
 

 Odeyemi, C. Setting up the epistemic community on climate security as an agenda 

setting process. International Social Science Journal. 

 

List of Conferences 
 

The Task Force on Displacement’s evolving posture on climate change as a threat 

multiplier. Paper presented at 9th Biennial Oceanic Conference on international Studies 

(OCIS), Canberra. 10 December 2020. https://tinyurl.com/yx9fzrqp. 

 

Climate change and civil conflict discourse: The contributions of UNFCCC, UNSC and 

EU. Paper presented at FASS Highre Degree Research Conference, University of 

Technology Sydney. 15 November 2018. https://tinyurl.com/yymbtcdy.  

 

Climate change and armed conflict: The cases of Darfur and Syria. Paper presented at 

the Australian Political Studies Association (APSA) Annual Conference. Hosted by 

Monash University, Melbourn. 25-27 September 2017. https://tinyurl.com/y2yxgt27. 

 

 

 

https://tinyurl.com/yymbtcdy


 

v 
 

Acronyms and Abbreviations 
 

BRICS   Brazil, Russia, India, China, South Africa 

Candidate Norm Emerging Climate Security Norm 

CLICO  Climate Change, Hydro-Conflicts and Human Security 

COP   Conference of the Parties 

EU   European Union 

FCCC  United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 

IPCC   Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 

IR   International Relations 

NATO   North Atlantic Treaty Organization 

NGOs   Non-governmental Organisations 

UK   United Kingdom 

UN   United Nations 

UNDP   United Nations Development Programme 

UNEP   United Nations Environment Programme 

UNHCR  United Nations High Commission for Refugees 

UNOWA  United Nations Office for West Africa 

UNOWAS  United Nations Office for West Africa and the Sahel 

UNSC   United Nations Security Council 

US   United States 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

vi 
 

Table of Contents 

 
Certificate of Original Authorship ................................................................................ ii 

Acknowledgements ......................................................................................................... iii 

Publications Based on This Thesis ................................................................................ iv 

Publication under Review ............................................................................................. iv 

List of Conferences ......................................................................................................... iv 

Acronyms and Abbreviations ........................................................................................ v 

Table of Contents ........................................................................................................... vi 

List of Tables .................................................................................................................. ix 

Abstract ............................................................................................................................ x 

Chapter 1 Research Focus and Background of the Thesis .................................... 1 
1.1 Introduction ............................................................................................... 1 
1.2 Norms in International Society ................................................................. 3 

1.3 Why This Thesis is Crucial for Understanding Climate Security ............. 4 

1.4 Analytical Themes .................................................................................. 10 

1.5 Central Argument .................................................................................... 15 
1.6 Definitions of Key Concepts ................................................................... 16 

1.7 Thesis Scope ........................................................................................... 21 

1.8 Thesis Structure ....................................................................................... 22 

Chapter 2 Justification of Case Study Analysis, Specific Case Studies and 
Research Method ................................................................................... 23 

2.1 Introduction ............................................................................................. 23 
2.2 Lack of Ontological Alignment to a Well-Established Theory .............. 24 

2.2.1 Inability to Generalise to a Population .................................................... 25 

2.2.2 Lack of Objectivity ................................................................................. 26 

2.2.3 Weak Case Selection ............................................................................... 27 
2.3 Selection of Case Studies ........................................................................ 28 

2.4 Justification of the Selected Case Studies ............................................... 29 

2.5 Justification of the Comparison of Institutional Case Studies ................ 32 

2.6 Research Method ..................................................................................... 33 
2.6.1 Data Collection........................................................................................ 34 

2.6.1.1 Skype-Based Interviews .......................................................................... 36 

2.6.2 Data Analysis .......................................................................................... 37 



 

vii 
 

2.6.2.1 Limitations of Research Method ............................................................. 42 

Chapter 3 Conceptualising the Literature ............................................................ 43 
3.1 Introduction ............................................................................................. 43 

3.2 Conceptualising the Epistemic Community on Climate Security ........... 46 

3.2.1 Epistemic Community on Climate Security as an Analytical Theme ..... 52 

3.2.2 Summary of the Epistemic Communities Framework ............................ 53 
3.3 Conceptualising Climate-Riskification ................................................... 54 

3.3.1 Climate-Riskification as an Analytical Theme ....................................... 62 

3.3.2 Summary of Climate-Riskification ......................................................... 63 

3.4 Conceptualising Climate Securitisation .................................................. 64 
3.4.1 Climate Securitisation as an Analytical Theme ...................................... 71 

3.4.2 Summary of Climate Securitisation ........................................................ 75 

3.5 Justification of the Analytical Themes Arrangement ............................. 76 

3.6 Concluding Remarks ............................................................................... 76 

Chapter 4 The UNSC’s Statements on Climate Security .................................... 77 
4.1 Introduction ............................................................................................. 77 

4.2 Analytical Summary of Arria-Formula Meetings ................................... 80 

4.3 Analytical Summary of UNSC Debates .................................................. 83 
4.4 Applying the Epistemic Community on Climate Security Theme ......... 93 

4.5 Climate-Riskification or Climate Securitisation? ................................... 97 

4.5.1 Applying the Climate-Riskification Theme ............................................ 98 

4.5.2 Applying the Climate Securitisation Theme ......................................... 101 
4.6 Concluding Remarks ............................................................................. 106 

Chapter 5 The FCCC’s Statements on Climate Security .................................. 109 
5.1 Introduction ........................................................................................... 109 

5.2 The Adaptation Committee ................................................................... 111 

5.3 The Task-Force on Displacement ......................................................... 114 
5.4 Applying the Epistemic Community on Climate Security Theme ....... 119 

5.5 Climate-Riskification or Climate Securitisation? ................................. 125 

5.5.1 Applying the Climate-Riskification Theme .......................................... 125 

5.5.2 Aplying the Climate Securitisation Theme ........................................... 128 
5.6 Concluding Remarks ............................................................................. 131 

Chapter 6 The EU’s Statements on Climate Security ........................................ 134 
6.1 Introduction ........................................................................................... 134 



 

viii 
 

6.2 The Instrument contributing to Stability and Peace: A Key Institutional 
Response ............................................................................................... 136 

6.3 The Legal Basis for Instrument contributing to Stability and Peace 
Amendment: Climate Security’s Legitimacy ........................................ 140 

6.4 Applying the Epistemic Community on Climate Security Theme ....... 144 

6.5 Climate-Riskification or Climate Securitisation? ................................. 147 

6.5.1 Applying the Climate-Riskification Theme .......................................... 147 

6.5.2 Aplying the Climate Securitisation Theme ........................................... 150 

6.6 Concluding Remarks ............................................................................. 159 

Chapter 7 Discussion and Analysis of the Case Studies .................................... 161 
7.1 Introduction ........................................................................................... 161 

7.2 The UNSC Case: Signs of Emerging Climate Security Discourse ....... 162 

7.3 The FCCC Case: Signs of Emerging Climate Security Discourse ....... 169 
7.4 The EU Case: Signs of Emerging Climate Security Discourse ............ 180 

7.5 Concluding Remarks ............................................................................. 189 

Chapter 8 Conclusion – The Emerging Discourse on Climate Security .......... 193 

Appendix I – Interview Participants ......................................................................... 210 
References .................................................................................................................... 211 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

ix 
 

List of Tables 
 

Table 1. Sample of research on climate security and institutional case studies in the 2007–

2019 timeframe ................................................................................................................. 8 

Table 2. Distinctions between securitisation and riskification........................................ 14 

Table 3. Definitions of key concepts............................................................................... 20 

Table 4. Sample of the discursive debate on climate and security in the 2007–2019 

timeframe ........................................................................................................................ 69 

Table 5. Illustration of popular phrasings in climate security discourses in the 2008–2019 

timeframe ........................................................................................................................ 70 

Table 6. Summary of Arria-Formula Meetings .............................................................. 81 

Table 7. Overall pattern of countries’ postures on the climate and security debate in the 

UNSC .............................................................................................................................. 84 

Table 8. Meetings held by the Adaptation Committee ................................................. 112 

Table 9. Key decisions relating to the Adaptation Committee and the Task-Force on 

Displacement ................................................................................................................. 115 

Table 10. List of member countries of Task-Force on Displacement’s member 

organisations ................................................................................................................. 124 

Table 11. Four key stages leading to climate securitisation in the EU ......................... 151 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

x 
 

Abstract 
 

This thesis documents and analyses an intensifying dialogue between the changing 

discourses of global security and climate change governance. It presents a comparative 

assessment of the extent to which policy statements and debates on climate risk and 

climate security within three interstate institutions – the United Nations Framework 

Convention on Climate Change, the European Union, and the United Nations Security 

Council – might indicate an emerging dominant discourse on climate security and thus 

how these institutions have understood, conceptualised and recognised climate security. 

Drawing from the literature on epistemic communities, riskification, and securitisation, 

the thesis conceptualises the three analytical themes as a set of tools relevant for analysing 

the nuances of climate and security discourses. It applies these themes within the domain 

of interstate climate security, attending to key differences between the themes while 

acknowledging conceptual overlaps and interchange between them. In doing so, the thesis 

demonstrates and extends understanding of how these themes can be deployed.  

 

Using discourse-historical analysis, supplemented by scoping interviews with leading 

climate security experts, it scrutinises transcripts of relevant meetings held within the 

three institutions between 2001 and 2019. It offers an in-depth analysis of the extent to 

which an ‘epistemic community on climate security’ has emerged within these 

institutions, along with associated commitments that signal a process of ‘climate-

riskification’ and ‘climate securitisation.’ The data reveals that the epistemic community 

on climate security has made riskifying and securitising moves, which have created 

institutional locations that have allowed the development of climate security in the first 

stage of the norm life cycle. Serious contestation has persisted but, from all indications, 

climate security discourse seems unstoppable.  The thesis draws out the unfolding but 

distinct conceptualisations of climate security within the three institutions, including the 

wider significance of this phenomenon. Despite limits on the policy mandates assigned 

to the institutions, the thesis finds clear indications of an emerging discourse on climate 

security and thus a distinctive understanding of security. The findings offer a clear 

evidence-based guiding tool for scholars and policymakers who aim to identify priority 

elements for climate security action. 
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