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Europe’s Warnings on Climate Change  
Belie More Nuanced Concerns 

 
By Lawrence A. Kogan * 

 
 
A Political ‘Line Drawn in the Sand’ 
 
At the recent G8 summit in Heiligendamm, Germany, the current president of the European Union and 
Chancellor of Germany, Andrea Merkel, drew a political ‘line in the sand’ by demanding that national 
governments devise new constraints on human carbon dioxide emissions believed to contribute to global 
warming and climate change. 
  
In doing so, she essentially expressed contempt for a prior U.S. communiqué signaling a fundamental 
difference in approach to this issue (i.e., the pursuit of technology-based solutions rather than 
mandatory emissions caps)1. Ms. Merkel also ignored the positions of other nations, such as Australia, 
China and India, which prefer the American approach. Indeed, she admonished governments skeptical of 
the growing hysteria surrounding climate change that all international negotiations on reducing global 
carbon emissions shall remain within the existing United Nations structure, which she insisted, was 
“non-negotiable”.2 
 
While Ms. Merkel called for post-2012 government actions addressing climate change to fall squarely 
within the UN Kyoto Protocol framework, one must question the degree to which her message was 
nuanced. Did she intimate that other unrelated UN environmental treaties also would be involved?  And, 
given the close dynamic between air and water, is one of them likely to be the UN Convention on the 
Law of the Sea?  
 
World Businesses Placed on Notice 
 
UK Foreign Secretary Margaret Beckett issued a similar warning to the world’s businesses.  She 
implored them to become actively engaged in the UN-based multilateral process of forming global 
agreements to curb climate change in order ‘to cut their own business risks’.  If they did not comply, she 
advised, they would have to accept the inevitable ‘economic devastation of an unstable climate’.   
 
Clearly, Ms. Beckett’s appeal was directed toward industries’ profit-loss sensibilities – i.e., business’ 
aversion to economic risk.  Yet, she had more within her sights than just property-casualty and business 
interruption (insurance) losses. Business involvement was also crucial, Ms. Beckett said, in order to 
prevent “governments from getting it wrong”. Apparently, this means preventing the economic 
devastation that governments could wreak through politically arbitrary and imprudent policies that result 
in costly lawmaking and ‘over-regulation’, the introduction of ill-conceived and counterproductive 
economic incentives3, and the encouragement or support of top-down or ostensibly ‘private’ corporate 
accountability/social responsibility mandates that trigger market distortions.4  
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Sound Science Ignored, Fear Promoted 
 
While standing their political ground, it was apparent that Madams Merkel and Beckett had side-stepped 
the important scientific debate that continues to rage throughout the world.  This debate concerns the 
extent to which certain human activities can actually be shown to cause measurable global warming or 
to merely correlate with a barely observable rise in global temperatures that may or may not prove 
cyclical in nature. Ordinary scientists, engineers and business people, the world over, know quite well 
that there is a marked difference between causation and correlation, and that they can make rationally-
based decisions in their daily lives guided only by the ‘knowables’ in life rather than the 
‘unknowables’.5 
 
The failure of these European leaders to discuss this issue, therefore, suggests a nuanced effort to base 
intergovernmental regulatory policy on popularly fanned fears about largely hypothetical, unpredictable 
and/or unknowable future natural and man-made hazards that have not yet been shown to pose direct 
ascertainable risks to human health or the environment.  In other words, it is a disguised attempt to 
establish a new nonscientific international standard upon which national governments may rely to justify 
greater control over human economic activity and to base a new genre of trade protectionism.   
 
Within European and UN legal circles, this standard is referred to as the extra-WTO Precautionary 
Principle.6  Many over-regulated European industries, including those in the automobile, chemicals, 
forestry products, poultry and livestock, electronics and electrical equipment, 
pharmaceutical/biotechnology and genetically modified food, feed and seed sectors, hope to benefit 
from the EU Commission’s global campaign to export onerous and costly precautionary principle-based 
regulations abroad.7 If adopted worldwide, such an unscientific standard would permit nations to 
severely restrict ANY inter- and intra-state trade, finance and technological innovation based on putative 
evidence of merely a correlation between a suspect product, substance or activity and some observable 
or anticipated change in the environment.  It would also, in effect, permit governments (e.g., Germany, 
United Kingdom, The Netherlands,8 Finland, Sweden) 9 to tax the ambient air and water that we all use 
to survive and prosper – i.e. the ‘global commons’ 10 11 12 - under the pretense of promoting sustainable 
development.13 
 
In fact, Ms. Beckett invoked this rationale at the UN Security Council this past April, while Britain held 
its presidency.14  She insisted that the UN Security Council expand its jurisdictional mandate, 
traditionally limited to ‘prevention of conflicts’ and ‘maintenance of international peace and security’, 
so that it also covers ‘collective global environmental threats’ to sustainable development, such as 
climate change.15 It is not surprising, then, that she based her Security Council campaign on the recently 
issued Stern and UN Intergovernmental Climate Change Committee Reports16.  Many left-leaning 
politicians, scientific academies and environmentalists in Europe and the United States have likewise 
used these controversial reports to squelch the scientific debate over the causes and effects of climate 
change.17 
 
Curtailing Individual Rights and Freedoms, Especially that of Private Property 
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European leaders attending the G8 summit eagerly promoted strict centralized mandatory global 
emissions cap regulations as the sin qua non solution to what they perceive as the ‘greatest global hazard 
ever faced by humankind’.  But, they also avoided discussion of the adverse impact that such rules 
would likely have on the ‘common’ people who national governments are entrusted to protect.  In other 
words, they engaged, once again, in the French art of nuance a/k/a ‘code language’ to obscure the truth 
and prevent consideration of other plausible methods of problem-solving.18 
 
The inconvenient truth these leaders have endeavored to hide is that, during the 21st century, protection 
of the environment will increasingly take priority over protection of human economic and political rights 
– i.e., private property and free speech. Unfortunately, only Czech President Vaclav Klaus has thus far 
demonstrated the character and determination to publicly expose and challenge this new ethic. In a 
recent Financial Times editorial, he argued that, “the biggest threat to freedom, democracy, the market 
economy and prosperity now is ambitious environmentalism”, which he equates with “a sort of 
centralized planning” reminiscent of communism. In his estimation, “The issue of global warming is 
more about social than natural sciences and more about man and his freedom than about tenths of a 
degree Celsius changes in average global temperature.”19  
 
Surely European leaders readily acknowledge this simple truth amongst themselves. However, admitting 
it to the world is an entirely different matter. President Klaus not only deserves kudos for his honest 
assessment, but also a public hearing. 
 
Environmental Concerns Mask Deeper Constitutional Questions 
 
As with magic, there is more to this new ethic than meets the eye. Further inquiry reveals how Europe’s 
global campaign against climate change and ‘globalization’ is ultimately grounded in its own existential 
struggle to survive as a political entity in the 21st century.20 It is probable, as President Klaus intimates, 
that European leaders have fabricated, or at the very least, seriously exaggerated, the external threat of 
global climate change in order to justify the need for all European nations and citizens to work together 
under the auspices of a pan-European federal constitution. 
 
The ability of European national governments to influence ‘globalization’ and mitigate its adverse 
environmental and economic effects on ordinary Europeans has waned rather than grown in recent 
years, and this, in no uncertain terms, terrifies them. European leaders believe they can best preserve 
Europe’s unity, identity and raison d’etre by diverting the public’s attention away from the failed draft 
European constitution and by redirecting government energies (‘soft power’) collectively onto the world 
stage. Consequently, the need to “compensate for the declining problem-solving ability of the nation-
state in the globalizing context” has quickly become the ‘order of the day’. And, although problem-
solving appears precautionary in nature from an enlightened environmental point of view, it also serves 
a purely defensive purpose – to reverse European industries’ long-declining global competitiveness by 
responding to popular calls for trade protectionism. In the words of French President Nicholas Sarkozy, 
Europe must “protect its citizens [by] buying them time to adapt to the pressures of globalization”.21  
 
Indeed, problem-solving has long been cited as one of three governance models/rationales legitimating 
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the need for a pan-European constitutional framework.  Apparently, the other two rationales, namely, 
common political and ethical values and community-based fundamental rights,22 had not yet sufficiently 
matured23 to persuade European citizens (particularly, the Dutch, French and British) participating in the 
2005 referenda that the more-than-300-page draft European constitution was in their best interests to 
ratify.24  
 
As a result, some European leaders (notably Andrea Merkel,25 Romano Prodi26 and Nicholas Sarkozy27) 
have since reconsidered these models and refocused their attention on problem-solving as the means to 
promote some level of constitutional convergence. However, given their obsession with climate change, 
the type of problem-solving these leaders have in mind is more likely external to the European Union – 
i.e., global in nature.28 Whether recent closed-door efforts to resurrect certain aspects of the failed draft 
constitution are ultimately successful will depend on the form that the revised document assumes.  Will 
the result be a new ‘slimmed-down’ treaty of confederation or a ‘rebranded’ federal ‘treaty-plus’?29 
Given the growing opposition to the creation of a European federal government from EU member states 
such as Britain,30 the Czech Republic, Poland and Slovakia,31 this is at best uncertain. 
 
Individual Constitutional Rights Are Not the Same in Europe and America 
 
What is most troubling about this external strategy rationale is its failure to expressly recognize and 
safeguard the fundamental individual rights of European citizens.32  This result obtains because the 
constitutional rights of European citizens have long been viewed as ‘positive rights’ granted by the state 
to the people, rather than as ‘negative rights’ of the people recognized by the state.  
 
A brief review of German legal and political history is quite revealing. According to Humboldt 
University law professor Dieter Grimm, the constitutions and bills of rights previously enacted by 
successive German monarchs were intended to preserve the legitimacy and survival of their dynasties, 
and little more.  As a result, they created ‘positive’ rather than ‘negative’ rights that subsequently failed 
to endure the political whims of national parliaments and to secure consent from short-term-minded 
monarchs and unelected bureaucracies.33  
 
And, a review of France’s constitution is also instructive since it reveals the current status of private 
property rights in Europe. The French Constitution was recently amended in 2005 (for the 19th time 
since 2000) to include a new environment charter that provides French citizens with the ‘positive’ “right 
to live in a balanced healthy environment”.34 The charter contains a series of environmental rights and 
responsibilities35 that are consistent with those already found in European regional law. For example, the 
charter’s right of access to environmental information36 is similar to that provided under the UN’s 
regional Aarhus Convention.37 The Environment Charter is therefore likely to suspend the requirement 
of legal ‘standing’ to enable any member of the public “affected or likely affected by, or having an 
interest in environmental decision-making”38 to demand an assessment, and then challenge the potential 
environmental impacts, of proposed economic activities to be undertaken on privately owned property.39 
Consistent with regional European law40, the charter, in effect, creates a concomitant constitutional 
public right of action exercisable by private citizens, and a public obligation to ensure sustainable 
development,41 each grounded in the extra-WTO Precautionary Principle.42 According to French leaders, 
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it clearly reflects “France’s commitment to global governance of the environment and to [the] creation 
[of] a United Nations Environment Organization”43 (emphasis added) that also “would require 
compulsory financial contributions” from global taxpayers at the expense of individual private property 
rights.44 
 
With this type of thinking, it is no wonder that neither the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights 45 nor the 
European Convention on Human Rights 46 recognizes the express negative right of European citizens to 
private property.  
 
According to at least one scholar, European citizens are deemed to enjoy only an implied conditional 
right 47 to private property that is highly subject to ‘collective power’ and the ‘public interest’ – i.e., the 
‘general will’.48 For example, it is these forces49 that often determine the scope and extent of an 
individual property right and how ‘fair compensation’ is to be calculated in the event government ‘takes’ 
property.50 This means that property rights are generally not thought of as being in opposition to 
collective power and the public interest51, as they are in the U.S. In other words, individual property 
interests within Europe are viewed consistent with national and regional societal interests, and are thus 
susceptible to override by social interest-prone national and regional parliaments and to reinterpretation 
by progressive European national and regional courts legislating from the bench.  
 
It is, perhaps, because the relationship between EU member state and European constitutional law has 
long remained in flux, especially on this point, that some European leaders are now endeavoring to 
amend the existing foundational treaties of the European Union/ European Community (e.g., the Treaty 
of Nice) so that they expressly incorporate what has, up until now, been recognized by European courts 
as only an implied right to property. 
 
By contrast, the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution recognizes the negative right of exclusion 
possessed by American citizens. It also subjects government to the legal obligation to pay the property 
holder ‘fair and reasonable compensation’ where government is able to show that it has legally ‘taken’ 
private property for a necessary and bona fide ‘public use’, considering the degree to which government 
action has impaired the exercise of the property right ‘taken’ (i.e., the economic and social dislocation 
suffered by the property holder).52  It must be remembered that the U.S. ‘Bill of Rights’ circumscribes 
and informs the U.S. Constitution, and both documents anticipated the natural and common law right to 
property already possessed by individuals that each successive American government has sworn to 
protect for nearly 220 years. Consequently, the U.S. Bill of Rights, unlike its European counterparts, 
expressly recognizes and protects private property as a fundamental natural ‘negative right’ as against 
the arbitrary inclinations of government53, as well as, against the rights of all others. 
 
Conclusion – Europe Should Get its Own House in Order Before Pitching Global Climate Change 
Solutions 
 
Most Americans will find it difficult to accept the evolving European governance model as a plausible 
archetype for the ethically responsible global society envisioned by European leaders. As long as that 
model continues to be anchored in an unreformed UN promoting precautionary principle-based 
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regulatory treaties, and remains premised on heavily subsidized socialist welfare-state economics, 
conditional positive individual rights and a sense of political correctness that favors consensus in lieu of 
debate, Americans are likely to be afforded fewer constitutional private property protections against 
wanton governmental intrusion than they are already guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution’s Bill of 
Rights. 
 
Considering the unsettled political and legal order within a motion-bound European Union uncertain of 
its own identity and destiny,54 all Americans, especially those serving in the U.S. Congress, should 
therefore be leery of Europe’s prescribed collectivist regulatory solutions to exaggerated global threats 
such as climate change.55 European aspirations for a greater role on the world stage are admirable but 
evidently premature. Europeans would be wise to tend to their internal housekeeping affairs before 
embarking on ambitious global projects that are clearly beyond their current competencies and 
capabilities to achieve. This is likely to be the greatest contribution that Europe can make to U.S. 
national interests56 and to the world at large. 
 
 
                                                 
* Lawrence A. Kogan is an international business, trade, and regulatory attorney. He is CEO of the Institute for Trade, 
Standards and Sustainable Development Inc., (ITSSD), a Princeton, New Jersey-based non-partisan non-profit international 
legal research and educational organization that examines international law and policy as it relates to trade, industry and 
positive sustainable development around the world.   
1 See Hugh Williamson and Edward Luce, “US and Berlin Clash on G8 Climate Text”, Financial Times (May 25, 2007) at: 
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/06be7a10-0ae1-11dc-8412-000b5df10621.html . 
2 See Abhik Kumar Chanda, “Climate Change Burning Issue at G8 Summit as U.S. Claims Leadership Role”, Terra Daily 
(June 3, 2007) at: 
http://www.terradaily.com/reports/Climate_Change_Burning_Issue_At_G8_Summit_As_US_Claims_Leadership_Role_999.
html . 
3 See “Beckett Warns Businesses to Back Climate Negotiations”, EnvironmentalFinance.com (June 7, 20070 at: 
 http://www.environmental-finance.com/onlinews/0607bec.htm .  
4 See, e.g., Lawrence A. Kogan, “Discerning the Forest from the Trees: How Governments Use Ostensibly Private and 
Voluntary Standards to Avoid WTO Culpability” a forthcoming manuscript to be published in the September issue of the 
Global Trade and Customs Journal, Kluwer Law Publishers, the Netherlands. 
5 See Lawrence A. Kogan, “The Precautionary Principle and WTO Law: Divergent Views Toward the Role of Science 
Assessing and Managing Risk”, 5 Seton Hall Journal of Diplomacy and International Relations 1 (Winter/Spring 2004), pp. 
77–123, at p. 83, at: 
http://diplomacy.shu.edu/journal/KOGAN%20%20Precautionary%20Principle%20&%20WTO%20Law.pdf . 
6 See Lawrence A. Kogan, “World Trade Organization Biotech Decision Clarifies Central Role of Science in Evaluating 
Health and Environmental Risks for Regulation Purposes”, 2 Global Trade, and Customs Journal 149 Kluwer Law Publishing 
(March 2007) at pp. 152 and 154, at: http://www.itssd.org/Publications/GTCJ_04-offprints_Kogan[2].pdf . 
7 See “A New Form of European Protectionism: Exporting Precautionary Principle-Based Standards Abroad”, Institute for 
Trade, Standards and Sustainable Development (2006) at: 
http://www.itssd.org/Res%20Ipsa%20Loquitor/Res%20Ipsa%20Loquitor%20-
%20A%20New%20form%20of%20European%20Protectionism%20-%20Exporting%20PP%20based%20stds%20abroad.pdf 
. See also Lawrence A. Kogan, “Exporting Unscientific ‘Precaution’: Europe’s Campaign to Erect New Foreign Trade 
Barriers”, Washington Legal Foundation Monograph (Sept. 2003) at: 
http://www.itssd.org/White%20Papers/WLFKoganArticle2.pdf ; Lawrence A. Kogan, “Exporting Precaution: How Europe’s 
Risk-Free Regulatory Agenda Threatens American Free Enterprise, Washington Legal Foundation Monograph (2005) at pp. 
101-109, at: http://www.wlf.org/upload/110405MONOKogan.pdf . 
8 “The Netherlands has extensive experience of using environmental taxation as a policy instrument. We led the way in 
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Europe in introducing a tax on electricity and natural gas, and we levy various other environmental taxes. Eleven per cent of 
total tax revenue can now be said to be ‘green’. A large part of this revenue comes from excise duties on fuels, car taxes and 
tax on electricity and natural gas. We also have a number of other environmental taxes: taxes on groundwater, mains water 
and the dumping of waste. My government wants to do more. So we will be introducing taxes on air traffic. And also on 
packaging materials. We will also be raising excise duties on fuels and stepping up the environmental differentiation of car 
taxes. As a general principle, the new government wants to build environmental cost into market prices. Taxation is one way 
of doing this...[T]axation as an instrument to promote a more sustainable society is firmly on the European agenda – as 
underlined by this Tax Forum. Given that Europe’s economies are increasingly interconnected, it is important that we act 
together on this issue.” See Jan Kees de Jager, “Modernization of Tax Systems: Instrument for Sustainable Economic 
Growth”, Speech by the State Secretary for Finance, The Netherlands at the Brussels Tax Forum, 20 March 2007, at: 
http://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/resources/documents/common/about/speeches/taxforum_2007/de_jager.pdf  . 
9 “It is increasingly clear...that countries are recognizing the power of tax restructuring to reach environmental goals.” See 
Bernie Fischlowitz-Roberts, “Restructuring Taxes to Protect the Environment”, Earth Policy Institute (2002) at: http://www.earth-
policy.org/Updates/Update14.htm . “The main threats to the long-term sustainability of our civilisation are energy and 
climate change. I would like to recall that less than two weeks ago the Heads of State and Government of the 27 EU Member 
States endorsed a very ambitious plan for an EU integrated climate change and energy agenda. Taxation is one of the 
instruments that come into play in this context. The need to enhance the sustainability of our economies arises from the 
failure of market forces to address properly the entire costs and benefits of certain activities. Since they are not reflected in 
the market price we do not take account of them in our consumer and production decisions. The best way to correct this kind 
of market failure is to use market based instruments. Taxation is a traditional and well known tool of this kind...[This is] the 
tax policy strategy of the European Commission and furthermore [hopefully] it will promote the cooperation between the 
European Union and other international players who face the same global challenges” (emphasis added). See László 
Kovács, “Taxation for Sustainable Development”, Opening Speech, Brussels Tax Forum (March 19, 2007) at: 
http://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/resources/documents/common/about/speeches/kovacs_taxforum_190307.pdf .  
10 “A carbon or energy tax is often suggested as a means of generating revenues for global environment and sustainable 
development purposes. Closely related is the recent fund-raising provision of the Kyoto Protocol known as the Clean 
Development Mechanism (CDM) which is linked to carbon emission trading and joint implementation. There are also ideas 
related to taxing international air transportation, international tourism, and even a surcharge on automobile 
registration...We need to deal also with the underlying economic, demographic, and political forces. Whether in addressing 
wasteful consumption and production patterns, population growth, or inefficient energy and transport systems, the right 
policies always count. In other words, adequate finance without adequate policies will not deliver the full intended results. In 
fact, the right policies concerning energy pricing and proper natural resource valuations can generate substantial financial 
resources” (emphasis added). See Mohamed T. El-Ashry, “Financial Global Sustainable Development”, International 
Conference in Preparation for the World Summit on Sustainable Development (Copenhagen, Denmark (June 11, 2001) at pp. 
6-7 at: http://www.gefweb.org/participants/Secretariat/CEO/Denmark_Speech_June_11__2001.pdf . 
11 “In an ideal world, nation-states would do what they can to handle environmental problems with their own financial 
resources; they should pay into international funds to do the things which are best done collectively; and the richer ones 
should subsidise the poorer countries... But of course they don't - certainly not on the scale likely to be needed. This is why 
many advocates now call for financial mechanisms. In effect, these are new forms of taxation, which might be collected 
nationally but which would be available for collective use...The leading example is the so-called ‘Tobin Tax’ on international 
financial transactions, originally proposed in order to damp down speculative currency movements. The more successful it is 
in doing so, the less revenue it will yield for global purposes. The more you try to raise, the more the risk of distorting 
financial markets or encouraging evasion. The second group tries to exploit a hitherto-untapped source of revenue which no 
nation-state already ‘owns’, the most-discussed example of these ‘global commons’ is deep-sea mineral mining outside 
territorial waters. The third consists of attempts to get sovereign states to dedicate some part of their present national tax 
base to global purposes, in the same way that the European Union has an automatic right to part of the yield of VAT in 
member countries...Recent attempts at global taxation (the best example is the Law of the Sea Convention) suggests that it 
will be very hard - but perhaps not impossible - to reach some compromise. The thirteen original United States eventually 
gave up some of their taxation powers to the new Federal Government because it proved impossible to manage their affairs 
otherwise, and because they were given an increased share in their control. Will the time come when a reformed United 
Nations will have the same success? (emphasis added).” See Peter Mountfield and Felix Dodds, “New Financial Mechanisms 
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for Sustainable Development - Green Taxes for Global Needs?”, Draft NGO Position Paper, NGO Steering Committee to the 
United Nations Commission on Sustainable Development (Feb. 2000) at:   
http://csdngo.igc.org/finance/fin_paper_1_NFM.htm ; http://csdngo.igc.org/finance/fin_paper.htm . 
12 “Some suggestions for global revenue (Taken from Overseas Development Institute Briefing Paper and UNDP Human 
Development Report) [include]: 1. A tax on all or some international financial transactions (Tobin Tax) Variants include a 
tax on bond  
turnover, or on derivations [;] 2. Bit Tax - on Internet messages the suggestion is 1 cent per 100 messages [;] 3. A general 
surcharge on international trade [;] 4. Taxes on specified traded commodities like fuel [;] 5. A tax on the international arms 
trade [;] 
6. A charge on international flights [-] A variation is a tax on aviation kerosene [;]  
7. Surcharges on post and telecommunication revenues [;] 8. An international lottery [tax;] 9. A surcharge on domestic 
taxation (usually expressed as a progressive share of income tax [;] 10. Royalties on minerals mined in international waters 
[;] 11. Parking charges for satellites placed in geostationary orbit [;] 12. Charges for exploration in or exploitation of 
Antarctica [;] 13. Charges for fishing international waters [;] 14. Charges for use of the electromagnetic spectrum [;] 15. A 
tax or charge on international shipping [;] 16. Pollution charges (eg dumping at Sea) [;] 17. A tax on traded pollution 
permits [;] 
18. A voluntary local tax paid to central global agency [;] 19.  Sale of part of the IMF gold stock [;] 20 Dedication of some 
part of national or local taxes eg on luxuries (or surcharges on them)” (emphasis added). Id.  
13 “It is a pleasure for me to speak to you today on a subject that is close to my heart. Using tax as a means to promote a more 
sustainable society” (emphasis added)). See Jan Kees de Jager, “Modernization of Tax Systems: Instrument for Sustainable 
Economic Growth”, supra. See also “The Role of Taxation in Sustainable Development: A Shared Responsibility for 
Developing and Developed Countries”, Institutional Approaches to Policy Coherence for Development - OECD Policy 
Workshop (May 18-19 2004) at p. 6, at: http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/24/25/31744387.pdf . (“The role of taxation in 
sustainable development covers many aspects. The most commonly discussed ones are the use of taxes or tax incentives 
designed to encourage or discourage specific behaviour that affect economic, environmental or social sustainability. 
However, there is a more fundamental, although less often advocated, dimension to this issue. Taxation is essential to 
sustainable development in that it provides governments with the necessary finance to effectively implement development 
policies. Objectives in terms of improving infrastructures, education, health, or environmental protection, cannot be achieved 
at no cost” (emphasis added)). 
14 See “Opening Statement of Margaret Beckett at UN Security Council Climate Change Debate” British Embassy Buenos 
Aires   (April 17, 2007) at: 
http://www.britishembassy.gov.uk/servlet/Front?pagename=OpenMarket/Xcelerate/ShowPage&c=Page&cid=113887013314
6 .  . 
15 See “Expanding the Scope of the UN Security Council Mandate to Include Promotion of Sustainable Development and 
Commitment to the Precautionary Principle”, Institute for Trade, Standards and Sustainable Development (2005) at: 
http://www.itssd.org/Issues/ExpandingtheScopeoftheUNSecurityCouncilMandate.pdf . 
16 See “Speech of Margaret Beckett and UN Security Council Climate Change Debate On Energy, Climate and Security” 
Foreign and Commonwealth Office News (April 17, 2007) at: 
http://www.fco.gov.uk/servlet/Front?pagename=OpenMarket/Xcelerate/ShowPage&c=Page&cid=1007029391629&a=KArti
cle&aid=1176454354972 . 
17 See, e.g., “Royal Society Letter to ExxonMobil Requesting ExxonMobil to Stop Funding of Lobby Groups that Seek to 
Misrepresent the Scientific Evidence Relating to Climate Change” (Sept. 4, 2006) at:  
http://www.royalsoc.ac.uk/displaypagedoc.asp?id=23780 ; “Rockefeller and Snowe Demand that Exxon Mobil End Funding 
of Campaign that Denies Global Climate Change”, Press Release, Office of United States Senator for Maine, Olympia Snowe 
(Oct. 30, 3006) at: 
http://snowe.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAction=PressRoom.PressReleases&ContentRecord_id=9ACBA744-802A-
23AD-47BE-2683985C724E ;  Michael Erman, “Greenpeace: Exxon Still Funding Climate Skeptics”, Reuters (May 17, 
2007) at: http://in.today.reuters.com/news/newsArticle.aspx?type=worldNews&storyID=2007-05-
18T102946Z_01_NOOTR_RTRJONC_0_India-298816-1.xml&archived=False . 
18 “‘Just because we are dealing with international affairs and diplomacy, there is no reason to be abstruse,’ [French President 
Nicholas] Sarkozy told reporters...distancing himself from the subtle, convoluted language that made French diplomacy 
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one is sure if they heard or understood something different’, he added...” See Crispian Balmer, “Sarkozy in a Hurry as He 
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