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Sustainability and Climate - Worksheet

PART I

Exercise 1: Analyzing Ethical Responsibilities

Objective: Develop ethical reasoning skills by analyzing the moral responsibilities of
major polluter nations towards climate refugees.

Instructions: Provide each group with a set of ethical principles such as justice,
human rights, and global solidarity - you can get inspired here
https://debaticons.com/book/ - chapter 5

Discuss and evaluate how each ethical principle applies problems and
responsibilities related to climate change.

Interesting questions:

a. Should major polluters care about other countries?
b What benefits could global solidarity bring?

C. How could geoengineering affect social justice?

d Is relocation ethical?

Exercise 2: Cost-Benefit Analysis

Objective: Develop critical thinking and decision-making skills by conducting a cost-
benefit analysis of opening borders to climate refugees.

Instructions:

Think of what possible benefits could opening borders bring to major polluters.

Think of:

a. Demographics

b Local labour market
C. Social costs

d Environmental losses

After this try to look at this policy from the perspective of the countries where the
refugees lived.


https://debaticons.com/book/
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Exercise 3: Stakeholder Analysis

Objective: Develop analytical thinking skills by conducting a stakeholder analysis of
opening borders to climate refugees.

Instructions:

Think of at least 5 stakeholders that should be considered under any of the 4
motions listed in PART II.

Label them with how important they are based on:

a. magnitude - how big is the group we are talking about
b. vulnerability - how vulnerable is the group

C. ability - how big is their ability to change something

d. likelihood - how likely it is that they would act like ...

PART Il

Motion:
THBT corporations should prioritize environmental sustainability over short-
term profits.

Context:

Many corporations face the dilemma of balancing environmental sustainability with
short-term profit maximization. This prompt examines the trade-off between
environmental sustainability and short-term profits, emphasizing the need for
corporations to prioritize long-term environmental considerations. Analyze the ethical
responsibilities, practical challenges, and potential long-term benefits associated with
corporations prioritizing environmental sustainability over short-term profits.

Motion:
THBT local communities should have a say in the decision-making processes
of major polluter industries operating in their region.

Context:

Major polluter industries often operate in local communities, impacting their
environment, health, and overall well-being. This prompt explores the importance of
local community engagement and decision-making in shaping the operations and
practices of major polluter industries. Analyze the ethical considerations, practical
challenges, and potential benefits of granting local communities a voice and
influence in the decision-making processes of major polluter industries operating in
their region.
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Motion:
THS the use of predator control to mitigate the impact of climate change on
endangered species.

Context: Climate change poses a significant threat to endangered species as their

habitats are increasingly disrupted. This motion addresses the question of whether
predator control should be employed as a strategic response to mitigate the impact
of climate change on endangered species.

Motion:
THBT multinational corporations have a greater responsibility than
governments in addressing climate change.

Context:

Climate change is a global issue that requires collective action from various
stakeholders. While governments play a crucial role in implementing policies and
regulations, multinational corporations also have a significant impact on greenhouse
gas emissions and environmental sustainability. This prompt explores the roles,
responsibilities, and potential actions that multinational corporations should
undertake in addressing climate change.

Sustainability and Climate

Case studies

Motion

THBT states should relocate all environmental funding to geoengineering rather than
mitigation.

Context

In order to fight climate change two main paths are being settled. The first one,
which is more known and widespread is the mitigation of climate change, which
consist of reducing our carbon production and shifting towards more renewable and
less polluting products. Under this, you can imagine tree replanting efforts (Eden
Reforestation Projects or The Mangrove Action), investing in renewable sources of
energy (e.g. OffsH2ore in Germany, or FORCE in Canada) Second path consists of
projects that attempt to change to climate by technology instead. Well-known are sea
fertilising in the LOHAFEX experiment or injecting aerosols, such as sulfur dioxide,
into the stratosphere to reflect sunlight, which is being tested by Harvard University
since 2019.
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What is the problem or decision to be made?

Mitigation should lead us towards levels of greenhouse gasses(GHG) before the
Industrial Revolution when the climate has been stable and non-threatening. It is a
path that has a clear goal, with an already known impact. The main objective would
be to reach the pre-industrial level of pollution, which would lead us back to the mild
climate, where humanity prospers, however, the certainty of achieving the goal isn’t
very high, due to the slow speed of CO2 reduction so far. On the other hand,
geoengineering is offering rapid solutions to many of these problems.
Geoengineering projects aim to modify or alter nature cycles, like creating artificial
clouds by injection of various substances or storing atmospheric CO2 into the
ground. However, the problem is that nobody knows the consequences. Nature
cycles are well balanced and something unpredictable can happen as soon as
somebody interrupts them. This could also worsen the situation even more rather
than solve it.

What are the burdens?

The burden for the Proposition team is to advocate and defend the proposition that
states should re-divert all existing environmental funding to geoengineering projects
instead of attempting to mitigate the effect of climate change through other means.
They are responsible for providing convincing arguments and evidence to support
the effectiveness, feasibility, and potential benefits of geoengineering projects as a
solution to address climate change. The Proposition team should also address
potential counterarguments and demonstrate why their proposed approach is
superior to traditional mitigation strategies and why are the current efforts ineffective.

The burden for the Opposition team is to challenge and refute the proposition that
states should re-divert all existing environmental funding to geoengineering projects.
They are responsible for providing counterarguments, highlighting potential risks,
limitations, and ethical concerns associated with geoengineering projects. The
Opposition team should present alternative strategies for mitigating the effects of
climate change and argue why these approaches are more effective, sustainable, or
ethically sound. They must also address the potential unintended consequences or
drawbacks of relying solely on geoengineering projects.

What are the competing proposals?

Geoengineering (PROP) Conventional Mitigation climate
change (OPP)

Who? State State
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What? States start to heavily States should mainly focus on the
support and invest in mitigation of climate change(mainly
geoengineering projects SQ - reducing pollution created by

cars, factories etc., reducing the
share of energy produced from fossil
fuels)

When? Immediately, starting now.

What would | State starts providing lots of | We could imagine it as strictly

it look like | grants for scientists working | following the Paris Agreement.

in on geoengineering projects,

practice? the bureaucracy gets easier
so testing can start faster.

Fewer regulations are
applied.

Exclude It doesn’t mean we would start

extremes burning coal all day long and we

would get back to practices we had
already abandoned.

Working Aerosol injecting in China, or | Best examples would be polices that

examples carbon sucking on Island are | are adopted by countries accroding

or some of the already tested to Paris agreement, or similar
analogies projects. intiatives. For example, The RED

establishes binding targets for EU
member states to increase the share
of renewable energy in their energy
consumption. Or carbon tax in
Sweeden or the UK's Climate
Change Act sets legally binding
targets to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions and establishes the
Committee on Climate Change.

Possible arguments
Proposition

1. Climate change is an urgent issue that requires immediate action
Mitigation is a long-term process and with its current speed of it we are unable
to achieve our goals, and our planet will be destroyed. Geoengineering has to
ability to be implemented very quickly and to provide desired results within days
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or months, which is significantly faster than mitigation. The speed is essential
because as we see climate change get progressively worse and worse, that
means that every small temperature change will cause more damage than the
previous one and more areas will be threatened. Therefore money allocated for
mitigating damage from climate change will have to be increased and not used
for mitigating climate change itself.

2. Geoengineering offers a more direct solution that provides real-time
social support
Mitigation of climate change is a very slow process, and the results can only be
seen in the long term. On the other hand, geoengineering directly alters the
Earth's environment, which is set as wanted. Thus providing real-time impacts,
which is essential for people’s support in fighting climate change. The real-time
support is crucial for the communities to survive and develop further in harsh
conditions of climate change. If this objective is failed these communities will
likely migrate, to other areas which will further enhance problems.

3. Geoengineering provides long-term solutions
Geoengineering projects have the potential to provide long-term solutions to
climate change. While mitigating climate change is necessary, it may not
provide a permanent solution to the problem. In contrast, geoengineering
projects can provide a long-term solution by directly manipulating the Earth's
environment to achieve desired climate outcomes.

Opposition

1. Geoengineering is not tested enough
Geoengineering projects are often untested and could have unintended
consequences that harm the environment or human health. By continuing to
prioritize mitigation efforts, states can reduce emissions and address the root
causes of climate change without taking on the risk of untested geoengineering
projects.

2. Mitigation provides more benefits to broad society
Mitigation efforts not only help address climate change but can also provide additional
benefits. For example, investing in renewable energy sources can lead to job creation
and improved public health.
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3. Geoengineering enlarges social inequality
Climate change disproportionately affects marginalized communities and low-income
individuals. Mitigation efforts can help reduce these inequities by addressing the root
causes of climate change and ensuring that all communities have access to clean air,
water, and other resources. Geoengineering projects may exacerbate existing social
inequalities by failing to address these underlying issues. These projects can
contribute to inequitable access and distribution of resources, leading to marginalized
communities being left out of the benefits or protections offered by geoengineering
interventions. Displacement, conflicts over land rights, and the technological divide
between developed and developing nations are additional factors that can exacerbate
social inequalities.



Sustainability and climate

Case studies

Motion

THBT environmentalist groups should fully advocate for adaptation(e.g. building sea walls,
genetically modified crops, exploring alternative living habitats)
efforts rather then mitigation of the climat change

Context

As NOAA suggests the biggest advantage is, that once we achieve the GHG
reduction, and wait for the certain time period when the emissions are processed by
natural cycles, we should be able to maintain our climate stable forever, or at least for
another long period of time.

Other scientists suggest that climate change can’t be beaten and that we should rather
focus on finding new technologies that will help us to fight against extreme weather as
a consequence of climate change. This motion considers environmental groups to be
the actors responsible for advocating. Mostly it would be organisations like
Greenpeace, 350.org, World Wildlife Foundation or Indigenous climate action. All of
these use different approaches for advocating their goals, including campaigns
spreading awareness, demonstrations, supporting community-led projects or lobbying
on a political level.

What is the problem or decision to be made?

Environmental organisations have a large impact on environmental policies that are
made by politicians. They help to form discussions on these topics, and through their
activities, they help to shape public opinion on climate change related issues. Thus
the decision what should this organisation support largely determines the policies that
will be adopted.

The biggest concern of this path it, whether we will be able to adapt over a long period
of time because it is expected that if we don’t mitigate the climate is likely going to get
more extreme. It can get so extreme that we won’t be able to adapt. This shows the
real trade-off because there are only available resources for one path. Broad society
should be aware of the consequences of both paths and environmental organisations
play a huge role in this.
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The Proposition's main burden in this debate is, to prove that mitigation won’t help or,
because either we won'’t be able to achieve it fast enough or for any other reason. On
top of that we need to explain that adaptation is a comparatively better choice for
allocating our resources.
Opp need to emphasize the significance of mitigation, highlighting its long-term
benefits, and argue that adaptation alone is insufficient to address the root causes and
systemic challenges of climate change. The Opp team should present the synergy
between mitigation and adaptation, address issues of equity and justice, and propose
holistic solutions that integrate both approaches for effective climate action.
Note that both sides can get to a point, where they admit both of these solutions are
needed, however, as proposition you must defend that in status quo we should do only

adaptation.

What are the competing proposals?

Adaptation (PROP) Mitigation climate change (OPP)
Who? Environmental movement Environmental movement
What? Conducting awarness Conducting awarness
campaigns, lobbying for political | campaigns, lobbying for political
support, supporting community | support for mitigatory policies
adaptations projects. supporting projects like
reforestation which leads to
mitigation of climate change.
When? Immediately, starting now.
What would | Environmental organisations Environmental organisations
it look like | would spread awareness about | would mainly retaint their current
in the necessity of e.g. building agenda which supports policies
practice? sea walls, and would explain it's | like EURO 7 or similar, and would
benefits so the society supports | continue in spreading support for
the change. these type of policies.
Exclude Prop does’t have to deffend Opp should not push the idea,
extremes organasation lobbying for ideas | that the environmental
like floating cities, Mars organsations will start to supprot
colonization, or moving to fossil fuel related problems,
underground. which are part of mitigatory
solutions, they will only shift their
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attantion towards adaptation
efforts.
Working Probably the best examples of | A great example are reasons why
examples or | already tested adaptation GMO is currently banned. One of
analogies projects are either genetically them gene flow from GMO to
modified plants or even indigenous species, thus
animals. Good examples are affecting ecosystems that may
also water management fall, due to disruption by the
systems, especially in Israel, organism that recieved the gene
and Singapore. form GMO.

Proposition

1. Adaptation can be specifically tailored to each territory
Mitigation efforts often require cooperation and action from multiple countries,
which can be difficult to achieve. In contrast, adaptation efforts can be more
localized and may be easier to implement. By focusing on adaptation efforts,
environmentalist groups can address the immediate needs of communities and
individuals who are already experiencing the impacts of climate change,
regardless of whether governments or other stakeholders are willing or able to
take action on mitigation.

2. Immediate help for vulnerable stakeholders
The effects of climate change are already being felt around the world, and
marginalized communities, including Indigenous peoples, people of color, and
low-income communities, are disproportionately affected by its impacts. These
communities often have fewer resources and less political power to mitigate the
impacts of climate change. While mitigation efforts are critical for addressing
the root causes of climate change, they may not be enough to help these
communities adapt to the immediate impacts they are already experiencing.
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3. Getting political support for fast solution
The global response to climate change has been slow and uneven, with many
countries and stakeholders unwilling to commit to ambitious mitigation targets.
By focusing on adaptation efforts, environmentalist groups can work with
governments and other stakeholders to develop solutions that address the
immediate impacts of climate change.

Opposition

1. Limitations of adaptation through time
While adaptation efforts may be more feasible in the short term, they may also
have limitations in terms of their effectiveness and scalability. For example,
building sea walls or relocating communities away from flood-prone areas may
only provide temporary solutions that do not address the underlying drivers of
climate change. This means we mostly can solve immediate impacts however
we would overlook the root causes, which can be solved mainly by mitigation.

2. Deepening social injustice in societies that are already being overlooked
The argument for prioritizing adaptation efforts assumes that those who are most
vulnerable to the impacts of climate change are also the most in need of adaptation
solutions. However, this overlooks the systemic injustices and power imbalances that
underpin vulnerability to climate change. Indigenous peoples, people of color, and low-
income communities, for example, are often the most vulnerable to the impacts of
climate change precisely because of historic and ongoing injustices that have deprived
them of resources and political power. Adaptation efforts might further reinforce this.

3. Creating GMO and adaptative technologies would lead into
monopolization.

The development and widespread use of GMOs and adaptive technologies will lead
to the consolidation of power in the hands of a few large agrochemical corporations
and technological corporations. These companies often hold patents on GMO or highly
specialized technology, allowing them to exercise significant control over agricultural
practices or technological development. This concentration of power can have
detrimental effects on farmers, consumers, and the overall diversity of agricultural
systems. This generic problem is especially enhanced considering climate change
when the entry barrier for creating such a product is very high due to so far unexplored
and unfaced conditions such as super high temperature, fast-changing conditions etc.
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Sustainability and Climate

Case studies

Motion

THBT major polluter nations should open their borders to climate refugees.

Context

In the face of escalating environmental challenges, the global community finds itself
grappling with the issue of climate refugees. These individuals are forced to flee their
homes due to the adverse effects of climate change, such as rising sea levels, extreme
weather events, and deteriorating living conditions. The debate motion addresses the
responsibility of nations that have historically contributed significantly to greenhouse
gas emissions. The proposition argues that these countries should bear the burden of
providing sanctuary to those displaced by the consequences of their own actions. On
the other hand, the opposition contends that this approach may not be practical or fair,
urging alternative solutions and shared responsibilities among nations to address the
complex issue of climate migration.

What is the problem or decision to be made?

The problem or decision to be made revolves around whether major polluter nations
should open their borders to climate refugees. It raises the question of the
responsibility and ethical obligations of these countries towards individuals who are
displaced due to climate change. The decision entails weighing the potential benefits
of providing refuge and assistance to climate refugees against concerns such as
economic strain, resource allocation, and the ability of host nations to accommodate
and integrate a potentially large influx of people. It also involves considering alternative
solutions and shared responsibilities among nations to address the issue of climate
migration effectively.

What are the burdens?

The burden of the proposition is to demonstrate that major polluter nations should
open their borders to climate refugees. They must provide compelling arguments and
evidence to support their position, highlighting the moral and ethical imperative for
these countries to take responsibility for their past contributions to climate change. The
proposition needs to argue that providing refuge to climate refugees aligns with
principles of justice, human rights, and global solidarity. They should address concerns
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about economic and social impact, emphasizing potential benefits such as labour force
diversification, cultural enrichment, and international cooperation in tackling climate
change.

The burden of the opposition, on the other hand, is to challenge the proposition's case
and argue against opening borders to climate refugees. They need to present
counterarguments that focus on the practicality, feasibility, and potential negative
consequences of such a policy. The opposition should explore alternative solutions,
propose strategies for addressing climate migration more effectively, and highlight the
shared responsibilities of nations in managing this global issue. They may also
emphasize the potential strain on resources, infrastructure, and social cohesion in host
countries, as well as potential challenges in screening and determining refugee status
in the context of climate change.

What are the competing proposals?

Open borders(PROP) Shared responsibility (OPP)
Who? Major polluter nations Major polluter nations
What? Open their borders to climate Pursue alternative solutions and
refugees. shared responsibilities to
address climate migration

When? Immediately, starting now.

What establishment of dedicated collaborating with international
would it immigration pathways specifically | organizations and affected
look like in | designed for individuals countries to develop
practice? displaced by climate change, comprehensive policies for

streamlining the asylum process | climate migration, focusing on
by recognizing climate change as | sustainable development,
a valid reason for seeking refuge, | disaster preparedness, and

and providing comprehensive climate resilience strategies. It
support systems including would also entail providing
housing, healthcare, and financial and technical
integration programs to ensure assistance to affected regions,
the successful resettlement. supporting capacity building

efforts, and fostering global
cooperation to address the root
causes of climate displacement.

Exclude Not opening the borders does not | Note that the proposition can still
extremes mean that opposition can’t help defend helping the regions from
the refugees on the border or which refugees come but you




help the region from which the can show how opening the
refugees are fleeing. borders hinders this type of help
or why is this help more efficient.
Working Canada has implemented The United Nations Framework
examples | measures to address climate Convention on Climate Change
or migration by recognizing climate | (UNFCCC) encourages nations
analogies | change as a valid reason for to collaborate and develop
refugee status. In 2020, Canada | comprehensive strategies to
introduced the "Climate Refugee" | address climate migration
program, allowing individuals collectively. Through initiatives
displaced by climate-related like the Nansen Initiative and the
events such as rising sea levels | Platform on Disaster
or extreme weather conditions to | Displacement, the UNFCCC
apply for asylum. This program facilitates dialogue and
provides pathways for climate cooperation among countries to
refugees to seek protection, enhance disaster preparedness,
access resettlement programs, resilience building, and the
and receive support for protection of climate migrants.
integration into Canadian society, | This approach highlights the
reflecting the proposition's stance | opposition's emphasis on shared
on opening borders to those responsibilities and international
affected by climate change. cooperation in addressing
climate migration challenges.
Proposition

1. Moral Responsibility: Major polluter nations have a moral responsibility to
open their borders to climate refugees. These countries have contributed
significantly to the greenhouse gas emissions that have caused climate
change and the resulting displacement of individuals. By opening their
borders, they acknowledge their historical role in the problem and
demonstrate a commitment to rectify the harm caused by providing refuge
and assistance to those affected.
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2. Global Solidarity: Opening borders to climate refugees promotes global
solidarity and cooperation in addressing the consequences of climate change. As
major polluter nations, these countries have benefited from industrialization and
economic growth, often at the expense of vulnerable regions that are now
experiencing the impacts of climate change. By welcoming climate refugees, major
polluter nations can show solidarity with the global community, share the burden of
displacement, and foster a collective response to climate-related challenges.

3. Long-Term Benefits: Opening borders to climate refugees can bring long-
term benefits to major polluter nations. By welcoming individuals who have been
displaced due to climate change, these countries can tap into a diverse pool of
talent, skills, and perspectives. Climate refugees can contribute to the economy, fill
labour gaps, and bring innovation and resilience to communities. Embracing climate
refugees can also foster cultural exchange and understanding, enriching the social
fabric of major polluter nations and creating a more inclusive and diverse society.

Opposition

1. Practical Challenges: Opening borders to climate refugees poses significant
practical challenges for major polluter nations. The potential influx of a large
number of individuals seeking refuge can strain existing resources,
infrastructure, and social services. Adequately accommodating and
integrating a substantial population of climate refugees may require
substantial investments and could disrupt the social and economic fabric of
host nations.

2. Shared Responsibilities: While major polluter nations have a role to play in
addressing climate change, the burden of assisting climate refugees should be
shared among all nations. Placing the entire responsibility on major polluter nations
could create an unfair burden, as other countries may have also contributed to global
emissions or be capable of providing support. Encouraging global collaboration,
financial assistance, and capacity-building efforts among all nations is a more
equitable and sustainable approach.



3. Alternative Solutions: Opening borders to climate refugees may not be the
most effective solution for addressing climate migration. Instead, major polluter
nations should focus on implementing robust climate change mitigation measures,
investing in climate adaptation strategies, and supporting sustainable development in
vulnerable regions. By addressing the root causes of climate migration, major
polluter nations can contribute to long-term solutions that benefit both affected
regions and the global community, rather than solely focusing on short-term
responses like opening borders.



Sustainability and climate

Case studies

Motion

THS the managed relocation of biodiversity in response to climate change

Context

Climate change presents a significant threat to global biodiversity and ecosystems.
As temperatures rise and weather patterns shift, many species like American Pika,
Saltmarsh Sparrow or Tufted Puffin struggle to adapt to their current habitats. The
motion addresses the question of whether managed relocation, also known as
assisted migration, should be employed as a strategic response to mitigate the
impact of climate change on biodiversity.

What is the problem or decision to be made?

The debate centres around the decision to implement managed relocation as a
means to protect biodiversity in the face of climate change. The proposition aims to
establish that managed relocation is a necessary and effective tool for preserving
endangered species and ecosystems, while the opposition argues that the potential
risks and uncertainties associated with this approach outweigh its benefits.
Relocation a in different way has already been used in history. Species were
introduced to new habitats to fight other unwanted species, such as Cane Toads in
Australia. Cane Toad has been way too successful and has take over several
ecosystems in Australia. It is also necessary to take into account whether
biodiversity is or isn’t important.

What are the burdens?

The proposition must demonstrate that managed relocation is a scientifically guided
and ethically sound approach that provides tangible benefits for biodiversity
conservation. The opposition, on the other hand, must showcase the potential
ecological, social, and ethical burdens associated with managed relocation,
emphasizing the risks and uncertainties involved.



What are the competing proposals?
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Relocation Ecosystem adaptation on their
(PROP) own (OPP)
Who? State/Environmental Nature/State/Environmental
organization/Scientists organization/Scientists
What? Stakeholders mentioned All organisms should stay in their
above would start to artificially | current ecosystems. Their potential
move organisms threatened by | conservation should be done by
climate change to new places. |them through migration or
adaptation. Or help should be
provided directly to the ecosystem.
When? Immediately, starting now.
What Stakeholders would first Nature is left to adapt or is slightly
would it identify such organisms. helped if needed, by replanting
look like Secondly, they would find new [ trees, renovating creeks etc.
in most suitable locations. Thirdly
practice? |they would capture the
organism and relocate it.
Exclude Opp can also claim, that they | Prop doesn't have to defend that all
extremes | would rather support the organisms should be relocated, plus
ecosystems locally e.g. that the ecosystems should be
reforesting, pond creation etc. | perfectly fitting.
Exclude things like building
new ice plains to relocate polar
bears or moving the maijority of
the Great barrier reef.
Working Massive biodiversity relocation | Some ecosystem/organisms were
examples | has never been done yet, already threatened by climate
or since the circumstances did change or human activity, yet they
analogies | not require it, however, the were able to adapt on their own or
listed animals where relocated | with some help from
because they were threatened | conservationists. Great example is
by human activities. Great Chesapeake Bay, USA or
examples are desert Tortoises | Serengeti-Mara Ecosystem, East
in California and Natterjack Africa. Or bad example of
Toads in the United Kingdom. | “relocation” are many Australian
species such as the Cane Toad or
Red fox
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Proposition

1. Preservation of Species
Managed relocation allows endangered species to be moved to more suitable
habitats, reducing the risk of extinction caused by changing climate
conditions. It enables conservationists to proactively protect species that are
particularly vulnerable to the effects of climate change, increasing their
chances of survival and long-term sustainability.

2. Ecosystem Resilience

By relocating key species, ecosystems can be bolstered to maintain vital ecological
functions and services, enhancing their resilience in the face of climate change.
Managed relocation helps to preserve biodiversity, ensuring that ecosystems
continue to provide essential services such as pollination, seed dispersal, and
nutrient cycling, which are crucial for the overall health and functioning of
ecosystems.

3. Long-term Economic Benefits

The preservation of biodiversity through managed relocation contributes to long-term
economic benefits. Ecosystem services provided by diverse and resilient
ecosystems, such as carbon sequestration, water purification, and tourism revenue
from ecotourism, can have positive economic impacts. By safeguarding biodiversity,
managed relocation supports sustainable economic development and provides
economic opportunities for local communities.

Opposition

1. Ecological Disruption
Managed relocation can disrupt existing ecosystems by introducing non-
native species or altering ecological interactions, potentially leading to
unintended consequences and harm. Relocating species to new habitats may
disrupt the delicate balance of existing ecosystems, displacing native species,
and increasing competition or predation. Such disruptions can have cascading
effects on ecosystem dynamics, potentially leading to declines in native
species and ecological imbalances.

2. Natural Adaptation and Resilience
Ecosystems have the potential to adapt and demonstrate resilience in the
face of changing climatic conditions without human intervention. By allowing
natural processes to unfold, species may have the ability to adapt through
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genetic changes, behavioral shifts, or ecological adjustments, without the
need for managed relocation. Encouraging natural adaptation fosters
ecosystem self-regulation and promotes the development of resilient and self-
sustaining ecosystems.

. Ethical Considerations

The intentional movement of species raises ethical concerns, including the
potential infringement upon the rights and autonomy of organisms and the
potential disregard for the intrinsic value of species and their natural habitats.
Managed relocation may involve human interference in natural processes,
which can be seen as an ethically questionable approach. It raises questions
about our responsibility towards preserving the intrinsic worth of all species
and their right to exist and evolve naturally in their native habitats.
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