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Presentation Outline 

• Latest Key IPCC findings 

• Problem of military emissions 

• Accounting for military emissions 

 To what should the carbon budget be allocated? 

• Problem of military expenditures  

 How to finance the Green Climate Funds & the SDGs? 

• What should be done to address these problems? 



A Boeing Stratotanker refuels an F-15 Eagle 



Key Findings from the 5th IPCC Assessment Report (AR5)  

• Business As Usual (BAU) = worst case scenario (RCP 8.5) 

• The BAU will “increase the likelihood of severe, pervasive, 

and irreversible impacts” 

• Carbon budget of 825 GtCO2 over the next 35 years – net 

zero emissions by 2050  

• 80-90% of the proven fossil fuel reserves must be left in 

the ground 

• “A rapid and radical decarbonizing the economy” 







Problem of Military Emissions 

• US Dept. of Defense (DOD) largest institutional consumer of oil 

($17B/year) & largest landholder   

• DOD fuel consumption 25% stationary & 75% operational energy  

• UK Ministry of Defence annually spends £550 million on fuel 

• Military vehicles inefficient, long life-cycles and locked-in  

• Military concerned about costs  and “threat multiplier” 

• Accounting for military emissions not transparent – clauses for 

exemptions and confidentiality  

• Military emissions may be reported in “Energy” Sector under 

“Other” 1.A.5a & 1.A.5b 





Chapter 3: Mobile Combustion, 3.6.1.4. 
Due to confidentiality issues (see completeness and 
reporting), many inventory compilers may have difficulty 
obtaining data for the quantity of fuel used by the military.  
 
 
Updated Guidelines, F. Reporting, Clause 27:  
 
Emissions and removals should be reported at the most 
disaggregated level of each source/sink category, taking into 
account that a minimum level of aggregation may be 
required to protect confidential business and military 
information. 

UNFCCC Reporting Guidelines 2006 on Annual Inventories 



Re: Guidelines - From the U.S. Energy Information 
Administration’s report Emissions of Greenhouse Gases 
(2009, 2.9, p.31): 
  

UNFCCC definition of energy consumption excludes 
international bunker fuels, emissions from  
international bunker fuels are subtracted from the U.S. 
total. Similarly, emissions from military bunker fuels 
are also subtracted from the U.S. total. 



U.S. Under Secretary and former Kyoto lead negotiator, Stuart 
Eizenstat, stated before the U.S. Senate in 1998: 
  

 
We took special pains, working with the Defense Department 
and with our uniformed military, both before and in Kyoto, to 
fully protect the unique position of the United States as the 
world's only super power with global military responsibilities. 
We achieved everything they outlined as necessary to protect 
military operations and our national security. At Kyoto, the 
parties, for example, took a decision to exempt key overseas 
military activities from any emissions targets, including 
exemptions for bunker fuels used in international aviation and 
maritime transport and from emissions resulting from 
multilateral operations. 

 







IE = Included Elsewhere  NO =  Not occurring 
 
For UK mobile military fuel use for 2012, the CO2 is estimated at 2,522 GgC  
(Gigagrams = 1,000 metric tonnes of carbon) about a tenth of commercial/institutional use. 











Green Climate Fund & Sustainable Development Goals 

• UN estimates $3-5 trillion/year to achieve the 17 Sustainable 

Development Goals 

• International Energy Agency (IEA) est. $1 trillion/year for 40 

years to create a low-carbon economy 

• Green Climate Fund $100 billion/year to developing countries 

• Norway Forum on Development and Environment made 

submission to re-allocate military spending but ignored 

• Financing for Development outcome did not include military 

spending = see the Addis Ababa Action Agenda  





Problem of Military Expenditures 

• SIPRI estimates that global military spending is $1.7 trillion  

• NATO pressure to spend 2% of GDP on defence budget 

• US pressure on countries to spend more on defence 

• Most Western countries spend more on their national 

defences than on their departments of environment 

• Developed countries tend to spend more on military science 

research than climate research 
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What should be done?  

• How much of the carbon budget will be allocated to the 
military?  
 

• How much of the remaining fossil fuels are we going to allow 
the military to use? And for what purposes - warfighting? 
 

• Why are military emissions not on the COP agenda and why are 
military expenditures not considered for climate financing? 
 

• Why is there limited, independent research on the military’s 
climate and environmental impacts? 
 

• And finally what are we going to do about this?  





http://www.ipb2016.berlin/ 

Report:  
Demilitarization for Deep Decarbonization: 

Reducing Militarism and Military Expenditures to Invest in the UN Green Climate 
Fund and to Create Low-Carbon Economies and Resilient Communities  

www.ipb.org (under “Resources” and “Books”) 
 


