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INTRODUCTION TO THE 
SECOND EDITION
As mentioned in the 2012 MIPJ 
Inaugural Edition’s Introduction 
(which may be found via mipj.
org), the origin of the MIPJ came 
IURP�WKH�FRQÀXHQFH�RI�YDULRXV�
experiences, both personal and 
among friends and colleagues in 
international and humanitarian 
discourse who have been both 
LQ�WKH�¿HOG�DQG�DPRQJ�WKH�PRUH�
UDUH¿HG�FRQWLQJHQWV�RI�WKLQN�
tanks, academic institutions, 
and policy organizations. In each 
case, we had noted that there 
seemed to be a profound discon-
QHFW�EHWZHHQ�³¿HOG�UHDOLW\´�DQG�
the policy discourse surround-
ing human security issues—and 
particularly those during crisis, 
FRQÀLFW��DQG�GLVDVWHU��
The culprit, it seems, is a com-
bination of two factors: a lack of 
SHUVRQDO��LQWHQVLYH�¿HOG�H[SHUL-
ence that gives decision-makers 
and stakeholders enough context 
on the ground to understand the 
issues on a fundamental level; 
the other is essential, timely, ac-
FXUDWH��YHUL¿DEOH��DQG�DFWLRQDEOH�
information--and that includes 
via the media in any or all of 
its forms-- through which such 
information is communicated, 
relevant to the crisis.
In other words, what we’re ad-
dressing is information integrity 
LQ�³,QIRUPDWLRQ�SROLF\�´�ZKLFK��
EURDGO\�GH¿QHG��LV�WKH�IROORZLQJ�

The role of information (con-
WHQW��DQG�LWV�ÀRZ�IURP�VRXUFH�
to eventual target population: 
how it is gathered, analyzed, 
and disseminated; via what 

medium; to what population; 
and for what purpose.

The policy aspects of this are 
dependent upon the stakeholder, 
and the outlook on how this is 
and/or should be achieved.
The MIPJ was therefore created 
to act as a nexus among media, 
information, international rela-
WLRQV�DQG�KXPDQLWDULDQ�D̆DLUV����
a hybrid publication for those in 
humanitarian action, in academ-
ic and professional spheres, in 
governance and policy, but also 
for the public.
While our Inaugural Edition 
(2012) covered a wide swath of 
ground in acting as an intro-
duction to various issues in the 
international sphere, each subse-
quent edition, including this one 
dealing with Climate Change, 
5HVRXUFH�&RQÀLFW��DQG�WKH�(QYL-
ronment and Human Security, 
will examine a particular theme 
in international relations and 
KXPDQLWDULDQ�D̆DLUV�
In this interest, and in our at-
tempts to examine such themes 
³VSKHULFDOO\�´�YLHZV�LQ�HDFK�HGL-
tion represent varying perspec-
tives, some of which may seem 
contradictory, or even come from 
GL̆HUHQW�DFWRUV�DQG�VWDNHKROG-
ers within a particular discourse 
who do not often work together 
RU�ZKR�KROG�GL̆HULQJ�YLHZV��:H�
believe this is important; es-
sential questions are meant to 
delve deeply into the marrow of 
whatever issue and to present 
GL̆HUHQW�IDFHWV��LQFOXGLQJ�WKRVH�
that may not seem compatible 
with one another.  
However, like the old parable 
about three blind men and an 
elephant in questioning the 
nature of reality and attempting 
WR�¿QG�DQVZHUV��ZLVGRP�GRHV�
not come from blindly accept-
ing one perspective. It comes 
from the earnest examination of 

many perspectives and the quest, 
if possible, for some form of 
common ground that will enable 
action when it is most warranted 
or necessary -- even if we agree 
to disagree, perhaps, on some of 
WKH�PRUH�VSHFL¿F�QXDQFHV�FRQ-
cerning the argument. 
Those who are most vulnerable 
need that action, regardless of 
biases, politics, excuses, plati-
WXGHV�RU�¿WV�RI�SLTXH��$QG�WKH\�
deserve the respect of knowing 
whatever issue or crisis didn’t 
get lost in some philosophical or 
political mire, endless analysis, 
or a war of words when action 
could have been taken when it 
was most necessary.

CONTENT IN THIS EDI-
TION: 
CLIMATE CHANGE,           
RESOURCE CONFLICT, 
THE ENVIRONMENT AND      
HUMAN SECURITY
In seeking to come up with some 
binding threads among themes 
in this edition, there were three 
WKDW�ZHUH�GL̇FXOW�WR�LJQRUH�DV�
the edition took shape. 
7KH�¿UVW�LV�DQ�LQKHUHQW�SUHVHQFH�
of systems theory: the interdis-
ciplinary, multi-faceted and in-
teracting existence and inherent 
complexity of the vast number 
RI�VHOI�FRQWDLQHG��EXW�D̆HFWDEOH��
systems at work on the planet. 
This can be from the microcosm 
of a microorganism and what it 
GRHV�DQG�D̆HFWV�LQ�LWV�OLIHVSDQ�
-to the macrocosm of the earth 
itself, which Richard Lovelock 
conceptualized as the Gaia 

Hypothesis, meaning the earth 
being one massive, homeostatic 
RUJDQLVP�WKDW�ZLOO�¿JKW��OLNH�DQ\�
system, for its very survival.
The second theme which became 
evident throughout this edition 
should come as no surprise 
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to any human being, for it is 
something that we require quite 
literally to survive: water. 
Whether in oceans, lakes, 
streams, aquifers, frozen in ice 
caps and glaciers, or even in the 
body of organisms (inclusive of 
the human body), all life starts 
with and depends on water in 
some capacity and its primary 
presence in myriad systems. 
Historically, because of the pre-
mium placed on water because of 
its necessity, it can either be the 
VXEMHFW�RI�LQKHUHQW�FRQÀLFW�RU�FR-
operation. More and more issues 
have come up to suggest that as a 
scarce natural resource, in terms 
of potable water, ignorance 
UHJDUGLQJ�LWV�VLJQL¿FDQFH�DQG�LWV�
use can no longer be an option.
The third overarching theme: 
idea of resilience. 
³5HVLOLHQFH´�DV�D�VXEMHFW�KDV�
been getting a great deal of 
attention among myriad disci-
plines in the international de-
bate, and in this case it extends 
both to nature and to humanity. 
Where humanity is vulnerable 
or in distress, most often the 
surrounding ecosystem is direct-
O\�D̆HFWHG��DQG�YLFH�YHUVD��7KH�
ability to adapt, act, and roll with 
whatever punches is a determin-
ing factor on how both nature 
and humanity will fare when met 
with crisis, knowing that this is 
a profound and essential inter-
action.
To those in humanitarian action, 
governance and devlopment, and 
it is something many of us have 
dealt with at varying points when 
considering the needs of vul-
nerable communities: it is often 
forgotten that for any recovery 
from or development follow-
ing a crisis, both the physical 
and psyhological resilience of a 
population must be addressed. 
One cannot rebuild a communi-

ty--or a fragile, failing, or failed 
VWDWH��H̆HFWLYHO\�ZKHQ�VXFK�
communities are too trauma-
tized to deal with the aftermath 
of a crisis. Both physical and 
psychological needs have to be 
addressed, or any intervention 
or action is missing one essential 
part of the equation.
In terms of the resilience of 
nature and its ecosystems, this is 
the subject of much controversy, 
including sometimes combative 
parties in climate science. Some 
believe that nature naturally 
re-balances over time, and that 
ZH�GR�QRW�KDYH�VẊFLHQW�NQRZO-
edge to determine exactly what 
impact we have on ecosystems 
and their capacity for resilience. 
This includes extreme weather, 
ice cap and glacial melt, and 
natural disasters that have to do 
with the pressure on a tectonic 
level. These, some believe, are  
predominantly the results of nat-
ural cycles that have existed to 
such extremes over vast periods 
of time, and that on this macro-
FRVPLF�OHYHO��ZH�KDYH�OLWWOH�H̆HFW�
Others believe that we have a 
GLUHFW�H̆HFW�RQ�ERWK�WKH�PDFUR-
cosm as well as the microcosm, 
inclusive of ecosystems that in 
some extreme cases are beyond 
repair, and that the instances 
amassing across the planet of 
our impact are having a cumula-
WLYH�H̆HFW��GHWHUPLQLQJ�FHUWDLQ�
extremes and threat levels that 
are only increasing with time, in-
cluding past a point of no return.
The answers, it would seem, as 
with much else, is that some 
combination of these is osten-
sibly true: that humanity as the 
³DQWKURSRVSKHUH´�GRHV�KDYH�D�
GLUHFW�H̆HFW�RQ�QDWXUH�DQG�LWV�
ecosystems, including to their 
detriment. However, nature also 
is more powerful than we are, 
including the power to eradicate 
whatever organism(s) are upend-

ing both resilience and balance. 
This, ultimately, could include 
us.
Only time and attention will tell, 
but there are questions worth 
asking, and there are actions that 
are distinctly worth taking on 
local, national and international 
levels so that we have the least 
detrimental impact possible on 
the natural environment. The 
unavoidable truth is, what we do 
to our planet and its systems, we 
do to ourselves. This is logic, and 
it is something we can no longer 
ignore.

PARTNERS, CONTRIBU-
TORS, AND ADVISORY 
BOARD
As always, we would like to 
thank our partners, contributors 
and advisory board members, 
without whom the MIPJ would 
not be possible.
Current content partners for 
this edition include VII, NOOR, 
MediaStorm, FotoEvidence, and 
SocialDocumentary.net.
Individual contributors for text 
features include: Patrick Meier, 
Pamela I. Theodotou, Sean Mul-
lan, Leigh Barrett, John Lundin, 
and Chris Kline.
Individual photo features include 
those from Anthony Karen, Sean 
Gallagher, and James Whitlow 
Delano. 
Last but not least, a warm thanks 
to our Advisory Board: Wade 
Davis, National Geographic 
Explorer in Residence; Michael 
Ware, formerly of CNN and cur-
rently of Penance Films; Brian 
Storm of MediaStorm; Marcus 
Bleasdale of VII; Christopher 
Mikkelsen and David Mikkelsen 
Troensegaard, Co-Founders of 
Refugees United; and Professor 
Alan Hatcher.
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