o"WIn7a NTAYT U0
Earth The Hebrew University of Jerusalem
System The Geography Department

Governance The Ring Center for Inter-Disciplinary
Environmental Research

Second Announcement




Context and Aim

Presently natural resources discourse is flooded with security jargon and rhetoric. This is especially prominent in
the water discipline, where a connection between water scarcity and conflict is often implicit. Still the use of such
rhetoric has been criticized by several skeptics. Some have argued that discussing water in security terms is a
means for recruiting greater support for measures with political aims, not environmental ones. Even when the use
of such jargon is for the sake of the environment, some argue that it can discourage critical thinking regarding
which environmental problems are serious and which are trivial. The fear is that inequalities will be perpetuated
since stronger actors will ultimately succeed in pushing through their agendas by using the securitization process.
Hence it is often argued that if these detrimental implications are real, then water regimes should be
de-securitized.

Despite the many calls to de-securitize natural resource regimes (such as water), there are just a handful of studies
that have rigorously examined if, how and why regimes pertaining to natural resources are securitized as well as
the implications of this process on the operation of water management regimes. In water governance literature,
the situation is also bleak due to the lack of studies examining how the larger geo-political context is embedded
within water regimes and treaties.

This workshup and public event will use many of the insights gained through the EU-funded project on Climate
-Ch‘angefﬁ‘ydm-cunﬂlcts and Human Security (http://www.clico.org/) to apply a critical approach to the securitiza-
tion process by identifying: 1) the rationale behind the securitization process, 2) the probable countries, resources
and political contexts that are prone to securitization, 3) the potential benefits and risks of securitizing water (and
other natural resources) and 4) the proper points for policy intervention and for cases in which the risks outweigh
the benefits of securitization, the institutional structures that may be able to de-securitize a resource.

We encourage papers that address the following thematic questions:

% What is 'water security'?

“» How is ‘water security' socially-constructed?

% Under what circumstances is water discourse securitized?

4+ Why securitize water discourse?

< What are the mechanisms for securitizing the water discourse and decision-making processes?
% What are the potential benefits and risks of securitizing water?

< What are the institutional structures for de-securitizing water?
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