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ABSTRACT

A variety of Inter-State Agreements (ISA) have been developed to establish policies and 
expectations regarding environmental policy and management. However, governance 
mechanisms have not been developed to provide for the substantive involvement of Indigenous 
Nations within States to participate in the development and implementation of these policies.

Indigenous knowledge systems, rights, and interests are critical to the development of practical 
and effective approaches to address complex socio-economic-political issues involved in the 
sustainable management of effects on the environment.

Obstacles and challenges that inhibit the effective engagement of Indigenous Nations are 
symptomatic of the wider and substantial power imbalances and asymmetries that underlie the 
relationship with States.  Governance of the relationship between Indigenous Nations and States 
over environmental matters can be improved by: adopting guiding principles to re-invigorate 
the modalities of collaboration between the Nations and States in mobilizing ISAs; and by 
establishing a new, permanent governance body, an Intergovernmental Relations Council for 
the Environment (IRCE) to facilitate and promote formal collaboration in Intra and Inter State-
Nation working relationships involving cross-jurisdictional environmental issues involving 
shared resources. 
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Introduction 

Several agreements between States contain 
provisions that affect the environment, 
biodiversity, human rights, health, and the 
rights of Indigenous Nations and their citizens. 
A meaningful and comprehensive governance 
framework is needed to enable Indigenous 
Nations to participate in their implementation 
substantively. 

The intergenerational wisdom and place-
based insights that Indigenous Nations 
provide are especially crucial to understanding 
relationships between human communities and 
their environments. Indigenous community 
cultures are marked by holistic world views 
based on principles of interconnectedness, 
respect, and reciprocity that have enabled 
Indigenous Peoples to adapt and survive socio-
economic-political-environmental changes. This 
experience can significantly contribute to the 
understanding and discourse needed to chart a 
path to a sustainable and resilient future. 

Despite the existence of Inter-State 
Agreements (ISA), major obstacles to 
substantive participation of Indigenous Nations 
in their implementation include: 

(a) the lack of mechanisms to resolve 
differences between Indigenous Nations and 
States; 

(b) The lack of effective governance 
frameworks that support collaborative 
relationships between Indigenous Nations 
and States; and 

(c) Institutionalized societal norms that fail 
to recognize, value, respect, and support 
contributions of alternative knowledge systems 
to environmental issues.  

Two proposals are offered to overcome 
these obstacles: a) a set of guiding principles 
to re-invigorate the modalities of collaboration 
between the two parties in mobilizing Inter-State 
Agreements on the environment (ISAs); and 
b) a new, formally constituted, and permanent 
institutional body for the governance of 
environmental issues, an Intergovernmental 
Relations Council for the Environment (IRCE), 
with a comprehensive remit and responsibilities 
to facilitate and promote formal collaboration 
in State-Nation working relationships, policies 
and actions on environmental matters, and to 
reconcile differences.

Embracing the Environmental 
Knowledge and Wisdom of  
Indigenous Nations

The territories occupied by States encompass 
Indigenous Nations whose cultures, traditions, 
religions/spirituality, health, livelihoods, and 
prosperity are inextricably intertwined with 
their relationships to the land, water, air, 
plants, animals, sun, moon, and stars. These 
relationships are under increasing pressure from, 
among other things, economic development, 
population growth, climate change, resource 
extraction, commoditization-based scarcity, 
and pollution. These processes are depleting the 
quality and stock of environmental resources and 
diminishing the quality, availability, abundance, 
and productivity of the environmental heritage of 
all humanity. 
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By their nature, environmental matters 
are complex and wicked because they involve 
interactions between social, economic, legal, 
and political considerations that are nuanced by 
local circumstances.  The ability to find common 
ground to address these matters is further 
complicated by legacies of colonialist institutional 
and educational processes that have displaced 
the decision-making, worldviews, and traditional 
knowledge systems of Indigenous Nations. 

There is growing recognition of the value 
of and need for consideration of traditional 
science and indigenous knowledge systems when 
addressing matters affecting the environment 
and the need to respect relationships with 
non-humans, such as the increasing interest in 
recognizing rights of nature. Indigenous Nations 
have acted as stewards of the environment for 
millennia and have accumulated science and 
wisdom over generations. Their local, place-based 
information is vital to developing sustainable 
solutions to complex environmental problems 
and difficult resource use and sustainability 
decisions based on long-term stewardship.  
This knowledge base is critical to developing 
practical, effective approaches to address 
complex environmental challenges.  Moreover, 
at a practical level, Indigenous Nations still have 
the major responsibility to manage 38 million 
square miles of land in 87 States, including about 
36% of intact forest landscapes that are vital for 
maintaining biological diversity and resilience in 
a rapidly changing environment (Garnett, et al., 
2018).

Indigenous Nations and States have a shared 
responsibility for stewardship of the public trust 

for future generations, which comes with a duty to 
develop and advance mutually beneficial solutions 
to the plethora of environmental challenges they 
must confront at various scales ranging from local 
to regional and international. 

At some local and regional levels involving 
matters within the territorial jurisdiction of an 
individual State, environmental issues can be 
addressed by engagement between Indigenous 
Nations.  For some environmental issues, such 
as those involving cross-boundary matters such 
as air, water, fish, and wildlife, multiple States 
and Indigenous Nations within their territorial 
boundaries must be involved. At whatever scale, 
there is a critical need for formal mechanisms 
that provide substantive engagement between 
States and the knowledge, wisdom, knowledge, 
and interests of Indigenous Nations. 

The Inadequacy of Current Governance 
Frameworks for Indigenous Nations

In several ways, current governance 
frameworks inadequately embrace the interests of 
Indigenous Nations.

The language and wording of various ISAs 
which pertain to matters involving economic, 
cultural, spiritual, and physical relationships 
between human communities and their 
environments leave room for ambiguity and 
flexibility in interpretation. Adoption practices 
involve a variety of provisions and reservations, 
and the mechanisms to enforce these provisions 
are rare. ISA implementation is left to domestic 
processes effected through domestic law, 
policies, and administrative rules and regulations 
administered by various entities. 
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The policies and principles embodied in these 
ISAs can critically affect the rights and interests 
of both States and the Indigenous Nations within 
overlapping or shared boundaries. Individual 
ISAs have been deliberated and approved by 
domestic governmental processes of States 
without substantive involvement of Indigenous 
Nations. Indigenous Nations within States are 
sovereigns with cultural norms, expressed in 
various forms, such as written laws, rules, and 
regulations, or practiced through traditions, 
customs, languages, and practices appropriate for 
their communities. 

Formal mechanisms exist to solicit the 
perspectives and secure the concurrence 
of Indigenous Nations prior to adoption or 
implementation by States, but these mechanisms 
are problematic. The authors7 surveyed 
Indigenous Nations’ representatives to solicit 
views on the most significant challenges they 
faced in protecting the environment and their 
interests. Over half of the 60 responses8 identified 
issues involving the need for mechanisms to 
provide substantive participation of Nations in 
the development and implementation of ISAs. 
“Lack of consultation with and/or participation 
of Nations impacted by relevant international 
agreements in the drafting of said agreements” 
was noted as one of the critical barriers to the 
implementation of ISAs.

Not only are there substantial impediments 
to meaningful participation in drafting the 
agreements, the majority of participants 
also noted that Nations were not consulted 
in implementing the ISAs. In this respect, 
respondents noted, inter alia: the lack of 

organizational, administrative, and governance 
infrastructure to implement agreements – given 
the reality that Indigenous Nations rarely have 
sufficient resources for these functions compared 
to States; the weakness of environmental 
protection agreements to recognize rights, 
combined with the lack of conflict resolution 
mechanisms and processes to pursue recourse 
to damage compensation or to mitigate security 
threats against those pursuing their rights under 
relevant agreements; varying interpretations 
of rights and obligations under relevant 
international agreements; the over-generality of 
agreements which, thereby, are not adaptable 
to local conditions or, worse still, fail to address 
contextual aspects of specific local or regional 
issues.  

These extensive limitations and challenges to 
the participation of Indigenous Nations in the 
negotiation, development, and implementation of 
ISAs are symptomatic of the wider and substantial 
power imbalances that underlie the relationship 
between Nations and States. They reinforce 
the limitations of recognized jurisdictional 
authority that Indigenous Nations have over 
their territories, the disadvantageous distribution 
of rights and obligations between Indigenous 
Nations and States, and the deferential 
assumption of responsibility and authority of 
States towards environmental protection.

7 This survey was undertaken by the authors, in their role as 
Environmental Commissioners, as preparatory work for their 
recommendations to the 2022 Congress of Nations and States.
8 Approximately half from the Middle East and North Africa and half 
from Africa and Asia.
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Re-envisioning the Governance  
of Nation and State  
Environmental Interests 

Given the current limitations of ISAs 
to effectively represent and protect the 
environmental heritage and interests of 
Indigenous Nations, we now argue for a re-
envisioning of the governance of the relationship 
between Indigenous Nations and States over 
environmental matters, comprised of two 
elements: guiding principles to enhance current 
processes for collaboration, and proposals for 
new institutional development. The first is a call 
to re-invigorate the modalities of collaboration 
between States and Nations in mobilizing ISAs; 
the second is a new, permanent institutional 
body for the governance of environmental issues, 
an Intergovernmental Relations Council for the 
Environment (IRCE), with a comprehensive 
remit and responsibilities to facilitate and 
promote formal collaboration in State-Nation 
working relationships, policies and actions 
on environmental matters, and to reconcile 
differences that arise.

Guiding Principles for Improving 
Collaboration Between Nations and  
States in Mobilizing ISAs

There is a need for an effective and 
practical collaborative framework to mediate 
conflicts between Indigenous Nations and 
States. We contend that a commitment to a 
more collaborative process is needed to forge 
mutual development and understanding of 
the mechanisms, policies, and programs to 
implement the principles and tenets set out 
in ISAs. A more collaborative process should 
include:

a) Respectful deliberation between States 
and Indigenous Nations to identify and 
share perspectives on the development and 
interpretation and effective mechanisms, 
systems, policies, and programs for 
implementing ISAs (for example, Free, Prior, 
and Informed Consent, benefit sharing);

b) Development and support of formal 
agreements between Indigenous Nations and 
States that include institutional practices and 
mechanisms to build and sustain working 
relationships based on shared visions 
and objectives and that provide financial 
support, training, communication, and 
information sharing needed for coordinated, 
collective action through the exercise of joint 
responsibilities and authority of participating 
actors;

c) Effective and efficient mechanisms for 
the resolution of specific disputes and 
disagreements between sovereigns that arise 
on a site or project-specific basis; and 

d)  Undertake restorative justice to heal 
relations between Nations, States, and the 
Environment by disclosing all pertinent facts, 
empathic understanding, reaching agreement 
on truths and providing for acknowledgment, 
appropriate public mourning, and forgiveness.

Successful examples of types of collaborative 
processes that align with our intentions and on 
which we have drawn exist.9 It is anticipated 
that mutually acceptable values and standards 
for representation, procedures, and processes 
would be developed that better accord with 
cultural and legal norms. Committing States and 
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the Indigenous Nations within their territorial 
boundaries to develop and agree upon these 
procedures and mechanisms collaboratively 
would strengthen intergovernmental deliberation 
and actions to implement ISAs.

An Intergovernmental Relations Council for  
the Environment (IRCE)

To address environmental issues that 
transcend the boundaries of individual States, 
a new institutional initiative is proposed to 
consolidate and better harmonize States’ 
and Indigenous Nations’ governance over 
environmental issues. To this end, the feasibility 
and utility of establishing a permanent, formally 
constituted, Intergovernmental Relations 
Council for the Environment (IRCE) should be 
investigated. The IRCE would be mandated to 
facilitate and promote formal collaboration in 
State-Nation working relationships, policies, 
and actions on environmental matters and 
to reconcile differences that arise in matters 
pertaining to conflicts over environmental issues. 
The IRCE mechanism would provide a neutral 
and independent governance forum with a wide-
ranging remit and responsibilities to facilitate 
the development of a comprehensive knowledge 

base and agreement on tools, policies, priorities, 
and approaches for sustaining relationships with 
the environment that are culturally sensitive, 
equitable, and environmentally responsible. 

The details for the form and substance of 
the IRCE are important, and considerable 
deliberation for its design and operation will be 
required. We propose a framework for a structure, 
objectives, and modalities consisting of, inter alia, 
the following tasks:

• Provide technical support and assistance to 
develop a mutually agreed factual basis for 
decision-making and policy development, 
including monitoring, evaluation, and 
reporting systems; commissioning open and 
transparent reviews by experts, Nations’ and 
State governments’ representatives to identify 
and prioritize research;

• Support capacity-building and awareness-
raising initiatives on environmental matters of 
common interest;

In due course, as participants determine, 

• Facilitate problem-solving and resolution of 
differences; 

9 Include the following:

• Centennial Accord between the Federally Recognized Indian Tribes in Washington State and the State of Washington, 1989 and Centennial 
Accord Millennium Agreement.

• The 1985 Compact of Free Association (CFA) between the US, Marshall Islands, and Micronesia.  The CFA is broad, encompassing 472 
sections in 4 Titles - Governmental Relations (7 articles - see especially Article vi on Environmental Protection), Economic Relations (5 
articles), Security and Defense (4 articles), and General Provisions (7 articles).  As an over-arching agreement of relations between sovereign 
States and Nations, it contains many of the elements that the EC has been thinking would be developed under Resolution 1.  This complex 
agreement represents a modern analog to the 19th Century treaties between the United States and Indian Nations.  

• Indigenous Protected and Conserved Areas (IPCAs)provide examples of Indigenous Laws in the Context of Conservation

• Natural Resource Co-management Agreement-e.g., between the State of Oregon and the Coquille Indian Tribe

• Master Stewardship Agreements

• Step into the River - a framework for economic reconciliation being developed in the area known as Canada
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•  Develop governance systems and processes 
that monitor, arbitrate, and ensure compliance 
on environmental issues and standards 
pertaining to the interests of Nations and 
States. We recommend that these governance 
functions encompass the capacity to:

▪ Promote the implementation, monitoring, 
and reporting of ISAs, conventions, and 
treaties as they relate to the joint interests 
of Indigenous Nations and States. 

▪ Undertake or promote, where necessary 
or as appropriate, country/regional studies, 
monitoring, fact-finding, or investigative 
missions to further examine environmental 
impacts or in response to a particular 
situation.

▪ Promote the establishment of temporary 
non-judicial Commissions to establish 
facts and develop recommendations 
regarding compliance with agreements and 
commitments (e.g., mapping violations, 
taking testimonies).

▪ Product public reports on the IRCE 
findings to provide impartial records of 
the events examined with conclusions on 
accountability and recommendations on 
reconciliation and reparations.

▪ Promote the establishment of dispute 
resolution mechanisms for environmental 
disagreements between Indigenous Nations 
and States.

The remit of the global IRCE could be 
strengthened, in time, by extending its capacity 
to regional councils based on regional groupings 

of common interest and priorities and with a 
strong representation of Indigenous Nations. 
Regional councils would tailor the governance 
of environmental policies and strategies to the 
interests of Indigenous Nations and member 
States, better capturing the divergent and 
evolving perspectives on these matters and 
further helping to redress the current power 
imbalances. The modalities for such groupings 
could draw on pre-existing models and templates 
of multilateral groupings (See e.g.  Balsiger and 
Prys 2016). Furthermore, additional modalities 
could be developed for types of environmental 
issues that are amenable to regional approaches 
such as biological diversity and threatened 
species, climate change; ocean acidification, 
hypoxia, harmful algal blooms; air and water 
quality; forestry resources (forest (deforestation, 
wildfire, insects, disease, illegal logging, supply 
train verification, tariffs/taxation); pollution and 
waste; and overfishing (depletion of ocean fish 
stocks).

Properly constituted, we contend that the 
IRCE and its regional bodies could provide a 
more effective governance process for designing 
and implementing environmental policies and 
programs, including ISAs, in several respects. 
It would ensure more equitable treatment of 
Indigenous Nations. Moreover, by establishing 
a formal platform that would enable Indigenous 
Nations to articulate their interests at both 
global and regional levels, the IRCE would 
help to redress the current imbalance between 
States and Nations in environmental decision-
making. Further, by reducing conflicting and 
competing claims, the IRCE would ensure better 
cooperation, trust, and reciprocity between the 
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parties. Finally, by establishing a mechanism that 
draws more effectively on under-represented 
environmental discourses and value systems 
of Indigenous Nations, the IRCE would enable 
States to enhance longer-term sustainability 
agendas that reflect the interconnected needs of 
all human and non-human communities.

In Sum, the Value Added by  
the IRCE is Threefold

First, it provides a means to deploy the 
extensive knowledge and expertise of Indigenous 
Nations in development and resource usage 
policies, strategies, and decisions in ways that 
respects their beliefs regarding relationships with 
and stewardship of their environments. Currently, 
this wisdom, expertise, and the underpinning 
value systems of adaptability are insufficiently 
deployed in such decision-making. The lack 
of such contributions results in the excessive 
depletion of environmental resources, availability, 
and quality. In addition, such a body would help 
to highlight human rights and environmental 
justice concerns and give a stronger voice 
to socio-economic-cultural dimensions of 
environmental issues.

Second, the ICRE would seek to overcome 
structural barriers to Indigenous Nations’ 
participation by providing a process and formal 
institutional entity to identify and reconcile 
divergent perspectives, priorities, values, and 
knowledge systems regarding relationships and 
responsibilities toward the environment.  

Third, by establishing a formal platform for 
Indigenous Peoples to articulate their interests 
at both global and regional levels, the IRCE will 

help to redress the current imbalance between 
States and Indigenous Nations in environmental 
decision-making, thereby reducing conflicting 
and competing claims and building collaboration, 
cooperation and trust between the parties. 
The IRCE would establish a mechanism that 
draws more effectively on under-represented 
environmental discourses and value systems of 
Indigenous Nations, enabling States to enhance 
longer-term sustainability agendas that reflect the 
interconnected needs of communities of humans 
and non-humans.

Conclusion

Holistic world views, based on principles of 
interconnectedness, respect, and reciprocity 
that have enabled Indigenous Nations to 
adapt and survive socio-economic-political-
environmental changes, can contribute 
significantly to the dialogue needed to chart 
a path for a sustainable environment. Our 
proposals – guiding principles to enhance 
collaborative efforts between Indigenous 
Nations and States and new intra- and inter- 
organizations would establish a more formal and 
comprehensive framework for the governance 
of environmental interests. Collaborative, 
respectful, cooperative relationships at multiple 
levels with political sovereigns are needed to care 
for the environment.  A new schema of problem 
solving, governance and decision-making that 
gives Indigenous Nations a substantive voice 
in decision-making would help identify and 
reconcile differences, effectuate the principles 
and objectives espoused in ISAs and enhance the 
implementation of sustainable environmental 
policies.

W I N T E R  V 2 2  N 2  2 0 2 3F O U R T H  W O R L D  J O U R N A L



23

A  V O I C E  A T  T H E  T A B L E :   S T R E N G T H E N I N G  C O L L A B O R A T I O N  I N  
T H E  G O V E R N A N C E  O F  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  A G R E E M E N T S

R E F E R E N C E S

Balsiger, P., and Prys, M., (2016) ‘Regional agreements in international environmental Politics’, Journal of 
International Environmental Agreements, 2016:16, pps. 239–260, DOI 10.1007/s10784-014-9256-3)

Garnett, S.T., Burgess, N.D., Fa, J.E. et al. (2018) ‘A spatial overview of the global importance of Indigenous 
lands for conservation’, Nat Sustain 1, pps. 369–374, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-018-0100-6

This Article may be cited as:

Hamilton B., Baldes J., Morishima G., Shakalela E., Varghese J., Zetter R., (2023) A Voice At the Table: 
Strengthening Collaboration in the Governance of Environmental Agreements. Fourth World Journal. Vol. 
22, N2. pp. 15-25. 

A B O U T  T H E  A U T H O R S

Beatrice Hamilton 
Beatrice is appointed as a Teaching Fellow and Lecturer in Law for the 

Environmental Law and Policy LLM program at Stanford Law School, Research 
Associate at the Edinburgh Centre for International and Global Law, University 
of Edinburgh and as a Doctoral Researcher at the Ghent Rolin-Jaequemyns 
International Law Institute, Ghent University. Beatrice holds a Bachelor of Laws, 

Master of Commercial Law, Master of International Relations, Master of Diplomacy and Trade and is a 
doctoral candidate at Ghent University where her research focuses on the protection of the environment 
during armed conflict. Prior to academia, Beatrice has worked in both the pri-vate and public sectors and 
has a background in environmental policy. She has previously served on the Congress of Nations and States 
Environmental Commission.

Jason Baldes
Jason Baldes, an enrolled member of the Eastern Shoshone Tribe, received both 

his bachelor’s and master’s degrees in Land Resources & Environmental Sciences 
from Montana State University, where he focused on the restoration of buffalo/bison 
to Tribal lands. In 2016 he spearheaded the successful effort to restore buffalo to the 
Wind River Indian Reservation and works with the East-ern Shoshone and Northern 

W I N T E R  V 2 2  N 2  2 0 2 3 F O U R T H  W O R L D  J O U R N A L



24

B E A T R I C E  H A M I L T O N ,  J A S O N  B A L D E S ,  G A R Y  M O R I S H I M A ,  
E L I Z E  S H A K A L E L A ,  J E J I  V A R G H E S E ,  R O G E R  Z E T T E R 

Elize Shakalela

Gary Morishima

Elize Shakalela is an Environmental law activist, who serves a Law Lecturer at 
the University of Namibia and Part time environmental law consultant. She holds 
a Master’s degree in rule of Law for development. She also serves as board member 
at the Community Conservation Fund of Na-mibia (CCFN), A trustee of the Rooikat 
Trust and is an Honorary member of the Namibia Cham-ber of Environment. She 

Dr. Morishima has previously been appointed as Technical Advisor for Natural 
Resource Manage-ment to the President of the Quinault Indian Nation, an Executive 
Board Member on the Intertribal Timber Council, to the Advisory Committee on 
Climate Change and Natural Resource Science. Gary is also a former member of a 
team revising the US Fish & Wildlife Service’s Native Ameri-can Policy, the Salmon 

Arapaho Tribes in buffalo management, land rematriation, and cultur-al reconnection to buffalo. He is 
an advocate, educator and speaker on Indigenous cultural revitali-zation and ecological restoration who 
has also served as director of the Wind River Native Advo-cacy Center, where he was instrumental in the 
passing of the Wyoming Indian Education for All Act. He currently splits time as the executive director 
of the Wind River Tribal Buffalo Initiative and Tribal Buffalo Program Senior Manager for the National 
Wildlife Federation’s Tribal Partner-ships Program. Jason sits on the board of directors of the Inter-Tribal 
Buffalo Council, and the board of trustees for the Conservation Lands Foundation.

also founded the plastic free campaign for Namibia which persuaded Na-mibia’s government to place a ban 
on all single use plastic bags and introduced plastic levies. She is also Namibia’s Earth Ambassador through 
Miss Earth Namibia 2016.

Technical Team, the Pacific Fishery Management Council, the Intergov-ernmental Advisory Committee 
for Northwest Forest Plan, the Salmon & Steelhead Advisory Commission, and US Forest Service Tribal 
Relations Task Force and Implementation Team. Dr Morishima has also held the position of U.S. Chair for 
several technical committees of the Pacific Salmon Commission. Dr Morishima is the receiver of numerous 
awards including the Pride in Excellence Award, the Boeing Company and the Earle Wilcox National Award 
for Outstanding Contributions to Indian Forestry. 

W I N T E R  V 2 2  N 2  2 0 2 3F O U R T H  W O R L D  J O U R N A L



25

A  V O I C E  A T  T H E  T A B L E :   S T R E N G T H E N I N G  C O L L A B O R A T I O N  I N  
T H E  G O V E R N A N C E  O F  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  A G R E E M E N T S

Roger Zetter
Roger Zetter is Emeritus Professor of Refugee Studies at the University of Oxford 

and former Di-rector of the Refugee Studies Centre at the University. In an academic 
career spanning over 40 years his research, publications, teaching and consultancy 
on forced displacement, refugee and hu-manitarian affairs includes all stages of the 
‘refugee cycle’, focusing on institutional and policy dimensions of the refugee and 

humanitarian ‘regime’, and the impacts on forcibly displaced people. Amongst his 150 publications, his 
seminal 1991 paper on ‘Labelling Refugees: Forming and Transforming a Bureaucratic Identity’ is one of 
the most widely cited papers in refugee literature. From 1988-2001, he was Founding Editor of the Journal 
of Refugee Studies (published by OUP).

His research and consultancy funders include: UK ESRC, Joseph Rowntree Foundation, MacAr-thur 
Foundation, Brookings-Bern Project, MPI, ICRC, IFRC, UNHCR, UNDP, UNFPA, UN-Habitat, IOM, ILO, 
EC, World Bank, Governments of Denmark, Finland, Norway, NZ, Switzer-land, UK. He has regional 
expertise in sub-Saharan Africa, Europe and the Middle East.

Recent research and consultancy themes include: environmental change and population displace-
ment (MacArthur Foundation, UNHCR, Swiss MFA, Norwegian MFA); development-led re-sponses to the 
economic costs and impacts of forced displacement (World Bank, KNOMAD, UNDP, Danish MFA, EC, 
ILO); protection and forced displacement (Swiss Federal Commission for Migration, Swiss MFA, MPI); 
framing humanitarian principles (IOM). He was team leader for a recently completed Evaluation of ‘Forced 
Displacement and Finnish Development Policy’ for the Finnish MFA.

Jeji Varghese
Jeji Varghese is faculty member in the Department of Sociology and Anthropology 

at the Universi-ty of Guelph, on the traditional lands of the Attawandaron, 
Anishinaabek, and Haudenosaunee Peoples on the treaty lands and territory of 
the Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation, Between the Lakes Purchase (Treaty 
3), Dish with One Spoon Territory. As a critical community engaged scholar, her 

research interests include Indigenous and Western Science knowledge systems en-gagement in land/water 
governance/stewardship/conservation, just climate transitions, socio-ecological sustainability, and the 
scholarship of teaching and learning. She had previously served as on the CNS Environmental Commission.

W I N T E R  V 2 2  N 2  2 0 2 3 F O U R T H  W O R L D  J O U R N A L


