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Preface: The Global Constitution Research Project - Open 

Science Justice Lab: Book of Essays I 

The Global Constitution research project is financed by the National Science Foundation 

of the Netherlands through the Spinoza Prize for research on global justice issues.   

This project aims to do research to create a legitimate and scientifically sound global 

constitution. Legitimacy is primarily created through our Open Science Justice Lab. This 

lab invites contributions by the general public on what should be included in a global 

constitution. These around 1000 word essays, poems, cartoons or art work from the 

public above the age of 10 provide inspiration of what to include in the constitution. This 

book presents the first 50 essays. 

A second element of the Open Science Justice Lab is presentations on why we need a 

Global Constitution. These are also presented on our website. A third element are our 

regular online and f2f workshops on a Global Constitution. All contributors are invited 

to become contributing authors of the Global Constitution.  

For legitimacy and scientific soundness, we compare existing constitutions for common 

elements. Our team researches all the ideas suggested to us to create arguments for 

inclusion and methods of inclusion in such a constitution. We also link up with other 

actors working on similar issues to avoid duplication and to maximize our narrative.  

This brings me to the question: why do we need a Global Constitution? I believe we 

need a Global Constitution because global institutions are failing; because we need to 

address global inequality and ecological disasters; because we marginalize people and 

countries; because our economic system may lead to ecosystem collapse, because our 

technologies may be taking us in an inappropriate direction; because global substantive 

rule of law is needed; because in 2025 our global politicians appear to be countering all 

understanding of constitutional behaviour nationally and internationally and there may 

be many other reasons.   

Institutions at the global level are fragmented and contradictory. Based on the hypothesis 

that it is impossible to create a comprehensive economic, social and environmental 

system for all, this project promotes the idea of global environmental constitutionalism 

against which the diverse institutions can be tested. Such a global environmental 

constitutionalism builds on the existing UN Charter, the Goals from the 2015 UN 2030 

Agenda on the Sustainable Development Goals, the principles from the 1992 Rio 

Declaration on Environment and Development, the Earth System Justice framework, and 

other relevant documents.  

We welcome your ideas, arguments and art work; we welcome you to become a 

contributing author of our Global Constitution. We hope you enjoy reading these essays 

and that they inspire you to think with us in our Open Science Justice Lab. 

 

Joyeeta Gupta 

Professor of Climate Justice, Sustainability and Global Constitutionalism 
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1. The Voices of the Future: Youth at the Core of a Global 

Constitution 

Sabine van Ewijk 

 

How would you feel if you had little or no power over problems that might affect your 

life now and should definitely shape your future? This uncertainty is the reality for many 

young people as they are dealing with the biggest challenges of our time. Statistics 

reveal, for instance, that 70% of young people in the Netherlands are worried about 

climate change (Milieudefensie Jong, 2023). Around the world, young people are 

experiencing climate anxiety so intensely that it interferes with their daily lives 

(Hickman et al., 2021). However, climate change is not the only problem 

disproportionately affecting young people. Issues like poverty, unemployment, violation 

of human rights, and many other challenges also shape their daily lives and futures. 

Young people should be the first to feel the effects of our decisions today. That is why it 

is imperative that they have a real voice in decision-making. Not only is it just, but if 

their voices are not heard, it becomes more likely that less attention is paid to the issues 

that affect them the most, like climate change (IPU, 2023). Sadly, our current global 

systems do not suffice to make meaningful youth participation happen. We cannot write 

this Global Constitution or tackle major global issues without making sure that young 

people play a key role in shaping our solutions. Ensuring that young people have a say is 

not optional; instead, it is critical for shaping a livable future for all. We work towards a 

just and equitable world that recognizes the needs and rights of all generations, including 

those that should come after us. Who could shape that ideal world better than young 

people as advocates for the future?  

First of all, half of the people in our world are under 30 (Boynton & Vasileva-Blazev, 

2023). It is only fair to give them the power to influence decision-making. The 

willingness of young people to contribute to creating a more just and sustainable world is 

evident in street protests and on social media. However, they lack the agency to effect 

change because the power lies in the hands of older generations; only 2.6% of 

parliamentarians globally are under 30 (IPU, 2023). This underrepresentation results in 

an "intergenerational power gap" (Pierce, 2025). To address this, we  reconstruct our 

global democratic processes so that youth voices and experiences are amplified. One 

approach is to demand that each country’s parliament reflects the demographic makeup 

of its voting population. This would help rectify the underrepresentation of young people 

in political power. Research from the Inter-Parliamentary Union shows that two-thirds of 

people favour fairer political representation (Boynton & Vasileva-Blazev, 2023). 

Again, this is not only fair but also highly necessary. As the world is facing challenges it 

never has before, our planet needs new ideas. Young people are still open-minded, 

allowing them to take a unique and refreshing perspective on the challenges we face 

today, which should shape their future. Some might think that young people are 

irresponsible or lack experience. However, we find young people leading the way in the 
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most challenging circumstances, from Greta Thunberg to Malala Yousafzai (Boynton & 

Vasileva-Blazev, 2023). Through this Global Constitution, we mandate the use of the 

views of young people on global issues that we face. One way to do so is by mandating 

youth consultations while drafting international treaties, ensuring that agreements on 

critical issues like climate change, trade, or human rights incorporate the input and 

perspectives of young people. Although youth consultations sometimes happen, they are 

optional and informal instead of required.  

There is another limitation that often leaves the perspectives of young people out of the 

picture in political processes: the voting age. In many countries, the voting age remains 

18, causing the needs and concerns of anyone younger than that to most likely be 

overlooked by policymakers, whereas the decisions do directly affect their lives, too. 

Why create barriers to youth participation, such as a high voting age? We empower 

young people so that they can have a say in shaping decisions that have an impact on 

their lives now and their future. There are countries that have already lowered the voting 

age for certain elections, and we can follow in their footsteps. In this Global 

Constitution, we advocate for the universal lowering of the voting age to 16, so that 

young people are actively included in democratic processes. 

In conclusion, it is not only just to include young people when making decisions 

regarding global issues, we also need their refreshing ideas in the constantly emerging 

challenges we face today. We cannot ignore half of our world’s population but listen to 

them and actively use their ideas to find solutions to global issues. Young people have 

already shown they want to create a better world through activism, innovation and 

advocacy. Nevertheless, young people are systematically underrepresented in politics 

and decision-making. The “intergenerational power gap” contributes to young people not 

being heard. This Global Constitution is a unique opportunity to overcome barriers for 

youth participation, and ensure their voices are heard in global decision-making once and 

for all. Whether it is by mandating youth consultations, establishing youth quotas, or 

lowering the voting age to 16. This way, we can lay the foundations for a framework in 

which we sufficiently listen to and value the contributions of young people. By taking 

these measures, we can ensure that the solutions to global issues that we come up with 

are equitable and forward-looking. With the creativity, resilience and passion of young 

people, we can shape a liveable and sustainable future for all. We empower them by 

giving them the right tools and platforms so that they can optimally contribute to 

addressing the biggest issues of our time. The future belongs to young people, and it is 

time we start giving them the power to shape it.  
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2. Agonistic Approach to Global Constitutionalism 

Luc van Vliet 

  

Any project that addresses Global Constitutionalism (GC) must account for plural 

approaches which build on agonistic political theory (Mouffe, 2011) and build on the 

work of Royer (2021). This approach aligns with the goals of Earth system governance 

and Earth law scholarship (Kotzé et al., 2022; Rockström et al., 2024), while offering a 

fresh theoretical perspective which lays the foundations of an agonistic global 

environmental constitutionalism (AGEC). 

GC has been interpreted in diverse ways (Peters, 2014; Schwöbel, 2010), broadly 

grouped into three approaches (Wiener et al., 2012): (1) a descriptive (functionalist 

school) and (2) normative (normative school) approach to analysing processes of 

constitutionalisation in international law, as well as a (3) combined (pluralist school) 

approach that “seeks to identify the positive potential of constitutional norms and 

processes but also the potential dangers emanating from them in a plural global system” 

(Royer, 2021, p. 199). The approach of the pluralist school makes explicit a dilemma in 

political theory that is at the heart of any inquiry into GC: how to strike a balance 

between empowering and limiting political institutions (such as constitutions) so that 

they both guard against tyranny or authoritarianism (protecting freedom as a negative 

right), and guard against the ‘ex-cesses’ of too much freedom when interpreted as a 

positive right, failing to protect political subjects from e.g., crime or pollution (Royer, 

2021). This dilemma is especially pronounced in the context of GC, where planetary-

scale challenges—such as the breaching of planetary boundaries and the risks posed by 

AI—demand substantial empowerment of global constitutional frameworks, while the 

profound heterogeneity of the world should simultaneously demand the safeguarding of 

freedom as a positive right. 

Liberal constitutionalism is one approach to this dilemma that emphasises a Global 

Constitution’s mandate to ensure order by strengthening existing international legal 

procedures and organisations. It tries to get away from the problem of a constitution 

stifling pluralism by asserting that rational consensus on global norms can be achieved 

through democratic deliberation. As such, it is affiliated with the normative school and 

the communicative philosophy of Jürgen Habermas (Habermas, 2006; Kumm, 2009). 

Both political constitutionalists (Waldron, 2016) and scholars associated with the 

political theory of agonism (Tully, 1995) criticise this approach for its potential to 

depoliticise and compromise the democratic content of GC. In essence, agonists see 

rational consensus as not only impossible, but undesirable, because it can stifle conflict 

understood as a political good key to proper democratic engagement and pluralism 

(Mouffe, 2000). 

As an alternative, agonists advocate establishing a political space where conflictual 

(rather than rational) consensus can be constantly negotiated by agons rather than 

antagonists who, though they disagree on the interpretation of norms, agree on the norms 
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themselves (such as democracy). This means that the challenge remains for agonists to 

delineate what is excluded to constitute this order. 

For the development of an agonistic GC, this question is particularly pertinent given the 

compounded heterogeneity inherent in global governance arrangements, such as North-

South asymmetries and diverse cultural contexts. Nevertheless, there are scholars who 

assert that agonism and (global) constitutionalism are not mutually exclusive, and the 

editors of the journal Global Constitutionalism have challenged scholars to develop 

visions of agonistic GC, particularly given its potential to dovetail with eco-social 

constitutionalism that aims to transform an unsustainable global system so that 

ecological and social systems mutually support each other (see Tully et al., 2016, p. 14). 

The insights of agonism offers a potentially transformative approach to GC given the 

way it accounts for pluralism, which is acknowledged as a key part of addressing global 

problems such as climate change (Berman, 2013; Ghaleigh et al., 2022). As it stands, 

agonistic GC is in its infancy in the literature (see Royer, 2021; Tully, 1995), and there is 

no conceptualisation of agonistic GC as it relates to one of the most pressing global 

problems for which GC could prove particularly useful: humanity’s impacts on the 

natural world, including the climate and biodiversity crises. 

At the same time, global environmental constitutionalism (GEC)—a specific approach to 

applying constitutional thought to planetary governance—has been more robustly 

theorised in the literature (see Capra & Mattei, 2015; Kotzé, 2016, 2017), though in a 

way that aligns with the perspective of liberal constitutionalism, with an under-justified 

reliance on rational consensus warranted by the magnitude of environmental threats. 

This suggests a gap in the literature regarding both a theoretic examination of agonistic 

GEC as well as how it would manifest concretely in terms of cultural norms and legal 

and institutional arrangements. This gap is particularly significant from the perspective 

of the pluralist school, as scholars have flagged the useful insights to be gained from 

synthesising the Habermasian and Mouffian theoretical approaches associated with GEC 

and agonis-tic GC respectively, such as strengthening the theoretical foundations of the 

to-date more legalistic and structural work of GEC scholars (Kapoor, 2002; Keohane, 

1993). 

Hence, it is critical to address the question: How can agonistic political theory be applied 

to develop a pluralistic and ecologically integrated global constitutionalism that 

effectively addresses global environmental challenges? This also implies examining:  

• What the grundnorm (the constitutive norm that adequately excludes forces that would 

challenge the fostered space of agonistic conflictual consensus) of AGEC be, especially 

given the anthropocentrism of previous attempts (see Royer, 2021)? There is scope here 

to integrate Earth System Justice thinking (Gupta et al., 2023) and multispecies justice 

scholarship (Celermajer et al., 2021, 2023), which challenge anthropocentrism in the 

justice literature. 

• How can AGEC address critiques of global (environmental) constitutionalism being 

insufficiently pluralistic and overly Western-centric (Boyd, 2011) to ensure inclusivity of 

diverse cultural and environmental perspectives? 
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• How would AGEC conceive of ecological rights, particularly considering the rights of 

nature movement? Given the varying interpretations of this legal doctrine, which 

interpretations are more compatible with an agonistic approach to global 

constitutionalism (if any)? 

• What would AGEC look like practically? The literature is replete with the forms global 

constitutionalism could take, ranging from an intuitive global-type constitutional 

arrangement that constrains state sovereignty to ensure higher order norms, to enhanced 

participative global governance by various non-state actors (including citizens and social 

movements) through to deliberative arrangements (Kotzé, 2017, p. 172). These are not 

necessarily incompatible, and there is a good case to be made that effective global 

constitutionalism should require a mix of top-down and bottom-up initiatives in practice 

(Royer, 2021). 

These questions could be investigated with (1) a comparative constitutional analysis of 

national constitutions, combining the theoretical framework with a quantitative and 

geographic approach to ‘map’ different constitutional modes, (2) empirical research 

including interviews and participative workshops with scholars and activists, (3) case 

studies of innovative constitutional approaches to environmental governance (e.g., 

Ecuador), (4) integration of findings into a proposal for AGEC. 
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3. Green Constitutionalism 

Duygu Apaydin 

 

Every developed society has a constitution, which sets out the fundamental principles, 

structures and procedures of that society. In the present era, the concept of a constitution 

is not confined to the context of countries. Additionally, the concept of 

“constitutionalisation” is a topic of discussion within the field of international law. Since 

the 20th century, this discussion, which has been a constant element of the doctrine, also 

makes reference to the international community. This trend, known as “global 

constitutionalism” represents a future-oriented and proactive process. Global 

constitutionalism symbolises an academic movement closely associated with 

internationalist perspectives, including idealism, liberalism and the English School of 

international relations theory. Consequently, the future-oriented and process-oriented 

approach of global constitutionalism necessarily entails an investigation of the present 

and the past.\ 

In the context of global constitutionalism, the doctrine of “compensatory 

constitutionalism” refers to the existence of an international arena where there is no 

single government. In the contemporary era, the efficacy of governments is diminishing 

in the context of globalisation. In this regard, global constitutionalism emerges as a 

compensatory phenomenon. The role of the government in areas such as trade, economy, 

finance, security, environmental problems and social justice is gradually shifting to the 

international arena. Consequently, global constitutionalism is an interdisciplinary field of 

study. It is essential that deficiencies in the international arena are addressed through the 

implementation of a global constitution. 

A global constitution must facilitate just and inclusive development. In order to design a 

global constitution effectively, it is first necessary to analyse the concepts of constitution 

and constitutionalism and their interconnection. It would be advantageous to include 

existing studies in the constitutionalism movement. For instance, the “jus cogens” 

perspective of the German constitutional law professor Alfred Verdross, along with the 

constitutional studies of Anne Peters and Christian Tomuschat, are particularly 

invaluable for this project. Furthermore, an analysis of national constitutions and 

international constitutional norms, such as The Charter of the United Nations (UN), is 

essential to gain insight into the content of these documents. The key issue that this 

project seeks to answer is that of the most appropriate technique for the creation of a 

global constitution. It is only a global constitution created with modern legislative 

techniques that can meet the requirements of the contemporary age. The most fitting 

contemporary technique for constitutionalism in the context of human life and social 

justice is the “green constitutionalism” perspective. The Global Constitution  be founded 

upon the principles of “green constitutionalism” which encompasses a range of 

disciplines including law, finance, economics and sociology.  

Furthermore, a comparative analysis of existing green constitutional provisions in 

different countries should contribute to The Global Constitution. It is crucial to 
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underscore that the notion of the Global Constitution extends beyond the conventional 

understanding of a constitutional arrangement. In the field of legal science, the term 

“constitutional” encompasses everything that is in accordance with a constitution, 

beyond just the constitution itself, in other words, the entire legal system. Consequently, 

the concept of global constitutionalism requires a multidisciplinary and holistic 

approach. In democratic regimes with a well-established constitutional culture, 

constitutional arrangements are made in accordance with the requirements of the era and 

scientific developments. This type of constitution, also referred to as a “living 

constitution” is a form that adaptable to the current age. In the contemporary era, The 

Global Constitution must also be a living constitution, addressing the most pressing issue 

of our time: climate change. Hence, it is possible to say that a global constitution based 

on the principles of “green constitutional-ism” is the only means of ensuring the 

protection of future generations across multiple dimensions. 

In general, the Global Constitution based on the green constitutionalism technique, must 

establish an economic and political framework. In addition, the concept of “green 

democracy” is crucial for the Global Constitution. Because, it aims to establish a 

democratic framework that reforms the legal system to ensure ecological balance. It is 

evident that the concept of global constitutionalism encompasses social, democratic and 

economic reform that extends beyond the scope of a single constitutional regulation. 

Therefore, this study does not become constrained by the narrow confines of legal 

research. A general awareness on global constitutionalism must be cultivated within 

society. Furthermore, its economic significance must be elucidated. Therefore, the 

Global Constitution is not merely a legal document, it is also a social, economic and 

political arrangement. 

Motivated by great progress in the governance of new technologies, such as blockchain, 

AI, bio-tech trends over the past few years it is imperative to use mixed methods to 

determine how this must be treated in a Constitution. It is essential to clarify that 

commercial and financial matters do not contradict with the Global Constitution.  

To summarize, a global Constitution has to promote equitable, inclusive development 

from local to global level. It must include green constitutionalism as well as governance 

of new technologies such as block chain, AI and bio-tech. 
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4. Constitutionalizing the Global Community: A Dynamic 

Framework for Open Science, Precaution, and Collective 

Governance 

Ayşe Şehnaz Kart 

 

The ambitious endeavor to craft a Global Constitution invites us to embrace the 

complexities of our interconnected world and traverse the uncertainties that define our 

shared future. This task transcends mere technical or procedural considerations; it is a 

profound philosophical undertaking that demands a reimagining of law's role in a rapidly 

transforming global landscape. It challenges us to conceptualize governance as a living, 

adaptive framework capable of evolving alongside the accelerating rate of technological 

and societal change. This contribution proposes a visionary framework for a Global 

Constitution that integrates three key pillars: open science, the precautionary principle 

(PP), and collective decision-making. These elements coalesce to form an adaptive, 

inclusive, and resilient system uniquely poised to address multifaceted planetary 

challenges. 

The New Scientific Revolution and Legal Evolution 

Thomas Kuhn’s notion of paradigm shifts illuminates the transitional moment we inhabit 

(Kuhn, 1962). The current scientific revolution is driven not by solitary breakthroughs 

but by vast, networked transformations that challenge disciplines and institutions. 

Uncertainty is no longer an aberration to be resolved but a fundamental feature of this 

era. It demands a legal and governance architecture capable of engaging with complexity 

while remaining fluidly responsive to continuous change. 

Historically, legal paradigms have mirrored the intellectual revolutions of their times, 

albeit at a slower pace. The deterministic worldview of classical physics found its legal 

counterpart in the rigid hierarchies of legal positivism. Similarly, the probabilistic, 

entangled perspective ushered in by quantum mechanics parallels the erosion of 

traditional state sovereignty and the rise of participatory governance models. A Global 

Constitution must reflect this evolution, emerging as a dynamic system capable of 

shaping and being shaped by our pluralistic and uncertain global society. 

The Precautionary Principle: Transforming Uncertainty into Opportunity  

In this evolving paradigm, uncertainty is reframed not as a barrier but as a crucible for 

innovation. Central to this vision is the precautionary principle, a cornerstone framework 

for decision-making under conditions of uncertainty, enabling “social and ecological 

resilience” (Read & O’Riordan, 2017, p.8). PP’s inherent objective is “to preserve 

thermodynamic conditions in the biosphere, amenable to the preservation of all forms of 

life, including social and historical constructions of humanity” (Bourg & Schlegel, 2001, 

p.140). No other regulatory framework reflects such a duty of care. 

Initially rooted in environmental governance, PP’s applications extend to ethical, 

societal, and technological dilemmas. The CFI, in its seminal judgments, concluded in 
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clear terms that PP should be considered “a general principle of Community law” (Case 

T-74/00 Artegodan GmbH v Commission [2002] ECR II-4945, para 184). The Montreal 

Protocol exemplifies how PP preempted environmental crises by fostering global 

cooperation to curb ozone-depleting substances. The Oslo Principles further illustrate 

PP’s capacity to guide climate change mitigation efforts despite scientific uncertainties. 

Likewise, the EU's REACH framework demonstrates PP’s role in balancing innovation 

with safety while regulating complex risks. These precedents highlight the principle’s 

potential to address uncertainties associated with emerging technologies such as artificial 

intelligence (AI), synthetic biology, and quantum computing, safeguarding human rights 

and environmental integrity while navigating technological disruption. 

Toward an Open Constitution for an Open World  

The concept of an Open Constitution represents a paradigm shift in governance, aligning 

with principles of transparency, inclusivity, and adaptability. Drawing inspiration from 

the open science movement, it conceptualizes knowledge as a global public good and 

governance as a collaborative process. UNESCO’s Open Science Guidelines emphasize 

the transformative impact of democratizing data access (UNESCO, 2021). Initiatives like 

the Human Genome Project demonstrate how shared knowledge accelerates discovery 

and ensures equitable benefits. 

To operationalize this vision, the Open Constitution must institutionalize innovative 

participatory mechanisms. Models like the Irish Citizens' Assembly and Estonia's e-

Governance platform showcase how deliberative processes and digital technologies can 

expand global participation. A proposed Global Digital Forum, leveraging blockchain 

and AI technologies, could enable transparent and inclusive global decision- making 

across language barriers. By fostering a shared sense of responsibility, such frameworks 

reimagine governance as a living, adaptive process rather than a rigid hierarchy. 

The Right to Science: Aspirations and Challenges 

Central to this vision is the right to science, enshrined in the Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights in the aftermath of World War II's atrocities, which recognizes that 

knowledge and its benefits must be universally accessible (United Nations, 1948, Article 

27). Fully realizing this right requires structural changes, particularly in intellectual 

property regimes. The Open COVID Pledge, which temporarily lifted patent restrictions 

to expedite pandemic solutions, illustrates the potential of treating innovation as a shared 

resource (Open COVID Pledge, 2020). For a Global Constitution, this right is 

transformative, fostering equitable access while ensuring that the collective well-being 

supersedes proprietary interests. 

However, significant challenges remain, including intellectual property tensions, 

resource disparities and geopolitical competition. To address these issues, this proposal 

advocates a "Graduated Openness Framework," calibrating openness levels based on the 

societal impact of scientific discoveries. This approach ensures both collective benefits 

and incentives for innovation, while positioning the right to science as a catalyst for 

equitable global development. 
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A Constitution Rooted in Diverse Wisdom 

The framework integrates diverse theoretical and philosophical perspectives to create a 

resilient foundation for global governance. Gunther Teubner's societal constitutionalism 

and Niklas Luhmann's systems theory highlight the autonomy of social systems and the 

interplay between legal, political, and social spheres. Sheila Jasanoff's "Technologies of 

Humility" emphasizes inclusivity in science and technology governance, while Karl 

Llewellyn's legal realism and E.P. Thompson's view of law as negotiation reinforce the 

adaptability and dynamism of legal norms. 

This vision blends Western concepts of complex adaptive systems and critical legal 

theory with non-Western philosophies like Ubuntu and Confucian traditions, enriching 

the framework while challenging traditional constitutionalism. It draws from Jürgen 

Habermas's deliberative democracy and Amartya Sen's capability approach, linking open 

science to human development. Elinor Ostrom's commons governance informs resource 

management, while Bruno Latour's actor-network theory and Donna Haraway's situated 

knowledges deepen understanding of the interplay between science, society, and diverse 

wisdom. Boaventura de Sousa Santos's epistemologies of the South expand the 

framework's inclusivity beyond Western paradigms. 

This multidisciplinary and inclusive approach ensures governance structures that evolve 

with global complexities, fostering a constitutional framework that is inclusive, 

responsive, and academically robust. 

Conclusion 

Ambitions of total prowess are incompatible with the uncertainty and ignorance the 

world harbors (Read & O’Riordan, 2017). Acknowledging the limits of control and 

mastery and ethical limits of risk imposition, the precautionary principle carves out a 

space in law and policy for humility and collective action—a homage to Socratic 

wisdom. By integrating the precautionary principle, championing open science, and 

embracing participatory governance, this framework offers more than a legal artifact; it 

envisions a living, evolving system of global cooperation. The Open Constitution stands 

as a testament to humanity's capacity to navigate complexity, transform uncertainty into 

shared progress, and forge enduring governance structures grounded in wisdom and 

resilience. 
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5. Enshrining a right to mental health in the context of the triple 

planetary crisis in a Global Constitution 

Jessica Mary Rose 

 

Mental health is one of the leading causes of disability worldwide, with almost one billion 

people living with a diagnosable mental health condition. Over the past decade there has 

been increased recognition of the need to address mental health; yet two-thirds of people are 

not able to access quality treatment, due to a chronic lack of investment and parity with 

physical health. The triple planetary crisis will exacerbate this already dire situation. The 

WHO and IPCC have highlighted the significant mental health impacts of climate change, 

including trauma from extreme events, heightened mortality, loss of livelihood and culture, 

displacement, and involuntary migration. The effects of climate change will significantly 

worsen existing conditions and place more people at risk. In addition, the medical profession 

is recognizing newer mental health challenges, including eco-anxiety, solastalgia, ecological 

grief and climate-related psychological distress. The WHO and other institutions have called 

for strengthening the link between mental health and climate change, with the IPCC 

highlighting that improving access to mental healthcare is an ‘essential and effective 

adaption tool.’[1] 

The disproportionate effect of climate change related mental health impacts raises significant 

questions of environmental and global justice. Low- and middle-income countries are 

disproportionately susceptible to both the effects of climate change and its impacts on mental 

health. This is exacerbated by resource constraints and competing difficulties, meaning 

mental health remains low on the agendas of developing countries, raising questions of 

global justice and the need for greater health equity between the Global North and South. 

Indigenous people are among the most vulnerable to adverse mental health impacts of 

climate change. Children and youth are disproportionately affected by climate change related 

mental health issues, raising questions of intergenerational justice. Mental health and climate 

change is not merely an issue of access to healthcare: it is a moral issue and needs to be 

conceptualized as such.  

What this project would focus on 

This project aims to develop a legal framework for an enforceable right to mental health 

within the proposal for a Global Constitution. So far, only one proposal for a planetary 

mental health law has been made by Cheung and Ip, who argue for harnessing current 

sources of international hard and soft law to address mental health impacts of climate 

change.[2] Building on their short proposal, inclusion in a Global Constitution provides an 

opportunity to ensure a legally enforceable right, with a clear normative content. Given the 

interdisciplinary nature of the issue, this project seeks to go beyond a purely legal approach 

to incorporate findings of other multi-and transdisciplinary fields, to formulate clear and 

actionable policy objectives into the framework of this right.  

 

https://euc-word-edit.officeapps.live.com/we/wordeditorframe.aspx?ui=en-GB&rs=nl-NL&wopisrc=https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%2Fpersonal%2Fa_a_k_karg_uva_nl%2F_vti_bin%2Fwopi.ashx%2Ffiles%2F585a3d71094642df9ee841c2c4574d7c&wdenableroaming=1&mscc=1&wdodb=1&hid=F11980A1-907B-B000-8B0D-E68B06CBD74C.0&uih=sharepointcom&wdlcid=en-GB&jsapi=1&jsapiver=v2&corrid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&usid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&newsession=1&sftc=1&uihit=docaspx&muv=1&cac=1&sams=1&mtf=1&sfp=1&sdp=1&hch=1&hwfh=1&dchat=1&sc=%7B%22pmo%22%3A%22https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%22%2C%22pmshare%22%3Atrue%7D&ctp=LeastProtected&rct=Normal&wdorigin=ItemsView&wdhostclicktime=1739184029542&csc=1&instantedit=1&wopicomplete=1&wdredirectionreason=Unified_SingleFlush#_ftn1
https://euc-word-edit.officeapps.live.com/we/wordeditorframe.aspx?ui=en-GB&rs=nl-NL&wopisrc=https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%2Fpersonal%2Fa_a_k_karg_uva_nl%2F_vti_bin%2Fwopi.ashx%2Ffiles%2F585a3d71094642df9ee841c2c4574d7c&wdenableroaming=1&mscc=1&wdodb=1&hid=F11980A1-907B-B000-8B0D-E68B06CBD74C.0&uih=sharepointcom&wdlcid=en-GB&jsapi=1&jsapiver=v2&corrid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&usid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&newsession=1&sftc=1&uihit=docaspx&muv=1&cac=1&sams=1&mtf=1&sfp=1&sdp=1&hch=1&hwfh=1&dchat=1&sc=%7B%22pmo%22%3A%22https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%22%2C%22pmshare%22%3Atrue%7D&ctp=LeastProtected&rct=Normal&wdorigin=ItemsView&wdhostclicktime=1739184029542&csc=1&instantedit=1&wopicomplete=1&wdredirectionreason=Unified_SingleFlush#_ftn2
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Methodology and Approach 

This project would employ a mixed methods approach, beginning with a legal doctrinal 

analysis of the normative content of the human right to mental health, with the most 

significant sources being Art 12 of the ICESCR and its related rights in the Convention 

on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. The Committee on Economic, Social and 

Cultural Rights and the Committee on the Rights of the Child have held that the right to 

(mental) health does not just include a right to healthcare but also to the underlying 

determinants of health, including a healthy environment. There are also influential pieces 

of soft law, including resolutions of the Human Rights Council and the reports of the 

Special Rapporteur on the Right to Health, Dainius Puras, who focused his mandate on 

mental health.  

Beyond the international level, the doctrinal analysis be supplemented by empirical 

evidence of the inclusion of the right to mental health in national constitutions. The surge 

in climate litigation cases worldwide has seen a growing number of claimants invoke a 

right to have their mental health protected in these cases, [3] making this a dynamic area 

of progressive development.[4] Equally, given the anthropocentric approach that a focus 

on human rights lead to, it may be prudent to include an analysis of the emerging 

discourse on rights of animals and of nature, as well as the principle of  intergenerational 

justice, linking this to mental health. Bringing the findings of the legal doctrinal analysis 

together would provide a comprehensive human rights approach to the issue.  

The second method is inclusion of empirical and normative findings from 

multidisciplinary fields. SDG 3 includes a target in relation to mental health, but a 

growing base of empirical research could be drawn on to formulate further targets. In 

particular, the field of planetary health is increasingly engaging with mental health, 

including proposals from key stakeholders in how to further policy and legal change.[5] 

Engaging with the field of Earth Systems Governance would better address the drivers of 

climate change and its mental health impacts, as well as healthcare inequality, leading to 

a framework that could create tangible results. It will be important to address the 

question of how to create a global healthcare system in which mental healthcare needs 

are met, without overstepping planetary boundaries.[6] This could entail a multi-level 

governance analysis of key competences for mental health across global, international 

national, regional and local levels, taking particular states as case studies.  

Ideal Outcome and Contribution to the Global Constitution 

The objective of this project is to propose a robust legal framework recognizing the link 

between mental health and the triple planetary crisis in international law and as an issue 

of environmental justice. Providing a clarity on the state’s obligations would hopefully 

enable further climate litigation cases based on mental health concerns to succeed. 

Inclusion in the Global Constitution would contribute to the call for radical redistribution 

of global resources to effectively respond to the triple planetary crisis, while ensuring 

this neglected link between health and the environment is addressed. 

 

https://euc-word-edit.officeapps.live.com/we/wordeditorframe.aspx?ui=en-GB&rs=nl-NL&wopisrc=https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%2Fpersonal%2Fa_a_k_karg_uva_nl%2F_vti_bin%2Fwopi.ashx%2Ffiles%2F585a3d71094642df9ee841c2c4574d7c&wdenableroaming=1&mscc=1&wdodb=1&hid=F11980A1-907B-B000-8B0D-E68B06CBD74C.0&uih=sharepointcom&wdlcid=en-GB&jsapi=1&jsapiver=v2&corrid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&usid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&newsession=1&sftc=1&uihit=docaspx&muv=1&cac=1&sams=1&mtf=1&sfp=1&sdp=1&hch=1&hwfh=1&dchat=1&sc=%7B%22pmo%22%3A%22https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%22%2C%22pmshare%22%3Atrue%7D&ctp=LeastProtected&rct=Normal&wdorigin=ItemsView&wdhostclicktime=1739184029542&csc=1&instantedit=1&wopicomplete=1&wdredirectionreason=Unified_SingleFlush#_ftn3
https://euc-word-edit.officeapps.live.com/we/wordeditorframe.aspx?ui=en-GB&rs=nl-NL&wopisrc=https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%2Fpersonal%2Fa_a_k_karg_uva_nl%2F_vti_bin%2Fwopi.ashx%2Ffiles%2F585a3d71094642df9ee841c2c4574d7c&wdenableroaming=1&mscc=1&wdodb=1&hid=F11980A1-907B-B000-8B0D-E68B06CBD74C.0&uih=sharepointcom&wdlcid=en-GB&jsapi=1&jsapiver=v2&corrid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&usid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&newsession=1&sftc=1&uihit=docaspx&muv=1&cac=1&sams=1&mtf=1&sfp=1&sdp=1&hch=1&hwfh=1&dchat=1&sc=%7B%22pmo%22%3A%22https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%22%2C%22pmshare%22%3Atrue%7D&ctp=LeastProtected&rct=Normal&wdorigin=ItemsView&wdhostclicktime=1739184029542&csc=1&instantedit=1&wopicomplete=1&wdredirectionreason=Unified_SingleFlush#_ftn4
https://euc-word-edit.officeapps.live.com/we/wordeditorframe.aspx?ui=en-GB&rs=nl-NL&wopisrc=https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%2Fpersonal%2Fa_a_k_karg_uva_nl%2F_vti_bin%2Fwopi.ashx%2Ffiles%2F585a3d71094642df9ee841c2c4574d7c&wdenableroaming=1&mscc=1&wdodb=1&hid=F11980A1-907B-B000-8B0D-E68B06CBD74C.0&uih=sharepointcom&wdlcid=en-GB&jsapi=1&jsapiver=v2&corrid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&usid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&newsession=1&sftc=1&uihit=docaspx&muv=1&cac=1&sams=1&mtf=1&sfp=1&sdp=1&hch=1&hwfh=1&dchat=1&sc=%7B%22pmo%22%3A%22https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%22%2C%22pmshare%22%3Atrue%7D&ctp=LeastProtected&rct=Normal&wdorigin=ItemsView&wdhostclicktime=1739184029542&csc=1&instantedit=1&wopicomplete=1&wdredirectionreason=Unified_SingleFlush#_ftn5
https://euc-word-edit.officeapps.live.com/we/wordeditorframe.aspx?ui=en-GB&rs=nl-NL&wopisrc=https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%2Fpersonal%2Fa_a_k_karg_uva_nl%2F_vti_bin%2Fwopi.ashx%2Ffiles%2F585a3d71094642df9ee841c2c4574d7c&wdenableroaming=1&mscc=1&wdodb=1&hid=F11980A1-907B-B000-8B0D-E68B06CBD74C.0&uih=sharepointcom&wdlcid=en-GB&jsapi=1&jsapiver=v2&corrid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&usid=6ba25add-6bd8-2c04-0fa8-349a2690d290&newsession=1&sftc=1&uihit=docaspx&muv=1&cac=1&sams=1&mtf=1&sfp=1&sdp=1&hch=1&hwfh=1&dchat=1&sc=%7B%22pmo%22%3A%22https%3A%2F%2Famsuni-my.sharepoint.com%22%2C%22pmshare%22%3Atrue%7D&ctp=LeastProtected&rct=Normal&wdorigin=ItemsView&wdhostclicktime=1739184029542&csc=1&instantedit=1&wopicomplete=1&wdredirectionreason=Unified_SingleFlush#_ftn6
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6.  Conceptual and Practical Foundations for a Global 

Constitution 

Andres Duran Escudero 

 

In contemporary times, the convergence of global crises – such as environmental 

degradation, technological disruption, growing nationalism, and the criminalization of 

migration- demands that we rethink how institutions are structured to address these 

urgent challenges. Rather than expecting individuals to adapt to pre-existing 

frameworks, we must explore whether institutions themselves  be reimagined to guide 

humanity toward a sustainable, just, and inclusive global future. 

It is critical to investigate the conceptual and practical foundations necessary for creating 

a “Global Constitution”, a global framework that responds to present-day realities while 

setting a vision for the future. This endeavour must be approached as a critical but 

hopeful inquiry into the possibilities of institutional design in a rapidly changing world. 

The famous quote from Eduardo Galeano about utopia, which is always on the horizon 

but necessary for us to keep walking, encapsulates the approach: while we may never 

fully reach the ideal, the process of striving towards it is essential for progress. 

The Global Constitution must be both a formal and a material project. It must 

encapsulate not only the legal and institutional framework necessary for governance but 

also the values, ethical principles, and lived experiences of the global community. It 

must be multidisciplinary and inclusive in its methodology, with four key steps: i) global 

stakeholder consultation, ii) historical and comparative analysis, iii) identification of key 

thematic areas, and iv) deliberation and debate regarding the draft. 

A critical aspect of this project must involve ensuring that diverse voices—especially 

those historically marginalized—are included in the drafting process. It should 

emphasize a bottom-up approach, engaging political, social, and community 

organizations across the globe, particularly those affected by contemporary challenges 

such as environmental degradation and social in-equities. The aim is to create a 

Constitution that genuinely reflects the concerns and values of a global citizenry, rather 

than im-posing a top-down vision from elite circles. 

Beyond consultation, the project requires rigorous desk research. By employing a 

comparative analysis of constitutions from around the world, the research should extract 

“lessons learned” from a socio-legal perspective. This approach goes beyond merely 

analyzing legal texts; it should explore the political, social, and historical contexts that 

gave rise to specific constitutional innovations. For instance, a comparative study of the 

recognition of the rights of nature across constitutions can highlight the tensions between 

Global North and South perspectives on environmental protection and economic 

development. Such an analysis can help us find the middle ground that prioritizes the 

protection of fragile ecosystems while considering developmental needs. 
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A crucial step in this research is identifying the thematic areas that a global constitution 

must address to protect both humanity and nature in the face of 21st-century challenges. 

The research should focus on rights-based protections for individuals and ecosystems, 

alongside institutional mechanisms to safeguard these rights. For example, the 

establishment of a Global Environmental Court, with universal jurisdiction over serious 

environmental crimes, is a concept to be explored. While this may seem utopian, the 

research can critically assess the practical risks and challenges, such as ensuring the 

political independence of judges in an international geopolitical landscape. 

Finally, the drafting of a global constitution must be accompanied by extensive 

international dialogue and scrutiny. The research should foster collaboration among 

academic, political, and social sectors, engaging voices from both the Global North and 

South. Such a process should ensure that the constitution is viable and grounded in 

multiple perspectives, rather than being purely aspirational. This deliberative process 

should also critically examine the risk of creating an over-ambitious constitution that 

lacks institutional capacity, as seen in some Latin American experiences where 

expansive rights frameworks have not been met with adequate institutional responses. 

Thus, the Constitution should seek to strike a balance between legal and social science 

research. While envisioning a Global Constitution requires hope and idealism, it must 

also remain grounded in the practical realities of institutional design. Drawing on recent 

experiences in constitutionalism, particularly from Latin America, work also critically 

engage with the tension between “utopian constitutionalism” and “minimalist” 

approaches, aiming to chart a middle course that is visionary yet adaptable to changing 

circumstances. 

Ultimately, such research envisions a hopeful but critical pathway toward a Global 

Constitution—one that is both ambitious and realistic, a project that evolves as humanity 

continues its journey toward a more equitable and sustainable future. 

  



 

 

25 

7. A Global Constitution informed by New Empirical-Legal 

Insights into Constitutions and Constitutional Theories 

Erik Wesselius  

 

Today our picture of what constitutions ‘are’ and ‘do’ is shifting. No longer do we seem 

to accept the traditional scholarly paradigm in which constitutions are understood as 

brief, old-fashioned and non-changing documents laying down (‘entrenching’) broad 

principles to order society is increasingly challenged and no longer seems to reflect 

reality. Instead, based on large-N studies on national constitutions around the world 

recent empirical-legal scholarship (e.g. Chilton 2017 and 2021, Versteeg 2014, 2016) 

unfolds a new understanding of constitutions as increasingly wordy, technocratic 

documents. The empirical reality today is that the majority of democratic constitutions 

today are subject to frequent revisions and therefore ill-equipped to facilitate the 

entrenchment of their contents (Versteeg, Zakin 2016). 

These novel insights carry important implications for drafting a Global Constitution. 

You take advantage of previous empirical-legal studies by systematically collecting, 

categorizing, analysing and reflecting upon our state-of-the-art knowledge on 

constitutions. This in order to better understand the mechanisms behind the question if 

and why ‘entrenched’ constitutions no longer seem fit for contemporary use, and why 

‘un-entrenched’ and frequently revised constitutions nowadays prevail? What does this 

tell us about a possible Global Constitution? 

Deeper insight into these questions would immensely benefit the project of drafting of a 

Global Constitution, as systematic empirical scholarship on constitutions around the 

world strongly informs decisions about the outline and characteristics (entrenched or 

unentrenched?) of a new Global Constitution as well as which provisions to include and 

which ones to exclude? Do we want to design an entrenched or unentrenched Global 

Constitution, or a semi-entrenched version? And why so? 

As the need for an intelligently, democratically and critically designed Global 

Constitution, informed by rich empirical data from the world’s most authoritative 

sources, becomes more pressing than ever before it is important to systematically employ 

a variety of other methods (both quantitative and qualitative) for drafting the Global 

Constitution, appreciating the fact that issues related to global warming are inextricably 

bound with other problems, such as minimum international labour standards and 

worker’s social security (see recent ILO publications). 

The suggested qualitative methods include conducting (topical) interviews with political 

stakeholders, employers and legislators to collect more insights into the inabilities and 

shortcomings reflected in the designs of multilateral treaties and global conventions 

today and from the past, thereby failing to effectively protect individual human rights 

and the rights of future generations as countries are expected to fail to meet the criteria 

for CO2 reductions set in the 2030 and 2050 global sustainability agreements. These 
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interviews (snowball sampling, up to the point of saturation) can be transcribed and 

inductively coded in Atlas.TI. 

Moreover, our future is painted bleak by ineffective (and often overly political) 

international courts and organizations lacking the power to hold governments 

accountable when failing to respect individuals’ minimum standards of protection 

against the harmful local effects of global warming, such as increasing numbers of 

famines, water shortages as well as floodings, risks of poverty and (relatedly) armed 

conflicts and battles over scarce resources. 

Therefore, employing a quantitative methodological approach to this topic is needed as 

well, collecting relevant data and findings (graphs, figures, likelihood rates) 

systematically drawn from IPCC Assessments Reports from Working Groups that are 

published since 1990 for identifying patterns and trends (on lands, cities and oceans). 

Moreover, it is important to conduct a systematic jurisprudence analyses (see 

Verbruggen 2021) for coding and subsequently quantifying caselaw of regional and 

international human rights courts (e.g. ECtHR, IACHR) on environmental issues and 

social justice for inspiring provisions on human rights’ protections in the Global 

Constitution. 

But also from important global documents drafted by other organizations, such as the 

ILO on minimum labour standards to be protected in 2050 as more urban workers in the 

Global South become affected by rising temperatures should inform my Project, as well 

as taking into account (postcolonial) critiques expressed TWAIL literature for making 

the Global Constitution as inclusive, democratic and as equitable possible. 

In refining methodological approach(es), particularly for challenges and opportunities in 

translating the empirical findings (the ‘is’) into the normative-doctrinal Constitution (the 

‘ought’), the plan  be to regularly share and present work in progress on the Global 

Constitution for feedback from colleagues at the ESELS Working Group on Empirical 

Constitutional Studies as well as during our Society’s Annual Conferences and meetings 

for further input from Europe’s most passionate acknowledged ELS scholars. 

All in all, our future is painted bleak by ineffective (and often overly political) 

international courts and organizations lacking the power to hold governments 

accountable when failing to respect individuals’ minimum standards of protection 

against the harmful local effects of global warming, such as increasing numbers of 

famines, water shortages as well as floodings, risks of poverty and (relatedly) armed 

conflicts and battles over scarce resources. 

As the ‘global’ and the ‘local’ seem to be more entangled than ever before, I sincerely 

believe drafting a Global Constitution in the upcoming years could potentially solve 

many problems caused by ineffective political local authorities and inert multilateral 

treaties and global conventions today. To make this project work a wide interdisciplinary 

outreach as well as in-depth empirical knowledge of constitutional theories is required. 

As such, interdisciplinary research is essential for the Global Constitution Project. 
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8. Mankind’s Escape to a Steady State Planet 

Peter A.J Bootsma and Niels Faber 

 

Humanity's continued economic development is at the root of crises in climate, resource 

availability, biodiversity, equality, justice and geopolitics. We allow accumulation and 

ignore tipping points while time to avert worse is running out. Countering this deepening 

polycrisis and securing a ‘steady state planet’ requires an unprecedented world-wide 

mobilisation for system change. The good news is that awareness is growing and 

initiatives for global action, like Joyeeta Gupta’s call for contributions, are getting 

common.  

We imagine a rule set for a planetary steady state. We present a thought experiment, 

intended to help charting a terra incognita.  

Establishing and maintaining a steady state planet will require a widely supported, 

common purpose UN declaration, comparable to the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights. The purpose of such a Universal Steady State Planet Declaration, is to safeguard 

our planet from self-inflicted mass-extinctions. It needs to recognise the dilemma of on 

the one hand the human need for individual development and on the other hand the 

impossibility of endless growth on a finite planet. It should also call for the combined 

force of knowledge, ethics, market self-regulation, national legislation and international 

collaboration to create steady state planet conditions. The declaration may form a 

precursor to a Global Constitution, to be adopted in national legislations. The following 

explores its minimal rule set and suggests a way to coordinate its implementation.  

First, the Global Constitution needs to recognise fundamental rights on a steady state 

planet. It makes natural ecosystems legally relevant and dictates how their interests need 

to be determined and represented. Also, it reinforces basic human rights and identifies 

societal foundations, required to sustain civilizations. The Doughnut Economy model 

(Raworth, 2017) provides a starting point, combining Rockström et al.’s (2009) life 

support systems with societal services.  

Second, the constitution needs to make consumers, business owners and other 

stakeholders responsible and accountable within their own scope for violating any of 

those fundamental rights and for the social and ecological costs of their production and 

consumption. This to assure our planet’s systems are used within their restorative and 

absorptive capacities. Inserting ‘externalities’ in business models, reporting schemes, 

and enforcement through legislation, are strategies to evoke responsible behaviour. An 

implication is a reduction or rejection of the concept of limited liability. Note that 

personal growth and individual business growth should not be rejected.   

Third, the constitution should disallow limitless collective growth, as this violates the 

steady-state planet purpose. Limiting capital accumulation may be accomplished 

through, e.g., restricting succession rights and transfer of business ownership. Also, the 

allowed size or life span of corporations may be limited, especially in case of 

uncompensated social and ecological costs.   
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In theory, such a rule set draws the economy closer to natural ecosystems, where steady 

states are possible because nothing can grow disproportionally or live forever - not even 

at the top of the food chain. These rules, however, are both radical and problematic, 

which makes it unlikely if not impossible to get them instated, in both democratic and 

autocratic national states. To overcome this barrier, we add a model to our imaginary 

steady state planet constitution for society wide decision making about sustainability.   

‘Task democracy’ is such a model, derived from task-based medieval governance 

practices for water management.1 This model identifies five interdependent task groups 

in society that are indispensable in sustainable transition coordination. A blueprint for 

coordination platforms is provided in which chosen representatives of these task groups 

prioritise issues, initiate society wide collective transition action and negotiate a fair and 

synergetic distribution of tasks and costs.    

The first task group is science, which has the task of researching and explaining 

transition urgencies, and identifying transition pathways. Second, citizens have the task 

of keeping their global footprint within the planet’s support capacity, helping each other 

to do so, and raising their children with this value. Third, public administration has the 

task of establishing and enforcing steady state planet legislation as outlined above, and 

ensuring fairness and level playing fields. Fourth, businesses are on the task of 

sustainable innovation and making all supply chains circular. Fifth, non-profits, e.g. 

health care, education, sports, culture, social housing, life view and NGOs, have the task 

of enabling society to get or stay in shape in order to realise a steady state planet.   

These five task groups are equal in the sense that all are needed in building critical mass 

for sustainability transitions. In task democracy coordination platforms they therefore 

have equal voting power, disregarding the size of their constituency and their number of 

representatives. Through interdependency and equality the model supports group 

dynamics in which shared leadership for common purpose wins from competition for 

self-interest.  

Coordination platforms of this kind are scalable from sub-local to global. For instance, 

both a neighbourhood council and a UN Steady State Planet Council can be populated 

from the same five task groups.   

Task democratic platforms can take shape as ‘product councils’ for coordination of 

voluntary transition efforts in supply chains. Product councils can focus on product 

families like food or furniture, or materials like concrete or plastics. In addition, on any 

territorial level a task democratic ‘transition chamber’ may be added to parliament, for 

overall coordination and for initiating and supporting product councils.   

The task democracy model thus builds on existing networks and institutes of society and 

enables them to coordinate voluntary transitions efforts along a non-ideological 

dimension. This creates a new societal transition capability. Experimenting and 

 

1 http://www.noordenduurzaam.nl/taskdemocracy 
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implementation is relatively easy as the model does not interfere with group-internal 

power structures.   

In conclusion, the polycrisis can in theory be countered. This will require global changes 

in legislation, to secure the rights of humans and eco-systems, and to limit external 

effects of economic activity. There is no need for this legislation to disallow individual 

growth, as long as global accumulation of capital in size or over time is restricted, as in 

biological ecosystems. Passing such legislation is a transition in itself, requiring new 

systems of society wide transition coordination, as offered by the model of task 

democracy.  
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9. Artificial Intelligence and A Global Constitution 

Khurram Sadia 

 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) is an ever-evolving technology that is being increasingly 

integrated into government operations and policy-making processes to enhance 

efficiency, decision-making, and service delivery, ultimately improving the lives of 

citizens and society as a whole. As governments continue to experiment with and 

incorporate AI, the rapid rise of these technologies has pushed AI to the forefront as a 

critical novel issues. This urgency arises from concerns about both potential future 

existential threats and immediate real-world impacts. 

First, AI’s significance in governance lies in its ability to provide numerous benefits, 

such as enabling more effective, targeted, and cost-efficient policies, creating evidence-

based programs, using automated fact- checking tools, forecasting outcomes, and 

enhancing the digitization of public services. However, alongside these advantages, AI 

also presents significant global governance risks and limitations, particularly in areas 

such as algorithmic bias, lack of transparency, accountability, security, and privacy. 

Second, the emergence of AI requires careful consideration of its ethical use, with global 

ramifications including economic competitiveness, military security, and personal 

integrity. As AI systems increasingly shape public services and governance decisions, 

they also introduce challenges related to social discrimination, spread misinformation, 

incite hate speech, restrict democratic participation, and enable censorship. These issues 

have sparked widespread debates on how best to regulate AI, prompting discussions 

around legislative options focused on governing AI systems. Key concerns under 

consideration include ensuring AI systems are explainable, accountable, and compliant 

with privacy and data protection laws. 

Third, in response to these concerns, governments across the globe have begun 

collaborating to create a Global Constitution of AI’s opportunities and risks, leading to 

unified, international legal framework that ensure responsible and ethical AI use across 

all nations. The risks associated with AI indicate that the long-term consequences of AI 

implementation should be global. There-fore, international organizations and 

governments are working to outline an agenda that ensures fundamental rights related to 

AI including collaborative governance, data privacy, algorithmic transparency, and the 

right to appeal AI-driven decisions. 

Fourth, successful global governance of AI could help realize many of the potential 

benefits of the technology while mitigating its negative consequences. This study should 

use a mixed-methods approach to evaluate AI integration and trustworthiness in global 

governance. This approach should help assess the challenges AI presents to government 

operations at multi levels, and provide a detailed examination of the outcomes of AI 

integration in real-world settings through the study of various case studies such as 

Estonia, Singapore, and the United States. It should also contribute to the development 
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of a global framework on AI's role at different levels of governance and its implications 

for trustworthiness. 

This implies that the Global Constitution project should also aim to explore AI's role in 

global governance by analyzing both the benefits and risks associated with its use and 

identifying strategies to minimize the potential risks posed by the technology. The 

research should further assess existing policy guidelines and propose new actionable 

frameworks for trustworthy and accountable AI governance, with a focus on addressing 

key issues such as bias, fairness, and transparency. The study should adopt a 

multidisciplinary approach to bridge the gap between the ethical implications of AI 

systems and find suitable solutions for ensuring trustworthiness in AI applications 

grounded in the principles of the global constitution. 

These findings should provide guidelines for ensuring AI transparency and 

accountability in government decision-making pro-cesses, contributing to the 

establishment of global regulatory initiatives to deal data sharing, cyber security, and 

misinformation challenges. By guiding the development and governance of trustworthy 

AI systems, the study aims to promote predictable and clear regulation that ensures 

transparency, fairness, accountability, and privacy protection while minimizing biases in 

AI algorithms and ensuring that AI decisions can be audited and challenged when 

necessary. 
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10. Envisioning a New Constitutional Framework for AI-

Enabled Flat Governance 

Tao Wu 

 

As the world grapples with the challenges of globalization, technological advancements, 

and the erosion of trust in institutions, the utopian dream of humanity to resist the 

coercion of collective should and the distortion of truth has become increasingly 

pressing. The rise of Artificial Intelligence (AI) has further complicated this landscape, 

raising fundamental questions about the nature of governance, power, and accountability. 

Blockchain technology, with its decentralized and immutable nature, offers a unique 

opportunity to address these challenges and create a more resilient and transparent global 

governance system. This research aims to explore the potential of blockchain technology 

in developing a new constitutional framework that can effectively resist collective 

coercion and truth distortion in the age of AI. The following research questions are 

relevant: 

RQ1: How can blockchain technology be used to create a decentralized and transparent 

system for decision-making and governance, that is resistant to collective coercion and 

truth distortion? 

RQ2: How can smart contracts be used to automate the enforcement of constitutional 

rules and principles, and ensure that the development and deployment of AI are aligned 

with human values? 

RQ3: How can blockchain-based identity management systems be used to protect in-

dividual autonomy and agency in the face of collective coercion, while also promoting 

global cooperation and coordination? 

To address these questions a multidisciplinary approach, drawing on insights from 

constitutional law, political theory, philosophy, computer science, and AI research is 

needed to support how constitutional frameworks, as well as the development of new 

theoretical models and proposals for reform that leverage blockchain technology. 

A proposed Blockchain-Enabled Constitutional Framework consists of  

a) Decentralized Governance Network (DGN): A blockchain-based network that 

enables decentralized decision-making and governance. The DGN can be designed to 

resist collective coercion and truth distortion, and ensure that decision-making processes 

are transparent and accountable. 

b) Smart Contract-Based Constitutional Rules: Smart contracts can be used to automate 

the enforcement of constitutional rules and principles, and ensure that the development 

and deployment of AI are aligned with human values. 

c) Blockchain-Based Identity Management System: A blockchain-based identity 

management system can be used to protect individual autonomy and agency in the face 

of collective coercion, while also promoting global cooperation and co-ordination. 
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d) AI-Driven Monitoring and Evaluation System: An AI-driven monitoring and 

evaluation system can be used to monitor the effectiveness of the constitutional 

framework and identify areas for improvement. 

Methods to do this include theoretical and empirical methods, including: 

a) A critical analysis of existing constitutional frameworks and their limitations in 

addressing collective coercion and truth distortion. 

b) A review of the literature on AI and its implications for governance, power, and 

accountability. 

c) The development of new theoretical models and proposals for reform, drawing on 

insights from constitutional law, political theory, philosophy, computer science, and AI 

research. 

d) Case studies of existing initiatives and experiments in blockchain-based governance 

systems. 

Such an approach can develop a blockchain-enabled constitutional framework that 

resists collective coercion and truth distortion in the age of AI, with expected outcomes 

including a critical analysis of existing frameworks' limitations, a new theoretical model 

for a flat governance structure promoting global cooperation and individual autonomy, 

proposals for reforming existing frameworks leveraging blockchain technology, and a 

deeper understanding of blockchain's potential to transform traditional notions of 

governance, power, and accountability. 

Expected deliverables could include a blockchain-enabled constitutional framework 

prototype; a technical report on the framework's design and development; a user manual 

for the framework; a report on the framework's effectiveness and areas for improvement; 

and a Technical Plan Roadmap and Timeline. This would require a platform (e.g. 

Ethereum, Hyperledger); a smart contract programming language (e.g. Solidity, 

Chaincode); an identity management system (e.g. uPort, Self-Sovereign Identity) and AI 

and machine learning frameworks (e.g. TensorFlow, PyTorch)  
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11. Optimizing algorithms to enhance a global Constitution 

Liu Xilin 

 

Nowadays, the world is still in a state of shock by the development of artificial 

intelligence, and algorithms also have given me a new perspective on the world. The 

development of algorithms has made me realize that the gap between what is and what 

can be, is calculable and that this gap can be reduced by optimizing algorithms. For 

example, an algorithm for recognizing a tiger is designed to recognize a tiger picture 

among many animal pictures. At the beginning, the algorithm might receive a 

characteristic description such as "furry," which would result in identifying a bunch of 

furry animals. However, as more characteristics like size, patterns, whiskers, etc., are 

added, the algorithm can eventually accurately identify a tiger's image from a collection 

of photos. The algorithm can analyze the exact difference between an ideal algorithm 

and an incomplete one, and it can optimize the actual algorithm to infinitely approach the 

ideal state. I realize that law and regulations also differ from the ideal legal system that 

society needs. Therefore, I am interested in applying the algorithmic methods of 

measuring and optimizing differences to the evolution of laws and institutions. This 

essay is written from this perspective. 

There are already some models to evaluate the effectiveness of laws and institutions, but 

there is a lack of a model to analyze what the law could be and what kind of laws society 

needs. I have noticed that a small village can be effectively managed with simple 

customary law, but as the village grows into a city, it usually requires more 

comprehensive systems to maintain smooth operation. Not only does the size of an 

administrative unit affect the formulation of laws, but other factors also play a role. 

Technological advancements also spur the need for regulation, such as the recently 

issued AI legislation and the GDPR of the European Union, and issues of religion and 

race continue to trouble immigrant countries. These factors are making society 

increasingly complex at an irreversible and rapid pace. Factors such as religion, gender, 

kinship, population size, and economic development level can be used as criteria to 

assess the complexity of society. In contrast, the role of laws and regulations in a 

complex society is to bring order to it. For example, the new AI legislation should bring 

more order to the previously chaotic AI market. Effective laws and regulations that 

mitigate social complexity contribute to social stability and economic development. 

When societal complexity reaches a certain level without corresponding mitigation, 

negative consequences are likely to occur—ranging from slowed economic growth to, in 

the worst case, regime change. The recent coup in Bangladesh to some extent supports 

this viewpoint. 

Such algorithms can be used to measure the gap between society's need for laws and the 

actual effectiveness of these laws. By analyzing the impact of this gap at different levels, 

one can predict its influence on regime stability. An exploration of the interdisciplinary 

relationship between law and algorithms show how various algorithms could interact 

with legal concepts. 
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As someone who received legal education in China, I am familiar with legal 

transplantation. China's civil and criminal law, as well as the accompanying procedural 

law, are transplanted from Germany, and economic law from the United States. Such 

legal transplantation raises the question of what kind of law can be transplanted and what 

kind of law cannot be transplanted is a question. While I was puzzling over this question, 

I was inspired by a Chinese chess game with a friend, where artificial intelligence is 

popularly known as Alpha Go, which beat the strongest human chess player. I made a 

wrong move in the opening of that game and was easily won by my opponent. There are 

many classic chess openings, such as the classic Italian opening and the bold queen wing 

pawn discard. All opening patterns have been tested in hundreds of millions of games 

and are still in use today. Not using the classic opening means a high probability of 

losing. 

Instead of playing a random piece on the board, the AI also follows the classic openings 

and opening responses. For each game, AI should minus the two occupied board squares, 

take a massive amount of computation until the end of the game. The reason Chinese 

chess is the last classic game to be overcome by AI is because it has 361 board squares, 

such computational engineering cannot be accomplished, even with today's most 

efficient graphics cards from NVIDIA. How did computer scientists achieve victory as 

early as 2016? Eliminate wrong moves. A large fraction of Go's 361 openings may lead 

the player into a serious disadvantage, and only a small fraction should not be seized 

upon by the latter player as a loophole. Eliminating choices in the opening should reduce 

the computation by a large fraction. Doing so every turn reduces the amount of 

computation dramatically. Reducing the number of unnecessary calculations and using 

all the computational power for calculations that have a higher probability of winning is 

called pruning. Such an approach is called pruning computation. 

There is a similarity with pruning operations in the process of legal transplantation. The 

complexity of society requires laws to regulate it in order to cut down the disadvantages 

of social complexity. With the deepening of economic globalization, there is a tendency 

of homogenization of the need for law in each body politic. Transplanting laws from 

already mature countries can reduce the cost of trial and error for countries, and such a 

transplantation has a high similarity with following the classic opening. Artificial 

intelligence does not win a game of chess with a single result against a human, and the 

number of wrong options that are ruled out during the course of the game varies from 

turn to turn. More options may be ruled out in the opening, fewer in the middle, with 

different weights at different stages. The transplantation of laws is also not a wholesale 

transplantation; the vast majority of countries that carry out legal transplants selectively 

transplant this sector of law to make it more compatible with the characteristics of their 

society. Combining the pruning algorithm and the practical process of law 

transplantation to analyze the more representative sectoral laws, such as contract law, 

company law securities law and other laws may yield good results.  

Using algorithms to explain the differences between common law and civil law systems 

can be useful. In a law review I completed on China's inability to transition from a 

statutory law system to a case law system, I found that res judicata is an important reason 

for distinguishing between common law and civil law, and that res judicata is limited to 

the outcome of a decision in civil law, but res judicata is present throughout the entire 
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decision in common law. After completing this law review, I was introduced to 

algorithms. I began to think algorithmically to understand the difference between 

common law and case law. Law is here to make a complicated society more standardized 

and less complicated. With this corollary, changes in the social environment also prompt 

the law to change in response. Under statutory systems, the law should be amended 

when they find that the existing law cannot solve the problem, and case law follows and 

adapts the law by following precedent. Statutory law adjusts in a way that is more like 

taking steps, and case law adjusts in a way that is more like climbing a mountain.  

Markov chain can help us think about this issue in a new way. Markov process refers to 

a process in which a state evolves continuously, which is modelled and called a Markov 

model. A Markov process is one in which the transfer of each state in the process is 

dependent only on the previous N states, this process is called an Nth-order Markov 

model, where N is the number of affecting transferred states. The simplest Markov 

process is a first-order process in which the transfer of each state depends only on the 

one before it. This difference is obvious when comparing common law and statute law, 

where the evolution of common law is governed by long precedents, but statute law is 

clear that a change in the statute immediately loses its legal efficiency. 

Statutory law decisions are bound only by current law, a clear first-order Markov 

process, while case law is a multi-order stochastic process. The project could make the 

evolution of law more traceable by thinking in two legal systems with such a 

characterization. Let the law serve to diffuse social complexity in a timely manner.  
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12. Including AI in the Global Constitution: ‘The 

Interdisciplinary Search for Online Justice’ 

Maarten Johan Bokhorst 

 

This essay concerns the “analysis of the new elements that need to be included in a 

Global Constitution”, and specifically the ‘new technology’ of Artificial Intelligence. 

Nowadays most of our societal infrastructures depend on digital technology driven by 

some degree of AI, from communication to our education and our jobs to our monetary 

system. The recent ‘AI-revolution’ has generated a lot of hype to incorporate AI further 

into our society. As most digital technology is privately owned, this would make Big 

Tech even more powerful than it currently is (Larson, 2020:2-3; Zuboff, 2019:21, 376-

397; Moore, 2016:22). However, Big Tech’s current power position is not solely created 

through their own hard work alone. As a society we have collectively played a central 

role via our political decisions and economic policy (Varoufakis, 2023:92-112). At the 

same time, society has the obligation to protect those values we regard as fundamental. If 

Big Tech violates legal standards, these can be enforced through national and European 

legislation. However, as their power position grows, it becomes more difficult to ensure 

that Big Tech does not violate our legal standards. On top of that, the rapid pace of AI-

developments make it difficult for legal standards to even keep up. Resultantly, certain 

essential values can get disregarded, despite Big Tech staying within the current legal 

borders. Do we just accept this? I believe the answer  be no, but what can we do? 

I believe this constitution should start by determining what values should be protected 

and whether this is sufficiently done in our current digital system. AI-technology crosses 

disciplinary boundaries and evades study from a single epistemological standpoint. 

Therefore, an interdisciplinary, mixed methods approach needs to be used that integrates 

the academic fields of political science and philosophy, environmental science, and 

governance of new technologies. This form of method triangulation allows for a more 

robust and rigorous interpretation of the results and strengthens the research validity and 

reliability (Golafshani, 2003; Harvard, 2023). An emancipatory social science approach 

that aims to formulate coherent and scientifically sound alternatives to the social 

relations and institutions producing injustices is critical (Wright, 2010). This includes: 

(1) A Systemic Diagnosis: How can we best define the current digital system? As 

Simone Weil aptly argued, definitions are essential to help us grasp some concrete 

reality, objective, or method of activity (Nelson, 2017:33). Where some argue features 

such as data appropriation and behavioural manipulation mean we  define our digital 

system as surveillance capitalism (Zuboff, 2019), others argue that aspects such as the 

lack of actually free markets have transformed it into something that  be defined as 

techno-feudalism (Varoufakis, 2023). By analysing parallels with past socio-economic 

systems, this project  aim to determine what definition fits best. 

(2) A Critical Evaluation: Can online platforms in their current shape be considered just? 

In order to evaluate this, we first need to formulate a justice framework such as Hegel’s 
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concept of dialectics which is based on the idea that we cannot fully understand how 

something works without considering its opposites (as something is always defined by 

what it is not). Social, as well as many natural science, phenomena are based on the 

constant dynamic tensions of oppositions that move them forward. This leads to multiple 

sets of opposing values that are equally important and need to be in balance for a just 

society: autonomy and community, sustainability and democracy, and equality and 

diversity. The relationship between these values and Artificial Intelligence is 

subsequently evaluated. In this way, we can determine whether the current ownership, 

application, and development of AI can be considered just. 

(3) Including AI in the Global Constitution: How can we improve the current digital 

system? Based on the justice framework, a desirable alternative equals a just one. To 

come closer to this just ideal, boundaries are determined to guarantee, enhance, and 

protect the values instrumental to justice in relation to AI. These boundaries are 

formulated in such a way that they become a coherent part of the Global Constitution. In 

order to determine what these boundaries  be, the methodology of ‘Earth System 

Boundaries’ is central. Although the stability and resilience of planet earth and human 

wellbeing are inseparably linked, they are often analysed independently. By formulating 

ESBs using a transdisciplinary approach (based on both quantitative and qualitative 

analysis), we can incorporate both the social and environmental aspects. In this manner, 

sustainable and intra- and inter-generational just boundaries are formulated to safeguard 

the global commons by minimising ecological harm driven by socio-political systems 

(Rockström et al., 2022; IPBES, 2019; Folke et al., 2021; IPCC, 2022). This is applied to 

AI and included in the design of the Global Constitution.  
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13. A Global Constitution for Environmental Protection and 

Technological Governance 

Henry Onomapko 

 

A Global Constitution should address two critical challenges of our time: global 

environmental issues and the governance of emerging technologies. It  explore how 

constitutional principles can be applied at a global scale to create a more sustainable and 

just world, with a particular emphasis on: Environmental protection and climate change 

mitigation; Governance of new technologies (AI, blockchain, biotech); Balancing public 

and private interests in international law; and Ensuring global justice and the rule of law. 

The need for this research is urgent and multifaceted. First, global challenges require 

global solutions: Environmental issues and technological advancements transcend 

national borders, necessitating a coordinated global response. Second, a Global 

Constitution could help balance the interests of developed and developing nations, 

ensuring more equitable participation in global governance. Third, emerging 

technologies are outpacing existing legal frameworks, creating potential risks, regulatory 

gaps and ethical dilemmas that need to be addressed at a global level. Fourth, a shared 

constitutional framework could foster greater collaboration and trust among nations in 

addressing common challenges. Fifth, a Global Constitution could enshrine and protect 

universal human rights, including environmental rights and digital rights, on a global 

scale. 

Such a research should employ a mixed-methods approach, combining theoretical 

analysis with empirical research to analyse constitutions globally in terms of their 

common elements and the innovative elements and how these elements could be adapted 

for a global context. 

It should be supported by theories of global constitutionalism, environmental law, and 

technology governance and a conceptual framework for integrating these theories into a 

coherent Global Constitution. It is critical to ensure stakeholder engagement and 

participatory research, including workshops to collect diverse perspectives.  

Possible case studies could include environmental challenges (e.g., climate change, 

biodiversity loss) and technological issues (e.g., AI ethics, data privacy) to inform 

constitutional provisions. Existing global governance structures (e.g., UN, WTO) to 

identify strengths and weaknesses is also important.  Finally, reviewing treaties and 

agreements can contribute ideas for a Constitution. 

There is need to develop indicators to measure the potential impact of constitutional 

provisions on environmental and technological outcomes and data modelling to project 

the effects of different constitutional scenarios. Integrating findings from environmental 

science, political theory, legal studies, and technology research is necessary to create a 

holistic framework for global governance. 
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This innovative project has the potential to make a significant contribution to global 

governance, environmental sustainability, and responsible technological development. 

By bridging the gap between national and international law, and between environmental 

and technological concerns, the research might provide a blueprint for a more just, 

sustainable, and technologically advanced global society. 
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14. Towards a global Constitution  

Gödekmerdan Elif 

 

The notion of a Global Constitution presents a unique opportunity to explore the 

governance frameworks that could address the pressing environmental, social, and 

economic challenges of the 21st century. As an environmental engineer with a 

background in renewable energy and sustainability, my approach to this project should 

draw on my experience in environmental policy, climate change mitigation, and energy 

transitions, while integrating broader perspectives from human rights, social justice, and 

global governance. The Spinoza Prize-funded project led by Prof. Joyeeta Gupta offers a 

transformative lens to reimagine governance systems and align them with global 

sustainability and equity goals. My essay aims to contribute interdisciplinary insights to 

this global framework by linking the fields of climate policy, energy policy, and 

international development. To contribute effectively to the development of a Global 

Constitution, my essay focuses on three key areas: 

Climate Justice and Energy Policy in the Global Constitution: Drawing from my 

expertise in bioenergy and hydrogen energy, I believe a global constitution can 

incorporate principles of climate justice while addressing the inequities in energy access 

and distribution. Many climate policies and energy transitions disproportionately affect 

marginalized populations. By integrating frameworks from climate policy and energy 

justice, the Global Constitution can enforce equitable energy policies that promote 

renewable energy adoption while safeguarding the rights of vulnerable communities. 

This should include analyzing the socio-political dynamics of energy transitions, such as 

the role of hydrogen energy in decarbonizing economies, while ensuring that these 

transitions are inclusive and just. 

In some cases, renewable energy promotion can be used as a form of greenwashing by 

companies or governments. Greenwashing, the practice of misleading the public about a 

company’s environmental practices or products, has become a significant obstacle in the 

global fight against climate change. A Global Constitution should establish enforceable 

mechanisms to hold corporations accountable for greenwashing, with a focus on 

transparency and accountability in environmental claims. International institutions, under 

a global governance framework, can regulate corporate environmental reporting, 

ensuring that sustainability claims are verified by independent bodies. This could involve 

constitutional provisions that mandate transparent supply chains, stricter auditing of 

sustainability metrics, and penalties for false environmental claims. 

Ecological Crisis and Global Governance: It is critical to explore how a Global 

Constitution could prioritize ecological preservation while also acknowledging the 

political economy that drives environmental degradation. Such a constitution should 

enforce international environmental law and facilitate cooperation between states to 

mitigate transboundary environmental issues, such as climate change, biodiversity loss, 

and water security. There is need for innovative legal mechanisms that hold governments 

and corporations accountable for environmental harm, while also ensuring fair resource 
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distribution across borders.It is critical to assess how a Global Constitution can integrate 

human rights into environmental governance and the role that human rights play in 

shaping global environmental policies. This approach should involve mapping the ways 

in which climate change and environmental degradation exacerbate social inequalities 

and exploring how a constitutional framework can safeguard both environmental and 

human rights. The research should examine case studies where environmental 

degradation has directly violated human rights, such as the impact of pollution on 

marginalized communities, and propose constitutional mechanisms to prevent such 

outcomes. 

On the other hand, climate change is increasingly displacing populations through rising 

sea levels, extreme weather events, and loss of livelihoods, leading to what is termed 

“climate migration.” Yet, current international laws and treaties do not sufficiently 

address the rights and protections of climate migrants. It is important to assess how a 

Global Constitution can establish legal protections for individuals and communities 

displaced by climate-related events, ensuring their right to safety, dignity, and access to 

resources. It is necessary to explore the intersection of human rights law, environmental 

law, and international refugee law to propose a framework that recognizes climate 

migrants as a distinct group requiring legal protections. 

The constitution can benefit from creative ideas. It should explore how a Global 

Constitution can foster multiscale governance, ensuring that local, national, and 

international institutions work in tandem to address global challenges. This could 

involve the creation of regional environmental courts or global councils that enable 

diverse voices—particularly from indigenous and marginalized communities—to shape 

policy decisions. Recognizing that global governance often marginalizes certain groups, 

it is important to examine how a Global Constitution can incorporate participatory 

decision-making models. These models would enable greater input from civil society, 

NGOs, and local communities, ensuring that global environmental policies are co-

created with the populations most affected by climate change. A Global Constitution 

could incorporate emerging technologies, such as hydrogen and bioenergy, to support 

sustainable development goals. This could include constitutional clauses that promote 

innovation and technology transfer, particularly for clean energy solutions in developing 

countries. 

The development of a Global Constitution offers a pivotal opportunity to rethink how 

global governance systems can align with the urgent need for environmental 

sustainability, human rights, and equity. It should draw on interdisciplinary work in 

environmental engineering, energy policy, and climate justice, while integrating broader 

considerations of global governance and social justice. It is exciting to see how this 

should develop under Prof. Joyeeta Gupta’s leadership.  
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15. Essay on a global constitution 

Gideon Yeboah 

 

The Global Constitution initiative provides an opportunity for new engagement with 

some of the most crucial challenges from global governance, environmental equity, and 

the rule of law in light of rapid technological and environmental change. My essay is 

premised on integration between interdisciplinary research methodologies, new 

elaboration on theoretical frameworks, and empirical research as one means toward 

informing and shaping the framing of a Global Constitution. This essay is meant to 

extend general understanding of how global governance frameworks can be designed in 

ways that would ensure justice, inclusivity, and sustainability. 

It should start with a penetrating exploration of the theory of constitutionalism, focused 

on how this could be applied universally. It aims toward the objective analysis of the 

contribution being made by current national constitutions in international governance as 

it is happening today and hopes to pin down the essential components that must be 

changed or re-conceptualised to draw up a Global Constitution. In theory, the framework 

should underpin the further empirical work but also provide a framework for assessing 

the effectiveness of the many constitutional elements proposed. 

A comparative analysis of national constitutions with regard to their approach to the 

protection of the environment, new technologies supervision, and the respect for the rule 

of law is a must for such a project. It is critical to identify best practices and problems 

that could help develop a Global Constitution. Moreover, an assessment of the role that 

international treaties and institutions play in environmental governance is important in 

providing empirical evidence on their effectiveness as well as their limitations. 

The rapid development of new technologies, including but not limited to blockchain, 

artificial intelligence, and biotechnology, poses simultaneously both great opportunities 

and significant challenges for global governance. This project should investigate how 

such technologies could be governed in the light of a Global Constitution so that they 

contribute to sustainable development and social justice. On the other hand, this project 

should also examine global environmental problems-heating of the planet and loss of 

biodiversity-and suggest constitutional frameworks for their solution at the global level. 

Such a project calls for international stakeholders through open science undertakings. 

Involving the contributions by experts, policymakers, and representatives of civil society 

in the drafting phase from around the world, would make the Global Constitution 

representative and responsive enough to all groups' needs. This provides a 

comprehensive process that enhances legitimacy for the Global Constitution and 

encourages its implementation through international cooperation. 

Such a Constitution should build on a profound literature review for the purpose of 

finding key theories and frameworks influencing constitutionalism, global governance, 

and environmental justice.  
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It is critical to utilize a mixed-methods approach, incorporating qualitative and 

quantitative methods of research that can further enable a broad and in-depth review of 

the global governance frameworks. Qualitative techniques, incorporating interviews with 

experts in constitutional matters and policymakers, should be employed to gather insight 

regarding the challenges and prospects that surround a Global Constitution. The 

quantitative ways of measuring the effectiveness of such present governance structures 

and the future impact of the proposed elements in the constitution should largely involve 

surveying techniques and statistical analysis. 

A global Constitution should begin by comparing different national constitutions for best 

practices and points of improvement in handling environmental concerns and the rule of 

law. The comparison can be further enriched by case studies of those countries which 

have adopted novel approaches to constitutionalism, thus providing tangible examples of 

how such principles are applied worldwide. 

Gathering input from international stakeholders through workshops, conferences, and 

virtual networks allowing comments should ensure that the Global Constitution always 

remains open to the many communities it covers. 

A Global Constitution should cope with the very heart of global governance problems, 

environmental equity, and rule of law. It shall be developed by a combination of 

interdisciplinary research methodologies in active touch with international stakeholders 

so as to make such constitutionality conceptually sound and workable in practice. I 

firmly believe that through theoretical excavation and empirical analysis, together with 

stakeholder engagement, this research should add immense value and lay core 

foundations toward a Global Constitution responsive to complex challenges in the 21st 

century.  
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16. Governing technology through a Constitution 

Ghammaz Husnain 

 

The rapid advancement of new technologies such as artificial intelligence (AI), 

blockchain, and biotechnology poses both opportunities and challenges for global 

governance. These technologies are developing at a pace that outstrips existing 

regulatory frameworks, creating gaps in areas like privacy, ethics, security, and access. 

This essay seeks to explore how these technologies can be effectively integrated into a 

Global Constitution framework, ensuring both innovation and equitable governance. 

Such a Constitution should focus on: How can a Global Constitution ensure equitable 

representation and participation of marginalized communities in the governance of 

emerging technologies, particularly in developing countries? And What mechanisms can 

be integrated into a Global Constitution to address the ethical and privacy challenges 

posed by artificial intelligence and biotechnology, while promoting innovation and 

global cooperation? 

In order to answer this, it should assess the current governance models for AI, 

blockchain, and biotechnology at local, national, and international levels; identify the 

gaps and challenges in existing constitutional frameworks related to new technologies; 

propose a framework for the inclusion of technology governance in the drafting of a 

Global Constitution and explore the intersection of environmental governance and 

technological advancements, with a focus on climate resilience. 

Such a research should begin with a Literature Review and a review of current 

governance models for AI, blockchain, and biotech, and their intersection with 

constitutionalism. It should compare constitutional frameworks in selected countries to 

identify best practices and gaps in the regulation of new technologies. It should conduct 

interviews with experts in international law, technology governance, and environmental 

sciences to inform the proposed framework. It should engage with global stakeholders 

via open science methods (e.g., essays on constitutional needs) to crowdsource ideas for 

the inclusion of new technologies in a Global Constitution. 

This research should yield a comprehensive, interdisciplinary framework designed to 

incorporate emerging technologies—such as AI, blockchain, and biotechnology—into a 

Global Constitution. The framework should provide detailed guidelines and policy 

recommendations to address the legal, ethical, and environmental challenges posed by 

these technologies. Specifically, it should focus on ensuring that these innovations are 

governed in a way that promotes justice, inclusion, and sustainability on a global scale. 

The research outcomes should also propose mechanisms for regulating the equitable 

distribution of technological benefits and managing the potential risks, including privacy 

violations, ethical dilemmas, and environmental impacts. 

Additionally, such a study should offer actionable strategies to integrate stakeholder 

input from diverse regions and sectors, fostering a more democratic and inclusive 

approach to technology governance. By creating a governance model that accommodates 
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rapid technological advancements while upholding international norms and values, this 

research  contribute to the broader discourse on global justice and sustainable 

development. 

In light of the unprecedented speed at which AI, blockchain, and biotechnology are 

evolving, it is crucial to develop a governance structure that addresses the unique 

challenges these technologies present. Integrating governance mechanisms for these 

innovations into a Global Constitution is essential to ensuring their positive contribution 

to global development. Without clear, enforceable regulations, the potential benefits of 

these technologies may be undermined by issues such as inequality, environmental 

degradation, and human rights violations. 

This essay outlines a pathway for embedding the governance of emerging technologies 

into the fabric of international law, ensuring that their development aligns with the 

principles of justice, inclusion, and sustainability. By proactively addressing these issues 

within a Global Constitution, the research should help lay the foundation for a future in 

which technological advancements serve humanity equitably, promote environmental 

stewardship, and uphold the rights and dignity of all individuals.  
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17. A Global Constitution – Bridging Global Policies with 

Localized Realities 

Ouma Aphlyne 

 

The emergence of global challenges such as climate change, technological 

advancements, and human migration underscores the critical need for a Global 

Constitution that effectively integrates multi-level governance. However, global 

frameworks must work in tandem with local contexts to ensure they address the unique 

needs of marginalized and vulnerable populations. One area of focus that exemplifies the 

necessity of such alignment is the growing issue of climate-induced refugees.  

The urgency of climate-induced migration is clear. Climate change is causing 

unprecedented environmental degradation, resulting in the displacement of millions. 

Communities in vulnerable regions such as low-lying island nations like Kiribati are 

already facing existential threats from rising sea levels (Donner, S. D., Webber, S. 2014). 

Despite the severity of this situation, international law, particularly under the UN High 

Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), does not recognize climate change as a valid 

reason for granting refugee status. This gap in global policy leaves climate-displaced 

people in a legal and humanitarian limbo, unable to claim protection under current 

refugee frame-works (Alexander, H., Simon, J. 2014). 

The case of Kiribati highlights the limitations of global strategy in tackling specific is-

sues, which frequently necessitate personalized responses. As islands like Kiribati sink, 

its inhabitants are compelled to flee, yet they are not recognized as refugees because the 

1951 Refugee Convention does not address environmental displacement. This 

demonstrates a major gap between global policy and localized needs, requiring a 

widening of the definition of refugees to include climate-related displacement. 

The research should focus on designing a Global Constitution that integrates global cli-

mate governance frameworks with local realities. To achieve this, the research should 

conduct a comparative analysis of national constitutions with strong environmental 

governance provisions, examining how these countries address climate change at a 

constitutional level. This analysis should help identify best practices and provisions to 

in-form the drafting of a Global Constitution. Central to the research should be the 

principle of "Nothing for us without us," ensuring that marginalized voices, particularly 

from climate-affected regions, are incorporated into the policy-making process. 

Experiences with the UNHCR in Uganda highlight the critical need for including local 

actors in poli-cy development to create more effective and inclusive frameworks. 

Additionally, the research should explore the role of emerging technologies, such as 

Artificial Intelligence, in climate governance and justice. These technologies offer 

innovative solutions for tracking climate-induced migration, managing resources, and 

ensuring transparency. By examining how these technologies can be integrated into the 

Global Constitution, the research should aim to support climate justice while 

safeguarding human rights. The project should also critically examine the current 
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limitations of international refugee law and propose revisions to include climate-

displaced individuals. This would involve engaging with international legal scholars, 

environmental activists, and policymakers to develop a more inclusive framework for 

refugee protection. A central question should be: How can a Global Constitution create 

legally binding obligations for countries to recognize and resettle climate-induced 

migrants? 

To answer these research questions, one should begin with a comprehensive literature 

review to establish a theoretical framework on constitutionalism, global governance, and 

climate justice. A mixed-methods approach should follow, combining qualitative case 

studies of climate-affected regions like Kiribati with quantitative analysis of global 

migration patterns due to environmental factors. This could be followed by content 

analysis of global and national constitutions that have implemented progressive 

environmental protections to identify best practices for the Global Constitution. Finally, 

participatory research with stakeholders, including marginalized communities and 

policy-makers, to incorporate their perspectives into the findings is critical. 

Moreover, focusing on the intersection of global governance and local realities, my re-

search aims to provide actionable solutions for one of the most pressing issues of our 

time: the displacement of people due to climate change. We should be committed to 

ensuring that global policies are not only theoretically sound but applicable in diverse 

and rapidly changing environments. 

In conclusion, my essay aims to contribute to the creation of a Global Constitution that is 

both globally coherent and locally responsive, ensuring that marginalized populations, 

including climate refugees, are not left behind. This project offers an unparalleled 

opportunity to make a lasting impact on environmental governance and social justice, 

and I am excited about it.  
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18. A promising global Constitution 

Elham Ebrahimi  

 

The rapid advancement of technologies such as artificial intelligence, blockchain, and 

biotechnology has transformed international relations and exposed the limitations of 

existing legal frameworks. The governance of these technologies cannot be confined to 

isolated domestic laws, as their impact transcends national boundaries. Similarly, global 

crises related to environmental degradation and human rights violations require a unified 

response. My motivation for this essay stems from a deep-seated passion for making 

practical changes through innovative legal solutions, a drive that has been with me since 

childhood when I aspired to improve the world. I believe that scholars have a crucial role 

in shaping the global legal frameworks necessary for addressing these pressing 

challenges. The core of the research should be to design a Global Constitution that 

integrates domestic legal systems, corporate governance, and global cooperation to 

tackle the governance challenges posed by emerging technologies, environmental crises, 

and human rights violations. One could focus on several critical areas.  

Harmonizing Domestic Legal Frameworks: Domestic legal systems provide the 

foundation for regulating emerging technologies and addressing environmental issues. 

Research should conduct a comparative analysis of national constitutions to identify 

regulatory gaps and commonalities. This analysis should inform the development of a 

Global Constitution that harmonizes domestic frameworks, ensuring that national laws 

complement global governance structures. Corporate Governance and Accountability: 

Multinational corporations play a pivotal role in shaping global policies, yet their 

influence often undermines regulatory efforts. You should draw on expertise in 

prosecuting corporate leaders for international crimes to see how corporate 

responsibilities can be integrated into a Global Constitution. This should include 

developing mechanisms to ensure corporate accountability on a global scale.  

Political Dynamics and Global Cooperation: The creation of a Global Constitution faces 

significant political obstacles due to national interests and geopolitical rivalries. 

Research should analyze these political dynamics and how they hinder global 

cooperation. By examining past global governance initiatives, one could propose 

strategies for overcoming these barriers and facilitating international collaboration. 

Governance of Emerging Technologies: Technologies like AI, blockchain, and 

biotechnology require novel regulatory approaches. Research should propose how a 

Global Constitution can address the challenges of governing these technologies, drawing 

on interdisciplinary insights into their ethical, legal, and societal impacts. This should 

involve integrating principles of rule of law and global justice into the constitutional 

framework. 

Using a mixed-methods approach, combining theoretical analysis, empirical research, 

and case studies, one can study the complex challenges posed by emerging technologies, 

environmental crises, and human rights violations. By proposing a Global Constitution 
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that integrates domestic legal frameworks, corporate governance, and political 

cooperation, research should provide a comprehensive and practical framework for 

global governance. This work should contribute to the broader discourse on global 

justice and rule of law, addressing key issues in the regulation of technologies and 

corporate responsibilities.  
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19. An International environmental governance and emerging 

technologies constitution 

Theodora Pavlopoulou 

 

The environmental catastrophe and the emergence of new technologies such as 

blockchain and artificial intelligence (AI) are two of the biggest governance problems of 

the twenty-first century. Technology regulation and environmental law are two fields 

that are by their very nature supranational, spanning national boundaries and requiring a 

degree of international cooperation unheard of in contemporary legal systems. The 

regulatory frameworks in place at the national and international levels are disjointed, 

reactive, and frequently inadequate to handle the magnitude of these issues. In the case 

of environmental governance in particular, we are at a turning point where strong 

international cooperation is not only desirable but necessary. 

This essay aims to explore the idea that a global constitution would be the most 

important legal instrument for altering environmental governance and enacting new 

technology regulations. Drawing on expertise in AI governance and international 

environmental law, I propose that these two domains, often addressed separately, require 

comprehensive legal frameworks and global accords to adequately tackle their 

complexities and global implications. Using a global constitution as the legal foundation 

for concerted international action, the primary objective of this project is to transform 

our understanding of environmental sustainability and the governance of emerging 

technology. 

Critical questions that need answering include: In what way can a worldwide 

constitution create a unified legal system for the advancement of environmental 

governance and technological regulation? Which specific laws  be added to ensure that 

matters of supranational concern, including environmental degradation and AI 

governance, are sufficiently regulated? What advances in environmental and technical 

governance can be applied to ensure sustainability and global justice over time? 

The project should develop practical solutions that bridge the gaps between 

environmental governance and technical regulation, turning international collaboration 

from a theoretical concept into a reality. The research should directly aid in the 

formulation of a global constitution by providing specific suggestions for incorporating 

justice, sustainability, and technological innovation into a unified legal framework. 

The comparative legal analysis method should be used in this study, along with practical 

case studies on current international environmental accords and technical laws. 

Important elements should consist of: 

-Analysis of the existing international environmental governance frameworks (such as 

the UNFCCC and the Paris Agreement) and the identification of enforcement, 

compliance, and inclusion shortcomings. 
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-Examination of national constitutions that address technological governance and 

environmental protection, with an emphasis on innovative nations such as the EU that 

passed the AI Act and the ramifications for international collaboration. 

-Case studies on supranational regulation of AI and environmental technologies to 

explore how blockchain and remote sensing could enhance transparency, compliance, 

and accountability in environmental governance. 

The methodological framework should also include stakeholder engagement, inviting 

voices from underrepresented regions and indigenous communities to contribute to 

shaping global governance structures. This participatory approach ensures that the 

Global South, often the most affected by environmental and technological inequities, is 

central to the governance conversation. 

Environmental governance is unique among the legal fields in that it addresses issues 

like ocean acidification, biodiversity loss, and climate change that transcend borders and 

even challenges the legal imaginality of sovereignty. Moreover, a new kind of 

international governance is required for the emergence of AI and other technologies, a 

question which still remains unanswered, irrelevant to the multiple efforts from both soft 

law and more official regulation, as the internet and data-driven technologies operate in a 

global setting. Technology and the environment need common legal frameworks because 

they are international by nature. 

The novel shift is a suggestion to establish international organizations—like an 

International Environmental Court—that would be in charge of keeping an eye on, 

enforcing, and mediating disputes over technological and environmental restrictions. The 

court, which is a part of the Global Constitution, would make sure that environmental 

justice is respected worldwide and deal with transnational environmental problems 

including international pollution and climate obligations. Furthermore, this study should 

present a number of novel concepts to the global governance debate, including: 

Ecocentric Legal Frameworks: Transitioning from Anthropocentric to Ecocentric 

Governance: An Ecocentric Legal Framework prioritizes environmental sustainability 

over human and corporate interests. Proposing a worldwide blockchain system to track 

carbon emissions, keep an eye on deforestation, and enforce sustainability norms 

internationally is known as "blockchain for environmental transparency." Artificial 

Intelligence for Environmental Monitoring: Using AI technologies to build real-time 

environmental data platforms that allow citizens, NGOs, and governments to monitor 

and implement international environmental agreements. 

This project should produce a number of important results. Firstly, its main purpose is to 

unify environmental governance and technological regulation, and so this research 

should result in a transformative legal framework that is integrated into the Global 

Constitution. Principal results could consist of a thorough legislative framework for 

incorporating sustainability and AI governance into international constitutions. 

Moreover, proposals for international organizations to be established, like a global 

technological regulatory body and an international environmental court. Lastly, policy 

recommendations that outline the pressing need for global agreements on technical and 

environmental governance and that can be submitted to international venues like the UN. 
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20. Integrating South American Environmental Traditions into 

a Global Constitution 

Milagros Nieto Salizar Katia 

 

In the ongoing discourse on global governance and environmental protection, the voices 

of certain regions, particularly those with deep-rooted connections to nature, are often 

marginalized. My essay aims to bridge this gap by focusing on the South American 

perspective, with particular emphasis on Peru, Ecuador, and Bolivia. These countries 

possess a rich tapestry of traditions and historical connections to nature that offer 

valuable insights for global environmental governance. 

The overarching research question guiding this essay is: How can a global constitution 

incorporate local traditions and environmental practices, especially in regions with a 

long-standing connection to nature? This question is particularly relevant in the context 

of countries that are often marginalized in global governance discussions, despite their 

unique and valuable perspectives on environmental issues. 

This Constitution project should explore the intricate relationship between global 

governance structures and local cultural values in environmental conservation efforts. It 

should examine how local communities and indigenous populations interact with 

authorities and governments regarding environmental issues, with a specific focus on: (a) 

The impact of marginalization on policy implementation in Peru, Ecuador, and Bolivia. 

The potential of traditional environmental practices to inform and enhance global 

governance frameworks. (b) The challenges and opportunities in reconciling local 

traditions with global constitutional principles. 

Methodologically, this study should primarily employ a qualitative research approach, 

utilizing in-depth interviews as the main method of data collection. Key stakeholders to 

be interviewed include: (a) Environmental activists and NGOs involved in 

environmental protection Community leaders in indigenous and rural communities, (b) 

Minority representatives, particularly those directly impacted by deforestation, mining, 

and other environmental threats 

To capture diverse viewpoints, focus groups should be conducted with various sectors of 

society, including local residents, policymakers, and environmental organizations. The 

research should focus on specific regions in Peru, Ecuador, and Bolivia where traditional 

values and environmental practices are particularly strong. Case studies should include: 

The Peruvian Amazon: Examining the role of indigenous communities in protecting the 

rainforest; Andean highlands: Investigating how ancient agricultural and land-use 

practices promote environmental sustainability. 

These case studies should be complemented by a comparative analysis with other 

regions that have strong indigenous traditions, such as the Arctic (Inuit communities) 

and parts of Southeast Asia. This comparative element should provide valuable insights 
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into different approaches to balancing traditional practices with modern environmental 

challenges and governance structures. 

A key aspect of this project should be investigating the communication barriers between 

local communities and authorities. The study should explore how cultural traditions and 

worldviews can contribute to global governance structures, particularly in creating a 

global constitution that respects local environmental knowledge. The research should 

propose potential solutions, such as: Inclusion of local representatives in international 

governance discussions Development of adaptable legal frameworks that consider local 

realities Implementation of a multi-layered approach to constitutional design, 

incorporating concepts such as constitutional pluralism and subsidiarity. 

To address the potential tension between local traditions and the need for a unified 

global approach, this research should propose a framework that allows for "constitutional 

pluralism." This approach sets broad, universal principles while allowing for regional or 

local variations in implementation. 

Ethical considerations should be at the forefront of this research, particularly when 

working with marginalized communities. The study should: Employ a participatory 

research approach, involving community members as co-researchers, Ensure informed 

consent, respecting local languages and decision-making processes Implement measures 

to ensure the research benefits the communities involved Address data sovereignty 

issues, ensuring indigenous communities retain control over their traditional knowledge. 

This research should provide crucial insights into how global governance frameworks, 

like a global constitution, can integrate cultural diversity and traditional knowledge 

while addressing modern environmental challenges. It should contribute to the 

development of environmental policies that are both globally relevant and locally 

adaptable, ensuring environmental sustainability and social justice. By exploring the 

intersection of traditional practices and modern governance, including the role of new 

technologies (e.g., blockchain, AI, biotech), this research should offer a unique 

perspective on creating a truly inclusive and effective global constitution. 
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21. Crafting a global constitution a framework for justice and 

sustainability 

Amel Berrous 

 

As our world becomes increasingly interconnected, the need for a cohesive and inclusive 

framework for governance has never been more urgent. The concept of a Global 

Constitution offers a transformative opportunity to address critical issues such as climate 

change, social justice, and the governance of emerging technologies. This essay proposes 

a comprehensive and adaptable framework for a Global Constitution that reflects diverse 

perspectives and promotes sustainable development on a global scale.  

It should aim at an interdisciplinary synthesis of insights from political science, 

international law, environmental studies, and technology governance. By weaving 

together these disciplines, one should ensure that the Global Constitution addresses the 

complexities of global challenges holistically. A thorough examination of existing 

national and regional constitutions should identify common themes and innovative 

practices. This analysis should highlight how different governance structures approach 

fundamental rights, environmental protections, and technological regulations, providing 

valuable lessons for the Global Constitution. Stakeholder Engagement is necessary to 
foster inclusivity, and one should engage a wide range of stakeholders policymakers, 

academics, activists, and affected communities in the design process. Workshops and 

collaborative forums should be organized to gather diverse perspectives and ensure that 

the voices of marginalized groups are represented.  

By employing a mixed methods approach, one should combine quantitative surveys to 

assess public attitudes towards governance and constitutional issues with qualitative 

interviews to capture in depth insights from experts and practitioners. This 

comprehensive methodology should provide a nuanced understanding of societal needs 

and priorities. By using a systematic content analysis of constitutions worldwide one 

should identify key principles relevant to a Global Constitution. This analysis should 
focus on how existing frameworks address pressing issues like environmental rights and 

technology governance, revealing gaps and opportunities for innovation. One should 

analyze successful case studies where local and global governance has effectively 

addressed environmental and social challenges. These examples should provide practical 

insights and strategies for implementing the Global Constitution, demonstrating its 

feasibility and relevance.  

This research should explore how a Global Constitution can effectively govern emerging 

technologies, including artificial intelligence and blockchain. This involves creating 

provisions that protect privacy, ensure equitable access, and promote ethical standards, 

acknowledging the profound implications these technologies have on society.  

One should advocate for the incorporation of adaptive governance principles within the 

Global Constitution, allowing it to evolve in response to emerging challenges and 

stakeholder feedback. This flexibility is crucial for maintaining relevance and 

effectiveness in a rapidly changing global landscape.  

The research should emphasize the need for environmental rights to be enshrined as 

fundamental human rights within the Global Constitution. This recognition is essential 
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for promoting climate justice and ensuring that environmental sustainability is prioritized 

in global governance efforts.  

The creation of a Global Constitution is an unparalleled opportunity to establish a 

framework for justice and sustainability in our interconnected world. By adopting an 

interdisciplinary and participatory approach, the research should contribute to a Global 

Constitution that not only addresses urgent global challenges but also empowers diverse 

communities.  
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22. Decolonizing a Global Constitution 

Rodolfo Bassani 

 

This essay is based on the observation that colonization processes in the 21st century 

have taken on an appearance of self-determination, often making them seem like the 

only viable option for some regions. Island subnational jurisdictions (SNIJs) are 

particularly vulnerable to this phenomenon. In many of them, for instance, referenda 

were held to decide their political status. Given their constant marginalization, 
attachment to a metropolitan power has been often desired, as was the case of Bonaire, 

integrated into the Netherlands as a special municipality after the 2010 referendum. 

Issues such as gentrification driven by a tourism industry that preys on the local 

environment and by social segregation, rooted in the colonial history with the 

Netherlands, contribute to a perception of Dutch domination and recolonization 

(Veenendaal, 2018)1.  

Many islands around the globe have their economies deeply dependent on revenues from 

activities controlled by a metropolitan counterpart, such as regarding military affairs or 

tourism. On Guam, an US American SNIJ, discussions have been taking place regarding 

what kind of political status is envisioned for the future of the territory under a 
decolonial perspective. The relevance of this topic and the importance of the spatial 

aspect, particularly concerning the uniqueness of islands, to the theorization of a Global 

Constitution aiming at dealing with 21st century issues inspired me to suggest that the 

Constitution should also address “how can islands’ expertise and vulnerabilities 

contribute and be taken into account in a project of a Global Constitution in the era of 

globalization?”. Such an investigation might lead also to answers on how to approach 

the local x global, or singular x universal relationship in a project as this one by relating 

context-based issues with international pressures and challenges, such as the rights of 

indigenous peoples and their cosmovisions as well as the rights of non-humans.  

The general objective of this Constitution should be to contribute with a spatial 

component to a (theory of a) Global Constitution, with a special consideration for the 

island condition. Specific objectives should be to disentangle the knot of 

(neo)colonialism x self-determination x political status of islands and bring the 

particularities of islands (environmental challenges due to climate change and other 

issues, resources management strategies, relationship to the space, expertise in dealing 

with globalization etc.) into the discussion of 21st century issues globally.  

Nissology, understood as ‘the study of islands in their own terms’ (McCall, 1994, p. 93)2, 

is a useful theory to use. Built around the core concept of islandness, it assumes that 

islands are not simply a smaller version of elsewhere (Baldacchino, 2008)3, requiring a 
special approach to their particularities. Literature on the epistemology of the field, as 

well as on (neo)colonization, indigeneity, rights contest, social justice, local 

development, territorial conflicts, environmental threats, self-determination and 

decolonization on islands will inform the line of inquiry of the project. Particularly, the 

works of Godfrey Baldacchino and of Adam Grydehøj can provide us with relevant fuel 

for reflection. While the first is the most important reference in the field of island studies 

and has been dedicating to the political status of islands, Grydehøj is an authority on 

decolonialism and island studies.  
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Comparative analysis of different islands and subnational outermost territories will help 

with the identification of opportunities and challenges, allowing the evaluation of the 
different models available for the future of islands based on cross-national lesson 

drawing. Bourdieu’s (2011)4 theory of the forms of capital can be a relevant framework, 

allowing the identification of the processes that convert other kinds of capital, such as 

economic and military, into political capital. It can help us to understand to what extent 

islands communities have an autonomous political voice in defining their futures. 

Santos’ (1996)5 geographical space theory supports the unveiling of the territory usage 

and their associated conflicts in the context of globalization. Tuan’s (1977)6 approach to 

place is also expected to contribute with a phenomenological perspective on the spatial 

experience and perception, grounding the local in an active reality. Finally, Fanon’s 

(1961)7 decolonization theory can contribute to the study of colonial impacts on political 

identity and community’s self-perception in face of choosing a future.  

An extensive scoping review is a necessary step in order to understand the volume and 

approaches given to the topics of interest (multi-level governance, territorial solidarity, 

social justice, environmental issues) in the constitutions of the SNIJs’ metropolitan 

counterparts or of autonomous islands. From this point, the selection of specific case 

studies for comparative analysis and international learning can contribute to a refined 

perspective on the current state of the law and the possibilities to further improve them. 

Such a selection must take into account the diversity of islands across the world. 

Qualitative methods should include observations, focus groups and semi-structured in- 
depth interviews with key stakeholders of the selected case studies will provide both 

shared and negotiated perspectives as well as individual and specific ones on the topics 

covered. Atlas.ti and other software for qualitative analysis can be useful tools. Hennink, 

Hutter & Bailey (2020)8 can contribute to the proper delineation and application of these 

methods. Spatial analysis may apply public-participatory (PP) GIS to identify physical, 

economical or psychosocial challenges, providing the basis for further findings. This can 

be associated with written contributions of actors worldwide, as mentioned at the call for 

applications. Vulnerability and resilience mapping can contribute to locate conflicts, 

risks and initiatives currently taken or expected. Platforms such as the Maptionnaire and 

software such as QGIS and ArcGIS will be important tools for such analysis. Finally, 
StoryMapping can be a useful tool to communicate the findings to various audiences. 

Some of these methods might not relate directly to the main question stated above but 

can support the development of parallel studies as we progress in the research plan, such 

as to explore deeper the lessons and obstacles we find from the case studies.  

The definition of island studies does not imply that an exclusionary approach should be 

adopted and outsiders should not participate in this enterprise, but that authors should be 

aware of their position in the power relations matrix (Grydehøj, 2018)9. To temporarily 

live among islands’ (indigenous) peoples can give some feeling of an ‘outsider within’, 

an ‘in-between’ status (Nadarajah, 2007)10, but bias cannot be dissolved, so one’s 

position and limits of one’s voice must be known (Grydehøj, 2018).  
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23. Constitution: Dealing with the far right 

Akif Naeem 

 

The resurgence of the far-right movements around the world has provided an impetus 

undermining the rule of law and the process of democratization, and depreciation of 

rights- based development. The trajectory has been marked by the exploitation of the 

populace by populist regimes/movements in terms of prioritizing short-term gains over 

long-term environmental sustainability and neglecting the rule of law, rights-based 
development, and leading to policies that neglect environmental protections and 

aggravating climate change, biodiversity loss, and social inequality. Moreover, this dual 

challenge at the global governance level and constitutionalism’s context i.e., the rise of 

far-right & decline of the rule of law and environmental protection regimes demands a 

research investigation focusing on global constitution-making by incorporating the legal 

frameworks ensuring environmental protection and solutions to the challenges posed by 

the climate change as fundamental rights.  

The rationale behind this proposed area stems from environmental constitutionalism and 

its intersection with the political milieu. There is a trend among various 

nations/parliaments to bring changes into their constitutions concerning the 
environment/climate change-related provisions ensuring right-based development. 

Nevertheless, electoral victories of far-right parties, forwarding further populist agendas 

resulting in polarized societies, and under- performance and pressure on the democratic 

institutions make the political chessboard more complicated in terms of bringing 

changes/reforms in national constitutions and governance structures viz-a-viz 

environment and climate change. Hypothetically, what if writing a global constitution 

and proposing certain changes to the national parliaments or various nations where the 

majority of lawmakers who have to bring changes through the constitutional 

amendments and parliamentary procedures are from far-right parties and part of 
coalitions taking the populist agendas? The proposed research intends to approach from 

this angle and assess this critical intersection.  

A Global Constitution must explore the intersection among the following components; 

global constitution; global environmental rights, comparative constitutional analysis; 

analysis of national constitutions that incorporate environmental clauses, and political 

contexts; and analysis of cases emanating from countries that experience waves of 

authoritarianism and environmental degradation.  

Designing a methodology that has broad-based participation from different stakeholders 

and engaging them in a meaningful debate would be the cornerstone of the 

methodological part. Using a mixed-method approach; the qualitative analysis to be 
made focusing on different countries that have incorporated environmental laws/clauses 

into their respective constitutions as in-depth case studies that will involve interviews 

from various stakeholders including legal experts, CSOs, policymakers, and other 

relevant authorities. The quantitative method should be applied to gain insights regarding 

the perceptions of the people in terms of environmental rights and governance across the 

political contexts.   
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24. Designing a global constitution 

Fernando Gabriel García Teruel 

 

If a constitution intends to prevent injustice by limiting and structuring power while 

providing guiding principles and norms; the initial challenge of a Global Constitution 

(GC) is to find the right means between universals and particulars towards justice 

(understand justice as Earth system justice described in Gupta et al. 2023). In other 

words, some ways to achieve justice may be unjust or irreconcilable with some human 
and non-human realities, thus, contradictory. To avoid such contradiction, I suggest 

some premises in designing a GC, namely, the process must be dialogic, intercultural, 

and pluriversal. All these are done while planetary thinking is an overarching principle.  

Dialogic refers to the attitude and approach of recognizing that ‘I’ know something, and 

‘You’ know something but neither knows all, therefore, as we dialogue, we are 

educating and educated simultaneously (Freire 1996). Concurrently, the fact that both 

know, offers a common ground, a universal, in which particulars appear (Wiredu 1996). 

Intercultural since the historical socio-natural contexts and ontologies across all cultures 

should be considered in collaboration with scholars and people outside formal structures 

worldwide. True interculturality must be transdisciplinary (Dussel 2016). Pluriversal as 
the GC must foster a “world in which many worlds fit” (EZLN 1996), meaning a 

biocultural diverse future with no epistemic hegemonies. Planetary thinking is the 

overarching principle when designing a GC because while keeping a historical and 

critical perspective, the global environmental and social problems are the core 

motivation of this project, which aims to benefit humans and non-humans including 

natural cycles. If adequately followed, these principles would avoid any source of 

epistemic injustice in designing the GC while contributing to local-to-global governance 

approaches for a better future.  

Simultaneously, considering that the ultimate ambition of the GC is a future within the 
safe and just Earth system boundaries (Gupta et al. 2024) as much as a peaceful future, 

this demands exercising justice as much as transforming our posture towards upcoming 

possibilities. As proposed by the Italian artist Michelangelo Pistoletto (2023), I suggest 

taking the posture of Preventive Peace. Contrary to the posture of preventive war, 

preventive peace assumes that total peace is inevitable, therefore, we need to take the 

necessary steps in preparation for such an event. For example, the GC’s preventive peace 

posture would demand total nuclear disarmament, banning private militia and all 

extraterritorial military bases. Through preventive peace, political and economic interests 

are decoupled from war, which is not the case today.  

In my essay I suggest that the proposed project of designing a GC should be based on 
four methods: (1) the theory on the rule of law and constitutionalism, (2) empirical 

evidence of what is included in national constitutions, (3) analysis of the new elements 

that need to be included, and (4) open science. Each method unfolds multiple 

possibilities open to iteration and divergence throughout the process. Initially, I would 

approach each as follows:  

1. Theory on the rule of law and constitutionalism: Much criticism towards the theories 

on the rule of law and constitutionalism is directed at their implementation. It is critical 

to address the theories and possible criticism through two joint approaches: critical 
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sankofaism and imaginative futures. Critical sankofaism comes from the Sankofa, an 

African mythical bird that invites us to look at the past and retrieve the knowledge for 
today, thus this approach means critically looking at the past to retrieve and understand 

the present (Gyekye 1988). Imaginative futures, is the active exercise of imagining 

futures, understanding how such scenarios may be possible and taking steps to reach 

them (Moore and Milkoreit 2020; Demos 2023). Together, these two approaches allow 

an interplay between past, present and future(s) to critically reflect on the theory of the 

rule of law and constitutionalism concerning the GC. This approach would go as 

follows: Preferably collectively and in transdisciplinary groups, we imagine a future in 

which a GC exist and is in effect. What does the world look like? Where is the 

Constitution available? Who has the authority to interpret the content? What about the 

UN, the ICJ, and all local courts? What is their function?etc. Jointly, we look at the 
present and the past. Where is the rule of law or constitutions failing/succeeding today? 

How did this situation occur? etc. The GC would be polished with every iteration by 

going back and forth dialogically and accompanied by literature reviews and expert 

consultations.  

2. Empirical evidence: Besides analysing different countries’ constitutions, I would 

include sacred or milestone texts, such as the Dharmasutras, the Bible, Analects, Coran, 

etc., which have been fundamental for societies and their ethical frameworks are still 

present. Similarly, I would include myths and oral traditions, such as proverbs which 

have been used for guidance and dispute resolution in certain regions, for example in 
Africa (Gyekye 1997; Ramose 1999). As much as other guiding documents i.e., the 

Valladolid debate and China’s latest civil service examination (国家公务员考试) which 

include Confucianism, Legalism, Maoism, and Xi Jinping’s thought. To address this 

massive amount of text, besides (partial) source reading, it is necessary to build a Large 

Language Model (LLM) to synthesise and identify content. Later, using qualitative data 

analysis tools such as ATLAS.ti one could draw connections. This task requires clean 

and sharp database management as creative methods to pinpoint key content without 

excluding unexpected valuable insights.  

3. Analysis of new elements to be included: Technology is perhaps the most important of 

the new elements to be included in the GC. Technology results from moral and 

cosmological circumstances (Hui 2019) and follows economic development (Dussel 

2007). Thus, technology is contextual and particular to peoples’ ontologies and, just like 

species and cultures, its diversity must be protected and fostered. Such diversifying 

governance would end the artificial dependencies, epistemicides, and social and 

environmental damage that have followed the introduction of technologies, from 

pesticides to social media, from (mainly) Global North to South as a form of 
neocolonialism. Therefore, besides governing specific new technologies, like Artificial 

General Intelligence which might be humanity’s end, the GC must address technological 

diversification at large. To do so, a comprehensive historical and philosophical 

understanding of technology worldwide is needed.   

Moreover, considering the role of technology in today’s environmental and social 

problems, the GC should elaborate on extended responsibility for the private sector by 

addressing technology’s emergent stadiums individually and altogether. For example, AI 

has 3 emergent stadiums: S1. Interface: what it does, who and how uses it, etc.; S2. 

Software: how is programmed, which data, language, etc.; S3. Hardware: the materials 

and everything related – life cycle, energy use, emissions, etc. Although each stadium 
can be governed independently, for instance, (S1) AI must not have violent purposes, 

(S2) must avoid biased data, and (S3) materials must be responsibly sourced, they are all 
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needed for AI to exist, thus, AI companies must comply regulations both individually 

and altogether. Applied thoroughly, extended responsibility could slow technological 

somnambulism (Winner, 1983) and stop the private sector from environmental abuses.  

4. Open Science: Since a GC is of global interest, collaboration in its design is of utmost 

importance. Actors worldwide should be involved in the process by multiple means. One 

should leave the possibilities completely open, inviting artists, children from around the 

world, local and regional organizations like the Centre for Indigenous Knowledge in 

Ghana or PODER in Latin America, religious authorities, involving global and local 

movements like La Via Campesina and the Zapatistas, and even creating digital surveys 

to spread around the world. Similar to the Feral Atlas (Tsing et al. 2020), text, images, 

drawings, music, videos, everything can come together in one project. Through an 

interactive and aesthetic presentation, the Global Constitution should have the highest 

scientific, cultural, and artistic value.  

These are some initial ideas on how a GC should be constructed. Overall, it requires an 

open mindset that goes beyond Eurocentrism and beyond Modernity as a hegemonic 

geoculture (Wallerstein 2020; Dussel 2016). For that, having a critical review of history 

and looking at non-Western philosophical traditions would be greatly beneficial. Lastly, 

I believe that the inclusion of art in the process and product of this project should be 

compulsory.  
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25. Caring for the Future 

Amélie-Hanan Bracke 

 

When Trump came into office in 2017, he turned back many of the environmental 

policies and regulations that were in place. On his first day of office in 2025, Trump 

backed out of the Paris agreement. This agreement is a legally binding international 

treaty on climate change. The U.S. was in the first list of countries joining the Paris 

Agreement and will be the only country backing out twice. This decision is disturbing to 
many people all over the world, because the U.S. has the second biggest carbon footprint 

in the world and often sets an example for other countries to follow. But it is especially 

upsetting for young people, when political leaders of nearly 80 years old get to make 

decisions about the future of the Earth. These leaders are making decisions about a world 

in which they will not live much longer and clearly do not care for. They are making 

decisions about my future. As a 14-year-old I hardly have any power when it comes to 

political decisions that shape our life on Earth, but it is the world and the future that I 

will grow up and build my life in. This situation is unsustainable and keeps us stuck in a 

destructive place. Therefore, I believe that all political decisions that have a great impact 

on the future should be made together with those who will live in that future. I want a 

global constitution that guarantees this principle.  

Such a principle has been part of decision making before, I have learned. Some 

indigenous populations in North America but also in other parts of the world have a 

philosophy which is called the Seventh Generation Principle. In this philosophy, all 

decisions that are made today must consider the possible effects on seven generations 

into the future. This means we must think not only about the children today, who cannot 

vote and will have to live with the consequences of the terrible decisions of today, but 

also about many generations after us. For me, it also means we have to think of others 

who have no political power but equally suffer from these destructive political decisions, 

like animals and all of nature.  

This seems like the opposite of what is happening now. And it also seems that most 

destructive decisions are made by political leaders who are most popular among an older 

age group. Trump had the most votes among white men between the ages of 45-65+ and 

I don’t think it’s fair that a vision of the world that suits that group best shapes the world 

for all of us. This is true especially for those of us who will be living in that world many 

decades from now. For me, this was part of the sadness last November when Trump won 

the elections: the sadness of our future being hijacked. This is the time to make big 

changes to our societies and our ways of living, to make sure there is a more livable 

future for many people across the world. But the older generation in power is just 
clinging on to an older way of living that they don’t want to change and they don’t want 

to share with others. They are ruining the future of so many.  

What if a global constitution would make the Seventh Generation Principle binding for 

all governments in this world? This would mean that all important political decisions that 

could have a major impact on our world would first be evaluated to see if they harm the 

livelihoods of others. Including those who will inherit this world seven generations from 

now. I am not a lawyer and do not know how this principle can be put into very concrete 

laws and policies. And I do not know what my grandchildren will need and want for 
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their world. But maybe all this is part of the point: decisions like these should be made 

together, with experts and with many voices that are usually not heard in politics.  

To conclude, I hope together we can find ways to make the Seventh Generation Principle 

part of a constitution for everyone living on Earth. If all important political decisions 

around the globe had to take future generations into account, we would have a more 

sustainable and democratic world for everyone. A constitution that brings together global 

knowledge, care, solidarity, and allows us to imagine a better future for us all.  
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26. A proposal for the New Project on a Global Constitution  

Amanda Faria Oliveira 

 

The global movement toward sustainable development has seen a rise in numerous 

international initiatives aiming to promote responsible business conduct. However, the 

absence of binding regulations continues to hinder significant progress in ensuring 

sustainability in global supply chains. This challenge is particularly critical as we face 

escalating climate crises, such as extreme droughts and wildfires that plagued Brazil in 
the last burning season, a situation mirrored in other parts of the world (Wildfires sweep 

Amazon as Brazil suffers worst drought on record, 2024). These disasters, often linked 

to deforestation and unsustainable agricultural practices, highlight the urgent need for 

stricter enforcement mechanisms that hold multinational corporations accountable 

(Gustafsson et al, 2023).  

The proposal of a global accreditation system with sanctions for companies that violate 

environmental and labour standards could be a crucial step toward achieving responsible 

sourcing and transparency in supply chains worldwide. The project would evaluate the 

feasibility of implementing a global enforcement structure to ensure that companies 

follow socially responsible behaviours beyond national borders, adopting effective 

tactics to minimize the damage caused by their externalities.  

Several international initiatives have been launched to establish sustainable development 

standards, with studies showing positive outcomes. For example, the United Nations 

Global Compact (UNGC), founded in 2000, is a non-binding UN pact designed to 

encourage companies worldwide to adopt sustainable and socially responsible policies. 

The pact includes ten principles covering human rights, labor, the environment, and anti- 

corruption. The UNGC, however, does not enforce laws; it only promotes global 

corporate responsibility. Nevertheless, a study demonstrated a significant positive impact 

of the UNGC on sales growth and profitability, showing that this promotion of corporate 

responsibility can occur alongside growth objectives (Orzes et al., 2020).  

The OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises on Responsible Business Conduct 

represent another type of initiative based on recommendations from governments for 

multinational companies. The goal is to prevent multinationals from contributing to 

adverse social and environmental impacts. Furthermore, the Guidelines aim to encourage 

actions by companies that produce positive effects on the economy, environment, and 

social progress, through guidance in key areas such as human rights, labor, environment, 

technology, corruption, and competition. Although they are also non-binding, the 

Guidelines are important because they promote good practices by encouraging 

companies to enhance their business responsibility.  

A well-known international event in this field is the forum that led to the United Nations 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), where global leaders explore ways businesses 

can promote responsible consumption and production. Central targets related to 

responsible consumption and production are defined in Goal 12, while actions for 

climate change are outlined in Goal 13, among other goals directly related to a 

sustainable global production chain. Another important global effort is the Conferences 

of the Parties (COPs), held as formal meetings of the United Nations Framework 
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Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). COPs have addressed topics such as 

sustainability in production chains, deforestation, agriculture, and carbon emissions.  

Recently, COP29 took place in Baku, Azerbaijan, while the G20 meeting was held in 

Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. Although the G20 is not exclusively focused on environmental 

issues, climate action, sustainable development, and energy transition featured 

prominently on its agenda as priority themes. COP29, however, faced strong criticism 

for its limited outcomes, particularly regarding inadequate proposals on phasing out 

fossil fuels and the insufficient financial commitments from wealthy nations to address 

the climate crisis. On a more positive note, the event saw significant progress in carbon 

market agreements (McGrath, 2024). Furthermore, the results that have been achieved in 

expanding the use of renewable energy have been more positive worldwide, something 

that was noticeable in the Climate Change Performance Index (CCPI) report. (Rueter, 

2024; Burck, J. et al., 2024).  

Accordingly, it is evident that most sustainable action strategies are deeply intertwined 

with the corporate sector and rely heavily on the collaboration of large companies. Thus, 

a proposal to the Global Constitution project is to develop a system of global 

accreditation and sanctions for companies violating environmental and labour standards, 

with an emphasis on responsible sourcing and supply chain transparency. The idea 

would be to analyse how a global constitution could create mandatory sustainability 

standards for multinational corporations, ensuring that global value chains comply with 

certain environmental and labour regulations.  

The social and environmental damages caused by certain industries impose costs on 

society, known as negative externalities. The challenge lies in how to measure these 

costs and demonstrate that they create inefficiencies in markets, and that regulation could 

lead to gains in this regard. More specifically, a proposed study would focus on 

measuring the short-term cost of compliance with sustainability standards, such as those 

established by the UNGC and OECD Guidelines, and the long-term economic value that 

this compliance generates. The economic value can come from increased access to 

markets, premium pricing for certified products, and brand value enhancement.  

The Environmental-Economic Modeling can be done by (1) regression models to 

analyze the relationship between sustainability practices and economic performance of 
firms; and (2) regression analysis to assess the relationship between corporate 

sustainability practices and environmental outcomes (e.g., deforestation rates, pollution 

levels). This can be explored by using data from industries and examining the economic 

impact of varying levels of environmental enforcement.  

In summary, this essay proposes that the Global Constitution should aim to bridge the 

gap between economic development and sustainable business practices by establishing a 

global system of accreditation and sanctions. This system would hold multinational 

corporations accountable for their environmental and social impacts.  
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27. Decolonising the Constitution: The Benefits of Addressing 

Modern Constitutional Questions from Non-Western 

Perspectives 

Celestia Kalau-Tavormina 

 

The structure and material scope of Constitutional Law can differ from state to state, 

with different values enshrined and various state structures and procedures detailed and 

protected. This makes the idea of a Global Constitution both daunting and impressive. 

This is especially true when considered along with the values and fundamental rights of 
modern civilisation, and new elements which should be protected by the Constitution, 

such as a healthy environment. When remembering that global does not simply mean a 

Western perspective on constitutional rights and values, the need to determine truly 

global principles and standards can become daunting in scale. Even so what can be 

agreed on is that any new Constitution should continue to uphold the Rule of Law; for 

all, and not just a select portion of the world. It then becomes a question of what should 

be enshrined in a Global Constitution, and how to do so in a manner which embraces the 

concept of globality. However, a different way of framing the assignment is by 

evaluating how the creation of a Global Constitution is in fact elevated by the inclusion 

of a decolonial perspective, due to its increased scope of legal considerations and 

perspectives, such as a non-anthropocentric approach to climate protection.  

My essay asks: How can the design of a Global Constitution be aided in its scope of 

applicability to the modern era by focusing on the development of a non-Western 

centralised approach to preserving the Rule of Law and governance, particularly while 

including the preservation of a healthy environment? Proposed sub-questions include: 

which universal elements can be found at the core of Constitutional Law internationally? 

How should a Global Constitution preserve the Rule of Law based on global 

representation concepts? How do modern day concerns enter into the design of a Global 

Constitution? How can environmental concerns be connected to principles of the Rule of 
Law? My hypothesis is that by designing the Global Constitution from a decolonial 

perspective, new legal methods can be used to legitimately address modern 

Constitutional concerns such as a healthy environment and uphold the Rule of Law in a 

globally inclusive manner.  

Legally, the study should address the critical need for pluralism in a Global Constitution, 

which can accommodate diverse governance models beyond the traditional Western-

centric paradigm. A Global Constitution informed by non-Western perspectives can 

foster greater legal inclusivity and legitimacy. Politically, the research aligns with the 

growing demand for more equitable power dynamics in global governance. It highlights 

the role that emerging economies and non-Western states play in shaping international 
policy, while also offering solutions to global environmental crises that resonate with 

these nations’ priorities. By incorporating non-Western legal principles, this study 

promotes a more balanced geopolitical landscape, reflected in a more inclusive 

Constitutional scope.  

The originality of this research lies in its focus on global governance perspectives, which 

tends to be underrepresented in discussions of Constitutionalism. While Western legal 
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traditions have largely shaped the global governance framework, particularly in 

preserving the rule of law, the modern era demands a more inclusive approach. The main 
consideration of this research itself, namely the creation of a Global Constitution, is 

inescapably an original and ambitious project in itself.  

This essay addresses a critical gap in research by emphasizing the development of a truly 

global model for global governance, addressing contemporary issues from new 

perspectives. Environmental concerns have grown in urgency, and many non-Western 

legal traditions, particularly those rooted in indigenous traditions, offer valuable insights 

into sustainable governance that are often overlooked in Western legal frameworks, such 

as a less anthropocentric legal framework and exploring the rights of nature itself, for 

example. This research furthermore occupies a unique position within the literature on 

global constitutionalism, comparative legal studies, and Environmental Law. By 
focusing on the intersection of governance and political theories, the Rule of Law, and 

environmental preservation, this study helps challenge the dominance of Western legal 

systems in global governance. 21st century society requires a constitution that addresses, 

not only the new attitudes of the present, but also pressing issues and concerns such as 

the climate crisis. The project’s originality and value lie in its ambition, decolonial 

perspective, and modern approach to questions of Constitutional Law.  

Research for this project should be qualitative, and primarily library-based, employing a 

law-in-context approach to include relevant historical and sociological perspectives. It 

should draw from decolonial scholarship, legal scholarship on the Rule of Law, non-
anthropocentric interpretations of climate obligations from locations such as the Global 

South, and select examples of Constitutional Law. These should be selected to provide 

an effective cross-section of Constitutional legal structure and application across both 

Western and non-Western States. It should employ comparative analysis and doctrinal 

approaches to effectively gather data and theory on the development of Constitutional 

Law, the Rule of Law, and decolonial theory. It should examine global governance and 

the rule of law the shifting emphasis needed towards protecting a healthy environment 

and non-anthropocentric approaches to addressing this. There is need to analyse 

Constitutional Law in selected case studies. It is useful to assess the impact of a 

decolonial perspective on a prospective global constitution, based on priority areas 
gathered from the constitutional case study, modern day issues to be addressed, and 

essential Rule of Law elements, with teleological interpretation.   
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28. Draft Global Constitution for Climate (and Pollution) 

Management 

Rob Ikink 

 

This essay proposes a draft outline for a constitution:  

Preamble: Acknowledging the urgent global crisis posed by climate change and 

pollution, this constitution aims to establish a collaborative framework for governments, 

industries, civil society, and individuals. This framework seeks to address the adverse 

impacts of human activity on the environment, ensuring equitable, sustainable use of 

resources while safeguarding the Earth's ecosystems for future generations.  

Article I: General Principles  

1. Intergenerational Equity: All actions under this constitution must consider the rights of 

future generations to a habitable planet.  

2. Global Responsibility: Each nation and stakeholder shares an equal obligation to 

mitigate climate change and reduce pollution, proportionate to their historical and 

current contributions.  

3. Sustainability as a Core Value: Economic, industrial, and developmental policies must 

align with the principles of environmental sustainability.  

Article II: Stakeholder Roles and Responsibilities  

1. Governments  

a. Policy Formulation and Implementation:  

• Develop and enforce laws to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in line with globally 

agreed thresholds.  

• Integrate climate resilience into national development strategies.  

• Protect and restore biodiversity hotspots, forests, and wetlands.  

b. Global Cooperation:  

• Commit to international agreements on climate, pollution, and environmental justice.  

• Contribute to a global fund for sustainable development in vulnerable nations.  

c. Accountability:  

• Regularly report national progress on emissions reductions, energy transitions, and 

resource conservation.  

2. Industries  

a. Emission Reduction:  

• Transition to renewable energy sources and adopt energy-efficient technologies.  

• Commit to net-zero carbon emissions by no later than 2050.  

b. Sustainable Practices:  
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• Adopt circular economy principles: reuse, recycle, and reduce waste.  

• Eliminate single-use plastics and invest in biodegradable alternatives.  

c. Transparency:  

• Publicly disclose environmental footprints and progress toward sustainability goals.  

3. Civil Society  

a. Advocacy and Monitoring:  

• Advocate for equitable climate policies and hold governments and corporations 

accountable.  

• Partner with local communities to promote sustainable livelihoods.  

b. Awareness and Education:  

• Conduct campaigns to increase public understanding of climate change and pollution.  

4. Individuals  

a. Lifestyle Adjustments:  

• Minimize energy consumption and adopt low-carbon transportation options.  

• Reduce waste by embracing minimalism and responsible consumption.  

b. Participation:  

• Engage in local sustainability initiatives and demand accountability from elected 

officials.  

Article III: Fundamental Rights and Obligations  

1. Right to a Clean Environment:  

o Every person has the right to air, water, and land free from harmful pollutants.  

2. Obligation to Act:  

o All stakeholders are obliged to act decisively and swiftly in reducing their 

environmental impact.  

3. Just Transition:  

o Workers and communities dependent on high-emission industries are entitled to 

support during transitions to sustainable practices.  

Article IV: Resource Sharing and Environmental Justice  

1. Equitable Ecospace Distribution:  

o Implement global limits on the utilization of environmental resources, ensuring fair 

distribution between nations.  

2. Support for Vulnerable Nations:  

o Wealthier nations must provide financial and technical assistance to developing 

countries to meet climate goals.  

3. Preservation of Biodiversity:  

o Designate and enforce protected areas for endangered ecosystems and species.  

Article V: Enforcement and Compliance  
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1. Global Environmental Tribunal:  

o Establish an international body to mediate disputes and enforce compliance with 

climate agreements.  

2. Sanctions:  

o Impose penalties on nations or industries failing to meet agreed environmental targets.  

3. Monitoring and Reporting:  

o A global panel will oversee data collection and provide transparent reports on 

environmental progress.  

Article VI: Innovations and Knowledge Sharing  

1. Technology Transfer:  

o Facilitate the global exchange of green technologies to bridge disparities in resource 

capabilities.  

2. Research and Development:  

o Prioritize investment in renewable energy, sustainable agriculture, and waste reduction 

innovations.  

3. Traditional Knowledge:  

o Respect and integrate indigenous and local ecological knowledge into global 

strategies.  

Article VII: Education and Awareness  

1. Curriculum Integration:  

o Incorporate environmental education at all levels of schooling worldwide.  

2. Media Campaigns:  

o Fund and distribute campaigns to highlight individual and collective climate 

responsibilities.  

3. Youth Participation:  

o Empower young leaders to contribute to policymaking and environmental activism.  

Article VIII: Amendments  

1. Dynamic Evolution:  

o Recognize that the challenges of climate change will evolve and mandate periodic 

reviews of this constitution.  

2. Inclusive Decision-Making:  

o Ensure all amendments are made with participation from diverse global stakeholders.  

This global constitution is a foundational framework designed to minimize the human 

impact on climate and pollution. By establishing clear roles, responsibilities, and rights, 

it aims to foster a cooperative effort toward a sustainable future. The success of this 

endeavour depends on collective commitment, innovation, and the unwavering will to 

prioritize the planet over profit.  
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29. No Title 

Ana Carolina Contin Kosiak 

 

In this essay, I aim to demonstrate what enables a global pact to achieve the 

effectiveness of a national constitution. Despite the national-global analogy, the project 

should examine global issues par excellence - with particular focus on international 

migrations - and regarding a Global South perspective, supported by a decolonial 

approach to challenge traditional models of global governance and law that have 

historically prioritized Eurocentric frameworks.  

The project should be grounded in the theoretical foundations of global constitutionalism 

and transformative constitutionalism, as both offer essential insights into how law can 

serve as an instrument for addressing global inequalities. A Global Constitution, I 

believe, must reflect the realities, cultures, and epistemologies of the Global South, as 

many of contemporary global challenges are more sensitive and consequential in these 

region. By recentering these narratives, this project should aim to contribute to a more 

equitable global legal order, one that is inclusive and responsive to the complex 

dynamics of migration and other transnational challenges.  

To achieve this objective, I propose a two-pronged approach. First, one should conduct a 
comparative study of various global governance agreements, including the Organization 

of American States and the African Union, at the international level; the European Union 

at the supranational level; and the International Criminal Court at the global level. By 

examining the conditions under which these international agreements are respected, 

enforced, or undermined, one should begin to outline the critical requirements for the 

development of a Global Constitution that is not only legally binding but also credible 

and widely respected by a diverse range of international actors. This project should 

address both the normative aspects of global governance and the practical mechanisms 

required to ensure that constitutional frameworks gain legitimacy and authority in a 

complex, interconnected world.  

Second, one should engage in a comparative analysis of transformative constitutionalism 

experiences in the Global South, focusing on the Constitutions of South Africa, India, 

and Brazil. These countries have adopted progressive, transformative approaches to 

constitutional law, emphasizing the protection of human rights and the consolidation of 

democratic regimes. However, despite these advances, significant challenges remain, 

particularly in terms of establishing a pervasive human rights culture and ensuring the 

consistent enforcement of constitutional norms.  

Through this comparative analysis, one should aim to identify lessons from these 

transformative constitutional processes that can inform the development of a global 
constitutional architecture, especially in addressing obstacles related to human rights 

protections and democratic governance. Specifically, this research should focus on how 

these countries have navigated obstacles related to the protection of human rights, the 

consolidation of democracy, and the implementation of constitutional frameworks in 

practice. By drawing on these experiences, the project should address the broader 

challenges associated with human rights protections and democratic governance on a 

global scale, offering insights into how these principles can be embedded into a Global 

Constitution.  
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Based on these studies, I propose a critical examination of an issue that can no longer be 

addressed within the confines of a single nation-state, as its very nature is inherently 
global. Migration represents a key focus for this research because it transcends national 

borders, challenging traditional concepts of sovereignty and governance. It is one of the 

defining global phenomena of the 21st century, profoundly affecting economies, 

societies, and security landscapes across multiple regions.  

Between 2010 and 2019, over 100 million people were forcibly displaced, marking this 

period as "the decade of displacement." This mass movement of people reflects deeper 

structural shifts in the global order, driven by conflict, environmental crises, and socio-

economic disparities. In light of these realities, any Global Constitution must not only 

address the rights and protections of migrants but also establish a comprehensive 

framework for global citizenship, one that transcends the limitations of national borders.  

In this context, global citizenship becomes a crucial concept for understanding and 

managing human mobility in an interconnected and globalized world. It requires 

acknowledging both the rights and responsibilities that come with living in a shared 

global community, ensuring that migrants are not left in legal or political limbo. A 

Global Constitution, therefore, must be designed to promote inclusivity, safeguard 

human dignity, and provide legal recognition for the millions affected by displacement 

and migration. This will ensure that migrants are integrated into a shared global future, 

with full participation and protection under an equitable and just legal framework.  

In line with this, decoloniality and breaking with Eurocentrism are fundamental pillars of 
the project. A truly global constitutional order must challenge the Eurocentric, 

universalized understanding of power and knowledge that has long dominated global 

governance structures. By making visible the experiences of those subalternized and 

excluded—women, indigenous peoples, black communities, and other marginalized 

groups—the research seeks to construct a constitutional framework that recognizes and 

values diverse ways of knowing and being.  

Furthermore, multiculturalism is essential for ensuring the legitimacy of a Global 

Constitution. Multiculturalism, in this context, is not merely an acknowledgment of 

diversity but rather a precondition for creating a legitimate and inclusive global legal 

order. A Global Constitution must reflect a balanced relationship between global 
authority and local legitimacy, ensuring that universal principles are adapted to fit 

specific socio-cultural contexts. The inclusion of a wide range of actors—across regions, 

cultures, and legal traditions—is essential for creating a constitutional framework that 

resonates globally while respecting local particularities.  

Equally important is the gender perspective, which addresses the historical exclusion of 

women and other gendered groups from the creation and implementation of legal norms. 

By incorporating feminist constitutionalism, my research aims to bring legal frameworks 

closer to social realities, breaking the cycle of inherited inequalities and ensuring that a 

Global Constitution represents the interests of all, not just a select few.  

In sum, this research should explore the legal, political, and institutional conditions 

necessary for a global agreement to function with the binding force and legitimacy of a 

constitutional framework, particularly in the context of migration, which represents a 

complex and pressing global challenge. By incorporating the diverse realities of the 

Global South and challenging existing global power dynamics, this project should aim to 

contribute to a more inclusive and just international legal order.   
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30. Essential Elements of a Global Constitution for the 

Anthropocene Era 

Jesse F. Abrams 

 

Earth system scientists studying climate dynamics, tipping points, and biodiversity have 

documented how human activities are pushing our planet beyond critical boundaries (1–

3). In the context of unprecedented global challenges - from approaching climate tipping 

points (4, 5) to technological disruption - the need for a cohesive framework of global 

governance has never been more pressing (6, 7). A 21st-century global constitution, 
which I name the “Earth constitution”, must provide the foundation for maintaining 

Earth system stability while ensuring social wellbeing and environmental prosperity 

within an equitable world (8) .  

The imperative for an Earth constitution stems from a fundamental reality: all human 

activities - from agriculture to industry, from urban development to technological 

innovation - are inextricably dependent on Earth's life-supporting systems (9). Our planet 

provides irreplaceable services that no technological advancement can fully replicate 

(10, 11): the atmosphere's precise chemical composition (12), the hydrological cycles 

(13), soil ecosystems (14, 15), and biogeochemical cycles (16, 17). These planetary life-
support systems, refined over millions of years (18), represent a complexity that is non-

substitutable (19). While human ingenuity can supplement some natural processes - like 

artificial pollination or water treatment - it cannot replace the intricate web of ecological 

interactions that maintain Earth's habitability. The non-substitutable nature of these 

planetary services means their disruption poses an existential risk to human civilization, 

transcending national boundaries and demanding constitutional protection at a global 

scale.  

The cornerstone of this Earth constitution must be a comprehensive declaration of 

universal rights (20) that recognizes Earth system stability as fundamental to human 

civilization (21). Our research demonstrates that several elements of the Earth System - 
Amazon rainforest (22, 23), West Antarctic ice sheet (24, 25), and coral reef ecosystems 

(26) - are approaching critical thresholds which represent potential existential risks to 

humanity. The constitution must establish both the preservation of a stable climate (1, 

12) and functional biosphere (27, 28) as fundamental human rights, alongside clean air 

(29), potable water (30), and access to unspoiled natural resources (31). In our 

increasingly digital world, these environmental rights must be complemented by 

emerging rights relevant to our technological age, such as data privacy, digital identity, 

and protection from algorithmic discrimination.  

A viable Earth constitution must establish a governance structure (8, 32, 33) that 
balances local autonomy with global coordination (34, 35) while enabling rapid response 

to Earth system changes (36, 37). Traditional governance timeframes are incompatible 

with the speed of environmental change we now observe (38, 39). This requires a 

multilevel framework (40, 41) that respects subsidiary principles while enabling 

effective global action on transboundary issues (42). The structure should ensure both 

population size and geographic diversity are reflected in decision-making bodies, with 

specific attention paid to ensuring meaningful participation from indigenous peoples (43, 

44), small island nations (45, 46), and other vulnerable populations (46–49) who often 
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possess crucial ecological knowledge and face the earliest impacts of environmental 

change.  

The constitution must explicitly recognize planetary boundaries as legal limits informed 

by Earth system science (1–3, 50, 51). These boundaries - including climate change (52), 

biodiversity loss (53–56), biogeochemical flows (2, 57–59), and ocean acidification - 

must be continuously updated. Constitutional mandates must protect biodiversity 

hotspots (28, 60, 61), critical ecosystem services (54, 55, 62), and species migration 

corridors (63), recognizing that biodiversity loss isn't just about species extinction - it's 

about maintaining the functional diversity necessary for ecosystem resilience in the face 

of climate change.  

Economic justice and sustainable development within the constitutional framework must 

recognize that infinite growth is incompatible with planetary boundaries (51, 64–67). 
Universal basic rights (68) must be protected while establishing mechanisms for 

transitioning to a circular, regenerative economy (69, 70) that operates within Earth 

system limits. The constitution should establish frameworks for fair trade (64) and 

technology transfer (71), while addressing historical injustices (72) and promoting 

economic equity (73). Constitutional limits on resource extraction and wealth 

concentration should be coupled with mandatory ecosystem service accounting and 

requirements for biodiversity net gain in economic activities.  

Recent global challenges have highlighted the need for robust crisis management 

mechanisms (74–76). Emergency response protocols should be triggered by specific 
environmental indicators (4, 77), such as ice sheet deterioration (78), biodiversity loss 

(79), or ecosystem collapse (80, 81). These must be paired with frameworks for 

addressing climate-induced displacement (82–86), food security (59, 87), and resource 

management (34). The governance structure must enable swift, coordinated action to 

prevent or mitigate catastrophic Earth system changes (36).  

A modern global constitution must incorporate mechanisms for evidence-based decision-

making grounded in Earth system science. The constitution should establish a permanent 

scientific advisory body with expertise in climate science, ecology, and Earth system 

dynamics, with the authority to trigger emergency measures when scientific evidence 

indicates approaching tipping points. Regular state-of-the-Earth-system assessments - 
such as the recent Planetary Health Check (88) initiative - should be constitutionally 

mandated, alongside frameworks for global scientific cooperation and data sharing. The 

protection of scientific integrity and research independence must be guaranteed, ensuring 

that governance decisions are based on the best available evidence.  

Implementation and enforcement mechanisms are crucial to the constitution's success. 

Clear procedures for constitutional amendments must be established, alongside 

independent monitoring and enforcement bodies. These should include global 

monitoring systems for each planetary boundary, with particular attention to early 

warning signals of approaching tipping points. Transparent dispute resolution 
mechanisms and graduated sanctions for non-compliance should be balanced with 

incentive structures for positive participation.  

As we witness unprecedented changes in Earth's climate and ecosystems, the success of 

such a constitution will depend not only on its content but on the process of its 

development and adoption. It must be created through inclusive dialogue that bridges 

scientific understanding with global citizenship. This constitutional framework 

represents perhaps our last opportunity to establish governance systems capable of 

maintaining a habitable planet for future generations. It must balance ambitious 
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environmental protection with social justice, recognizing that human wellbeing depends 

fundamentally on Earth system health. The constitution must be flexible enough to 
incorporate new scientific understanding while maintaining unwavering commitment to 

planetary stewardship, establishing structures that enable humanity to address collective 

challenges while respecting diversity and promoting equity.  
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31. A Letter from a Young Soul in the Future 

Annika Lund 

 

I am 20 years old, born in the year 142. Yes, I understand if you think that must be a 

mistake – but our way of counting time changed after you lived. It was a symbolic 

decision, made in the wake of the Great Reset. My parents were born in the years 110 

and 112. None of us have ever met anyone who witnessed what happened. But we have 

seen countless interviews and recordings from that time. It is the foundation of the 

knowledge we are taught from childhood – the story of our society, Globalis. 

   Today, 8.7 billion souls walk this Earth. We are all citizens of Globalis, the union of 

regions that came together 162 years ago. The transition was hesitant at first. But large 

regions – like the EU, India, and China – took the lead. Their people voted for a 

governance with global responsibilities, and slowly, more nations followed. Until at last, 

true global leadership was formed, tasked with handling matters that concern us all. 

Every single one of us has a vote in this system. 

   One of the earliest decisions was to abolish dictatorships. No leader of a nation can 

rule with unchecked power. Yes, we still have our national leaders. We still live within 

our nations. National matters, like organization of education and healthcare, are decided 

at the national level. Local matters, such as waste management and public transport, 

remain under local governance. Yet, every decision must align with the fundamental law 

we have agreed upon: humanity must protect Life. Not only human life, but all life. Life 

itself is sacred, and our choices and behaviors must reflect this. The protection of Life is 

a democratically chosen principle in Globalis. 

   To uphold this, we rebuilt the very foundation of our economy. That was the moment 

we called Year Zero – the year we laid the old world economy to rest and ushered in the 

era of bionomy. Bionomy is built upon Life. That is how we are taught in school; 

bionomy sustains Life, and Life is sacred. Because bionomy was the spark that ignited 

Globalis, we feel a deep reverence for our global governance, a connection akin to faith. 

   Every person within Globalis – every person on this planet – receives an allocation of 

our currency, bios. Its value is derived from the planet’s limits: the water, land, and 

energy available to us. Every act of consumption is measured in these terms. For 

instance, when I buy a kilo of potatoes, the price reflects the exact amount of water, land, 

and energy used to grow them. The same applies if I purchase clothing, transportation or 

a ticket to the cinema. 

   It is a delicate task to calculate how many bios the planet can sustain and to distribute 

them fairly. Some people have greater needs; those who are ill and require medicine, or 

those who must heat or cool their homes to survive. Some must receive more. Some bios 

must also be given to each municipality or state to manage public responsibilities. 

   Pricing the consumption in is also challenging. The price for similar products can vary. 

Those who farm most sustainably cost least bios to buy since their products have taken 
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less water and energy to be produced. This creates a desire among growers to produce 

smarter products. And when our bios last longer, then we want more and better products. 

For example, our local greenhouses here in Stockholm have started growing mangoes 

and pineapples that we can now eat all year round. This is because growers have come 

up with smarter ways to use light, water and energy in the greenhouses, so the bios 

available cover the expense. It gives us a common aspiration that can be compared to 

what the old world economy called economic growth.  

   The complexity of these calculations is immense, which is why we rely on AI. It was 

only when we developed reliable AI that bionomy became possible. When near-

incomprehensible amounts of data could be gathered and processed securely, it became 

impossible to ignore the truth: the old economy was a ruthless, self-perpetuating 

machine, blind to its destructive powers. Back then, what people consumed in one corner 

of the world caused devastation in another – devastation that remained invisible to those 

who caused it. 

   Bionomy makes this impossible. We, as a collective, cannot consume beyond the 

limits of our planet, for no additional bios will be issued. And through AI, the 

distribution of bios is made transparent; it is calculated and presented in ways every 

citizen can understand.  

   We chose bionomy. We chose the abolition of dictatorships. We chose which matters 

should be decided at which level, and it is Globalis that ensures our votes count. 

   Elections are digital and frequent. On the hyperlocal level, we vote on community 

matters, like which crops to grow in our public parks or how many public swimming 

piers should be maintained. If we choose crops that need lots of water or many piers, it 

becomes costly for our district. Our shared bios funds shrink. 

   We vote at every level, all the way up to the global level of Globalis. We approve 

national governments. Leaders who fail to earn approval are denied access to bionomy, 

making it impossible for them to hold political power. 

   We who live now are, in many ways, bound by the consequences of the climate 

catastrophe. Some parts of the Earth are no longer habitable. We have all seen the 

haunting images of suffering from the Great Migration, when waves of climate refugees 

swept across the planet.  

 

And so, I send this message to you: 

Think of us. We, too, wish to live. 

Thank you for taking time. 
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32. A Bioregional Constitution for All Life 

Delfina Fantini van Ditmar, Marit Jansen and Ewelina Schraven 

 

Preamble 

  We, the diverse communities of life on Earth, recognise that our well-being is 

inseparable from the health and vitality of the planetary ecosystems that sustain us. In 

this time of ecological crisis, we embrace a transformative vision: a world where 

governance is guided not by arbitrary political borders, but by preserving living 

principles in the bioregions. Our planetary stewardship, informed by indigenous 

knowledge, scientific understanding, and a deep respect for interdependence, shall be 

guided by principles of culture-specificities, ecocentrism, radical democracy, and the 

recognition that all beings and landscapes have inherent rights.  

This Constitution establishes a global framework, dissolving the primacy of nation-states 

in favour of bioregional communities that are accountable to their local ecosystems. We 

commit ourselves to nurturing biodiversity, ensuring ecological integrity, and uplifting 

human and more-than human voices in collective decision-making towards increasing 

health in ecosystems. We aim this living document serves as a covenant among all 

Earth’s communities—human and more-than human—affirming our collective 

responsibility to replenish, maintain and restore the web of life.   

    

Article 1: 

Fundamental Rights of the Earth and its Communities 

 1. Rights of the Earth and Bioregional Ecosystems:  

(a) The Earth, conceived as a living whole, holds an intrinsic right to maintain its vital 

processes and regenerative natural cycles.  

(b) The Bioregions—distinct ecological areas defined by watersheds, climate, soils, 

flora, fauna, and cultural landscapes—are recognised as legal entities. Each bioregion 

possesses rights to ecological integrity and protection from large-scale degradation.  

(c) These rights are not contingent upon human utility but inherent to the Earth’s biotic 

and abiotic systems.   

  

2. Rights of More-than-human Beings:  

(a) All more-than-human beings—e.g. animals, plants, fungi, mountains, rivers, 

microbes and other biotic and abiotic elements—have the right to exist, flourish, and 

contribute to the health of their ecosystems.  
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(b) Bioregional councils shall appoint legal guardians to represent the interests of more-

than human communities with a bioregional overview, ensuring that their voices shape 

all policies affecting their well-being and ecological ecosystemic health.  

  

3. Human Responsibilities:  

(a) Humans, as members of the Earth community, have the duty to protect, restore, and 

increase the vitality of bioregions by working with experts and local communities. (b) 

Every individual, collective, and institution shall act to prevent ecological harm, foster 

regenerative practices, and respect the boundaries set by the Earth’s planetary 

boundaries.   

  

4. Stewardship & Guardianship: Shared Responsibility  

(a) Through frameworks emphasising shared responsibility for protecting and nurturing 

the natural world, each bioregion and its ecosystems shall be entrusted to a stewardship 

and guardianship community, ensuring their well-being for present and future 

generations of all life. By recognising these dual roles, the legal framework situates 

humans as partners—based on the idea of the Commons—of air, land and water.  

(b) Guardianship focuses primarily on safeguarding the rights and integrity of the living, 

indivisible assemblages, ensuring their preservation, respect, and long-term 

sustainability. (c) Stewardship addresses ethical responsibility, sustainable resource 

management, and maintaining a balance between use and conservation.  

  

Article 2: 

Bioregional Governance and Radical Democracy 

1. Bioregional Autonomy and Radical Democracy:  

(a) Governance is organised by bioregions rather than by nation-states. Each bioregion 

exercises autonomy grounded in ecological knowledge, more-than-human justice, 

cultural traditions, and relational worldviews.  

(b) Decision-making is decentralised and inclusive. Bioregional assemblies, guided by 

principles of horizontal governance, shall strive to include all ‘voices’—human and 

more-than human.   

2. Sovereignty Through Reciprocity and Relational Ontologies:  

(a) Local and Indigenous knowledges and Traditional Ecological Knowledges (Lo-TEK) 

shall inform governance at all levels, ensuring that time-tested stewardship/partnership 

practices guide contemporary policies and land-use decisions.   

(b) Our ontologies shall be imbued with reciprocity, where our actions start by giving 

rather than taking, understanding that there cannot be human prosperity with more-than-

human - and environmental degradation.   
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(c) Interconnectedness and kinship shall be our conscious understandings. By nurturing 

our kindship with the more-than-humans around us, we will align governance with 

practices that uphold harmony, mutual respect, and shared well-being.  

  

3. Subsidiarity and Collaborative Networks:  

(a) Decisions shall be made at the smallest, most immediate scale feasible, respecting 

local expertise and ecological and cultural uniqueness.   

(b) Bioregions shall form networks and federations to address challenges that transcend 

local boundaries—such as biodiversity, migratory species protection, climate stability, 

and watershed management—while maintaining respect for local autonomy and 

ecosystem health.  

4. Cultural and Disciplinary Pluralism:  

(a) Open, respectful contestation of ideas is encouraged, fostering a vibrant pluralism of 

ecological perspectives. This also means no hegemony in disciplines informing the 

decisionmaking.  

(b) Spaces of dialogue, conflict resolution, and transformative engagement ensure that 

no single worldview dominates. Through respectful co-created deliberation, different 

cultural and ecological epistemologies thrive and interact, shaping adaptive and just 

propositions.  

    

Article 3: 

Sustainable and Regenerative Economies  

1. Economies within Earth’s Limits:  

(a) Economic activity shall be structured to regenerate ecosystems rather than deplete 

them.  

Material throughput must respect the ecological thresholds of each bioregion. (b) 

Measures of long-term well-being prioritise locality, biodiversity, soil health, stable 

climates, and cultural resilience over traditional economic growth metrics and a 

globalised supply chain.  

2. Ecological Incentives and Responsibilities:  

(a) Bioregional councils shall implement ecological taxation, credits, and incentive 

systems that reward restoration, ecological initiatives, and cultural traditions that 

enhance ecosystem health.  

(b) Communities are encouraged to restore degraded lands, protect species, and revitalise 

local food systems grounded in regenerative agriculture, permaculture, agroecology, and 

aquaculture.  
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3. Equitable Access to Resources:  

(a) All humans have a right to clean water and air, nutritious, chemical-free food, and 

shelter, which can be obtained through ecologically sound practices that do not erode 

long-term.   

(b) Resource governance must involve those most directly affected, ensuring co-

envisioned equitable distribution and just economic transitions away from extractive 

industries and toward renewable resources, circular and regenerative economies.  

    

  

Article 4: 

Cultural Eco-Centrism and Ecological Education 

1. Holistic and Eco-centric Education:  

(a) Education at all levels shall cultivate ancestral ways of knowing, re-futuring, 

ecological literacy and critical thinking about humanity’s place within the Earth’s 

ecosystems. (b) Curricula shall integrate epistemological plurality (local knowledge, 

scientific ecology, humanities/sociology and the arts) to nurture care, reciprocity, 

empathy, humility, and responsibility toward all beings and landscapes.  

2. Cultural Preservation and Adaptation:  

(a) Traditions that support the flourishing of bioregions are upheld and supported.  

(b) Through transition design and dialogues, communities are empowered to evolve 

cultural practices, fostering a shift toward ecological integrity.  

3. Intergenerational and Intercultural Exchanges:  

(a) Bioregional mechanisms shall ensure the transmission of ecological wisdom to future 

generations, fostering continuity of care, responsibility, and stewardship.  

(b) Exchanges that celebrate biodiversity, cultural diversity, and shared learning shall be 

created to strengthen global solidarity and a sense of collective belonging and good 

ecological practices.  

 

Article 5: 

Legal Rights, Enforcement, and Ecological Justice 

1. Ecocide as a Trans-Bioregional Crime:  

(a) Ecocide—large- and small-scale destruction of ecosystems—shall be treated as a 

violation against Earth’s communities. This recognition extends to both wilful acts and 

those arising from negligence, acknowledging that all forms of ecological harm warrant 

accountability. (b) Bioregional assemblies, supported by global ecological courts, shall 

investigate allegations of ecocide, ensuring accountability, restoration, and reparation.  

(c) Where responsibility is established, proceedings will follow the ethics and morals 

outlined in this Constitution. In addition to or instead of punitive actions, emphasis may 
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be placed on repair and restoration, reflecting our collective duty to safeguard and 

rejuvenate Earth’s diverse communities.  

  

2. Ecological Courts and Guardianship:  

(a) A system of ecological courts, accessible at local, bioregional, and planetary scales, 

shall protect the rights of ecosystems, more-than-human beings and natural resources. (b) 

Legal guardians, chosen by local communities and ecological councils, ensure that the 

interests of rivers, forests, coral reefs, and other living systems are adequately 

represented.  

3. Adaptive Governance and Transparency:  

(a) Regular assessments of ecological well-being, informed by scientific, local and 

Indigenous expertise, guide policy amendments and governance improvements.  

(b) Open access to ecological data, protection for whistleblowers, and participatory 

processes ensure transparency and trust.  

  

A Living Covenant with the Earth 

  Shaped by ongoing dialogue, ecological insights, and the ever-expanding boundaries of 

human understanding, this Constitution affirms our collective resolve to restore and 

sustain life’s diversity while fostering enduring respect between human communities and 

the more-than-human realm. May future generations remember this era as the moment 

we transcended outdated economic paradigms and artificial borders, instead embracing 

the bioregional vitality of our planet. In doing so, we uphold the inherent right of all 

beings—and the abiotic conditions that support them—to thrive within a vibrant, 

interconnected Earth.  

This Constitution and its language are based on existing Constitutions of the Global 

North and Postcolonial regions. To ensure universal accessibility, this Constitution shall 

be disseminated in multiple formats tailored to diverse cultural traditions, sensory 

experiences, and ways of knowing. Such variations may differ across bioregions, 

enabling communities to connect with its principles in the most resonant manner. 

Moreover, as a dynamic and continuously developing framework, it remains open to 

input from all entities in our shared tapestry, reflecting the collective wisdom of present 

and future generations. In this way, it exemplifies the spirit of radical democracy, 

offering a guidepost for humanity’s evolving relationship with the living world. 

 

One Earth, Awakening Song 

 

In dawn’s hush, we greet  

the Four Directions— 

a living tapestry woven  
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from winding rivers, 

whispering pines, and open skies. 

 

Across many homelands,  

canyons cradle emerging voices—  

guardians who speak  

for grandfather oak 

and distant coral shores. 

 

We stand as watchers,  

hands upon warm earth, 

eyes on dancing horizons—  

planting seeds of renewal, 

sharing the breath of life. 

 

Here, boundaries melt 

 like snow into streams; 

communities form a circle of kin,  

where each being is heard 

and each right held close. 

 

When greed’s mark scars the soil, 

 justice rises like thunder on the plains: 

 no act shall silence 

the gentle chorus of rain, 

nor dim the sun’s promise at dawn. 

 

This living covenant 

 shifts with each season, 

a pledge to wind and wing, 

 to root and rock—  

one Earth, awakening 
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33. A Vision for a 21st-Century Global Constitution: Justice, 

Sustainability, and Inclusive Governance in the Anthropocene 

Amrita Lamba 

 

“Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere.” - Martin Luther King Jr. 

“The best way to find yourself is to lose yourself in the service of others.” - Mahatma 

Gandhi 

“A human being is part of a whole, in the universe and is connected to everything.” - 

Abert Einstein 

 

As humanity approaches the Anthropocene era, characterized by significant alterations to 

the Earth’s systems, the need for a comprehensive global governance framework is 

urgent. The Global Constitution Project presents a transformative opportunity to redefine 

humanity’s rights and responsibilities in response to ecological crises and social 

inequities. A 21st-century global constitution should be visionary, adaptable, and 

grounded in social justice, environmental sustainability, and equitable governance. 

 

Foundations of a Global Constitution 

A global constitution should establish a universal legal framework binding nations to 

shared principles and obligations, acknowledging humanity’s interconnectedness. Key 

components include: 

 1. Universal Human Rights: A commitment to protect the fundamental 

rights of all individuals, ensuring freedom, dignity, and justice for everyone, regardless 

of nationality, ethnicity, or socioeconomic status. 

 2. Environmental Stewardship: Recognition of the right to a healthy 

environment as a fundamental human right, mandating sustainable practices to protect 

ecosystems for current and future generations (Boyd, 2012). 

 3. Social Equity: Provisions to address global inequalities in resource 

distribution and climate responsibility, ensuring that vulnerable nations and communities 

are not disproportionately burdened by environmental impacts (Castillejo, 2018). 

 4. Participatory Governance: Mechanisms for inclusive decision-making 

processes, ensuring representation from diverse voices, especially marginalized 

communities (UNDP, 2019). 

 5. Accountability and Enforcement: Legal structures to hold nations and 

corporations accountable for violating constitutional principles, promoting transparency 

in governance. 
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Gandhi’s philosophy that “Non-violence is the greatest force at the disposal of mankind” 

(Gandhi, 1960), rooted in love and non-violence, can serve as a guiding framework, 

steering nations toward collaborative solutions rather than conflict. 

 

Integrating a Systems Approach 

The concept of planetary boundaries identifies critical Earth system processes that define 

a safe operating space for humanity (Rockström et al., 2009). Breaching these 

boundaries threatens global stability, necessitating immediate action. Therefore, a 

systems approach throughout the global constitution is essential for understanding our 

interdependencies, including:  

 1. Quantifiable Resource Limits: Establishing resource budgets for critical 

areas, such as carbon emissions and biodiversity, to guide sustainability commitments. 

 2. Global Commons Governance: Managing shared resources like the 

atmosphere and oceans collaboratively to prevent overexploitation (Ostrom, 1990). 

 3. Technological Innovations: Encouraging sustainable technologies that 

enhance resource efficiency and reduce environmental impact, particularly in renewable 

energy.   

 4. A Global Environmental Court: Creating an institution to adjudicate 

disputes and enforce compliance with environmental regulations. 

        5.    Resources Nexus: The interdependence of water, food, and energy systems 

underscores the need for integrated governance through a systems-based approach. A 

global constitution should promote agroecology to enhance agricultural productivity 

while preserving ecosystems (IPBES Nexus Report, 2024), invest in sustainable 

irrigation technologies, and implement policies to reduce food waste. 

 

Inclusive Governance: Empowering Diverse Voices 

Inclusive governance is crucial for equitable outcomes and trust in global institutions. A 

global constitution should embed inclusivity through: 

 1. Participatory Mechanisms: Platforms for collaborative policymaking 

involving governments, businesses, civil society, Indigenous Peoples, and local 

communities. 

 2. Transparency and Accountability: Open access to information on policy 

decisions and resource allocations, empowering citizens and holding institutions 

accountable (UN Sustainable Development Goals, 2015). 

 3. Legal Empowerment: Access to justice for marginalized groups through 

mechanisms like free legal aid and community-driven financing strategies (UNDP, 

2019). 

 

Justice Through a Realization-Focused Approach 
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Amartya Sen’s The Idea of Justice advocates addressing real-world injustices through 

public reasoning and capability expansion (Sen, 2009). A realization-focused approach 

in a global constitution should prioritize: 

 1. Rights of Displaced Persons: Addressing the needs of climate-induced 

migrants by guaranteeing access to shelter, healthcare, education, and legal protections 

(UNHCR Report on Climate Migration, 2023). 

 2. Intergenerational Equity: Long-term climate goals ensuring future 

generations inherit a livable planet (LSE Grantham Institute on Intergenerational Justice, 

2024). 

 3. Capability Expansion: Investing in education, healthcare, and sustainable 

livelihoods to enhance global human well-being. 

 

Collaborative Governance Across Sectors 

Achieving the vision of a global constitution requires collaboration among national 

governments, businesses, international organizations, NGOs, and individuals. 

Governments should align domestic policies with constitutional principles and contribute 

resources to global initiatives. Businesses should adopt sustainable practices and circular 

economy models to reduce waste and enhance supply chain transparency. International 

organizations should facilitate cross-border efforts to tackle global challenges, while 

NGOs amplify marginalized voices and promote accountability. Ultimately, individuals 

can drive change through advocacy and responsible consumption. 

 

Nature Conservation and Climate Action 

Nature is crucial for regulating climate systems and supporting livelihoods. A global 

constitution should institutionalize nature credits as financial incentives for conservation 

while recognizing the rights of Indigenous communities through free, prior, and 

informed consent (NatureFinance Biodiversity Credits Report, 2024). Siddarth 

Shrikanth, in The Case for Nature, emphasizes that assigning measurable economic 

value to nature’s services—such as carbon storage, pollination, and water purification—

is essential for integrating natural capital into modern economies. He argues that 

“valuing nature” does not mean commodifying it but recognizing its role as a life-

support system critical to both environmental stability and economic prosperity. 

Shrikanth highlights that this dual approach—economic valuation alongside intrinsic 

respect—can drive policies that restore ecosystems while fostering sustainable 

development (Shrikanth, 2023). 

 

Conclusion: Toward Justice in the Anthropocene 

The vision for a 21st-century global constitution represents an unprecedented 

opportunity to align human development with planetary stability, serving as a 

transformative tool for global justice. 
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As we confront pressing challenges, we must heed Martin Luther King Jr.’s assertion 

that injustice anywhere threatens justice everywhere and Gandhi’s call for service to 

others. Interconnected, as Einstein reminds us, we must work collectively to create a 

world where social well-being harmonizes with environmental sustainability. 
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34. 21st Century Global Constitution  

Alexander Damainos 

 

A 21st Century Global Constitution should include novel and legitimate strategies for 

public consultation and engagement. Scientific and technical expertise are increasingly 

taking the place of political and deliberative procedures. Sheila Jasanoff coined the term 

‘fifth branch’ to refer to the admission of scientific expertise as a branch of 

contemporary governance.  The fifth is in addition to the executive, legislative, judicial, 

and what is sometimes called the fourth estate: invariably lobbies or the press. The fifth 

branch, argues Jasanoff, is comprised of technical and scientific experts, whose political 

authority becomes apparent as the increasing complexity of society and social problems 

blurs the lines between science and government. From global pandemics to climate 

change, governance problems rely on technical, expert knowledge. Scientists speak in 

political capacities not on the basis of a public mandate (i.e., because they were elected), 

but because they possess certain expertise. This is irking for many. But few would 

genuinely wish to proceed without their advice. A 21st Century Global Constitution 

needs to address this challenge by developing new and creative ways to facilitate direct 

engagement and consultation between experts, policymakers, and the public; in order to 

avoid feelings of estrangement, political misrepresentation, and to counter the 

miscommunication that characterises how (mis)information circulates in the age of 

social media.  

Scientists perceive an increasing disparity between the urgency of their findings and the 

(lack of) action being taken by politicians, policymakers, lawmakers, and traditional 

avenues of normative authority. In perceiving this disparity, scientists are increasingly 

invested in everything that comes after research: communication of findings, public 

engagement initiatives, speaking with journalists, etc. How we represent and 

communicate what we know is increasingly just as important as what we know. 

Developing public engagement as a site of scientific and political steering is therefore 

just as beneficial for scientists as it is for the public, and policymakers. 

What would such public consultation initiatives look like? Ultimately, the intention of 

such initiatives would be to resituate practices of scientific expertise and knowledge 

transmission that risk being perceived as increasingly authoritarian. Scientific expertise 

are invaluable, but scientists need to understand that they do not hold a public mandate. 

That is not to say that they should not speak. It is to say that greater care needs to go into 

how their knowledge is communicated so that it does not face the kind of outrageous 

resistance that characterised this spread of (dis)information and anger toward scientists 

during COVID-19. Even though scientists invariably know best, people do not like to 

feel they are being told how to live their lives by people whose advice they personally 

did not solicit. To invoke classic philosophy of science rhetoric, it’s a question of 

(re)situating knowledge practices, in order to counter the appearance of what Donna 

Haraway calls “the god’s eye trick” whereby scientific knowledge appears absolute, 

unequivocable, and universal.  
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When it comes to a defining problem of the 21st Century: climate change, we have to 

accept that even though the scientific consensus may be (as near as possible to) certain, 

the effects of action taken on the basis of that consensus is inescapably uncertain. 

Climate change is characterised by differences. Not everyone is equally responsible for 

climate change, and not everyone will suffer its consequences similarly.  Yet when it 

comes to climate change mitigation strategies, we have a “one size fits all approach”. 

Geo-engineering, for example, is increasingly perceived as a legitimate response to 

climate change. These are great “unknown unknowns.” Who makes the final decision? 

How do we then attend to the mistrust, anger, and divisions that could arise if something 

goes wrong? It is essential, and not exceptionally difficult, to develop public consultation 

practices that can mitigate the threat of scientific expertise becoming perceived as 

authoritarian. It is in all of our interests to ensure that does not happen.  

Exhibitions, public symposia, and workshops, initiate public consultation and direct 

engagement in policy initiatives. This is necessary to avoid the increasingly widespread 

feeling that both politics and science are something “they do” that nevertheless “affects 

us”; i.e. to avoid perception that these procedures are skewed and unbalanced. A 21st 

Century Global Constitution will need to find ways to redirect attention captured by 

commercial interests in order to encourage greater, prolonged discussion and 

involvement in shaping the tools and responses we devise to counter the effects of 

climate change. In December, a group of scholars and scientists are working with leading 

cultural foundations in Athens to host a public program that brings together experts from 

across disciplines; stages an exhibition of leading contemporary art that deals critically 

with the opportunities and limitations of AI for mitigating climate change; and delivers a 

series of public workshops wherein artists and scientists work directly with public 

participants to facilitate understanding of, and engagement with, the complex technical 

and political instruments that characterise AI development and political dissemination.  

This is a model in miniature, but we look forward to measuring the consequences of this 

effort, and are optimistic about initial feedback from policymakers we have partnered 

with, in order to scale the practice up to wider levels. Different people will require 

different modes of engagement. Just like the political problems they seek to intervene in, 

public consultation initiatives are not “one size fits all.” The problem of developing 

appropriate consultation practices arises from beginning the discussion itself. A 21st 

Century Global Constitution would include, in other ways, opportunities for giving 

political shape to practices of dialogue, listening, and encounters with strangers, toward 

respectful disagreement and constructive steps forward.  

The late Michel Serres once wrote of the possibility of a Natural Contract.  Whereas 

Social Contract theory long assumed that harmony needed to be found between humans, 

Serres argues such an equation overlooks the central role of the natural world; not as 

passive backdrop, but as the very stage of human interactions. What was necessary, 

therefore, was to establish harmony between humans and the natural world. Today we 

possess so much knowledge, but sorely lack the means to act on it in meaningful and 

harmonious ways. I am reminded of Martin Luther King Jr., who once remarked that 

‘We have flown the air like birds and swum the sea like fishes, but have yet to learn the 

simple act of walking the earth like brothers.’ The certainty of technical knowledge does 
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not determine certainty of political action. We must learn to deal with the unintended 

consequences, as well as those we favour. We must learn not only to know, but to listen. 
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35. A global constitution from a non-legal perspective  

Vítor V. Vasconcelos 

 

This 21st century sees profound social, technological, and ecological transformations 

and faces interlinked crises—climate change, widening inequalities, environmental 

degradation, and geopolitical tensions—that transcend borders and demand collective 

coordination. The vision outlined here draws on my insights from the governance of 

risky commons, polycentric arrangements, and climate institutions. I have no legal 

expertise and am not entirely sure I understand what a global constitution is. My main 

points regard considering the future (and future generations) on human rights, enshrining 

risk and uncertainty in global decision-making, having a place for polycentricity, 

addressing asymmetries, and being clearer about adaptability and incentives.  

A global constitution’s preamble should acknowledge the interdependence of all life on 

Earth, recognizing that humanity and the broader biosphere are part of an integrated 

socio-ecological system (a la Dasgupta Review). At its core, this document must depart 

from existing frameworks that treat environmental policies as add-ons. It must also 

safeguard human rights and dignity, ensuring equality of opportunity, and embedding 

environmental sustainability into decision-making.  

Human rights must evolve to include environmental rights, the right to a stable climate, 

or the provision of other global public goods (e.g., peace). However, since the 

environment is variable, human rights are too. A global constitution should reaffirm 

traditional civil, political, and cultural rights and articulate new “ecological rights” and 

“intergenerational rights”—the right of future generations to inherit a planet not harmed 

beyond repair. Drawing from collective-risk dilemmas and the lessons of climate 

negotiations, it becomes clear that strengthening these rights helps counter the 

“discounting of tomorrow” and encourages long-term thinking. Such constitutional 

provisions can serve as powerful levers for institutional innovation, compelling states, 

corporations, and civil societies to design just and forward-looking policies in account of 

mechanisms. 

A global constitution must include mechanisms for its own evolution and stimuli. In a 

rapidly changing world, static documents become obsolete. Periodic constitutional 

reviews, informed by scientific assessments and global deliberations, should be encoded. 

Most governance principles should have an expected revision data, enshrining some 

degree of temporarity and reassessing the (weight of) core principles. Enforcement will 

require a layered system of accountability: international courts recognizing ecological 

crimes, national and local institutions with mandates to implement targets, and peer-

review processes incentivizing compliance. Sanctions need not only be punitive; reward 

structures lead to similar or better reinforcement, such as preferential trade agreements or 

investment opportunities for actors who meet sustainability benchmarks. 

If climate change and environmental deterioration serve as a warning, the global 

constitution must incorporate mechanisms to address risk and uncertainty directly. Risk 
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perception plays a pivotal role in collective action. From research on the governance of 

complex commons—such as global fisheries, fresh water supplies, and atmospheric 

commons—we know that setting clear thresholds and establishing collective targets is 

crucial. A global constitution should, therefore, enshrine the principle of “precautionary 

stewardship,” ensuring that uncertainty about thresholds—like safe carbon budgets or 

biodiversity safe havens—does not delay urgent action. By embedding risk awareness 

and adaptive governance into the constitutional text, we acknowledge that knowledge 

evolves, and we must revise and recalibrate policies as scientific understanding deepens. 

The global constitution should affirm that legitimate, inclusive governance should not 

always be top-down. Instead, it can (and should) emerge from networks of institutions at 

local, regional, and global levels, each empowered to adapt and innovate. Over-

centralized global frameworks have historically struggled to produce effective outcomes, 

particularly on global public goods. Instead, lessons from polycentric governance—

where multiple decision-making centers operate at different scales—highlight the value 

of diversity, redundancy, and subsidiarity. This polycentric approach is inherently more 

resilient. Smaller, more localized initiatives can foster cooperation if a single global 

agreement fails, catalyzing broader transformations. For instance, cooperative blocs and 

regional climate initiatives—akin to successful watershed management cases—can 

become building blocks of global constitutional order. The constitution must recognize 

and protect these bottom-up solutions, encouraging cross-pollination of best practices 

and ensuring that local institutions have the legal standing and support necessary to 

enforce equitable resource management and sanction free-riders. 

Global inequalities undermine any claim to a just international order. A global 

constitution must confront wealth asymmetries directly between countries and all global 

actors, ensuring that structural injustices do not hinder the capacity to meet 

environmental and developmental targets. Drawing on research linking wealth disparities 

and climate negotiations, we see that when the poor are locked in cycles of vulnerability, 

they struggle to cooperate or invest in long-term sustainability, bearing unfair moral guilt 

due to their relatively small responsibilities and segregating due to a need for justifying 

their actions, instead of stimulating from an early stage others to bear their weight. The 

constitution should mandate redistributive measures and recognize the principle of 

Common but Differentiated Responsibilities (CBDR). States and powerful economic 

actors with more significant accumulated influence should bear proportionately greater 

responsibilities for emissions reductions, biodiversity restoration, and, more generally, 

global public goods provision. 

In that historical context, the constitution should protect cultural diversity and 

knowledge systems, recognizing Indigenous peoples and marginalized communities’ 

historical role in safeguarding ecosystems. By ensuring their voices inform decision-

making, we reinforce the legitimacy and effectiveness of governance systems and 

harness valuable traditional ecological knowledge. 

The Anthropocene also faces rapid technological advances—from artificial intelligence 

to gene editing—which pose new ethical and equity challenges. Though I have no 

expertise here, a global constitution must establish principles for technology governance, 

ensuring that innovation does not become a vector of exploitation or environmental or 



 

 

103 

social harm, as it does for other common goods. I'm not sure this requires a different 

point. 
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36. Proposed Transition Charter 

Steven Liaros 

 

1. Transition, that is, continual and steady change, is our process for creating a Better 

World.  

2. Our Better World will be a global Network of Circular Economy Villages.  

3. The network will be forged through but bound only by the free sharing of all human 

knowledge.  

4. Each community shall regard all other communities as their equals and is responsible 

for sharing knowledge to achieve and maintain that equality.  

5. Each community shall strive towards self-sufficiency with respect to food, water, 

energy and material resources, with this to be achieved by managing the natural cycles of 

their locality. 

6. Each community acknowledges that the right to use any part of the Earth is 

accompanied by a responsibility to maintain or enhance the health of the Earth so it may 

also be used by all future generations of all life species.  

7. Each community shall maintain itself at a scale whereby all its members can 

meaningfully participate as equals in the development of agreements that bind the 

community together.  

8. Each community shall allow and encourage the continual review of its agreements so 

that those social contracts are suitable to the present participants.  

9. Each community shall allow and encourage the free movement of individuals 

between communities.  

10. Each community acknowledges that all individuals are unique and therefore different 

but, nevertheless, all are regarded as equals.  

11. Each community shall encourage all individuals in their pursuit of self-knowledge, 

which is the pursuit of happiness.  

12. Through the pursuit of self-knowledge, achieved by enabling freedom from work, 

accepting change and encouraging personal growth, we can each discover how we can 

contribute freely to the creation of a Better World.  

 

Source: Rethinking the City  

by Steven Liaros 
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37. Toward a 21st Century Global Constitution: Centering 

Earth System Justice 

Lauren Gifford 

 

In the face of escalating environmental crises, intensifying global inequality, and 

increasing geopolitical tensions, the world faces a critical juncture. Humanity requires a 

unifying legal and ethical framework to guide collective action for the planet and its 

people. A 21st-century global constitution could offer a comprehensive vision for our 

shared future, grounded in the principles of Earth system justice, recognizing the 

interconnectedness of ecological systems, social equity, and just governance. 

A 21st Century Global Constitution must reflect the urgency of breaching Earth system 

boundaries, prioritize equity among nations and individuals, and safeguard the intrinsic 

rights of nature. Below are key components a constitution might include, with a focus on 

global justice. As a critical human-environment geographer, my work focuses on justice 

in the Anthropocene; these suggestions are drawn from, and rooted in, literature on Earth 

system governance, tipping points, and climate and environmental justice. 

Recognition of Earth System and Planetary Boundaries: A global constitution should 

acknowledge Earth's biophysical limits. The framework of planetary boundaries, which 

includes critical thresholds for climate change, biodiversity loss, and ocean acidification, 

must serve as a foundation for global governance. Exceeding these boundaries threatens 

the stability of Earth's systems, with disproportionate impacts on vulnerable populations.  

The constitution could support international cooperation to avoid or prevent 

transgression of boundaries through legally binding targets. Mechanisms for transparent 

monitoring, reporting, and accountability would need to underpin such targets, enabling 

swift corrective action when thresholds are approached. 

Codification of Rights for Nature: A revolutionary aspect of a 21st-century global 

constitution would be the recognition of nature as a rights-bearing entity. Following 

precedents set by countries like Ecuador and Bolivia, which have enshrined the rights of 

rivers and forests in their constitutions, a global framework could elevate this principle. 

Rights for nature would include the right to exist, regenerate, and maintain ecological 

processes. Granting legal personhood to critical ecosystems like the Amazon rainforest 

or the Arctic ice would empower these entities to have legal standing in international 

courts, protecting them from exploitation and degradation. 

Commitments to Intergenerational Equity: The constitution must enshrine 

intergenerational equity, ensuring that the needs of future generations are not sacrificed 

for present convenience. This could manifest through legal safeguards that prevent 

irreversible harm to the environment or depletion of critical resources. For example, an 

intergenerational equity clause could prohibit practices like deep-sea mining or solar 

geoengineering until their full ecological and social impacts are understood. 
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Additionally, a global fund for future generations, financed by resource extraction levies 

or carbon taxes, could support restoration efforts and sustainable development initiatives. 

Emphasis on Global and Local Equity: The historical and ongoing inequities between the 

Global North and South are starkly evident in environmental degradation and climate 

vulnerability. A global constitution must address these disparities through principles of 

distributive and procedural justice. This might involve equitable allocation of resources, 

such as ensuring access to clean energy, water, and technology for all nations. 

Procedural justice might include a binding "loss and damage" mechanism to compel 

wealthy nations to compensate vulnerable countries for climate-related harms. Similarly, 

universal access to education and healthcare must be enshrined as basic rights, 

recognizing their foundational role in enabling participation in global decision-making. 

Institutionalizing Environmental Democracy: A global constitution must institutionalize 

environmental democracy, granting all people a voice in decisions that affect their lives 

and ecosystems. This requires transparent, participatory governance structures at local, 

national, and international levels. The constitution could establish a global court to 

adjudicate disputes over resource extraction and use, transboundary pollution, and 

climate impacts. Additionally, grassroots mechanisms like community-based resource 

management and participatory budgeting for sustainability projects must be supported to 

bridge the gap between global frameworks and local realities. 

Binding Climate and Biodiversity Finance Commitments: Wealthier nations, as 

historical contributors to climate change and biodiversity loss, must bear the primary 

responsibility for funding adaptation and mitigation efforts in vulnerable regions. A 

Global Climate and Biodiversity Fund, with mandatory contributions linked to GDP and 

carbon footprints, could facilitate such flows of capital. Crucially, funding allocations 

should prioritize community-led initiatives to ensure cultural appropriateness and local 

ownership. 

Technological Innovation and Knowledge Sharing: Global justice requires equitable 

access to technologies that facilitate sustainable development. The constitution should 

mandate the open sharing of green technologies, such as renewable energy systems and 

carbon capture innovations, particularly with countries lacking the resources to develop 

them independently. International collaborations in research and development must also 

be fostered, with intellectual property laws restructured to prevent monopolization of 

critical innovations.  

Accountability for Environmental Crimes: To uphold earth system justice, the 

constitution must establish mechanisms for accountability. This includes recognizing 

ecocide—widespread environmental destruction—as an international crime. Individuals, 

corporations, and governments that perpetrate ecocide should face penalties under 

international law. The constitution should also protect environmental defenders, who 

often risk their lives to safeguard ecosystems, by establishing stringent protections 

against violence and harassment. 

Ethical Framework for Global Solidarity: Finally, the constitution must enshrine an 

ethical commitment to global solidarity. Recognizing the interconnectedness of 

humanity and the planet, this principle would guide nations to act beyond narrow self-

interest. This might include shared responsibility for climate refugees, coordinated 
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responses to pandemics linked to biodiversity loss, and joint efforts to restore degraded 

ecosystems.  

A 21st-century global constitution represents a transformative vision for humanity, and 

could guide us toward a sustainable and just future. While the road to adopting such a 

constitution will undoubtedly face political and logistical challenges, yet the urgency of 

our global crises demands nothing less. The survival of our planet and the dignity of its 

inhabitants depend on our collective willingness to act boldly and inclusively. 
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38. No Title 

Francesco Noè 

 

While preparing the Master start I have settled in Amsterdam before time. In the very 

last days of August 2024 the Universiteit Van Amsterdam promoted an event on Climate 

Justice where the professor Joyeeta Gupta explained the importance of Environmental 

Issues and the need for a Global Constitution. 

Unlike national constitutions, which are often limited by the geographical and political 

boundaries of individual states, a global constitution would transcend these limitations, 

offering a framework for governance that reflects the interconnectedness of our world. 

As an Italian Sociology student coming to the Netherlands to learn Geography, I was 

thinking about a recipe for a healthy economy and then I thought about how good food, 

good wine and good weather are vital to sustain the agriculture, our primary form of 

economic sector. 

In the complex realities of the Anthropocene, a geological epoch where human activity is 

the dominant influence on climate and the environment, a 21st-century global 

constitution must be inclusive, addressing the needs and rights of all people, regardless 

of national borders, as well as animals and their natural habitat, while also promoting 

environmental sustainability and equitable economic development. Agri Business for 

example have changed the main purpose of living in harmony with the land into create 

more productive and trade-able commodities.  

Fundamental Principles: Justice, Equity, and Sustainability 

A global constitution should be grounded in the principles of justice, equity, and 

sustainability.  

Justice, in this context, refers to social, legal, and environmental justice, ensuring that all 

people have access to basic rights such as healthcare, education, and a clean 

environment.  

Equity involves addressing historical and systemic inequalities, particularly those that 

affect marginalized communities in the Global South and other species. 

Sustainability emphasizes the need to protect the planet's resources and ecosystems for 

future generations.  

These principles should be enshrined in the constitution, guiding all policies and actions. 

Rights to dwelling, traveling & connecting as guarantees 

Climate justice must be a central pillar of a global constitution. As climate change 

disproportionately affects vulnerable communities, particularly in the Global South, it is 

crucial to establish rights that protect these populations. Furthermore, the constitution 

should hold states and corporations accountable for environmental degradation and 

mandate them to take proactive measures to mitigate climate change. The principle of 

"common but differentiated responsibilities" should guide this, recognizing that while all 
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nations must contribute to climate action, developed countries with historical emissions 

bear a greater responsibility. But that’s not enough: dwelling, traveling and connecting to 

the network must be granted to all. These rights are often becoming new frontiers of 

capitalist extraction reproducing inequalities instead of providing a fertile ground to seed 

Justice, Equity and Sustainability. 

Economic Rights and Global Political Economy 

In addressing the global political economy, a global constitution must confront the 

pervasive issue of economic inequality.  

The constitution must recognize the need for both green growth and de-growth 

strategies, depending on the context. Green growth, which focuses on sustainable 

economic expansion, can be applicable in regions where development is necessary to 

alleviate poverty. De-growth, on the other hand, emphasizes reducing consumption and 

production in overdeveloped regions to achieve ecological balance. Both approaches 

should be integrated into the global economic framework. 

Beyond Intersectionality and Human Rights: One Health 

Intersectionality, the understanding that various forms of oppression intersect and 

compound each other, must be central to the global constitution. The document should 

explicitly recognize the rights of marginalized communities, including women, 

indigenous peoples, LGBTQ+ individuals, and racial and ethnic minorities while also 

granting a deep understanding of Non-Human Animals of our Planet. This includes 

ensuring equal access to resources, opportunities, and protections under the law. The 

constitution should also address the intersections of these identities, acknowledging that 

discrimination and inequality are often compounded for individuals who belong to 

multiple marginalized groups as well as the preservation oh natural habitat of all other 

species on Earth. By embedding intersectionality into the global constitution, it becomes 

possible to create a more inclusive and just global society in harmony with raw nature.  

Non-Eurocentric Perspectives and Global Inclusivity 

A global constitution must be rooted in non-Eurocentric perspectives, recognizing and 

valuing the knowledge systems and experiences of all cultures, particularly those remote 

from societies. Historically, international law and governance have been heavily 

influenced by Western ideologies, often to the detriment of non-Western societies. To 

create a truly global constitution, it is essential to incorporate diverse worldviews, 

including indigenous knowledge systems, African philosophies, and Asian spiritualities. 

This inclusivity would ensure that the constitution reflects the lived realities of people 

worldwide and not just a narrow, Western-centric perspective. It would also promote a 

more equitable global order, where all cultures and societies have an equal voice in 

shaping the future. 

Two worlds: interior and exterior 

In the 21st century, science and technology play a crucial role in shaping societies and 

the global landscape. A global constitution must address the ethical implications of 

scientific advancements, particularly in areas like artificial intelligence, biotechnology, 

and environmental engineering. The document should establish ethical guidelines for the 
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development and use of new technologies, the constitution should recognize the 

importance of spiritual and ethical considerations in scientific research, drawing on 

insights from thinkers like Federico Faggin, who emphasize the integration of science 

and spirituality. 

To theoretically develop geography using the Two Worlds Theory, the discipline must 

integrate the exterior world, which deals with natural sciences, with the interior world, 

which encompasses philosophy and spirituality. Geography should not only analyze the 

physical and environmental processes of the exterior world but also delve into the human 

consciousness, values, and spiritual connections that shape how societies interact with 

their environment. This integration can lead to a more holistic approach that considers 

both the material and immaterial dimensions of geographical phenomena. For instance, 

understanding how cultural beliefs and spiritual practices influence land use and 

conservation efforts can bridge the gap between the natural and social sciences. This 

approach also opens up space for alternative ways of knowing and being, such as 

indigenous perspectives, which often emphasize harmony with nature and the sacredness 

of place. In doing so, geography can evolve into a discipline that not only explains the 

world but also seeks to nurture a more profound connection between humanity and the 

earth. 
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39. Core principles that address the complexities of a globally 

interconnected society 

Humayoon Babur 

 

A 21st-century global constitution should encompass core principles that address the 

complexities of a globally interconnected society, ensuring that rights, responsibilities, 

and protections are shared universally. Here’s an outline of key components a global 

constitution should include: 

 

1. Human Rights and Social Equity 

   - Universal Human Rights: A global constitution must assert that every individual is 

entitled to fundamental rights, including freedom of expression, belief, peaceful 

assembly, and the right to a dignified life. Building on existing frameworks, such as the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights, a global constitution should set out enforceable 

standards to protect these rights globally, reflecting advances in human rights 

understanding and protections. 

   - Social Equity and Justice: Emphasizing equitable access to resources, education, 

healthcare, and opportunities for all individuals, the constitution should aim to eliminate 

systemic disparities based on race, gender, socio-economic status, and geography. This 

will foster social justice and create more cohesive, supportive societies. 

 

 2. Environmental Sustainability and Stewardship 

   - Climate Action and Environmental Rights: A central component should focus on 

protecting the environment, emphasizing individual and collective responsibility for 

sustainable resource use, pollution reduction, and biodiversity conservation. A 

constitutional mandate to pursue carbon neutrality and sustainable development can 

align national actions with global sustainability goals. 

   - Intergenerational Equity: By recognizing that future generations have rights to a 

healthy planet, the constitution should frame environmental policies with a long-term 

perspective, setting limits on resource exploitation and environmental degradation. 

 

3. Global Health and Public Well-being 

   - Right to Health: A universal right to health should be enshrined, encompassing access 

to basic healthcare, mental health support, and safe living conditions. This includes a 

commitment to reduce health disparities and combat global health threats, such as 

pandemics. 
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   - Global Health Cooperation: The constitution should promote collaboration on health 

challenges that transcend borders, supporting institutions like the WHO and ensuring 

equitable access to vaccines, medications, and healthcare innovations. 

 

 

 4. Economic Rights and Responsibilities 

   - Right to Decent Work and Fair Compensation: Individuals should have the right to 

fair and just labor practices, including safe working conditions and adequate 

compensation. Provisions to address labor rights abuses, such as forced labor and child 

labor, should be included to ensure that economic growth benefits society equitably. 

   - Economic Justice and Redistribution: Economic policies should prioritize reducing 

inequality, establishing fair tax systems, and eliminating extreme poverty. A global 

constitution could encourage mechanisms that promote wealth redistribution, support 

social safety nets, and protect vulnerable communities from exploitation. 

 

5. Digital Rights and Technology Ethics 

   - Right to Privacy and Data Protection: As digital technologies permeate all aspects of 

life, a global constitution should include the right to digital privacy and safeguard 

personal data against misuse. It should also protect individuals from surveillance without 

due process and set global standards for data protection. 

   - Access to Information and the Internet: Recognizing the internet as a public utility 

and a critical resource for education, employment, and social engagement, the 

constitution should ensure equitable access to the digital world. Provisions to counteract 

misinformation, regulate AI ethically, and combat cybercrime are essential to 

safeguarding digital rights. 

   - AI and Ethical Technology Use: In response to rapid technological advancements, 

such as AI and biotechnology, the constitution should establish ethical guidelines to 

prevent harm, discrimination, and unintended societal consequences, promoting 

technologies that benefit all. 

 

6. Governance, Accountability, and the Rule of Law 

   - Democratic Governance: Emphasizing transparency, participation, and 

accountability, the constitution should promote democratic governance at all levels. 

Citizens should have the right to participate in decision-making, hold leaders 

accountable, and expect transparency from governing bodies. 

   - Rule of Law: The constitution should ensure that laws are applied impartially and 

equally. A global framework should establish mechanisms for justice and conflict 

resolution, offering protections against abuses of power and corruption. 

   - International Cooperation: A focus on collaborative global governance is essential to 

address challenges that transcend borders, such as climate change, cyber threats, and 
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pandemics. By promoting cooperative structures, the constitution can foster unity and 

resolve international conflicts peacefully. 

 

7. Cultural and Indigenous Rights 

   - Protection of Cultural Heritage: The constitution should uphold cultural diversity, 

recognizing and protecting the rights of people to preserve and express their cultural 

heritage, languages, and traditions without discrimination. 

   - Rights of Indigenous Peoples: Indigenous communities should have autonomy over 

their lands and resources, and their rights to self-determination, culture, and livelihood 

should be safeguarded. This includes protecting their intellectual property and traditional 

knowledge, particularly concerning biodiversity and medicinal practices. 

 

 8. Interdependence and Global Citizenship 

   - Global Citizenship and Responsibility: A global constitution should establish a 

concept of global citizenship that promotes shared responsibility, respect for diversity, 

and solidarity. It should foster a sense of interconnectedness and encourage people to act 

in the best interest of humanity and the planet. 

   - Education for Global Understanding: To promote these ideals, the constitution should 

emphasize the right to education that fosters an understanding of global issues, civic 

responsibility, and respect for human rights. This educational foundation will empower 

individuals to contribute to a fair and sustainable world. 

 

9. Mechanisms for Enforcement and Adaptation 

   -Enforcement Mechanisms: The constitution must include enforceable measures to 

hold states, corporations, and individuals accountable for violations. An international 

court or tribunal with jurisdiction over transgressions of constitutional principles can 

provide oversight. 

   - Adaptation and Review: Recognizing the rapid pace of change in the modern world, 

the constitution should include provisions for regular reviews and amendments. This 

adaptability will allow it to stay relevant, particularly as technology, environmental 

conditions, and societal norms evolve. 

 

Conclusion 

A 21st-century global constitution should prioritize human dignity, environmental 

stewardship, equitable economic opportunity, and cultural respect while promoting 

collaborative governance. By establishing universal rights and shared responsibilities, it 

can foster a fair and sustainable global society, responsive to the needs and aspirations of 

both current and future generations. This constitutional framework can empower 

individuals, ensure state accountability, and foster international cooperation, creating a 

foundation for a prosperous, peaceful, and just world.  
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40. Building a Global Constitution for Justice and 

Sustainability in the Anthropocene 

Raj Kumar Singh 

 

Introduction 

We live in a world of unprecedented challenges. Climate change, rising inequalities, and 

the rapid pace of technological advancements demand global solutions that bring us 

together rather than divide us. My work as an Energy and Climate Fellow has shown me 

firsthand how grassroots action can create meaningful change. From working with rural 

communities on renewable energy projects to advocating for equitable climate policies, 

I’ve seen how deeply interconnected justice, sustainability, and governance are. 

This essay offers my vision for a 21st-century global constitution—one that doesn’t just 

respond to the Anthropocene but embraces it as an opportunity to redefine humanity’s 

relationship with the planet and each other. By prioritizing environmental stewardship, 

social justice, and ethical technology governance, we can lay the foundation for a just 

and sustainable future. 

 

Core Themes for a Global Constitution 

1. Environmental Stewardship 

The planet is our shared home, yet we continue to exploit it at an unsustainable rate. 

During my time as an Energy and Climate Fellow, I worked on renewable energy 

projects that brought clean power to underserved communities while reducing their 

reliance on fossil fuels. These experiences reinforced for me that meaningful action starts 

with recognizing that our environment is not just a resource but a responsibility. 

 

A global constitution must reflect this by: 

Enshrining the rights of future generations to live in a stable climate and healthy 

ecosystems. 

Mandating global cooperation on sustainable resource use, from carbon budgets to 

biodiversity protection. 

Holding corporations and governments accountable for the damage they cause to the 

environment through enforceable laws. 

One of the most powerful lessons I’ve learned is that solutions rooted in local knowledge 

and practices often create the most lasting impact. A global constitution must amplify 

these approaches while ensuring that everyone—from the smallest communities to the 

largest nations—shares responsibility equitably. 
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2. Social Justice and Equity 

Justice isn’t just an abstract principle; it’s the foundation of a thriving society. Through 

my work in renewable energy and anthropology, I’ve seen how inequality manifests in 

access to resources, opportunities, and decision-making power. Whether it’s a rural 

farmer struggling to access clean water or a marginalized community fighting for a voice 

in climate discussions, these disparities need to be addressed at every level. 

 

A global constitution could tackle these issues by: 

Guaranteeing universal access to essentials like clean energy, education, and healthcare 

as fundamental rights. 

Redesigning economic systems to prioritize fairness, such as progressive taxation, fair 

trade practices, and debt relief for vulnerable nations. 

Empowering marginalized voices—including Indigenous communities, women, and 

youth—to take an active role in shaping global decisions. 

One of the most moving aspects of my fieldwork has been witnessing how empowered 

communities can drive transformative change. A global constitution must reflect this by 

ensuring that justice isn’t just an idea but a lived reality for all. 

 

3. Technology Governance 

Technology has the power to connect us, but it also raises critical questions about 

privacy, equity, and sustainability. During my work advocating for renewable energy 

transitions, I saw how innovations like solar power can transform lives. But I also 

witnessed how the digital divide and lack of regulation around emerging technologies 

can leave many behind. 

 

To address this, a global constitution must: 

Guarantee digital rights, including privacy, access to information, and protection from 

algorithmic bias. 

Foster international collaboration to ensure that artificial intelligence and other 

technologies are developed ethically and inclusively. 

Address the environmental impact of technology by mandating sustainable practices for 

everything from e-waste management to data center energy use. 

Technology should be a tool for empowerment, not exclusion. A constitution that 

prioritizes ethical governance can help ensure that its benefits are shared equitably while 

minimizing its risks. 
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Conclusion 

A global constitution is more than a set of rules—it’s a collective promise to future 

generations. It’s a recognition that the challenges we face in the Anthropocene are too 

big for any one nation or community to solve alone. My work as an Energy and Climate 

Fellow has taught me the power of collaboration, resilience, and the potential of local 

solutions to address global issues. This initiative offers a chance to scale those lessons 

and create a framework rooted in justice, sustainability, and inclusivity. A global 

constitution should inspire us to see beyond borders and divisions, uniting us in the 

shared goal of building a better world. 
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41. Those most affected are least responsible 

Aiša Pañero Armoška 

 

Those most affected are least responsible. This proverb guides the following concerns 

that should be addressed in a global constitution for environmental sustainability and 

social equity. Notably, this constitution should be iterative and flexible – an 

acknowledgment of deliberative democracy, the calibrated pace of technological 

advancement and the disproportionate yet malleable influence of those wielding both. 

After all, what is anticipated is a conglomerate of estimations – trajectories and 

projections dependent on a plethora of interweaving variables. As reality unfolds, this 

constitution must remain proactive (as opposed to reactive) in order to sustain efficacy 

through time and context. Here are a few key facets to address: 

Temporal and Spatial accountability of sovereign state actions with regards to 

environmental degradation. Many of the environmental consequences faced today are 

directly or indirectly caused by past industrial catalysts. These eras were marked by 

grave exploitation both domestically and abroad. After all, environmental issues do not 

recognise socially constructed borders, nor are they bound to any specific generation.  

Thus, any global constitutional notion of equity should include the spatial and temporal 

effects of each sovereign state. These checks and balances - and/or reparations - must be 

held accountable in proportion to damages, calculated in aggregate by physical spatial 

environment (ecosystems, regions, states) (i.e. the planet) and as measurably affecting 

social injustices of human populations, multiplied by time (i.e. the depreciation of said 

environment and population, per generation as well as the widening inequality gap 

between ‘developed’ and ‘developing’ states). While these are broad strokes, they speak 

to the scale of accountability as measurable units delineated by sovereign state 

boundaries. Should more privileged sovereign states change and become ‘new states’ 

they should be held accountable based on the inverse of the formula. (i.e. the privileged 

history of having been part of the US, should still be held accountable as a proportional 

fragment of US history). Notably, many bad actors lie in the private sector, and may 

operate globally (i.e. within many states of varying affluence). To ensure that these bad 

actors do not supersede accountability, each sovereign state should be liable for holding 

private sector entities accountable. This system of accountability will not account for 

every externality, but can serve as an index of proportions – a ratio of equitable action. 

Notably, outsourcing must be included in any metrics of environmental, social or 

economic consequences.  

Environmental engineering. This constitution should be iteratively proactive in 

anticipating and regulating technological developments that could directly, and 

deliberately control the environment through artificial means of geoengineering.  

Colonization of the ocean. With the exception of off-shore claims, much of the ocean is 

left unclaimed as international waters, simultaneously belonging to every state and no 

state. This will predictably change, as sea levels rise, technology develops and the 

appreciation of the ocean as an attainable, extractable resource increases in correlation to 
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increased ocean research. Thus, this constitution should be proactive in ensuring the 

social and environmental liberation of the ocean both at surface level and depths. 

Included in this framework should be ethical ocean research, as this domain of research 

will likely increase in the future.  

Climate-induced migration both domestic and international. A global constitution 

recognizes sovereignty, and the inter and trans relationship between states. However,  

migrants occupy the space between and within states. Notably, given that climate 

induced migration is not only predictable, but consequential of privileged exploitation, 

the responsibility of migration is to the burden of those most for the environmental harm 

that catalyzed said diaspora of climate refugees (domestic and abroad). Within this 

framework, it should be noted that no human being should be legally considered as an 

illegal entity. Every boundary and border craters duality - international migration 

policies and practices must adhere to ethical standards to citizens and non-citizens.  

Food sovereignty and transparency. Similar to substance regulations of commercial 

advertising and marketing (e.g. cigarette packaging etc), processed foods and meats 

should be more transparent about their supply chain - ingredients, processes and 

condition (including those of livestock and labor). Each of these facets should be 

communicatively presented in proportional harm to the environment and consumer 

anatomical health. Notably, global producers, wholesalers and retailers should be held 

accountable for ensuring that producing populations are not left in food desserts 

themselves and that each consumer outlet offers enough variety of quality goods. 

Finally, the ability to create reliable household and communal subsistence farming 

should be given a legalized framework (to ensure accessibility, safety, and 

environmental standards).  

Data rights. While access to wifi and wifi-capable devices is not universal, it should not 

be mistaken as pure privilege. The ability to access wifi is dichotomous, as data and 

information is dually exchanged. In order to ensure that individuals, populations and 

demographics are not exploited, even selectively so - this global constitution should 

ensure a legislative framework dedicated to the protection of individual data rights. 

Afterall, a fundamental tenet of the UN is deliberative governance, thus the liberal 

autonomy of individuals should be a staple of any global constitution headed by the UN.  

Sustainable financing. This constitution should inhibit contemporary affluent states from 

subsidizing the most environmentally harmful industrial sectors at the initial point of the 

supply chain (e.g. fossil fuel extraction). 

Taxes should be proportional to income ratio. Meaning, taxes should be calculated in a 

twofold manner, calibrated for the gap of income inequality of a given state (i.e. larger 

gap = steeper tax leverage) and in addition to progressive tax brackets with higher 

marginal rates for top earners. This system would ensure taxes are paid proportionally 

with a direct framework to mitigate socio economic gaps.  

It should be illegal for government authorities to have privatized, for-profit prisons. This 

profitization of forced confinement and labor is exploitation, not rehabilitation.  
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42. The Symbiotic Constitution  

Johanneke van Marle 

 

In a world marked by unprecedented environmental upheaval and persistent social 

inequities, the traditional models of governance have proven woefully inadequate. To 

secure a thriving future for all, we must embark on a radical shift in perspective – one 

that recognizes the inherent rights and responsibilities of all living beings, including the 

symbiotic relationships that bind us together. The proposed Symbiotic Constitution 

offers a framework that places these intricate webs of life at the heart of our societal 

structures, unlocking a multitude of benefits for the flourishing of our planet and all its 

inhabitants. 

At the core of this transformative constitution lies the profound acknowledgment of the 

intricate web of life that sustains our ecosystems. By drawing inspiration from the 

myriad examples of symbiotic relationships observed in nature, the Symbiotic 

Constitution establishes a foundation of mutual respect, cooperation, and 

interdependence among all species, including humans. This shift in mindset is not 

merely a symbolic gesture; it holds the power to catalyze a profound transformation in 

how we approach environmental stewardship, resource management, and the very fabric 

of our communities. 

One of the primary benefits of the Symbiotic Constitution is its ability to foster a deeper 

understanding and appreciation of the essential roles played by diverse species, including 

humans, within their respective habitats. From the pollination services provided by bees 

to the nutrient cycling facilitated by decomposers, every organism contributes to the 

delicate balance that sustains life. By enshrining the rights and responsibilities of all 

beings, the constitution empowers us to protect and nurture these symbiotic 

relationships, ensuring the continued resilience and adaptability of our ecosystems. 

As we contemplate this vision, we are confronted with the sobering reality that our past 

actions have often been marked by an exploitative and extractive mindset, both in our 

relationship with nature and with one another. The Symbiotic Constitution encourages us 

to move beyond this paradigm, promoting a collaborative approach to resource 

management and community building, where the needs and well-being of all 

stakeholders, including non-human species and a diversity of human communities, are 

given equal consideration. This shift in perspective can unlock innovative solutions to 

pressing environmental and social challenges, while also addressing historical injustices 

and inequities. 

Consider, for instance, the mutualistic relationship between indigenous communities and 

their ancestral lands. The constitution's recognition of the inherent rights and 

responsibilities of both human and non-human entities would ensure that the delicate 

ecological and cultural balance is safeguarded, rather than disrupted by extractive or 

colonial practices. Policies and regulations would be developed to protect the land and 
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its resources, while also preserving the knowledge and practices of communities, who 

have maintained symbiotic relationships with their environments.  

  

As we contemplate the potential of the Symbiotic Constitution, we are struck by the 

profound implications it holds for fostering a deeper sense of community and collective 

responsibility among all inhabitants of the planet. By recognizing the intrinsic value and 

interdependence of all species, including humans, the constitution encourages a shift 

away from the anthropocentric and divisive worldviews that have historically dominated 

the most human societies. Instead, it cultivates a sense of kinship and shared 

stewardship, where the well-being of one being is intrinsically linked to the well-being 

of the whole. 

This shift in perspective can have far-reaching consequences for social cohesion, conflict 

resolution, and the equitable distribution of resources. As we come to understand our 

deep interconnectedness with the natural world and with each other, we may be more 

inclined to approach challenges with a spirit of collaboration and compromise, rather 

than competition and exploitation. The Symbiotic Constitution's emphasis on consensus-

based decision-making and the equal representation of all beings can serve as a model 

for more inclusive and democratic governance structures, where the diverse needs and 

perspectives of all stakeholders are honored. 

Furthermore, the Symbiotic Constitution's emphasis on education and the dissemination 

of knowledge can catalyze a transformative shift in our cultural and societal values. By 

instilling a profound appreciation for the intricate web of life and the essential roles 

played by all species, including humans, we can cultivate a sense of wonder, reverence, 

and responsibility toward the natural world and our fellow human beings.  

Ultimately, the Symbiotic Constitution represents a step toward a future where humanity 

exists in harmony with the natural world and with each other, rather than in dominance 

over them. By enshrining the rights and responsibilities of all beings, this constitution 

has the power to catalyze a fundamental transformation in how we perceive our place 

within the greater ecosystem, and how we organize our societies to support the 

flourishing of all life.  

But implementing the Symbiotic Constitution will be a journey to uncharted territory, 

presenting us with ethical dilemmas we have rarely confronted. Balancing the needs and 

rights of diverse stakeholders, including non-human species, demands an open and 

collaborative approach. Translating ideals into tangible policies will test the limits of our 

current governance structures, requiring flexibility and long-term thinking.  

  

Constitution 

We, the inhabitants of Earth—embracing all living beings, including animals, plants, and 

microorganisms—recognize the importance of symbiotic relationships in fostering a 

thriving, balanced ecosystem and interhuman relationships. In the absence of humanity's 

role in traditional predator-prey dynamics, we establish this Constitution to promote 



 

 

121 

social well-being and environmental prosperity while honoring the interconnectedness 

and mutual support among all species and among all humans.  

  

Article I: Rights of All Beings   

 1. Right to Existence   

Every living being has the inherent right to exist and flourish within a balanced 

ecosystem, free from harm and exploitation.   

2. Right to Dignity   

All beings shall be treated with respect and dignity, acknowledging their intrinsic value 

and unique contributions to the ecosystem.   

3. Right to Healthy   

Ecosystems Every being has the right to live in a healthy environment, enriched by 

symbiotic relationships that support their well-being and survival.   

4. Right to Participate   

All beings, through their human representatives or human guardians, have the right to 

engage in decision-making processes that affect their lives and habitats, fostering 

collaborative stewardship.   

5. Right to Knowledge   

All beings, through their human representatives, have the right to access information 

regarding environmental conditions and policies that impact their existence, including 

the benefits of symbiotic interactions.   

  

Article II: Responsibilities of humans  

 1. Responsibility to Nurture   

All humans share the responsibility to nurture and support one another, fostering 

relationships that enhance biodiversity and ecosystem resilience and social wellbeing.  

2. Responsibility to Respect Interdependence   

All humans must respect the interdependent relationships that exist within ecosystems, 

recognizing that cooperation and mutual support are essential for thriving communities.   

3. Responsibility to Co-create   

All humans have the responsibility to co-create environments that facilitate symbiotic 

relationships and promote ecological balance.   

4. Responsibility to Educate   

All humans must educate themselves and others about the importance of ecological 

integrity and the benefits of symbiotic relationships for sustaining life and principles of 

benevolent interhuman relationships.  
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Article III: Governance and Stewardship   

1. Collective Stewardship   

A governance system shall be established that recognizes the rights of all beings, 

ensuring that decisions are made with input from all species, fostering inclusive 

management of shared habitats.    

2. Intergenerational Equity  

Policies must be developed with a long-term perspective, considering the impact on 

future generations and the health of the planet, prioritizing collaborative approaches to 

ecosystem management.   

  

Article IV: Amendment Process   

1. Dynamic Adaptation   

This Constitution shall be open to amendments that reflect the evolving understanding of 

our interconnectedness and the roles of symbiotic relationships in sustaining 

communities.   

2. Consensus-Based Changes   

 Amendments shall require a consensus among representatives of all beings, ensuring 

that changes reflect the collective will and needs of the community while honoring the 

principles of cooperation. * 

We commit to this Constitution as a living document that embodies our shared values 

and aspirations. By recognizing and honoring the rights and responsibilities of all beings, 

and emphasizing the importance of symbiotic relationships, we strive to create a just, 

equitable, and sustainable world for generations to come. 
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43. Constitution; Initial Thoughts 

Ingrid Vereyken 

 

I have thought a lot about a constitution for all beings. If you google the human basic 

rights they are summarized as follows: All human beings are born free and equal in 

dignity and rights  

However, applying this directly on all species, is not easy, because by our position we 

are not equal. I know I am now in difficult territory, knowing that we have said similar 

things 300 years ago about fellow human beings. The difference between the position of 

these fellow  human beings and other species is that we lack communication 

possibilities. We do not know, what they think or how they want to be treated. Although 

we can guess a lot by their behavior, we have no means to check it for sure. We can not 

communicate well enough. So I am not denying that other species can think, but 

currently there is no good way to find out beyond very basic understanding.  

In addition, our existence and the amount of humans we currently have makes us a clear 

threat of other species. Our current way of living influences climatic circumstances, it 

affects literally all parts of the earth even if we do not actually live there, because our 

waste accumulates there. To my knowledge there is no species that has such a big 

influence on the earth. This means that equality is not there until we learn to 

communicate and minimize our influence. 

That means that currently the human should regard itself as care taker or at least to take 

responsibility for their actions and impact. 

 Ingredients for a constitution 

Some of the items that every living being has a right to is: 

- Clean air 

- Clean soil 

- Clean water 

Basically a clean environment. Clean means not polluted in a visible sense (clear of 

plastic and other debris), but also invisible (water, soil and air without toxins). Being a 

chemist by training, clean and terms like without, will be very hard to define, but I think 

we can come to a common understanding what this could mean. 

Every living being has the right to feed itself, but not the degree that it would lead to 

the extinction of another species. This implies that if the group of lions gets too large 

and the group of antilope too little, we might do something about it, if we can directly 

link the two phenomena. This would lead to taking care of nature by  human intervention 

(we have created the inbalance most likely in the first place). However, it also means that 

humans behavior should become such that we take other species more into account. The 

fact that we have diminished insect population by 70% in Europe, which can most likely 
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be attributed to our feeding system (mono-culture and pesticides in agriculture), should 

give us the obligation to improve this measurably within a certain time period.  

The right to feed, also directly implies that biodiversity is something that needs to be 

taken more seriously. Every being uses other means to get fed, this implies that 

biodiversity is of the essence to maintain the possibility of every species to attain food. 

So from that perspective biodiversity is directly related to the right to feed. So the right 

to feed, has clear limitations, because this directly affects other beings. How we should 

then regard hunger and the right on food for every being is for me difficult to phrase and 

I am not even sure it actually applies.  

By our mere existence with our current way of living, the human has a special position 

within the whole ecosystem in a million different ways. In terms of clean environment, I 

think we have to pay special attention to large industrial activities: mining activities (on 

land and at sea), agriculture and creating “foreign” chemicals that can not be destructed 

(plastic, PFAS, ect) and natural chemicals in unnatural amounts (hormones, nitrogen). 

There are no beings that currently rely on these chemicals to be there or on the amount 

they are there. That means that we have to treat them as waste and we as humans have 

the obligation to clear the earth of waste. Animals also create waste. Let’s take the 

example of birds. They also create a lot of waste (guano mountains in South America), 

but this has become the ecosystem of other species. Therefore, this should not be 

regarded as waste, but as part of the total ecosystem. That PFAS will ever be or become 

essential to another species is unlikely and should therefore be regarded as waste. Also 

CO2 or excessive nitrogen deposits should be regarded as waste, because there is just too 

much to handle by the current ecosystem.  

Law person 

In case of a constitution, you speak about law and law enforcement. Rivers, mountains, 

forests, animals can only obtain rights if they will have a position in law. Not only as an 

area to protect or in terms of % nitrogen disposition, but as its “own being”. 

Governments should have the obligation to grant species an equal trial and that means a 

right of attorney for all living species. As humans we have an individual right of 

attorney, I am not sure whether this should also apply to individuals of species. Is an 

individual insect entitled the right of attorney? 

Interaction with other species when we better understand each other 

Currently we are the only ones that put policies in writing to preserve (and destroy) our 

planet. However, as soon as we know how to communicate with other species, we should 

involve them as good as we can in these type of discussions. We discover each time 

more about the communication between animals and discover that also they can plan, 

take care and have a certain knowledge. We should be obliged to involve them, as soon 

as we are actually learning to communicate with each other (species to species). 

Discussion with my teenagers: 

In the discussion with my teenagers 2 other points popped up, which I wish could come 

true: 
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- Every species has an area/territory that it can call home and the implication 

that home guarantees a certain form of protection 

- Being protected from massive orchestrated violent attacks  

There is so much to say if you start thinking. 
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44. A Global Constitution from a ‘planetary perspective’ 

Ignace Breemer 

 

5th of January 2025 – a sunny day in Whitby, UK. Before visiting this region, I 

understood that we should be bracing for freezing rain around this time of the year. My 

partner is about to give birth to a boy (due in April 2025), and we decided to go for a last 

holiday with the two of us – at least for the foreseeable future. The fact that 2024 was the 

hottest year on record (slightly surpassing the previous year’s record) and that it was the 

first year to exceed 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels weren’t the decisive factors in 

planning our trip.1 

The prospect of new life and the responsibility of becoming a parent have made me 

question what the ‘normal’ will be for this boy as he grows up. Benefits of 

industrialization and technological advancements are clear, but economic development 

has come at such a high cost that it threatens human existence. In many parts of the 

world, we have gotten used to a way of life that leaves us confused and out of touch with 

the essence of life and nature.  

Around 2020 (Covid pandemic) the Dutch government - as in many other countries - 

asked for solidarity, but over the last decades we have mostly learned how to compete 

for jobs, housing, food and love. Becoming a competitor has not helped in developing 

the ability to help each other. If we are not able to help each other, why then would we 

help the planet?  

The world has become a global marketplace. Without a goal that binds nations together 

the question remains: Why should one country take responsibility in fear of another 

country exploiting the arising market opportunity that follows? Taking responsibility 

unfortunately (still) does not equal a stronger market position.   

A global constitution is an interesting idea. In general, rules and norms have guided us 

through generations of development. But are the rules in our constitutions still up to par 

with the stage of development we have reached? Norms and values change as our views 

and ways of living progress. We are currently facing a challenge humankind has never 

faced before: the survival of our existence. This justifies rethinking the current 

foundations for the rules of the future.  

Constitutions lay out the foundational rights for human beings and give insight in 

cultural values. Examples are the right to vote, or freedom of speech. Human rights are 

necessary for inter-human relation. Nonetheless, the strictly anthropocentric perspective 

neglects the fact that we are yet one species among millions of other living entities. The 

current constitutions we know are not necessarily made to fight for the survival of 

 

1 CONSTITUTION OF THE REPUBLIC OF ECUADOR, chapter 7, Art. 71. States that “Nature 

or Pachamama, where life is reproduced and exists, has the right to exist, persist, maintain 

and regenerate its vital cycles, structure, functions and its processes in evolution […]”. 
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humanity on this planet, but perhaps more for individual human interest and to help 

maintaining peaceful societies.  

The current challenge – that of survival – is of a different order. We have a much better 

understanding of what the world is made of and how we (humans) are affecting it. We 

know that we rely on clean air, a certain temperature balance, and consistent levels of 

biodiversity. A global constitution should therefore prioritize life on the planet. We can 

only do this by understanding and acknowledging non-human life on the planet, as much 

as ourselves. There is an ongoing discussion about the relationship between nature and 

humans. The discussion will become irrelevant if we consider that life is the overarching 

goal.   

Still, this can be read as a plea for the Rights of Nature (RoN). The core concept of RoN 

is that ‘nature’ (however you wish to define it) – like humans – has intrinsic value and 

not solely serves the purpose of humans. RoN recognizes and acknowledges that nature 

has rights. The concept of RoN differs from the legal status quo that nature is 

categorized as object of law. whereas humans are subjects of law.   

A constitution is a good place to include the concept of RoN, given the foundational 

value of such a document.  Some countries have already been leading the way. The most 

familiar example perhaps being Ecuador (2008).  Research shows that countries from 

different continents are exploring the possibility of including RoN in their respective 

constitutions as well.1 

A global constitution can only be successfully written from the planetary (or global) 

perspective, as it would overarch individual national objectives. Cultures around the 

world have adapted to different attitudes towards nature. It is safe to say some cultures 

have moved further away from living in harmony with nature than others. The process of 

writing a global constitution can facilitate a dialogue between ideologies and approaches 

to modern development. The question would not be: how can human society advance, 

but how can our planet – including humans – thrive?  

It is hard to imagine the world before it was divided into different categories and 

definitions. It is a strange realization that the world you are born into is the only world 

you know. It took me a long time to realize there was something profoundly surreal 

about concepts such as supermarkets, internet and walking a dog on a leash. We have 

grown accustomed to the way we behave. Realizing that makes it easier to imagine a 

different reality.   

The year 2063 will hopefully be a reality – it will be the year my son is the same age I 

am now. I do my best to imagine a world where he is part of this planet and in 

coexistence with nature.   

     

 

1 Putzer, A., Lambooy, T., Jeurissen, R., & Kim, E. (2022). Putting the rights of nature on the 

map. A quantitative analysis of rights of nature initiatives across the world. Journal of Maps, 

18(1), 89–96. https://doi.org/10.1080/17445647.2022.2079432 
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45. From Oral Traditions to Semiconductor Innovations 

Disha Kanojia and Bhakti Dhingra 

 

Introduction: The Evolution of Knowledge Transmission  

The narrative of human progress is intricately woven with our capacity to innovate, 

adapt, and preserve knowledge across generations. In ancient societies, oral traditions 

served as the primary means of transmitting knowledge and culture, establishing a 

foundation for collective identity and continuity. Today, this paradigm has shifted 

dramatically with the advent of semiconductor technologies, which have revolutionized 

how we store, process, and share information. This essay explores the evolution from 

oral traditions to modern semiconductor technologies and artificial intelligence (AI), 

emphasizing the need for ethical frameworks to guide technological advancements, 

drawing inspiration from ancient civilization.  

Oral Traditions: The Foundation of Cultural Heritage  

Oral traditions have been pivotal in preserving cultural heritage across various 

civilizations. In India, the Vedas, composed between 1500 and 500 BCE, exemplify this 

practice. These texts were meticulously transmitted through precise recitation 

techniques, ensuring their accuracy and consistency. Techniques such as "padapatha" 

(word-by-word recitation) and "krama" (sequential recitation) were employed to 

maintain the integrity of the verses. Similarly, ancient Greece relied on oral storytelling 

to preserve epic narratives like the Iliad and the Odyssey, fostering a shared cultural 

identity.  

Indigenous communities worldwide, from Africa to the Americas, utilized oral traditions 

to convey history, laws, and spiritual beliefs. The Griots of West Africa, for instance, 

served as custodians of genealogies and wisdom, while Native American tribes engaged 

in storytelling rituals to pass down myths and histories. These practices required 

immense discipline and created societies deeply connected to their heritage, emphasizing 

the importance of collective memory.  

Artifacts from ancient civilizations, such as the Parthian galvanic cells (circa 1st century 

BCE or CE), illustrate humanity's early experimentation with energy manipulation. 

These devices, potentially used for electroplating or medicinal purposes, reflect an 

evolved understanding of technology. Ancient Indian epics like the Mahabharata and 

Ramayana also reference advanced technologies, hinting at a sophisticated grasp of 

science and engineering.  

The Role of Semiconductors in Modern Technology and in development of AI  

Bipolar junction transistors (BJTs) have been cornerstone to modern electronics and 

artificial intelligence (AI).Developed at Bell Telephone Laboratories in December 1947, 

they substituted vacuum tubes in earlier devices such as radios, televisions, and 

computers, in turn resulting in more compact, efficient systems. Although newer 

technology, such as CMOS, has played a major role in digital circuits, BJTs are still 
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important in analog circuits, signal processing, and in selected neural networks in 

artificial intelligence (AI) applications.  

BJTs are also contributing to sustainability efforts in electronics. Corporations such as 

Toshiba are making environmentally more benign BJTs by changing from gold wires to 

copper wires with consequent decreasing the environmental aspects of the resource 

extraction. This invention is in line with the trend toward energy-efficient and 

environmentally friendly technologies because BJTs are used to increase power 

consumption in devices, like electric vehicles and renewable power systems, thereby 

leading to less power consumption and less emissions.  

In space and other high-radiation environments BJTs remain useful. The radiation 

hardness of their resistance makes them of paramount importance in space applications 

for high reliability under extreme conditions, while minimizing the waste consequential 

to the failure of the components.  

Ultimately, BJTs made a technical underpinning for the miniaturization of electronic 

devices and therefore allowed the development of integrated circuits that power current 

AI systems. Despite the advances in the other technologies, significance of BJTs 

continues in the specialized hardware, thereby guaranteeing the role of BJTs in 

technological advancement, in particular in the area of AI and sustainability. Their 

flexibility demonstrates their continued relevance in the field of electronics.  

The Need for Ethical Frameworks: Lessons from Ancient Civilizations  

The teachings of ancient civilizations provide valuable insights into the ethical 

considerations surrounding technological advancements. The Kalki Purana, a significant 

text in Hindu mythology, prophesies the arrival of Kalki, the tenth avatar of Vishnu, who 

will restore dharma (righteousness) in an era of moral decay. This narrative emphasizes 

the cyclical nature of destruction and renewal, underscoring the necessity for ethical 

governance in the face of technological progress.  

Drawing lessons from the Kalki Purana, we can advocate for a Global Constitution that 

addresses the ethical and societal implications of technological advancements. Such a 

constitution would promote social well-being and environmental sustainability, ensuring 

that the benefits of technology are accessible to all while safeguarding traditional 

knowledge systems.  

Proposed Principles for a Global Constitution  

To harmonize technological advancement with societal well-being, the following 

principles could be enshrined in a Global Constitution:  

1. Right to Digital Literacy: Mandating universal access to digital education, ensuring 

individuals can effectively navigate and utilize technological tools.  

2. Data Privacy and Security Laws: Establishing strict regulations to protect individuals' 

data and privacy rights in the digital age.  

3. Tech Impact Assessments: Requiring comprehensive evaluations of new 

technologies to measure their societal, ethical, and environmental implications before 

deployment.  
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4. Cultural Heritage Preservation: Encouraging the documentation and digital archiving 

of traditional knowledge and oral histories to prevent their loss in the modern era.  

5. Sustainable Tech Development: Incentivizing research and development of eco-

friendly semiconductor technologies to minimize environmental damage.  

6. AI Accountability Standards: Ensuring that AI systems are designed with 

transparency, fairness, and human oversight to prevent misuse and discrimination.  

These principles aim to create a framework that balances the benefits of technological 

innovation with the preservation of human rights and cultural heritage.  

Conclusion: Bridging the Past and Future  

The journey from oral traditions to semiconductor technologies and AI underscores the 

importance of balancing preservation and innovation. By learning from the wisdom of 

the past and embracing the possibilities of the future, we can create a world that honors 

our shared heritage while addressing the challenges of a rapidly changing landscape. A 

Global  

Constitution, rooted in ethical principles and informed by diverse perspectives, can be a 

guiding framework for ensuring that technological progress enhances human well-being 

and fosters a more equitable and sustainable future. As we navigate this complex terrain, 

let us draw inspiration from ancient civilizations to forge a path that honors both our past 

and our potential.  
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46. Critical Reflections on a Global Constitution in the 

‘Anthropocene’: Conceptualizing Individual Duties and 

Limitations  

Daphina Misiedjan 

 

The Global Constitution should include the idea that individuals, communities and states 

have not only rights but also obligations towards each other and that human rights should 

have an upper-limit based on planetary boundaries. This research would look into 

conceptualizing individual duties and limitations of human rights necessary to reach 
environmental justice.  

 

 

The situation in Cape Town brought up two interesting questions. The first question 
concerning under which (environmental) circumstances human rights could be limited as 

according to the human right to water everyone has the right to sufficient drinking water. 

Sufficient being determined by the World Health Organization to be between 50 and 100 

liters per person per day in order to ensure that most basic needs are met, and health risks 

are minor. Therefore, the request from the local government meant that individuals were 

experiencing a backsliding in the human right to water they had previously enjoyed. The 

phenomenon of backsliding can be expected to increase in the future, especially for those 

human rights which are dependent on natural resources under the circumstances of climate 

change and environmental degradation such as the rights to a healthy environment and 

clean air. Therefore, a discussion is necessary about a world where planetary boundaries 
will dictate the functioning of human rights. Within the human rights framework, (most) 

 

4 Art. 27 (1) Constitution of the Republic of South Africa  
5 https://www.reuters.com/article/us-safrica-drought-dayzero/south-africa-declares-drought-a-

national-disaster-idUSKBN1FX1BI  
6 http://www.capetown.gov.za/Family%20and%20home/residential-utility-services/residential-water-

and-sanitation-services/Residential-water-restrictions-explained  

Mike Muller, ‘Lessons from Cape Town ’ s Drought’ (2018) 559 Nature 174 

https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-018-05649-1. 

Example case study 

Thirsty people, thirsty rivers: duties towards each other in times of water 

scarcity  

 

Everyone has the right to have access to sufficient water according to international 

human rights standards.4 However, this right is becoming more challenging to realize 

in a water scarce world. More and more metropolitan cities are experiencing issues 

around water depletion including South Africa’s, Cape Town. In February 2018 Cape 

Town was in phase 1 of the Critical Water Shortage Disaster Plan in order to avoid ‘Day 

Zero’ when the fresh water supplies would run dry and individuals would only have 

access to water through public water points when preservation restrictions would have 

been put in place.5 The local government asked residents of Cape Town to cut their 

water use from 200 liters to no more than 50 liters per person per day6. 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-safrica-drought-dayzero/south-africa-declares-drought-a-national-disaster-idUSKBN1FX1BI
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-safrica-drought-dayzero/south-africa-declares-drought-a-national-disaster-idUSKBN1FX1BI
http://www.capetown.gov.za/Family%20and%20home/residential-utility-services/residential-water-and-sanitation-services/Residential-water-restrictions-explained
http://www.capetown.gov.za/Family%20and%20home/residential-utility-services/residential-water-and-sanitation-services/Residential-water-restrictions-explained
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rights and freedoms are subject to only those limitations which are determined by law 

solely for respecting rights and freedoms of others and for meeting just requirements of 
morality, public order and the general welfare.7 Whether environmental problems are 

covered by this provision, to legitimately restrict access to natural resources, remains to 

be examined. In the current context of environmental degradation, this issue needs further 

examination as conflicts between interests increasingly occur. It should be recognized that 

in order for human rights to be implemented effectively every individual and organ in 

society should contribute.8  

 

The second question Cape Town brought up concerns the duties individuals have towards 

each other. In order to maintain access to water for the wider community individuals had 

to limit their non-essential water use (voluntarily). The human rights architecture is built 
around the idea that states are the primary duty bearers.9 Duties of individuals within the 

human rights framework still receive limited attention as ‘the idea of responsibility lacks 

conceptual clarity and precision.’10 Even though Article 29(1) of the Universal Declaration 

of Human Rights (UDHR) explains that ‘everyone has duties to the community in which 

alone the free and full development of his personality is possible.’11 It might even be 

argued that due to the current state of the environment the responsibilities of individuals 

towards each other and their community have increased, within the local as well as the 

global context.12 Individuals’ duties are therefore considered to be complementary to state 

obligations. It is the aim of this study to conceptualize the duties of individuals towards 
each other and possibly towards the environment in the Anthropocene.  

 

 

7 Art. 29(2) UNDHR  

Sandra Liebenberg, ‘The Value of Human Dignity in Interpreting Socio-Economic Rights’ (2005) 21 

South African Journal on Human Rights 1 

<https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19962126.2005.11865126>. p. 39 
8 18th paragraph of the preamble Universal Declaration of Human Rights  
9 This central aspect of international human rights law should not be undermined by transferring the 

obligations of states to individuals. See International Council on Human Rights Policy, Taking 

Duties Seriously: Individual Duties in International Human Rights Law - A Commentary (1999). 

Preface.  
10 Rene Foque, ‘Human Rights and Human Responsibilities. Setting the Ethical and the Conceptual 

Scene’ in Stephan Parmentier, Hans Werdmolder and Michael Merrigan (eds), Between Rights 

and Responsibilities. A Fundamental Debate. (Intersentia 2016).p. 25 
11 See also preamble to the ICESCR: Realizing that the individual, having duties to other individuals 

and to the community to which he belongs, is under a responsibility to strive for the promotion 

and observance of the rights recognized in the present Covenant  

There have also been initiatives globally by different organizations and communities from UNESCO  

to the Council of Europe, who have attempted to clarify the duties and/ or responsibilities of 

individuals:  

International Council of Human Duties, The Trieste Declaration of Human Duties: A Code of Ethics 

of Shared Responsibilities, Trieste: University of Trieste, 1993 

UNESCO, Declaration on the Responsibilities of the Present Generations Towards Future 

Generations, adopted on 12 November 1997 by the General Conference of UNESCO  

United Nations Commission on Human Rights, Pre-Draft Declaration on Human Social 

Responsibilities, annex to Promotion and Protection of Human Rights: Human Rights and Human 

Responsibilities  
12 Article 36 Declaration of Human Duties and Responsibilities (1998)  
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The situation in Cape Town demonstrated many challenges and from a human rights 

perspective it brings up interesting questions about the duties of individuals towards each 
other and the limitations of human rights. The exploration of these questions should be 

part of a Global Constitution or the Anthropocene as future scarcity of natural resources 

will require not only rights but ways in which to set boundaries.  
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47. Principles for allocating authority to the global level 

Sylvia Karlsson-Vinkhuyzen 

 

An essential element of national constitutions is the allocation of authority between 

governance levels. Federal states pay particular attention to this issue, as does the 

European Union. In the case of the latter successive constitutional moments have 

renegotiated the spheres of authority for the EU in relation to its Member States. The 

United Nations charter provides rules for under what conditions linked to threats to 

international peace and security its only organ with supranational character, the Security 

Council, can take action. The charter also lays out national sovereignty as a foundational 

principle constraining the organization’s mandate to interfere in other issues within the 

borders of its Member States (United Nations 1945).   

Clearly then a global constitution needs to include provisions for when authority can be 

exercised by global intergovernmental organizations and how much. In this contribution 

I lay out some ideas for the guiding principle/s that could be used for developing such 

provisions – in the context of the challenges humanity is facing, and the vision of a more 

just and sustainable future. I here draw on earlier work that has explored how to develop 

a more principled approach to the discussions of strengthening global environmental and 

energy governance in particular (Karlsson-Vinkhuyzen, Jollands et al. 2012, Karlsson-

Vinkhuyzen 2013, Karlsson-Vinkhuyzen 2015, Karlsson-Vinkhuyzen and Dahl 2021). 

While some have argued that the governance of environmental challenges have 

particularly features, such as their physical scope, making it more straightforward to 

identify at what level they should be most efficiently governed, I see less reason for such 

special treatment. The physical scope of an issue (such as its direct drivers and impact), 

whether social, environmental or economical, is so often connected to indirect drivers 

and underlying conditions that are deeply globalised in character. The exploration below, 

should therefore, have more general validity.   

Principles that have been suggested for allocating governance between levels include: 

substantive subsidiarity, procedural subsidiarity, fit, culpability, capacity, concern, and 

consensus or consent (Karlsson-Vinkhuyzen 2013). The default principle in current 

global public governance is the consent principle, based on national sovereignty 

(Jachtenfuchs and Krisch 2016). This principle implies that that decision-making 

requires consent from every state, such as in developing international treaties including 

those that serve as constitutions for intergovernmental organizations. Essentially this 

gives every state veto power, restricting collective action to the least common 

denominator. Could we imagine decision-making with such constraints in our national 

institutions, our parliaments? This veto power blocks all efforts to making global 

governance fit for today’s world and rather keeps global governance locked into a post-

World War II stalemate. The veto power of the permanent five members of the Security 

Council only adds to this lock-in of preventing institutional upgrading.   

Against this background it seems paramount to move beyond absolute national 

sovereignty and its associated consent principle in a global constitution if it is to serve 
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the needs of all humanity and all life on this planet. Our deep interdependence across 

space and time should make us raise our gaze beyond a principle that was 

institutionalised to address problems of an earlier age. However, this should be done 

very carefully as has been done in federal states in order to balance the values of 

centralization and decentralisation, effectiveness and legitimacy.   

There is value in all the allocation principles mentioned above and any inclusive, 

legitimate process of developing a global constitution should pay careful attention to all 

of them, and others principles that may be identified among the communities of the 

world. A final selection of (combinations of) principles is inappropriate at this stage. 

However, the principle of subsidiarity provides, I argue, a relatively well integrated 

option for guiding when and how much authority to give to global institutions. It is a 

principle that has been used in the EU for this very purpose but is philosophical and 

theological roots are much older than this (Føllesdal 1998). The EU has operationalised 

subsidiarity into substantive and procedural components, allowing a balanced 

consideration of the effectiveness and legitimacy of governance (Karlsson-Vinkhuyzen 

and Dahl 2021). Lee (2010), summarizing scholarship on subsidiarity, suggests that 

subsidiarity’s “dual function of both legitimizing and limiting higher governmental 

intervention is morally desirable and economically efficient”. Fifteen years earlier 

Knight (1996) proposed that subsidiarity can serve as an overarching framework for 

global governance in the United Nations down to including different layers of 

government as well as non-state actors, individuals, civil society, regional and trans-

regional entities.   

Finally, perhaps more important than the initial selection of principle/s of how to allocate 

governance to the global level is to make provisions in the constitution for regular 

evaluation and adjustment of the allocation of authority and responsibility to global 

institutions, in light of experience and an every evolving world system. Dryzek and 

Stevenson (2011) has referred to such regular moments of reflexivity on the way that the 

governance system is organised as meta-deliberation.   

We, as humanity, need to learn to grow together into a harmonious, just and sustainable 

community. We need to build our unity by drawing both on a thriving diversity of 

regions, states, cultures, and peoples and on the realisation that embracing our 

interdependence means to live after the device ‘all for one and one for all’. And we need 

to create the global institutions that can enable us to do so.   
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48. Why the 21st Century Global Constitution should include 

rights of nature, oceans, and commons-based human rights 

Lexi Daoussis 

 

Among the many challenges which the Global Constitution within the context of the 

Anthropocene will steer through, I feel that it should meet two core criteria: first, the 

Global Constitution should establish non-anthropocentric protections for nature; second, 

promote responsible development within Earth system limits3–5. To do this, I argue that 

the Global Constitution should include the rights of nature (RON)6 and rights of oceans 

(ROO)7, and take a planetary commons-based approach to establishing collective human 

rights5,8,9. 

RON should be included in the Global Constitution because it legally recognizes 

nature’s rights to exist, thrive, and regenerate its vital cycles6. RON emphasize nature’s 

intrinsic value making it inherently worthy of protection, irrespective of its utility to 

humans6. RON encourages a shift from anthropocentric to eco-centric and bio-centric 

laws10. Further, I argue in my thesis that RON also creates relational approaches, as it 

forces recognition that achieving human rights is intertwined with achieving RON. RON 

have been constitutionalized in Ecuador11 and recognized at national or jurisdictional 

levels using different legal approaches in many countries around the world 12. Ecuador’s 

constitutional recognition of RON has enabled anyone to become an advocate for nature 

and fostered rich political and legal debates through more than 50 court cases thus far13 . 

These court cases have protected biodiversity hotspots14, empowered local activists to 

challenge state-led extractive development13, and actively developed the meaning of 

RON in Ecuador. For example, a 2021 Constitutional Court decision which revoked a 

gold mining permit in the Los Cedros Forest embraced an interrelated perspective on 

human rights and RON15.  In describing relationships between human rights and RON, 

Judge Augustín Grijalva wrote15:  

“… the rights of individuals, peoples and communities are seriously 

compromised when the rights of nature have been affected in an arbitrary, 

disproportionate and unreasonable manner… high levels of air, water 

and soil pollution, erosion, droughts or other anthropogenic impacts on nature, 

inevitably affect the exercise of the right to health, life, personal well-being, the right to 

water, food, and other economic, social, and cultural rights” (56).  

Judge Grijalva’s perspective embraced an interrelated perspective on RON and human 

rights. Rather than treating human rights and RON as a dichotomy which conflict, this 

approach embraces eco-centric as well as relational approaches, understanding that 

achieving human rights is interrelated with achieving RON. Including RON into the 

Global Constitution has the potential to foster similar ethical, political, and legal debates 

about activities which transgress RON at a global level. This is timely and relevant for 
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sustainability challenges as there is a need for laws and legal frameworks that encompass 

the entire Earth system which are not solely anthropocentric 16,17.  

Additionally, the Global Constitution should recognize rights of oceans (ROO). The 

United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS)18 and the updated High 

Seas Treaty are comprehensive legally binding frameworks which apply to marine 

biodiversity areas beyond national jurisdiction (BBNJ)19,20, but a ROO perspective can 

enhance these laws7,21,22. A ROO perspective moves the environmental protection 

paradigm beyond sustainable use and breaks with legal anthropocentric approaches by 

legally codifying the ocean’s intrinsic value7,22. Like in RON examples, adopting ROO 

has the potential to limit anthropogenic activities that violate the contents of ROO, 

provide pathways for diverse groups of actors to take legal action when ROO are 

transgressed, and potentially deepen democratic engagement with global level ocean 

stewardship7,21,22.  

Lastly, the Global Constitution should ground human rights in the planetary commons’ 

paradigm8 and embrace collective rather than individual human rights9. Adopting a 

planetary commons paradigm is similar to RON and ROO in that they both focus on 

maintaining the integrity of ecosystems and their ability to regenerate their vital cycles6,8. 

However, the planetary commons approach includes key principles of “differentiated 

degrowth and sufficiency, the principle of interconnectivity, and a new planetary ethic”8 

that is complementary to rights-based approaches. By situating human rights within the 

planetary commons-based approach, realizing human rights becomes intertwined with 

maintaining the planetary boundaries of the Earth system8,23. A planetary commons-

based approach to human rights situates human development and the realization of 

human rights within the scope of what is possible in the Earth system, to ensure livability 

for all8,23.  

Further, as was illustrated above, collective human rights, such as those to a healthy 

environment, are interrelated with RON and ROO, and are only realizable within a 

healthy Earth system23. While distinctions have been drawn in human rights law between 

individual and collective rights24, a planetary commons paradigm requires us to embrace 

that the Earth is an interconnected system whereby individual behaviors and actions 

affect the ability of others to realize their rights8,23,25. By reorienting human rights to 

collective perspectives new possibilities open to foster an ethic of ecological stewardship 

and embrace novel ways of experiencing human flourishing and freedoms 5,9. For 

instance, the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG’s) which are normatively grounded 

in individual and collective human rights seek to promote human development while 

conserving the Earth9. However, interpreting the SDGs through Gross National 

Happiness, Ubuntu and Buen Vivir, three cosmovision’s which have relational and 

biocentric approaches to ecological stewardship, the SDG’s “represent individualism 

and… do not represent collective agency and sharing”9. Hence, reorienting human rights 

as collective achievements and responsibilities has the potential to foster solidarity and 

create new ways of responsibly participating in the Earth system5,9.  

The 21st century Global Constitution which navigates the challenge of the Anthropocene 

will need to guide human development within the scope of the planetary boundaries 

while producing novel governance systems and norms8,17,23. Including non-
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anthropocentric protections for nature such as RON and ROO has the potential to foster 

necessary ethical and moral norms which intrinsically value nature6. Reconceptualizing 

human rights as collective and realizable within a planetary commons paradigm nests 

human development norms and freedoms within safe and just Earth system parameters. 

These contributions, amongst others, are relevant and meaningful to constitutionalizing 

values which can promote the flourishing of life in the Anthropocene.  
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49. Education, Sustainability, Empowerment and Resilience in 

a new Global Constitution 

Wim Lambrechts 

 

Global challenges like climate change, environmental degradation, and social injustice 

are characterised by their complexity, uncertainty, and urgency to tackle. Such issues –

often labelled as ‘super wicked problems’– are interconnected and require holistic and 

integrated approaches. Education is often called upon for its key role in addressing these 

global challenges. Hence, education, regardless of its adhered goal –whether it is 
instrumental, transformative, sustainable, or geared towards empowerment – is crucial 

for a new global constitution. The position of education in the global constitution is 

important as it has the power and potential to promote both individual and societal well-

being and planetary health. Key concepts of sustainability, ecological justice and 

transformative learning are interconnected in an effort to outline the role of education in 

global challenges.   

 

As the saying goes that history keeps repeating itself, and as the current timeframe shows 

considerable similarities with what humanity has witnessed in the past century, not 
surprisingly, history might provide inspiration for our current debate. A century ago, in 

September 1922, American philosopher and scientist John Dewey held a lecture for the 

State Conference of Normal School Instructors in Bridgewater, Massachusetts, in which 

he outlined the social purposes in education. 13

Referring to the Aristotelian tradition education should provide the individual with the 

necessary knowledge and skills to lead a flourishing life and contribute to a democratic 

society. This purpose then requires education that enables the learners to become critical, 

active and constructive participants in a democracy. Over the years, however, other 

views on the purpose of education emerged. Adam Smith, for example, in The Wealth of 
Nations (first published in 1776), points to the importance of the economic utility of 

education as a primary criterion for determining what should be taught. During the 

Industrial Revolution and the first half of the Twentieth Century, this view was so 

popular, that economic efficiency became the defining influence in education, at the 

expense of Deweyan systems. 

   

Especially in light of the Aristotelian perspective of flourishing, it is remarkable that 

economic efficiency has become the defining influence on the purpose of education. 

Both the content of education, as well as the educational system were deeply ingrained 
by economic efficiency thinking. Regarding content, economic and technological needs 

are used to determine the relevance of education, at the expense of broad development of 

the individual. Regarding the system, efficiency thinking became the common way of 

organizing education: with a focus on saving costs and resources, managerialism to 

optimize classes and schools. Under the influence of these dominant view, Dewey-

inspired education, with a focus on flourishing, is under pressure. Despite the revival of 

 

13 Dewey, J. (1923). “Social Purposes in Education.” General Science Quarterly 7(2): 79-91. 
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flourishing in educational debates, educational reality does not seem to provide the 

necessary preconditions to flourish.   
 

Today's social problems are deeply rooted in nineteenth- and twentieth-century history. 

Yet we continue to use economic and industrial metrics as a guide to provide 

(educational) answers to global challenges. The longer the crisis lasts, the more focus is 

set on economic measures. Dewey criticized reductionism of education to specific skills 

focused on economic needs and founded on efficiency thinking. Dewey's warning that 

education should not aim to continue the current system, in a context of modern slavery, 

proves as relevant today as it was a hundred years ago.   

 

It is a challenging and difficult timeframe and context for education: how can we 
envision a future for education in light of the current global challenges faced? Again, 

Dewey might offer some guidance. Dewey criticised education for teaching institutional 

and political facts, without taking into account the driving forces behind them. As a 

result, students leave school without the ability to critically think about the processes and 

problems in society. Rather than teaching factual knowledge, more focus is needed 

towards developing critical and general capabilities of the individual, oriented towards 

imagination, inventiveness, and initiative, thus, with an important role for the arts and 

humanities as well.   

 
Finding solutions, and imagining future visions of education, is now even more complex 

and urgent, due to super wicked problems and sustainability issues humanity is facing, 

such as climate change, and societal disruptions, such as pandemics. Despite the current 

timeframe, its complexities and urgencies, we should be optimistic about the current 

attention to future-focused education. More and more societal partners, ranging from 

public policy to civil society, call for a new social contract, geared towards a new shared 

vision for education and society at large. It is within this context the UNESCO rightfully 

refers to the future of education in light of this new social contract. Furthermore, 

thousands of small, bottom-up, critical and grassroots initiatives emerge in support of 

sustainability and flourishing in education. Teachers are often at the frontline of these 
initiatives, delivering extraordinary work on sustainability, social-ecological resilience, 

citizenship, transformative learning and flourishing of the learner.   

 

Dewey stated that education introduces future citizens in a wise and impartial way to the 

problems which they will have to meet: “if teachers neglect this point, either because 

they are not sufficiently conscious of it, or because they think it is too delicate a matter, 

and therefore, lack the moral courage for the discussion of these things, I don’t believe 

we can pride ourselves upon really preparing our student body to make good citizens 

from the political point of view. We are preparing a somewhat passive body of citizens 
who will be managed and exploited either by political machines, or, in reaction against 

them, by demagogues and agitators who make appeals to them for their own special 

purposes”1. The current timeframe underlines the importance of education to foster the 

creative and imaginative capabilities so necessary to empower our youth and prepare 

them for a just, sustainable and social-ecological resilient future.   

  

 

1 Dewey (1923). 
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50. How to Decide on a Global Constitution? 

Arnold Bomans and Peter Roessingh 

 

Currently, a global constitution is being drafted. The United Nations would decide on the 

resulting draft of a global constitution but there is little prospect that they will do so 

favourably and timely. We propose that experts in decision-making first design a 

procedure to decide on a global constitution, or even on other systemic changes. This 

would entail that the decision-making on the constitution includes the drafting process, 
for which we also provide some ideas. However, in this document, we do not propose 

any component of a global constitution proper, but focus on the decision-making (and 

drafting) procedure.  

To “protect us all against ourselves” is the essential aim of a world constitution, as 

summarized by Joyeeta Gupta [1, 14:35], an aim that is clearly justified by the 

anthropogenic nature of most global crises. In 2013, Gupta launched the idea to 

collectively draft a global constitution, but she also contemplated how the United 

Nations, during general assemblies, would decide on it: “[. . . ] and then they’ll negotiate 

for the next thirty years [. . . ] but may be we can push it even earlier.” [2, 45:09-45:28] 

We can and we must, but then we should not accept the present-day decision-making 

procedure as an accomplished fact.  

More concretely, we propose the design of a procedure to decide on a global constitution 

quickly and effectively. In brief, experts in decision-making and lay people would design 

this decision-making procedure. The decision to accept the global constitution is 

intertwined with the process of drafting this constitution. We do not know whether 

decision-making experts and lay people already have been consulted about the drafting 

process, but we take the liberty to also suggest some improvements of this drafting 

process.  

This document is a response to the call for drafting a global constitution [3, 4, 5, 6]. 
However, we do not submit any suggestions for the content of such a constitution itself. 

The United Nations would have to decide on a global constitution during a general 

assembly. (This requires that the topic of a global constitution would be put on the 

agenda at all.) Nations would have to decide whether to give up some of their 

sovereignty, as with world federalism, so there may not be a majority in favour of the 

drafted global constitution. We challenge the presupposition that national representatives 

should decide on issues that concern all of us. The question therefore is: who should 

decide on a global constitution and how? To answer this question, we propose that 

experts in decision-making, along with lay people, design a procedure to decide on not 

only a global constitution, but also on other systemic issues, a design process which we 

call decision change [7].  

The Process of Drafting a World Constitution: The decision-process does not stand alone 

but is preceded by, and therefore closely related to, the process of drafting versions of 

the constitution. We suggest the following improvements of this process but we do not 

know whether these have been taken in consideration already.  

Transparancy: In its project description, entitled Global Constitution Project 2024-2029 

[3, 4, 5, 6] the Open Science Justice Lab only states that “the essays will be assessed on a 



 Governance and Inclusive Development, AISSR 

 

144 

rolling basis.” People would be more motivated to submit a proposal if they knew how 

and by whom their proposals will be judged. In particular, no criteria are mentioned on 
the basis of which a verdict is made. As an illustration of such criteria, the principles 

stated in a constitution might need to have the following properties.  

Well-defined: For example, the “pursuit of happiness” in the US Declaration of 

Independence is ill-defined. (This is not to say that we would endorse such a principle.)  

Operational: For example, enforceable. However, there may be no need to enforce rules 

by a central authority if the rules are designed such, that it is in the interest of every 

participant to follow them. (The rules are said to be strategy-proof or incentive 

compatible. The relevant discipline is called mechanism and institution design.)  

Misuse-proof: Any ethical principle should be protected against improper use: The entity 

that applies the global constitution, for example, some world government or a court of 
justice, may misuse an ethical principle as a pretext to use it in a context for which it was 

not intended. For example, the phrase ‘common good’ may become an “alibi” for 

breaching the rights of individuals: “Who could possibly be against the benefit of all?” 

Such criteria would make the draft process more objective and therefore, authoritive.  

Publicity: To increase inclusiveness and diversity, and therefore legitimacy, a broad 

array of judicial experts and laypeople is to draft the global constitution. Further 

publicity and argumentation would help to gather these people.  

There is no sharp boundary between the process of collectively drafting (or co-design) a 

constitution and the process of deciding on it. We prefer to merge them in what we call 
‘decision-making procedure’ to distinguish it from the design of that decision-making 

procedure.  

Experts in decision-making and lay people should be consulted to improve the design of 

the decision-making procedure, a design which we call decision change [7]. The 

resulting procedure could be used to decide not only on the draft for a global constitution 

(and help to draft it) but also on other systemic proposals. We propose that an 

organization initiates the design of such a decision-making procedure.  
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