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Ms Sigrid A.M. Kaag
Minister for Foreign Trade and Development Cooperation
Postbus 20061
2500 EB The Hague
The Netherlands

Date  17 July 2019

Re Advisory Letter on International Climate Policy from the Advisory Council 
on International Affairs (AIV)

Dear Ms Kaag, 

The Climate Action Summit, an initiative of UN Secretary-General António Guterres, will 
take place in New York on 23 September 2019. Mr Guterres is deeply concerned about 
achieving the goals set out in the Paris Agreement and fears that momentum is slipping 
away. ‘Climate change is running faster than our efforts to address it – and political will 
in many parts of the world is unfortunately slowing down.’1 

The likelihood that the long-term goals set in Paris will actually be achieved does indeed 
appear to be at risk of diminishing. It will be a major undertaking to limit the rise in 
temperature to 2 degrees Celsius (and 1.5 degrees if possible). That half a degree 
may seem like a minimal difference, but the difference in impact is enormous. It is the 
difference between extreme heat waves every five years for 14% or 37% of the global 
population, i.e. a difference of 1.7 billion people.2 The consequences of climate change 
include poor crop yields, megacities becoming unliveable, increasing floods, persistent 
freshwater shortages and greater migration flows worldwide, within and between 
countries and continents. Those with the lowest incomes will be hit the hardest.3 In its 
Global Risks Report 2019, the World Economic Forum states that the consequences of 
climate change can be extremely severe and the probability of their occurring very high.4 
If global warming exceeds 2 degrees, more and more people will have to try to survive in 
a climate that is less and less conducive to quality of life.

That said, this is not necessarily the way things have to go. To turn the tide, the 
international community will have to work together from now; it is a case of ‘all hands 

1 UN Secretary-General’s Address to Fijian Parliament, 15 May 2019.

2 Mommers, J. (2019). Hoe gaan we dit uitleggen. Amsterdam: De Correspondent BV, pp. 68-69. See also 

Matthews, T.K., Wilby, R.L. and Murphy, C. (2017). ‘Communicating the deadly consequences of global 

warming for human heat stress’. PNAS, vol. 14, no. 15, pp. 3861-3866.

3 Ibid. See also UNEP (2019). Global Environment Outlook 6: Healthy People, Healthy Planet. This report 

establishes the relationship between health, wellbeing and climate, as well as showing the complex 

interaction between the human environment and socioeconomic issues. 

4 World Economic Forum (2019). The Global Risks Report 2019. Geneva: WEF, p. 8. In terms of probability, 

extreme weather conditions top the list of global risks, followed by 2) failed adaptation and mitigation 

and 3) natural disasters. In terms of impact, weapons of mass destruction are the most significant risk, 

followed by 2) failed adaptation and mitigation, 3) extreme weather conditions.
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on deck’. As co-chair of the partnership for Nationally Determined Contributions (NDCs)5 
in 2019 and 2020, you will be in a unique position to support countries in pursuing 
the climate goals set in Paris. In the opinion of the Advisory Council on International 
Affairs (AIV), measures in the form of financial incentives, financing and the development 
of standards could make a crucial difference. The AIV also considers, in line with the 
government position, that the Netherlands would do well to actively seek cooperation via 
the EU and within the European framework and show leadership at the summit in New York. 
In this advisory letter the AIV provides detailed recommendations on these topics, which it 
trusts will serve you in implementing the Netherlands’ international climate policy.6 

The Paris Agreement
Current international climate policy is based chiefly on the content of the Paris Agreement. 
185 parties to the Agreement have undertaken to achieve global goals relating to 
mitigation, adaptation and climate finance. Mitigation is defined as: ‘holding the increase 
in the global average temperature to well below 2°C above pre-industrial levels and 
pursuing efforts to limit the temperature increase to 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels, 
recognizing that this would significantly reduce the risks and impacts of climate change’. 
Adaptation is defined as ‘increasing the ability to adapt to the adverse impacts of 
climate change and foster climate resilience and low greenhouse gas emissions 
development’. Climate finance refers to ‘making finance flows consistent with a pathway 
towards low greenhouse gas emissions and climate-resilient development’ and to the 
mobilising of significant funds by developed countries for climate action in developing 
countries.7 The signatory countries agreed to submit their plans to achieve these 
outcomes in 2020. 

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) forecasts that the initial 
intentions and actions of the signatories to the Paris Agreement will fall short of the 
agreed climate goals.8 The effective temperature rise at this time already represents an 
increase of 1 degree Celsius compared to pre-industrial levels. Without climate policy, 
mean global temperature in 2100 would be approximately 5 degrees higher than in 
1990. With the climate policy as partly elaborated in Paris, the temperature rise will be 
limited to 3 degrees.9 More drastic measures will be needed in order to stay below a 

5 The Paris Agreement established that states would announce their ambitions in the form of Nationally 

Determined Contributions every five years, starting in 2020. These NDCs should ‘reflect [the country’s] 

highest possible ambition, reflecting its common but differentiated responsibilities and respective 

capabilities, in the light of different national circumstances’. See Article 4, paragraphs 2, 3 and 9 of the 

Paris Agreement, published in OJEU L282/4 (19 October 2016). Retrieved from EurLex.europa.eu. 

6 The Netherlands’ international climate policy focuses on non-Dutch actors that are relevant to climate action 

– including the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) and the EU – as well as

on Dutch and other measures with a climate-relevant extraterritorial effect. In drafting this advisory letter,

the committee spoke to more than 40 people from civil society organisations, knowledge institutions,

embassies and government ministries, among others.

7 See also the Paris Agreement, published in OJEU L282/4 (19 October 2019). Retrieved from EurLex.

europa.eu.

8 See for example the 5th and 6th Assessment Reports by the IPCC. 

9 Climate Action Tracker. 
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3 degree increase, let alone 2 degrees or 1.5 degrees. The AIV does not rule out that it 
may become necessary to consider a wider use of nuclear energy, in combination with 
facilities to ensure its long-term safety.

The Paris Agreement pays particular attention to the position of developing countries 
and the relationship between rich and poor countries. Many developing countries lack 
the financial resources to take the necessary measures. Moreover, developing countries 
are not the biggest source of cumulative greenhouse gases per capita.10 It would also 
not be desirable for these countries to follow the same path of damaging economic and 
industrial development as wealthy countries did. For that reason, it has been agreed 
that the 40-some developed countries will take the lead in mobilising climate finance. 
Between 2020 and 2025, $100 billion in climate finance, from both public and private 
funds, will have to be provided annually. A new financing target will be set for 2025, 
which will have to be higher than the $100 billion annually agreed for 2020.11 

The United Nations’ 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development – and, more specifically, 
Sustainable Development Goal 13 – aims to combat climate change. Developing 
countries in particular will suffer the worst impacts of climate change, such as poor 
harvests, declining economic productivity, desertification, flooding, health impacts and 
migration flows. The preamble to the Paris Agreement references human rights – and 
with good reason. Although it is clear that rising temperatures soon put socioeconomic 
rights at risk – such as the right to a reasonable standard of living and the right to 
health – the human rights dimension is not addressed in further detail in the body of 
the Agreement. The AIV believes that human rights and the Sustainable Development 
Goals – including SDG 13 – can reinforce each other. This is explained in AIV advisory 
report no. 110 entitled ‘Sustainable development Goals and human rights: an indivisible 
bond’. In that report, the AIV recommended that climate reporting systematically 
address the human rights dimension and draw attention to the need for arriving at 
an inclusive climate policy. Following on from that recommendation, the AIV is of the 
opinion that human rights could be a standard element of frameworks for assessing the 
expediency and effects of mitigation and adaptation measures.12 This could be achieved 
via participative processes which ensure that the position of vulnerable groups, such as 
women, children, people with disabilities and indigenous peoples, is sufficiently taken 
into account.

From Paris to New York and beyond 
The Climate Action Summit being held in New York on 23 September 2019 is not only 
an opportunity to underline the urgency of the climate issue once again; it also offers an 
excellent chance to emphasise the possibilities for a joint approach, thus giving renewed 
impetus to the development of the new climate plans that countries are required to 
submit by 2020.

10 See Ritchie, H. & Roser, M. (2019). ‘CO2 and other Greenhouse Gas Emissions: Per Capita CO2
Emissions’. Published online at OurWorldInData.org. 

11 See the letter of 19 February 2016 from the State Secretary for Infrastructure and the Environment to the 

House of Representatives, on international climate agreements. Parliamentary Paper 31 793, no. 136.

12 This is in line with the work being done by the UN Human Rights Council in this regard; see the section 

on the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) entitled ‘Human 

Rights and Climate Change’. 
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However, quite a few countries lack a sense of urgency and whether they will honour 
their commitments is increasingly becoming a matter for discussion. Moreover, there is 
growing opposition to the considerable costs of climate mitigation measures and the 
possible distribution of those costs. International policy efforts depend on the extent 
to which countries fulfil their national pledges. If global progress is to be achieved, then 
such progress must be pursued and attained in as many countries as possible. The 
argument that the Netherlands is supposedly too small to have any impact on climate 
change is not a valid one, as it is the sum of all national efforts that guarantees the 
essential global result.

The advisability of immediate intervention is also clear from a financial perspective. 
Although in this case too, the costs precede the benefits, ultimately the benefits of 
timely intervention against climate change will significantly outweigh the cost of doing 
nothing. An authoritative report estimated that if the whole world were to take a passive 
approach to climate change, the cost to society would be equivalent to a loss of at least 
5% of the global gross domestic product (GDP) annually.13 Moreover, research by the EU 
Climate Cost project shows that failure to take timely action will have major economic 
and societal consequences for EU member states. Europe would see an average annual 
GDP loss of 4%, whereas implementing mitigation measures could reduce this loss to 
between 0.5 and 1%.14 Recent research fully confirms this estimate.

Recommendations
The AIV notes that the harmful consequences of climate change have been more 
than sufficiently substantiated by science and that human behaviour is clearly a key 
factor in such change. It is both necessary and possible for states and other actors to 
take action to keep climate change within the limits set by the Paris Agreement. Fast, 
powerful intervention is therefore desirable. Achieving the goals of the Paris Agreement 
was the defining ambition in drawing up the following recommendations, which focus in 
particular on mitigation and on coherence between aid, trade and financing. 

1.  Promoting the use of financial incentives 
The third goal of the Paris Agreement refers to making finance flows consistent with 
a pathway towards low greenhouse gas emissions and climate-resilient development, 
as well as mobilising significant funds in developed countries for climate action in 
developing countries. You have also announced mobilising finance and facilitating 
implementation of climate action and investment plans as priority themes in your role 
as co-chair of the NDC Partnership.15 The AIV concurs with the importance of these 
priorities, since current funding is insufficient to achieve the climate goals that have 

13 Stern, N.H. (2007). The Economics of Climate Change: the Stern Review. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge 

University Press. 

14 Watkiss, P. (Editor) (2011). The Climate Cost Project. Final report. Volume 1: Europe. The impacts and 

economic costs of climate change in Europe and the costs and benefits of adaptation. Stockholm: 

Stockholm Environment Institute. 

15 The Government of the Netherlands (12 December 2018). ‘Netherlands to assist developing countries 

with climate plans’. Retrieved from www.government.nl. 
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been set.16 Three financial instruments are described below which, in the opinion of 
the AIV, are relevant in this regard: carbon pricing, phasing out investment in fossil fuels 
and developing fiscal incentives. Since such financial reforms require well-coordinated 
international action, these topics are especially suited to being discussed and organised 
at multilateral level.

a) Carbon pricing
In the AIV’s opinion, it is important to aim for realistic, wide-ranging pricing for 
externalities – the unintended harmful effects of economic activity. Effective carbon 
pricing will first of all be necessary for the international community to bring about an 
actual energy transition. Laws and regulations can be used to create a ‘level playing 
field’, so undesirable derivative effects can be avoided. This will strengthen public 
support for stricter legislation. The AIV recommends initiating this from within the EU 
and engaging in international coalitions via that route.

b) Fossil fuels 
Subsidies, export credits and taxpayers’ money are currently used for international 
trade and investments in fossil fuels. This is not in line with the goals formulated in 
Paris. The AIV therefore recommends rapidly phasing out public financial support for 
fossil fuel exploration and the associated international investments in infrastructure in 
both developing and developed countries.17 Instead, public funding should go towards 
sustainable development and towards renewable energy research. This will also prevent 
developing countries from being saddled with a growing reservoir of potential stranded 
assets (financial assets that are prematurely devalued).

c) Fiscal incentives
Effective climate policy requires changes to tax regimes. Priority should be given to 
decisively combating tax evasion and discouraging tax avoidance, especially in fossil-
fuel related industries. The resources this would yield are sorely needed to achieve a 
structural sustainable transition. Fiscal incentives can stimulate the circular economy, 
promote renewable energy and help create jobs.

2.  New and supplementary funding 
New and supplementary sources of funding are needed to finance other forms of 
international collaboration on environmental and other issues. This includes climate 
finance. In Paris, the parties to the Agreement pledged to provide $100 billion 
annually to developing countries by 2020. The OECD has calculated that the amount 
currently made available is $67 billion; that is not enough. The AIV is of the opinion 
that the Netherlands must honour that pledge and provide clarity regarding the higher 

16 UNEP (27 November 2018). The Emissions Gap Report 2018. Nairobi: United Nations Environment 

Programme.

17 This recommendation is in line with the letter of 13 July 2018 from the Minister for Foreign Trade and 

Development Cooperation to the House of Representatives on the revised action plan and annual report 

on policy coherence for development (Parliamentary Paper 33 625 no. 265) and with the policies of 

the World Bank Group (see World Bank (2018). The World Bank Annual Report 2018, Washington, DC: 

World Bank, p. 28; Elliot, L. (2017). ‘World Bank to End Financial Support for Oil and Gas Extraction’, 

The Guardian, 12 December 2017; and Speech by World Bank Group President Jim Yong Kim: ‘Sending 

a Signal from Paris: Transforming the Economy to Achieve Zero Net Emissions’, 8 December 2014. 

Retrieved from Worldbank.org).
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contribution for the 2025 financing goal. After that, the Netherlands will also be able 
to more convincingly emphasise the need for new and supplementary funding at 
international level. In this way, additional international efforts to achieve the goal set can 
be promoted.

3.  The development of internationally applicable standards
The ability to systematically track the finance flows that support climate adaptation 
contributes significantly to helping societies address the negative impacts of climate 
change more effectively. In this context, more insight into the adaptation and mitigation 
activities of financial institutions and companies is urgently needed, as it will lead to a 
better understanding of the impact of financial climate measures. 

As early as 2015, the world’s leading institutions for finance for development took a key 
step towards more consistent monitoring of the finance flows that help countries and 
people deal with the consequences of climate change.18 However, there are currently 
no uniform, applicable international standards for defining and measuring sustainability 
and climate impacts in terms of finance. Moreover, the availability of climate impact 
data within the private sector is limited.19 This delays efforts to make the financial 
system greener. Within the EU and the World Bank20, a taxonomy (classification system) 
is currently being developed to identify the financial impact of climate change and, 
by extension, policy for providing access to financial information (financial disclosure 
policy). The AIV recommends further developing Dutch expertise in this field and making 
it internationally available for the development of internationally applicable standards. 
Analogous to the AIV advisory report on ‘Sustainable Development Goals and human 
rights: an indivisible bond’, a reporting obligation could also be introduced for this issue.

4.  EU leadership in New York and beyond
The AIV concurs with the government’s decision to channel Dutch climate efforts via 
the EU as much as possible, as joint European agreements yield the most results in 
the long run. Through the EU, the Netherlands can influence the global implementation 
of the Paris Agreement. The EU itself has quite a bit of work left to do as well. The 
European Commission’s latest report showed that the proposals submitted by the 
member states are collectively lacking in ambition and are not tangible enough.  
 
On the eve of the informal European Council meeting in Sibiu on 19 May 2019, a leading 
group of countries (France, the Netherlands, Denmark, Belgium, Luxembourg, Sweden, 
Spain and Portugal) released a non-paper issuing a call for EU leadership in New York – 
and with good reason. During the European Council meeting on 20 and 21 June 2019, 

18 The six major multilateral development banks (MDBs) and the International Development Finance Club 

(IDFC, a network of national, regional and international development banks) reached agreement in that 

year about a series of common standards for monitoring financial commitments. European Investment 

Bank (9 July 2015). ‘Development Banks Agree on Common Approach to Measure Climate Finance’. 

Retrieved from www.eib.org.

19 This is one of the findings of the Task Force on Climate-related Financial Disclosure (TCFD), see TCFD 

(2017) ‘Recommendations of the Task Force on Climate-related Financial Disclosures. Final Report’ and 

TCFD (2018). ‘Task Force on Climate-related Financial Disclosures: Status Report 2018’.

20 Hallegatte, S., et al. (2016). Shock Waves: Managing the Impacts of Climate Change on Poverty. 

Washington, DC: World Bank. 
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it became apparent that a joint EU position at the climate summit is not feasible. 
Although a number of countries, including Germany, joined the leading group’s initiative, 
a commitment to a climate-neutral Europe by 2050 was considered premature by various 
other countries, including Poland. 
 
The AIV believes that the EU is duty-bound to make a good showing at the Climate 
Action Summit in September 2019 and would like to see the European heads of state 
or government attend the summit in person and commit to the goal of being climate-
neutral by no later than 2050. The Netherlands could actively advocate this course of 
action. The AIV supports the government’s efforts at EU level to raise the EU-wide target 
for a 55% greenhouse gas emissions reduction by 2030. The AIV also considers that the 
United Kingdom – despite its probably inevitable withdrawal from the EU – should remain 
involved in the initiatives of the leading group even after a possible Brexit, in view of that 
country’s progressive climate policies.

The AIV is of the opinion that, from within the EU, existing coalitions could also be 
expanded with India, China and African alliances such as the African Union (AU) and 
the African, Caribbean and Pacific Group of States (ACP), including Polynesia and the 
Caribbean islands that are part of the OCT-EU Association (Overseas Countries and 
Territories). China and India, which together emit over one third of all greenhouse gases, 
are key partners for the EU as a whole. These two countries have been developing 
into economic superpowers with massive populations; they are already facing major 
water shortages, flooding and drought, partly as a result of climate change. China 
and India also offer significant new markets for zero-carbon mitigation and adaptation 
technologies. Since the US is expected to play a limited role at the summit in New York, 
the AIV recommends that the EU – building on the EU-China Partnership on Climate Change 
and the India-EU Partnerships for Sustainability, Clean Energy and Climate Action – take the 
initiative to join forces with China and India to make phasing out investment in the fossil 
fuels sector a priority issue on the international climate agenda. The Netherlands has 
specific expertise to offer in the field of water management.

The African continent and the ACP countries are especially vulnerable to all the negative 
consequences of climate change. The AIV considers that, in New York, the EU should 
undertake to make an extra effort to prevent deforestation and damage to ecosystems, 
restore soil quality and promote renewable energy, sustainable water harvesting 
and more sustainable land use, working in conjunction with local communities and 
companies. In this way climate policy can contribute to broader development goals, 
particularly those concerning health, employment and good working conditions.

Final remarks
In the opinion of the AIV, the recommendations above can contribute to a successful 
outcome of the Climate Action Summit in New York and to future international climate 
negotiations. Time is short and the international community needs to embrace its 
responsibility. 

Yours sincerely, 

Professor Jaap de Hoop Scheffer

Chair of the Advisory Council on International Affairs (AIV)



Previous reports published by the Advisory Council on International Affairs

 1 AN INCLUSIVE EUROPE, October 1997

 2 CONVENTIONAL ARMS CONTROL: urgent need, limited opportunities, April 1998

 3 CAPITAL PUNISHMENT AND HUMAN RIGHTS: recent developments, April 1998

 4 UNIVERSALITY OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND CULTURAL DIVERSITY, June 1998

 5 AN INCLUSIVE EUROPE II, November 1998

 6 HUMANITARIAN AID: redefining the limits, November 1998

 7 COMMENTS ON THE CRITERIA FOR STRUCTURAL BILATERAL AID, November 1998

 8 ASYLUM INFORMATION AND THE EUROPEAN UNION, July 1999

 9 TOWARDS CALMER WATERS: a report on relations between Turkey and the European Union, July 1999

10 DEVELOPMENTS IN THE INTERNATIONAL SECURITY SITUATION IN THE 1990s: from unsafe security to 

unsecured safety, September 1999

11 THE FUNCTIONING OF THE UNITED NATIONS COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS, September 1999

12 THE IGC AND BEYOND: TOWARDS A EUROPEAN UNION OF THIRTY MEMBER STATES, January 2000

13 HUMANITARIAN INTERVENTION, April 2000*

14 KEY LESSONS FROM THE FINANCIAL CRISES OF 1997 AND 1998, April 2000

15  A EUROPEAN CHARTER OF FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS?, May 2000

16 DEFENCE RESEARCH AND PARLIAMENTARY SCRUTINY, December 2000

17 AFRICA’S STRUGGLE: security, stability and development, January 2001

18  VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN: LEGAL DEVELOPMENTS, February 2001

19  A MULTI-TIERED EUROPE: the relationship between the European Union and subnational authorities, May 2001

20 EUROPEAN MILITARY-INDUSTRIAL COOPERATION, May 2001

21 REGISTRATION OF COMMUNITIES BASED ON RELIGION OR BELIEF, June 2001

22 THE WORLD CONFERENCE AGAINST RACISM AND THE RIGHT TO REPARATION, June 2001

23 COMMENTARY ON THE 2001 MEMORANDUM ON HUMAN RIGHTS POLICY, September 2001

24 A CONVENTION, OR CONVENTIONAL PREPARATIONS? The European Union and the ICG 2004, November 2001

25 INTEGRATION OF GENDER EQUALITY: a matter of responsibility, commitment and quality, January 2002

26  THE NETHERLANDS AND THE ORGANISATION FOR SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE IN 2003: role 

and direction, May 2002

27  BRIDGING THE GAP BETWEEN CITIZENS AND BRUSSELS: towards greater legitimacy and effectiveness for the 

European Union, May 2002

28 AN ANALYSIS OF THE US MISSILE DEFENCE PLANS: pros and cons of striving for invulnerability, August 2002

29 PRO-POOR GROWTH IN THE BILATERAL PARTNER COUNTRIES IN SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA: an analysis of poverty 

reduction strategies, January 2003

30 A HUMAN RIGHTS BASED APPROACH TO DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION, April 2003

31 MILITARY COOPERATION IN EUROPE: possibilities and limitations, April 2003

32 BRIDGING THE GAP BETWEEN CITIZENS AND BRUSSELS: towards greater legitimacy and effectiveness for the 

European Union, April 2003 

33 THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE: less can be more, October 2003

34 THE NETHERLANDS AND CRISIS MANAGEMENT: three issues of current interest, March 2004

35 FAILING STATES: a global responsibility, May 2004*

36 PRE-EMPTIVE ACTION, July 2004*

37 TURKEY: towards membership of the European Union, July 2004

38 THE UNITED NATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS, September 2004 

39 SERVICES LIBERALISATION AND DEVELOPING COUNTRIES: does liberalisation  

produce deprivation?, September 2004 

40 THE PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY OF THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE, February 2005

41 REFORMING THE UNITED NATIONS: A closer look at the Annan report, May 2005

42 THE INFLUENCE OF CULTURE AND RELIGION ON DEVELOPMENT: Stimulus or stagnation?, June 2005

43 MIGRATION AND DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION: coherence between two policy areas, June 2005

44 THE EUROPEAN UNION’S NEW EASTERN NEIGHBOURS, July 2005

45 THE NETHERLANDS IN A CHANGING EU, NATO AND UN, July 2005

46 ENERGISED FOREIGN POLICY: security of energy supply as a new key objective, December 2005**

47 THE NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION REGIME: The importance of an integrated and multilateral approach,  

January 2006

48 SOCIETY AND THE ARMED FORCES, April 2006

49 COUNTERTERRORISM FROM AN INTERNATIONAL AND EUROPEAN PERSPECTIVE, September 2006

50 PRIVATE SECTOR DEVELOPMENT AND POVERTY REDUCTION, October 2006



51 THE ROLE OF NGOS AND THE PRIVATE SECTOR IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, October 2006

52 EUROPE A PRIORITY!, November 2006

53 THE BENELUX: the benefits and necessity of enchanced cooperation, February 2007

54 THE OECD OF THE FUTURE, March 2007

55 CHINA IN THE BALANCE: towards a mature relationship, April 2007

56 DEPLOYMENT OF THE ARMED FORCES: interaction between national and international decision-making, May 2007

57 THE UN HUMAN RIGHTS TREATY SYSTEM: strengthening the system step by step in a politically charged 

context, July 2007

58 THE FINANCES OF THE EUROPEAN UNION, December 2007

59 EMPLOYING PRIVATE MILITARY COMPANIES: a question of responsibility, December 2007

60 THE NETHERLANDS AND EUROPEAN DEVELOPMENT POLICY, May 2008

61 COOPERATION BETWEEN THE EUROPEAN UNION AND RUSSIA: a matter of mutual interest, July 2008

62 CLIMATE, ENERGY AND POVERTY REDUCTION, November 2008

63 UNIVERSALITY OF HUMAN RIGHTS: principles, practice and prospects, November 2008

64 CRISIS MANAGEMENT OPERATIONS IN FRAGILE STATES: the need for a coherent approach, March 2009

65 TRANSITIONAL JUSTICE: justice and peace in situations of transition, April 2009*

66 DEMOGRAPHIC CHANGES AND DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION, July 2009

67 NATO’S NEW STRATEGIC CONCEPT, January 2010

68 THE EU AND THE CRISIS: lessons learned, January 2010

69 COHESION IN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION: Response to the WRR (Advisory Council on Government Policy) 

Report ‘Less Pretension, More Ambition’, July 2010

70 THE NETHERLANDS AND THE RESPONSIBILITY TO PROTECT: the responsibility to protect people from mass 

atrocities, June 2010

71 THE EU’S CAPACITY FOR FURTHER ENLARGEMENT, July 2010

72 COMBATING PIRACY AT SEA: a reassessment of public and private responsibilities, December 2010

73 THE HUMAN RIGHTS OF THE DUTCH GOVERNMENT: identifying constants in a changing world, February 2011

74 THE POST-2015 DEVELOPMENT AGENDA: the millennium development goals in perspective, April 2011

75 REFORMS IN THE ARAB REGION: prospects for democracy and the rule of law?, May 2011

76 THE HUMAN RIGHTS POLICY OF THE EUROPEAN UNION: between ambition and ambivalence, July 2011

77 CYBER WARFARE, December 2011* 

78 EUROPEAN DEFENCE COOPERATION: sovereignty and the capacity to act, January 2012 

79 THE ARAB REGION, AN UNCERTAIN FUTURE, May 2012 

80 UNEQUAL WORLDS: poverty, growth, inequality and the role of international cooperation, September 2012

81 THE NETHERLANDS AND THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT: investing in a new relationship, November 2012

82 INTERACTION BETWEEN ACTORS IN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION: towards flexibility and trust, 

February 2013 

83 BETWEEN WORDS AND DEEDS: prospects for a sustainable peace in the Middle East, March 2013

84 NEW PATHS TO INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL COOPERATION, March 2013

85 CRIME, CORRUPTION AND INSTABILITY: an exploratory report, May 2013

86 ASIA ON THE RISE: strategic significance and implications, December 2013

87 THE RULE OF LAW: safeguard for European citizens and foundation for European cooperation, January 2014

88 PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR THE EUROPEAN UNION: building trust, April 2014 

89 IMPROVING GLOBAL FINANCIAL COHESION: the Importance of a Coherent International Economic and 

Financial Architecture, June 2014

90 THE FUTURE OF THE ARCTIC REGION: cooperation or confrontation?, September 2014

91 THE NETHERLANDS AND THE ARAB REGION: a principled and pragmatic approach, November 2014

92 THE INTERNET: a global free space with limited state control, November 2014

93 ACP-EU COOPERATION AFTER 2020: towards a New Partnership?, March 2015 

94 INSTABILITY AROUND EUROPE: Confrontation with a New Reality,,April 2015 

95 INTERNATIONAL INVESTMENT DISPUTE SETTLEMENT: from ad hoc arbitration to a permanent court, April 2015

96 DEPLOYMENT OF RAPID-REACTION FORCES, October 2015

97 AUTONOMOUS WEAPON SYSTEMS: the need for meaningful human control, October 2015*

98 DIFFERENTIATED INTEGRATION: different routes to EU cooperation, October 2015

99 THE DUTCH DIAMOND DYNAMIC: doing Business in the Context of the New Sustainable Development Goals, 

January 2016

100 WELL CONNECTED? On relations between regions and the European Union, January 2016

101 SECURITY AND STABILITY IN NORTHERN AFRICA, May 2016

102 THE PROTECTION OF CIVILIANS IN ARMED CONFLICTS: well-trodden paths and new ways forward, July 2016



103 BREXIT MEANS BREXIT, towards a new relationship with the UK, March 2017

104 THE WILL OF THE PEOPLE? The Erosion of Democracy under The Rule of Law in Europe, June 2017

105 IS THE EUROZONE STORMPROOF? On deepening and strengthening the EMU, July 2017

106 THE FUTURE OF NATO AND EUROPEAN SECURITY, October 2017

107 FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS IN THE KINGDOM OF THE NETHERLANDS: EQUIVALENT PROTECTION IN ALL PARTS 

OF THE KINGDOM, theory and practice of territorial limitations on the application of human rights treaties 

upon ratification, June 2018

108 FORMING COALITIONS IN THE EU AFTER BREXIT: alliances for a European Union That Modernises and 

Protects, July 2018

109 NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN A NEW GEOPOLITICAL REALITY: an urgent need for new arms control initiatives, 

January 2019 

110 SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS AND HUMAN RIGHTS: an Indivisible Bond, May 2019

Advisory letters issued by the Advisory Council on International Affairs 

  1 Advisory letter THE ENLARGEMENT OF THE EUROPEAN UNION, December 1997

  2 Advisory letter THE UN COMMITTEE AGAINST TORTURE, July 1999

  3 Advisory letter THE CHARTER OF FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS, November 2000

  4 Advisory letter ON THE FUTURE OF THE EUROPEAN UNION, November 2001

  5 Advisory letter THE DUTCH PRESIDENCY OF THE EU IN 2004, May 2003***

  6 Advisory letter THE RESULTS OF THE CONVENTION ON THE FUTURE OF EUROPE, August 2003

  7 Advisory letter FROM INTERNAL TO EXTERNAL BORDERS. Recommendations for developing a common European 

asylum and immigration policy by 2009, March 2004

  8 Advisory letter THE DRAFT DECLARATION ON THE RIGHTS OF INDIGENOUS PEOPLES: from Deadlock to 

Breakthrough?, September 2004

  9 Advisory letter OBSERVATIONS ON THE SACHS REPORT: How do we attain the Millennium Development Goals?, 

April 2005

10 Advisory letter THE EUROPEAN UNION AND ITS RELATIONS WITH THE DUTCH CITIZENS, December 2005

11 Advisory letter COUNTERTERRORISM IN A EUROPEAN AND INTERNATIONAL PERSPECTIVE: 

interim report on the prohibition of torture, December 2005

12 Advisory letter RESPONSE TO THE 2007 HUMAN RIGHTS STRATEGY, November 2007 

13 Advisory letter AN OMBUDSMAN FOR DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION, December 2007

14 Advisory letter CLIMATE CHANGE AND SECURITY, January 2009

15 Advisory letter THE EASTERN PARTNERSHIP, February 2009

16 Advisory letter DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION, The benefit of and need for public support, May 2009

17 Advisory letter OPEN LETTER TO A NEW DUTCH GOVERNMENT, June 2010

18 Advisory letter THE EUROPEAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS: Protector of civil rights and liberties, November 2011

19 Advisory letter TOWARDS ENHANCED ECONOMIC AND FINANCIAL GOVERNANCE IN THE EU, February 2012

20 Advisory letter IRAN’S NUCLEAR PROGRAMME: Towards de-escalation of a nuclear crisis, April 2012

21 Advisory letter THE RECEPTOR APPROACH: A question of weight and measure, April 2012

22 Advisory letter OPEN LETTER TO A NEW DUTCH GOVERNMENT: The armed forces at risk, September 2012

23 Advisory letter TOWARDS A STRONGER SOCIAL DIMENSION OF THE EUROPEAN UNION, June 2013

24 Advisory letter FULL SPEED AHEAD: Response by the Advisory Council on International Affairs to the policy letter 

‘Respect and Justice for All’, September 2013

25 Advisory letter DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION: Beyond a Definition, May 2014

26 Advisory letter THE EU’S DEPENDENCE ON RUSSIAN GAS: How an integrated EU policy can reduce it, June 2014

27 Advisory letter FINANCING THE INTERNATIONAL AGENDA FOR SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT, April 2015

28 Advisory letter THE FUTURE OF SCHENGEN, March 2016

29 Advisory letter THE FUTURE OF ODA, December 2016

30 Advisory letter EU-UKRAINE ASSOCIATION AGREEMENT: the need for ratification, December 2016

31 Advisory letter RUSSIA AND THE DEFENCE EFFORTS OF THE NETHERLANDS, March 2017

32 Advisory letter THE DUTCH GOVERNMENT’S PRESENCE ABROAD, May 2017

* Issued jointly by the Advisory Council on International Affairs (AIV) and the Advisory Committee on Issues of Public

International Law (CAVV).

** Joint report by the Advisory Council on International Affairs (AIV) and the General Energy Council.

*** Joint report by the Advisory Council on International Affairs (AIV) and the Advisory Committee on Migration Affairs (ACVZ).




