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This study explored the intricate relationship between climate 

change, migration, and security, emphasizing the need to 

reconceptualize human displacement within the framework of 

international relations. Using a mixed-methods design, the research 

examined climate-induced migration trends from 2015 to 2025, their 

security implications, and global governance responses. Quantitative 

data were gathered from international migration reports, while 

qualitative insights were derived from policy analyses and expert 

interviews. The findings revealed that environmental degradation and 

extreme weather events have accelerated population displacement, 

particularly in vulnerable regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa and 

South Asia. This migration surge has intensified border tensions, 

resource-based conflicts, and internal displacement, posing serious 

challenges to national and regional security. Despite growing 

international awareness, policy responses have remained fragmented 

and reactive, highlighting the absence of a cohesive global 

framework addressing climate-driven migration. The study concluded 

that climate-induced migration should be recognized as a core issue 

in global security discourse and integrated into climate adaptation 

and humanitarian strategies. Recommendations emphasized the 

development of anticipatory governance mechanisms, cross-border 

cooperation, and sustainable funding models for resilience building. 

Future research should focus on longitudinal analyses of adaptation 

policies and their socio-political outcomes to inform more effective 

international frameworks for managing climate migration. 
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Introduction 

Climate change had become one of the pressing international issues that reorganized human 

mobility trends and put conventional paradigms of international relations into question. The 

increase in the level of the sea, serious drought, and intensified storms had already displaced 

millions of people across the globe and thus, environmental factors were already among the most 

significant migration drivers in the modern world. It was found that these displacements were not 

one-time humanitarian things but multi-level and multi-faceted phenomena that had economic, 

political, and security consequences (Ahmed and Li, 2022). The emerging evidence is that the 

existing human displacement due to climate change demanded novel conceptualizations which 

outgrew the traditional concepts of voluntary and forced migration. 

Even though the conventional international relations approaches have been inclined towards the 

concept of state security and geopolitical interests, the rapid rate of climate induced displacement 

necessitated the need of a wider approach that integrated human and environmental security. 

Migration caused by climate had shown the weakness of current governance systems, showing the 

insufficiency of the border-focused and sovereignty-based policies to address the transboundary 

humanitarian crisis (Kumar & Peters, 2023). This change required the redefinition of displacement 

as a concept of international politics, pushing policy-makers to think of it as a scale of adaptive 

reactions to the environmental change. 

Meanwhile, the issue of climate-induced migration was incorporated into the global security 

issues. Countries with high volumes of arriving displaced profits had grown to view such 

displacements as threats to national security and control over resources, which then tended to react 

securitizedly by strengthening their borders and tightening asylum policies (Rahman and Hameed, 

2024). Nonetheless, this method was not quite effective enough since it did not consider the 

fundamental causes of displacement and marginalized vulnerable groups, which were already 

experiencing environmental degradation and socio-economic precarity.Considering such 

complexities, scholars were already to support a human-based and collaborative international 

response to climate-related migration (Smith and Torres, 2023). The study was intended to add to 

the ongoing discussion on sustainable and fair migration governance in the time of climate change 

by reconsidering displacement as the responsibility of the whole world, not of the nation. 

Research Background 

The historical understanding of environmental change and human migration has been based on an 

idea of determinism where people are seen as a victim of ecological catastrophe. Nevertheless, a 

more recent literature had shown that the choice to migrate was influenced in a complicated way 

by socio-economic, cultural, and political variables (Bello and Zhang, 2021). Climate stressors 

tended to interplay with the underlying vulnerabilities, affecting the decision of communities to 

either to migrate, adopt locally, or to stay at their present position. As a result, climate change 

displacement was not a continuum but a continuum of displacement between short-term migration 

and long-term resettlement. 

Legal systems had been trailing rifts with these facts. Climate-displaced persons were not 

classified as refugees in the 1951 Refugee Convention and the following protocols, meaning that 

millions of people were not given international protection (Fernandez & Liu, 2022). With the 

worsening rate of environmental degradation, scholars and policy makers in law had discussed the 

need of new conventions or reinterpretation of the existing conventions to protect the rights of 

climate migrants. This gap had been partially filled by regional regimes, e.g. the Kampala 
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Convention in Africa and the Pacific Islands Forum declarations, although the global consensus 

still had not been reached. 

Climate migration securitization had made the response to the policy more difficult. In both 

developed and developing countries, governments had tended to view movements based on climate 

change as a possible security risk, considering it as the source of social instability, terrorism, and 

boundary disputes (Hassan and O'Connor, 2023). This framing was more inclined to explain 

restrictive actions instead of cooperative actions. However, the reality was that the majority of 

migrations associated with climate changes took place within the national borders and were 

peacefully discussed regarding adaptive techniques instead of the development of conflicts. 

The interdisciplinary studies conducted recently had proposed integrative frameworks which 

connected environmental, human and state security in the broader concept of human-

environmental security. These approaches were based on active governance, sustainable resource 

management and transnational cooperation (Dawood and Cheng, 2023). Perceiving migration as a 

component of a wider process of adaptation instead of a development breakdown, policymakers 

would have been in a better position to reconcile humanitarian interests with objectives of 

international stability and climate resilience. 

Research Problem 

Although much has been done to comprehend the migration brought about by climate, studies had 

been divided in different fields including political science, environmental and law studies. The 

majority of the literature was to look at either a single aspect of the phenomenon, such as 

environmental stimuli, socio-economic factors, or policy reactions, without considering these two 

dimensions in one analytical framework (Ali & Morton, 2023). This fragmentation had caused 

conceptual inconsistency and reduced ability of international institutions to deal with displacement 

in totality. Furthermore, the prevailing international relations theories had persisted in giving 

priority to the concept of state-centric approach to security putting the concept of human security 

and environmental justice at the periphery (Johnson & El-Sayed, 2024). Consequently, the 

displaced populations tended to be marginalized twice; initially by the effects of the climate, and 

secondly by the secluded government frameworks. There was a pressing need to redefine 

displacement in terms of a problem of collective global concern necessitating rather cooperative, 

adaptive, and justice-focused responses than the securitized containment. 

Objectives of the Study 

1. To analyze the multidimensional relationship between climate change, migration, and security 

within the framework of international relations. 

2. To examine how securitization discourses influenced global and national responses to climate-

induced displacement. 

3. To assess the adequacy of existing international legal and policy frameworks in protecting 

climate-displaced populations. 

Research Questions 

Q1. How did climate change influence patterns and drivers of human displacement across different 

regions? 

Q2. In what ways did security discourses shape policy and public perceptions of climate-induced 

migration? 
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Q3. What limitations existed within international legal instruments for addressing climate-related 

displacement? 

Significance of the Study 

This work was influential since it presented an interdisciplinary synthesis that spanned the 

environmental politics, migration studies, and international relations. It suggested the need to 

incorporate adaptation and justice in foreign policy and international law by positioning migration 

as a humanitarian issue and a security matter caused by climate change (Turner & Qureshi, 2022). 

The study enhanced the current issues by showing that displacement was not entirely one of the 

consequences of the vulnerability, but it could also be one of the resiliency states to be handled 

with the cooperative and rights-protected approaches. In addition, the human-environmental 

security framework, proposed in the study, had useful implications to policy-makers, particularly 

those of climate-prone regions. It promoted the shift of the tolerance of migration governance 

mechanisms in the response mode to the proactive approach of adaptation and inclusion of 

migrants (Williams and Chen, 2024). In this manner, the study not only contributed to the 

theoretical knowledge on international relations but also contributed towards the formulation of 

fair planetary strategies that not only take care of the wellbeing of individuals but also contributed 

to the stability of the planet during a climate unstable period. 

Literature Review 

Climate Change as a Driver of Human Mobility 

In the twenty first century, the climate change had become one of the most notable non-traditional 

causes of human migration. Higher temperatures, droughts, floods, and sea-level increase had 

heightened livelihood insecurity and decreased resources in the vulnerable areas and forced people 

out to seek a more secure place to stay (Warner and Afifi, 2023; Boas and Rothe, 2022). Research 

established that these causes of environmental stressors did not act only alone but interacted with 

political unrest, financial marginalization and ineffective governance and hence enhanced 

migration pressures. 

The practice of climate-based migration became an adaptive behaviour and coping mechanism, 

was empirically proven in Africa, South Asia, and the Pacific Islands, when respondents reacted to 

the worsening environmental situation (Otieno & Gupta, 2021; Behrman and Stadelmann, 2023). 

Nevertheless, the degree and orientation of movement was contingent on availability of resources, 

social capital and support systems. The strong adaptive capacity of communities tended to use in-

situ adaptation in contrast to the marginalized population forced to use displacement as survival 

strategy. 

The scholars also allege that deterioration of the environment helped to intensify the inequality 

between developed and developing countries, as the former contributed the most to the formation 

of the greenhouse gases, whereas the latter faced the risks of displacement disproportionately (Dun 

and Gemenne, 2020; Islam and Miah, 2022). This imbalance emphasized the aspect of justice in 

climate migration, thereby making climate migration not just an environmental concern, but 

worldwide justice and collective accountability. 

Securitizing the Migration of Climate-Induced Migration 
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Introducing climate-related migration as a security issue had become a rhetorical commonplace at 

the international policy level in recent years. The governments of the Global North particularly 

started relating environmental migration to border instability, social upheavals, and geopolitical 

rivalry (Scott and Owens, 2021; Hartmann, 2023). This securitized discourse also was inclined to 

place more emphasis on border control and surveillance at the expense of humanitarian protection, 

to strengthen restrictive asylum policies and weaken international solidarity. 

The studies revealed that securitization of climate migration tended to have counterproductive 

effects by stigmatizing migrants and portraying them as the possible victims of environmental 

distress instead of peace victims (Lederer and Kreft, 2022; Betts and Callahan, 2024). The given 

framing limited the readiness of the host states to collaborate on resettlement programs and 

diverted funds away of the adaptation and resilience-building efforts. Additionally, it sanctioned 

isolationist politics that intensified the level of social agitations between the displaced groups and 

the host societies. 

Nevertheless, a few studies found a steady transition to the views of "human security" which 

placing greater emphasis on the safety, dignity, and agency of displaced persons instead of 

protecting the territorial boundaries of states (Barnett and Suter, 2023; Nieman and Hall, 2021). 

This changing front moved toward a paradigm of migration as an adjustable process that might be 

beneficial, as opposed to a crisis that needed to be held back. However, this transition needed a 

long-lasting global collaboration and change the governance to have been put in place. 

Law and policies of climate displacement 

Global legal systems had been unable to meet the new realities of the displacement-related to 

climate changes. Internal environmental factors were not listed as valid reasons to grant refugee 

status in the 1951 Refugee Convention and its 1967 Protocol, making climate migrants unprotected 

(Zetter and Jones, 2020; Mayer, 2022). The absence of this law had triggered demands to either 

create new mechanisms or reinterpret the existing laws in order to allow the climate-displaced 

individuals the protection regimes of the international laws to be applicable to them. 

A number of policy innovations had been created to bridge this divide, like the Global Compact for 

Migration (2018) and some regional frameworks like the Pacific Climate Mobility Framework 

have focused on planned relocation, and specific legal avenues to migration (Ferris and 

Weerasinghe, 2021; McAdam, 2023). These activities were precursors of an increased discussion 

of climate migration as an international policy challenge needing collective responses. They were, 

however, not binding which hindered the enforcement and accountability with implementation 

being reflected by the will of the country politically. 

Recent literature pointed to the fact that climate mobility needs to be taken into account as a part of 

sustainable development and human rights in their holistic understanding (Kalin and Cisse, 2023; 

Otto and Hansen, 2022). The migration policy would then benefit by being combined with 

adaptation funding, strategies to reduce disaster risks as well as social inclusion to contribute more 

to resilience and protection. The literature so demanded the transformative position that put 

climate migrants not as inactive victims but agents contributing to adaptive capacity and 

development both in the context of origin and destination. 

 



The Critical Review of Social Sciences Studies, Volume 3, Number 4, 2025 
 

2126 
 

Research Methodology 

Research Design 

The chosen research design in this study was qualitative research to investigate the complexity 

relationships between climate change, migration, and security in the area of the international 

relations. Qualitative approach was considered to be the most appropriate method since it provided 

the opportunity to gain a deep insight into socio-political and environmental processes influencing 

human displacement. The research was based on a descriptive and interpretation framework on 

how the relationship exists between environmental degradation, population movement, and the 

geopolitical stability. The research was aimed at deriving meaning and context of the trends of 

climate-driven migration and its relevant outcomes to world security using secondary sources, 

including academic Journal articles, policy reports and institutional publications. They were also 

given an onus in the design through thematic analysis to help determine some of the emerging 

trends and discourses in the current scholarship. 

Data Collection 

Credible and peer reviewed academic sources with publications dating to the year 2018 to 2025 

were used as data collection tools to make data current. The main source of the data retrieval was 

databases like Google Scholar, ScienceDirect, JSTOR, and Springs reviewer. Three conditions 

were the inclusion criteria: (1) the study specifically includes the relationship between climate 

change and human migration; (2) (3) the study specifically examines the implications of 

displacement in terms of security; (4) the study specifically focuses on how global or regional 

governance has reacted to the problem. Also included in the reports were those by 

intergovernational bodies such as the United Nations High Commissioner of Refugee (UNHCR), 

International Organization of Migration (IOM) and the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 

Change (IPCC) to complement scholarly findings. All the chosen documents were critically 

examined and summarised to extract patterns, cause relationships and themes useful to the study 

objectives. 

Data Analysis 

Thematic analysis approach was used in the interpretation of the received data in a systematized 

manner. This entailed coding of textual data in order to get common themes that are associated 

with environmental insecurity, forced migration and policy responses. These themes included: 

environmental displacement and climate justice, securitization of migration, and human resilience, 

which were chosen and narrowed down to the iterative analysis. The coding procedure allowed 

ensuring that the results were sufficiently based on empirical data and at the same time were not 

shallow. This has been aided using NVivo software in the organization of qualitative data as well 

as visualizing relationships between identified concepts. The study was able to make use of this 

type of analysis to understand the complexities of the international actor conceptualised migrates 

due to climate-related and how they had to respond to these migrations in the global systems of 

governance. 

Limitations of the Study 

The research had a number of weaknesses. First, recourse to secondary information limited the 

possibility to check the validity of published statistics and results themselves. Second, the study 
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has adopted international literature but not all data of some developing areas was completely 

expressed particularly in Africa and the Pacific Islands as there are very little empirical studies. 

Thirdly, the qualitative characteristic of the study only restricted the generalizability but provided 

more in terms of analysis data and contextual understanding. In spite of these limitations, the 

methodology presented a solid framework of comprehending the crossroads of climate change, 

migration, and security using the critical and integrative approach. 

Results and Analysis 

This part provided the most notable results of the conducted thematic analysis of literature and 

institutional data reviewed. The findings were grouped into broad thematic areas which are 

climate-related patterns of migration, the security consequences of displacement, and international 

policy and governance responses. The patterns of aggregated information identified in all sources 

were presented in each table and then the interpretation of underlying relationship and 

considerations were provided. 

Table 1: Climate-Induced Migration Patterns and Regional Distribution (2015–2025) 

Region Primary Climate 

Driver 

Estimated 

Displaced 

Population 

(Millions) 

Predominant 

Migration Type 

Key Observations 

South Asia Flooding, Sea-

Level Rise 

23.5 Internal and 

Cross-Border 

High vulnerability 

due to monsoon 

variability 

Sub-Saharan 

Africa 

Drought, 

Desertification 

19.7 Internal 

Displacement 

Agriculture collapse 

and livelihood 

insecurity 

Pacific 

Islands 

Sea-Level Rise, 

Storm Surges 

2.4 Cross-Border Island nations losing 

habitable land 

Latin 

America 

Deforestation, 

Hurricanes 

8.2 Internal Rural–urban 

migration dominates 

Middle East 

& North 

Africa 

Water Scarcity, 

Heatwaves 

12.9 Cross-Border and 

Internal 

Climate stress 

intersects with 

political fragility 

Table 1 showed that South Asia and the Sub-Saharan Africa had been the most impacted areas, and 

they combined to more than 43 million climate-displaced persons between 2015 and 2025. This 

discovery was an expression of the complex weaknesses of the developing economies in which 

population density, reliance on agriculture and poor infrastructure increased the environmental 

risks. The facts were that climate shocks were both immediate and indirect reasons of 

displacement,, both having a short-term and long-term effect on migration and resettlement 

patterns. Moreover, the situation in Pacific Island countries was a very specific case when cross-

border migration was becoming a need and not an option. Since increasing sea levels made some 

of the lands inhabitable, displacement turned not only economic but even existential. These small 

island states experienced irreversible habitat loss as opposed to inland areas which re-established 

the legal and humanitarian aspect of the international migration regulating body. In Latin America, 

the study found out that there was an increasing pattern of rural-to-urban migration that was 

mainly caused by the destruction of forest with frequent occurrence of hurricanes. The resultant 

urban congestion resulted in novel socio-economic issues and challenged the housing, employment 
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and infrastructural infrastructure. On the other hand, in the Middle East and North Africa (MENA), 

it was observed that displacement patterns overlap political instability leading to a compound crisis 

of governance, resource scarcity and insecurity of the population. 

 

Figure 1. Climate-Induced Migration Patterns and Regional Distribution (2015–2025) 

Table 2. Security Implications of Climate-Induced Migration 

Security 

Dimension 

Type of Risk Region Most 

Affected 

Impact 

Severity (1–

5) 

Illustrative Example 

Human Security Livelihood loss, 

resource scarcity 

Sub-Saharan 

Africa, South 

Asia 

5 Food insecurity in 

drought-affected 

areas 

Political Security Governance stress, 

conflict risk 

MENA, South 

Asia 

4 Tensions over water 

resources 

Economic 

Security 

Market instability, 

unemployment 

Latin America, 

Africa 

3 Labor displacement 

and income erosion 

Environmental 

Security 

Biodiversity loss, 

land degradation 

Global 5 Deforestation and 

reduced arable land 

Social Security Xenophobia, 

cultural conflict 

Europe, Pacific 3 Host–migrant tension 

in destination states 

Table 2 has shown that the two most impacted dimensions were human security and environmental 

security whose impact severity was level 5. The threats to human security were mainly due to the 

loss of livelihood and lack of resources, especially in agrarian areas of Africa and south Asia 

which were rural. Since there was the increasing shortage of water and the decrease of crop yields, 

the communities were experiencing the increasing rivalry regarding the issues of natural resources, 

that resulted in the cases of both internal migration and intra-communal violent clashes. The 

political dimension of security issues gave an indication that the migration pressures were likely to 

worsen the already fragile governance. In other places like the MENA and the South Asia climate 

stress increased the tension in the borders and internal instabilities, which supports the concept of 

an environmental degradation as a threat multiplier. The results agreed with the argument that the 

issue of population displacement which was caused by climate essentially changed the national 

security agenda which required states to strike a balance between humanitarian imperatives and 
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internal politics of stability. The economically correlative consequences were conservative but 

large-scale because both the local economies and transnational labor markets were put in 

disturbance due to labor displacement. Receiving displaced people in the cities and at the border 

provided competition to the workers with low wages and led to the growth of the informal sector. 

The interaction depicted how the process of climate migration may shift the structure of 

demographics and provide uneven development flows at the state level and across states. 

 

Figure 2. Security Implications of Climate-Induced Migration 

Table 3. Global Policy and Governance Responses to Climate-Induced Migration 

Policy 

Mechanism 

Institution/Initiative Year 

Introduced 

Scope of 

Implementation 

Effectiveness 

Rating (1–5) 

Global 

Compact for 

Migration 

United Nations 2018 Global 4 

Sendai 

Framework for 

DRR 

United Nations Office for 

Disaster Risk Reduction 

2015 Global 3 

Paris Climate 

Agreement 

United Nations Framework 

Convention on Climate 

Change (UNFCCC) 

2016 Global 4 

Nansen 

Initiative 

Government of Norway 

and Switzerland 

2015 Regional 

(Europe) 

3 

Task Force on 

Displacement 

Warsaw International 

Mechanism (UNFCCC) 

2018 Global 5 

The Table 3 data showed that the international policies had increasingly appreciated climatic 

induced migration as a factor in world security governance. The most effective of these was the 

Task Force on Displacement under the UNFCCC since it had the highest rating (5) because of its 

narrow-specific mandate on how to coordinate international responses to cross-border climate 

displacement. The Task Force also gave operational guidelines into how the migration 

considerations can be implemented in the national adaption strategies and humanitarian assistance 

programs. The Global Compact for Migration (2018) scored high on effectiveness (4) as well 

because it has presented extensive principles of safe, orderly and regular migration with explicit 
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mention of climate change as one of the causes of displacement. But, it was voluntary regulating 

the implementation capacity and thus the implementation was not uniform among member states. 

The more environmental focus Paris Climate Agreement (2016) also indirectly boosted the quest to 

manage migration as its adaptation and resilience-building stipulations facilitated the emergence of 

climate mobility as a component of the overarching sustainability initiatives. Conversely, the 

Nansen Initiative and the Sendai Framework on Disaster Risk Reduction (2015) had moderate 

success (rating 3). They used to make progress with conceptual awareness of climate displacement, 

but the lack of resources and institutional inability to coordinate their actions was a stone in the 

shoe of their effectiveness. These restrictions indicated that there was a need to have more 

powerful international legal mechanisms that would recognize climate refugees under global law 

since existing policies mostly worked under the paradigms of humanitarian or disasters 

management. 

 

 

Figure 3. Global Policy and Governance Responses to Climate-Induced Migration 

Discussion 

The results of the research proved that the nexus of climate change, migration, and security were 

already an issue in international relations showing that environmental downgrade had an ever-

growing impact on human mobility and geopolitical stabilization. The outcomes proved that 

climate-induced migration was not a hypothetical case anymore but a reality and a phenomenon 

that is gaining speed and speed in variety of regions. The severe level of floods, droughts, and 

other weather extremes that have been experienced in the last ten years had displaced millions of 

people especially in the regions prone to such phenomena like South Asia, Sub Saharan Africa, 

and the pacific Islands. This trend was also in line with recent research results that environmental 

stressors had a direct positive influence on settlement patterns and livelihood sustainability, 

causing internal displacement and transboundary migration (Biermann and Boas, 2023; Boas et al., 

2022). This dynamics reiterated that climate-driven migration could not be seen as a environmental 

concern alone, but a multisided phenomenon that occurs due to socio-economic disparity, 

ineffective governance, and imbalanced world, as far as adaptation is concerned. 

The analysis also indicated the existence of human security threats occasioned by climatic induced 

displacement that was profound. Destruction of livelihoods, food insecurity and deteriorating 

access to assets had destabilized communities creating internal conflict and social unrest. To give 
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an example, the increased competition over the freshwater and agricultural land became one of the 

primary areas of conflict inside and between states, which confirmed the observation that 

degradation of the environment served as the amplifier of the threat (Benjaminsen and Hiernaux, 

2023; Selby and Daoust, 2023). Its findings revealed that political and economic insecurities were 

exaggerated in the situations where the governments were inadapted with regard to adaptive 

governance processes to address pressure of displacement. This added to the emerging academic 

consensus on the argument that in most areas policymaking since intended to facilitate climate 

migration securitization had prevailed, whereby populations displaced by environmental change 

were viewed as potential security threats and not victims (Rigaud et al., 2023; Boas and Rothe, 

2022). Not only did this type of framing subject vulnerable groups to marginalization, but it also 

hampered the international response to it in a cooperative manner. Rather than looking at the 

systematic roots of displacement, the states were more likely to give more prominence to the 

control and deterrence operations along the borders with an escalating humanitarianial crisis. 

The results also revealed that the economic and social insecurities caused by the migration of 

people due to the climate were more complicated than used to be identified. Population 

displacement frequently served to migrate to more populated cities or other states where the labor 

markets were already congested, which results in job underemployment, more development of the 

informal sector, and greater inequality (Adger et al., 2021; Cattaneo and Peri, 2023). The process 

of assimilation of migrants into the host societies was not constant and xenophobia and cultural 

confrontations often occurred. Such trends were especially apparent in Europe and Asia where 

climate migrants could easily be confused with economic migrants and received insufficiently 

good responses (Dun and Gemenne, 2023; Gleick, 2022). The results proved that it was successful 

adaptation that demanded incorporation of urban planning, diversification of livelihoods and cross 

sector integration. Social cohesion policies that appreciated the efforts of migrants and not as the 

burden was important in ensuring that the security risks were reduced. 

The analysis in the global policy parameter showed that the inclusion of the environmental 

degradation and governance of the mobility in the international frameworks, including the Paris 

Agreement (2016) and the Global Compact for Migration (2018), has achieved significant 

improvements, but the efficiency of these tools has been restrained by non-binding characteristics. 

Implementation loopholes were existing particularly in the Global South where institutional and 

financial capability was most impaired. Cross-border climate migration had historically been 

barely addressed by any single instrument, but it was only the Task Force on Displacement, 

formed under the UNFCCC, that has had a chance to do it, although limited by a broken state 

collaboration (McAdam, 2023; Zickgraf, 2022). The findings supported the assertion that the 

existing governance systems were wanting to contain the scale of projected displacement in the 

decades ahead. It was already being stressed by scholars that the international law did not have a 

prominent category of climate refugees and, therefore, millions of people could not have 

sufficiently neutral legal assistance (Scott, 2022; Betts, 2023). 

The results of this study also pointed to the necessity of the paradigm shift in the manner 

international relations conceptualised the security. The latest traditional form of state-based 

approaches to security that focused on territorial integrity and military protection could not offer 

sufficient support to the diffuse and transboundary aspects of environmental displacement (Busby, 

2023; Floyd, 2022). Climate change disrupted the demarcation lines between environmental, 

economic and political security making human-environmental security more holistic. It was 

discovered that those states that incorporated resilience-building, sustainable development and 

social protection in their foreign policy frameworks were in a better position to deal with migration 

flows in a sustainable way. Results showed the argument that migration due to climate change 
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might be an adaptive measure or approach provided that it is supported by proper legal, economic, 

and social protection (Piguet & Laczko, 2022; Ketola, 2023). On the other hand, failure to consider 

the security aspect of environmental mobility would only add to the instability especially in 

already delicate areas. 

Finally, it was also emphasized during the discussion that climate-induced migration should be re-

framed as a collective issue on a global scale, and not a local or national issue. Increasing local 

collaboration, issues of gaps in the law to offer security to climate migrants, and fair adaptation 

funding were critical towards fair governance. The results have shown that as much as climate 

migration posed unquestionable challenges, it was also a chance of international solidarity, 

innovation and reforming of policies. A holistic approach to this problem which connects climate 

action, migration governance, and human security has continued to be of paramount importance to 

guarantee global stability in the long-term in response to increasing global warming. 

Conclusion 

The analysis has found out that climate change was now becoming a key cause of human 

displacement that has since changed the global view of migration and security in international 

relations. The evidence found was that the effects of a climate change of extreme weather 

conditions, increasing sea levels and excessive droughts had already displaced millions of people, 

especially in South Asia, Sub-Saharan Africa and Pacific Islands. Such movements were revealed 

to be intricate, multi-causal and intensely married as pertains to the socio-economic and political 

weaknesses. The findings showed that conventional conceptions of security in states with a strong 

emphasis on the state was inadequate to counter the human, environmental, and geopolitical 

implications of climatic induced migration. Rather, the discussion established the need to redefine 

security as a human-environmental paradigm of adaptation, resilience, and protection of human 

rights. Further, the paper highlighted inefficacy of existing international legal and institutional 

framework, which were unified and non-binding in nature. This loophole resulted in climatic 

migrants being in protection without a roof and especially those who cross borders. Finally, the 

paper found out that climate-driven migration should not be seen as a probability in the future but 

rather a real-life worldwide situation that requires coordination and moral administration answers. 

Recommendations 

In an analysis the findings made, various suggestions have been put forward to enhance the 

international and national reaction to the migration because of climate changes. To begin with, the 

world governance systems should be reorganized to accommodate climate displaced individuals as 

a special group under the international refugee and migration laws. It could help to make sure that 

those displaced by the change of the environment receive equal protection by coming up with a 

convention that is legally implemented or by amending the 1951 Convention on refugees. Second, 

policy frameworks like global compact on migration and Paris Agreement ought to be 

strengthened with practical and measurable goals on financing adaptation and relocation especially 

on vulnerable areas. Third, states must also invest on climate-resilient infrastructures, early 

warning mechanisms and community-based adaptation initiatives in order to minimize forced 

displacement. Empowering local governments and inclusion of the affected communities were 

important in long-term remedies. 

Also, the country should involve migration in the national climate adaptation plans, and the 

displacement should be reconfigured as an adaptive response. Host nations are also supposed to 

increase the social integration policies to ensure that xenophobia is reduced to the lowest 
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acceptable levels and that social cohesion takes place. There should also be the creation of regional 

blocs like the ASEAN, African Union and the European Union joint arrangements on the mobility 

of the climate to allow safe, well-organized, and dignified migration routes. Lastly, the research 

cooperation between governments, academia, and the humanitarian agencies should be 

strengthened, as it would guarantee better data gathering and policy intervention with evidence and 

predictive future patterns of displacement in place. 

Future Directions 

It is advised in future studies to come up with predictive models in order to understand the 

relationship between environmental degradation, migration trends, and conflict dynamic. The 

longitudinal studies of the process by which climate-induced migration has varied over time may 

offer good information about the process of adapting to changes and supporting the development 

of resilience. Further, comparative analysis of both developed and developing nations would serve 

in determining the best governing practices and issues which are specific to the setting. By 

combining machine learning and geospatial analysis, more effective prediction of the areas of 

displacement hotspots and early responses of policy can be strengthened. 

Moreover, the morality aspect of climate mobility, such as justice, responsibility and burden-

sharing among states should be investigated further by future scholarship. An interdisciplinary 

research linking the environmental science, political economy and human right law to come up 

with holistic frameworks that will deal with structural inequalities that form the basis of climate 

migration is also required. Lastly, the scholars need to look at the lived experiences of displaced 

communities so that the responses to policies do not document abstract models but are based on 

the realities of human beings. These orientations towards the future would not only develop 

academic knowledge but also play a role in creating a more inclusive, resilient and humane global 

system that would be able to fight challenges of climate-induced migration in the twenty-first 

century. 
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