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Learning Sustainability from the Vikings
Roleplay
: EU and Greenland, working towards a common future
Exercise P – Material P2
)
Planning Scenario EU - Greenland, together into the future

Initial Situation
We have already got to know several challenges for today's Greenland in the previous exercises. It is extremely expensive to provide a modern infrastructure in sparsely populated areas in difficult lands. The effects of climate change, trade deficits and structural change in in the fishing industry were treated as further obstacles. The opportunities and risks of expanding the mining industry were discussed. 
The EU and Greenland have strong historical, political and economic connections. Further, the EU is aware of the importance of the unique arctic nature. 
In regard to the social, economic and ecological challenges in Greenland, the European Commission for regional development has asked the national parliaments to deal with the issue of cooperation for a sustainable development in Greenland. 
In the discussion, the parties have very different positions. These should be presented in the national parliaments, discussed and – if necessary – adjusted. 
The proposal with the most approval of all parliamentarians will then be subsequently forwarded on to the EU Commission to work out a solution there with the other member states.

Position 1: Fixed regular payments to Greenland
In order that the population of Greenland can live in the future under good social and economic conditions and that both the landscape, plants and wildlife are protected, the region needs regular financial support from the EU. Industrial fishing and mining cannot offer enough well-paid jobs for the local population because of the large world-wide competition, and in addition, the population would have to live separately from their families at their place of work. In addition to the social challenges, there are also ecological limits. The abundance of fish and the landscape around the mining areas will only be maintained if quotas (rules for the amount and the type of fish which may be caught) and environmental policies are introduced and checked. 
Therefore, it is strongly recommended that the Greenlandic administration receives regular financial aid through the EU for adaptation measures, so that the local population can live in good conditions. Without a livable infrastructure of schools, hospitals, transport routes and shopping, in future incomes will decline (and with it income tax)
In addition costs will be incurred for the effects of climate change (rising sea levels, thawing of the permafrost), which cannot be covered by the existing tax revenues of the country. It is therefore recommended to provide additional funds specifically for adaptation to climate change. With these, the Greenlandic Government can support the small fishing companies to buy newly required technical equipment. 
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Position 2: More income through better technology and marketing
In order to make more money we suggest supporting Greenland through intensive technical advice. The country should be encouraged to develop a modern economy, which also means a shift from the local, traditional way of life to working in internationally competitive companies. Both the mining and the export-oriented fishing industry can operate more profitably by using state of the art technology. The advice can come through cooperation with several European research institutes, but companies can also share knowledge, if they build sites in Greenland. 
Furthermore revenue can be increased through the sale of fishing rights or rights to the extraction of raw materials. Through this sale, future living conditions can be improved for the local population and adaptation to climate change can be financed. The Greenlandic administration can better confront the effects of climate change (rising sea levels, thawing of the permafrost) with technical support / advice and implement appropriate measures.
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Proposal 3: Towards a responsible Europe
To protect Greenland in the future from the rising costs of climate change, we must as the EU reduce emissions of CO2 to limit climate change. Otherwise the costs due to rising sea levels and the thawing of permafrost will be immense. Streets and buildings will slip away and coastal villages will have to be protected or be abandoned. We must therefore react as an industrial region and increase the use of renewable energies (electricity by Sun, wind, water and bio-energy). 
In order that the people of Greenland can preserve their way of life, the purchase of products and raw materials (from Greenland: fish and ores) must be at agreed fair prices, so that fishermen and miners can get fair wages. This also allows them to maintain traditional techniques of fishing and still earn a sufficient income. 
In the mining sector, the environment of Greenland would be threatened far less through high protection measures. This allows income from hunting and fishing next to the revenue from mining. In order to enable responsible mining, the demand for raw materials must be reduced by recycling, increasing the durability of our products, and a ban on more and more new products.
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Position 4: Designate Greenland as a Nature Reserve
More people currently live in Greenland than the land can carry economically without destroying the natural resources by mining and overfishing. The revenue from intense fishing and mining in Greenland can never compensate for the expenditure of a modern functioning infrastructure (hospitals, schools, internet and transportation). Mining and industrial fisheries can harm only the country. The abundance of fish and biodiversity must not fall victim to the pursuit of profit.
Up until the modernization period, Greenlanders have been able to live on the natural resources locally available. Since then, the population has grown strongly. Furthermore, demands have changed through the loss of the traditional way of life and the adaptation of new lifestyles. The overuse of resources, the growing population and climate change threaten the natural habitat and diversity of animal and plant life. Therefore, it is sensible to designate Greenland holistically as a nature reserve, which also means that the EU does without the raw materials from Greenland. Only so many people can live there that nature isn’t destroyed. As such old forms of life for the local population can remain attractive and livable and protect the region for a long period of time. The local population would find it easier to adapt their traditional ways of life to climate change without the influences of the international economy.
For the rest of the population the possibility should be created to settle in Europe. They will however have problems with their training and experience to find a job in Europe. Therefore, integration programmes should be launched, which help people to train or develop further.


You are representative of party 1 supporting the position 1.
Your tasks at the first meeting of your party
· Read quietly through the initial situation and position 1. 
· Discuss in your group, what the arguments for this proposal are and how it supports sustainability in Greenland. 
· Choose a speaker from your party to present your position in the Assembly (2-3 min).  In the ensuing discussion the speaker may be supported by other group members 
· Create a poster, on which you can present position 1 
Time allocated: 20 minutes
Your tasks at the first assembly of all parties
· Present position 1 as if it is your true opinion to the other parties (2-3 minutes)
· Listen to the proposals and arguments of other groups and make notes
· Ask questions to the other groups in case you need more specific information

Your tasks during the second meeting of your party
Discuss the three other proposals of the other parties. What are the impacts for the people in Greenland and in Europe?
· Position 2: Is there a chance at all on the global market for the industry of Greenland? Won’t it always be disadvantaged because of the geographical conditions? Can such a strategy really bring benefits to those in need?
· Position 3: How should businesses be influenced to sell only fair and ecologically produced goods? Won’t the higher price for these goods have the effect that costumers avoid them? Can products compete on the market under these conditions?
· Position 4: Can the complete population in Greenland be supplied in this way or do people have to leave Greenland? What are the chances on the labour market of those migrating from the Greenlandic settlements to Europe, even if they get support?
Time allocated: 20 minutes

Enter negotiations with other parties and try to work out a joint proposal.
· Have you found a party that thinks similarly to yourselves?
· Do you have arguments that could make another party change their opinion?
· Can you develop a joint proposal for the final decision-making? What are the details?
· Collect arguments for the final discussion.
Time allocated: 35 minutes

You are representative of party 2 supporting the position 2.
Your tasks at the first meeting of your party
· Read quietly through the initial situation and position 2. 
· Discuss in your group, what the arguments for this proposal are and how it supports sustainability in Greenland. 
· Choose a speaker from your party to present your position in the assembly (2-3 min).  In the ensuing discussion the speaker may be supported by other group members.
· Create a poster, on which you can present position 2. 
Time allocated: 20 minutes
Your tasks at the first assembly of all parties
· Present position 2 as if it is your true opinion to the other parties (2-3 minutes)
· Listen to the proposals and arguments of other groups and make notes
· Ask questions to the other groups in case you need more specific information

Your tasks during the second meeting of your party
Discuss the three other proposals of the other parties. What are the impacts for the people in Greenland and in Europe?
· Position 1: Who will pay the costs of such a strategy? Will the continuous support create advantages for Greenlandic businesses towards European businesses on the world market? Will the subsidies maintain an obsolescent economy and block development?
· Position 3:  Will the population of the EU accept higher prices for the conversion to renewable energies? Will products in our countries become much more expensive through fair salaries in fisheries and mining industry and will our population accept this?
· Position 4: Where should the resources needed for the EU industry come from, if mining in Greenland is not possible anymore? Don’t the conditions in Greenland have already changed in a way that it is not possible anymore to return to traditional lifestyles (subsistence hunting and fishing)? Don’t the people there have a right for progress and modern lifestyles?
Time allocated: 20 minutes

Enter negotiations with other parties and try to work out a joint proposal.
· Have you found a party that thinks similarly to yourselves?
· Do you have arguments that could make another party change their opinion?
· Can you develop a joint proposal for the final decision-making? What are the details?
· Collect arguments for the final discussion.
Time allocated: 35 minutes
You are representative of party 3 supporting the position 3.
Your tasks at the first meeting of your party
· Read quietly through the initial situation and position 3. 
· Discuss in your group, what the arguments for this proposal are and how it supports sustainability in Greenland. 
· Choose a speaker from your party to present your position in the Assembly (2-3 min).  In the ensuing discussion the speaker may be supported by other group members.
· Create a poster, on which you can present position 3. 
Time allocated: 20 minutes
Your tasks at the first assembly of all parties
· Present position 3 as if it is your true opinion to the other parties (2-3 minutes)
· Listen to the proposals and arguments of other groups and make notes
· Ask questions to the other groups in case you need more specific information

Your tasks during the second meeting of your party
Discuss the three other proposals of the other parties. What are the impacts for the people in Greenland and in Europe?
· Position 1: How will the people of Greenland feel about such a dependency of European support? Who will benefit in Greenland from such a financial support? Will the support increase the adaptive capacities of the local communities?
· Position 2: Who will benefit in Greenland of this strategy? Is a European concept of development imposed on Greenland? Can experts of a different geographical and cultural origin assess the social and ecological consequences of the development of certain industries in Greenland? Will these experts be conscious about long-term impacts, if they don’t have their future in Greenland?
· Position 4: Does this approach limit the right of self-determination for the Greenlandic population? Why don’t we make larger environmental protection zones in central Europe? Do we enforce a lower standard of living for the Greenlandic population to maintain our own and avoid environmental protection at home?
Time allocated: 20 minutes
Enter negotiations with other parties and try to work out a joint proposal.
· Have you found a party that thinks similarly to yourselves?
· Do you have arguments that could make another party change their opinion?
· Can you develop a joint proposal for the final decision-making? What are the details?
· Collect arguments for the final discussion.
Time allocated: 35 minutes

You are representative of party 4 supporting the position 4.
Your tasks at the first meeting of your party
· Read quietly through the initial situation and position 4. 
· Discuss in your group, what the arguments for this proposal are and how it supports sustainability in Greenland. 
· Choose a speaker from your party to present your position in the Assembly (2-3 min).  In the ensuing discussion the speaker may be supported by other group members.
· Create a poster, on which you can present position 4. 
Time allocated: 20 minutes
Your tasks at the first assembly of all parties
· Present position 4 as if it is your true opinion to the other parties (2-3 minutes)
· Listen to the proposals and arguments of other groups and make notes
· Ask questions to the other groups in case you need more specific information

[bookmark: _GoBack]Your tasks during the second meeting of your party
Discuss the three other proposals of the other parties. What are the impacts for the people in Greenland and in Europe?
· Position 1: Will this approach further spread a European lifestyle like in the times of modernisation? Can the Greenlandic population be sure of the continuous support? What will happen if the financial support is reduced?
· Position 2: Will the Greenlandic population be exploited, if rights for fisheries and mining are sold to foreign companies? Will more fishing and mining destroy the environment?
· Position 3: Is it sufficient, when Europe converses to sustainable energies, resource efficiency and the purchase of fair-trade products? How should Greenland deal with the already unavoidable impacts of climate change? How can the necessary infrastructure be financed, when the current modern lifestyle is continued and no more revenue for Greenland is created?
Time allocated: 20 minutes

Enter negotiations with other parties and try to work out a joint proposal.
· Have you found a party that thinks similarly to yourselves?
· Do you have arguments that could make another party change their opinion?
· Can you develop a joint proposal for the final decision-making? What are the details?
· Collect arguments for the final discussion
Time allocated: 35 minutes
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