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 Former Sen. John Warner remembers a time when our nation’s forests were green, fresh and 

alive. 

 At 16, Warner crossed the country for his first job: a trailblazer and firefighter along the 

Montana and Idaho border.  

 “What I left with was the magnificence of nature,” he said.  

 Years later, during a visit to Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, he was devastated when a group of troopers 

took him back to his beloved woods.  

 The forests were dying. The hills were brown. Bark beetles destroyed the White Pine trees.  

 “I said to a forester, ‘what’s happening here?!’ and he told me, ‘climate change,’” Warner said.  

 Now in retirement after serving as a senator for 30 years, Warner dedicates his time and energy 

to leading conservation efforts against global climate change.  

 At Wednesday’s National Security, Energy and Climate Forum, Warner used his story to illustrate 

the realities and effects of the changing climate on our environment and our future.  

 At the forum, focusing on the future meant looking to how such changes affect national security 

issues, and how the Department of Defense should respond.  

 “President Obama has decided this is one of his priorities” said Warner. 

 In an ongoing study by the federally funded Center for Naval Analyses, findings suggest that 

“climate change is a threat multiplier for instability” in weaker regions of the world, said Sherri 

Goodman, the senior vice president of the center. 

 Troops and military personnel stationed in those areas must be aware of the scope of the 

situation.  



  Because the DOD is the nation’s largest energy-user, its leadership in research and policy 

development on the issue of climate change can help change the nation’s conception and reaction, said 

Goodman.  

 In a quadrennial defense review examining the next 20 years of global environment issues, 

Kathleen Hicks, the deputy undersecretary of defense for strategy, plans and forces, found that energy 

interdependence and climate change are key factors for concern.  

 If those issues are left unaddressed, global risks include resource scarcity, eroded infrastructure 

and state volatility, said Hicks.  

 The full report is due by Feb. 2010, but Hicks said there is still disagreement on what the DOD’s 

exact response to climate change should be.  

 One possibility, what Hicks called a “typical Washington solution,” is to establish an Energy Czar 

in the White House, dedicated to overseeing the future steps the government could take.  

 “It’s a massive enterprise, but it’s very critical,” said Hicks. 

 Some, like Warner, fear a disconnect between law makers and military will hamper the 

government’s ability to react swiftly to the problem.  

 “Even though the Hill is trying to figure out what to do, I have to be careful not to tell them what 

to do,” because of ethical concerns, said Warner. “There’s not a word in the House bill about what’s 

going on in the Pentagon.”  

 There is also a chance that efforts could become limited if dealt only within the realm of climate 

change.  

 “This is a very new and important conversation…it should be included in the mainstream 

thought on defense strategy,” said Sharon Burke, the vice president of national security for the Center 

for a New American Security. 



 An April, 2007 Military Advisory Board report said “climate change, energy dependency and 

national security are a related set of global challenges.”  

 This year the board reconvened, with new specialists and experts, to take steps at researching 

approaches to those issues. The focus was on instability as a result of changes within each sphere.  

“Continuing [to approach] energy business-as-usual creates an unacceptably high threat level 

from a series of converging risks,” said board member Vice Adm. Dennis McGinn. 

 “The tough thing for the national security community to come to grips with is it isn’t a defined 

enemy,” he said. But there’s still “a huge price tag in dollars and lives.” 

 Because of that, the board recommended that energy security and goals to effectively address 

climate change be integrated into national security policies.   

 While it will take more than just policy reform to make a difference, it’s a start.  

 “We’ve got to get out there and convince the people on the streets that something’s got to be 

done,” said Warner.  

  
  
   
  
 
      


