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ABSTRACT

Refugees and internally displaced people who flee their homes due to environmental threats and far-going degradation which destroys their living conditions are not well-protected under international law. Refugee law focusses on political refugees. Establishing principals similar to the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) regime, (which is limited to genocide, war crimes, crimes against humanity and ethnic cleansing), could offer a solution for the lack of protection of environmental refugees. The obligation to establish this system could be based on the same obligation that forms the basis of the establishment of the R2P regime itself: the international obligation to prevent large scale suffering. This obligation corresponds with changed notions regarding state sovereignty and with the moral and legal obligations emanating from various human rights treaties. In first instance, according to R2P, the primary responsibility to take protective measures lies with the state itself. Secondly, the international community has a responsibility to assist. Lastly, the international community has a responsibility to respond duly and in a decisive manner when a state is unable or unwilling to provide protection for its citizens. The international community is equipped with a broad range of instruments under R2P that can be employed to protect environmental refugees. These instruments allow for custom-made solutions, which are absent in most traditional legal instruments. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 
Environmental degradation is a global problem that needs to be addressed on an international level. Some obligations have been adopted - such as the obligations under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and its protocols, the rules on international environmental law and the rules on accountability of states (e.g. no harm principle). But the current systems are failing to oblige the international community to effectively and sufficiently respond to environmental degradation and to protect environmental refugees.
 With the level of environmental degradation rising, both by manmade causes and natural causes, the pressure on nature and people is rising. Finally, as a result of the environmental degradation people are forced to migrate because their existence is jeopardized and/or the quality of their lives is seriously affected. This group of people will be referred to in this text as ‘environmental refugees’
. For practical examples of environmental refugees, organised by cause, see annex 1. Expert predictions on the numbers of environmental refugees as a result of climate change alone vary widely, where the most severe predict their numbers to rise up to 200 million people in 2050.
 Even with much more moderate estimates though, in future their numbers will be higher than those of ‘traditional’ (political) refugees
 Apart from the sheer numbers, the cost of environmental degradation is very high, e.g. a potential loss of human lives and biodiversity and a considerable material damage, especially if mitigation cost are added to the potential damage.
 The impact of climate change (as one of the main causes of environmental degradation) can be particularly severe on people living in dry areas prone to desertification, low-lying coastal areas, mountainous areas, arctic regions, and small island States.
 

The main responsibility on protecting environmental refugees lies within the national state as most environmental refugees seek refuge within their own region
. However, since environmental degradation particularly takes place in developing countries
  with limited (financial) resources, sometimes lacking good governance systems, the results rendered by national governments could be expected to be quite modest. Since the international community fails to monitor or sanction the causes of environmental degradation, the numbers of environmental refugees are expected to rise. Thus the stress on developing countries will increase,
 and they will be faced with growing numbers of environmental refugees and will be unable to deal with the degradation itself (adaptation and mitigation options are limited). As a result of environmental degradation, the effective exercise of human rights is being threatened.
 Often though, it is not a matter of actual or specific violation of human rights for which an effective appeal can be made on existing protective regimes. Environmental degradation cannot be appropriately understood in the existing approaches based on the relationship between citizen and state. According to the International Council on Human Rights the problem with climate change is that the harms can be attributed, at best, only indirectly to the identified perpetrators (developed countries). The overall harm is a result of numerous diffuse unrelated acts performed by countless people in various locations generally unrelated to each other. Furthermore, the producers of pollution are in many instances multinationals or other private parties on which the government can exert no influence.
 

As some of the degradation is caused by climate change, there is a call for accountability of the developed countries to compensate developing countries. However, it is very hard to prove that actions of developed countries have led to the degradation. Okkerse aptly captures the problem: Climate change encounters, more than most global issues, the shortcomings of the international legal system. Given the interdependence of nations to solve the problems, and the difficulties regarding jurisdiction and even determining which actions cause environmental degradation, there is a need for a global solution with a different approach than traditional liability legislation. “Climate change is a global cumulating problem that cannot be captured in the classical approach of the liability law”.
 As a result, the international community has to develop new ways of dealing with (the consequences of) environmental degradation. This article explores the Responsibility to Protect (hereafter: R2P) for possible procedures and tools that might shape new ways of dealing with environmental refugees. The current experience in the field of R2P can offer valuable guidelines and insights in how such a system works in practice and if elements of this system could be adopted for a response on the problem of forced migration as a result of environmental degradation.

Paragraph 2 will offer a short introduction on R2P. In paragraph 3 the procedures and instruments of R2P are applied to environmental refugees. After this, some critical notes on R2P are discussed. Finally the arguments for transferring procedures and instruments will be evaluated. 
2. RESPONSIBILITY TO PROTECT
R2P is a new (emerging) norm underlining the responsibility of both national states and the international community to prevent large scale suffering as a result of genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing and crimes against humanity. R2P relies on the basic principle that the state has a responsibility to protect citizens against severe distress, that the international community -where necessary- will help, and that this responsibility shifts to the international community if the state itself cannot or will not protect its citizens.
 R2P demonstrates the political will of the international community to accept responsibility when large scale suffering goes unanswered. The R2P provides a political framework based on fundamental principles of international law. It is not a new system, but it focuses on a coordinated deployment of existing instruments.

Paragraph 138 and paragraph 139 of the Summit Outcome (the founding document of R2P) suggest that the assistance of the international community under R2P could take one of four forms: (a) encouraging States to meet their responsibilities under pillar one (para. 138); (b) helping them to exercise this responsibility (para. 138); (c) helping them to build their capacity to protect (para. 139); and (d) assisting States “under stress before crises and conflicts break out” (para. 139). While the first form of assistance implies persuading States to do what they ought to do, the other three suggest mutual commitment and an active partnership between the international community and the State.
 

These principles result in a three pillar structure:

-
the responsibility of the state to protect its citizens, 

-
the responsibility of the international community for their assistance, 

-
and the responsibility of the international community to intervene. 

In its 2012 follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit, the Secretary-General underlines that “the three pillars are non-sequential and are of equal importance; without all three, the concept would be incomplete.”
 The actions under the different pillars are interwoven and can take place at the same time (the integral approach). The emphasis is on prevention and, when it fails, on early and flexible response tailored to the specific circumstances of each case. As such, the obligation for the international community under R2P does not just arise when the national community has failed all efforts, but also applies and can be invoked in an earlier stage and side by side with the obligation of the national state to protect its civilians.
 

3. ENVIRONMENTAL REFUGEES

From this basic knowledge of R2P, we can now focus on what this system could offer for possible procedures and tools that might shape new ways of dealing with environmental refugees. Within R2P there is a system to distribute the responsibility to prevent large scale suffering amongst het national State and the international community. The system of R2P does not enter in legal discussions of accountability or wrongfulness. The system is based on the assumption that the severity and scale of the suffering forms an adequate basis for the responsibility of the international community to protect the victims. A similar approach to suffering as a result of environmental degradation would create the obligation for the international community to help states that are unable to prevent large scale suffering by themselves. Such a system would not be faced with the difficulties described above on accountability and the protection of human rights. 

R2P relies on the basic principle that the state has a responsibility to protect citizens against severe distress, that the international community -where necessary- will help, and that this responsibility shifts to the international community if the state itself cannot or will not protect its citizens. These basic principles can easily be adopted for environmental refugees. Conform the principle of sovereignty the primary responsibility for protection environmental refugees lies within the national state (pillar 1). States should for example do field based research, set up proper systems of compensation, emergency relief, or compensation and establish other forms of good governance. The assistance of the international community encouraging states to meet their responsibilities under pillar one can be expressed through dialogue, education and training on human rights and humanitarian standards and norms.
 As explained above, not all national states will be able to deal with the problem of environmental refugees by themselves. If this happens the international community should help the national state to protect its (potential) environmental refugees. The national state would be monitoring the action, while the international community is assisting for example by protecting environmental refugees during their flight, to operate refugee camps or to offer emergency relief. (pillar 2). The international community only takes over the responsibility from the national state if the national state is unable or unwilling to protect its environmental refugees, for example as a result of a lack of good governance or a strategy to negatively affect minorities by not protecting them or expelling them to areas prone to degradation
 (pillar 3). In that case the international community will be responsible for protecting the environmental refugees and to work towards their return home or to resettlement. 

An important aspect of the R2P is that the actions under the different pillars are interwoven and can take place at the same time. This integral approach could offer huge advantages in the field of environmental refugees. While a state can put in the effort to protect environmental refugees by its best abilities, the international community might assist with financial or technical support (under pillar2) and take over the protection of refugee camps or coordinate emergency relief if the national state is unable to do so (pillar 3). 

Under each pillar, there is a continuum of graduated policy instruments focusing on three different stages: the responsibility to prevent, to react and to rebuild. Prevention in environmental degradation will entail the prevention of the environmental degradation itself (mitigation) and prevention of forced migration as a result of environmental degradation (adaptation). The reaction to forced migration entails offering protection during the flight or while waiting for a possible return (preferably in the same region). If return is not possible the reaction would extend to a responsibility to resettle those people. The fase of rebuilding will focus on prepping areas to make them fit for habitation, in order to make it possible for people to return home. If it is not possible to return home, the international community has a responsibility to rebuild a community in a different place. 

As with R2P the focus with environmental refugees should be on prevention, for example: by establishing legal rules to prevent pollution, establishing early warning systems, doing field research and putting up systems of good governance . As the highest impact of environmental degradation occurs in developing countries, unable to carry the burden, the role of the international community herein is crucial. If the R2P model would be partially adopted, the assistance of states in the prevention of environmentally forced migration would be -much more than the current support in the form of development aid- a legal obligation. 

3.1. Toolbox

R2P offers a broad range of instruments which allow for custom made solutions, which are absent in most traditional legal procedures. There are two main types of instruments: non-coercive and coercive measures. Chapter VI of the Charter provides a range of non-coercive responses, including negotiation, enquiry, mediation, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to regional agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful means such as early warning mechanisms and public embarrassment.
 When a state does not respond to diplomatic and other peaceful means, paragraph 139 of the Summit Outcome calls for “timely and decisive” collective action, in accordance with the Charter. Coercive measures under Article 41 of the Charter include sanctions, which comprise for example freezing of financial assets of both the Government and individual members of a regime and imposition of travel bans. Coercive measures under Article 42 include military enforcement.

3.1.1. Toolbox for Environmental Refugees

In the field of environmental degradation most of the instruments used will be non-coercive. The harm suffered is caused by factors far beyond the reach of most national states. Most of the inaction of national states will derive from the inability to protect environmental refugees. Here we see a major difference between R2P and environmental refugees. 

R2P is based on the notion that a major injustice and a violation of fundamental rights and democratic freedoms has occurred. There is a clear violation of ius cogens. This violation makes it acceptable that the sovereignty of the national state is limited. 

On the other hand however, environmental degradation and forced migration as a result thereof is not a violation of ius cogens. Where it is defendable to use powerful means such as coercive measures as a response to a violation of ius cogens, the willingness of the international community to use coercive measures in a situation where no ius cogens is violated - as is the case with environmental refugees – must be considered very limited.
Applying the systematics and tools of R2P to environmental degradation can lead to the following toolbox:
Toolbox for the protection of victims of environmental degradation

	
	Responsibility
	Action
	Tools: 

Prevent
	Tools:

React
	Tools:

Rebuild

	Pillar 1
	State
	Protect
	-Good governance

-Economic development 

-Detailed field based analysis
	-Emergency relief

-Protect human rights
	-Political system

Economic and social services
-Constitutional and legal sector

-Security sector

	Pillar 2
	International community
	Assist
	-International assistance for domestic measures

-Early warning mechanisms

-Good governance

-Economic development
	-Emergency relief

-Protect human rights


	-Economic reconstruction

-Refugee return

-Planned and voluntary resettlement over longer periods of time

	Pillar 3
	International community
	Take collective action
	-Climate treaties

-Funds


	-Emergency assistance

-Ending violence

-Safe havens

-Protection of human rights

-Protection of aid

-Military protection of refugee camps
	-Economic reconstruction

-Refugee return

-Transnational justice

-Legal order

-Disarmament, demobilisation, reintegration and de-mining

-UN peace building operations
-UN interim administration


3.2. LESSONS

While using the aforementioned tools in the field of R2P, some important lessons have been learnt. This chapter highlights some of the lessons, which might be of good use for environmental refugees.

In its’2013 Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit ‘Responsibility to protect: State responsibility and prevention’ the Secretary-General calls upon all Member States to:

“(a) Appoint a senior-level focal point with atrocity prevention responsibilities and adequate resources or establish other national mechanisms…;

(b) Conduct a national assessment of risk and resilience…;

(c) Sign, ratify and implement relevant international legal instruments…; 

(d) Engage with and support other Member States and regional or subregional arrangements to share experiences and enhance cooperation to promote the effective use of resources…;

(e) Participate in peer review processes, including the universal periodic review of the Human Rights Council, as well as regional peer review processes and other options for monitoring the effectiveness of measures taken…;

(f) Identify and form partnerships with other Member States, regional and subregional arrangements or civil society for technical assistance and capacity- building purposes, exchange of lessons learned and mobilization of resources...”

All the aforementioned activities can be of great value in the field of environmental refugees. 

(a) Making a person responsible for the coordination of instruments to prevent or react to environmentally forced migration and raising awareness on the topic might lead to e.g. a more coordinated and effective approach.

(b) Conducting a national assessment of risk and resilience can help to identify risk areas, to prevent environmental degradation (mitigation) and to help people adapt to environmental degradation to prevent environmentally forced migration (adaptation) and to prepare for the permanent replacement of groups of environmental refugees who are unable to return to their homelands. 

(c) Sign, ratify and implement relevant international legal instruments might prevent environmental degradation (United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change) or enhance protection (human rights treaties).

(d) Engage with and support other Member States and regional or sub regional arrangements to share experiences and enhance cooperation to promote the effective use of resources can help states to help themselves. Learning from neighbours in similar situations, discuss future problems and possible conflicts over resources and share the burden of environmental refugees can improve the protection of environmental refugees.

(e) Participate in peer review processes, including the universal periodic review of the Human Rights Council, as well as regional peer review processes and other options for monitoring the effectiveness of measures taken. This will force states to keep up the effort to protect environmental refugees.

(f) Identify and form partnerships with other Member States, regional and subregional arrangements or civil society for technical assistance and capacity- building purposes, exchange of lessons learned and mobilization of resources can be very useful especially for the prevention of environmentally forced migration. Technical solutions to adapt to changing situations, funds to actually do so and technical skill and knowledge can reduce the number of environmental refugees.

4. CRITICAL NOTES

So far, the article focused on how the system and tools used under R2P can be applied to environmental refugees. However, the strong criticism that surrounds the concept of R2P has not been mentioned. This chapter will look into the criticism on R2P.

One of the main concerns surrounding R2P is that it infringes upon national sovereignty. States are very reluctant to accept coercive measures, such as military enforcement, under the third pillar. Secondly, the Security Council of the UN, when deciding to which crises R2P applies, has been accused of being selective and biased. According to the criticasters, R2P appears to be a strongly political instrument instead of a solid legal one.
 The Secretary-General has acknowledged these problems. In its’ follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit ‘Responsibility to protect: timely and decisive response’ the Secretary-General stresses that each situation is distinct, but the principles of the responsibility to protect should be applied as consistently and uniformly as possible. As distinctions in approach may lead to charges of double standards and selectivity it is therefore essential that the principles are applied consistently.
 Practice shows that these standards are not met. On several occasions there was an opportunity to invoke R2P, but it wasn’t operationalized. We can conclude that there is a clear lack of State practice, especially when it comes to ‘timely and decisive’ action under pillar 3. 

As mentioned above, environmentally forced migration is no breach of ius cogens, but merely a negative effect on the enjoyment of human rights. States will be unwilling to apply coercive measures on that basis. As a result, the third pillar will function very differently from the third pillar of R2P. The action required from the international community ‘to take collective action’ should be based on permission of the national state. If a national state cannot protect environmental refugees, the international community should take over with consent of the national state. As it is hard to blame the national state for the suffering, the actions of the international community should mainly be non-coercive measures. The use of force can be acceptable though, for example to protect environmental refugees against armed conflict as a result of environmental degradation. 

A much bigger problem is the lack of commitment from the international community to take ‘timely and decisive action’. Without the consent of the international community, it is impossible under R2P to force the international community to take action. As national states cannot enforce the involvement of the international community, the question of interference will mainly be a political one. There is a great risk of being selective and biased by deciding which countries are assisted by protecting environmental refugees and which are not.

5.CONCLUSION
With the level of environmental degradation rising, both by manmade causes and natural causes, the pressure on nature and people is rising, forcing people to migrate. National states are unable to carry the burden this environmental refugees. Any solution would require the involvement of the international community. Addressing environmentally forced migration through the system of R2P might offer a valuable solution. This requires a shift in the ways of approaching the problem. In the usual course, it would be likely that an affected state would request, or at the very least, consent to international humanitarian assistance after the environmental degradation has taken place (e.g. after the event of a natural disaster) for which the state is not equipped to cope. When the R2P system is adopted, the focus should be on prevention. R2P relies on the basic principle that the state has a responsibility to protect citizens against severe distress, that the international community -where necessary- will help, and that this responsibility shifts to the international community if the state itself cannot or will not protect its citizens. The international community should encourage and if necessary assist national states to prevent environmental degradation and if that is not possible, to assist the national states to set up adaptation strategies in order to prevent environmentally forced migration. This would be way more effective than assisting national states with emergency aid or humanitarian assistance. Only in the event that a state might refuse foreign humanitarian assistance, the international community must take coercive measures to protect people from large scale suffering.

The strength of the R2P approach is that it puts an emphasis on forging common strategy rather than on proposing costly new strategies. There are many tools available under R2P, that can be used in a coordinated way to address environmental degradation. There is a continuum of graduated policy instruments focusing on three different stages: the responsibility to prevent, to react and to rebuild. The lessons learned with operationalizing R2P can provide useful information on how these different tools can be deployed. One of the most important lessons we can learn from R2P is that the role of partners in advancing the work of the United Nations is critical. Experience has proven the simple fact that prevention and response are most effective when the United Nations works in tandem with its regional partners.
 R2P is instrumental as a regulatory framework for co-operation between and action by states and non-state actors.
 
Environmental degradation cannot be appropriately understood in the existing approaches based on the relationship between citizen and state. The large scale suffering as a result of environmental degradation requires an integral and coordinated approach, involving the national states, the international community and non-state actors. The obligation to establish a system modeled on the R2P system, could be based on the same obligation that forms the basis of the establishment of the R2P regime itself: the international obligation to prevent large scale suffering. This obligation corresponds with changed notions regarding state sovereignty and with the legal and moral obligations emanating from various human rights treaties.
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Annex 1 

Table 1: Causes of environmental degradation
	Cause
	Practical examples


	1. Natural disasters
	Hurricanes, earthquakes, landslides, floods, tornadoes, volcanic eruptions, typhoons, avalanches, hail and snow storms, fires and lightning.

	2.Gradual environmental degradation
	Prolonged rainfall or drought, desertification, plagues, famines, soil depletion, deforestation, mineral exhaustion, extinction of species or the melting of glaciers.

	3. Loss of state territory
	Loss of territory through rising sea levels. In extreme cases, entire island nations can be inundated, threatening the inhabitants with statelessness.

	4. Armed conflict
	Various types of environmental degradation lead to conflict in different ways. Large scale disasters (see cause 1) frequently exacerbate prevailing dissatisfaction with the government. Weak governments will prove unable to cope with the consequences of the disaster and in the aftermath, human rights are oftentimes violated on a large scale, which can lead to discontentment and internal conflict.

With gradual environmental degradation (see cause 2), conflicts may arise over increasingly scarce resources. This category is however not undisputed. Some authors see the conflict itself as a cause of migration.


	5. Planned evacuation for the benefit of development projects 
	Major infrastructure projects, such as capital intensive high-tech, and large projects such as the construction of a dam, irrigation projects, mining, the construction of highways or industrial buildings, render the environment unsuitable for human habitation.


	6. Industrial catastrophes
	Chemical pollution, factory accidents, nuclear calamities or oil contamination. This acute disasters may involve the evacuation of all people from certain areas, or it may concern more gradual environmental disasters whereby the environment is slowly and increasingly polluted until the concentrations of toxic substances rises to such levels that areas become uninhabitable. The difference with categories 1 and 2 is that here, the immediate cause of the damage is an industrial accident. 

	7. Environmental preservation
	The authorities seek to protect certain natural areas by prohibiting human settlement. These areas are thus unfit for habitation.


	8. Ecocide
	The intentional destruction of human environment during wars with the aim of forcing specific groups of people to flee:  chemical defoliation, placing mines in agricultural areas, wells or roads.



*** The gray shaded area of the table shows climate change as a cause. There is partial overlap with the first three identified causes.
( Lecturer International Law, Faculty of Law  and Researcher at the Research Group International Peace, Justice and Security, The Hague University of Applied Sciences, The Netherlands, j.m.m.vandervliet@hhs.nl.


� International law only recognizes a very small class of forced migrants as people whom other countries have an obligation to protect: ‘refugees’, ‘stateless persons’, and those eligible for complementary protection. Cross-border displacement as a result of environmental degradation mainly falls outside the scope of those protection regimes and has thus been identified as a normative gap in the international protection regime. For more information see Jane McAdam ’Climate Change Displacement and International Law: Complementary Protection Standards’ UNHCR Legal And Protection Policy Research Series (PPLA/2011/03, May 2011), and Vikram O. Kolmannskog, Future floods of refugees. A comment on climate change, conflict and forced migration, Norwegian Refugee Council (April 2008).


� This terminology was introduced by El-Hinnawi, Essam. He defines environmental refugees as “those people who have been forced to leave their traditional habitat, temporarily or permanently, because of a marked environmental disruption (natural and/or triggered by people) that jeopardized their existence and/or seriously affected the quality of their life” Essam El-Hinnawi, Environmental Refugees, United Nations Environment Programme (1985). 


The term 'refugee' in this context is controversial. Legally the group does not meet the requirements, but the term does do justice to the social understanding of the concept, namely that there has been a forced departure. The legally correct term "migrant" is not adopted, because this term carries the connotation that there is a voluntary departure and therefore does not reflect the seriousness of the problem. Other terms used for (parts of) this group are climate refugees, environmentally forced migrants or environmentally displaced persons.


� Norman Myers, ‘Environmental refugees’, Population and Environment 19(2) (1997) pp. 167-182 and Joris J.C. Voorhoeve, Negen Plagen Tegelijk. Amsterdam: Uitgeverij Contact (2011) p. 180.


� UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, Human rights and climate change, Resolution 10/4. UN Doc. A/HRC/10/4 (25 March 2009).


� Myers (n. 3) 167-182.


� Nico Schrijver, The Impact of Climate Change: Challenges for International Law, in Ulrich Fastenrath et als (eds), From Bilaterism to Community Interest. Essays in Honour of Bruno Simma, Oxford University Press (2012) pp. 1278-1297.


� People fleeing within national borders, are legally qualified as ‘internally displaced persons’. The OCHA Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement OCHA/IDP/2004/01, UN Publication E/CN.4/1998/53/Add. 2. These Principles reflect and consolidate existing international law and expressly apply to situations of “natural and human-made disasters”, such as sudden-onset disasters linked to climate change and/or slow-onset disasters as drought, desertification and salination. Summary of Deliberations on Climate Change and Displacement, see UNHCR Expert Roundtable on Climate Change and Displacement, Bellagio, 22-25 February 2011 (April 2011) para 19.


� Alliance Development Works in cooperation with UNU-EHS Alliance, World Risk Report 2012, <� HYPERLINK "http://www.ehs.unu.edu/file/get/10487.pdf> accessed 24.2.2014" �http://www.ehs.unu.edu/file/get/10487.pdf> accessed 24.2.2014�.


� See, e.g. UNCTAD annual Least-developed Countries Report (2009). 


� At stake are both collective and individual human right. In regard of collective rights, the right to economic and political self-determination of peoples as well as their right to maintain their cultural identity could be implicated by climate change impacts and responsive measures to it. In regard of economic, social, and cultural rights, climate change directly impacts the rights to life, health, adequate housing, food, access to fresh water, property, and culture, to name just some fundamental rights in this category. Furthermore, certain civil rights are also relevant, particularly participatory rights. These include the right of access to information, the right to be consulted, and the right to participate in decision-making.


� International Council on Human Rights Policy, Climate Change and Human Rights .A Rough Guide, 2008, p. 


� Chinto A. Okkerse, Volkenrechtelijke aansprakelijkheid voor schadelijke effecten van zeespiegelstijging als gevolg van klimaatverandering, in Edward H.P. Brans et als, Naar aansprakelijkheid voor (de gevolgen van) klimaatverandering?, Boom Juridische uitgevers Den Haag (2012) p. 43.


� Gareth J. Evans et als, The Responsibility To Protect, Report of the International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty, the International Development Research Centre (2001) p. XI.


� Jennifer Welsh, Implementing The Responsibility to Protect, Oxford Institute for Ethics, Law, and Armed Conflict, Policy Brief NO. 1 (2009) p. 4.


� United Nations General Assembly, Implementing the responsibility to protect, Report of the Secretary-General, GA A/63/677 2009 (January 2009) NO. 10.


� United Nations General Assembly Security Council, Responsibility to protect: timely and decisive response, Report of the Secretary-General, A/66/874 S/2012/578 (July 2012) NO. 2.


� Implementing the responsibility to protect (n 15) NO. 12.


� Implementing the responsibility to protect (n 15) NO. 33. 


� Some authors argue that in this situation R2P applies, e.g. Stuart Ford, Is The Failure To Respond Appropriately To A Natural Disaster A Crime Against Humanity? The Responsibility To Protect And Individual Criminal Responsibility In The Aftermath Of Cyclone Nargis, Denver Journal of International Law and Policy VOL. 38:2 pp. 227-276.
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