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INTRODUCTION TO TOPIC
1) Topics to cover

a) Characteristics, structure, status and generations/hierarchy of rights

b) Capacity to restrict rights 

c) Obligations imposed under IHRL; 

d) Who has obligations under IHRL;

e) Justiciability of rights

f) Enforcement of right

CHARACTERSTICS OF RIGHTS
Generations of rights?

1) Three generations of rights?

a) first = civil and political;

b) second = economic, social and cultural;

c) third = group, collective or solidarity rights.


2) Why generations?

a) Historical
i) US and French Declarations

ii) Socialist and Communist regimes
b) Political
i) West v East
c) Legal significance

i) Obligations?

(1) Art 2 (2) ICCPR: ‘Where not already provided for by existing legislative or other measures, each State party … undertakes to take the nec steps … to adopt such legislative or other measures as may be nec to give effect to the rights …

(2) Art 2 (1) ICESCR: ‘Each State Party … undertakes to take steps, individually and through intl assistance and co-operation, to the maximum of its available resources, with the view to achieving progressively the full realisation of the rights … by all approp means…

ii) Supervisory mechanisms

3) Is this claim defensible? 


a) Cold War era

i) Yes, claim defensible

ii) Split into ICCPR and ICESCR

b) North/South divide: yes

i) Yes, claim defensible

ii) Prior to Vienna Convention:

(1) The declarations

(a) Asian States: Bangkok Declaration 

(b) Latin America and the Caribbean States: San Jose Declaration.

(c) African States: the Tunis Declaration.

(d) The Arab region: the Cairo Declaration

iii) Bangkok Declaration (1993)
i) National Sovereignty, territorial integrity, non-interference

a) Asian States emphasized these principles

b) Self-determination in a narrow sense

c) Right to Development

ii) Condemn the West

a) Western practices

b) Imbalance of power

c) Unjust intl economic order

d) HR conditionalities and political pressure

iii) Limit Reach of HRs

a) Not relevant to domestic State matters

b) Relevant to foreign occupation

iv) Relativistic framework

a) Framework: ‘rights are to be understood in the context of national and regional particularities, and various historical, cultural and religious backgrounds.’

b) Cultural relativism in all but word

v) Economic development

a) Priority eco development

b) No ESC rights

c) Vienna Declaration (1993): 

i) Preamble

(1) Acknowledge the declarations adopted by the regional groupings

ii) Para 5: 

(1) No generations

(a)  ‘All human rights are universal, indivisible and interdependent and interrelated.’

(2) Relativity?

(a) ‘While the significance of national and regional particularities and various historical, cultural and religious backgrounds must be borne in mind, it is the duty of States, regardless of their political, economic and cultural systems, to promote and protect all human rights and fundamental freedoms.’


d) ASEAN Human Rights Declaration (18 November 2012)


i) Preamble:

(1) Adherence to HR

(2) UDHR, UNC and Vienna Declaration


ii) General principles:

(1) Art 7:
(a) The claim
(i) ‘All human rights are universal, indivisible, interdependent and interrelated;
(ii) At the same time, the realisation of human rights must be considered in the regional and national context bearing in mind different political, economic, legal, social, cultural, historical and religious backgrounds.’
(b) Regional and national particularities still claimed, but…
(c) CR claim is weaker
(d) Vienna Declaration
(i) Obligation on State (VD) vs no obligation on State (ASEAN)

iii) Which rights?

(1) CP and ESC rights

(2) Group rights

(a) Right to development

(b) Right to peace.

Characteristics of rights


1) The debate

a) Intro comments

b) Tripartite and Justiciabilty


2) Civil and political historically
a) Negative: refrain from…
b) Legal Rights: very precise
c) Clear Obligations

i) Art 2 (2): ‘Where not already provided for by existing legislative or other measures, each State party … undertakes to take the nec steps … to adopt such legislative or other measures as may be nec to give effect to the rights …


3) Eco, social and cultural historically:

a) Positive: do something
b) Non-legal rights: vague
c) Aspirational

i) Art 2 (1)  ‘Each State Party … undertakes to take steps, individually and through intl assistance and co-operation, to the maximum of its available resources, with the view to achieving progressively the full realisation of the rights … by all approp means…


4) Collective, group rights historically:

a) Disputed…

b) Hard law – not much

c) Soft law – mainly 

5) Are these claims defensible? 

Tripartite Structure

1) Modern Approach


2) Tripartite structure
a) The duty to respect
i) Refrain from

ii) Negative

b) The duty to protect
i) Prevent
ii) Negative and positive

c) The duty to fulfil
i) Take measures
ii) Sub-parts: facilitate, provide and prompted
iii) Positive

3) ICCPR example: right to life

a) Respect right to life

i) The rule
ii) Duties: negative
iii) Examples

b) Protect the right to life

i) The rule
ii) Duties: negative and positive
iii) Examples

c) Fulfil the right to life

i) The rule
ii) Duties: positive
iii) Examples

4) ICESCR: adequate housing:
a) Respect the right
i) The rule
ii) Duties: negative
iii) Examples

b) Protect the right
i) The rule
ii) Duties: negative and positive
iii) Examples

c) Fulfil the right

i) The rule

ii) Duties: positive
iii) Examples

5) Obligations of conduct and result

a) The obligation of conduct

b) The obligation of result


6) Aim of Tripartite typology
a) Helps justiciability
b) Helps clarify obligation
c) Status of ESCR
Are rights absolute? Can restrictions be placed on rights?

1. 3 main methods of restricting rights 
First, Reservations


1. Reservations

a) State qualifies application of Treaty

b) See further: session 1 above

Second, Derogation: in general

1) Definition

2) HR Treaties and derogation: ICCPR, ECHR, IACHR

3) Rational behind allowing derogations?

a) Help govts address emergency?

b) Protect individuals in emergency?

4) Veil for HR abuses

5) Emergency v General/Normal law

a) Emergency law creeps into regular law

b) Why?

c) Greater scrutiny

6) Individual v Collective rights

7) Jurisprudence under the different Treaties


Second, Derogation: ICCPR
1) Art 4

a) Art 4(1):

i) In time of public emergency which threatens the life of the nation and the existence of which is publicly proclaimed, 

ii) States may take measures of derogation from obligations under ICCPR, to the extent strictly required by the exigencies of the situation, 

iii) provided measures are not inconsistent with other obligations under IL; and do not involve discrimination on basis of race, colour, sex, language, religion or social origin.

b) Art 4(2): non-derogable rights…

(1) right to life (Art 6);

(2) prohibition agst torture or CIDTP (Art 7);

(3) prohibition against slavery and servitude (Art 8 (1) and (2));

(4) no imprisonment because of inability to pay contractual debt (Art 11);

(5) no criminal punishment without law (Art 15);

(6) right to recognition before the law ( Art 16);

(7) freedom of thought, conscience and religion (Art 18).

c) Art 4(3): procedure

i) Procedure?

2) HR Committee, GC 29, States of Emergency under Art 4 (2001)

a) Primary object of derogation

i) Restore normalcy

ii) Return to HR protection


b) Limit in Circumstance: Public emergency threatening the life of the nation…

i) Constl and legal provisions of State

ii) Official proclamation

iii) States oblign 

iv) Which emergencies qualify?

v) Imminent v Present threat?


c) Limit in effect: Measures strictly required 


d) Non-discrimination

i) Prohibited Grounds

ii) Direct discrimination


e) Although not in art 4(2), other non-derogable articles

i) Very controversial

ii) The provisions


(1) Art 10 – humane treatment

(2) Elements of art 27, e.g. prohibition of genocide;

(3) Art 20 – war propaganda;

(4) Art 2(3) –right to an effective remedy

(5) Art 14 – right to a fair trial


f) Indirect derogation from non-derogable right?

g) Limit in time: Temporary response v the Norm

Second, Derogation: ECHR case study

1) Art 15

a) Art 15 (1): In times of war or o/public emergency threatening the life of the nation, States may takes measures derogating from obligns under ECHR, to the extent strictly required by exigencies of the sitn, provided such measures are not inconsis w o/obligns under IL.

b) Art 15(2): no derogation from…

c) Art 15(3): procedure 


2) Post S11 British derogation case study 

a) s 23 Anti-Terr., Crime and Sec. Act 2001
i) Legislative objective: 

(1) Guarding against the international threat of terrorism.

ii) Legislative means 

(1) The indefinite detention without trial of resident non-nationals who are suspected terrorists, but whom cannot be deported for legal or practical reasons.

b) Why derogate? 

i) Art 5(1)(f): the lawful detention of a person against whom action is being taken with a view to deportation or extradition


3) Case of A (Belmarsh detainees)

a) Facts


b) Special Immigration Appeals Commission (SIAC): time?

i) Inconsistent with other IL obligations

ii) Why? 

(1) Discrimination between nationals and non-nationals

iii) Characterisation of the issue? 

(1) Terrorism

c) Court of Appeal (CoA): time?

i) Overrules SIAC

ii) First, public emergency? 

(1) Yes 

iii) Second, measures strictly required? 

(1) Yes 

(2) Deference

iv) Third, measures not inconsistent with other obligations under IL

(1) Based on immigration law’s treatment of non-nationals

v) Characterisation of the issue? 

(1) Aliens/immigration


d) House of Lords

i) Agree with SIAC or CoA?

ii) First, yes, public emergency 

iii) Secondly, measures not strictly required: 

(1) No

(2) Rationality?

(a) National suspected terrorists?

(b) Non-national suspected terrorists deported?

(3) Measures do not address the threat/circumstance

(4) Need to violate rights?

(5) Disproportionate

(a) ‘[T]he choice of an immigration measure to address a security problem had the inevitable result of failing adequately to address that problem (by allowing non-UK suspected terrorists to leave the country with impunity and leaving British suspected terrorists at large) whilst imposing the severe penalty of indefinite detention on persons who, even if reasonably suspected of having links with Al-Qaeda, may harbor no hostile intention towards the UK.’

(b) The order and s 23 ‘are disproportionate.’


iv) Thirdly, inconsistent with o/IL obligns?

(1) Yes

(2) Discrimination between non-national suspected and national suspected terrorists based no national origin


e) Diff characterization between CoA and HoL

i) CoA = aliens

ii) HoL = national security/terrorism


Third, Qualifications and limits

1. Qualifications

a) Qualify the scope of the right

b) Example: Art 9(1) ICCPR
i) ‘Everyone has the right to liberty and security of person. No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest or detention. No one shall be deprived of his liberty except on such grounds and in accordance with such procedure as are established by law.’
c) Session 3B

2. Internal limit

a) Rules

i) Legitimate purpose

ii) Proportionality

b) E.g. ICCPR Freedom of religion

i) Art 18(3): the ‘[f]reedom to manifest one's religion or beliefs may be subject only to such limitations as are prescribed by law and are necessary to protect public safety, order, health, or morals or the fundamental rights and freedoms of others.’
c) Session 5 

3. External limits

a) The rule

b) E.g. Art 4 of ICESCR 

i) allows limits on the rights ‘only in so far as may be compatible with the nature of these rights and solely for the purpose of promoting the general welfare in a democratic society.’ 

c) E.g. s 36(1) Constitution of the Republic of South Africa 1996 (RSA)

i) The rights in the Bill of Rights may be limited only in terms of law of general application to the extent that the limitation is reasonable and justifiable in an open and democratic society based on human dignity, equality and freedom, taking into account all relevant factors, including:
a) the nature of the right;
b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation; 
c) the nature and extent of the limitation; 
d) the relation between the limitation and its purpose; and 
e) less restrictive means to achieve the purpose. 
d) Session 3A


4. Differences between qualified and limited rights are:

a) Exceptions vs justified violations

i) Qualifications = exceptions to right

ii) Limits = violation that is justified
b) Specific qualification vs broader limitation:


5. Differences between internal and external limits?

a) Which rights are affected?

i) General limits – all rights

ii) Internal limits – specific to individual rights

b) Legislative purposes that justify limitation to a right

i) Internal limits – specify categories

ii) External limits – reasonable 

OBLIGATIONS
Introduction
1. Who has obligations?

2. Who are the beneficiaries?

3. What are the obligations?


Who has Obligations?


1. Revision of Session 1


2. Direct obligations of States


3. Indirect responsibility of States

a) Velasquez Rodriguez (Inter-Am Court)  

i) Due diligence?

a) Was State duly diligent in preventing or responding to violation?

b) Responsibility for lack of due diligence

ii) Legal Duties of the State:  To prevent, investigative, identify those responsible, appropriate punishments, and adequate victim compensation

4. Individual responsibility?

a) Intl crimes

Who are the beneficiaries?

ICCPR
1) The beneficiaries:

a) All individuals in territory or subject to jurisdiction

b) Citizens and non-citizens

ICESCR
1) No equivalent art 2(1) ICCPR provision

a) No positive statement of the beneficiaries

b) Why?


2) Art 2(3): Negative statement of who is excluded

a) Developing and non-nationals?

3) Art 4: Limitations

a) General limitations provision

4) Derogation?

a) No express clause

b) Necessary?

What are the obligations?
ICCPR

1. Non-discrimination: art 2(1)

a) ‘Each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes to respect and to ensure to all individuals within its territory and subject to its jurisdiction the rights recognized in the present Covenant, without distinction of any kind, such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status’


2. Equality: art 3

a) ‘The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to ensure the equal right of men and women to the enjoyment of all civil and political rights set forth in the present Covenant.’
3. Take action to give effect to: art 2(2)

a)  ‘Where not already provided for by existing legislative or other measures, each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes to take the necessary steps, in accordance with its constitutional processes and with the provisions of the present Covenant, to adopt such legislative or other measures as may be necessary to give effect to the rights recognized in the present Covenant.’


4. Effective Remedies: Art 2(3) of UICCPR
a) To ensure effective remedy if rights are violated
i) ‘(a) To ensure that any person whose rights or freedoms as herein recognized are violated shall have an effective remedy, notwithstanding that the violation has been committed by persons acting in an official capacity;’

b) Remedy determined by a competent body

i) ‘(b) To ensure that any person claiming such a remedy shall have his right thereto determined by competent judicial, administrative or legislative authorities, or by any other competent authority provided for by the legal system of the State, and to develop the possibilities of judicial remedy;’

c) To enforce such remedies 
i) ‘(c) To ensure that the competent authorities shall enforce such remedies when granted.’
ICESCR

1. Art 2 : Obligations of States;

a) Article 2(1) states:

i) each State party undertakes to take steps, …
ii) to the maximum of its available resources,
iii) with a view to achieving progressively the full realization of the rights recognised in the present Covenant,
iv) by all appropriate means, including particularly the adoption of legislative measures.

b) Article 2(2): 
i) Non-discrimination clause in guaranteeing the rights in this Covenant.
c) Article 2(3):
i) Developing and non-nationals?

2. What obligations are contained in ICESCR?  


a) Question: Obligations vs aspirations?

b) Question: State accountability for actual breaches of ICESCR? 
c) ICCPR

i) Immediate obligations

ii) Full realization of the rights


3. First Obligation: Art 2(2) non-discrimination


a) Non-discrimination with ICESCR rights

b) Immediate and onerous

4. Second Obligation: Art 2(1) progressive realisation


a) Art2(1): with a view to achieving progressively the full realization

b) “Progressive Realisation”?


i) Why are ESC rights progressive only?

ii) Is “progressive realisation” an excuse for inaction? 

a) No

b) Why?


iii) First, “progressive realization” requires “eventual realization”

a) Do not misinterpret “progressive realisation” 

b) Imposes eventual full realisation of the rights
c) General Comment 3

(1) “It thus imposes an obligation to move as expeditiously and effectively as possible towards that goal.”

(2) “Moreover, any deliberately retrogressive measures in that regard would require the most careful consideration and would need to be justified,


iv) Secondly, minimum subsistence obligation 

a) Minimum essential
b) General Comments 3

(1) “For example, a State party in which any significant number of individuals is deprived of essential foodstuffs, of essential primary health care, of basic shelter and housing, or of the most basic forms of education is, prima facie, failing to discharge their minimum obligations.”

c) Heavy Burden of Proof

d) Source of this obligation 

(1) Limburg Principles 1986 (No 72)

(2) General Comment 3


v) Thirdly, ‘progress’ toward full realisation?
a) Issue: progress

b) Assessing progress?

(1) Criteria?

(2) Indicators to measure progress?

c) Many proposals for criteria and indicators

5. Third Obligation: Art 2(1) “maximum available resources”?


a) Art2(1): to the maximum of its available resources

b) Resources: an excuse for inaction?

c) Link to progressive realization

d) Measurement methods?

e) Examples…

i) E.g.: Robertson

a) First, money or financial resources

b) Second, natural resources

c) Third, human resources

d) Fourth, information resources

e) Fifth, technology is a resource

ii) E.g.: UNDP Human Development Index 

iii) E.g.: Millennium Development Goals/Sustainable Development Goals

f) Bottom line

i) Measuring compliance difficult but not impossible
ii) Blatant breaches easily identified


6. Fourth, clarifying obligations? 

a) What duties flow from the rights?

b) Monitoring States becomes easier

c) How to clarify?

i) Tripartite approach

a) Rights and correlative duties:

(1) duty to respect;

(2) duty to protect;

(3) duty to promote and fulfil.

b) Justiciability


ii) The 4 A’s: Another conceptualisation

a) Availability

b) Accessibility

c) Acceptability 

d) Adaptability

ENFORCEMENT/MONITORING OF RIGHTS

Intl Law Treaty vs Intl HR Law Treaty


1. Revision from session 1

2. Difference between Intl Law T and Intl HR Law T

3. Intl Law Treaty: Reciprocal rights and obligations between States



Rights








Obligations

4. Intl HR Law treaties: Oblifations biut no reciprocal rights

Obligations








Obligations



Rights 






Rights 



5. Obligations between States; benefits flow to individuals

a) Issue

b) Problem?

c) Answer?

i) Onerous system of monitoring of States through:

a) Bodies created under the United Nations Charter; and

b) Bodies created under IHRL Treaties
Intl HR Enforcement mechanisms


1. Main HR enforcement mechanisms

a) Charter-based mechanisms

i) Mechanisms in the United Nations Charter
ii) Module 6: Intl HR Mechanisms


b) Treaty-based mechanisms

i) Mechanisms based in each Treaty.

ii) ICCPR and ICESCR: in brief

iii) Module 6: Intl HR Mechanisms


2. Treaty Monitoring Bodies


a) Treaty Monitoring Body (TMB) under each Treaty

i) Each Treaty creates a Treaty Monitoring Body 

ii) Examples

a) Human Rights Committee under ICCPR
b) Committee on ESC Rights under ICESCR
c) Committee on the Elimination of Race Discrimination under CERD
d) Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against women under CEDAW
e) Committee Against Torture under CAT
f) Committee on the Rights of the Child under CRC
g) Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Works under CRMW
h) Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disability under CRPD
i) Committee on Enforced Disappearances under CRPD.


b) Functions:

i) First, Monitoring and reporting

a) All TMBs

b) Compulsory jurisdiction


ii) Second, Individual Communications

a) All TMBs 

b) Optional jurisdiction

(1) Declaration under main treaty: CERD, CAT; CEP; CMW

(2) Optional Protocol to main treaty: ICCPR; ICESCR; CEDAW; CRC; CRPD; CEP

c) Australia: ICCPR, CAT, CERD CEDAWCRPD.

d) Vietnam: None


iii) Third, General Comments

a) Refine meaning of T

b) Subject Matters

(1) Procedural issues

(2) Substantive issues


iv) Fourth, Inter-State complaints mechanisms


c) Additional powers

i) Investigation powers

a) CAT: Systematic practice of torture (art 20)


ii) Preventive monitoring

a) OPCAT

b) CERD: Early warning signs and urgent procedures


3. TMB = Non-Binding
a) Not enforceable

b) Applies to all functions

c) Highly influential


4. ICCPR Human Rights Committee
a) Source of powers?

i) Part IV of ICCPR
a) Periodic reporting

b) General Comments

c) Inter-State Complaints

ii) First Optional Protocol to the ICCPR 


5. ICESCR: Committee on ESC Rights

a) ECOSOC was TMB under ICESCR
i) ECOSOC monitors compliance

ii) Periodic reports only


b) ECOSOC Resolution 1985/17 (1985):


i) Establishes the Committee on ESC Rights: 

ii) Functions?

a) First, Periodic Reports

b) Second Function: General Comments

c) OP to ICESCR (2008)
i) Individual communications

ii) Adopted: 10 December 2008
iii) Entered into force: 
a) 5 May 2013

b) State Parties = 23 parties
c) Australia and Vietnam?

iv) Body of cases

a) Pending

b) Inadmissible

c) Discontinued

d) Views on merits


Justiciability of ESC rights

1) Essence of monitoring
a) Jurisdiction/power/authority to review


2) Defn of justiciability?

a) Filter claims 

3) What qualities must a right (and its correlative duties) possess to be justiciable?  

a) Werner
	Justiciable qualities
	Non-Justiciable qualities

	Negative rights
	Positive rights

	Cost Free
	Resource Intensive

	Immediate
	Progressive

	Precise 
	Vague

	Manageable
	Complex


4) Civil and Political rights


a) Traditionally = justiciable

i) Intl

ii) Natl

b) CP compared to Werner’s qualities?

i) Historically, CP considered:

(1) Negative rights

(2) Cost-free

(3) Immediate

(4) Manageable

(5) Vague vs precise quality?

5) Economic, Social and Cultural rights

a) Traditionally = non-justiciable

b) ESC compared to Werner qualities

i) Positive

ii) Resource intensive

iii) Progressive

iv) Vague 

v) Complex

c) Strategies

6) First Strategy = develop the definition of ESC rights.

a) What can we claim?
b) Address open-ended/vague language

7) Second Strategy = develop the definition of the correlative duties owed by States.
a) Focus on art 2(1)
b) Attempts at clarification include:
i) Robertson proxy measures
ii) Limburg Principles 1986 (No 72)

(1) Experts

(2) Clarify obligations/duties

iii) General Comment 3 
8) Third Strategy = challenge non-justiciability 
a) Challenge traditional notion of justiciability 

b) Typologies/Characteristics of rights
i) Tripartite – our focus
ii) 4 A’s
(1) Availability
(2) Accessibility (non-discrimination; physical access; eco access)
(3) Acceptability
(4) Adaptability

c) Tripartite analysis…
i) Expert Opinions
(1) Asbjorn Eide, Special Rapporteur of the UN Sub-Commission: 1983 and 1987 reports

(2) Maastricht Guidelines 1997

ii) Committee on ESC rights 

d) Tripartite structure
i) The duty to respect: refrain from
ii) The duty to protect: prevent violations
iii) The duty to fulfil: facilitate, provide, promote

e) Consequence of tripartite structure?
i) All rights are to some extent:
(1) justiciable
(2) non-justiciable

f) E.g. CP: right to life
i) Duty to respect
ii) Duty to protect
iii) Duty to fulfil

g) E.g. ESC: right to adequate housing
i) Duty to respect
ii) Duty to protect
iii) Duty to fulfil

h) Obligations of conduct and result
i) The obligation of conduct: 

(1) action reasonably calculated to realize the enjoyment of a particular right

ii) The obligation of result: 

(1) achieve specific targets to satisfy a detailed substantive standard


i) Aim of Tripartite typology
i) Helps ESC Justiciability claim
ii) Helps clarify obligation
iii) Status of ESCR
Other Relevant Bodies


1. Introduction

2. Module 6: Intl HR Mechanisms

3. General Assembly

a) Principal organ of UN 

b) Deliberative/Policy-making

c) Membership and voting rights 

d) GA functions
i) Studies and Recommendations for HRs

ii) HR Report back

iii) Third Committee

4. Security Council

a) Principal organ

b) Responsibility: peace and security

c) Human Rights jurisdiction?

i) No express power
ii) Peripheral issue

5. Office of the High Commission for Human Rights

a) Established 1993

b) Focal point

c) Organizational unit for HR

i) Implement HRs

ii) UN HR program

6. ICJ

a) Principal organ (art 92 UNC)

b) Parties? (art 93 UNC)

c) Jurisdiction by consent

d) Types of jurisdictional consent

i) First, matters referred (art 36(1) Statute ICJ)

ii) Second, by treaty (art 36(1) Statute ICJ)

iii) Third, by declaration (art 36(2) Statute ICJ)

e) Standing

i) States only
ii) Not individuals

Non-Legal means of Enforcement

1. Two non-legal means of ‘enforcement’…


2. Naming and shaming


a) Consequences of naming and shaming
i) Embarrassment 

ii) Galvanise opposition

iii) Galvanise outsiders

iv) Diplomatic relations

v) Non-State actor’s reactions

vi) Long term

b) Still relatively weak sanction


3. Diplomatic and economic sanctions

a) Diplomatic sanctions
i) Disadvantages

ii) Advantages

b) Economic sanctions
i) Idea
ii) Problems
iii) “Smart sanctions”

iv) Success rates?

State B
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