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Background
The law on state responsibility functions amidst various global crises, including armed conflicts, climate change, and increasing displacement. At the same time, the world has become more interconnected, with States frequently conducting activities in concert with other nations, international organisations, or private companies, blurring questions of attribution, breach, fault and causation. This workshop will examine whether the secondary law governing state responsibility can effectively respond to the globalised, multilateral context, or whether the regime itself is facing a crisis. 

The law of state responsibility originally emerged from practice arising from mainly bilateral disputes. The initial concept of state responsibility was built on a bilateral framework, reflecting inter-state claims resulting from direct injury. The practice underpinning the ILC Articles on State Responsibility largely originated from this reciprocal model, rather than from the collective interests that characterise much of modern international law.[footnoteRef:1] Today, the major issues we face—those that states have willingly included within international legal regulation—rarely pertain to bilateral relations. Instead, we encounter concepts such as ‘multilateralisation’, global commons, and community interests. This raises questions about how the secondary rules on state responsibility can respond to current realities, as it is with respect to these rules that much of the contestation and challenge arise. It leads to debates over armed conflicts involving multiple coordinated actions and responsibilities, the complex causation of climate change, and the allocation of responsibility within human rights and refugee law. Responsibility—both in practice and in law—in all these areas now appears far more complex than in the historical context that shaped the rules on state responsibility.  [1:  James Crawford, The International Law Commission’s Articles on State Responsibility: Introduction, Text and Commentaries (CUP 2002) 15–18, 33–35; Pierre-Marie Dupuy, ‘A General Stocktaking of the Connections Between the Multilateral Dimension of Obligations and Codification of the Law of Responsibility’ (2002) 13 EJIL 1053; Bruno Simma, ‘From Bilateralism to Community Interest in International Law’ (1994) 250 RCADI 217.] 


Armed conflicts remain widespread and devastating. However, these are rarely purely bilateral territorial disputes between States; instead, they are often ‘new’ wars characterised by asymmetric power dynamics, leading to increasingly urbanised conflicts, often involving states and non-state armed groups with an ‘internationalised’ element.[footnoteRef:2] Consequently, modern conflicts involve multiple states, whether as parties to the conflict, supporting states without party status, exporting nations supplying weapons, conducting peacekeeping missions, or engaging in privatised operations (such as aid distribution in Gaza). However, joint and multilateral operations frequently obscure clear lines of attribution. Additionally, conflict extends into the digital domain through cyber warfare and the increasing use of AI, which further complicates attribution.  [2:  Kubo Macak, Internationalized Armed Conflicts in International Law (Oxford University Press 2018); Erik Melander, Magnus Öberg and Jonathan Hall, ‘Are “New Wars” More Atrocious? Battle Severity, Civilians Killed and Forced Migration Before and After the End of the Cold War’ [2009] European Journal of International Relations.] 


At the same time, climate change presents a new global challenge that transcends borders and has widespread consequences. Its effects exacerbate existing inequalities, widening the divide between developed and developing nations, with the most vulnerable populations bearing the brunt of the impact.[footnoteRef:3] Questions about responsibility for causing climate change, the concept of 'common but differentiated responsibilities,’ and ‘loss and damage', remain central to debates on how the world can address the effects of climate change.[footnoteRef:4] Further, the issue of how Courts can attribute the causes of climate change remains a barrier to ensuring state responsibility.[footnoteRef:5] Recent ECtHR cases illustrate the challenges human rights courts face in addressing causation in the context of climate change.[footnoteRef:6] [3:   Vincent Bellinkx and others, ‘Addressing Climate Change through International Human Rights Law: From (Extra)Territoriality to Common Concern of Humankind’ [undefined/ed] Transnational Environmental Law 1; Daniel Bodansky, Jutta Brunnée and Lavanya Rajamani, International Climate Change Law (Oxford University Press 2017).]  [4:  COP outputs, IPCCC reports]  [5:  Ottavio Quirico, ‘Climate Change and State Responsibility for Human Rights Violations: Causation and Imputation’ (2018) 65 Netherlands International Law Review 185;]  [6:  KlimaSeniorinnen v Switzerland (ECtHR) Application no. 53600/20 (2020); Andre Nollkaemper, ‘Causation Puzzles In International Climate Litigation’ (Social Science Research Network, 13 June 2024); Nataša Nedeski, ‘A Guide to Tackling the Collective Causation Problem in International Climate Change Litigation’ (EJIL: Talk!, 15 December 2022) <https://www.ejiltalk.org/a-guide-to-tackling-the-collective-causation-problem-in-international-climate-change-litigation/> accessed 6 November 2023.] 


Meanwhile, the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) reports that the world faces the largest ever refugee crisis, with over 123 million displaced people globally and 73% of the 42.7 million refugees hosted in developing regions.[footnoteRef:7] Climate change and ongoing conflicts are only expected to worsen this situation. Despite this, many states continue to resist genuine responsibility-sharing and cooperation in addressing displacement. The inadequate response by developed nations, whether through funding, humanitarian aid, or resettlement, is starkly contrasted by their ongoing involvement in displacement-generating contexts, through military aid, funding, and resourcing. These same states avoid legal responsibility for causing displacement because traditional interpretations of international law place responsibility primarily with the Country of Origin (CoO) or occupying force. Instead of accepting responsibility, borders are externalised, and third states or non-state actors are employed to fulfil a state's obligations towards refugees and displaced persons. States utilise extraterritorial ‘distance-creation[footnoteRef:8]’ to blur the lines of attribution and causation. [7:  UNHCR, Global Trends Report 2024, available at: https://www.unhcr.org/global-trends-report-2024 ]  [8:  Violeta Moreno-Lax and M Lemberg-Pedersen, ‘Border-Induced Displacement: The Ethical and Legal Implications of Distance-Creation through Externalization’ [2019] QIL QDI; Violeta Moreno-Lax and Mariagiulia Giuffré, ‘The Rise of Consensual Containment: From “Contactless Control” to “Contactless Responsibility” for Forced Migration Flows’, Research Handbook on International Refugee Law (Edward Elgar).] 


Scope and information for authors

This workshop invites papers that explore the regime of state responsibility and its effectiveness in addressing these major global issues. Papers should evaluate the challenges faced by the law of state responsibility in contemporary contexts, including, for example, 1) establishing attribution, 2) establishing causation (in fact and law), 3) issues surrounding shared or joint responsibility, and 4) the relevance of fault in establishing state responsibility. This workshop invites academics working on the laws of state responsibility, as well as those considering their interaction with other related fields, to submit papers. Theoretical, socio-legal and doctrinal perspectives are all encouraged.  

 The workshop will invite academics to present their proposals to experts from both academia and practitioners working in the field. A keynote speaker will open the workshop, followed by three panels, each featuring 3-4 papers per topic. A senior academic will chair each panel and provide substantive feedback on each paper. Each panel will be followed by time for discussion among panellists and attendees. There will be time after the workshop to revise and write up papers, in light of feedback.
[bookmark: _Hlk186892313]
Timeline

[bookmark: _Hlk186892279]October 2025 – Call for paper proposals. Abstracts should be sent to kathryn.allinson@bristol.ac.uk. Abstracts should be one page, plus a short bio.

20 December 2025 - Deadline for the call for paper proposals

End of January 2026 - Selection of the participants based on the proposals 

March 2026 - Final Program shared

15 April 2026 – Detailed outline of the papers submitted (no more than 2,000 words)

30-12t May 2026 – Workshop in Bristol, UK


Publication 
The plan is to publish selected papers in a special issue of a journal (TBC)
Practical considerations 
We have a BA/Leverhulme Small Grant that will cover the cost of refreshments and lunches during the workshop. Additionally, some funds are available at the discretion of the organisers to support those with no other means of covering travel and accommodation. 
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