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We acknowledge the traditional custodians of the land from which we all
participated in the inaugural Environmental Law Doctoral Researchers’ Workshop.
In particular, we acknowledge the Wurundjeri peoples of the Kulin Nation, on
whose lands the University of Melbourne and La Trobe University stand.

By acknowledging the traditional custodians of the land, Australians recognise a
brutal history of dispossession by colonial settlers, and the ongoing legacy of that
dispossession still experienced by Aboriginal people today. We also acknowledge
that Aboriginal people have cared for and lived in harmony with the Country for
60,000 years, and that there is much we can learn from the oldest continuous
culture in the world, particularly as we face the destruction of our precious planet.
This acknowledgement helps us to rethink the way Western society sees the Earth,
and transform our perspective to an ethic of mutual respect and care - a critical
consideration for emerging scholars of climate law today.



Workshop Overview

Overview: With the increased frequency and intensity of climate-driven extreme weather
events, there are growing calls from vulnerable communities for compensation from
countries and corporations whose historical emissions have caused the climate crisis.
Internationally, the need for climate reparations has become a powerful demand for
reparative justice and a means to contest how climate change is intensifying existing
injustices and exacerbating structural inequalities. To date, however, there have been
few scholarly, policy or legal debates in Australia about climate reparations and the
obligations of Australian governments, organizations and corporations for addressing this
growing damage. This workshop brought together interdisciplinary scholars from the social
sciences and law, legal professionals, policy advocates and climate justice organizers to
develop an agenda for Australia’s role in advancing climate reparations internationally,
regionally, and domestically.

Backgronnd: At COP27 in 2022, the international community committed to establishing a
‘Loss and Damage’ Fund to support ‘vulnerable’ communities on the frontlines of climate
change. In 2023, the Human Rights Committee in Billy et al v Australia found that Australia
had failed to take adequate climate adaptation measures to protect the human rights of
people in the Torres Strait and was ordered to compensate Indigenous islanders for the
harm suffered. There has also been an exponential growth in climate litigation where
impacted communities are suing governments or fossil fuel corporations for climate
change related harms. In late 2024, the International Court of Justice (ICJ]) held hearings
for an Advisory Opinion on climate related obligations, where many countries presented
arguments about the obligations of historical polluters to pay climate reparations. These
developments (and many others) are fuelling a significant increase in interdisciplinary
scholarly discussion about reparations for climate-related harms (Taiwo 2022; Perry 2021;
Sealey-Huggins 2017; Achiume 2021; Sultana 2022).

Research/ policy need: To date, however, there have been few scholatly, policy or legal debates
in Australia about climate reparations or about the specific obligations of Australian
governments, organizations and corporations in the face of these growing reparative
demands. This workshop was the first on climate reparations in Australia. Given the
ongoing failure of the Australian government to make substantial contributions to the Loss
and Damage Fund (ActionAid 2024) as well as the Human Rights Committee decision in
Billy et al v Australia, there is an urgent need to catalyse policy and scholarly discussions
about climate reparations in the country and across the Pacific. The workshop considered
theoretical, practical and political questions concerning climate reparations in the context
of the contemporary Pacific, with the aim of both better conceptualizing and scaling-up
climate reparations for Pacific Island countries and First Nations communities.

Obyjectives: The workshop objective was to develop a research and policy agenda around
climate reparations in Australia and the international, regional and domestic obligations

owed by the Australian government, Australian organizations and Australian corporations.

More specifically, the broad aims of the workshop were:



to explore diverse historical, philosophical, and cultural understandings of
climate reparations in Australia and across the Pacific;

to assess the multiple pathways through which Australia might enact climate
reparations for both Pacific Island countries and First Nations communities
long subjected to diverse forms of Australian colonialism; and

to develop a set of policy recommendations for both the Australian
government and NGOs interested in pushing for more reparative responses to
the deepening climate crisis.

The workshop addressed questions including:

How do we conceptualise climate reparations in the Australian context: what
are the economic, political, legal, cultural, historical, and philosophical aspects
of climate reparations in the Australian context?

How do we situate Australian climate reparations debates and obligations
within a broader international context: How do we learn from international
experience and experiences in different jurisdictional contexts?

What actors have climate reparations obligations: who should be considered to
owe climate reparations? Are governments or fossil fuel companies better
positioned to be the objects of reparative demands? How should public and
private climate reparations responsibilities be differently conceptualised?

To whom are climate reparations owed: to whom are obligations owed at the
international, regional and domestic levels? How should determinations about
which communities are ‘particularly vulnerable’ to climate change be made?
How do we address intersecting harms and vulnerabilities? How do demands
for climate reparations intersect with other reparative demands, including for
colonization and slavery?

How do we quantify climate reparations owed: What are appropriate
methodologies? What considerations should inform this? How do we build a
political consensus around such frameworks and methodologies?

The temporality of climate reparations: over what time frames should
historical responsibility be considered? How can climate reparations be
integrated into a broader just transition to a low-carbon society?

How to drive policy change: How should we be thinking about the forms of
coalition and consensus-building that will be necessary for reparations to gain
political traction? What legal avenues might be most salient for seeking to
enact reparations from corporations and governments? What forms of cultural
work are necessary at many different scales to incubate “cultures of
reparation’’?

How might climate reparations involve challenging and transforming existing
international, regional and domestic structures? In the face of the massive
flows of capital that continue to be drained out of the countries of the Global
South (Hickel et al 2021; Muchhala 2022), what are the policy levers through
which we might begin reversing these flows and channelling them in more
reparative directions?



Panel 1: Mapping policy developments on climate reparations

The first panel of the workshop focused on mapping policy developments on climate
reparations at the international level. The panellists explained the important role of the
international climate regime — including the United Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change, the Paris Agreement, and the Conference of Parties to these treaties — in
elaborating the rights and duties of states in the context of climate change. However, the
panellists also highlighted that international law is not neutral — it reflects the historical and
political context in which it arose — and its structures often enable or even exacerbate
colonial violence and racial injustice. Consequently, the panellists called for policy
developments on climate reparations both within and outside of the international climate
regime, and emphasised the important role of community-led action on the ground.

The first presentation by Harjeet Singh (Satat Sampada Climate Foundation)
discussed policy development relevant to climate reparations #nder the international climate
regime. Harjeet began by explaining how the climate crisis is a justice crisis, with climate
change disproportionately impacting those most vulnerable that have contributed least to
its causes, exacerbating historical and structural inequalities. Harjeet described how the
environment and people are increasingly pushed beyond their ability to adapt, giving rise
to harms described in the climate regime as “loss and damage”. While a Fund for
Responding to Loss and Damage was established under the international climate regime,
contributions to the fund remain inadequate to meet the speed and scale of the needs of
those affected. Harjeet therefore argued that the Fund must form part of a broader project
to provide climate reparations, addressing the impacts of colonialism, resource extraction,
and historical and current emissions. As part of the broader project of climate reparations,
Harjeet identified the need to reform existing legal and institutional structures to provide
accessible and equitable access to financial and technical support for those most vulnerable
and address systemic issues that increase vulnerability to climate change, including unjust
trade rules and debt burdens.

The second presentation by Professor Tendayi Achiume (Stanford) focused on policy
development relevant to climate reparations outside of the international climate regime.
Tendayi began by situating the project of climate reparations within the growing
international and transnational movement to provide reparations for colonial injustice.
Tendayi explained how reparations are part of a broader anti-colonial world-making project
that involves undoing and transforming structures and systems of colonial injustice that
persist into the present. Applying this understanding of reparations in the context of
climate change, Tendayi made the case that climate justice requires racial justice — we
cannot achieve climate justice without addressing the racialized nature of both the causes
of climate injustice, the effects and how they are experienced, and the solutions to be
adopted to address climate injustice. Tendayi also explained how much of the most
powerful work on climate and racial justice is not framed in the language of ‘climate
reparations’. Rather than imposing the language of climate reparations on different
communities and contexts, Tendayi encouraged the workshop participants to consider the
different ways in which the project of climate reparations may be understood, articulated,
and achieved by the people doing the work to fight for climate and racial justice.



Panel 2: Mapping theoretical perspectives on climate reparations

The second panel focused on mapping theoretical perspectives on climate reparations. The
panellists interrogated how we conceptualise climate reparations in the Australian context,
drawing on different legal, political, historical, and philosophical perspectives. The
panellists emphasised that the project of climate reparations is both backward- and
forward-looking, recognising historical injustices and seeking to provide a systemic
approach to redistributing resources in accordance with legal and ethical obligations.
Moreover, the panellists demonstrated the need to create space for plural epistemologies,
plural ways of being in the world, plural laws, and a plurality of justices, in providing
reparations for climate harm.

The first presentation of the panel by Dr Rachel Killean (University of Sydney) adopted
the theoretical lens of transitional justice to discussions of climate reparations. Rachel made
the case that discussions of climate reparations can learn lessons from both the procedures
and substantive outcomes of transitional justice practice. On a procedural level, a
transitional justice lens supports procedural justice through victim-centred and
participatory processes. These processes increase a sense of symbolic recognition and a
greater sense of justice for those involved; ensure appropriate outcomes informed by
victim voices; and contribute to the legitimacy and transparency of the process. In terms
of substantive outcomes, transitional justice supports substantive justice and repair,
including through symbolic recognition (such as apologies, memorials, and
commemorations) and by balancing backward and forward repair (including guarantees of
non-repetition and non-recurrence to ensure injustice does not happen again, such as
through constitutional and legal reform, policy developments, recognition of Indigenous
land rights etc.). In the context of climate change, Killean argued that adopting a
transitional justice lens may allow for a focus on victimised communities (and non-human
entities) who can be left out of policy debates but are bearing the brunt of climate impacts.

The second presentation of the panel was by Professor Jeremy Moss (UNSW) who
provided a philosophical discussion of climate reparations. Jeremy assessed two normative
assumptions underpinning discussions of climate reparations and the liability of high
emitting countries: (1) we have to consider countries’ contributions to climate change; and
(2) when we do consider contributions to climate change, we should focus on state-based
emissions. Jeremy argued that: (1) we also need to account for other factors that contribute
to climate-related harm, including the affected countries’ levels of exposure and
vulnerability to climate change; (2) we need to consider other actions and actors that
contribute to climate change — not only current/historical emissions, but also indirect
contributions to climate change (e.g. lobbying, subsidies, environmental approvals,
financial flows, investments, etc.) and not only states (state-owned entities and private
actors). Jeremy argued that focusing on these complex causal pathways of climate harm
has consequences for how responsibility is allocated between state and non-state actors,

through expanding the types of agents and actors who should be held responsible.



Panel 3: Australia’s International Obligations

The third panel of the workshop focused on exploring Australia’s obligations under
international law to provide reparations for climate change. The key themes that emerged
from this panel were: Australia is bound by obligations to protect the climate system under
different areas of international law, including environmental and climate change law,
human rights law, and customary international law. These obligations relate not only to its
actions and omissions within its own jurisdiction, but also to the provision of financial and
technical support for developing countries that are particularly vulnerable to climate
change, including and especially Pacific Island countries.

The first presentation by Associate Professor Julia Dehm (La Trobe University)
provided an outline of the obligations of states under international law in respect of climate
change, and the responsibility of states when those obligations are breached. Julia explained
that due to the limitations of the Paris Agreement, climate vulnerable states, spearheaded
by Vanuatu, have sought an Advisory Opinion from the International Court of Justice
(IC)). In the hearings held December 2024, climate-vulnerable states argued that general
principles of international law should apply to especially the “no harm” rule and the duty
of due diligence, obligations arising under human rights law, principle of prevention,
obligations arising under the right to self-determination, and others. In contrast, Australia
sought to minimise their liability for contributing to climate change and argued that the
UNFCCC and Paris Agreement are the “primary source of obligations”. Julia also extracted
relevant calculations on reparations owed by Australia from a 2023 article in Nature
Sustainability by Andrew L. Flemming and Jason Hickel, “Compensation for Atmospheric
Appropriation”. They calculated that the compensation owed by Australia for atmospheric
appropriation in a 2050 net zero scenario would be US$4,020 billion or US$129 billion per
year (over 31 years). Finally, Julia highlighted that fossil fuel companies are utilizing
international investment law and arbitration to seek compensation for government policies
that promote a transition away from fossil fuels. She pointed to how Australia is currently
defending three climate-related ISDS claims brought by Clive Palmer’s company Zeph
Investments, to warn that international legal order thus reflects a structural bias that
prioritizes corporate compensation over climate justice, protecting fossil fuel companies’
expected profits while creating legal and procedural barriers for climate victims secking
reparations.

The second presentation by Sophie Hardefeldt (ActionAID) discussed the critical gaps
in climate finance, specifically within the context of Australia. Sophie began by explaining
that rich countries owe a large sum in ‘climate debt’ to vulnerable low- and middle-income
countries (at minimum USD 107 trillion, or more than USD 4 trillion per year by 2050).
Yet despite this, at COP29, countries agreed to a new international climate finance target
that requires rich countries to ‘take the lead’ in providing USD 300 billion in climate finance
annually by 2035. In this context, Sophie explained that Australia’s international climate
finance contributions are falling well short of its fair shares, with most of its contributions
being redirected from its aid budget, rather than providing new and additional finance.
Sophie further explained how the current climate finance system is undermined by power
imbalances. Significant barriers remain for vulnerable countries seeking to access such
finance. As a consequence, the climate finance system forms part of a wider system that
preserves the interests of rich nations and large corporations, while pushing the costs of



climate change onto the world’s poorest countries and communities. In order to move
from this unequal climate finance system towards more meaningful climate reparations,
Sophie proposed: reforming national and international tax systems to mobilise new finance,
in line with the polluter pays principle; addressing power imbalances to strengthen the
agency of Global South countries and communities; and addressing the climate-debt spiral
through debt cancellation and the reform of global financial architecture.

The third presentation by Dr Pia Treichel (International Institute for Environment
and Development) considered the role of international climate funds in providing climate
reparations. Pia began by explaining how the burden of climate change impacts
disproportionately affect those most vulnerable, due in large part to unjust world systems,
including colonialism and debt. Pia then explored whether and to what extent international
climate funds might be understood as reparative mechanisms, basing her analysis on five
key attributes: (1) just governance (victim-centred, transparent, and accountable); (2) a link
between responsibility, harm, and the recipients of finance; (3) appropriate funding
modalities (grant-only provision of finance; cannot exacerbate debt, and not based upon
an insurance model); (4) appropriate and accessible delivery (simple and timely procedures
allowing funds directly to communities, including for non-economic harm); and (5) the
funding mechanism must be politically tenable. Pia then applied these five qualities to
evaluate the Green Climate Fund, the Adaptation Fund, and the Fund for Responding to
Loss and Damage. Pia argued that these funds have taken steps towards climate
reparations, and there is much to be learnt from these mechanisms (including what to
avoid). However, it is currently unlikely that UNFCCC funding mechanisms offer viable
avenues for climate reparations across all five identified qualities.

The final presentation of the panel by Dr Lauren Nishimura (University of Melbourne)
explored how international obligations can contribute to climate change adaptation. Lauren
began by framing adaptation as a form of reparation. Lauren explained how historical
context and past harm exacerbate climate harm and displacement related to climate change.
Adaptation is required because of harm from the impacts of climate change that cannot be
avoided. In this sense, adaptation may be understood as a form of reparation for climate
harm. Next, Lauren made the argument that migration related to climate change may be
understood as a form of adaptation. Instead of focusing on legal protection after people
move, Lauren focused on state action for adaptive mobility in anticipation of harm, based
upon adaptation obligations under the climate regime, as well as human rights obligations.
What this means is that climate action must be proactive where risks to rights are
foreseeable, not only when they are imminent or already occurring. Furthermore,
developed countries must support particularly vulnerable developing countries in these
efforts. In applying these obligations to the context of Australia, Lauren made the case that
Australia is required to: take proactive action to adapt to climate change in situ and plan
for adaptive mobility where risks to rights are foreseeable and support and cooperate with
vulnerable developing countries in their adaptation efforts.



Panel 4: Australia’s Regional Obligations

The fourth panel of the workshop focused on Australia’s regional obligations to provide
reparations for climate change. The panellists provided a critical analysis of the benefits of
relying on Australia and other Global North countries to provide climate reparations in the
context of an unjust international legal system. Key themes that emerged from this panel
were the importance of regional collaboration and solidarity, particularly in the Pacific
region, and the need to rethink what it means to exercise sovereignty in the context of
climate change.

The first presentation by Dylan Asafo (University of Melbourne) focused on the
(im)possibilities of climate reparations for Australia’s ‘Pacific family’. Dylan drew attention
to the disconnect between Australia’s statements on climate change at the international
level, and its actions in terms of emissions commitments and meaningful support for the
countries of the Pacific. Dylan demonstrated how, in its submission to the International
Court of Justice Advisory Opinion on climate change, Australia recognised that climate
change disproportionately impacts small island states, and stated its commitment to
supporting its ‘Pacific neighbours’. And yet, in the same submission, Australia denied it
had commitments under customary international law relating to harm prevention, and
further denied the applicability of international law principles of state responsibility and
reparation. On this basis, Dylan raised several questions to prompt discussion on the
opportunities and limitations of climate reparations in the Australia Pacific context. First,
are climate reparations from Australia even possible for Pacific peoples (states,
peoples/collectives, individuals)? Second, what is gained by Pacific peoples seeking climate
reparations from Australia (and others)? Third, what is /s# (or obscured, excluded,
precluded) when Pacific peoples seek climate reparations from Australia (and others)?
Finally, what are the possibilities that come from refusing to seek climate reparations from
Australia (and others)? Dylan concluded by reflecting on the politics of refusal as an
exercising of sovereignty, and how such refusal might be operationalised in the climate
context. Dylan underscored the importance of directing time and energy to local organizing
and resilience building, as opposed to engaging with settler-state colonies and the
manifestly unjust international legal system.

The second presentation by Dr Nina Araneta-Alana (ANU) focused on regional
opportunities under the Loss and Damage Fund. Nina began by introducing key barriers
to Global South countries accessing climate finance, including: a bias towards funding
mitigation activities rather than adaptation; a fragmented climate finance architecture
leading to complexity and barriers to the dispersal of funds; and conditionality and reliance
on intermediaries with extensive procedural requirements. For many resource-constrained
governments in the Global South, these barriers can not only be difficult but prohibitive
to accessing climate finance. There are also limited Global South voices in climate
governance — even when funds are meant to support vulnerable countries, they are often
developed without their involvement. On this basis, Nina turned her attention to regional
opportunities for Global South countries to shape the development and operationalisation
of the Fund for Responding to Loss and Damage. Nina highlighted opportunities for
regional coalition-building and knowledge-hubs to increase technical capacity-building for
understanding and responding to loss and damage; deepening South-South collaboration;



and integrating loss and damage in national climate plans, including Nationally Determined
Contributions and National Adaptation Plans

The third presentation by Zoe Nay (University of Melbourne) explored the meaning
and legal implications of loss and damage in international climate law. Her presentation
focused on the legal implications of loss and damage for Pacific Island states and other
climate vulnerable countries. Zoe’s presentation demonstrated that loss and damage is an
increasingly important concept in how financial and technical support if provided to
developing countries that are particularly vulnerable to the adverse effects of climate
change. She further demonstrates that the concept of loss and damage has evolved within
international climate law: from its focus on the direct economic effects of climate change
to a more comprehensive concept that accounts for the less direct ways in which climate
change exacerbates vulnerabilities and capacity constraints. Zoe then drew on case studies
from the Pacific to assess how support for addressing loss and damage is provided to
particularly vulnerable developing countries in practice. She identified that the
establishment and use of mechanisms and policies to provide financial and technical
support for addressing loss and damage is becoming widespread practice in the region.
However, ultimately, the provision of support in a manner that gives priority to the specific
needs and special circumstances of particularly vulnerable developing countries, such as
Pacific Island states, remains deferred. Zoe concluded by reflecting on possibilities for
redistributing power and control in international decision-making processes to climate
vulnerable countries, to ensure the meaning of loss and damage and the mechanisms
developed to address such loss and damage reflect the needs and circumstances of those
most affected.



Panel 5: Australia’s Domestic Obligations

The fifth panel of the workshop explored Australia’s domestic obligations to provide
reparations for climate change. The panellists explored the duties of the Australian
government to First Nations Peoples and other climate vulnerable communities in the
context of climate mitigation, adaptation, and market mechanisms for carbon trading.
Equally, the panellists underscored the importance of prioritising Indigenous and local
knowledge in responses to climate change and the protection of the environment, as well
as the role of community-level action in such efforts.

The first presentation by Djarra Delaney (National First Peoples Platform on Climate
Change) discussed opportunities for climate justice for Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander communities. Djarra began by explaining how colonisation shapes the current
socio-economic vulnerabilities of First Nations Peoples in Australia. Furthermore, current
policies do little to build resilience and, in many cases, reinforce systems of colonisation
and its consequences. Delaney argued that mitigation action in Australia is following the
same pathway of exploitation that supported the mining and agriculture industries in
Australia. First Nations people should be receiving compensatory benefits from any
mitigation project that occurs on their Land or Sea Country. Delaney also argued that
climate adaptation concepts, such as resilience, vulnerability and risk, are narrowly
understood and fail to consider Indigenous worldviews. While there is a focus on
incorporating ‘Indigenous Knowledge’ in climate adaptation measures, this most often
limits such knowledge to a subset of Western science, and to ‘localise’ Indigenous people
with landscape. Finally, Delaney made the case that carbon credits should be primarily
directed toward repatriation and compensation for First Nations Peoples, arguing that any
credits bought and sold with proceeds not given directly back to Indigenous communities
are an extension of colonial exploitation and a continuation of colonial policies of
genocide.

The second presentation by Elise Klein (ANU) explored the potential for a reparative
approach to public policy. Elise criticised the assumption that policy is a positive or even
neutral state tool. Instead, Elise made the argument that public policy is a tool for ongoing
colonial violence, and is often ignorant of how colonialism, slavery, and genocide are
foundational to liberal democratic policymaking. The processes of policy-making reinforce
colonial violence through practices of exclusion, discrimination and epistemological
violence. The outcomes of such policymaking also reinforce colonial violence through
accumulation by dispossession, slavery, racialized state violence, deaths in custody, and
genocide. Recognising the limitations of current approaches to public policy, Elise sought
to explore how a reparative approach to public policy making can help policy makers in
liberal democracies find ways to challenge and transform such practice, and think critically
about race and coloniality in policymaking. This is what Elise refers to as a reparative public
policy approach — a framework for policymakers that draws attention to a presumed
neutrality of policy-making processes which are maintained through methodological
nationalism, deployment of liberal time, accumulation through dehumanization and
racialization, and the universalism of liberal democratic governance.

The third presentation by Jack Piper (ARC Justice) and Donna Askew (ECLC)
explored the role of community legal centres in adapting to climate change. Jack and Donna



began by explaining how community legal centres assist communities in responding to
climate change impacts and extreme weather, ensuring they have access to legal support
though all phrases of adaptation, response and recovery, focusing on legal preparedness
and resilience. This demand on community legal centres is emerging from a lack of
government action and leadership on climate mitigation and adaptation. Jack and Donna
explained that upholding climate and disaster justice are priorities for community legal
centres, whose collective mission is to promote access to justice, often through a place-
based approach. Furthermore, access to legal advice and holistic support is essential for
effective recovery after extreme weather events, to address the immediate harm and to stop
legal issues escalating. In this context, Jack and Donna explored what equitable adaptation
may look like for communities impacted by climate change and disasters in Australia,
highlighting the need for community-led adaptation to ensure those impacted have
resources and agency to make adaptation decisions for themselves.

The fourth presentation by Rosemary Lyster (University of Sydney) developed a theory
of multispecies climate justice. Multispecies climate justice, as developed by Rosemary and
colleagues, is a legal theoretical framework for protecting the rights of “earth others”. This
theoretical framework provides a basis to consider the responsibilities of governments,
courts, corporations and society for protecting the rights of those “earth others” in the
context of climate change and disasters. It also provides a basis to challenge who is
deserving of reparations for climate-related loss and damage. Rosemary argued that
international and domestic legal frameworks have (inappropriately) focused on loss and
damage experienced by humans. By contrast, multispecies climate justice recognises that
all matter has vitality and agency, and that there is a crucial connection between humans,
Earth others, culture, and identity. In order to provide climate reparations in this context
of interconnected, Rosemary underscored the importance of thinking through the “climate
disaster law cycle”, which includes four phases: (1) prevention through legislation; (2)
rescue response to disasters; (3) recovery and rebuilding after disasters, including clean-up,
remediation and rehabilitation; and (4) compensation and risk-transfer. In order to fund
these reparative phases, Rosemary drew attention to the possibilities of innovative funding
sources, with contributions from fossil fuel companies and high-emitting states, provided
for both economic and non-economic loss and damage.



Panel 6: Obligations of private entities

The sixth panel focused on the obligations of private entities to provide reparations for
climate change. This panel expanded the focus of this workshop from the obligations of
the Australian Government, to consider the obligations of private entities, including
international financial institutions, corporations, and shareholders. The panellists explored
whether and under what conditions private entities may be under an obligation to provide
reparations for climate harm, to whom, and through which mechanisms. The panellists
also investigated how climate reparations should be calculated, drawing on attribution
science, economic analyses, and insights from political economy and moral and ethical

philosophy.

The first presentation of the panel by Fiona Haines (University of Melbourne) explored
whether and how redress from multinational businesses is possible through non-judicial
redress mechanisms. Drawing on a series of case studies, Fiona demonstrated that
institutional design has a minimal impact on the outcome of the complaint brought to these
non-judicial mechanisms for redress. Instead, it is necessary to look at the struggle itself
and the “field” that surrounds the particular struggle. Fiona drew on literature on “fields”
to make the case that “place matters”, that is, the outcome of non-judicial mechanisms for
redress is shaped by the geographical, economic, political, cultural and social nature of
inequality as it is experienced in that place. Furthermore, non-judicial mechanisms do not
enter a “blank space” — they are part of a wider field of struggle. It is the conditions of
these fields that largely determine outcomes. A field of struggle approach focuses attention
on those conditions and hence what sources of leverage are and are not available for
communities in seeking redress. To assist in identifying these conditions more concretely,
the approach looks at the ‘rules of the game’ that shape what strategies are possible in the
unfolding struggle. Understanding these rules together with the nature of inequality in the
field helps to explain why strategies used by aggrieved communities for redress and
reparation do and do not work. Further, attention to the boundaries of the field help
explain which actors have influence on the struggle since boundaries determine which
actors are seen as ‘legitimate’ in the field. Because of their importance, rules and boundaries
are often a site of struggle in of themselves. Finally, Fiona applied the lens of the “field of
struggle” to the issue of climate reparations, making the case that what counts as climate
reparations is shaped by the field of struggle, in a particular place, at a particular point in
time.

The second presentation of the panel by Stephanie Collins (Monash) explored the moral
obligations of fossil fuel companies. In particular, Stephanie focused on the obligations of
business-corporation organisations that extract, refine, and sell fossil fuel as their primary
business, not including state-owned enterprises. Stephanie sourced the moral obligations
of these business-corporation organisations in several overlapping relations of
interdependence, including: avoidable causation, the benefit the organisations gain from
fossil fuel activities, their ability to pay, and their obligations to pay the community.
Business-corporation organisations may enact those obligations from the ‘outside-in’
(through regulation) and/or from the ‘inside-out’ (through governance). Stephanie’s
presentation focused on the obligations of individual shareholders that are ‘internal’ to
these business-corporation organisations’ agency, making the argument that a
corporation’s reparative obligations imply reparative obligations for its shareholders.



Stephanie concluded by noting that enforcing these moral obligations will require strong
pressure from civil society, including but not exclusively through market-based
mechanisms.

The third presentation of the panel by Denisse Rodriguez (University of Melbourne)
explored the responsibilities of the fossil fuel industry in the arena of climate reparations,
drawing on the notion of ‘ecological debt’. Ecological debt refers to the interdependent
liabilities accrued by the development models of industrialized countries since colonial
times for the systematic appropriation of the commons, devastation of cultures and plural
ways of life, and ecologically unequal terms of trade agreements. Denisse argued that
ecological debt has the potential to strengthen and drive counterhegemonic agendas that
put socio-ecological justice at the forefront of decarbonization strategies and require the
fossil fuel industry to support existing and new climate finance instruments. Denisse
proposed rethinking corporate social responsibility of socio-ecologically harmful extractive
industries in terms that require assuming responsibilities and compensating for historical
harms, through funding a fit for purpose climate finance instrument based upon the notion
of ecological debt.

The final presentation of the panel by Marco Grasso (University of Milan-Bicocca)
explored climate reparations and the fossil fuel bloc. His presentation began by developing
an understanding of climate reparations as measures to address systemic climate harm by
reflecting the structures underlying such harm, not just emissions. Through this lens, Marco
argued that climate reparations should be applied at the level of the fossil bloc, a structure
that reproduces fossil centrality and is the site of responsibility. According to Marco, a
fossil fuel bloc is a configuration of agents that develops around a fossil fuel infrastructure
and that supports the continuity of fossil fuels (e.g. companies, banks, political authorities,
media, research). Marco discussed both the moral and political responsibility of fossil fuel
blocs, the former arising on the basis of the harm caused by the actors involved in the fossil
fuel bloc, and the latter tied to the institutional and socio-economic complicity of those
actors in causing the harm. Within this framework, Marco argued that different ‘families’
and ‘types’ of climate reparations may be provided, including: material reparations
(restoration and replacement), monetary reparations (disgorgement and compensation) and
symbolic reparations (satisfaction and non-recurrence). Finally, Marco discussed the
potential to understand climate reparations as ‘disarticulation’, that is, a way to undo fossil
fuel bloc cohesion by redistributing power, legitimacy, and resources. Climate reparations
therefore becomes about socio-economic and political transformation, operationalised at
the meso-level of a socio-technical system, which complements the macro level of global
social and economic systems change.



Next steps and contact

At the conclusion of the workshop, participants expressed a willingness to stay in touch
and continue to build an international network of emerging scholars on the topic of Climate
Reparations in Australia.

One of the aims of the workshop was to develop a research and policy agenda around
climate reparations in Australia. In relation to research on climate reparations in Australia,
a number of topics were proposed for further exploration. These included:

The intersection of climate and racial justice, and the ongoing impact of colonialism
and systems of economic inequality on the capacity of countries and peoples to
respond to climate change;

The role of climate attribution science in determining what is required of states, or
what they are entitled to, in providing reparations for climate harm;

The role of debt cancellation for climate vulnerable countries as a form of climate
reparation, both within and outside of the international climate regime;

The role and limitations of the Fund for Responding to Loss and Damage in
providing reparations for climate vulnerable countries;

The potential ‘regulatory chill’ of investor-state dispute resolution on the ambition
of governments in their commitments to emissions reductions and net zero climate
policies; and

Whether and to what extent conceptions of ‘loss’, ‘damage’, and ‘reparations’ in
international and national legal frameworks adequately attend to the needs and
circumstances of those most affected.

To conduct such research, the workshop participants emphasised the importance of:

Action-orientated research: conduct and disseminate research that informs policy,
quantifies loss and damage, and identifies effective reparative mechanisms;
Supporting community voices: amplify the voices and demands of First Nations
peoples, Pacific Islanders, and other frontline communities;

Sustained advocacy: continue robust advocacy for ambitious climate action and
reparative justice at all levels;

Building coalitions: foster broad coalitions for change across diverse sectors; and
Public education: Raise public awareness about climate justice and the need for
reparations.

In relation to a policy agenda around climate reparations in Australia, workshop
participants proposed various recommendations for the Australian Government. These
included:

Acknowledge responsibility for Australia’s historical and ongoing role in
contributing to climate change and its impacts, particularly on Pacific Island
countries and First Nations peoples;

Scale up the provision of climate finance, including new and additional funding for
responding to loss and damage;

Support regional leadership of Pacific Island countries and their adaptation and
resilience efforts, as well as their efforts to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions and



transition to a low-carbon economy, such as the proposed fossil fuel non-
proliferation treaty;

® Develop a national climate reparations framework, in partnership with First Nations
peoples and other affected communities; and

® Accelerate emissions reductions by strengthening Australia’s 2030 and 2035
emissions reduction targets in line with 1.5° Celsius pathway and rapidly phase out
fossil fuel production and exports, while ending fossil fuel subsidies.

The 2025 organising team will continue to follow up on opportunities to connect the
workshop participants and contribute to moving forward discussions about climate
reparations in Australia. For more information about the workshop, please contact
j.dehm@]latrobe.edu.au or erinfh@unimelb.edu.au.

Thank you

The 2025 organising team, Erin Fitz-Henry (University of Melbourne) and Julia Dehm (La
Trobe University), would like to thank all those who participated in and shared their work
during the inaugural workshop, and contributed to making it a great success. Thank you to
colleagues who spread the word about the workshop and helped us generate interest and a
fascinating collection of abstracts and presentations. A special thanks to Zoe Nay for
preparing this report and taking such detailed notes on the presentations throughout the
two days. Finally, we would like to thank the School of Social and Political Sciences at the
University of Melbourne and the International and Comparative Law Cluster at La Trobe
Law School for their support in organising the workshop.

Annex I: Workshop program

Program, Day 1: Thursday 15 May 2025

10:00-10:30: Introductions, welcome and acknowledgment of country

10:30-12:00: Panel 1: Mapping policy development on climate reparations
internationally

Chair/Discussant: Julia Dehm (L.a Trobe)

. Harjeet Singh (Satat Sampada Climate Foundation) (via zoom), “Advancing
Climate Reparations and Justice in the Face of Loss and Damage”
. Tendayi Achiume (Stanford) (via zoom), “TBC”

12:00-1:00: Lunch
1:00-2:30: Panel 2: Mapping theoretical perspectives on climate reparations

Chair/Discussant: Ghassan Hage (University of Melbourne)



Rachel Killean (University of Sydney) (via zoom), “Victims Rights,
Transitional Justice and Lessons for Climate Reparations”

Jeremy Moss (UNSW), “Creating Vulnerability: Australia, Fossil Fuel Exports
and Climate Reparations”

2:30-3:00: Afternoon Tea

3:00-4:30: Panel 3: Australia’s International Obligations

Chair/Discussant: Robyn Eckersley (University of Melbourne)

Julia Dehm (La Trobe University), “Australia’s International Reparative
Obligations”

Sophie Hardefeldt (ActionAID), “The missing billions: Charting a path from
climate finance to climate reparations”

Pia Treichel (International Institute for Environment and Development),
“Climate reparations in the context of the international climate funds”

Lauren Nishimura (University of Melbourne), “Choosing to stay and planning
to move: Exploring equity, justice, and Australia's international obligations”

5:30: Workshop dinner for presenters (self-funded)

Program, Day 2: Friday 16 May 2025

10:00-11:30: Panel 4: Australia’s Regional Obligations

Chair/Discussant: John Cox (University of Melbourne)

Dylan Asafo (University of Melbourne) (via zoom), “Climate Reparations for
Australia's "Pacific family": Exploring the Im/possibilities”

Nina Araneta-Alana (ANU), “Regional Opportunities under the Loss and
Damage Fund”

Zoe Nay (Melbourne Law School), “The Law and Practice of Accessing
Finance for Loss and Damage in the Pacific”

11:30-12:00: Morning tea

12:00-1:30: Panel 5: Australia’s Domestic Obligations

Chair/Discussant: Erin O’Donnell (University of Melbourne)

Djarra Delaney (National First Peoples Platform on Climate Change),
“"Climate Justice for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities:
consequences of colonisation and contemporary decolonial action”

Elise Klein (ANU) (via zoom), “Reparative public policy: ways forward for the
settler colonial state”

Jack Piper (ARC Justice) and Donna Askew (ECLC), “The right to equitable
adaptation. Who pays?”

Rosemary Lyster (University of Sydney), “Multispecies Climate Justice,
Disasters and Reparations”



1:30-2:30: Lunch
2:30-4:00: Panel 6: Obligations of private entities
Chair/Discussant: Joanna Kyriakakis (Monash)

. Stephanie Collins (Monash), “The moral obligations of fossil fuel companies”

. Fiona Haines (University of Melbourne), “What is (not) progress: The value of
a field of struggle lens”

. Denisse Rodriguez (University of Melbourne), “The responsibilities of the

fossil fuel industry as ecological debtor”
. Marco Grasso (University of Milan-Bicocca) (via zoom), “The fossil bloc and
climate reparations”

4:00-5:00: Panel 7: Ways forward (facilitated discussion)

Annex II: Speaker and Chair Biographies
Speaker and Chair Biographies

Panel 1

Harjeet Singh is an activist advocating for climate and social justice globally. He is the
Founding Director of the Satat Sampada Climate Foundation. He specialises in advancing
just transitions, strengthening adaptation and resilience programmes, and addressing
climate impacts and migration. Harjeet also serves as the Strategic Advisor to the Fossil
Fuel Non-Proliferation Treaty Initiative.

E. Tendayi Achiume is an international legal scholar focusing on international human
rights law, international refugee law and international migration law. Her academic research
explores the global governance of racism and xenophobia, and the legal and ethical
implications of colonialism and other forms of empire for the governance of international
migration. In recognition of the “exceptional creativity” and “promise for important future
of Achiume’s research in these areas, she was awarded a 2023 MacArthur
Fellowship, commonly known as the “genius grant”. She is also an Extraordinary Professor

>

advances,’

in the Department of Jurisprudence at the University of Pretoria; a Research Associate with
the African Centre for Migration and Society at the University of Witwatersrand; and a
Research Associate with the Refugee Studies Center at the University of Oxford. Professor
Achiume will spend the 2024-2025 academic year as a scholar in residence at the Institute
for Advanced Study in Princeton.

Panel 2
Ghassan Hage is a professorial fellow in anthropology at the University of Melbourne.

Rachel Killean is a Senior Lecturer at Sydney Law School. Dr Killean’s research centres
responses to violence, with a focus on transitional justice, victims’ rights, sexual and



gender-based violence, and harms perpetrated against the natural world. She is the author
of Victims, Atrocity and International Criminal Justice (Routledge, 2018), the lead editor
of Sexual Violence on Trial (Routledge, 2021, with Anne-Marie McAlinden and Eithne
Dowds) and co-author of Green Transitional Justice (Routledge, forthcoming 2025, with
Lauren Dempster).

Erin Fitz-Henry is an Associate Professor in Anthropology and Development Studies in
the School of Social and Political Sciences at the University of Melbourne. She works
primarily on transnational social movements, with a particular interest in movements for
the 'rights' of nature in Ecuador, the United States, and Australia; and, more recently,
movements for climate justice, anti-racism, and reparations. Her most recent co-authored

book is Institutionalizing Multi-species Justice (Cambridge, 2025).

Professor Jeremy Moss is the recipient of the Eureka Prize for Ethics and the Australasia
Association of Philosophy Media Prize. He is the author of several books on climate
change including: Carbon Justice: the Scandal of Australia’s Biggest Contribution to Climate Change;
Climate Justice Beyond the State (with Lachlan Umbers), and Climate Change and [ustice
(Cambridge University Press). He has been awarded several Australian Research Council
Grants including most recently, ‘Ethics, Responsibility and the Carbon Budget’, with
researchers from Adelaide, ANU and Oxford. He chaired the UNESCO working group
on Climate Ethics and Energy Security, and has been a visitor at Oxford, Milan and McGill
universities.

Panel 3

Robyn Eckersley is Redmond Barry Distinguished Professor in the Discipline of Political
Science, School of Social and Political Sciences at the University of Melbourne and a Fellow
of the Academy of the Social Sciences in Australia since 2007. She has published widely in
the fields of environmental politics, political theory and international relations with a
special focus on the ethics, politics and governance of climate change. Her book The Green
State: Rethinking Democracy and Sovereignty (2004) won a Melbourne Woodward Medal in 2005
for the best research in Humanities and Social Sciences and was runner up in the
International Studies Association’s Sprout Award for 2005 for the best book on
Environmental Studies. She has served as an invited Visiting Professor at the Research
Center for Global Welfare, The Graduate School of Humanities and Social Sciences, Chiba
University in Japan in 2008, a Senior Visiting Fellow at the Smith School of Enterprise and
the Environment, University of Oxford in 2009; as the Arne Naess Chair in Global Justice
and the Environment at the University of Oslo in the northern winter of 2010-2011; and
she was awarded the Kerstin Hesselgren Visiting Professorship in Social Sciences by the
Swedish Research Council in 2018, which she took up at Lund University in 2019. She
received a Distinguished Scholar Award from the Environmental Studies Section of the
International Studies Association in 2019 and she received an honorary doctorate from
Utrecht University in 2024 for her contribution to green political theory and democracy.
She serves as a member of the Editorial Advisory Boards of Environmental Politics; New



Political Economy; Global Environmental Politics; Ethics, Policy and Environment; Ethics
and International Affairs; Earth Systems Governance; and Review of International Studies.

Julia Dehm is an Associate Professor and ARC DECRA Fellow in the School of Law, La
Trobe University. Her research addresses urgent issues of international and domestic
climate change and environmental law, natural resource governance and questions of
human rights, economic inequality and social justice. Her books include Reconsidering
REDD++: Authority, Power and Law in the Green Economy (Cambridge University Press,
2021), Locating Nature: Making and Unmatking International Law (edited with Usha Natarajan),
Power, Participation and Private Regulatory Initiatives: Human Rights under Supply Chain
Capitalism (edited with Daniel Brinks, Karen Engle and Kate Taylor) and Becoming a Climate
Conscious Lawyer: Climate Change and the Australian 1.egal System (edited with Nicole Graham
and Zoe Nay). She was previously a consultant to the UN Special Rapporteur on the right
to adequate housing and a 2023 Member of the School of Social Science, Institute for
Advanced Studies, Princeton.

Sophie Hardefeldt is the Policy and Research Manager at ActionAid Australia. Sophie has
over 10 years’ experience working in NGOs and social justice movements in Australia, the
UK and India to progress women’s rights and campaign for systems change at the national
and international level. At ActionAid, Sophie leads the organisations research, evidence
building and advocacy work and drives policy reform across the intersecting issues of
gender and climate justice. Sophie co-leads the Climate Action Network Australia’s
working group on climate finance and loss and damage.

Pia Treichel is a senior researcher at the International Institute for Environment and
Development, focused on international finance for climate change adaptation. A
practitioner-turned-researcher, Pia’s work focuses on improving the adaptation options of
the world’s most vulnerable people, informed by her 15+ years of experience working on
climate change in the international development sector. Before IIED, Pia was a researcher
and lecturer at the University of Melbourne and Monash University. Her PhD explores the
political economy of the Green Climate Fund — the largest of the funding mechanisms
under the international climate agreements — as a means of explaining its climate change
adaptation portfolio and the associated justice implications. Over this time, Pia also
undertook research consultancies for a variety of development-focused organisations,
including Oxfam, Save the Children, and the Overseas Development Institute. Prior to
that, Pia was an adaptation specialist with Plan International Australia, delivering child-
centred adaptation programs. Earlier, Pia was at the United Nations Development
Programme, focused on climate change.

Lauren Sakae Nishimura is a Lecturer at the University of Melbourne Law School. Her
research explores how international obligations can contribute to climate change
adaptation and her book, Climate Change, Adaptive Mobility, and Human Rights, is due to be
released later this year (Oxford University Press 2025). Lauren also has more than a decade
of experience as a litigator, advocate, and researcher in the United States and Southeast
Asia. She has worked with a variety of international organizations and UN agencies and
she is currently on the Advisory Committee for the Platform on Disaster Displacement.



Lauren received her DPhil in Law and an MSt in International Human Rights Law from
the University of Oxford, a JD from Georgetown University Law Center, and a BA from
Vassar College.

Panel 4

John Cox is an economic anthropologist and social development specialist. He has nearly
thirty years of experience in the Pacific region as an educator, program manager, researcher
and consultant. Over the past decade, he has conducted team-based research on the social
dimensions of climate change in Fiji, Papua New Guinea and Solomon Islands. John is
currently Senior Research Associate at the University of Melbourne, working on the ARC
Discovery Project DP210102251: Economic, Political and Cultural Brokers in Remote
Papua New Guinea.

Fuimaono Dylan Asafo is a Samoan of Salani, Siumu, Satalo, Moata’a and Leufisa raised
in the Samoan diaspora in so-called Australia and Aotearoa. He is a Senior Lecturer at
Auckland Law School and a PhD Candidate at Melbourne Law School.

Nina Araneta-Alana (she/her) is an international legal scholar specializing in international
law, institutional engagement, and climate governance. She is currently a Postdoctoral
Fellow at the Australian National University (ANU) with the ARC Discovery Project
‘Reconceiving Engagement with International Law in a Populist Era,” where her research
examines state engagement with and backlash against the international legal order. She
holds a PhD in Law from the University of Melbourne. Her academic expertise spans
international institutional law, climate finance, and regulatory frameworks, particularly in
the Global South. She has worked extensively in energy regulation and project finance,
contributing to legal and policy assessments on carbon pricing and energy transition. She
has practical experience in international financial transactions, leading and providing
significant legal support in projects in renewable energy, development and infrastructure
when she was working in leading law firms in Manila, Philippines and for the Asian
Development Bank.

Zoe Nay is a Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law Candidate at Melbourne Law School
and Melbourne Climate Futures at the University of Melbourne, where she is the recipient
of a scholarship for graduate research in the field of international climate law. Zoe’s
doctoral research examines how international law influences access to financial and
technical support for responding to loss and damage associated with the adverse effects of
climate change in the Pacific.

Panel 5

Erin O’Donnell is a Senior Lecturer and ARC Research Fellow at the University of
Melbourne Law School. Erin is a water law and policy expert, and she is recognized
internationally for her research into the ground-breaking new field of legal rights for rivers.



Her work explores the challenges and opportunities these new rights create for protecting
the multiple social, cultural and natural values of rivers. Her work is informed by
comparative analysis across Australia, Aotearoa New Zealand, the USA, Bangladesh, India,
Colombia, and Chile. She has also worked for the World Bank, examining water markets
and their role in water security and sustainable development. Since 2018, Erin has been a
member of the Birrarung Council, the voice of the Yarra River in Melbourne. Erin works
in partnership with Traditional Owners across Australia on a range of projects, including
leading the Cultural Water for Cultural Economies project. In 2023, Erin commenced an ARC-
funded research fellowship to explore the opportunity of treaty to address aqua nullius,

increase Traditional Owner power and resources in water, and create more sustainable and
legitimate settler state water laws. Erin’s latest book, Lesa/ Riohts for Rivers: Competition,

Collaboration, and Water Governance, is available now from Routledge.

Djarra Delaney is a Quandamooka person from the Moreton Bay region of Southeast
Queensland. His Country extends from Minjerribah/Terrangeri (North Stradbroke Island)
and Mulgumpin (Moreton Island) through many of the smaller Bay islands and onto the
mainland, including Redland City. Djarra completed a Masters of Environment at the
University of Melbourne, centring on climate change adaptation. In 2020, he began his
PhD research investigating how Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities
experience climate change adaptation and their aspirations for future adaptation action on
Country. Finding that colonial systems of power are deeply embedded in adaptation theory
and practice in Australia, re-entrenching existing, and creating new, vulnerabilities through
the adaptation process. He has been a member of the National First Peoples Platform on
Climate Change since 2019, helping to deliver the 2021 National First Peoples Gathering
on Climate Change in Cairns on Gimuy Walubara Yidinji and Yirriganjdji Country and the
2024 Gathering in Dubbo on Tubba-Gah, Wiradjuri Country.

Elise Klein is an Associate Professor of Public Policy at the Crawford School at the
Australian National University. Her research is situated in the intersections (and cracks) of
development, social policy, de(coloniality) and care.

Jack Piper is the Climate Justice Lead at ARC Justice, an advocacy and rights centre
providing free legal and tenancy support across the Goulburn Valley and Loddon
Campaspe regions of north central Victoria. In his role, Jack leads initiatives focused on
disaster preparedness and prevention. This includes building collaborative relationships
with emergency services, local governments, and community service and health
organisations, delivering community legal education, and strengthening the capacity of the
organisation to address the legal challenges that arise during and after disasters. Jack holds
a Bachelor of Engineering (Civil) and a Master of Environment (Climate Change), and has
worked across the private sector, government, and community sectors in climate change
adaptation. He is a committed advocate for climate justice and for the critical role
community service organisations can and do play in enabling equitable, local adaptation
solutions that centre the voices of those most at-risk.

Donna Askew is a Lecturer at Melbourne Law School Clinics where she coordinates and
teaches into Public Interest Law Clinic (PILC) and the new Climate Resilience Clinic



(CRC). Donna is also a Strategic Advisor at Eastern Community Legal Centre, providing
strategic partnership and community engagement advice and supports the provision of
legal support to community at risk of climate change impacts. Donna has a wide-ranging
background in access to justice service innovation, including establishing cross-sector
partnerships in the higher education, health justice and integrated practice settings. Donna
regularly presents on access to justice issues both locally and internationally, with a focus
on working with legal capability at the entry point to legal assistance sector service
provision. Prior to coming to the Law School, Donna was the Director of Partnerships &
Community Engagement at Eastern Community Legal Centre, having worked in the legal
assistance sector for over a decade, where she provided legal and related help to
communities impacted by multiple, climate induced, extreme weather events in the outer
east of Naarm (Melbourne). Donna is admitted to legal practice in Victoria.

Rosemary Lyster is the Professor of Climate and Environmental Law at the University
of Sydney Law School, Co-Leader of the Climate Disaster and Adaptation Research Theme
at the Sydney Environment Institute, and a Fellow of the Australian Academy of Law. In
2024, Rosemary was appointed to the UN Special Rapporteur on the Right to
Development's Academic Circle. In 2018, Rosemary was recognised by the Australian
Financial Review as one of the '100 Women of Influence' in the Public Policy category.

Panel 6

Joanna Kyriakakis is an Associate Professor at the Monash University Faculty of Law.
Her research focuses upon how laws enable or preclude accountability and remedy for
gross human rights abuses, particularly when abuses occur in the context of global business
activities. This involves research in the areas of business and human rights, international,
transnational and comparative criminal law, tort law, and transitional justice. She also
researches in the areas of climate litigation, legal philosophy, and animal law.

Stephanie Collins is an Associate Professor of Philosophy at Monash University. Her
research focuses on collective responsibility. Her books are The Core of Care Ethics (2015),
Group Duties: Their Existence and Their Implications for Individnals (2019), and Organizations as
Wrongdoers: from Ontology to Morality (2023). She is currently part of a team working on a
project titled "The Ethics of Shared Responsibility for Pacific Climate Displacement."

Fiona Haines is a professorial fellow in the School of Social and Political Sciences at the
University of Melbourne, Honorary Professor at the Regulatory Institutions Network at
ANU and Fellow of the Academy of Social Sciences in Australia. Her research centres on
business regulation, white collar and corporate crime. She has undertaken research
encompassing industrial disasters, environmental harm, human rights abuse by multi-
national businesses, cartel conduct, financial crime, Al and energy transitions. Through this
diverse work she explores the way context and place affect the nature and effectiveness of
regulation to resolve business harm. Her books include Corporate Regulation: beyond punish or
persuade and The Paradox of Regulation: What regulation can achieve and what it cannot. She is co-



author of the forthcoming book Global Business and Local Struggle: Reimagining non-judicial
remedy for buman rights to be published by Cambridge University Press later this year.

Denisse Rodriguez is Lecturer in Development Studies at the School of Social and
Political Sciences, University of Melbourne. She has a PhD in Geography and a Masters in
Environment, specialization in Development, from the University of Melbourne as well as
a Masters in International Relations, with a major in International Negotiations and
Conflict Management from Universidad Andina Simén Bolivar, Ecuador. Denisse’s
research interests include alternative development trajectories, environmental governance
and post-extractive futures, and decolonial pedagogies and approaches to knowledge
production.

Marco Grasso is Professor of Political Geography at the University of Milan-Bicocca. His
interdisciplinary research focuses on the governance, politics, and ethics of climate change.
He is the author of From Big Oil to Big Green: Holding the Oil Industry to Account for the Climate
Crisis (MIT Press 2022), alongside a number of journal articles and other books. He is
currently working on a book on climate reparations.



