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Introduction
International responsibility for transboundary environmental damage has

emerged as a critical issue in global governance, reflecting the interconnected
nature of today's ecological challenges. As environmental degradation transcends
national borders, the consequences of pollution, biodiversity loss, and climate
change are felt far beyond their sources. This complexity necessitates a
collaborative international framework to address the responsibilities of states and
non-state actors in preventing and remedying environmental harm that affects
multiple jurisdictions.

Results and discussion

in contemporary global governance. It examines existing legal frameworks, such as the Convention on Biological Diversity and the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, highlighting their strengths and weaknesses in enforcing compliance among
states. The discussion also addresses the challenges of state adherence to international obligations and the implications of emerging
norms, such as the recognition of the right to a healthy environment. Ultimately, the paper emphasizes the need for enhanced
international cooperation and accountability mechanisms to effectively manage environmental harm that crosses borders.
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The issue of international responsibility for transboundary environmental
damage reveals a complex interplay between legal frameworks, state practices,
and the scientific understanding of environmental impacts. The analysis
underscores three main themes: the existing legal frameworks, state compliance
and enforcement, and the implications of emerging norms.

Existing Legal Frameworks: Numerous international treaties address
transboundary harm, such as the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and
the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). These
agreements establish principles for preventing environmental damage and obligate
states to cooperate in managing shared resources. However, gaps remain in
enforcement and accountability. For instance, while the CBD emphasizes
conservation and sustainable use, effective implementation varies significantly
among member states [1].

State Compliance and Enforcement: Compliance with international
environmental obligations can be inconsistent, often influenced by national
interests and economic priorities. States may prioritize immediate economic gains
over long-term environmental sustainability, leading to inadequate protection
measures. For example, the 2010 Deepwater Horizon oil spill highlighted failures
in regulatory oversight and the challenges of holding corporations accountable for
transboundary damage, emphasizing the need for stronger enforcement
mechanisms [2].

Emerging Norms and Responsibilities: Recent developments, such as the
recognition of the right to a healthy environment, reflect an evolving
understanding of state responsibilities. The 2018 General Assembly resolution
affirming this right signal a shift toward greater accountability for environmental
harm. Additionally, the Paris Agreement emphasizes collective action against
climate change, highlighting the interconnectedness of environmental issues and
the necessity for cooperation [3]. These emerging norms suggest a growing
consensus on the need for states to assume greater responsibility for
transboundary environmental impacts.

Conclusion
while significant frameworks exist to address transboundary environmental
damage, challenges remain in enforcement, compliance, and evolving responsibilities.
Strengthening international cooperation and accountability mechanisms will be
crucial for effectively managing transboundary environmental issues and ensuring
sustainable outcomes for future generations.

dEBLaY g Calﬂﬁ\

e s alls b ANl Al ), V) e d Joalldlys walldy a3
il el o gl 5 A gall s e s A a5 LYy a e Joli
gl 5 BV iy Gl s e A e syl el a5 Al
sl puleal) cilie )i g (ladlas) o 4 sall JUiial 5 cAaslal)

D)o Al e aleall (e a el il A A Ay lal LY
Ol 3 aiall a4l 5 o s sl ¢ sl A8 e 2 alls )
Ol Jsa a3 By A i) 5l 5l a el oal e LY 02 b iy s
O DR PUN PPV JE 7N [ S C B LSO T SN | B [PUON | -5 K -
e sl g sl A_dlal A S a8 Jlal) dis e ALl
Jsa W e > oS I Sy e Bt JUaal) 3wl L8 ol ) aladi w1 g el aall
17 sbzme ¥

e Al gall Al el I S e Ko a8 L adlas) g AT gall JL il
D BVS SO - W WO ) [P WY P WS M [P PPN ' .V D B P3O S %
Lk WY NALON| - YN IV T N
o dal o Jlal o e 8IS 5, e A a3 ea5 3 Laa i JaY!
Al e e sl 2010 ple G s s e b i)
¥ S| I SSCR | U SYCHT G W | WU PSP B U S\ | JFEF IR | P SV |
[2] s ) il ) dalall e TaS e cagaall

P 7S V] I N PN SN VPG TSNS IR . - < | RGP I P NEVON | O PN |
Amaall )8 53 A Taal syl T )5 aie L oagh i md iy 3 Gally
O—e SV Akl ) 5 a3 Jp s N Gall1h a2 S5 112018 slaldalall
i el deadl (o Gap o A8lE) 0 S el D D ALLYL | )l
85—y il Wl p kel > Al o e o allal iy Ll s
d—ead A Aalall e 2 jie g lea) Sl juladlodn s [3]0 skl
Agaall s plad) Al @l i1l e ST A e Jgall

ju:“ :\A‘ x| ‘c 4“ w;‘)}ﬂ‘ 23\1 AAY\ L.\

FIEY
Ay & claaill Jhd o gaall 5 el ) ) ) dalledd doge Sl 25 a6
L) AL 1 el Alelusall i g sall o slaill 3y 305 () sSms 5 shaiall <l sl 5 JUiLaY1

Al Jua S dalrivee il lasa s Jlad IS5 3 saall 5 julall Al Llzall 5,510y

| Literature Jduaall g aa) sl \

1. Ruhl, J. B. (2013). "The Law of the Sea and the Deepwater Horizon Qil Spill: A Case Study in Transboundary Environmental Responsibility." Environmental Law Reporter.
2. Trouwborst, A. (2015). "The Principle of Prevention in International Law: A Critical Appraisal." Environmental Policy and Law.
3. United Nations. (2015). "Paris Agreement." United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.

P o o o o o

ol Medicoynapoomwiii monooéxcuuiii nayuno-xkynomypuwii ¢popym/ 1l International Youth Scientific-Cultural Forum/c Lol I cdo dl 3Ldlls  alel <5zl




