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ABOUT	ICO	 	

	
International	 Communities	 Organisation	 (ICO)	 is	 a	 self-determination	 research	 and	
innovation	hub,	and	a	not	for	profit	organisation	based	in	London.	Guided	by	its	vision	of	
self-determination	and	the	values	of	development	and	human	rights,	ICO	aims	to	empower	
communities.	 It	 strives	 to	 fosters	 an	 environment	 where	 organisations	 within	 these	
communities	can	overcome	the	barriers	 they	 face,	allowing	 them	to	 fulfil	 their	potential,	
develop	and	create	positive	change	for	their	local	communities	through	local	collaboration,	
decision	making	and	action.	
	
Through	ICO	activities,	we	are	establishing	various	regional	units	to	advocate	and	support	
the	 dissemination	 of	 guidelines,	 and	 encourage	 public	 engagements	 to	 facilitate	 self-
determination	claims	such	as		
	
1) Funding	local	institutions	at	town,	country,	city	or	regional	level	
2) The	inclusion	of	all	segments	of	society	
3) Investing	in	local	businesses	and	rural	job	creation	
4) Education	and	training	at	community,	business,	non-profit	bodies	and	local	political	
leaders	including	next	generations	
5) Identification	of	techniques	for	negotiations	processes	
	
The	 ICO	Research	Centre,	established	 in	2016,	constitutes	a	civil-rights	hub	comprised	of	
more	 than	 half	 of	 the	 ICO	 staff	 and	 network	 who	 are	 engaged	 in	 work	 that	 has	 direct	
connection	 to	 self-determination.		 The	 group	 consists	 of	 a	 broad	 range	 of	 academic	
consultants,	human	rights	practitioners,	and	activists	working	on	thematic	 issues	and	the	
right	 to	 self-determination	 across	 the	 independent	 research	 institute.	 The	 Centre	 is	 an	
important	 part	 of	 the	 International	 Communities	 Organisation’s	 social	 impact	 activities,	
and	 promotes	 a	 rigorous	 and	 vibrant	 research	 environment.	 ICO	 Research	 Centre	
encourages	 interdisciplinary	research	 and	 prioritises	 international	 collaborations	 through	
research	 and	 fellowship	 activities	 e.g.	 law,	 anthropology,	 language	 of	 rights,	 and	
scholarship,	connects	with	the	law,	principles	and	politics	of	human	rights.		
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ABOUT	New	England	Journal	of	Public	Policy	

	
The	 mission	 of	 the	New	 England	 Journal	 of	 Public	 Policy	goes	 hand-in-hand	 with	 the	

mission	of	University	of	Massachusetts	Boston	(Umass):	To	serve	the	people,	and	address	

the	 issues	 of	 a	 great	 urban	 society	 through	 outstanding	 teaching,	 research	 and	

service.	While	we	address	policy	issues	of	all	kinds,	we	tend	to	focus	on	issues	of	an	urban	

society.	While	we	 address	 policy	 issues	 internationally	 and	 nationally,	we	 pay	 particular	

attention	 to	 disciplines	 which	 can	 address	 issues	 at	 the	 state	 and	 local	 level.	While	 we	

prepare	 our	 students	 for	 academia,	 business	 and	 the	 nonprofit	 world,	 we	 have	 special	

expertise	for	practitioners	of	public	policy.	And	while	we	approach	the	discipline	of	public	

and	global	policy	with	academic	 rigor	and	objectivity,	we	 tend	 to	see	 the	 issues	 through	

the	prism	of	understanding	that	social	and	economic	inequities	are	inherent	in	our	system;	

part	of	our	mission	is	to	develop	the	tools	to	evaluate	and	address	those	inequities.	

	

RE-thinking	Self-determination	

	

In	 recent	 decades	 the	 self-determination	 discussion	 has	 become	 a	 major	 area	 of	 study	

across	many	disciplines,	especially	 in	the	political	and	social	sciences.	Scholars	and	NGOs	

have	 also	 offered	 significant	 input	 in	 the	 ways	 that	 communities	 are	 represented.	

Challenging	 questions	 are	 brought	 up	 to	 explore	 how	 the	 self-determination	 should	 be	

understood	 and	 defined,	 or	 how	 individuals	 and	 groups	 might	 protect	 their	 autonomy	

from	state	 invasion.	 Re-thinking	 Self-determination	 will,	 therefore,	 focus	 on	 both	

individual	and	group	rights	from	untraditional	interdisciplinary	approaches.		Topics	include	

Self-Determination	 Theory	 and	 Practice;	 Case	 Studies	 from	 Biafra,	 Western	 Sahara,	

Kashmir;	 Minority	 Protection	 and	 International	 Law	 or	 regional	 instruments;	 People?	

Challenges	 of	 indigenous	 peoples;	 State,	 People,	 and	 Citizenship.	 Forced	 displacements.	

‘Refugee’	Identity	and	the	right	to	self-identification.	“Refugees”’	rights	in	host	states	and	

building	a	shared	future.		
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PROGRAMME	DETAILS	(London	Time,	GMT)	Monday,	18.02.2019	

			

08:00-08:20	

	
	
Welcoming		
	

	

08:20-08:40																										 	

	
Opening	Remarks			
(James	Holmes,	International	Communities	Organisation)	
	

	

08:40-10:30	

	
	

	
Panel	I	Socio-Legal	approaches	toward	Self-determinaton	
	
James	Summers,	Self-Determination	in	the	Human	Rights	Covenants	as	a	
Claimable	Right	
	
Dr.	Noelle	Higgings	and	Gerrard	John	Maguire,	Language,	Identity	and	Self-
Determination	
	
Dr.	Mare	Ushkovska,	European	Union	Integration	vs.	National	Self-
Determination	
	
Michael	Donlan,	Self-Determination	and	Climate	Change	

10:30-10:40	 Break	Time	

10:40-11:30	

Presentation	
and	Q&A	

	
Michael	Freeman,	The	right	to	self-determination:	philosophical	and	legal	
perspectives	

	

11:30-12:50	

	
	

Panel	II:	Contemporary	Approches	toward	Self-Determination	
	
Michael	Stam,	Who	are	the	people?	On	how	the	case	of	Western	Sahara	
highlights	the	need	for	a	re-definition	of	what	a	people	is.	
	
Nikoletta	Pikramenou,	Maria	del	Rosario	Grima	Algora	and	Grazia	
Redolfi.		“Raising	Indigenous	women’s	voices	for	equal	rights	and	self-
determination”	
	
Sandra	Malagón,	Andoni	Ibarra;Omar	Masera,	Inclusive	Innovation	in	
eco-technologies	for	indigenous	communities	self-determination	(via	
Skype)	
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12:50	-13:30		

	

Lunch	Break	–	(Lunch	provided)	

13:30-14:00	 Opening	Remarks:	Padraig	O’Malley	
	

14:00-15:20	

	

Panel	III.		Self-determination	and	Immigration	including	Refugees	and	
non-Refugees.	
	
Dr.	Tanya	Herring,	The	Palermo	Protocols	As	A	Conduit	To		
Legal	Empowerment	And	Peaceful	Self-Determination:	A	Critical-Case	
Socio-Legal	Research	Investigating	Prevention,	Protection	Interventions	
for	the	Stateless	non-Refugee		&	Force	Displaced	Children	Vulnerable	to	
Human	Trafficking,	Smuggling,	and	Exploitation	
	
	
Numan	Turan,	Bediha	İpekçi,	Mehmet	Yalçın	Yılmaz,	Self-Determination	
and	Psychosocial	Adaptation	in	Refugees	and	Asylum	Seekers	(	via	Skype)	
	
Fouad	MAMI,	Self-Determination	in	the	Age	of	Clandestine	Immigration:	
Two	Views	from	the	Maghreb	(via	Skype)	
	

15:20-15:30	 Break	Time	

	

15:30-16:30	

	

	
Panel	IV	Nationalism	and	Self-determination	
	
	
Christopher	Brucker,	National	Self-Determination	and	related	norms	as	
strategic	resources	during	the	Biafran	independence	war,	1967-1970	
	
Amina	Mahmood	Mir,	A	Contemporary	Examination	of	the	Self-
Determination	Struggle	of	“Kashmir”	and	
its	Relationship	with	Sub-Regional	Nationalisms	
	

	
16:30	–	16:50	

	
Iryna	Stepanova,	Self-determination	and	Tax	payer’s	rights		(via	Skype)	

16:50-17:00	 Closing	Remarks:	Kübra	Kalkandelen,	Panel	Moderator.			
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												AUTHOR	BIOGRAPHIES	AND	PRESENTATION	ABSTRACTS	(in	Alphabetic	Order)	

	
Brucker	Christopher	
Christopher	 Brucker	 is	 a	 Ph.D.	 student	 at	 the	 Chair	 of	 International	 Relations,	
Friedrich-Schiller-University	 of	 Jena.	 He	 received	 his	 B.A.	 and	 M.A.	 from	 the	 same	
institution.	 Following	 a	 long-term	 interest	 in	 the	normative	 aspects	 of	 independence	
conflicts,	Christopher	is	writing	his	dissertation	about	The	International	Norm	Politics	
of	 Secessionist	Movements.	 Christopher	 has	 experience	 as	 a	 lecturer	 and	 undertook	
research	trips	to	Catalonia.		

	
National	Self-Determination	and	related	norms	as	strategic	resources	during	the	Biafran	
independence	war,	1967-1970	
	My	contribution	analyzes	how	the	government	of	 the	secessionist	Republic	of	Biafra	
strategically	 used	 international	 norms	 of	 National	 Self-Determination,	 Human	Rights	
and	Good	Governance	 to	win	 foreign	 support	during	 its	 attempt	 to	break	away	 from	
Nigeria,	 1967-1970.	 	 Occurring	 at	 the	 intersection	 of	 international	 and	 domestic	
politics,	secession	conflicts	are	not	only	intrastate	struggles	about	controlled	territory	
or	 ballot	 boxes.	 For	 independence	 movements,	 support	 from	 outside	 is	 crucial	 to	
prevail	 and	 secure	 diplomatic	 recognition.	 But	 how	 can	 they	 find	 “friends	 in	 high	
places”,	 as	 Bridget	 Coggins	 has	 stated?	 Because	 of	 domestic	 and	 international	
asymmetry,	 their	 foreign	 policy	 instruments	 are	 limited	 to	 intangible	 and	 normative	
means.	 I	 suggest	 that	 international	 legitimacy	 is	 a	 key	 concept	 to	 understand	 the	
phenomenon.		
In	international	politics,	legitimacy	is	contingent	upon	a	perception	of	compliance	to	a	
canonical	 set	 of	 normative	 criteria.	 Secession	 conflicts	 occur	 in	 an	 international	
environment	 that	 is	 governed	 by	 a	 mesh	 of	 six	 highly	 intertwined	 but	 not	 equally	
treated	norms.	The	 conservative	 international	order	 tends	 to	preserve	 the	 territorial	
status	quo	by	prioritizing	norms	of	(1)	Territorial	Integrity,	(2)	Non-Intervention	and	
(3)	 Uti	 Possidetis	 over	 (4)	 National	 Self-	 Determination,	 (5)	 Human	 Rights	 and	 (6)	
Good	 Governance.	 A	 closer	 look,	 however,	 reveals	 that	 all	 six	 norms	 are	 highly	
contested,	in	terms	of	their	meaning,	application,	and	balancing.	Secession	movements	
can	 use	 this	 normative	 ambivalence	 by	 pursuing	 norm	 politics	 to	 influence	 external	
legitimacy	 attributions	 and	win	 foreign	 support.	 Instead	of	 legal	 rights,	 international	
norms	 of	 National	 Self-Determination,	 Human	 Rights	 and	 Good	 Governance	 are	
strategic	resources	for	secessionist	internationalization	strategies.		

I	demonstrate	 this	by	analyzing	 the	Biafran	 international	media	campaign,	beginning	
with	 the	 declaration	 of	 independence	 in	May	 1967	 until	 the	 capitulation	 in	 January	
1970.	 Because	 of	 its	 internationalized	 and	 mediatized	 nature,	 coevals	 called	 the	
intrastate	conflict	a	“war	of	words”.	Combining	research	techniques	of	Causal	Process	
Tracing	 and	 Grounded	 Theory	Methods,	my	 inquiry	 rests	 predominately	 on	 original	
documents	from	sourcebooks	and	official	publications	by	the	Biafran	government.	The	
aim	 is	 to	 trace	 the	 unfolding	 normative	 politics,	 strategic	 turning	 points,	 and	 its	
international	impact.		
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Donlan	Michael	
	
	I	 have	 been	 a	 lawyer	 for	 over	 50	 years,		 My	 specialties	 are	 energy	 and	 corporate	
developments	of	industrial	and	commercial	real	estate.	
	
	I	have	been	active	in	the	Democratic	Party,	and	was	a	close	advisor	to	Michael	Dukakis	
and	to	Walter	Mondale.		I	have	worked	on	many	political	campaigns	in	Boston.			
	
My	 real	 attraction	 is	 toward	 public	 affairs.		 I	 have	 had	 some	 fulfilling	 successes	 in	
bringing	progress	to	the	political	realm	--	via	leadership	in	the	Democratic	Party	and	in	
peace-making	pursuits.	
	
	Currently,	 I	believe	that	Climate	Change	and	Global	Warming	are	upending	centuries	
of	progress	for	civilization.		The	Legal	Process	must	become	enhanced	to	cope	with	this	
existential	threat.		Without	such,	humanity	is	doomed.		The	strongest	step	needed	is	to	
advance	the	role	of	Human	Rights	--	both	nationally	and	internationally.		Without	some	
real	luck,	humanity	is	doomed.	
	
Self	Determination	And	Climate	Change	
	
The	 Human	 Right	 of	Self	 Determination	is	 encountering		severe	 diminution	 in	 some	
clear	instances,	due	to	Climate	Change	–	indeed,	precipitously	-	in	the	cases	of	low-lying	
islands	 and	 peninsulas	 in	 the	 Pacific	 and	 Indian	Oceans.	 These	 Islands	 contain	 long-
standing	 civilizations	 –	 amounting	 to	many	hundreds	 of	 thousands;	 and,	 in	 addition,	
the	 Peninsula	 Agronomies	 of	 the	 Mekong	 and	 Nile	 Deltas	 and	 –	 most	 notably	 –	
Bangladesh	(encompassing	hundreds	of	millions	of	innocent	souls)	–	which	are	all	very	
likely	 to	be	 (soon)	 inundated	and	 submerged	by	 rising	 sea	 levels.		Once	displaced	by	
rising	seas,	 these	distinct,	 self-determined	peoples	will	 lose	 their	primal	Right	 to	Self	
Determination	 –	 and	 become	stateless	migrants	–	who	 become	 sorely	 lacking	 in	 any	
Right	of	Self	Determination	(and	many	other	fundamental	Human	Rights).	
	
Climate	 Change	 results	 from	Global	Warming	 –	 its	most	 threatening	 feature;	 and,	 in	
turn,	 the	 amount	 and	 rate	 of	 infliction	 of	 such	CC/GW	is	 wholly	 unprecedented	 to	
humanity.	And	such	poses	existential	threat	to	all	civilization.		Such	infliction	is	wholly	
cruel	and	unjust.		The	impacts	of	CC/GW	will	last	for	centuries	(as	Green	House	Gases	
persist	 and	 accumulate	 permanently),	 causing	 an	 upending	 of	 the	 benign	 (20,000-
year)	Holocene	Epoch	–	being	replaced	by	the	Anthropocene	Epoch.		Humanity	may	not	
survive	 this	Anthropocene	Epoch;	and,	 already,	 early	and	cruel	 impacts	are	 resulting	
from	 rising	 of	 sea	 levels.		And,	 these	 once-stable	 Islands	 and	 Peninsula	 Agronomies,	
will	encounter	and	foretell	prospective	devastation	to	most	Human	Rights.	
	
This	 Paper	 draws	 focus	 upon	 such	 threatening-link-up	between	Self	
Determination	and	Climate	 Change	 –	 especially	 as	 to	 the	 unjust	 fragility	 of	 SD,	 and	 -	
more	existentially	–	a	broad	threat	to	all	Human	Rights;	and	the	revelations	(so	shown)	
mandate	 that	 all	 Legal	Processes	and	civilization’s	 governing	Rule	of	Law	must	seek-
out	new	modes	of	survival	for	civilization.			
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The	Right	to	Self-Determination	and	other	primal	Human	Rights	–	when	so	devastated	
–	will	inflict	permanent	insecurity	to	civilization’s	Rule	of	Law.	
	
These	threats	by	CC/GW	(and	the	resultant	harm	to	Human	Rights)	have	been	much-
cited	 over	 the	 recent	 decade	 by	Mary	 Robinson,	 our	 past	 UN	High	 Commissioner	 of	
Human	 Rights.		And	 she	 has	 been	 urging	 opinionmakers	 to	 find	 mode	 and	 means	
to	buttress	 all	 Human	 Rights	by	 abating	 the	 cause	 of	 CC/GW.		And,	 most	 notably,	
leading	 policy-makers	 in	 the	 EU	 (and	 especially	 in	 France),	 have	 taken	 up	 a	 similar	
advocacy	 –	 sensing	 that	 the	 unlimited	 free-reign	 of	 transnational	 corporations	 (and	
their	extensive	commercial	sub-systems)	are	fostering	new	modes	of	cruel-injury	upon	
primal	Human	Rights	--	for	example,	in	Bangladesh.	
	
	
	And,	per	 force,	France	 has	 just	 adopted	 far-reaching,	breakthrough	legislation	 that	
(suddenly	 and	 unprecedently)	 requires	 its	 most-major	 corporations	 to	 develop,	
promulgate	 and	 (annually)	 monitor	 the	impact	of	 their	 own	 global	 functioning	
(including	 their	standing,	value-adding	commercial	chains)	–	upon	Human	Rights	and	
the	 environment	(inter-alia).		Such	 law	 comes	 into	 force	 this	 year;	 and,	 already,	 50	
cities	 in	 France	 are	 petitioning	 the	 corporation	Total	(its	 major	 energy	 company)	 to	
begin	to	comply	with	such	new	Due	Diligence/Duty	of	Care	--										mandates.			
	
Moreover,	NGOs	such	as	Lancet	and	WHO	can	tender	informing	metrics	and	data	that	
will	accelerate	the	process	monitoring,	and	meaningful	enhancement,	to	such	ongoing	
Due	Diligence	 --	and	 thereby	 initiate	a	balancingprocess	of	 the	survival	of	civilization,	
on	 the	 one	 hand,	against	the	free	 reign	 of	 corporations,	 on	 the	 other	 hand,	 to	 cause	
massive	injustice	–	while	in	pursuit	of	short-term	profit.	
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Freeman	Michael		
	
Michael	Freeman	is	an	Emeritus	Professor	in	the	Department	of	Government,	University	of	
Essex.	He	is	author	of	Human	Rights	(Polity	Press,	3rd	edition,	2017)	and	numerous	academic	
journal	articles	on	human	rights,	including	the	right	to	self-determination,	and	other	issues	in	
political	 theory.	He	 is	a	 former	Council	member,	and	Chairperson,	of	 the	British	Section	of	
Amnesty	International,	and	co-founder	and	former	Chairperson	of	its	Colchester	Group.	He	
has	 lectured	on	human	rights	on	some	25	countries,	 from	China	to	Brazil,	 from	Sweden	to	
South	Africa.	
	
The	right	to	self-determination:	philosophical	and	legal	perspectives	
	
Some	believe	that	the	right	to	self-determination	is	the	most	fundamental	human	right.	
Such	 people	 argue	 that	 a	 community	 that	 cannot	 determine	 its	 own	 destiny	 cannot	
defend	the	rights	of	its	members.	To	place	those	rights	in	the	power	of	outsiders	is	to	
risk	their	violation.	
	
In	 1966	 the	 United	 Nations	 adopted	 two	 international	 human	 rights	 treaties:	 the	
International	Covenant	on	Civil	and	Political	Rights	and	the	International	Covenant	on	
Economic,	 Social,	 and	Cultural	Rights.	 Article	 I	 of	 both	 covenants	 states:	 `All	 peoples	
have	the	right	to	self-determination.	By	virtue	of	that	right	they	freely	determine	their	
political	 status	 and	 freely	 pursue	 their	 economic,	 social	 and	 cultural	 development’.	
That	 the	adopters	of	 this	article	believed	that	 the	right	 to	self-determination	was	 the	
most	fundamental	of	all	human	rights	is	implied	by	the	facts	that	this	is	the	first	article	
of	both	covenants	and	that	it	is	the	only	human	right	included	in	both	covenants.	
	
The	 right	 to	 self-determination	 in	 international	 law	 raises	 the	 following	 difficulties,	
however.		
1. There	is	no	definition	of	`peoples’	 in	international	law.	It	 is	therefore	unclear	
who	has	the	right	to	self-determination.		
2. There	 is	 a	 crucial	 ambiguity	 in	 international	 law	 between	 the	 right	 to	 self-
determination	of	peoples	and	the	right	to	self-determination	of	states;	international	law	
assumes	that	states	represent	peoples,	but	sometimes	they	do	not.	
3. All	rights	have	implications	for	others;	the	right	to	self-determination	cannot	
be	justified	unless	its	impact	on	others	is	taken	into	account.		
	
If	there	is	a	right	to	self-determination,	therefore,	it	is	essential	that	we	clarify	who	has	
the	right,	why	they	have	it,	and	to	what	it	is	a	right.	
	
It	 is	 necessary	 to	 distinguish	 levels	 of	 self-determination:	 individuals,	 families,	
communities,	civil	associations,	regions,	nations,	and	the	international	community	are	
all	 entities	 that	 may	 claim	 a	 right	 to	 self-determination.	 The	 exercise	 of	 self-
determination	by	any	one	of	these	entities	may	violate	the	rights	of	some	other	entity.		
	
I	shall	explore	possible	solutions	to	these	problems	of	self-determination	in	ways	that	
respect	the	principles	of	democracy	and	human	rights.	
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Herring	Tanya	
	
Tanya	Herring,	 Ph.D.,	D.Mgt.,	 and	 is	 also	 a	 candidate	 for	 a	PhD	 in	Law	with	 focus	on	
International	 Criminal	 Law	 and	 International	 Human	 Rights	 at	 Bangor	 University,	
Wales	 UK,	 Research	 Fellow	 with	 International	 Communities	 Organization,	 London	
(ICO),	UK;	Post-Doctorate	Fellow	with	Wales	Observatory	on	Human	Rights	of	Children	
and	 Young	 People,	 Bangor	 and	 Swansea,	 UK;	 This	 research	 paper	 is	 a	 segment	 of	 a	
series	by	the	author	focusing	on	the	universal	applications	of	the	Palermo	Convention	
within	the	context	of	human	rights	protections,	under	the	Wales	Observatory	‘Children	
Displaced	Across	Borders	Project’	specifically	identified	as	2018-01.	The	series	focuses	
on	jurisprudence	related	to	prevention	and	protection	measures	for	self-determination	
for	 the	 stateless	 refugee,	 stateless	 non-refugee,	 and	 those	 force	 displaced	 children	
examined	 under	 the	 realm	 of	 international	 criminal	 and	 international	 human	 rights	
law	 and	 delineated	 by	 field-research	 states:	 Serbia,	 Russia,	 Hungary,	 Malaysia	 and	
states	in	the	Southeast	Asia	regions;	All	graphics,	photographs	sourced,	cited,	and	used	
within	fair-use	guidelines.		
	
The	 Palermo	 Protocols	 As	 A	 Conduit	 To	 	 Legal	 Empowerment	 And	 Peaceful	 Self-
Determination:	A	Critical-Case	Socio-Legal	Research	Investigating	Prevention,	Protection	
Interventions	 for	 the	 Stateless	 non-Refugee	 	&	 Force	Displaced	 Children	 Vulnerable	 to	
Human	Trafficking,	Smuggling,	and	Exploitation.	
	
Research	Aim:		To	close	the	lacunae	in	member	state	policy	and	scholarship	addressing	
prevention	 measures	 and	 protection	 mechanisms	 for	 forcibly	 displaced	 children	 by	
proffering	a	tenable	law	reform	or	change	in	the	Palermo	Convention	administration.	
	
Study	Overview:	 	The	study	discourse	 focuses	on	 the	 targeted	groups,	who	seek	self-
determination,	 the	 Rohingya,	 Lumad,	 and	 Roma	 children,	 are	 disproportionally	
vulnerable	 to	 human	 trafficking	 and	 multiple	 forms	 of	 exploitation.	 	 The	 research	
purports	 to	 advance	 a	 general	 theory	 of	 law	 and	 justice	 by	 expanding	 the	 Palermo	
Protocols	 to	 a	wider	 application	 in	human	 rights	 jurisprudence.	Whereas,	 a	 stateless	
non-refugee	status	constructs	an	extremely	vulnerable	state	 in	camps	and	detentions	
centers.	As	such,	reputable	UN	reports	 indicate	that	these	vulnerable	populations	are	
nefariously	exploited,	and	the	abuse	may	rise	to	the	chapeau	or	general	requirements	
of	crimes	against	humanity	and	ethnic	cleansing	by	a	wide	range	of	actors.			
This	 research	 syllogism	 suggests	 that	 repurposing	 the	 application	 of	 the	 Palermo	
Protocols	 I,	 II	 aides	 'legal	 empowerment',	 ‘self-determination’	 to	 listicles	 of	 stateless	
and	 vulnerable	 populations,	 specifically	 targeting	 global	 hot	 spots	 of	member	 states	
undergoing	domestic	and	international	conflicts.		The	major	premise	is	Article	1	of	the	
Protocol	 affirms	 that	 the	 Protocol	 supplements	 the	 Convention	 and	 it	 ‘shall’	 be	
interpreted	 together	with	 the	 Convention,	 creating	 a	 transnational	 requirement.	 The	
‘shall’	denotes	the	mandatory	obligation	and	envelopes	stronger	prevention,	protection	
obligation	than	a	singular	formulated	human	rights	legal	framework.		
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Method:	 	 Mixed-methods;	 a	 critical-case	 study	 of	 the	 Rohingya	 and	 Lumad	 children	
(located	 in	 targeted	 regions	 of	 Southeast	 Asia)	 with	 the	 Balkan	 Roma	 (located	 in	
targeted	 regions	 of	 Eastern	 Europe)	 children	 as	 the	 case-study	 comparator	 group;	
employing	an	evidence-based	cohort-longitudinal	two-year	survey	using	kobo	toolbox	
data	collection	software	for	a	continuation	of	the	research.	
	
Proposed	 Outcome:	 An	 open-access,	 Model-of-Practice,	 resource	 tool	 that	 addresses	
state	 obligation	 information	 gaps	 of	 practitioners	 and	 advocates	 performing	 critical	
street-law	 roles.	 The	 resource	 is	 structured	 to	 mitigate	 exploitation	 of	 targeted	
vulnerable	 and	 highly	 vulnerable	 populations.	 	 The	 research	 further	 proffers	 an	
upcoming	 innovative	 new	 model,	 the	 Major	 Response	 to	 Major	 Incidents	 of	 Forced	
Displacement’	 (MRMI-FD),	 as	 the	 descriptor	 to	 the	 components	 of	 decision-making,	
applicable	international	laws	to	circumvent	particular	scenarios,	and	the	domestic	law	
integration	 of	 ICL	 that	 specifically	 addresses	 human	 trafficking,	 smuggling,	 and	
multiple	 forms	 of	 exploitation	 that	 occur	 as	 a	 result	 of	massive	 forced	 displacement	
situations	across	the	globe.	
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Higgings	Noelle	and	Maguire	Gerrard	John		
	
Dr	 Noelle	 Higgins	 is	 a	 Senior	 Lecturer	 in	 Law	 at	 Maynooth	 University,	 where	 she	
specialises	in	international	law.	She	completed	her	doctoral	studies	at	the	Irish	Centre	
for	 Human	 Rights	 on	 the	 issue	 of	 wars	 of	 national	 liberation.	 She	 has	 published	
extensively	 in	 the	 field	 of	 international	 human	 rights	 law,	 international	 criminal	 law	
and	international	humanitarian	law.	She	has	a	particular	interest	in	the	area	of	cultural	
rights.	 Dr	 Higgins	 is	 currently	 an	 Academic	 Friend	 of	 the	 Expert	 Mechanism	 on	 the	
Rights	of	Indigenous	Peoples.	
	
	
Gerard	John	Maguire	is	a	doctoral	candidate	with	the	department	of	law	at	Maynooth	
University.	His	research	interests	are	 in	the	areas	of	 International	Humanitarian	Law,	
Public	 International	Law,	 International	Human	Rights	Law	and	Genocide	Studies.	His	
current	 research	 focuses	 primarily	 on	 the	 rights	 of	 minorities	 and	 indigenous	
people.	He	 was	 a	 collaborator	 with	Survival	 International	 on	 a	 research	 project	
focusing	 on	 the	 right	 to	 education	 of	 tribal	 children	 in	 their	 mother	 tongue.	 He	 is	
currently	an	associate	lecturer	with	the	department	of	law	at	Maynooth	University	and	
a	tutor	with	the	University's	Office	of	the	Dean	of	Teaching	and	Learning.	
	
	
Language,	Identity	and	Self-Determination	
	
Language	has	always	played	a	significant	role	 in	the	colonisation	of	peoples,	as	 it	has	
been	 employed	 as	 an	 instrument	 of	 subjugation	 and	 homogenisation.	 It	 has	 been	 a	
means	 of	 control	 and	 domination	 of	 non-dominant	 groups,	 often	 leading	 to	 their	
exclusion	 and	 assimilation.	 However,	 obversely,	 numerous	 minority	 and	 indigenous	
groups	use	 language	as	a	 tool	 to	 connect	members	of	 their	 community	and	 to	assert	
their	 group	 identity.	 Minority	 and	 indigenous	 languages	 can	 underline	 the	 cultural	
uniqueness	 of	 the	 group,	 differentiating	 them	 from	 the	 majority,	 and	 thus	 play	 an	
important	 role	 in	 the	 self-determination	 framework.	 Language	 has	 served	 both	 as	 a	
mobiliser	of	non-dominant	groups	in	struggles	for	national	recognition,	and	as	a	means	
of	 reasserting	 group	 identity	 after	 the	 disintegration	 of	 colonial	 and	 communist	
regimes.	Decision-making	concerning,	and	control	over,	a	group’s	language	is	often	one	
of	 the	 fundamental	 demands	 of	 groups	 seeking	 self-determination,	 and	 thus	 self-
determination	 claims	 can	 be	 viewed	 through	 the	 lens	 of	 language.	 This	 paper	 will	
assess	the	role	which	language	can	play	in	claiming	the	right	to	self-determination,	and	
provide	examples	of	self-determination	struggles	where	language	issues	have	arisen.	
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Malagón	Sandra;	Ibarra	Andoni	and	Masera	Omar		
	
Sandra	Malagón,	PRAXIS	Research	Group	.	My	college	degree	is	in	Environmental	
Sciences	from	National	Autonomous	University	of	Mexico	(UNAM).	I	have	a	master	
degree	Philosophy	of	Science	from	UNAM	and	a	master	in	Philosophy,	Science	and	
Values	from	UPV/EHU	(University	of	the	Basque	Country/	Euskal	Herriko	
Unibertsitatea).		
	
Now	 a	 days	 I	 am	 pursuing	 my	 PhD	 in	 the	 Area	 of	 Social	 Studies	 of	 Science	 and	
Technology	 in	 the	 combined	 program	 from	 Philosophy,	 Science	 and	 Values	 PhD	
Program	from	UPV/EHU	and	Philosophy	of	Science	PhD	program	from	UNAM.		
My	 research	 topics	 aim	 the	 appropriation	 of	 new	 procedures	 and	 measurement	
frameworks	 of	 eco-technologies	 for	 development,	 taking	 as	 case	 of	 study	 the	
technologies	 used	 in	 rural	 zones	 of	 Mexico.	 My	 doctoral	 thesis	 is	 focused	 on	 the	
interactions	 socio-techno-environmental	 features	 that	 have	 an	 impact	 on	 the	
traditional	 cooking	 systems,	 to	 create	 a	 new	 assessment	 model	 that	 measures	 the	
embracement	of	new	technologies.		
	
My	 topics	of	 interest	 are	 Social	 Studies	of	 Science	and	Technology,	Transdisciplinary	
Networks,	 Inclusive	 Innovation,	 Technologies	 in	 Multicultural	 Environments	 and	
Development	and	Wellbeing.		
	
Andoni	Ibarra,	PRAXIS	Research	Group	Department	of	Logic	and	Philosophy	of	Science	
University	of	the	Basque	Country,	UPV/EHU		
	
BA	Philosophy	(Autonomous	University	Barcelona),	PhD	Philosophy	(University	of	the	
Basque	Country	UPV/EHU).	My	main	research	interests	focus	on	Philosophy	of	Science,	
Science	and	Technology	Studies,	and	History	of	Science	in	the	20th	Century.	Currently,	
I	 am	 Head	 of	 theMiguel	 Sánchez-Mazas	 Chair,	 as	 well	 as	 Principal	 Investigator	 of	
PRAXIS	Research	Group.	I	am	also	Editor-in-Chief	of	the	Journal	Theoria.		
	
Omar	 Masera,	 Institute	 of	 Ecosystems	 and	 Sustainability	 Research	 Deparment	 of	
Bioenergy		
	
He	completed	his	studies	at	the	Faculty	of	Sciences	of	the	UNAM,	obtaining	a	degree	in	
Physics	in	1987,	a	Master's	degree	in	Energy	and	Natural	Resources	at	the	University	of	
California,	Berkeley	 in	1990	and	a	Doctorate	 in	Energy	and	Natural	Resources	 in	 the	
same	institution	in	1995.	He	is	currently	a	principal		
investigator	of	 the	 Institute	of	Ecosystems	and	Sustainability	Research	of	 the	UNAM,	
Campus	Morelia,	 where	 he	 directs	 the	 Bioenergy	 Laboratory.	 He	 is	 president	 of	 the	
Mexican	 Bioenergy	 Network	 and	 regularly	 collaborates	 with	 the	 United	 Nations	
Framework	Convention	on	Climate	Change,	the	United	Nations	Environment	Program	
and	the	United	Nations	Development	Program.		
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Inclusive	Innovation	in	eco-technologies	for	indigenous	communities	self-	determination		
	
	
Eco-technologies	could	be	safe,	efficient	and	friendly	choices	to	promote	development	
and	 improved	 quality	 of	 life	 in	 indigenous	 areas	while	 contributing	 in	 a	meaningful	
way	 for	 the	creation	of	means	 for	sustainable	 life.	But	cannot	be	 in	an	 imposing	 top-
down	way.		
	
The	purpose	of	this	paper	is	to	show	how	we	can	develop	technologies	in	an	inclusive	
model	 to	 promote	 the	 self-determination	 of	 indigenous	 communities.	 Inclusive	
Innovation	 as	 a	 way	 to	 innovate	 with,	 and	 not	 for,	 the	 most	 disadvantaged	 people.	
Collaborating	with	them	to	construct	a	plural	future.		
	
We	want	to	present	how	to	create	participative	mechanisms	relying	on	the	established	
processes	of	collective	dialogue,	empowerment,	and	discussion	that	allow	us	to	invite	
and	integrate	various	perspectives	in	the	different	stages	of	the	innovation.		
All	these	based	in	three	ideas;	the	building	of	dialogue	spaces,	interpretation,	and	the	
mediation.	The	first	line	refers	to	opening	spaces	to	generate	confidence	that	opinions	
from	 all	 the	 participants	 will	 be	 heard	 and	 that	 they	 will	 be	 given	 equal	 weight	
regardless	 of	 social	 or	 economic	 status.	 Avoiding	 every	 kind	 of	 epistemic	 injustice	
based	on	the	prejudice	or	in	the	lack	of	tools	for	interpreting	and	expresses	their	own	
experiences	and	knowledge.		
	
In	 other	 hand,	 interpretation	 answers	 to	 the	 immeasurable	 nature	 of	 languages	 and	
standards,	 the	 concepts	 between	 indigenous	 communities	 and	 technologists	 and	
scientists	that	are	not	shared,	and	also	the	problems	and	solutions	that	they	consider	
right	 for	 them.	 Last	 but	 not	 least,	 mediation	 is	 necessary	 in	 the	 case	 of	 conflicts	 of	
values	 and	 interests,	 in	which	 case,	 strategies	 based	 on	 a	 certain	minimum	 range	 of	
satisfaction	must	be	established	by	the	participants.		
	
In	this	way,	the	eco-technologies	innovation	process	can	be	developed	in	an	inclusive	
and	participative	manner,	where	there	is	no	alienation	or	cultural	degradation,	and		
where	 intercultural	 processes	 allow	 for	 the	 progress	 of	 the	 communities,	 without	
losing	their	identity	and	respecting	their	values	and	interests.		
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Mami	Fouad	
	
Fouad	Mami	is	a	literary	scholar	from	the	Dept.	of	English,	University	of	Adrar,	Algeria.	
His	research	interests	are	immigration	and	diaspora	literatures.	Please	consider	
visiting	his	two	professional	profiles:	https://univ-
adrar.academia.edu/univadraracademiaedu		
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Fouad_Mami		
	
	
Self-Determination	in	the	Age	of	Clandestine	Immigration:	Two	Views	from	the	Maghreb	
	
Can	we	even	refer	to	a	successful	self-determination	when	it	seems	to	be	contradicted	
by	 stories	 of	 clandestine	 immigration?	 Clandestine	 immigration	 raises	 serious	
questions	 in	respect	 to	 the	political	 independences	North	African	nations	won	by	the	
late	1950s	and	early	1960s.	Decolonization	being	a	process	that	followed	World	War	II	
has	apparently	not	been	translated	into	a	meaningful	and	constructive	content.	Nation-
building	 in	 the	 case	 of	 North	 African	 countries	 has	 been	 far	 from	 smooth	 given	 the	
limited	 resources	 and	 heavy	 reliance	 on	 non-renewable	 resources.	 Worse	 than	 the	
limited	resources,	this	paper	claims,	is	the	‘slavish’	mindset	with	which	North	African	
population	 subscribes	 as	 normative	 to	 their	 logic	 of	 nation-building.	 For	 what	
remarkably	stands	out	in	this	context	 is	how	a	new	generation	of	North	Africans	was	
reared	with	the	ideas	of	entitlement	to	easy	life,	largely	characterized	by	consumerism.	
The	 latter	 becomes	 the	modus	 operandi	 defining	 their	 rapport	with	 their	 respective	
states	and	overall	historically	accounts	for	the	story	of	self-determination.	Regardless	
whether	 entitled	 or	 not,	 the	 youth	 are	 swarming	 European	 shores	 in	 an	 attempt	 to	
‘make	it’.	The	homo-economicus	self-sabotages	self-determination	because	the	homo-
economicus	monopolizes	meaning	on	the	discourse	of	the	equality	of	outcome.	As	such,	
confusing	the	equality	of	rights	with	equality	of	outcome	has	given	birth	to	the	welfare	
state,	a	situation	where	the	state’s	resources	have	been	exhausted.	Hence,	how	illegal	
immigration	 becomes	 another	 competing	 narrative	 for	 addressing	 the	 demands	 put	
forth	by	the	homo-economicus.	What	the	youth	seems	to	be	severely	lacking	however	
is	 the	 need	 to	 carry	 on	 the	 belief	 in	 the	 myth	 of	 self-determination;	 a	 belief	 that	
transcends	 entitlement	 and	 equality	 of	 outcome.	 Given	 how	 he	 concentrates	 on	 his	
imagined	 ‘rights’,	 the	 North	 African	 stays	 a	 neurosis,	 a	 living	 testimony	 for	 the	 dire	
need	 to	 embrace	what	 Nietzsche	 calls	 the	 ethos	 of	 the	 hero,	 the	 übermensch.	 Thus,	
focus	 on	 the	 homo-economicus	 alone	 becomes	 not	 only	 ineffective	 but	 counter-
productive,	literally,	a	living	testimony	that	instantiates	a	trap.	My	paper	addresses	the	
writing	 of	 two	North	African	writers:	 one	Algerian,	writing	 in	 French,	 Kamel	Daoud.	
The	other	Moroccan	who	writes	in	English,	Laila	Lalami.	I	offer	to	read	one	major	novel	
by	each.	Zabor	ou	les	psaumes	(2017)	by	the	former	and	The	Moor’s	Account	(2014)	by	
the	latter.			
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Mir	Amina	Mahmood	
	
Amina	 Mahmood	 Mir	 is	 a	 London	 based	 doctoral	 researcher	 at	 the	 University	 of	
Westminster	in	London.	She	is	currently	analysing	how	politics	works	at	various	levels	
among	 the	 self-determination	 groups	 across	 all	 the	 regions	 involved	 in	 the	 Kashmir	
conflict.	 She	has	participated	 in	 conferences	 and	workshops	 exploring	 contemporary	
politics	 of	 Kashmir	 Conflict	 and	 presented	 her	 findings.	 She	 has	 been	 trying	 to	
understand	 the	Kashmir	 conflict	 for	 the	 last	 ten	 years.	Her	 ancestral	 roots	 lie	 in	 the	
Kashmir	 Valley,	 but	 she	 has	 travelled,	 lived	 and	 engaged	 with	 young	 people	 and	
scholars	 in	 both	 India-	 and	 Pakistan-administered	 Jammu	 &	 Kashmir.	 She	 also	
advocates	for	awareness	initiatives	addressing	gender	equality	and	domestic	violence	
in	Kashmir.	
	
A	 Contemporary	 Examination	 of	 the	 Self-Determination	 Struggle	 of	 “Kashmir”	 and	 its	
Relationship	with	Sub-Regional	Nationalisms	
	
A	significant	shift	has	been	observed	around	the	discourse	of	self-determination	from	
the	 anti-colonial	 struggles	 to	 the	 contemporary	 complex	 narratives	 ranging	 from	
human	 rights	 to	 the	 nationalist	 aspirations	 and	 internal	 politics.	 Accordingly,	 this	
paper	is	interested	in	exploring	the	present	day	politics	of	self-determination	explicitly	
focusing	on	 the	 sub-regional	nationalism,	with	an	emphasis	on	Kashmir	Conflict	 as	a	
case	study.	
“The	Kashmir	Conflict”	has	been	seen	as	a	dispute	between	India	and	Pakistan	 in	the	
academic	 and	 political	 understanding	 of	 International	 Relations,	 generalising	 the	
whole	 disputed	 territory	 as	 “Kashmir”.	 The	 paper	 will	 highlight	 how	 this	 attention	
offers	a	generalised	and	problematic	understanding	of	 self-determination	politics.	As	
Kashmir	is	one	of	the	five	regions	of	the	erstwhile	state	of	Jammu	&	Kashmir;	the	other	
regions	are	Jammu,	Ladakh,	Gilgit-Baltistan	and	Poonch.	All	these	regions	have	diverse	
political	 interpretations	of	self-determination	 following	 from	their	particular	political	
and	historical	contexts.	Thus,	I	argue,	these	diverse	regional	interpretations	challenge	
the	widely	acknowledged	understanding	of	“the	Kashmir	Conflict”	and	its	generalised	
idea	of	 self-determination.	 It	 also	questions	whether	 there	 is	 a	 collective	pan-Jammu	
and	Kashmir	struggle	for	the	right	to	self-determination	with	nationalistic	aspiration	or	
not	 and	 if	 so,	 how	 has	 “the	 nation”	 been	 defined	 by	 different	 actors	 in	 such	 diverse	
circumstances.	 In	order	 to	address	 these	 issues,	 this	paper	will	mainly	 focus	on	how	
these	 diverse	 political	 aspirations	 and	 sub-regional	 nationalisms	 shape	 the	 overall	
narrative	 of	 the	 self-determination	 struggle	 of	 various	 regions	 of	 the	 former	 state	 of	
Jammu	&	Kashmir.	
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Pikramenou	Nikoletta,	Maria			del					Rosario	Grima			Algora	and	Grazia	
Redolfi.	

	
Nikoletta	 Pikramenou	 (ICO	 Research	 Fellow)	 is	 a	 human	 rights	 lawyer	 and	 a	 PhD	
candidate	 at	 Aristotle	 University	 and	 Uppsala	 University.	 Her	 doctoral	 thesis	 is	
focusing	on	gender	issues	and	human	rights	and	its	defense	is	scheduled	for	May	2019.	
In	2017,	she	participated	as	a	Human	Rights	Fellow	on	behalf	of	the	EU	Delegation	to	
the	 UN	 in	 NY	 at	 the	 16th	 Session	 of	 the	 Permanent	 Forum	 on	 Indigenous	 Issues	
(UNPFII)	 and	at	 the	Commission	on	 the	Status	of	Women	 (CSW61).	Currently,	 she	 is	
working	 as	 a	 Researcher	 at	 International	 Communities	 Organisation	 (ICO)	 and	
Women’s	 Earth	 and	 Climate	 Action,	 International	 (WECAN)	 and	 as	 a	 Political	
Participation	 Monitoring	 Coordinator	 for	 the	 African	 women-led	 organisation	 Make	
Every	Woman	Count	(MEWC).	Her	main	areas	of	focus	are:	Indigenous	women’s	rights,	
rights	of	Nature	and	African	women’s	political	participation.		
	
Maria	del	Rosario	Grima	Algora	studied	a	double	degree	in	Law	and	Political	Science	in	
Spain	and	then	a	Master	of	Laws,	with	a	specialisation	on	human	rights	law,	at	LSE.	She	
wrote	 her	 final	 dissertation	 on	 the	 Women,	 Peace	 and	 Security	 agenda	 of	 the	 UN	
Security	Council	and	she	also	wrote	a	research	paper	on	the	international	law	of	self-
determination	 and	 Indigenous	 peoples	 participation	 at	 the	 UN.	 She	 has	 experience	
working	 on	 human	 rights	 and	 gender,	 with	 civil	 society	 organisations	 and	 at	
international	 organisations	 such	 as	 the	 European	 Union	 Delegation	 to	 the	 United	
Nations	 (New	York),	where	 she	mainly	 focused	 on	 Indigenous	 peoples	 and	women’s	
rights.		
	
Grazia	 Redolfi	 is	 currently	 working	 as	 a	 Task	 Manager	 at	 the	 EU	 Delegation	 in	
Afghanistan	 where	 she	 works	 on	 Gender,	 Human	 Rights	 and	 Civil	 Society.	 She	
completed	 her	 BA	 in	 Political	 Science	 at	 the	 University	 of	 Bologna	 and	 her	 MA	 in	
Human	Rights	at	the	European	Inter-University	Centre	in	Venice.	She	has	over	3	years	
of	experience	working	for	a	number	of	NGOs	and	governmental	institutions	on	gender	
equality	and	women's	empowerment	in	Bosnia,	Myanmar	and	Afghanistan.	
	
	
“Raising Indigenous women’s voices for equal rights and self-determination”	
	
As acknowledged in the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
(UNDRIP), the right to self-determination for Indigenous peoples involves having the right 
to freely determine their political status and freely pursue their economic, social and cultural 
development. The implementation of this right is, admittedly, linked to the ability and 
freedom to participate in the decision-making process related to their development. The 
limitations of international human rights law have been a hotly debated topic and, in this 
sense, current Indigenous laws and practices on Indigenous women’s participation in 
decision-making and leadership are especially considered as “unfair to women”, because of 
their marginalisation and exclusion from negotiating tables. Obviously, colonisation has 
majorly contributed to the establishment of patriarchy and a perception of male dominance 
within Indigenous communities.  
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This paper seeks to explore and analyse situations in which Indigenous women traditionally 
played a significant role based on examples of good practice identified by the United 
Nations, governments and organisations concerning the instances of the inclusion of 
Indigenous women in decision-making and leadership. Despite the multiple challenges that 
Indigenous women face in order to be heard, lessons learned from the past from Guatemala, 
Colombia, Tanzania, Ghana, Norway, India, Ecuador and Brazil prove that engaging more 
Indigenous women in decision-making/negotiating tables can safeguard Indigenous 
women’s and peoples’ rights including their right to self-determination. To address the 
intersectional issues that Indigenous peoples and women are subjected to and achieve 
historical justice, Indigenous female voices need to be included at every level. When 
Indigenous women are made equal partners, Indigenous peoples’ right to self-determination 
will be eventually recognised and respected. 
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Stam	Michael		
	
Michael	 Stam	 is	 currently	 doing	 his	 M.A.	 in	 Human	 Rights	 Policy	 and	 Practice	 at	
Gothenburg	 University,	 Universidad	 Deusto,	 and	 Roehampton	 University.	 He	 has	
worked	as	a	volunteer	researcher	with	ICO	and	as	an	intern	at	the	Gothenburg	institute	
for	 Governance	 and	 Local	 Development.	 During	 his	 B.A.	 in	 Governance	 at	 Utrecht	
University	 he	 was	 the	 president	 of	 the	 university's	 Dutch	 United	 Nations	 Students	
Association,	as	well	as	sitting	on	the	board	of	the	Dutch	United	Nations	Association.	He	
is	 specifically	 interested	 in	 how	 the	 right	 to	 self-determination	 is	 (re)defined,	 policy	
change	and	the	intersection	of	Governance	and	Human	Rights.		

	

Who	are	the	people?	On	how	the	case	of	Western	Sahara	highlights	the	need	for	a	re-
definition	of	what	a	people	is.		
	
Under	the	Convention	on	Economic	Social	and	Cultural	rights	and	the	Covenant	on	Civil	
and	 Political	 rights,	 all	 peoples	 have	 the	 right	 to	 self-determination.	 This	 right	 is	
ostensibly	 useful	 to	 territorial	 minorities	 as	 a	 final	 recourse	 against	 an	
unrepresentative	or	authoritarian	state.	In	reality,	the	definition	of	‘peoples’	makes	the	
current	right	to	self-determination	problematic	and	at	times	insufficient.	
	
In	 international	 law,	 a	 people	 is	 linked	 to	 a	 territory,	 which	 can	 either	 be	 an	 entire	
country,	 or	 part	 of	 one	 in	 the	 case	 of	 non-self-governing	 territories.	 In	 the	 political	
reality,	this	definition	gets	stretched	to	include	cases	such	as	Kosovo,	South	Sudan	and	
East	Timor.	What	all	cases	of	successful	external	self-determination	have	in	common	is	
that	a	majority	of	inhabitants	are	of	a	different	ethnic	or	religious	group	than	the	one	
that	is	dominant	in	the	original	state.		
	
This	type	of	majority	is	however	not	spoken	about	in	international	law.	Moving	people	
from	the	rest	of	a	country	into	a	territory	is	thus	a	legitimate	way	to	pervert	the	right	to	
self-determination.	This	phenomenon,	 though	differently	 expressed,	 can	be	observed	
around	the	world,	from	the	earlier	Russification	of	the	Baltics	to	migration	incentives	
for	Han	Chinese	 in	Xinjiang.	Self-determination	 is	 ill-equipped	to	deal	with	this	rot	at	
the	moral	root	of	the	principle,	and	this	paper	contributes	to	a	new	understanding	of	
the	 right.	 This	 new	 understanding	 builds	 upon	 the	 1975	 ICJ	 judgement	 on	Western	
Sahara	 and	 subsequent	 efforts	 to	 define	who	 the	 people	 of	 the	Western	 Sahara	 are.	
This	new	aspect	of	self-determination	would	lay	the	foundation	for	a	discussion	on	the	
balance	between	 the	 rights	of	 an	original	but	non-indigenous	people	of	 a	 region	and	
the	rights	of	relatively	new	arrivals.		
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Stepanova	Iryna	
	
Iryna	Stepanova	is	an	ICO	Research	Fellow	with	a	solid	background	in	law	and	work	
experience	in	the	public	sector,	the	private	sector	and	within	international	
organisations.	Her	research	has	been	mainly	in	the	fields	of	International	Human	
Rights	Law,	International	Public	and	Private	Law,	International	Criminal	Law,	
Transitional	Justice	and	Taxation.	Initially	specializing	in	tax	law,	she	has	broadened	
her	work	to	include	all	aspects	of	international	human	rights	law.	Her	research	covers	
socio-economic	rights	implementation	and	taxpayer	rights	protection.	The	research	
asserts	that	the	current	level	of	taxpayer	rights	realisation	requires	the	creation	of	an	
International	Taxpayer	Bill	of	Rights.	Thus,	the	study	involves	and	explores	the	right	to	
be	informed;	right	to	quality	service;	rights	to	pay	no	more	than	the	correct	amount	of	
tax;	right	to	be	heard	and	retain	representation;	right	to	appeal;	right	to	finality;	right	
to	privacy	and	confidentiality;	right	to	a	fair	and	just	tax	system.	The	research	interest	
also	includes	taxation	and	legality	of	cryptocurrencies;	design	of	policy	
recommendations	and	mandates	for	national	institutions	for	the	protection	of	taxpayer	
rights;	analysis	of	communities’	self-determination	through	self-accomplishment	for	
the	purpose	of	justice.		
	
The	 research	 focuses	 on	 socio-economic	 rights	 realisation	 through	 the	 political	
economy	 of	 taxation	 from	 international,	 regional	 and	 domestic	 legal	 perspectives,	
addressing	the	right	to	privacy	and	exchange	of	information,	right	to	property	and	non-
discrimination,	as	well	as	the	problem	of	double	taxation,	double	non-taxation	and	the	
right	to	a	fair	trial	on	tax	matters.	
Special	 attention	 is	 given	 to	 European	 Union	 law	 and	 its	 interface	 with	 Council	 of	
Europe	protection	and	monitoring	mechanisms.	According	 to	 the	 research,	European	
case	 law	 analysis	 indicates	 the	 necessity	 to	 introduce	 a	 legally	 binding	 European	
taxpayers’	 code	and	 to	adopt	a	new	protocol	 to	 the	European	Convention	on	Human	
Rights	(ECHR),	expanding	the	rights	protected	by	the	ECHR.	
Iryna	Stepanova’s	research	aims	to	provide	a	bridge	between	developing	practice	and	
existing	 knowledge,	 advocating	 to	 enhance	 taxpayer	 rights	 related	 discussion	 at	 the	
OECD	 and	 the	 Council	Mechanism	within	 the	 IBFD	 and	 to	 establish	 an	 International	
monitoring	mechanism	and	an	International	Tax	Court.	
	
	
Self-Determination	And	Taxpayers	
This	article	provides	a	descriptive	passage	of	the	main	tax	challenges,	highlighting	the	
most	 prominent	 solutions	 to	 the	 current	 tax	 policies	 developments,	 with	 an	 aim	 to	
bring	simultaneously	a	modicum	of	justice	to	taxpayers.	An	intrinsic	motivation	to	self-
determination	 in	 taxpayer	 behaviour,	 placing	 a	 taxpayer	 status	 as	 a	 basis	 to	 bring	
human	 rights	 to	 sustainable	 development	 goals,	 economic	 and	 fiscal	 policies,	
conclusively	challenges	the	states’	obligations	to	mobilise	resources.	Noteworthy	is	the	
understanding	of	self-determination	nature	 through	the	self-accomplishment	by	both	
taxpayers	and	governments	as	a	way	to	deliver	service-oriented	justice	and	avoid	any	
legal	or	political	 limbo	 in	 the	 future.	Therefore,	 this	 article	 represents	 a	part	of	both	
inclusive	 and	 exclusive	 legal	 positivism	 and	 provides	 important	 insights	 into	 the	
question	of	taxation	from	the	human	rights	perspective.	
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Summers	James		
	
Dr	James	Summers	 lectures	 in	 international	 law	at	Lancaster	University	and	 is	Director	of	
the	 Centre	 for	 International	 Law	 and	 Human	 Rights.	 He	 is	 the	 author	 of	 Peoples	 and	
International	Law	(Second	Edition)	(Nijhoff,	2014)	and	(co)	editor	of	Non-State	Actors	and	
International	Obligations	(Brill,	2018);	Contemporary	Challenges	to	the	Laws	of	War:	Essays	
in	 Honour	 of	 Peter	 Rowe	 (Cambridge	 University	 Press,	 2014);	 and	 Kosovo:	 A	 Precedent?	
Implications	for	Self-determination,	Minority	Rights	and	Statehood	(Nijhoff,	2011)	as	well	as	
many	articles	and	chapters	exploring	self-determination.	
	
Self-Determination	in	the	Human	Rights	Covenants	as	a	Claimable	Right	
	
This	paper	looks	at	the	potential	for	communications	over	self-determination	in	Article	
1	 of	 the	 International	 Covenant	 on	 Economic,	 Social	 and	 Cultural	 Rights	 (ICESCR)	
under	the	ICESCR	Optional	Protocol.	The	Human	Rights	Committee,	which	implements	
the	International	Covenant	on	Civil	and	Political	Rights,	notoriously	refused	to	consider	
Article	 1	 petitions	 under	 the	 ICCPR	Optional	 Protocol	 I.	 However,	 the	 Committee	 on	
Economic,	 Social	 and	Cultural	 Rights	 (CESCR)	 has	 indicated	 that	 it	might	 be	 open	 to	
communications	 limited	 to	 the	 economic,	 social	 and	 cultural	 aspects	 of	 self-
determination.	
	
Currently	 the	 CESCR	 has	 not	 yet	 considered	 a	 communication	 under	 the	 ICESCR	
Optional	Protocol	and	the	basis	for	it	to	admit	such	claims	and	their	potential	content	
remain	 undefined.	 Nonetheless,	 this	 paper	 will	 look	 at	 procedural	 aspects	 and	
substantive	 connections	 between	 economic,	 social	 and	 cultural	 rights	 and	 peoples’	
rights	in	Article	1.	
	
In	 terms	 of	 procedure,	 a	 significant	 issue	 is	 the	 nexus	 between	 a	 claim	 brought	 by	
individuals	 and	 the	 requirement	 that	 those	 individuals	 be	 a	 ‘victim’	 of	 a	 violation,	
which	in	the	case	of	Article	1	would	relate	to	peoples’	rights.	The	paper	will	look	at	the	
potential	for	representation	and	consent	in	this	process.	
	
Substantively,	it	will	explore	the	pivotal	role	that	protection	of	means	of	subsistence	in	
Article	 1(2)	 has	 played	 in	 linking	 economic,	 social	 and	 cultural	 rights	 with	 peoples’	
rights.	 In	 Inter-American	 and	 African	 jurisprudence	 physical	 and	 cultural	 survival,	
which	 equates	with	 ‘subsistence’	 has	 linked	peoples’	 rights	with	property	 rights	 and	
rights	 to	 life,	 food	 and	 health.	 Subsistence	 has	 played	 a	 similar	 role	 in	 concluding	
observations	by	the	CESCR	on	states’	reports.	These	have	often	focussed	on	indigenous	
peoples,	but	it	is	argued	that	Article	1	in	this	context	has	been	applied	more	broadly	to	
a	 wider	 range	 of	 vulnerable	 groups,	 including	 minorities,	 subsistence	 farmers	 and	
women.	This	enables	Article	1	to	address	a	broad	economic	and	social	context.	
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Turan	Numan;	İpekçi	Bediha	and	Yılmaz	Mehmet	Yalçın	
	

Numan	Turan	earned	his	Ph.D.	in	Counseling	Psychology	program	at	The	University	of	
Wisconsin-Madison.	He	is	currently	a	faculty	member	at	the	Psychological	Counseling	
and	 Guidance	 Department	 of	 Istanbul	 Medeniyet	 University.	 His	 current	 research	
interests	focus	on	minority	and	marginalized	groups,	including	psychotherapy	process	
and	 outcome	 studies	 in	 trauma	 diagnosis	 and	 treatment,	 ethnic	 identity	 functioning,	
applications	of	positive	psychology	principles	to	the	psychosocial	adaptation.				
	
Bediha	 is	 a	 third-year	 doctoral	 student	 in	 the	 Department	 of	 Counseling	 and	 School	
Psychology	 at	 UMass-Boston.	 She	 received	 her	 master’s	 degree	 in	 Professional	
Counseling	 from	 the	 University	 of	 Pennsylvania.	 Bediha	 is	 recently	 chosen	 to	
participate	 in	 the	 2018	 UMass-Boston-Transdisciplinary	 Dissertation	 Proposal	
Development	 Program	 to	 work	 on	 her	 mixed	 method	 project	 titled	 “Post-traumatic	
stress	 and	 resilience	 among	 Iraqi	 and	 Syrian	 refugees.	 Bediha	 currently	 works	 as	 a	
clinical	fellow	at	Massachusetts	General	Hospital-Chelsea	HealthCare	Center	where	she	
predominantly	works	with	refugees	and	asylum	seekers.	Her	clinical	interests	include	
ethno-political	trauma	experienced	by	refugees	and	immigrants.		
	
Mehmet	Yalçın	Yılmaz	earned	his	Ph.D.	 from	the	 Institute	of	Ataturk’s	Principles	and	
Reforms	 program	 of	 Istanbul	 University	 and	 is	 currently	 an	 associate	 professor	 of	
Research	 Institute	of	Turkology	of	 Istanbul	University.	His	 research	 interest	 includes	
the	Language	Policy,	 Cultural	Policies,	Turkish	Language	 and	Literature,	 and	Turkish	
for	Foreigners.		
	
Self-Determination	 and	 Psychosocial	 Adaptation	 in	 Refugees	 and	 Asylum	 Seekers	
According	to	 the	UN	Refugee	Agency	(2018),	as	of	2018	over	68	million	people	were	
forcibly	 displaced	 due	 to	 intrastate	 and	 interstate	 conflicts.	Majority	 of	 them	 endure	
significant	 pre-migration,	 peri-migration	 and	 post-migration	 hardships.	 Previous	
research	 thus	 has	 a	 growing	 consensus	 that	 displaced	 people	 have	 gone	 through	
potentially	 traumatic	 experiences,	 which	 in	 turn	 challenge	 their	 integrity	 in	 their	
personality.	 Consequently,	 large	 numbers	 of	 research	 focus	 on	 their	 mental	 health	
concerns,	whereas	 research	 focusing	on	 their	will	 to	normalize	 their	 life	 is	 scarce.	 In	
this	review,	we	highlight	their	effort	to	normalize	their	 life,	 their	strengths	 in	dealing	
with	 adverse	 migration	 and	 post-migration	 conditions,	 and	 how	 they	 sustain	 their	
wellbeing	 and	 integrity.	 To	 this	 end,	 self-determination	 theory	 (SDT:	 Ryan	 &	 Deci,	
2002),	which	 is	a	 theory	of	human	motivation,	development	and	wellbeing,	proposes	
that	autonomy,	relatedness	and	competence	are	basic	universal	needs	for	an	integrated	
personality	development	and	wellbeing.	The	present	study	includes	a	literature	review	
that	aims	 to	apply	self-determınation	 theory	 to	refugees’	adaptation	process,	 identify	
the	factors	that	potentially	hinder	or	facilitate	the	satisfaction	of	their	universal	needs	
(e.g.,	 societal	 reaction	 to	 refugees,	 mental	 health	 concerns),	 examine	 how	 refugees	
engage	 in	 a	 variety	 of	 behaviors	 to	 obtain	 more	 autonomy,	 competence	 and	
relatedness.	Lastly,	the	principles	of	self-determination	theory	are	used	to	highlight	the	
potential	 venues	 in	 refugees’	 post-migration	 adaptation	 and	 recovery,	 and	 the	
importance	 of	 public	 policy	 in	 the	 host	 countries	 for	 refugees’	 post-migration	
psychosocial	 adaptation.	 Directions	 for	 future	 research	 in	 the	 application	 of	 self-
determination	theory	to	refugee	work	are	discussed.			
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Ushkovska	Mare	
Dr.	 Mare	 Ushkovska	 received	 her	 PhD	 in	 International	 Law	 from	 Ss.	 Cyril	 and	
Methodius	 University	 in	 Skopje,	with	 a	 dissertation	 on	 the	 topic	 of	 the	 right	 to	 self-
determination	and	independence	movements	in	the	European	Union.	She	holds	an	MA	
in	Diplomacy	and	International	Relations	from	the	same	university,	as	well	as	an	MSc	
in	Public	Policy	from	University	College	London.	Her	research	interests,	among	others,	
include	 topics	 on	 power	 politics,	 self-determination,	 EU	 foreign	 policy,	 and	 public	
diplomacy.	She	is	a	foreign	language	aficionado	who	speaks	ten	languages	at	a	variable	
level	of	proficiency.	Ushkovska	is	a	member	of	Mensa	and	Chatham	House	-	The	Royal	
Institute	 of	 International	 Affairs,	 as	 well	 as	 an	 alumni	 of	 the	 Konrad	 Adenauer	
Foundation,	 the	 Robert	 Shuman	 Institute,	 and	 the	Mercator	 Foundation.	 Throughout	
her	 academic	 life	 she	 has	 received	 multiple	 scholarships.	 Ushkovska	 worked	 as	 a	
consultant	for	the	United	Nations	Development	Program	in	Skopje,	prior	to	which	she	
served	 as	 the	 commercial	 diplomat	 of	 the	 Republic	 of	Macedonia	 to	 Scotland.	 She	 is	
currently	participating	in	several	working	groups	of	the	COST	(European	Cooperation	
in	 Science	 and	 Technology)	 Action	 titled	 “EU	Foreign	 Policy	 Facing	 New	 Realities”.	
She’s	often	an	invited	speaker	to	international	forums	and	panel	discussions.	

The	European	Union	Integration	vs.	National	Self-Determination			

In	 the	age	of	globalisation	and	regional	 integration,	when	supra-nationalist	 identities	
are	 seemingly	 at	 growth,	 the	 time-old	 struggle	 for	 independent	 governance	 of	
individual	 ethno-linguistic	 groups	 is	 still	 present.	 Recent	 demands	 for	 secession	 in	
several	EU	member-states	bring	the	issue	of	self-determination	to	the	forefront	of	the	
debate	 for	 the	 future	 of	 the	 EU.	 This	 paper	 explores	 the	 EU’s	 attitudes	 toward	 the	
international	 right	 to	 self-determination	 in	 the	 context	 of	 the	 rising	 salience	 of	 the	
greater	 political	 union	 between	 member-states.	 The	 European	 project	 of	 an	 “ever	
closer	 union”	 lies	 directly	 opposite	 to	 the	 glorification	 of	 nationhood,	 with	 a	 focus	
placed	 on	 consensual	 decision-making	 rather	 than	 sovereignty.	 Some	 scholars	 have	
even	argued	self-determination	is	obsolete	in	a	reality	of	EU	integration.	This	research	
finds	that	recognition	of,	or	references	to,	the	right	to	self-determination	of	peoples	are	
absent	 from	EU	 law	sources.	 Instead,	official	EU	statements	 in	 the	United	Nations	on	
the	issue	indicate	that	the	EU	has	framed	their	view	on	the	right	to	self-determination	
to	signify	the	presence	of	a	representative	democracy	and	the	ability	to	enjoy	human	
rights	 within	 existing	 states.	 This	 implies	 secession	 campaigns	 in	 EU	 countries	 are	
deemed	unfounded.	The	Union	demonstrates	a	strong	preference	for	various	forms	of	
internal	 self-determination	 (extended	 autonomy	 of	 regions,	 minority	 rights,	 and	
language	rights)	as	an	approach	to	address	the	diversity	of	peoples	and	regions	within	
its	 borders.	 However,	 the	 EU	 has	 no	 legislative	 competences	 in	 these	 areas	 and	 the	
enactment	of	such	policies	is	solely	dependent	on	the	goodwill	of	individual	member-
states.	By	analysing	past	cases	of	recognition	by	the	EU	of	newly	independent	states	in	
the	wider	European	region,	this	paper	demonstrates	they	have	been	inconsistent	and	
arbitrary,	 dependent	 on	 the	 strategic	 interests	 of	 individual	 member-states,	 rather	
than	 clear	 normative	 criteria.	 Nevertheless,	 looking	 at	 how	 the	 EU	 has	 eventually	
recognised	 almost	 every	 independence	 claim	 emerging	 in	 Europe	 in	 recent	 decades,	
inviting	 many	 of	 them	 to	 join	 the	 EU,	 practice	 has	 shown	 that	 the	 EU	 does	 in	 fact	
recognise	outcomes	of	external	self-determination	movements	as	a	factual	situation,	if	
and	when	they	materialise	into	effective	independent	states.	
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Holmes	James	

Founder	and		Secretary	General	of	International	Communities	Organisation.	James	is	an	
investor	and	entrepreneur	and	has	established	and	developed	a	number	of	investment	
businesses	 since	 the	 late	 1990s	 with	 wide	 range	 of	 experience	 in	 developed	 and	
frontier	markets.	He	is	a	passionate	believer	in	impact	investing	and	education	for	all.	
He	has	built	companies	in	property,	education	and	financial	services,	and	led	the	first	
European	private	investment	in	Chinese	higher	education	helping	to	fund	a	campus	for	
over	10,000	students.	

	

Kalkandelen	Kübra	

Kübra	 Kalkandelen	 leads	 social	 impact	 projects	 of	 the	 ICO,	 and	 facilitates	 this	
conference	&	acts	as	panel	moderator.	Kübra	 is	also	 founder	of	Mind	 the	Life,	where	
she	 provides	management	 support	 and	 consultancy	 services	 to	 companies	 and	 third	
sector.	

	

O’Malley	Padraig	

Padraig	 O’Malley	 is	 the	 	the	 founding	 editor	 of	 the	 New	 England	 Journal	 of	 Public	
Policy.	 Padraig	 is	 also	 the	 founding	 director	 of	 GAME,	 and	 Forum	 for	 Cities	 in	
Transition,	 	 an	 author,	 editor,	 lecturer	 and	 social	 engineer.	 He	 is	 the	 John	 Joseph	
Moakley	 Distinguished	 Professor	 of	 Peace	 and	 Reconciliation	 at	 the	 University	 of	
Massachusetts,	 Boston’s	 John	 W.	 McCormack	 Graduate	 School	 of	 Policy	 and	 Global	
Studies.	 O’Malley	 is	 an	 Irish	 citizen	 but	 resides	 in	 Boston	 Massachusetts.	 Professor	
O’Malley	has	earned	a	global	 reputation	 for	breaking	deadlocks	by	bringing	 together	
mortal	enemies	to	sit	down	and	discuss	their	religious,	racial,	and	political	differences.	
In	September	2010,	he	 led	an	 intercessional	 symposium	on	 the	Arm	Trade	Treaty	 to	
spark	 momentum	 and	 to	 provide	 the	 space	 for	 a	 serious	 round	 of	 talks	 on	 specific	
elements	 of	 the	 treaty	 process	 that	 was	 co-sponsored	 by	 the	 Moakley	 Chair	 –	 the	
Australian	Department	of	Foreign	Affairs	and	Trade,	the	Austrian	Federal	Ministry	for	
European	and	International	Affairs,	and	the	Luxembourg	Ministry	of	Foreign	Affairs.	In	
2016,	 O’Malley	 launched	 the	 Global	 Association	 for	 the	 Marginalized	 &	 Equality	
(GAME),	a	forum	for	marginalized	young	Muslims	in	the	EU	and	the	Balkans.	O’Malley	
is	 the	 subject	 of	 a	 documentary	 by	 James	 Demo,	 The	 Peacemaker	 –	 a	 film	 about	
O'Malley's	30+	years	of	work	at	the	vanguard	of	peacemaking.	
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	 	 For	general	enquiries	please	contact	ICO	Project	Team.	
	
	
	

																					info@internationalcommunities.org		
	

	
																						
	
																				www.internationalcommunities.org	
	
	
	
 

 
Please let us know if you have any food allergies, special dietary requests 
or restrictions so we can accommodate your needs at the Conference.  

 
 

ICO will be taking photos at the conference and filming the panel 
discussions. We are planning to release the conference online on ICO 
Facebook page and then at ICO YouTube channel. If you would prefer not 
to be photographed or filmed, please speak one of our team members. 
	
	

	 	 For	Social	Media	Posts	
	

	

																	#rethinkingselfdetermination2019	
																	#ICOlondon	

	

	

					@internationalcommunitiesorg	
	

			@ICOcommunities	
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Directions	
	
	
The	room	is	located	at	10	St	James’s	Square,	London	SW1Y	4LE	–	see	map	below,	and	
find	the	address	on	Google	Maps	via	this	link.	
	
	

	
	
	
	
Directions	from	within	London	
	
By	Underground	
The	nearest	London	Underground	Stations	are	Piccadilly	Circus	(three	minutes’	walk)	
and	Green	Park	(five	minutes’	walk).	Use	the	Transport	for	London	website	and	
Google	Maps	to	plan	your	journey.	
	
By	Bus	
Use	Google	Maps	to	plan	your	journey	to	nearby	bus	stops	at	Regent	Street/Piccadilly.	
	
By	Train	
Charing	Cross	station	is	a	10	minute	walk	from	the	address.	Waterloo	is	15	minutes	
by	London	Underground.	
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Directions	from	London	Airports	and	St	Pancras	International	
	
From	Heathrow	Airport	
	
Option	One:	London	Underground.	Follow	signs	in	the	arrival	hall	to	the	underground.	
Take	the	
Piccadilly	line	and	alight	at	Piccadilly	Circus.	
	
Option	Two:	Heathrow	Express	Train.	Departs	every	five	minutes,	arrives	Paddington	
Station.	 Continuing	 your	 journey	 by	 underground	 to	 the	 address.	 Take	 the	 Bakerloo	
line	from	Paddington	Station	and	alight	at	Piccadilly	Circus.	Exit	Piccadilly	(SouthSide)	
and	continue	along	Piccadilly,	after	40m	turn	left	on	to	Church	Place.	Continue	to	the	
end	of	Church	Street,	turn	right	on	to	Jermyn	Street	and	soon	after	turn	left	on	to	Duke	
of	York	Street.	Turn	right	on	to	St	James’s	Square.	It		is	the	first	blue	door	on	the	right.	
	
Go	 to	 http://www.heathrow.com/transport-and-directions/getting-to-central-london	
for	further	details.	
	
From	Gatwick	Airport	
	
Take	the	Gatwick	Express	train.	Departs	every	15	minutes,	arrives	Victoria	station.	
Continuing	your	journey	by	London	Underground	to	the	address.	From	Victoria	station,	
take	the	Victoria	line	to	Green	Park.	Exit:	Green	Park	(Piccadilly	Exit	Southside),	walk	
along	 Piccadilly,	 turn	 right	 on	 to	 St	 James’s	 Street.	 Turn	 left	 onto	 Jermyn	 Street	 and	
continue	for	200m,	then	turn	right	onto	Duke	of	York	Street.	Turn	right	on	to	St	James’s	
Square.	It	is	the	first	blue	door	on	the	right.	
	
Go	 to	 http://www.gatwickairport.com/to-and-from/gatwick-to-london/	 for	 further	
details.	
	

	
From	Stansted	Airport	
	
Take	 the	 Stansted	 Express	 train.	 Departs	 every	 15	minutes,	 arrives	 Liverpool	 Street	
station.	
Continuing	your	journey	by	London	Underground	to	the	address.	
Take	 the	 Central	 line	 to	 Holborn	 and	 change	 to	 the	 Piccadilly	 line	 and	 alight	 at	
Piccadilly	Circus.	Exit:	Piccadilly	(South	Side);	continue	along	Piccadilly	and	after	40m	
turn	 left	 on	 to	 Church	 Place.	 Continue	 to	 the	 end	 of	 Church	 Street,	 turn	 right	 on	 to	
Jermyn	Street	and	soon	after	turn	left	on	to	Duke	of	York	Street.	Finally,	turn	right	on	to	
St	James’s	Square.	It	is	the	first	blue	door	on	the	right.	
	
Go	 to	 http://www.stanstedairport.com/to-and-from-the-airport/stansted-to-london/	
for	further	details.	
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From	Luton	Airport	
	
Take	the	shuttle	bus	from	outside	the	terminal	building	to	Luton	Airport	Parkway	train	
station	 for	 the	 Thameslink	 train	 to	 King’s	 Cross	 station.	 Continuing	 your	 journey	 by	
Underground	 to	 the	 address.	 Alight	 from	 Thameslink	 at	 King’s	 Cross	 and	 take	 the	
Piccadilly	 line	 to	 Piccadilly	 Circus.	 Exit:	 Piccadilly	 (South	 side);	 continue	 along	
Piccadilly	 and	after	40m	 turn	 left	 on	 to	Church	Place.	Continue	 to	 the	end	of	Church	
Street,	turn	right	on	to	Jermyn	Street	and	soon	after	turn	left	on	to	Duke	of	York	Street.	
Finally,	turn	right	on	to	St	James’s	Square.	It	is	the	first	blue	door	on	the	right.	
	
Go	to	http://www.london-luton.co.uk/to-and-from-lla	for	further	details.	
	
From	London	City	Airport	
	
Take	 the	 Docklands	 Light	 Railway	 (DLR)	 to	 Canning	 Town	 Station.	 From	 Canning	
Town,	 take	 the	 Jubilee	 line	 to	 Green	 Park	 station.	 Exit:	 Green	 Park	 (Piccadilly	 Exit	
Southside),	 walk	 along	 Piccadilly,	 turn	 right	 on	 to	 St	 James’s	 Street.	 Turn	 left	 onto	
Jermyn	Street	and	continue	for	200m,	then	turn	right	onto	Duke	of	York	Street.	Turn	
right	on	to	St	James’s	Square.	It	is	the	first	blue	door	on	the	right.	
	
	
Go	 to	 http://www.londoncityairport.com/VisitingTheAirport/page/PublicTransport	
for	further	details.		
	
From	St.	Pancras	International	(Eurostar)		
	
Take	 the	 Piccadilly	 Line	 from	 King’s	 Cross	 underground	 station	 to	 Piccadilly	 Circus.	
Exit:	 Piccadilly	 (South	 side);	 continue	 along	 Piccadilly	 and	 after	 40m	 turn	 left	 on	 to	
Church	Place.	Continue	to	the	end	of	Church	Street,	turn	right	on	to	Jermyn	Street	and	
soon	after	turn	left	on	to	Duke	of	York	Street.	Finally,	turn	right	on	to	St	James’s	Square.	
It	is	the	first	blue	door	on	the	right.	
	
	

	
	


