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ABSTRACT 
This paper examines global climate change and the level of actual and potential 
responses by international and Regional legal bodies. Important questions about 
legal achievements on looming global climate crises will be broadly discussed. 
What is the possibility of these legal bodies and institutions to deal efficiently 
with these crises? What are the effects of the crises caused by climate change on 
legal institutions? The capacity and ability of the various existing agreements 
and laws to manage climate, change. These are international agreements such 
as the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and its Kyoto 
protocol, and the 2012 Doha Post Kyoto Agreement, European Union and African 
Union treaties and negotiations on climate change. This inquiry will also look at 
the roles of changing scientific and economic understanding on evolving legal 
responses. The necessity or otherwise of a binding agreements on nations will 
also be discussed. Can existing legal and political institutions deal with a 
problem as complex, long-term and uncertain as climate change? It is 
recommended that United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 
(UNFCCC) is to come up with legally binding agreements on countries rather than 
treaties. Bold visionary action and legislation from law making bodies, 
parliaments, congress and National Assemblies of different countries that will 
curb carbon emissions and make polluters pay for global warming on gases they 
produce, will mobilize billions of dollars for investment and help address the 
global energy, economic and global crises since the world has no more time to 
lose. 

Keywords: Climate change, Greenhouse gases (GHS), Legal response, 
Kyoto-Protocol and Legal Framework and United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate change. 

INTRODUCTION 

Climate change is happening!  Climate change arguably represents the greatest 
threat to the environmental, political and legal stability of nations both 
internationally and regionally. 

There is an overwhelming consensus among the world’s leading climate 
scientists that global warming is being caused by mainly by carbon dioxide 
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(CO2) and other greenhouse gases, emitted combustion of fossil fuels and 
deforestation. 

Within a remarkably short time span, climate change has become a threat the 
human existence and has become deeply embedded in important areas of the 
law. Scientific consensus further exists that climate change is anthropogenic 
ally forced, with effects on ecological systems and human health is already in 
evidence. Systemic effects include increasingly intense and more frequent 
natural diseases such as tropical storms, floods heat waves, droughts and 
wildfires resulting in injury, disease and mass dislocations to unsanitary 
shelters. 

Climate change creates fertile conditions for and alters the geographic range of 
disease vectors and carriers such as mosquitoes, ticks and rodents bringing 
them into greater contacts with human population naïve to the diseases they 
carried. 

Climate change will also have effect on rainfall palters which will put pressure 
on water resources in many regions which will in turn affect both drinking 
water supplies and irrigation. Increases in the amount of precipation are very 
likely in high altitudes and these tropics whereas decreases are likely in most 
sub-tropical regions. Warm seasons will become dryer in the interior of most 
mid-latitude continents, increasing the frequency of droughts and land 
degradation. This will be particularly serious for areas where land degradation, 
desertification and droughts are already severe. Developing will suffer 
particularly, and tropical diseases will extend their geographical range. 

The effect of climate change in the world differs. In a place like America, a 
question is been asked “was Hurricane the result of global Warming? Many 
scientists are reluctant to directly attribute this and other recent super storms 
to global warming. However, it is very likely that effects from climate change 
are influencing the severity of the storms. 

In places like Africa, and the Maldives global warming is highly felt. Apart from 
the fact that they are developing nations, and they do not have enough 
resources to curb global warming they are suffering the effects most. 

Global warming also ahs adverse effects on the economy of the world. In trying 
to contain climate change, the global community will have to compromise 
economic growth for a period of time, because in the long run, if nothing is 
done to stop these threats; the world economy will gradually come to a halt. 

Climate change is a cross-cutting issue and a global challenge that calls for 
collective legal actions at the national, regional and international plane. 

Both Developing and Developed nations are trying endlessly to combat climate 
change by setting up legal and inter-ministerial climate change coordinating 
committees. This has resulted in arrangements that have contributed to the 
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dissemination of climate change to development planning, economic, financial 
and institutional sectors. 

Countries also come up with strong legislations that caps carbon emissions 
and make polluters pay for the Greenhouse gases (GHG) they produce. This 
mitigates the effects of climate change in the long run. 

Regional organizations like the African Union (AU), Central Asia (CA) and 
European Union (EU) have been working tirelessly to combat and mitigate the 
effects of climate change. 

Above all, climate change is a global issue that requires international legal 
responses. International law has become the arena for protecting the Global 
Environment. Since the 1970’s, literally hundreds of international treaties, 
protocols, conventions have been enacted to deal with such problems as global 
warming, biodiversity loss and toxic pollution proponents of the legal approach 
to environmental protection have already achieved significant successes in 
such areas as saving endangered species, reducing pollution and cleaning up 
the whole regions. 

International law imposes legal obligations on states to act to prevent climate 
change and to address its adverse effects. These obligations are clearly stated 
in the United Nations Framework Convention n Climate Change (UNFCCC), the 
Kyoto protocol and post Kyoto negotiations. The obligations can also be derived 
from international human Rights law and the no-harm rule contained in 
customary international law. 

From the foregoing, it has come to the awareness of all nations that the 
environment is a “World heritage”, and as such the responsibility of protecting 
it lies in everybody’s hands. 

STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 
The daily reminders by the scientific community of the impending dangers 
posed by climate change and its impacts are now unfolding much faster than 
previously modeled. The current and future scale of climate change implies 
serious loss and damage especially to the lives and livelihoods of those who are 
poor, most vulnerable and least to blame! Thus, this paper examines a broad-
sweeping look at international, regional and intergovernmental legal responses 
to combat and mitigate climate change, and the efficiency of the law to mitigate 
climate change and its consequences. The effectiveness of legal responses at all 
levels is also thoroughly discussed. 
 
OBJECTIVE OF PAPER 
The main objective this paper is to discuss the urgent necessity for binding 
legal instruments and framework as a compulsory response to climate change 
at all levels of civilization, that is international, regional and national plaints.  
Furthermore, this paper explores a possibility of this legal framework as a long 
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term solution to the effect of climate change on the global public. It also seeks 
to explore the mitigating effect of international legal responses to climate 
change. 
 
METHODOLOGY 
The paper is descriptive in nature. Data are obtained from secondary sources 
such as Academic articles and Journals, Textbooks, Internet Journals, 
Textbooks, Internet Materials and Newspaper publications. As a qualitative 
paper, the analysis was descriptive.   
 
LITERATURE REVIEW 
Paradigm of Climate change Regime  

There are formal and informal discussions and negotiations at UNFCCC on the 
effectiveness of the legality of the Kyoto protocol. 

While the formal process remains at the level of exchanges of views, testing of 
the waters, and staking of initial positions, the informal discussions in the 
academic literature and in invents organized by NGOs has been much more 
open for the obvious reason that the venue is non-binding. In view of these, two 
conceptual approaches emerged which can be labeled as “bottom up” and “top 
down”. 

A) Bottom-up Approach   

Climate change and the advocates of the Bottom up approach see the Top-
down approach as rigid in the target of reducing GHG emissions. For the 
purposes of GHG emissions, the UNFCCC divides the world into Annex 1 
countries and developing countries, locally binding only Annex 1 countries to 
reducing their GHG emissions by a certain deadline. Why so? Because seen 
rich countries have been the major polluter, they are responsible for most of 
the GHG emissions and have the financial means and technological capability 
to tackle climate change. The bottom-up approach is characterized by the 
fundamental belief that as a community of nations we are reaching the limit of 
what can achieved in a unified way. 

However, instead of asking only Annex 1 countries to reduce GHG emissions, it 
has been argued that a more effective (and presumably fairer) way to tackle 
climate change today is by bringing on board the major GHG emitters, 
irrespective of their Gross Domestic Product (GPD), and ask them to reduce 
their GHG emissions in an equitable manner without ignoring the historic 
responsibilities on the part of the developed countries. 

Furthermore, the advocates of this approach emphasize the fact that the 
UNFCCC has particularly complicated features that differentiate it from other 
multilateral environmental agreement. 
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The Kyoto protocol’s stipulation that only Annex 1 countries reduce their GHG 
emissions does not reflect today’s or tomorrow’s climate change reality. It is not 
enough to ask only Annex 1 countries to reduce their GHG emission if the aim 
is to solve the climate change issue. This is an example of regulation of GHG 
emissions reduction, something that many developing countries fear. 
Developing countries will also be the major victims of the consequences of 
climate change, especially countries near the equator. 

One of the major existing examples of this type of agreement is the Asia – 
Pacific partnership on clean Development and Climate, announced in 2005 and 
launched in January 2006. The AP6 is an international non-treaty agreement 
lead by the United States, Australia, India, Japan, the people’s Republic of 
China and South Korea.  

The strengths of such an approach center on the reduced number of parties 
that would have to come to an agreement. However, it is clear that such an 
approach has no explicit environmental goal or target against which progress 
can measure. Sub global agreements are a good tool to implement coordinated 
national policies, but they are less suitable instruments to agree on 
international commitments, which by definition reduce national sovereignty. 

 

2) Top-Down Approach 

In contrast to the bottom-up approach, the top-down approach focuses on 
attaining a global agreement on a common target (the metric could be 
maximum temperature change, emission level, or per capita emissions, etc) to 
which all countries would contribute, albeit in a differentiated manner and in 
sequential timing. This approach is the one exemplified by the Kyoto Protocol, 
establishes quantified emission reduction targets for each of the participating 
Annex 1 countries, together with market mechanisms that allow non – Annex 1 
countries to participate voluntarily, thus lowering the cost of the global 
abatement. 

Under this approach, it is recommended that countries with the highest 
current GHG emission levels (and therefore mitigation potentially undertake 
the largest share of emission reductions as early as possible, first as a 
voluntary pledge and then on a legally binding basis with the necessary 
incentives. Lower emitting countries would be brought into the system once 
they reach previously agreed graduation thresholds. These countries include 
the least developed countries and many small island states. 

The strength of the top-down approach is that, it is more likely to reach long-
term environmental goals and has a clear measurement system by which 
progress toward those goals can be measured. 

Select Regional Legal Instruments 
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The geopolitical changes posed by climate change and increased energy require 
not only international legal instruments but also regional legal responses. 

This paper also explores the achievements of Regional legislative Acts to 
combat climate change. 

Africa Union 
At the 17th session of the conference of the parties to the UN convention on 
climate change (COP-17) in Durban, the UNFCCC Executive Secretary, 
Christiana figures, said that obviously, Africa is one of the region’s most 
affected by climate change’. The convention helped focus attention as never 
before on the actual and potential impact of climate change on the African 
continent. 
 
President Jacob Zuma had said much the same at the prior G20 summit in 
Cannes when urging developed nations to finance the Green Climate Fund: 
‘Africa is the hardest hit by climate change’, whether through sea-level rise, 
severe floods and droughts or current poverty levels. Speaking for the least 
developed countries, Gambia’s Minister of Forestry and Environment, Jato 
Sillah said.  “We did not cause climate change. We are being left alone to face 
its impacts”. The African Development Bank President, Donald Kaberuka, said 
that ‘the greatest calamities facing humanity this century are global poverty 
and climate change. It is pertinent therefore that we are meeting in Africa’. 
 

The African Union (AU) is a regional organization that aims at maintaining 
peace and security in the continent. African countries have differing and 
sometimes conflicting interests and needs. This has influenced the pace of 
progress on the agenda in the continent. While all African states joined the 
major international treaties, including the 1992 climate change convention, a 
continent – wide climate change regime was introduced only relatively recently, 
in 2007. The original UNFCCC made no specific mention of Africa her interests 
were promoted through other negotiating groups – but it called for states 
vulnerable to climate change to be assisted. 

In its declaration on climate change and development in Africa adopted in 
January 2007, member states of the AU acknowledged African’s vulnerability 
to climate change and that ‘climate change could endanger the future well 
being of population, ecosystems and socio-economic progress of Africa’.  

Although the African Union (AU) and its predecessor, the Organization of 
African Unity (OAU) paid attention to environmental challenges, including 
desertification, and while many African leaders were aware of the continents 
vulnerability to climate change, the AU’s Declaration on climate change and 
Development in Africa adopted at its summit in January 2007 was the first 
common view by heads of state on the Climate change issue taken broadly. 
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The declaration called for member states to ratify Kyoto, participate in the 
UNFCCC, build capacity and invest in data collection and early warning 
systems, integrate adaptation strategies into country policies, raise awareness, 
strengthen cooperation between national meteorological centers, and regional 
economic communities (RECs), strengthen research, especially in renewable, 
forestry and agriculture to increase resilience; transfer technologies; put 
pressure on developed countries on the “polluter pays” principle seeking deeper 
greenhouse gas emission cuts and a more effective Global Environment 
Facility; and it tasked the AU commission to follow up with the African 
Ministerial Conference on the Environment (AMCEN), the United Nations 
Economic Commission for Africa (UNECA) and the African Development Bank 
(ADB). 

The AU’s environmental regime is applied within the continent and implanted 
by various AU agencies.  

The powers of the Peace and Security Council include the support and 
facilitation of humanitarian action in the event of major natural disaster. Since 
its inception, the AU has been predominantly pre-occupied with the effects of 
desertification on the continent and the effective implementation of the United 
Nations (UN) convention to combat Desertification. It is now a common 
knowledge that climate change is one of the main drivers of desertification. 

Adopted as an official AU program, the new partnership for Africa’s 
Development (NEPAD) Base Document was one of the first AU statements on 
the role of the environment.           

The draft on the AU decision on the African process for combating climate 
change states that,  

“The Assembly” 

“Notes the outcome of the special session on climate change of the African 
Ministerial conference on the Environment held in Nairobi from 25th to 29th of 
May, 2009, at which participants adopted a declaration on the African process 
for combating Climate change…..?” 

The African Union, the United Nations Economic Commission for Africa 
(UNECA), and the Global Climate observing systems have already taken steps 
to enact strategies for adapting to the effects of climate change by bunching a 
plan action “ClimDev Africa”, which aims to mainstream climate information 
into political decision-making process. 

African Governments are obviously distracted at home by democratic 
challenges to their economic austerity programs which means they need the 
support of developed nations to efficiently and legally respond to this global 
menace – climate change. A current positive step towards this is the meeting by 
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AUC and IPCC on 2nd of July, 2013 in Addis-Ababa, to discuss policies, 
developments and prospects in the context of climate change in Africa.  

At the same time, the AU must ensure that African Governments have access 
to adequate climate data to help them anticipate and rapidly respond to 
climate-related disasters. 

European Union 

The EU is an organization of European countries dedicated to increasing 
economic integration and strengthening unity and cooperation among its 
members. 

The fight against climate change is a priority for the European Commission as 
it is for EU member states. Combating climate change is the first of the 6th 
Environmental Action program’s four priority areas and one of the main 
commitments made under the EU sustainable Development strategy. The need 
to reduce emissions has been progressively integrated into key EU policy areas 
such as agriculture, regional policy and research. 

Tackling climate change both internally and internationally has been an 
important issue. 

The EU enacted different Acts on Renewable energy new emissions trading 
Scheme (EIS), non ETS emissions reduction, passenger car’s emission 
standard, bio-fuels standards and geologic storage of carbon-dioxide. These 
legislations contain mitigation and adaptation measures. 

Central to the commission’s action to ensure the EU members states meet their 
Kyoto targets is the European climate change program (ECCP), launched in 
2000. The ECCP work includes reviewing the EU Emissions Trading Scheme 
with a view to its revision from 2013 and the development of a legislative 
framework for the environmentally safe use of carbon capture and geological 
storage technology. 

The top-down approach of the post 2012 regime is currently being spearheaded 
by the European Union. The EU proposed a global agreement under which 
industrialized countries would cut their emissions. 

In January 2013, the EU started to implement the primary legal measures of 
its 2020 climate – energy package. In the absence of a post-Kyoto multilateral 
order, the EU has committed itself to reducing emissions by at least 20% by 
2020. As a complementary policy, action on energy has emerged as a crucial 
strategy, not only to abate emissions, but to limit the EU’s energy dependency 
and economic vulnerability. However, the new Treaty provision on energy 
introduced under the Lisbon Treaty, has proved to be insufficient to ensure 
common, effective action at both the internal and external levels. 
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The EU is in discussion to introduce a 2030 climate framework by 2014 the 
framework is intended to provide a long-term perspective on how the EU will 
move ahead from its 2020 targets to continue the trajectory toward a low-
carbon economy in the period until 2030. 

Current global Legal Framework 

Climate change issues are cross-sectional and thus, a broad range of 
international conventions become relevant with regard to climate change. 
Emissions of greenhouse gases have a global impact, unlike some other forms 
of pollution. Whether they are emitted in Asia, Africa, Europe or the Americas, 
they rapidly disperse evenly across the globe. This is one reason why efforts to 
address climate change have been through international collaborations, 
treaties and agreements.  

The most relevant international agreements relating to climate change are 

1) United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD)  
2) United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification (UNCCD) 
3) United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). 

The principal forum for international climate change action has been the 
United Nations. In 1988, the World Meteorological Organization (UMO) and the 
United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) set up the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), an expert body that would assess scientific 
information on climate change. As a reaction to the concerns raised in the 
IPCC’s First Assessment Report, the UN General Assembly established the 
Intergovernmental negotiating Committee for a Framework convention on 
climate change. 

The UNFCCC was adopted in May 1992 and entered into force in 1994. The 
conversion includes the commitment to stabilize greenhouse gas emissions at 
1990 levels by 2000. 

The first convention of the parties to the UNFCC (COPI) was held in 1995. 
Negotiations at this and two subsequent COPs led to agreement on the Kyoto 
protocol which was adopted in Kyoto, Japan, on 11 December, 1997. The 
detailed rules for the implementation of the protocol were adopted at COP7 in 
Marrakesh Morocco, in 2001, and are referred to as “Marrakesh Accords”. 

In order for the Kyoto protocol to enter into force and become legally binding, it 
had to be ratified by at least 55 countries and for those ratifying countries to 
include Annex 1 (developed) countries to represent at least 55% of the total 
emissions from those annex 1 country in 1990.  

In 2001, the US Government (which had earlier signed the protocol) announced 
that it would not ratify the protocol. As the USA emits more than a quarter of 
all greenhouse gas emissions from developed countries, this put the ratification 
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of the protocol in jeopardy. Australia also declared that it would not ratify, 
though it would pursue emission reductions as agreed. 

Eventually, entry into force depended on Russia, another large greenhouse gas 
emitter. After some delay, Russia notified the United Nations of its decision to 
ratify the protocol in November 2004 and 90 days later, on February 19, 2005, 
the protocol finally came into force. Australia subsequently ratified the protocol 
in December, 2007. 

There are 195 parties to the UNFCCC and 192 parties to the Kyoto protocol, 
many of which are in favor of the continuation of the Kyoto protocol for logical 
reasons. 

In 2008 and 20909 the number of meetings under the UNFCCC increased as 
parties worked towards a target of agreeing on a legally binding for after the 
first Kyoto protocol commitment period. However, progress was slower than 
hoped. The COP 15/CMP 5 meeting in Copenhagen in December was intended 
to lead to result in a high-level political agreement, with a more detailed 
agreement to follow, however an agreement of all parties was not reached. 

The Copenhagen Accord, drawn up in the last days of the conference, included 
non-binding declarations of emission reduction policies and commitments from 
individual governments, but not international agreement. 

The COP 15/CMP 5 meeting at Copenhagen had attracted tens of thousands of 
delegates and had been promoted by some as the last chance to reach an 
agreement in time to succeed the first commitment period of the Kyoto 
protocol. In addition, controversy over leaked e-mails from the influential 
University of East Anglia’s Climate Research Unit had called some to question 
the case for action on climate change. 

The COP 16/CMP 6 meeting in Cancun in December, 2010 made little 
progress, but was seen as a success in that it managed to re-establish the 
negotiation process. However, both European and US climate change 
negotiators had dismissed the possibility that the COP 17/CMP 7 meeting 
which took place in Durban in 2011 would result in a new binding agreement. 

Things seem to be progressing adequately since Durban. There are concessions 
in the international community that temperature should not increase beyond 2 
degrees Celsius on average. While the Durban platform text contains a number 
of ambiguities, it has moved the process enough towards a new, comprehensive 
and legally binding to have secured the agreement of European Union (EU) to 
enter into a second commitment period under the Kyoto protocol. Durban 
represents the turning of a corner for the climate regime, in that it directs the 
negotiators towards a binding legally agreement (and/or one with legal force) 
that is applicable to the mitigation efforts of all parties.  
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Doha amendment to the Kyoto protocol 

In Doha, Qatar, on 8 December 2012, the “Doha Amendment to the Kyoto 
protocol was adopted just before the conference, New Zealand announced it to 
take part in the Kyoto protocol as announced by the country’s climate Minister, 
Tim Groser. 

It is almost a ritual now for UN climate change negotiations to reach the brink 
of collapse before a nail-biting, past-the-deadline compromise is achieved. But 
the tortuous conclusion to the talks in Doha, Qatar, only sets the stage for a 
much bigger drama two years hence, in 2015, when a new comprehensive 
agreement must be reached. 

The Doha deal creates a bridge from the old climate regime to a new one, but 
leaves its future shape and ambition still to be determined. 

By securing the continuation of the Kyoto protocol for a further eight years, it 
preserves the viral framework of international law, and retains hard-won rules 
on accounting for omissions and trading between countries. But at the same 
time, the Doha deal confirms that in 2020 Kyoto will be wound up. It will be 
replaced by a single legal agreement that ends the outdated binary distinction 
between “developed” and “developing” countries and requires all to make 
commitments commensurate with their level of development.           

Doha reaffirms that such an agreement must aim to achieve the UN goal of 
limiting global warming to 2oC. The deal creates a new mechanism to 
compensate the country’s worst hit by climate charge for the loss and damage 
it causes. A single negotiations platform has been established to achieve the 
new agreement, with a deadline for completion of 2015. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 The conclusion of an effective, improved and comprehensive global climate 
change agreement should be priority. This paper explores the rich and complex 
diversity of international, regional, national, sub-national legal responses to 
climate change. 

As a global challenge that calls for collective action, climate change has elicited 
regional, national and local levels. 

The truth is, the Kyoto protocol and the Amendment or Extension has 
established a broad-based international mechanism that provides a starting for 
efficient legal responses from regional national and transnational legislations. 
The Kyoto protocol is also seen as an important first step towards a truly global 
emission regime that will stabilize GHG emissions, and can provide 
architecture for the future international agreement on climate change. 
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Regional organizations like the AU, EU, Asia pacific partnership, and the G8 
have strongly responded legally to combat climate change. National 
Governments especially the developed countries promote synergies at the 
national level between the UNFCCC and its Kyoto protocol and the convention 
on Biological Diversity, when implement climate change activities and their 
relation to the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity. 

Importantly, all Regional, national and transnational legal responses to climate 
change must cooperate with the United Nations UNFCC and its Kyoto protocol 
to combat climate change and implement lasting environmental solutions 
collectively. Thanks to the Doha meeting in 2012 that stressed on “legal force” 
and “implementation”. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Bold visionary action and legislation from law making bodies, parliaments, 
congress and National Assemblies different countries to be legislated so as to 
curb carbon emissions and make polluters pay for global warming on gases 
they produce, will mobilize billions of dollars for investment and help address 
the global energy economic and global crises since the world has no more time 
to lose. 

Legislations that will reduce global Deforestation are very important. This will 
reduce global deforestation rates by 50% over next century and will save an 
average of about half a billion metric tons of carbon every year, enough to 
account for as much as 12% of the total deductions needed to meet the IPCC 
target of 450 parts per million of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere by the year 
2100. Furthermore, reducing deforestation as a means to cut emissions may be 
among the least expensive mitigation options available. 

National Governments should also impose standards and industry – specific 
regulations to ban products that cost large amount of emissions, where good 
alternatives are really available. A good example is incandescent light bulbs 
and gases used for cleaning and for Air conditioners and refrigerators. 

Regionally and nationally, legislations relating to the environment should 
include mechanisms of reducing global warming. For instance, in the United 
States of America (USA), there are some widely known environmental laws such 
as clean Air Act, clean Water Act and the National Environmental policy Act 
which are used to regulate the polluting activities of private enterprises.  

Internationally, the UNFCCC and should include long term infrastructure 
changes and legislation such as energy, transport and building, which are 
needed to bring sustainable reductions in GHG emissions. Furthermore, given 
the public good character of global atmosphere and the inherent free-riding 
incentives, GHG reduction cannot be achieved without international 
cooperation that is codified in a long-term international policy agreement. For 
instance, under the EU, the UK has been the 1st country to introduce a long-
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term legally binding framework nationally to tackle the danger of climate 
change, through climate change act. This paper recommends that the United 
Nations should introduce a long-term legally binding framework, 
internationally, to tackle climate change binding on all nations with strict 
compliance action plan”. 

Climate change needs to become again a moral crusade. The debate around a 
legally binding framework needs to be driven from all parts of the world, giving 
proper expression to the demand for equity and “climate justice”.  

While work must continue on building a stronger international regime, the 
global public must continue to “ACT” until the 2013 UNFCC 19th yearly session 
and the 9th session of the CMP will be held in Warsaw, Poland from 11 to 22 
November, 2013. Let us hope that a landmark legal agreement will be achieved!  
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