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Marzia Briel Barreiro - “Open Research in Developing Countries: The risk of 
commercialisation of open data for economic benefit.” 
 
The Open Research market has  been  defined  as an economic  system  that  enables  
the immediate dissemination of original peer-reviewed outputs, at no charge to users, 
with minimal restriction on re-use. This market is established by mandating 
researchers through funding agreements to relinquish their intellectual  property  rights 
because publicly funded research should be  publicly  available. Unfunded researchers 
are convinced by ‘moral nudging’ to do the same to promote fair, equal, diverse and 
inclusive research, with the promise of higher impact. The UNESCO Open Science 
Recommendation requires that actors in Open Research need to prevent the  unfair  
inequitable  extraction  of  profit  from  publicly  funded research. Academic inequity in 
developing countries has  resulted  in  grossly underfunded higher  education research, 
which then excludes research  and academic institutions  from  knowledge participation 
and contribution. These exclusions are particularly inequitable when a foreign research 
body extracts open data and findings from   developing   countries for   their   own 
economic   benefit. Without   equitable   funding   and infrastructure  to participate 
equally in research, developing  countries  will  not benefit  from Open Research. 
Regulation of the Open Research Market could ensure that exploitation of valuable 
research outputs is prohibited and sanctions are applied to breaches. To understand 
this Open Research market and whether it requires regulation we need to identify and 
assess the unintended ethical and legal consequences such as conflicts of interest, 
open data mining and privacy violations. McKinsey has  stated  that  open  data  will  
be  worth  3  trillion  in  economic  value  per  year  with  the education sector open 
data accounting for around 1 billion in value. This amount f economic value would be 
a game changer for data producers in developing countries and we must find a way to 
ensure this happens and I hope that my research can provide some answers. 
Keywords: copyright, developing countries, intellectual property, open data, open 
research, open science, regulation, scholarly publishing 
 
Santosh Anand - ‘Ecocide’ and International Criminal Law: A Political Economy 
Critique” 
 
The recent proposal to include ‘ecocide’ as a new crime in the Rome Statute has 
received polarized receptions. While it has been invariably hoped that this turn to 
criminal law can potentially close the accountability gap in the climate change law, yet 
this proposal has also been criticized on the ground that it obscures the causalities of 
the climate crisis and all but eliminates claims of climate justice. The imperative seems 
to be a serious interrogation of the larger implications of transposing environmental 
losses into the specific register  of  international  criminal  law  (ICL)beyond  the 
consideration of the immediate technical impediments of effecting this transposition. 
Specifically, this conceptual inquiry should involve a critical assessment of how the ICL 
relates to the underlying systems and practices that are responsible for climate 
change. I undertake a political economy analysis of ICL to assess its suitability to 
meaningfully tackle the challenge of climate change. I foreground the notion of climate 
justice to show a gap between the underlying  assumptions of  the  proposed  definition  
of  ‘ecocide’ and  preconditions  of  tackling climate change. In this account, I 
conceptualize ICL as a framework of governance as opposed to a formal body of 
neutral rules. I argue that ICL is a regime of governance that operates to not just 
occlude the contradictions and devastations that constitute the post-colonial capitalist 
development but also preempt states from taking radical alternative developmental 
trajectories. I show through the example of ‘ecocide’ how ICL shares the same 
epistemological commitments that inform the imperatives of expanded reproduction of 
capitalism foreclosing other possible ways of engaging with nature. Finally, I argue that 
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the definition of ‘ecocide’ needs to be radically reimagined for it to have any meaningful 
role in serious efforts to avert the impending ecological disaster. 
 
Robert Harian - “Re-Working Law’s Political Economy Alienation of the data 
subject”  
 
Alexander Solzhenitsyn’s image of ‘hundreds of little threads radiating from every man’ 
in his 1966 novel, Cancer Ward, is a prescient description of data subjectivity in the 
contemporary information age.  Today, personal data is technologically and 
economically sourced, appearing from being, and all the while structures data subjects 
as legal subjects said to enjoy a suite of rights and consumer protections. Yet, 
alienation of the data subject predominates and is two-fold.  First, data surveillance 
and gathering practices, assumed by the likes of Meta and Google, mean data subjects 
lose touch with reality and meaning of personal data.  The subject’s data becomes a 
commodified social [network]  relation,  alienating  the  subject  from  the  very  data  
that  subjectifies.    Second,  data remuneration  and  compensation  measures  that  
complement  narratives  of  data  sovereignty and control force the imposition and 
mediation of quasi-money forms in data labour processes. Exploring conjoined 
phenomena of digital labour and increasing burdens of personal data, this paper  
discusses  alienation  of  data  subjects  and  data  theory  of  labour  as  adaptations  
of  the ‘aliens’ -‘alien quality’, ‘alien property’, ‘alien labour’, ‘alien surplus labour’, ‘alien 
wealth’ and ‘alien  power’,  which  I  group  under  the  heading  “alien  data’’ -that  Marx  
highlights  in  the Grundrisse.   
 
Nicole Stybnarova - “The Relationship between Women’s Rights and Economic 
Profitability–Do Women Have Rights Only when It Makes Sense Economically?”  
 
The article examines the  role  of economic  substantiation  in  the  legislative  rationale  
and  the drafting  process  behind women’s rights. The study is based on two 
international  legal case-studies: ILO Convention on Maternity Protection Convention 
(1919)and UN Convention on Marriage (1962). The study attends to the interpretation 
of the social need by the law makers to be addressed by law in these two cases. It 
maps the role of economic incentives inherent in the articulated social need and their 
projection into the legislative instruments adopted. The  thesis  pursued draws  on 
Marxist-feminist  social  theories.  The  project  maps, through the case studies, the 
different ways in which the lawmakers understood that capitalist production  needs  
marginalized subjects(proletarian  and  third-world  women)  to function  as sustainable  
workers  and  how  this  need  drove the  legislative  attention paid to  these  subjects. 
Although the legislative actions in the two cases aimed at increasing the potential of 
women to gain economic power, they did not lead to emancipation. Contrarily, 
nowadays they function to reinforce female marginalisation.  The case-studies  show 
how the capitalist  epistemology imprints in the construction of the legal entitlements. 
Consequently, the rules afford minimum economic gains to the targeted women but 
ultimately a) their transformative and emancipatory potential is compromised by the 
capitalist logic and b) the adopted legal instruments remain in the hands of the 
‘dominant class’ as a means to control relations of domination. The article does not 
claim that the studied legal entitlements designed to benefit women were   intentionally   
constructed   with   the   aim   to   retain leverage of   controlling their marginalization. 
The thesis is that a) and b) are an effect of the incessantly present capitalist 
epistemology  in  law-making aiming  to  improve women’s  position,  from  the  moment  
of articulating the need for adoption to the construction of the rule, to its application 
and national reinstalment. 
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Ruth Fletcher – “Collecting legal time-tools for reproductive justice” 
 
This paper develops a collection of legal time-tools for the purposes of working and 
reworking law’s management of reproductive time. Building on an understanding of 
abortion law as a regime for the management of gestational labour and its generation 
of the future, I show how abortion law is a site of social reproduction, which extracts 
value from life-making activities. Since the 1970s periodic abortion laws use abstract 
time to periodise pregnancy and distinguish between good and bad withdrawals of 
gestational labour. ‘Early’ and low-cost withdrawal becomes lawful, while ‘later’ and 
more needy withdrawal is more scrutinised and exceptionalised, with criminal sanction 
being reserved for those who assist reproducers in ending a pregnancy through 
abortion. By using a method of ‘finding legal time’, this paper shows how periodic 
abortion laws typically use non-clock approaches to measuring, prescribing and 
arranging time with menstrual cycles, calendar weeks, individual repair needs, stages 
of foetal development, and social support infrastructure. But increasingly this 
reproductive time is being held to the standards of the neoliberal clock as deadlines 
are brought forward and time is thinned out. Nonetheless finding these different senses 
of time in law, provides a collection of material, normative and atmospheric substances 
which could be reworked as legal time-tools (e.g. timely sequences).Such time-tools 
hold out the possibility of crafting better law through creative re-arrangement, and 
drawing from a collection which could yet become transformative in making law 
accountable to those who spend time gestating pregnancies, and those who care for 
them. 
 
Amanda Perry-Kessaris – “Imagining andinstantiating alternative econo-legal 
futures through designerly ways” 
 
Interactions between ‘law’ and ‘economy’ generate ‘dynamic, open, complex and 
networked’ problems that designers lovingly term ‘wicked’ (Dorst 
2015;Buchanan1992). Such problems can be resistant—anathema even—to the 
traditional approaches of our core reference disciplines, including sociology, 
economics and law, which tend to privilege uniformity and determinacy (Law 2004). 
This paper argues that they can be more, or differently, accessible through design-
based approaches because they proactively embrace multiplicity and indeterminacy 
as inescapable, and indeed, valuable. Specifically, by operating in ‘designmode’—that 
is, drawing on design-based methods, especially practical-critical-imaginative 
mindsets, experimental processes and visual and material communication 
strategies—we can prompt and facilitate ourselves to work with alternative 
possibilities, across multiple perspectives, spaces, times and power differentials. The 
paper surfaces examples of existing designerly approaches to law and economy from 
academia and beyond; and suggests an integrated framework for identifying, 
assessing, learning from and contributing t such efforts in future....  
 
Donatella Alessandrini – “Value chain capitalism, international economic law  
and the reproduction of inequalities” 
 
This paper has three aims. First, it takes issue with the argument of International 
Economic Institutions according to which states need to adopt deeper trade and 
investment commitments to sustain value chain trade if they wish to either ‘develop’ or 
continue being competitive in the global economy. It scrutinizes the evidence on which 
basis this argument is formulated and finds it to be misleading at best. It also finds that 
current data is unable to account for the variety of factors that contribute to so-called 
‘social downgrade’, that is the deterioration of working and living conditions, including 
the presence of informal and migrant workers around the world.  Secondly, it draws on 
feminist political economy to make sense of the co-existence of ‘economic upgrade’ 
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and ‘social downgrade’ in GVCs. Specifically, it adopts a social reproduction lens to 
shed a light on the increasingly relevant, but invisibilized and/or devalued, role that 
social reproductive labour and informal labour play in processes of trans/national value 
creation.  Thirdly it argues that a social reproduction lens can offer valuable insights 
on value chain capitalism, increasing inequalities and the impact of international 
economic agreements on the ability of states and  
to improve working and living conditions. 
 
Adam Gearey: Political Economy, Species Being and Surplus Value  
 
“[I]n the life of the spirit, results mean nothing; it is only the carrying out of legacies 
that is effective”  Moses Hess, The Philosophy of the Act, 1843. 
 
Species Being (Gattungswesen) is a term Marx introduced in the (unfinished) Paris 
Manuscripts, and then more or less abandoned. It was indeed necessary for Marx’s 
own political economy to move beyond the framing at work in the text of 1844. But, in 
so doing, the critique of political economy left behind something important: a question 
of value, joy; a  ‘morality’ of communal constitution. These themes suggest a way in 
which a critique of both jurisprudence and political economy might be carried out 
from the perspective of a ‘perfectionist’ communism.  
 
Emily Rowe – “Do Look Up and See the Anthropocene: How Asylum Lawyers 
Can Rise to the Challenge of assisting “Climate Refugees””  
 
Cross-disciplinary connections - synergies between thought-leaders and 
transformative practice - imagining future possibilities  
Aim: Increased awareness of ways to assist asylum claimants affected by climate 
change, disaster and environmental degradation  

➢ 1) Framing-seeing the Human in the Environment  

➢ 2) The Refugee Convention  

➢ 3) Human Rights  

➢ 4) Making the Case  

 

➢ Introducing links between climate change, human agency, disasters, migration and 

climate (in)justice in relation to those vulnerable and marginalised, groups and 
communities - intersection with extractivism and (neo) colonialism - burden on those 
who least caused the problem.  

➢ Secondly, regarding the Refugee Convention: the debate around opening up c/f 

ecocide and alternatives -UNHCR 's Legal Considerations Paper of Oct 20 on those 
adversely affected by climate change and disasters and earlier In Harms Way; 
Matthew Scott: Climate Change, Disasters and the Refugee Convention and concepts 
of the hazard v social paradigm and the predicament approach – persecution ‘a flexible 
concept’- ‘particular social group’ a category open to development.  

➢ Thirdly, in relation to human rights: learning from the UNHRC case of Teitioa -the 

UNHRC 2018 General Comment on the right to life – UN Oct 2021 creation of right to 
a healthy environment and Special Rapporteur- in relation to human rights and climate 
change UNHRC 2022 Special Rapporteur- caselaw and doctrine: ECHR Articles 2, 3, 
15(b) Q.D.,I Rules significant obstacles: Budayeva, Ainte, living conditions: OA 
(Somalia) Somalia CG [2022] UKUT 33 (IAC) and AM (Art 3; health cases) Zimbabwe 
[2022] UKUT 131 (IAC); the French Bangladeshi case; ESCR 11 and 12.  

➢ Finally, drawing together with some guidance for asylum lawyers, who through lack 

of previous info to join the dots between the human element of climate change and 
related disasters, unlike, say, U.N.D.R.R. who firmly put inverted commas around 
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"natural" disasters, making a clear distinction between an extreme weather event and 
it becoming a disaster through human action or inaction, may otherwise tend to agree 
with decision- makers that these claims are all ‘manifestly unfounded’ pure 
environmental (in the sense of uncontrollable natural forces/acts of god), even 
economic, migrants. Timing and evidencing and the NAA 2022- collaboration and 
various perspectives and guidance from experts including: country of origin 
information, climate and clinical, lived experience and activism. 
 
Danielle C. Jefferis - “Carceral Intent” 
 
For decades, scholars across disciplines have examined the stark injustice of 
American carceralism. Few, however, have examined U.S. incarceration law through  
the  lens of “carceral  intent,” a term  this  Article  coins  as  a taxonomic label for the 
various intent requirements embedded in the law of incarceration. Fewer scholars have 
analyzed the  role of carceral intent in shaping and  maintaining the deep-rooted racism  
and  sweeping  harms of America’s prison system. This Article does both. Drawing 
upon critical race scholarship  that  examines anti-discrimination  doctrine  and the 
conceptof “white innocence,” this piece synthesizes the law of“ carceral intent” and 
shows that the law’s contemporary focus on carceral intenti n challenges to the scope 
and conditions of incarceration legitimizes and engrains the U.S. prison system’s 
profoundly racist and unjust features. In the wake of the Black Lives Matter-led protests 
of 2020 and what many deem the largest movement in U.S. history, activists’ and 
scholars’ calls for a Third  Reconstruction have  emerged—a collective awakening  to  
the modern entrenchment of structural racism and a recommitment to advancing racial  
justice  and  equity.  An  element  of  this reimagining  requires  a reckoning  with  
American  carceralism and  the  ways  in  which  the  law’s devotion to carceral intent 
ignores carceral effect. 
 
Anneli Albi - “The social state and social rights in Europe’s national 
constitutions: How national judges and legal communities ought to approach 
the entrenchment of neoliberalism through EU and IMF governance” 
 
In recent years it has come  to be acknowledged that  EU  and  global  constitutionalism 
have entrenched  neoliberal, market-oriented governance, and need  to  develop  a  
social  rights dimension.  What has by and large been entirely missing in the  
mainstream discourse is awareness that advanced protection of the social state and 
social rights has already existed for a  long  time under most national  constitutions in  
Europe,  especially in the  post-authoritarian type of  constitutions as  well as in the 
broader constitutional culture of the Nordic countries. This  has  been  overlooked  due  
to  structural  issues  in  the mainstream EU and  global  legal discourse, including that 
national constitutions tend to be simplistically reduced to matters of sovereignty and 
national constitutional identity, and that Anglo-American legal thinking has become 
increasingly prevalent due to the importance of the English language. On  the  basis  
of about  a  hundred cases in different Member  States,  collated in  the  national reports 
of a recent ERC-funded research project(open access at 
https://www.springer.com/us/book/9789462652729),   the paper   documents   a   
large-scale dismantling of the social state through EU and IMF measures. Whilst there 
have been extensive legal  challenges,  national  judges  have  predominantly  rejected  
these,  prioritising EU and international obligations. The national adjudication regarding 
EU and IMF measures includes the following: austerity programmes; single market 
and other measures curtailing social rights, including the right to housing; privatisation 
of public services; the curtailing of the protection of  workers  and trade  union  rights  
as  well  as the  right  to  protest and the  right  to  strike; the contestation of the very 
large financial liabilities imposed on the Member States under the ESM Treaty. 
Concerns about neoliberal orientation have also been voiced by scholars with regard 
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to EU criminal law, which is regarded as repressive and prioritising harsh 
sanctions.The paper seeks to invite joined-up discussion on how national judges, 
scholars a nd legal communities ought to approach situations where EU and 
international law, traditionally expected to advance ‘higher order’ values, have led to 
erosion of social rights as well as other fundamental rights. The paper also queries the 
prevailing assumption that any protections lost at the national level will  eventually  be 
compensated by  improving  the  autonomous  standards in EU  and global 
governance.  
 
Becka Hudson - “Changing more than the law” 
 
In the last two decades, legislative strategies have become the key lever through which 
UK social movements force change. Whilst Left victories may be sparse, they are most 
often made through judicial review, appeal, complaints to regulatory bodies, lobbying 
of (largely) Lords and, in Northern Ireland, through referendum. The acquittal of the 
Stansted 15, declaration that charities’ sharing data with the Home Office was 
unlawful, decision that Uber drivers are workers, and recent Lords’ push backs against 
the criminalisation of protest in the Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Bill are just 
some that come to mind. The terrain is necessarily risky, for both the potential 
advances of adversarial campaigns, the heavy cost activists pay when the scales of 
justice do not tip their way, and the kinds of conventions of justice one might expect of 
the British state. Indeed, it has often resulted in failure, on key cases with regards to 
the UK border regime, on war making, and on climate justice at COP26, amongst other 
examples. These setbacks are particularly damaging in their climactic nature: when 
this was our only route, what now? The flipside is what remains absent and, through a 
longer historical lens, successful: mass organisation in workplaces, streets and 
communities that force through victory. Though a constellation of UK campaigning 
groups regularly call for and agitate towards such ends, they remain fragmented and 
elusive, emaciated by several decades of decline. This presentation argues for a sober 
reappraisal of this situation from the vantage point of activists, lawyers and academics 
working on campaigns. I argue that we cannot either overstate the importance of legal 
routes for activists, nor retreat into a crude anti-state politics that disregards this area 
as a key avenue through which gains are currently made. The presentation gives an 
account of the limits of lobbying, legislative review and picking key cases through 
which to advance demands. Overall, I argue that in appreciating law’s actually existing 
political economy, we can recognise both the dangerousness of law as being the only 
tool at our disposal and productive areas for renewed efforts that may address the 
paucity of our wider situation. Using an example of a North London campaign to save 
a community space from regeneration (read: displacement), the presentation outlines 
one potentially instructive route for development for those who wish to see our toolbox 
better stocked.  
 
Ricardo Gomez-Pinto - “Indigenous Peoples´ Environmental Justice as 
Decolonisation of Economics”.  
 
The Prior Consultation, labour and local cooperation in Colombia as a perspective of 
well-being. The global overheat have called the attention over fragility of the mankind. 
This statement suggests that the very idea of economics has been unable to conciliate 
preservation of natural resources and sustainability of life. Conversely, the Awá 
indigenous community´s world view of well-being that is suggested by the idea of 
preservation of Mother-Earth, for instance, not only anticipated those consequences 
of overconsumption. Indigenous people try to work hand in hand with alternative 
processes of production and consumption that are ecosystems sustainable. In this 
regard the idea of environmental justice under the conceptions of indigenous peoples 
will be very useful to this aim. Having this in mind, the argument of this presentation 
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would try to show that the understanding of life for the Awá group suggest an idea of 
environmental-justice as an alternative way to conventional economic processes. The 
main concerns of indigenous peoples, as it would be described using the Prior 
Consultation-PC in Colombia point out that reciprocity, generosity and reciprocal 
cooperation will be relevant to have a more accurate comprehension of the relations 
between humans and not humans. In order to show these relations, I will explain the 
PC process implemented in the case of the Awá indigenous community. The aim here 
is to illustrate how the indigenous conception of the natural wild and its intertwining 
with spiritual conceptions, collective property, and Earth´s rhythms have been a very 
useful way to guarantee the protection and self-acknowledgement of indigenous 
groups autochthony. In fact, the protection of environmental justice embodied in 
indigenous ethnic ways has become a cultural right that, on the one hand, is 
fundamental for the existence of the indigenous communities and, on the other, must 
be protected since it represents a way to overcome the occidental idea of progress. 
Put it otherwise, the conventional idea of development implies a paradox. Western 
economic modernity, in order to create more growth and wealth, requires the 
destruction sociocultural capital and, therefore, becomes a universal and neo-colonial 
project in the name of political economy. The notions of well-being and cosmovision 
incorporated in the Awá community´s perspective of justice indeed have plenty to say 
about the imbroglio bringing by this paradox 
 
Cavidan Soykan & Elif Ceylan Özsoy – “The Battle of Women’s Movement under 
the AKP Regime” 
 
Turkey’s withdrawal from the Convention on Preventing and Combating Violence 
against Women and Domestic Violence should not be viewed as only a national 
backlash against women’s and LGBTI+ rights but be seriously considered as a 
symptom of a global problem. The right-wing authoritarian governments around the 
world, for example in Hungary and Poland, have targeted gender equality politically 
and at the level of academic studies and gender programmes in the name of preserving 
“culture/traditions and family values” .The rights and the definition of “gender” in the 
Convention have also been made a topic of discussion in public discourse by the AKP 
due to the strong street resistance and the rise of feminist movements long before the 
State of Emergency period (2016-2018) which is remembered for the police violence 
and torture. Using Turkey as a case study, we aim to show if and how feminist activism 
and its strategies to keep the Convention alive have had an impact on legal practice. 
Women’s persistence to uphold the rights and values gained by the Convention has 
challenged the traditional treaty arrangements by enforcing a law that the State has 
withdrawn from. Feminists’ denial of the withdrawal creates new possibilities and new 
pathways of engagement with international law. A campaign called ‘The Istanbul 
Convention Keeps Us Alive’ initiated in 2019 by feminist organisations had a huge 
impact despite the pandemic restrictions and impediments. Since Turkey’s withdrawal 
from the Convention on 20 March 2021, social resistance formed new national and 
transnational alliances that aim for the annulment of this withdrawal. We will interview 
the representatives of established and newly-founded alliances; ‘We Will Stop 
Femicide Platform’ and ‘Women’s Platform for Equality ’that brought 300 women and 
LGBTI+ organisations together in 2020.  
 
Pantea Javidan – “Lawlessness with an Iron Fist: The Fight to Breathe on the 
Edge of the New Western Frontier” 
 
This paper captures a representative snapshot of this developing and deeply 
consequential historical moment, from the epicenter of the global pandemic in the 
United States, situated in the San Francisco Bay Area as an exemplary location of 
intersecting inequalities that have come to characterize societies with advanced 
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capitalist economies. Conceptualizing the fight to breathe, this article theorizes 
contemporary struggles around themes of racism & the Right, disaster capitalism & 
climate breakdown, and trauma & post-traumatic growth, from a reflexive positionality 
of a will to live and thrive surrounded by disease, police brutality, raging fires, heat 
waves, and hazardous air. It considers the role and meaning of law in a time 
epitomizing selective regulation—of lawlessness and laissez-faire on the one hand, 
and an “iron fist” of law-and-order on the other, retrenching inequalities of race, class, 
gender and childhood & youth. 
 
Ian Turner – “A Critical Defence of Human Rights: Suppressing the Far-Right 
Narrative” 
 
Human rights have their origins in natural law and natural rights. For many classic 
liberals such as John Locke pre-political society was a place of perfect freedom and 
tranquillity, with the natural rights to life, liberty and estate. And, in A Letter Concerning 
Toleration, Locke famously declared liberty of conscience was every person’s natural 
right. The First Amendment of the US Constitution (on the face of it) guarantees 
absolute free speech. Human rights (and free speech in particular), because of their 
anarchic, classic liberal traditions, have naturally been the source of a number of later 
critics such as Karl Marx. Today, the extreme right narrative has proved popular, 
especially amongst the young. In 2020 it was discovered that the leader of the extreme 
Far-Right, Feuerkrieg Division (FKD), was a 13-year-old Estonian boy. The UK’s 
leader was aged 16 and admitted downloading a bombmaking manual at the age of 
13. Whilst there has been an effort by many social media companies to deplatform 
extremists, this has led many simply to move to unmoderated ‘AltRight’ sites. Several 
Far-Right attacks in recent years have been linked to ‘chan culture’, such as 4chan 
and 8kun, not just in the case of attackers uploading manifestos and livestreams, but 
in the widespread community support where violence can be both trivialized and 
glorified. In the UK there is freedom of expression, guaranteed by Article 10(1) of the 
ECHR. Of course free speech is not unlimited. As per Article 10(2), there is a 
corresponding duty to exercise speech ‘responsibly’. Moreover, Article 17 of the ECHR 
prohibits the abuse of rights. Hate, discrimination, inequality etc are not protected. So, 
whilst freedoms have their foundations in the anarchy of classic liberalism, the Left 
should be slow to dismiss rights and acknowledge them in the struggle to suppress the 
Far-Right narrative. 
 
Mukesh Chiman Bhatt - “Earth and Outer Space: evolving transcultural 
extraterrestrial law” 
 
Space research and technology impacts inter alia human health, environment and 
sustainability, while monitoring changes in the terrestrial biosphere. But space is 
inimical: risky for those most vulnerable even on Earth -the child, the disabled or the 
elderly among others. The Outer Space Treaty of 1967 is founded upon the recognition 
of colonial genocide, and principles of peaceful cooperation, environmental protection, 
non-appropriation and non-militarisation: it may no longer be enough to protect outer 
space, Earth or their ecosystems. Billionaires play space tourist and obscure the night 
sky -their anthropogenic consequences demand escape to Planet B; elsewhere outer 
space remains sacred -unoccupied, unexplored, pristine but culturally significant. 
Earth being a celestial body in outer space, humanity is constituent within the natural 
biosphere and its processes. Humanity will therefore migrate its cultural and legal 
diversity, and its geopolitical economies into extraterrestrial space. Ignoring a common 
heritage for humankind, the dominant hegemony will export a specific normative ideal. 
But any anthropogenic law appears arbitrary, anthropocentric, an artefact separate 
from the laws of nature. However law can be perceived as a generalised evolutionary 
agency, generating an alternative coherent and consistent meta-narrative. New legal 
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frameworks from astrobiology, Kantian extraterrestrialism, natural cosmopolitics and 
non-Western scientific cultures are examined. A comprehensive transcultural 
framework is constructed from an an ekānta perspective: multipolar and pluricentral. 
Culture and law intersect with science and economics to found a decolonial 
jurisprudence for the governance and political economy of outer space and for Earth. 
 
Sonya Cotton – ‘Prefiguring “community” in international law and land justice 
in South Africa’  
 
In an age of private property rights and globalization, being recognized as a juridical 
community is one of the few ways in which dispossessed groups can safeguard 
communal land. In this regard, advances in International Indigenous Rights, such as 
the emergence of standards of Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC),provide legal 
avenues through which local groups can protect against land grabs by extractive and 
agricultural industries. However, international law is unclear about what precisely is 
meant by “community”. Drawing on Western political philosophy, ranging from Aristotle 
to Max Weber, and early anthropology, this paper teases out core tenets and 
assumptions in the legal meaning of “community”. Specifically, it examines how 
contemporary legal interpretations of “community” reflect colonial typologies, 
drastically streamlining the number of groups who may enjoy legal standing against 
socially and environmentally destructive industries. Using South Africa as an example, 
this paper argues that failure to critically explore the eurocentrism underlying the legal 
meaning of “community” has two notable consequences for land rights. Firstly, as will 
be shown with regards to UN-REDD guidelines on FPIC (2013), transnational 
businesses, rather than self-defined communities become the final arbitrators of 
deciding who is indigenous (FPIC Guidelines, 2013). Secondly, in the context of 
settler-colonialism, States are afforded significant statutory discretion to reduce the 
number of potential claimants for land restitution. Drawing on decolonial scholars such 
as Achille Mbembe, I then discuss prefigurative communities as an alternative 
framework. This understanding of community is grounded in pluralism, social justice 
and world-making, and hence departs from the current neoliberal logic that requires 
that groups (re)imagine themselves as premodern, standardized entities to protect 
shared land. This paper concludes by reflecting on the implications of a prefigurative 
understanding of community on current legal technologies used to manage communal 
land, namely the trust.  
Keywords: concept of community, land justice, decolonizing international law, South 
Africa 
 
Theodora Valkanou - “The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Peasants: 
An Enclave of Hope” 
 
On 17 December 2018, the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Peasants and 
Other People Working in Rural Areas (‘UNDROP’) was adopted by the UN General 
Assembly. The adoption  of  the  Declaration  followed  the  resolute  mobilisation  of  
grassroots  transnational peasant organisations which demanded the recognition of 
peasant rights as a response to the enormous  impacts  of  globalisation and  neoliberal  
policies  on  small-scale  farmers  and  their livelihoods. After nearly two decades of 
the so-called food sovereignty movement advocating for peasant rights, UNDROP has 
been celebrated as a quintessential case of ‘bottom-up’ human rights law making. The 
Declaration extends the protection of new human rights, including the right to land and 
other natural resources, the right to seeds, the right to food sovereignty to a class –
peasants and other people working in rural areas. Drawing  upon  critical legal  theory,  
my  contribution  to  the Workshop seeks  to  inquire  into contemporary international 
law through the prism of UNDROP. The culmination of a struggle by a traditionally 
disenfranchised class as evinced by the (soft) recognition of peasant rights at the 
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international level could appear like a realisation of a utopia in the eyes of an optimist. 
But a  deeper  look  into  the  Declaration  begs  a  number  of  difficult  questions.  Has  
UNDROP  the potential to unloose international law’s rigid intellectual structure? To 
what extent does it offer a reconstruction of legal values based on collective rights and 
solidarity that transgresses the established ideology of capitalism? In other words, 
does UNDROP provide a viable recourse for peasant communities that defies the 
systemic given of capitalism, thus providing a taste of utopia? My contribution aims to 
assess the emancipatory potential of UNDROP, and muse over whether utopias are 
possible in modern international law. 
 
Maria Grhan-Farley - “Can Property be only Property?”  
 
Europe is once again faced with war within its borders, this time in Ukraine, the war 
in former Yugoslavia was the last time we had a war in Europe. At that time, it was 
the shadows of the past breaking through in the aftermath of the Cold War. This time 
the European war is about the future, it is about a realignment of not only geopolitical 
positions but also a nonbinary challenge to liberalism. As the liberal hegemonic 
democratic ideology is being challenged, not only by various anti-democratic 
positions, liberalism is being challenged from within the democratic frame, by the 
new republican theories of non-domination and the theories of universal vulnerability. 
Both theoretical approaches have matured over the years but not until now had such 
a breakthrough. What both theories are responding to is a questioning of the liberal 
idea of property as the foundation to freedom respectively for universality. This 
presentation will challenge the reading of property as this by necessity conservative 
and inequality generating starting point. The challenge is to be made in the forms of 
“what if” – what if “property” is not foundational to freedom and what if property is not 
foundational to universal claims, seen through non-domination and vulnerability 
theories 
 
Amy Strecker and Amanda Byer – “Landscape, Law and Spatial Justice”  
 
Law conceptualizes land predominantly as  property,  and  the  interpretation  of  
property  rights  in  land emphasizes abstract   qualities   of   ownership   and   
alienability.   This   is   at   odds   with   the   lived-in understandings  of  land  that  
predated  property,  when  land  was  originally  characterized  by  a  symbiotic 
relationship between people and place, or landscape (Olwig, 1996).Landscape has 
been disengaging from its overtly aesthetic definition in the modern era to reclaim its 
legal identity, in the sense of place-oriented rights  and duties  and themes of social 
justice and sustainability(see  for  example,  the 2000 European  Landscape  
Convention). The  relationship  between  law  and landscape  is  far-reaching,  touching  
on  human  rights,  environmental  protection,  cultural  heritage  law, property law, and 
spatial justice. Landscape law now includes not only protection measures, but also an 
acknowledgement of the rights of communities to participate in the decisions affecting 
their landscapes. This  paper examines  the potential  of landscape for spatial  justice,  
and  the  implications  of  recognising place-people relations in the law, in order to 
address the contemporary challenges we face in the form of climate  change, land  
degradation, global  food  insecurity, pollution  and/or  dispossession  of collectively 
valued landscapes. Central to the discussion is whether landscape as a normative 
framework can signal a paradigm shift within the law by reversing the positivization of 
land as property or dominion, and second to that, what might a justiciable right to 
landscape look like within and beyond existing norms. Drawing  on case  law  from  
international  human  rights  courts  and interdisciplinaryperspectives  in  legal 
geography, law  and anthropology, and law and economics, we discuss the potential 
of landscape(land shaped  by  people)  as  a  legal  norm that emphasize splace  over  
abstraction,  breaks the  culture/nature dichotomy, and crosses the indigenous/ non-
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indigenous divide to include all marginalised communities.*This paper presents 
ongoing research within the Property [In]Justice project,  funded by the  European 
Research Council (ERC)  and led by Dr Amy Strecker at the Sutherland School of Law, 
University College Dublin. In   going   beyond   traditional   legal   analysis   to   include   
interdisciplinary   and   cross-cultural perspectives,  the  project  aims  to  push  the  
boundaries  of  property  and  advocate  for  more  place-based understandings of land 
across international law. 
 
Alex May – “Interconnected Law: A socio-ecologically holistic conception of 
law” 
 
It is becoming ever-more recognised that currently dominant conceptions of the world 
around us are flawed, and that the dominant worldview must be shifted if we are to 
successfully respond to the social, political and ecological crises we face. Our current 
legal thinking and legal systems is firmly rooted in a flawed “reductionist” worldview, 
and law itself must be reconceptualised and transformed as part of the social change 
we need. For example, once we understand that society is not a mere aggregation of 
individuals but actually a dense network of social relations, it follows tha tlaw’s focus 
on individualistic freedom, instead of the social relations which foster individual 
freedom, is flawed. Another example is law’s anthropocentric failure to recognise 
humans as part of a complex ecological web. As a result, environmental law is almost 
an afterthought, whereas legal systems should have ecological sustainability and 
protecting the integrity of non-human nature as core to their function. “Interconnected 
Law” is my work so far to develop a socio-ecologically holistic paradigm for law. It 
draws from Jennifer Nedelsky’s relational approach to law, which shows humans as 
socially enmeshed instead of bounded individuals; Earth Jurisprudence, which seeks 
to transform law towards harmonious relationships with the rest of nature; and social 
ecology, which recognises ecological crises are driven by social relations and the 
social and ecological are completely interwoven. Such a reconceptualisation for how 
law sees the world, and how we understand law, also leads towards legal systems 
which might function quite differently. 
 
PANEL: The crisis of global economic organisation: where is labour in the 
Economic Constitution?  
 
International economic governance is in crisis, or at the very least transformation. The 
‘universal’ claim to application of the WTO to global trade is faltering in the face of geo-
political realignment (distrust of China etc.). At the same time, the weakening of 
economic universalism has been accompanied by a growth in regional economic 
integration, in regional trade agreements and renewed aspirations to match EU levels 
of economic interdependence (eg., rebirth of African Union). This development - and 
especially so as (financial, populist & pandemic) crises have now challenged dominant 
(neo-liberal) conceptions of economic organisation - begs urgent questions about the 
appropriateness of legitimation of post-national economic organisation through 
conceptions of the ‘economic constitution’. Above all, if increased recourse to regional 
economic integration mirrors developments within the EU, then thicker rather than 
‘thinner’ concepts of economic constitutionalism (eg., the economic contractualism of 
the WTO) must now be interrogated for their claim to legitimate global economic 
integration.  
 
Building upon our knowledge and experience of economic constitutionalism in Europe, 
as well as the impacts of European traditions within colonial settings, this panel will 
interrogate and critique the legitimating claim of the Economic Constitution, its ability 
to order the social in the absence of the political. Concentrating on the position of 
labour within the constitution, we will highlight core theorists of the Economic 
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Constitution (Walter Eucken & Frans Böhm), traditions critical of them (Franz 
Neumann, the Italian workers movement), as well as the differential impacts of the 
economic constitutional tradition/neo-liberalism beyond their European core. We will 
aim to give renewed vigour to political organisation beyond traditional political 
sovereignties.  
 
Chair: Christian Joerges (core expert in the concept of economic constitutionalism, 
Hertie School of Governance/University of Bremen)  
 
Panel members:  

A) Writing on the history and development of the Economic Constitution and the 
place (nonplace) of labour within it: Michelle Everson (Birkbeck College, UoL):  
This contribution will detail the roots of the economic constitution in common 
and (continental) guild law, its first normative iteration within the nonsubjective 
political aspirations of the Weimar Constitution and its reiteration within the 
liberal political economy of the ‘ordo-liberals’; a political conception, but one 
born in antipathy towards the ‘workers constitution’ Maria Tzanakopoulou 
(Birkbeck College, UoL): This contribution develops an argument against the 
constitutionalisation of labour. Building on the Italian workerism tradition of the 
60s and 70s, the contribution highlights the importance of politics in the 
consolidation and success of labour movements. Michael Wilkinson (LSE, 
UoL): The contribution will reiterate the importance of politics above the 
formation of the economic constitution highlighting, in particular, the counter-
tradition represented by Franz Neumann and his critique of monopoly 
capitalism as well as economistic tendencies within social democracy.  

B) Writing on the contemporary challenge to economic constitutionalism in a 
(post) neoliberal environment and the opportunities for labour within it:  
Oscar Guardiola- Rivera (Birkbeck College, UoL): This contribution will pose 
critical questions to (contemporary) political economy. Demonstrating how the 
combination of technocratic economic governance and self-interested market 
constructions have created a crisis of labour and redistribution, with the notion 
of competitive advantage (in labour) perverted to act as an instrument of 
economic repression, the contribution investigates how this situation can be 
addressed. Ruth Dukes (University of Glasgow): ‘Labour Law after 
Neoliberalism’ - Over the course of the past 40 years, neoliberalism has all but 
destroyed the institutions that once civilised our labour markets. Now in the 
wake of destruction, we see the first signs of a recession of neoliberalism and 
its replacement by a new kind of right-wing populist politics. What does 
populism mean for work relations and labour law?  
C) Commenting on papers and highlighting the political in contemporary 
constructions of labour, the economic constitution and political economy, we 
will take a legal theory turn, giving the floor to our colleagues Emilios 
Christodoulis (University of Glasgow), and Fiona Macmillan (Birkbeck College, 
UoL). 

 


