rREFHE ¢ P FRF%E R (International Court of Justice)
2025 % 79 23 PTFF MR REF T RE R KAROHEHEIDL

AEkd ST FEL G A perEAe > FONH RS RT L E L MR
o RFLIIIB2MpeNAF o B 2023 37 20 P LR § Y
FOREAT TGO SRR R R R (1) & RIM T i Rk R R
113 (2) EF FEEBORFEL O ETECRELL  AXFHLL
AR Wﬁhﬁiﬁﬁﬁ&&$ﬁkﬁ’#¢gﬁ%@@j11%@%@%%
U EpRE 0 2 EREEIRIT 80 EffFR P % 5 X - R E IR
LR
R aimmail LY B TELHTRBESE AT nREY R
F 1 5? AU DA FRRRB LN (MERF R HE 2L R
2EREE) CHNERET REYRESERME o QA EE L
TRy ER O FIREY T E&]?'\%"iﬂ’ﬁiﬂé\" X G
FRBSNPE R PR F (duediligence ) 3 #F & #1230 F 13 5 suig 2
Er oA AT oRARFL- o pLARLTI P EF ERED

Fobo REtaaniE L Ly ma 0 o B R d AN 15 & C
EAN(THRPBL)F NS §RARPPELFPI IR LRE T
% B AR T F ORI TR LT (NDCs) o 4 R i 8 F g2
T 2050 FEFRCLEDFEPHR L E L5 R CAapE E RSP
+ 2.

'\H— i
o =

I

=

APEBEIN L E 5P B2 2030 EARFREEI o K0S EQ
P A 2035 & B RA LT (ND030> L . EGu R e

Nk SER Ry N ’Iﬁiﬁﬁ FELRETF ’%g/)é&ﬁ i ix % = ¥ (2026
# 1 2030 &) RIFEE A M;!%\2035ﬁmND03.0’£ 2026 # T 2049
ERREAL 0 S 2FE TN LS 15 R CPROR R R £ R R 2050

i

EIE R



FoORFERNFELLY SR TR O RTG A ERE
ﬁ’%i SRR A S PR T AT RPN F R 27 E T 48
RN REE RER G AR EITEBR L LERART AR
PrRSAE - BILA B G HF FRAEen v o GldoA FEE2LT B T8
HR- i p R NDCHBHERF F%C 58 DT e Ff s
3 A,fb,ijﬁfﬁj"@%gyzl,@?wﬁ?ﬂ_" N H L TR
PACREE IRATT B AARAS R F R AR G2 gk G
FE Aoy FEFE g Py 17 w‘%rlﬁ IFLP et L3 N iR
AR e U2 RAFIRE ARk o ARIrAFH L LBFALRE 70
i s T e f @%mﬁ%@zﬁv%Xmﬁ%ww’
gL PEFEGLHEEDE R - Adh S G F Jé LB 2 PR R AL
oA LDR2IRF iFAP > TR k¥4 > S p BRRLR L FHDA
% oo

...\\

2025 # 10 1 18 7 2FIEITIHE LT FHA § KL



The Taiwan Bar Association welcomes the advisory opinion of
the International Court of Justice on the obligations of States in
respect of climate change, issued on 23 July 2025.

This case was initiated by students from a Pacific island, and Vanuatu
adopted their proposal and led the initiative at the United Nations. The
proposal received the support of 132 countries, and on 29 March 2023,
the UN General Assembly adopted by consensus a resolution requesting
the ICJ to provide an advisory opinion on: (1) the legal obligations of
States in respect of climate change, and (2) the legal responsibilities of
States that violate such obligations. This advisory opinion represents the
highest level of participation in ICJ history, with 96 countries and 11
international organizations participating in the public hearings. The ICJ
adopted this Advisory Opinion unanimously — only the fifth time in its
nearly eighty-year history that it has done so.

In its opinion, the ICJ applied the customary international law principle
of “Duty to prevent significant harm to the environment” to the climate
system. It also emphasized that the obligations arising from the climate
change treaties (the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change, the
Kyoto Protocol, and the Paris Agreement) inform the general customary
obligations. This view is particularly significant for Taiwan because
customary international law is legally binding on all States. Thus, even
though Taiwan is not a party to the climate treaties, it still bears a due
diligence obligation to prevent significant harm to the climate system. One
of the approaches to reviewing whether Taiwan has fulfilled this
customary obligation is to examine its compliance with the relevant
obligations stipulated in the climate treaties.

Furthermore, the ICJ’s advisory opinion affirmed that limiting global
warming within 1.5°C is a scientific consensus target, based on the
decisions of the CMA. States are obliged to exercise due diligence and
ensure that their NDCs fulfill their obligations under the Paris Agreement
and thus, when taken together, are capable of achieving the temperature
goal of limiting global warming to 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels.
Taiwan’s Climate Change Response Act explicitly sets net-zero emissions



by 2050 as its long-term reduction target, which aligns with the 1.5°C
pathway and is therefore commendable.

In May this year, Taiwan officially announced its 2030 national emissions
reduction target, and in September, it released a draft of its 2035 NDC
(NDC 3.0). The Taiwan Bar Associationurges the government and
legislature to actively adopt the ICJ’s opinion by formulating the third-
phase(2026-2030) national regulatory targets, the 2035 NDC 3.0, and the
“2026—2049 emissions reduction pathway” in line with Taiwan’s
greenhouse gas reduction responsibilities, so as to make our contribution
to the achievement of the 1.5°C goal, and to realize the long-term
reduction target of achieving net-zero by 2050.

In addition, the ICJ repeatedly emphasized in its opinion the “duty to
cooperate.” States are obligated to cooperate on mitigation, adaptation,
financial support, capacity-building, technology, information sharing, etc.
Taiwan, constrained by its special international status, faces significant
difficulties in fulfilling this duty to cooperate. Nevertheless, this should
not prevent Taiwan from actively engaging with the international
community and demonstrating its determination to address climate
issues. For example, although Taiwan is not a party to the Paris Agreement,
it has voluntarily submitted its NDCs to the Secretariat of the UNFCCC.
In bilateral or multilateral cooperation, Taiwan should continue to make
every effort, using all available means, to fulfill its duty to cooperate.

As the ICJ noted, a lasting and satisfactory solution requires human will
and wisdom — at the individual, social and political levels — to change our
habits, comforts and current way of life in order to secure a future for
ourselves and those who are yet to come. Like Vanuatu, the country that
initiated this advisory opinion, Taiwan is a Pacific island at the forefront
of the impacts of climate disasters. Therefore, The Taiwan Bar
Associationsincerely invites all Taiwanese people to join hands in
confronting this unprecedented global climate crisis — both in scale and
duration — and to work together to create a better future for ourselves and
for generations to come.
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