
Dear Professor Knox,


How are you? Thank you very much for giving this opportunity to hear some input and extending the deadline for subimission for those who could not write in time. I appreciate your great effort to structure the way to tackle the human rights challenges in the environmental issues. It would be wonderful to see the collaborations between SR and the civil society to contribute to the well-being of humanity in the future. Although I am not totally sure if this matches to the format you are asking as, I will try to briefly described the points I can think of.


I like the Environmental Rights Database. We can see which states are eager to improve their human rights to environment. I certainly hope more and more states will follow good practices described in the database and there will be more positive impact on the humanity. I am looking forward to see the constant upgrading of this database based on the feedback and suggestions. It would be very useful if certain scores are given to the distance between the good practice in the category and the actual policy or the disaster response.


In today's increasingly interconnected world, not only the state by state effort on environment, but also the multinational activities by both state and non-state actors are playing roles in impacting on the environment. We see both positive aspects of the international collaboration to reduce the damage on the environment and certain effort to downgrade the environmental and the human rights standard in the form of multilateral international trade agreements. The trend of including some damaging ISDS in trade agreements is a potential new risk for the environment. The well-being of the people and the environment can get out of reach of the control of the state whose representatives are elected by the people in case of democracy. Such agreements should be carefully monitored from the view point of environmental rights so that they will neither violate the UN Charter nor go against the spirit of Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The potentials of the ISDS is described in the report of the Independent Expert, Prof. Alfred de Zayas (1).


Concerning climate change, we see significant lack of the effort of resilience and capacity building of those who are affected. There is a tendency that a lot of discussion is exhausted for deciding the emission quarta of carbondioxide and carbon trading. The real issues are far more complexed than the common practice of just talking about CO2. Good practice should also contain the effort of capturing methane gas from large emitters such as coal mines, for instance. Methane has much larger green house effect and if used for electricity generation, it will lead to the reduction of the greenhouse effect even after emitting CO2 from that process (2). Any type of innovation or new idea should be well-communicated around the world. There should be many other technological examples that should be globally considered. If the climate discussion promotes such innovations in many previously neglected ways, it could even be seen as an opportunity for us to upgrade the quality of our effort to protect environment.  


The newly synthesized chemicals outnumbers the newly listed regulated chemical compounds and it makes it less and less realistic to regulate such newcomers in the traditional legal framework to protect our health and environment. There are some effort to first look at the human rights violations then trace back to the origins. SR Mr. Baskut Tuncak is looking in this direction and I totally agree with this idea (3). Not limited to this case, I would love to see many good collaboration works among the HR experts in the areas that more than one experts' mandates cover in the future.


Please let me try to draw your attention to one specific case where the establishment of monitoring of human rights violation is currently missing. We sincerely hope to see the establishment of proper evalutation system from the viewpoint of human rights violation caused by radioactivity. Radioactive contamination is a serious threat to the genetics of humanity. However, it has been the case that this issues is always avoided in most environmental discussions as if it is a taboo (or, maybe it is actually a taboo!). Radioactive contamination cases include nuclear accident, atomic or hydrogen bomb, nuclear testing, depleted uranium in the battle field, nuclear waste dumping, uranium mining, etc. and are increasing concerns in many areas around the world. There should be a systematic evaluation of the extent of human rights violations, which is comparable to the current framework of chemical contaminations. It is important to note that, n the case of radioactive contamination, nuclear contamination has additional issues such as; 1) There is no way to reverse nucldear reaction and there is not even a theoretical possibility of detoxification unlike some chemical contaminations, 2) The amount necessary for the same level of damage is so much smaller than chemical contaminations and this makes most of the decontamination attempts impossible.


Currently, WHO only predicts the increase of certain cancers, thyroid cancer caused mainly by I-131 (8 day half life) in particular in Fukushima (4). Interestingly, the conclusion of the first paragraph of the text on this page contradicts with what are listed as expected, i.e. there are increase in diseases. “low and no observable increases in cancer rates above baseline rates are anticipated” is simply a wish and appears to be a conclusion very forcefully produced according to a certain intention. Although only cancers are mentioned in such reports, there has been a suspision that widely observed heart failure death cases in the nuclear disaster situations are caused by Cs-137 (30 year half life) (5). Without clear and logical rationale communicated to the public, the states around the world always use the measurement of the Cs-137 content for the government regulations of food safety in dsitribution.


Various studies of the low level radiaiton impact on genetics are ongoing. Some studies are conducted with animal species other than human. The advantage of such researches are; 1) the conditions can be more well-controled than the post-disaster human data collections, and 2) it is possible to conduct experiments to demonstrate the effects. One of the recent examples of very precise works is the genetic study of the Japanese pale grass butterfly conducted by Nohara et al. (6). Considering the same law of life governs humans and other animal species, the extrapolation to generate the hypothesis in human is relatively straightforward. Since the collection of meaningful human health data seems to be getting increasingly difficult in each nuclear disaster, certain control studies with animals should be encouraged and funded at independent research institutions aound the world.


As former SR, Mr. Anand Grover (right to health), reported to the HRC (7) (8), in the case of Fukushima, the evacuation standard of the local residents are raised up to 20 times of value of radiation compared to the Chernobyl evacuation standard set by Soviet Union. The original regulation value in Japan according to the national law and the international standard set by ICRP was raised when the state of emergency was declared. The state of emergency has not lifted until now. There are already 50-60 times thyroid cancers are found among the residents today and that are expected to increase according to the already known and WHO acknowledged epidemiological curve of Chernobyl. One additional issue to this particular UN certified disease is that by the time the epidemiological link is demonstraed after over 20 years later, those who caused the initial disaster will not be held accountable or prosecuted. When the end result is this clearly well-expected, there should be some remedy for the victims while the cases are still increasing and the pattern is thought to have a possibility to show “a general trend”. We would like to urge UN to have a follow up investigation by the SR(s) at this timing when the number of the thyroid cancer patients are skyrocketing.


Thank you very much for this opportunity for me to express my poitns and concerns. I wish you all the best in your work. If there is anything that is not clear please ask me at any time. When are you coming back to Geneva next time? I am very much looking forward to seeing you again.


Sincerely,


Hisashi Saito

iuventum

Main Representative to UNOG
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