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Peacekeeping and Accountability for Atrocity Prevention

The Fourth Annual China-Australia Dialogue on the Responsibility to Protect

On 25-26 October 2017, the China 
Institute for International Studies 
(CIIS) and the Asia Pacific Cen-
tre for the Responsibility to Protect 
(APR2P) co-hosted the fourth annu-
al China-Australia Dialogue on the 
Responsibility to Protect in Canber-
ra, Australia. Retired Major General 
Michael Smith, National President 
of the United Nations Association 
of Australia, led the keynote dis-
cussion for the dialogue, which 
was attended by experts and diplo-
mats from Australia and China. The 
theme of the 2017 dialogue focused 
on peacekeeping and accountability 
for atrocity prevention.

In his welcoming remarks, Professor 
Alex Bellamy, Director of the APR2P 
Centre, noted that while there have 
been some positive developments 
in adding discussion on R2P to the 

formal agenda of the UN Gener-
al Assembly, the inability to reach 
common ground and stem the tide 
of violence against civilians in re-
cent years suggests that “progress 
in winding back genocide and mass 
atrocities is unravelling”. Highlight-
ing that differences in approaches 
and perspectives make dialogue 
and exchange ever more important, 
Professor Bellamy expressed his 
appreciation to CIIS for their contin-
ued commitment to exploring ways 
in which Australian and Chinese pol-
icy communities might contribute to 
common goals and mutual interest 
in atrocity prevention. In his opening 
remarks Mr. Yang Yi, Secretary-Gen-
eral of CIIS, conveyed that the “the 
main purpose of the dialogue is to 
exchange ideas and deepen under-
standing of each other’s views for 

peace and security in the region and 
the world” which may provide oppor-
tunities to “promote China-Australia 
understanding and cooperation” on 
issues related to R2P.

Keynote Discussion 

The dialogue began with a keynote 
discussion led by Maj. General Mi-
chael Smith, who explored some of 
the challenges to implementing pro-
tection of civilians (POC) mandates 
in UN peacekeeping missions, par-
ticularly in situations where atrocity 
crimes are present. General Smith 
noted that China and Australia share 
an interest in and commitment to en-
suring the success of UN peace op-
erations. A key expectation for suc-
cess centres on protecting civilians 
from gross attacks. General Smith 
noted that although there has been 
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a significant amount of training on 
International Humanitarian Law in 
the Asia Pacific, there needs to be 
better practical training on POC and 
how it relates to R2P. A deeper un-
derstanding of the local environment 
and how to liaise with civil society in 
the country is also needed in peace-
keeping operations. General Smith 
stressed that “more needs to be 
done to strengthen civil society” be-
cause “top down is not enough, POC 
also relies on bottom up approach-
es”. General Smith also reflected 
on the “lack of success stories” in 
implementing R2P, in light of contro-
versy over the intervention in Libya 
that eventuated in regime change, 
and the inability of R2P “to resolve 
situations in Syria or Yemen, or more 
recently Myanmar”. The challenge 
ahead is to demonstrate the prac-
tical contribution of R2P. In his final 
remarks, General Smith conveyed 
that the UN Association of Australia 
is looking to forge closer relations 
with other UN Associations, and 
welcomed opportunities for engage-
ment with UNA China.

Session 1: 2017 UN Secre-
tary-General’s Report 

Following the keynote discussion, 
the dialogue turned to a session on 
the 2017 UN Secretary-General’s 
R2P Report ‘Implementing the Re-
sponsibility to Protect: Accountability 
for Prevention’. The session began 
with a presentation by Mr. Gregory 
Andrews, Assistant Secretary of the 
International Organisations Branch 
of the Department of Foreign Affairs 
and Trade and Australia’s National 
Focal Point on R2P. Mr. Andrews ex-
plained how Australia’s support for 
R2P links into and aligns with Aus-
tralia’s support for other cross-cut-
ting protection agendas, including: 
POC, human rights, the Sustainable 
Development Goals, Women, Peace 
and Security, and Children and 
Armed Conflict. In reflecting on the 
UN Secretary-General’s report, Mr. 
Andrews highlighted three particu-
lar areas where Australia supports 
greater accountability for prevention:

• Placing R2P on the formal agen-
da of the UN General Assembly.
Mr. Andrews noted that Austra-

lia worked with Ghana to have 
R2P on the formal agenda of the 
General Assembly based on the 
belief that while Track II initia-
tives are important, multilateral 
channels offer an important fo-
rum “to discuss priorities and to 
air differences”.

• Upholding the responsibility of
the UNSC to respond expedi-
ently to atrocity crimes. Austra-
lia has supported efforts led by
France and Mexico on the Ac-
countability, Coherence, Trans-
parency (ACT) Code of Conduct
pledging for the UNSC not to
vote against credible resolutions
aimed at preventing or ending
atrocity crimes. Mr. Andrews ex-
pressed Australia’s concern that
when the UNSC is not expedi-
ent in responding to atrocities, it
erodes confidence of everyday
people in the UN.

• Supporting domestic mecha-
nisms to self-assess R2P imple-
mentation. Stressing that Aus-
tralia recognises that no country
is immune from atrocity risks, Mr.
Andrews reported that Australia
has sought to ensure its own ca-
pacity to identify and respond to
emerging risk situations through
supporting a wide-ranging study
on the domestic implementation
of R2P. As a direct result of that

study, Australia has included 
R2P in its diplomatic training, 
particularly to diplomats deploy-
ing to conflict-affected countries. 
This institutionalised training 
helps to improve the ability of 
Australian diplomats to assess 
atrocity risks and to recognise 
early warning signs using the 
UN Framework of Analysis for 
Atrocity Crimes. 

Mr. Andrews highlighted these three 
initiatives as Australia’s efforts to 
help move R2P from a conceptual 
agreement to a “practical and ac-
tion-oriented stage”, in line with the 
SG’s Report on accountability for 
prevention.

Following from Mr. Andrew’s presen-
tation, Mr. Yang Yi, Secretary-Gener-
al of CIIS, explored how the theme of 
the 2017 Secretary-General’s report 
on R2P “accountability for preven-
tion” is understood and perceived 
in China. Mr. Yang flagged that the 
language of the report is a bit difficult 
to understand in Chinese, because 
it is hard to differentiate in Chinese 
translations the difference between 
English meanings of the terms re-
sponsibility and accountability. Mr. 
Yang identified two key aspects of 
accountability emphasised in R2P: 
the accountability of the state to its 
people, and the state to the interna-
tional community. The presentation 
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noted that the state appeared to 
be the key focus in the 2017 Sec-
retary-General’s report, which reaf-
firmed the state at the centre of R2P 
implementation. Yet, in comparison 
to previous Secretary-General re-
ports on R2P, there seemed to be 
more attention to the role of the UN 
and “international community”, and 
the Secretary-General included the 
first mention since his 2014 report of 
“moral” responsibility/accountability 
at both the national and international 
level, as well as first use the idea of 
“national duty”. Mr. Yang questioned 
if this represented an “upgrading” of 
the legal aspects of R2P in the 2017 
report, and if the use of the term “ac-
countability” was intended to place 
stronger emphasis on R2P in rela-
tion to international law and legal 
accountability. Mr. Yang indicated 
that the focus on legal accountability 
could be a potential issue for China, 
as China’s key emphasis for preven-
tion is on development. Mr. Yang 
noted, “China focuses on economic 
development as the ‘master key’ to 
addressing conflict…The develop-
ment right of the state and society is 
a premise to the full implementation 
of R2P in the long run”. For China, the 
focus on legal accountability should 
“promote rule-setting and follow the 
spirit of the rule of law…Internation-
al norms should be based on the 
purposes and principles of the UN 
Charter. International and regional 
rules should be discussed, formu-
lated and observed by all countries 
concerned. That’s the guarantee to 
fully implement R2P”.

As a discussant to the presenta-
tions, Professor Alex Bellamy high-
lighted that both Mr. Andrews’ and 
Mr. Yang’s presentations recognised 
the gap between the promise and 
practice of R2P, which unless closed 
would prompt people to begin to 
question the legitimacy of the UN 
and the UNSC. Professor Bellamy 
noted that the 2017 Secretary-Gen-
eral’s report was not expanding or 
upgrading legal aspects of R2P; 
rather, it emphasised the primary re-
sponsibility of the state that is based 
in international law. Legal obliga-
tions to protect populations did not 
emerge with R2P, because states 

already had obligations not to com-
mit these crimes and to take positive 
steps to prevent or deter them, such 
as under the Genocide Convention. 
Professor Bellamy further noted that 
in addition to the two forms of ac-
countability that Mr. Yang had iden-
tified (responsibility of the state to its 
people and of states to their peers/
international community), the Sec-
retary-General’s report contained 
a third aspect of accountability: the 
accountability of the UNSC to the 
Charter and the UN membership. In 
addition to formalising R2P on the 
agenda of the UN General Assem-
bly, Professor Bellamy suggested 
that this third aspect of accountabil-
ity could be upheld through includ-
ing a thematic dialogue on R2P in 
the UNSC, which could contribute to 
setting expectations and considering 
options for expedient responses to 
emerging crises. 

Professor Bellamy concluded his 
remarks by distilling three areas of 
common ground in Mr. Andrews’ and 
Mr. Yang’s presentations that could 
be explored further:

1. Noting that both Mr. Andrews
and Mr. Yang highlighted the
connection between economic
development and prevention,
Professor Bellamy reflected that
a key challenge is how to ad-
dress the specific concerns of
mass atrocity prevention as part

of the huge issue of develop-
ment. It was suggested that an 
area for future dialogue or re-
search cooperation could focus 
on incorporating atrocity preven-
tion thinking in development as-
sistance, and sharing Chinese 
and Australian perspectives on 
specific sources of risk and re-
silience as well as analysis on 
the inhibitors to upstream pre-
vention. 

2. Another common theme in the
presentations was the need for
early and long-term prevention.
Stressing that situations where
the UN and regional actors act
early are the most successful
at averting atrocity crimes, Pro-
fessor Bellamy suggested that
CIIS and APR2P might share
perspectives on improving me-
diation and diplomacy, including
through enhancing support for
the UN’s Mediation Support Unit,
which continues to have no bud-
get line in the regular UN budget
and no multiyear contract.

3. Professor Bellamy also noted
that both Mr. Andrews and Mr.
Yang, as well as General Smith
in his keynote discussion, high-
lighted ongoing activities that
China and Australia are already
supporting to curtail atroci-
ty crimes. Professor Bellamy
stressed that it is important to
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deliver on the mandates we al-
ready have and not just focus 
on paralysis of the UNSC. “The 
more we can make missions 
we already have successful, 
the easier it is to find common 
ground in the future.” Professor 
Bellamy suggested that CIIS 
and APR2P could conduct col-
laborative research or support 
research exchanges to review 
past performance, which could 
help learn lessons about what 
works and find common ground 
on assessing action.

Dr. Liu Feitao, Second Secretary, Po-
litical Section, Embassy of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China in Australia, 
also offered discussant remarks on 
Mr. Andrews’ and Mr. Yang’s presen-
tations. Dr. Liu noted that, in terms of 
accountability, the “R2P concept has 
great improvement and enrichment” 
due to Brazil’s Responsibility while 
Protecting principle and China’s 
“creative involvement” and Respon-
sible Protection concepts. Yet, even 
though “R2P has been accepted as 
an international norm of action by 
more and more states”, Dr. Liu noted 
that there is “some way to go before 
it is accepted as international law or 
rules”. Dr. Liu conveyed that there 
are still “real gaps” between Western 
and developing countries in three ar-
eas:

1. There is not enough attention to
the valid concerns of developing
countries on the “boundary” be-
tween R2P and “new interven-
tionism” or humanitarian inter-
vention. Is there a boundary and
a guarantee that R2P will not be
used for a country’s self-inter-
est?

2. There is an expectation gap
between Western and devel-
oping countries, where “most
Western countries want R2P to
go beyond the four crimes”. Dr.
Liu noted that the 2017 Secre-
tary-General’s report “tries to
extend the legal duty to address
root causes of atrocity crimes,
which is a domestic legal con-
cern. Developing countries, on
the other hand, want a strict fo-
cus on the four atrocity crimes”.

3. There is not enough focus on de-
velopment. Even though there is
talk of addressing root causes,
Dr. Liu expressed concern that
developed countries are trying
to reduce aid budgets and adopt
a very narrow reactive account-
ability approach to addressing
refugees and civil conflicts. Dr.
Liu remarked that there are dif-
ferent understandings of root
causes and what is needed to
address them.

Dr. Liu offered three recommenda-
tions that could make a construc-
tive contribution to bridging these 
divides: research that draws clear 
lines between R2P and “new inter-
ventionism”; greater uptake of Bra-
zil’s Responsibility While Protecting 
and China’s Responsible Protection 
proposals to review implementation 
of R2P; and greater research to link 
development and aid to atrocity pre-
vention. It was suggested these are 
three areas where CIIS and APR2P 
could engage in further collaborative 
research and dialogue.

During the group discussion that en-
sued, Mr. Yang and Dr. Liu asked for 
greater elaboration on what is meant 
by “translating early warning into pre-
vention”, and what sort of resources 
or actions are considered “early pre-
vention”? Participants discussed dif-
ferent tools for identifying underlying 
atrocity risks, and the challenges to 
addressing these issues when many 
countries are deeply reluctant to en-
gage in frank and open conversa-
tions about the risks they confront. 
Participants also asked for more in-
formation about the role of the R2P 
Focal Point, as well as more detail 
about the type of training the Austra-
lian government has institutionalised 
on R2P. It was suggested that more 
detailed information could be shared 
on this in future dialogues. The group 
also echoed Professor Bellamy’s 
and Dr. Liu’s recommendations for 
APR2P and CIIS to explore options 
for facilitating more in-depth discus-
sions among Australian and Chinese 
experts about how development as-
sistance can support resilience and 
help address (or at least not exacer-
bate) atrocity risks. 

SESSION II- Meeting the Chal-
lenge of POC in UN Peacekeep-
ing: Sharing Best Practice

Carrying forward a recommendation 
from the 2016 China-Australia Dia-
logue on R2P, the second session 
of the 2017 dialogue focused on 
sharing best/good practices in POC 
in peacekeeping. Senior Captain 
Liu Lijiao, Deputy Director, Chinese 
People’s Liberation Army Navy Re-
search Institute opened the session 
with a presentation on the Chinese 
Navy’s recent experience in “mar-
itime peacekeeping operations” in 
the Gulf of Aden, Syria chemical 
weapons export, and World Food 
Program escort missions. Although 
these experiences are not directly 
associated with POC or R2P, Captain 
Liu noted that there are lessons that 
can be learned from the missions, 
in particular related to strengthen-
ing joint training, conducting threat 
analysis, and maritime intelligence 
sharing. Captain Liu discussed how 
drawing lessons and linkages where 
China is already engaging in other 
new areas of peacekeeping could 
help contribute to building trust and 
cooperation and provide opportuni-
ties for building operational capaci-
ty. She also noted the importance of 
increasing the proportion of women 
in peace operations, including in mil-
itary, police, civil affairs and medical 
roles. 

Following Captain Liu’s presentation, 
Dr. Charles Hunt, Centre for Global 
Research, RMIT University, present-
ed on some of the “tried and tested” 
tools of POC “operational best prac-
tice”, which link early warning with 
early response. Examples include 
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Joint Protect Teams, community liai-
son assistance, community alert net-
works, and agile or flexible military 
units that can be forward deployed 
quickly. While it is important to find 
lessons of good practice in these ini-
tiatives, Dr. Hunt stressed that one of 
the most important factors is context 
specificity. In terms of accountability 
for protection, Dr. Hunt noted that in 
theory, peace operations are man-
dated to use “all necessary means”, 
but in practice they are often unable 
or unwilling to use force in the field. 
This gap between mandate and 
practice has given rise to a stronger 
sense that peacekeepers should be 
held accountable for POC, and the 
UN Department of Peacekeeping 
Operations is developing a POC 
accountability framework. However, 
Dr. Hunt noted that it is important 
to recognise that peace operations 
need to protect civilians from atrocity 
crimes within the legitimating frame-
works for peacekeeping (host state 
consent, minimal use of force). 

Mr. Yang Yi and Dr. Jeni Whalan, 
Senior Research Fellow, School of 
Political Science and International 
Studies, University of Queensland, 
served as discussants for the ses-
sion. Mr. Yang raised concerns over 
the use of force and peacekeepers 
becoming parties to conflict and sug-
gested that there is a need for clear-
er guidance on POC and the use of 
force, particularly if POC is linked to 
“operationalizing R2P”. Dr. Whalan 
noted a tension in the need to de-
velop generalized POC doctrine and 
guidance, while at the same time 
stressing the importance of tailored 
and case specific responses: “One 
of political barriers that POC runs 
into is needing to speak only at gen-
eral level, but the local context will 
determine what is appropriate”. Be-
cause the daily tasks of POC are 
going to vary in each context and 
over time in a single mission at dif-
ferent stages of the peace process-
es, Dr. Whalan suggested that one 
way forward is to not just invest in 
pre-deployment training, but also in 
mobile, in-field scenario-based train-
ing. Dr. Whalan also noted the need 
for “proactive not just reactive POC”, 
and highlighted the 2015 Kigali Prin-

ciples as the “clearest articulation of 
best practice on protection” with a 
focus on training, consultations be-
tween troop contributing countries 
and the UNSC, early threat detec-
tion and reporting, speed of deploy-
ment, and accountability for person-
nel, including tackling the problem 
of sexual exploitation and abuse by 
peacekeepers. While recognising 
that accountability for the action of 
peacekeepers is a “small part of the 
POC agenda”, Dr. Whalan noted that 
it is very important and “a part that 
the UN can do something about”, 
including through adequate resourc-
ing for human rights monitors and 
gender advisors. Sharing Mr. Yang’s 
concern over the use of force, Dr. 
Whalan highlighted that there has 
been substantial recognition over 
the past couple of years by the Sec-
retary-General and in the HIPPO re-
port that political solutions are an es-
sential, if not most important, source 
of protection. “Inclusive negotiations 
rather than enforcement or coercion 
might end up with a better outcome 
for protection.” 

Session III – Meeting the Chal-
lenge of POC in UN Peacekeep-
ing: Building Critical Capacities

The final session of the dialogue fo-
cused on critical capacities for civil-
ian protection. Ms. Xing Yi, Director, 
Council for Security Cooperation 
in the Asia Pacific (CSCAP) China 
Secretariat, noted three critical ca-
pacities for improving POC in peace-
keeping: 

• Clear and feasible mandates,
which include improved con-
flict analysis capabilities that
systematically include consid-
erations of human rights and
threats to civilians;

• Enhanced rapid deployment ca-
pability; and

• Promoting gender balance and
increasing women peacekeep-
ers.

Ms. Xing highlighted China’s ongo-
ing commitments to build the latter 
two capacities, including China join-
ing the UN Peacekeeping Capabil-
ity Readiness system, building an 
8000-strong standby force, and es-

tablishing two permanent 160-mem-
ber peacekeeping police units. Ms. 
Xing also reported that over 1000 
Chinese women peacekeepers have 
participated in missions in medical, 
staff officer, military observer, infan-
try battalion and police roles. China’s 
commitment to increasing women’s 
participation in peacekeeping is ev-
idenced in China’s hosting in 2016 
an international training course for 
40 women peacekeepers from 24 
countries. 

The second half of the session fea-
tured a presentation by Ms. Lisa 
Sharland, Head of the International 
Program, Australian Strategic Policy 
Institute. Ms. Sharland highlighted 
that it has taken some time to trans-
late POC political commitments into 
substantive training and guidance for 
peacekeepers, but in recent years 
the debate has moved from”wheth-
er to how to protect civilians”. Ms 
Sharland pointed to key areas where 
China and Australia can help build 
peacekeeping capacities: 

• Leadership and accountability:
Ms. Sharland noted that there
is a lot of focus on the role of
troops but not on civilian re-
sponsibility and accountability
for POC failures. The lack of ac-
tion by peacekeepers should be
treated as seriously as the ex-
cessive use of force, and where
a host government is interfering
there is a need for the UNSC
and troop contributing nations to
be engaged.

• Rapid response: Ms. Sharland
noted that limited medical evac-
uation capabilities heightens risk
aversion of troop contributing
countries, and that there is still
limited information and intelli-
gence sharing that could assist
in early response. Investing in
medevac capabilities, along with
intelligence sharing in the C-34
(the UN General Assembly’s
Special Committee on Peace-
keeping Operations) could
contribute to early response to
threats/risks.

• Enhancing women’s represen-
tation: Ms. Sharland highlighted
the need to enhance women’s
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roles in peace operations, in-
cluding through budget alloca-
tion for gender advisers and pro-
moting women’s leadership.

Ms. Sharland concluded by suggest-
ing that one way forward is for “more 
substantive discussion of what ‘good 
POC’ looks like, to highlight exam-
ples to give peacekeepers as some-
thing to strive for and to showcase 
good action on the ground”. 

Ms. Ma Li, Deputy Director, CSCAP 
China Secretariat and Dr. Sarah Teitt, 
APR2P Deputy Director, served as 
discussants for the session. Ms. Ma 
stressed “partnerships with regional 
organisations” as a key POC capac-
ity, along with better analysis of the 
“complexity of the threats”. Dr. Teitt’s 
remarks highlighted that preventing 
atrocity crimes is not necessarily 
the same as preventing conflict, and 
there is a need to integrate atrocity 
risk analysis into conflict analysis 
frameworks and peacekeeping train-
ing programs. Dr. Teitt reaffirmed the 
UN Framework of Analysis for Atroc-
ity Crimes as a useful tool for more 
strategically incorporating atrocity 
risk analysis into existing conflict 
analysis and integrated threat analy-
sis frameworks used by peacekeep-
ing missions. Expanding training on 
the UN Framework of Analysis for 
peacekeeping troops, police and 
civilian personnel could help build 
capacities that are currently lacking, 
including: (1) deeper understand-

ing of the factors and dynamics that 
enable atrocity crimes to occur; (2) 
ability to assess threats against par-
ticular groups, including the motives, 
opportunities or resources of poten-
tial perpetrators; (3) ability to monitor 
changes that could signal that any of 
the armed groups or parties to the 
conflict may be preparing to commit 
atrocity crimes. 

Dr. Teitt also stressed that atrocity 
crimes are not isolated events, but 
tend to evolve over a period and 
develop through patterns of human 
rights violations against particular 
groups. There is a need for better 
coordination between peacekeeping 
forces and human rights monitors, 
which could assist peacekeeping 
forces to more systematically en-
sure that their strategies and tac-
tics are targeted toward addressing 
early patterns of abuse before they 
spiral into larger scale violence. 
Peacekeeping police components 
or criminal justice experts also play 
a critical role in inhibiting atrocities 
through assisting justice sector offi-
cials to investigate crimes and deter-
mine facts, uphold due process and 
prosecute perpetrators. Their role in 
preventing atrocity crimes could be 
improved through supporting efforts 
to develop more regular and system-
atic casualty recordings to investi-
gate early patterns of lethal violence 
against particular groups. 

In the group discussion, participants 

returned to a point raised through-
out the dialogue about the impor-
tance of enhancing the participation 
of women in peacekeeping. It was 
noted that this is not just a matter 
of including more women, but also 
investing more in gender analysis 
and programming. This includes 
expanding the number of peace-
keeping personnel with specialized 
capacities to identify and respond to 
particular types of crimes that exac-
erbate risk of larger scale violence, 
such as widespread sexual and 
gender-based violence. It was sug-
gested that this could be aided by 
China and Australia supporting ded-
icated training and budget support 
for women protection advisers, and 
supporting peacekeeping experts to 
share guidance and good practice 
with other troop contributors on how 
civilian, police and military peace-
keeping components can assist in 
preventing sexual and gender-based 
violence. 

Drawing on points made earlier 
about the “primacy of politics” and 
concerns over the use of force, the 
group discussion also stressed that 
a critical capacity for civilian protec-
tion is for the international communi-
ty and the UNSC to respond earlier 
to situations before they escalate 
into intractable conflicts. There is a 
need to make use of the broad range 
of response tools that can help elim-
inate the threat of atrocity crimes, 
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including: fact-finding, monitoring, 
reporting and verification; commis-
sions of inquiry; public advocacy; 
quiet diplomacy; mediation; com-
munity engagement; humanitarian 
assistance and protection; the pro-
tection of refugees and displaced 
persons; and civilian and technical 
assistance. Participants discussed 
how good offices, preventive diplo-
macy and mediation could encour-
age parties to conflict to fulfill their 
responsibility to protect and reduce 
the need for peacekeepers to take 
robust protection measures. The 
group discussion also focused on 
how states can assist peacekeepers 
serving under POC peacekeeping 
mandates by supporting measures 
and initiatives to deny potential 
perpetrators access to the means 
to commit atrocity crimes, includ-
ing through: fully implementing the 
Arms Trade Treaty to curb the sup-
ply of small arms and light weapons 
(SALW), assisting states to effective-
ly manage existing SALW stocks, 
and supporting UNSC-authorised 
arms embargoes to stem the flow 
of weapons to all potential perpetra-
tors of atrocity crimes. States also 
support peacekeepers in the field 
by engaging in quiet diplomacy to 
encourage all parties to respect in-
ternational humanitarian law and 
human rights law, and by encourag-
ing the UNSC to remind all parties 
that there will be consequences for 
actors who commit serious interna-
tional crimes. 

Closing Session and Future Di-
rections

Mr. Yang offered closing remarks on 
behalf of CIIS, noting that the dis-
cussion has shown “a lot of consen-
sus” but also “some different opin-
ions where there is room for more 
discussion”. Professor Bellamy’s 
closing remarks stressed APR2P’s 
appreciation for frank and open dia-
logue between Chinese and Austra-
lian participants, and how important 
it is to continue this type of dialogue 
and exchange. 

The second day of the program in-

cluded a visit to the Australian Civ-
il-Military Centre and a tour of the 
Majura Training Village at the Aus-
tralian Federal Police International 
Deployment Group Training Centre. 
These activities provided an oppor-
tunity for Chinese delegates to learn 
more about Australia’s approach to 
POC training and doctrinal develop-
ment, as well as Australian efforts to 
enhance women’s participation and 
gender perspective in the armed 
forces.

To further some of the recommenda-
tions from the dialogue, the APR2P 
Centre hosted Ms. Ma Li for a vis-
iting research fellowship from No-
vember-December 2017. During 
her fellowship Ms. Ma worked on 
the first Chinese translation of the 
Kigali Principles. To promote further 
exchange on POC and peacekeep-
ing, Ms. Ma and Dr. Teitt will jointly 
publish a short briefing note on the 
Kigali Principles and China’s peace-
keeping policy along with Chinese 
translation of the principles prior to 
the next China-Australia Dialogue 
on R2P, which is scheduled to take 
place in Beijing in October 2018. 

Dr Sarah Teitt Deputy Director APR2P 
and visting research Fellow Ms. Ma Li  
Deputy Director, CSCAP China Secretariat
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