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First Global Report

“EROL and SDGs are mutually reinforcing. SDGs promote […] a 
framework that [is] essential to environmental rule of law; meanwhile, 

many of the Goals are only achievable under conditions of effective 
EROL”.

Environmental Rule of Law (EROL)

“The principles of rule of law applied in the environmental 
context”. 

SDGs Target 16.3 

“Promote the rule of law at the national and international levels, 
and ensure equal access to justice for all”.



Environmental Rule of Law
Tracking Progress and Charting

Future Directions

GOALS: 

• Undertake a global assessment of global trends 
and gaps related to EROL;

• Support countries to promote and strengthen 
EROL;

• Establish benchmarks and identify opportunities 
for future action and collaboration.



Environmental Rule of Law
Tracking Progress and Charting

Future Directions

STRUCTURE:

1. Introduction;

2. Laws and Institutions;

3. Civic Engagement; 

4. Rights;

5. Justice;

6. Conclusions and Recommendations.



Takeaways on Justice

• A fair, legitimate and well-functioning justice system is crucial for
EROL and vice-versa;

• Ensuring equal access to courts allows for equality before the law.
This can be done by:

✓Facilitating financial and geographical accessibility (SDGs
Targets 16.3 and 16b);

✓Providing for open standing (SDG Targets 16.3 and 16.b);

✓Overriding the loser-pays principle in particular cases (e.g.
public interest, good faith) (SDGs Targets 16.3 and 16.b);

✓Creating specialized environmental courts (SDGs Target
16.a);

✓Promoting thematic training, information-sharing and judicial
capacity (SDGs Targets 13.3, 16.6 and 16.a).



Global trend 1: Digitalization of the judiciaries

• Most courts adopted teleconferencing technologies to adapt to
the logistical problems of the COVID-19 pandemic;

• Systems that had emergency plans in place (e.g. the CJEU and
Lithuania) were able to adjust more nimbly;

• To assist in this transition, the Council of Europe developed the
‘Ethical Charter on the Use of Artificial Intelligence in Judicial
Systems and their Environment’, including relevant principles on
data security and transparency;

• While digital tools enhanced access to justice for many, they
also excluded people with limited access to Internet
connections;



Global trend 2: Climate change litigation

• Judicial action on climate change has grown at an
unprecedented pace:

✓To remedy inaction from other branches of the government
(SDGs Targets 13.2, 16.6, 16.7 and 16.b);

✓To challenge specific projects and programs whose climate
impacts violate the law (SDGs Targets 13.2, 16.10 and 16.b);

✓To hold companies accountable for their emissions (SDGs
Targets 16.10 and 16.b);

• Judgments are increasingly based on human rights, including
the right to a clean, healthy and sustainable environment and
the rights of future generations (SDGs Target 16.10).



Global trend 2: Climate change litigation

Figure: United Nations
Environment Programme
(2023). Global Climate
Litigation Report: 2023
Status Review. Nairobi.



Global trend 3: Number and variety of remedies

• Courts are granting an increasing number and variety of
remedies in environmental cases, including:

✓Orders to restore environmental harm;

✓Symbolic compensation and declaratory judgments;

✓The establishment of programmes to educate the public;

✓ Injunctions to public authorities to undertake or stop certain
activities, to enact new legislation or strengthen existing
norms;

✓Legal mechanisms enabling judges to closely monitor the
progress in the implementation of their orders.



Global trend 4: Transboundary liability

• Due to the transboundary nature of many environmental issues,
victims of environmental harm are increasingly resorting to
transnational lawsuits (e.g. Four Nigerian Farmers and
Milieudefensie v. Royal Dutch Shell);

• Judges are becoming more open to hearing the claims of
foreign plaintiffs who have suffered environmental damage
caused by entities domiciled within their jurisdiction (e.g.
Luciano Lliuya v.RWE AG);

• Courts are increasingly imposing liability on parent companies
for harm caused by their subsidiaries abroad (e.g. Okpabi v.
Royal Dutch Shell).
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