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DEVELOPMENTS IN OTHER JURISDICTIONS ON THE RIGHT 
TO A SAFE AND HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT

The interdependent relationship between human rights and environmental rights has been 
increasingly emphasised at the international level, especially within the last decade. The growing 
understanding that no right to water, right to food, right to health or, more generally, right to life 
can be fully realised without a related protection of the environment, has led the UN Special 
Rapporteur on Human Rights and the Environment, John Knox, to recognise in his recent report 
of 24 January 2018 the “human right to a safe, clean, healthy and sustainable environment” as a 
fundamental standard to assure human dignity.  The Report will be presented to the Human Rights 
Council on 2 March. 

In this video update, which is the first of a series, it is therefore timely to examine some interesting 
cases that have interpreted, more or less explicitly, the right to a safe environment in national 
constitutional rights – and the role that these emerging trends have been playing in terms of 
widening the protection of the environment during recent years.   

In part two, next month, we will examine some key cases, such as that from New Zealand and 
India, where national courts have given recognition to the environment in its own right.  

Context 

Although there are still failings by governments, which seem to bury their head in the sand instead 
of taking the necessarily decisive actions to address broader transgressions of planetary 
boundaries, the increasing awareness within civil society of the urgent need to put in place specific 
and impactful policies to combat environmental degradation is confirmed by an increasing resort 
to litigation to drive substantive change.  

Even though climate change has been considered lately one of the most urgent challenges of the 
new century, being therefore the object of the majority of such litigation cases, equal attention 
should also be paid to other anthropogenic phenomena afflicting the planet, such as ocean 
acidification, fresh water scarcity, biodiversity loss and deforestation. Cases building on these 
broader environmental themes are also beginning to gain traction, as the recent Colombian legal 
action demonstrates, where earlier this month a group of young Colombians have filed a lawsuit 
against their Government for its failure to curb deforestation, arguing this violates their rights to a 
healthy environment, by eliminating a carbon sink which is vital in the fight against climate change. 

http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Environment/SREnvironment/A_HRC_37_59_EN.pdf
http://www.stockholmresilience.org/research/planetary-boundaries.html
http://www.stockholmresilience.org/research/planetary-boundaries.html
http://columbiaclimatelaw.com/resources/
http://columbiaclimatelaw.com/resources/
https://www.dejusticia.org/en/colombian-youth-file-first-climate-change-lawsuit-latin-america/
https://www.dejusticia.org/en/colombian-youth-file-first-climate-change-lawsuit-latin-america/
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Indeed, the 2017 UNEP report “The Status of Climate Change Litigation: A Global Review” 
highlighted that between only January and March 2017, more than 20 countries have had their 
governments sued by citizens and NGOs for climate change inaction. And, several successes and 
interesting developments in jurisprudential thinking that have taken place in recent years illustrate 
progressive judicial decisions, in support of a cleaner environment.  

Interestingly, NGOs and civil society are increasingly turning to well established legal mechanisms 
(such as constitutional rights, or the law of tort1) to seek to have them applied in new ways in light 
of these new and emerging facts and circumstances.    

Ireland:2 

Starting with one of the latest cases, the judgment of the Irish High Court of Justice on 21st 
November 2017 represents, without any doubts, one of the landmark attempts by courts to 
enforce, at least as a first step, citizens’ environmental rights. The case, brought by a group of 
householders and Friends of the Irish Environment, challenged the extension to a planning 
permission that Fingal County Council granted to the Dublin Airport Authority, in order to build a 
new third runway.  

Although the Judge, Mr. Justice Barrett, concluded that the claimants, Friends of the Irish 
Environment, lacked standing in the particular facts of this case, the formal recognition of a new 
constitutional right to a healthy environment has drawn attention from the main environmental 
organisations and academic circles as a huge success for present and future generations.  

Starting from the baseline that both the Irish Constitution and the European Convention on Human 
Rights assure a protection of the environment only in indirect terms, the judgment gives explicit 
recognition for the first time in Ireland to a universal “right to an environment which is consistent 
with human dignity and well-being”, while defining that as an “essential condition for the fulfilment 
of all human rights”.  

Given the sharp increase in GHGs from the aviation sector in the last decades and, more 
generally, the lack of adequate legal restrictions in the exploitation of natural resources, the High 
Court of Justice has now recognised that there is a direct duty to protect the environment under 

                                                 
1 And its equivalents, depending on the jurisdiction in question. 
2 Merriman & ors v Fingal County Council & ors; Friends of the Irish Environment Clg v Fingal County Council & ors 

[2017] IEHC 695 (Judgment of 21 November 2017).  

http://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/20767/climate-change-litigation.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
http://www.courts.ie/Judgments.nsf/09859e7a3f34669680256ef3004a27de/b93cb87c3a537960802581e5004438d6?OpenDocument
http://www.courts.ie/Judgments.nsf/09859e7a3f34669680256ef3004a27de/b93cb87c3a537960802581e5004438d6?OpenDocument
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Article 40, para. 3.1 of the Irish Constitution, which provides in broader terms that “the State 
guarantees in its laws to respect, […] to defend and vindicate the personal rights of the citizens”.  

This achievement, whilst still being at an early stage, stands out to be progressive and right-based 
oriented. It demonstrates not only to be coherent with the recent trend that other national courts 
of justice have been experiencing in the recent decade, especially after 2016, which is the year 
when the Paris Agreement officially entered into force. But it also reflects the growing 
understanding at an international level that environmental protection and human rights are 
effectively two sides of the same coin. 

The Netherlands:3  
Another constitutional case worth mentioning is the heavily cited Urgenda Case. Originally started 
in 2013, the Dutch Organisation, together with the support of 900 private Dutch citizens, brought 
the government to the High District Court as a consequence of its infringement of climate change 
international duties.  

In this case, the inability of the organisation to directly claim a violation of the European Convention 
of Human Rights, as it was not an immediate victim of that breach, did not prevent the NGO to 
appeal to a more domestic civil law violation of the duty of care. Given the existence of a 
constitutional obligation to “keep the country habitable” as included in the Dutch Constitution, the 
High District Court first recognised the existence of a duty on the government to take measures 
to prevent climate change and to “mitigate as quickly and as much as possible” those effects. But 
the clear victory that the plaintiffs achieved from the 2015 court decision is the judicial order for 
the government to “reduce by at least 25% [of their GHG emissions] at the end of 2020, compared 
to the level of the year 1990”. The decision has played a pivotal role in the empowerment of climate 
justice as, on the basis of the national obligation of care, the Dutch national court ordered stricter 
policies to comply with international human right provisions and climate change targets.  

The USA:4 

Another leading law case which has been shaping the protection against inadequate state climate 
change actions is the famous Juliana vs. United States case. Again, it is a group of 12 young 
private citizens and NGOs (Our Children’s Trust and Earth Guardian) who originally brought in 
2015 the Obama administration and then the Trump Government before the US District Court of 

                                                 
3 Urgenda Foundation v. The State of the Netherlands, C/09/456689/HA ZA (Judgment of 24 June 2015)  
  Note: English Translation only 
4 Juliana et al. vs United States of America et Al No. 6:15-CV-01517-TC, 2016 WL 6661146. (Order 10 November 2016) 

http://www.urgenda.nl/en/climate-case/
https://elaw.org/system/files/urgenda_0.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/571d109b04426270152febe0/t/5824e85e6a49638292ddd1c9/1478813795912/Order+MTD.Aiken.pdf
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Oregon for its lack of protection of a safe climate for every citizen. According to the plaintiffs, the 
encouragement that the US government has been given to the fossil fuel economy, then confirmed 
by the intervention in the lawsuit of three of the main US fossil fuel industry associations in support 
of the defendant (the US Government), represents a constitutional violation of the right to life, 
liberty and property for both present and future generations.  

Notwithstanding several governmental attempts to dismiss the case, a historic decision in favour 
of the environmental rights arrived in November 2016, when Judge Aiken recognised an explicit 
existence of a constitutional right to a stable climate.  

In her decision, the United States District Judge expressly wrote:   

“Exercising my "reasoned judgement," I have no doubt that the right to a climate system, 

capable of sustaining human life, is fundamental to a free and ordered society. Just as 

marriage is the "foundation of the family," a stable climate system is quite literally the 

foundation "of society, without which there would be neither civilization nor progress."  

 

In her conclusions Judge Aiken clearly stated – 

“They [the defendants and interveners] are correct that plaintiffs likely could not obtain the 

relief they seek through citizen suits brought under the Clean Air Act, the Clean Water Act, 

or other environmental laws. But that argument misses the point. This action is of a 

different order than the typical environmental case. It alleges that defendants' actions and 

inactions – whether or not they violate any specific statutory duty – have so profoundly 

damaged our home planet that they threaten plaintiffs' fundamental constitutional rights to 

life and liberty.”  

 

She then continued “Indeed, the seriousness of plaintiffs' allegations underscores how vitally 

important it is for this Court to apply those standards carefully and correctly.” 

It is therefore evident how the case, similarly structured as the precedent Dutch lawsuit, identified 
as a main claim the existence of a constitutional right to live in a habitable atmosphere, which is 
justified, according to the plaintiffs, in the public trust doctrine.  

According to this principle, as the natural resources belong to everyone, it is a duty of the U.S. 
state to assure their protection. 
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Hawaii:5 

Following the same orientation, another successful recent judicial decision is the Hawaiian case, 
in December 2017, which involved a power purchase agreement between Maui Electric Company 
and the Hawaiian Commercial & Sugar Company.  

In its judgment, the Supreme Court enforced the constitutional right to a “clean and healthful 
environment” as recognised under Article XI section 9, by declaring the state responsible for 
having taken insufficient actions to comply with its constitutional duties. Worth mentioning is also 
that the right-based interpretation of the Constitution by the Hawaiian Supreme Court enforced 
this way the 2015 conversion into law of the HB623 Bill, requiring that 100 percent of the national 
energy is produced from renewable sources by 2045. 

New Zealand:6 

Similarly, the New Zealand case brought by Sarah Thomson, a law student at the University of 
Waikato, confirmed in November 2017 the responsibility of the national government for its 
unambitious targets to reduce national GHG emissions.  

Norway:7 

At the beginning of the new year another explicit reiteration of the constitutional nature of the right 
to a healthy environment originated from the famous and highly debated Norwegian case the 
People vs. Arctic Oil.  

Despite the negative ending of the Oslo District Court decision (which is now subject of appeal to 
Norway’s Supreme Court), the judge has expressly acknowledged the government’s duty to 
protect the environment for the public benefit, clarifying for the first time the content of the 
constitutional right recognised in Article 112 of the Norwegian Constitution. 

Article 112 provides that – 

“Every person has the right to an environment that is conducive to health and to a natural 
environment whose productivity and diversity are maintained.  Natural resources shall be 

                                                 
5 In re Application of Maui Electric Company (Opinion of 14 December 2017) 
6 Thomson v. Minister for Climate Change Issues CIV 2015-485-919 [2017] NZHC 733 (Judgment 02 November 2017) 
7 The People vs Arctic Oil (16-166674TVI-OTIR/06) (Judgment 04 January 2018) 

http://blogs2.law.columbia.edu/climate-change-litigation/wp-content/uploads/sites/16/case-documents/2017/20171214_docket-SCWC-15-0000640_opinion-2.pdf
http://img.scoop.co.nz/media/pdfs/1711/fileDecision_13.pdf
https://www.greenpeace.org/norway/Global/norway/Arktis/bilder/2017/Dom%20Klimars%C3%B8ksma%CC%8Alet.pdf
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managed on the basis of comprehensive long-term considerations which will safeguard 
this right for future generations as well”. 

The developments in this case will therefore be eagerly anticipated as it progresses before 
Norway's highest court. 

A Progressive Trend 

On the basis of the recent case law trends as aforementioned explained, it is evident how national 
courts have increasingly oriented towards explicit recognition of environmental rights as part of 
Constitutional requirements. This can be translated not only in a stronger protection of 
environmental entitlements in case of governmental breach of their legal duties. But above all, the 
ways in which the civil society and NGOs have been requiring, and court judges have been 
interpreting these rights, in light of new facts and circumstances, testifies the high dynamism of 
law to respond to governments’ failures (as well as that of corporate actors) to provide for urgent 
climate change policies or policies to address other environmental challenges. 

Limitations 

That said, limitations in the full enforcement of environmental rights are acknowledged.  

Starting with the Irish case, the recent governmental requests to postpone the judicial review 
hearing before the High Court, together with the expected future increases of national GHG 
emissions, as stressed by Friends of the Irish Environment, may undermine the possibility of real-
world progress. Also, the remarkable results achieved by the plaintiffs in the Urgenda case is not 
definitive, as the Dutch government intends to appeal the High District Court decision. The Appeal 
hearing, which is scheduled to commence on 28 May 2018, will therefore continue before a higher 
court; though in that case, positively, the effect of the first decision will continue to have effect in 
the interim period.    

Furthermore, the degree of resistance which such cases are met with cannot be overstated.   
Governments resist judgments in matters, that, in their view, cross the boundary or stray into areas 
which should traditionally rest within the realm of discretion of the elected executive power.  

In both the Urgenda as well as the Juliana vs. the United States cases, the defendants expressly 
refused to conform to reductions in emission targets not approved by the political power, especially 
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in the absence of legislative-approved measures. In this way, according to both the governments’ 
argumentations, the principle of the separation of the powers would be violated.  

With reference to the US Juliana case, additional impediments to effective environmental rights 
can be also identified in the Trump administration’s intention to proceed with a writ of mandamus.  
This is a rarely used, and even more rarely approved, legal manoeuvre in which a superior court 
is asked to order a lower court to comply with the law. If the request is approved by the Ninth 
Circuit Court of Appeal in San Francisco, this would represent the definitive dismissal of the lawsuit 
and, perhaps most significantly, allow the federal government to entirely avoid the discovery 
process.  

For the time being, the retirement of one of the three judges and the exceptional nature in which 
this remedy is granted, lead the plaintiffs to be positive about the likely final decision, even though 
the absence of clear timetables put the judgment into a situation of uncertainty. 

Similarly, the People vs. Arctic Oil case in Norway has highlighted persistent difficulties in 
upholding environmental rights before courts. Despite the recognition of a constitutional duty for 
government to assure a healthy environment, the Oslo District Court rejected the claim as 
supported by Greenpeace and Nature and Youth, by concluding that emissions, linked to oil 
exploration licences in the Arctic, did not cause a sufficiently significant impact to determine a 
violation of the constitutional right. Moreover, defining the emissions from exportation not relevant 
to the case, the Court seemed to embrace the Government’s arguments reporting that oil activities 
in the Arctic Ocean did not imply any violation of the Paris Agreement, which calls for emission 
reduction generated within the country.  

It is evident from the analysis of this decision how a country such as Norway, which praise to be 
environmentally progressive in many ways, still struggles to effectively protect environmental 
entitlements, especially when they are so closely related to significant economic interests as in 
these cases.  

Summary and Reflections 

Notwithstanding, some of the limitations discussed in this blog, they should not decrease all the 
enthusiasm related to these recent national court decisions. It is evident how, during the last years, 
the domestic judicial power in different countries has tried to enforce citizens’ environmental rights 
through direct links to constitutional entitlements even where the environment is not explicitly 
referenced.  
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By further recognising the link between human and environmental rights, the real innovation 
emerging from such case law analysis is the courts’ attempts to interpret states existing duties as 
imposed by their national constitutions and human rights law to include a broader environmental 
dimension.  

Courts have been developing new and updated interpretations of existing laws to respond to 
emerging facts and circumstances, which led, in some cases, to require stringent and 
environmental-sensitive policies from the executive. Despite not always implying concrete 
changes, their contribution in i) raising awareness, ii) facilitating access to justice for 
environmental rights; and iii) opening of a broader policy space for change is evident from the 
domino-effect that, starting with the Urgenda case in 2013, has led an increasing number of 
individuals and NGOs to demand their governments to better protect, respect and fulfil their rights 
to live in a healthy and safe environment.   

The recent lawsuit against five of the biggest oil companies filed by California, New York and San 
Francisco, as well as the mobilisation of the Colombian youths asking the Government to enhance 
the protection of Colombian Forests, are only recent examples that clearly highlight the importance 
to keep monitoring future legal developments in this field.  

If one thing is clear, it is that the “public concerned” will continue to turn to courts where 
Governments fail to protect their environment. Furthermore, the UN Special Rapporteur, John 
Knox, has suggested, amongst his 16 framework principles, the duty for states to ensure a healthy 
environment, the obligation for states to respect, protect and fulfil human rights related to 
environmental protection, and provide individuals a safe environment, which should be confirmed 
by effective enforcement of their environmental standards – and will require States to respond 
appropriately. 

However, in order to be fully effective, reference to human rights as connected to a clean and safe 
environment need to be translated into urgent and more ambitious legislative-approved policies 
to bring societies within Planetary Boundaries. These should include specific and clear actions to 
transition away from fossil fuels industries, but also measures to urgently combat biodiversity 
losses, ocean acidification and damage to indigenous communities. The WHO has estimated that 
from 2030 and 2050 there will be an additional 250,000 deaths each year as a result of climate 
change alone.  

It is therefore fundamental for national governments to apply their resources to develop and 
advance appropriate and urgent decision-making structures to fulfil these emerging obligations, 



CASE LAW UPDATE: DEVELOPMENTS IN OTHER JURISDICTIONS ON THE 
RIGHT TO A SAFE AND HEALTHY LIVING ENVIRONMENT 

08/02/2018 
 

 
9 

 

rather than waiting for lawsuits. Climate change effects and the progressive deterioration of our 
natural ecosystem do not allow further wasted time.  

Finally, as exemplified by the “Budva Declaration on Environmental Democracy for our 
Sustainable Future” from the recent meeting of the Parties to the Aarhus Convention in the 
UNECE region 

“these challenges cannot be met by any one actor alone.  The effective engagement of 
civil society, including NGOs, academia and other stakeholders, greatly reinforces and 
complements the ability of Governments to address these problems.” 

Only by embracing this approach, can we respond to the environmental crisis facing us in the 
Anthropocene. 

Erika Solimeo, Intern 
Energy Transition & Environment 

Living Law  
08/02/18 

 
Further information may be obtained as follows: 
 
1. Friends of the Irish Environment & Others 

• https://greennews.ie/landmark-climate-case-pushed-back-february/ 
• https://greennews.ie/historic-decision-recognises-constitutional-right-environmental-

protection/ 
• Judgment: http://climatecasechart.com/non-us-case/friends-irish-environment-clg-v-

fingal-county-council/ 
 
2. Colombian Youth:  

• https://www.dejusticia.org/en/colombian-youth-file-first-climate-change-lawsuit-latin-
america/  

• http://news.trust.org/item/20180129171256-pp1ym/  
 

3. The People vs. Arctic Oil: 
• https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2018/01/05/norway-climate-change-rights/ 
• https://www.greenpeace.org/international/press/14527/greenpeace-and-nature-and-

youth-take-the-norwegian-government-to-the-supreme-court/  
• Judgment:http://www.greenpeace.org/norway/Global/norway/Arktis/Dokumenter/2016

/legal_writ_english_final_20161018.pdf  
 

https://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/env/pp/mop6/in-session_docs/ECE.MP.PP.2017.CRP.3-ECE.MP.PRTR.2017.CRP.1_EN.pdf
https://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/env/pp/mop6/in-session_docs/ECE.MP.PP.2017.CRP.3-ECE.MP.PRTR.2017.CRP.1_EN.pdf
https://greennews.ie/landmark-climate-case-pushed-back-february/
https://greennews.ie/historic-decision-recognises-constitutional-right-environmental-protection/
https://greennews.ie/historic-decision-recognises-constitutional-right-environmental-protection/
http://climatecasechart.com/non-us-case/friends-irish-environment-clg-v-fingal-county-council/
http://climatecasechart.com/non-us-case/friends-irish-environment-clg-v-fingal-county-council/
https://www.dejusticia.org/en/colombian-youth-file-first-climate-change-lawsuit-latin-america/
https://www.dejusticia.org/en/colombian-youth-file-first-climate-change-lawsuit-latin-america/
http://news.trust.org/item/20180129171256-pp1ym/
https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2018/01/05/norway-climate-change-rights/
https://www.greenpeace.org/international/press/14527/greenpeace-and-nature-and-youth-take-the-norwegian-government-to-the-supreme-court/
https://www.greenpeace.org/international/press/14527/greenpeace-and-nature-and-youth-take-the-norwegian-government-to-the-supreme-court/
http://www.greenpeace.org/norway/Global/norway/Arktis/Dokumenter/2016/legal_writ_english_final_20161018.pdf
http://www.greenpeace.org/norway/Global/norway/Arktis/Dokumenter/2016/legal_writ_english_final_20161018.pdf
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4. Urgenda Foundation  
• www.urgenda.nl  
• http://greennews.ie/the-climate-cases-the-breakthrough-urgenda-netherlands/ 
• https://rightsblog.net/2017/05/22/the-urgenda-decision-of-the-dutch-district-court-

using-tort-law-to-urge-the-state-to-do-more-in-combating-climate-change/ 
• Judgment: http://www.lse.ac.uk/GranthamInstitute/litigation/urgenda-foundation-v-

kingdom-of-the-netherlands-district-court-of-the-hague-2015/  
 

5. Juliana et al. 
• https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2017/12/11/climate-lawsuit-trump-juliana-united-

states/ 
• https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2017/07/13/the-kids-climate-case-against-the-u-

s-government-a-timeline/ 
• Judgment – Opinion and Order Aiken: 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/571d109b04426270152febe0/t/5824e85e6a49
638292ddd1c9/1478813795912/Order+MTD.Aiken.pdf 

• Order Coffin: 
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/571d109b04426270152febe0/t/59541c8db3db
2b21ddf4c17e/1498684558660/2017.07.28+Order+Granting+Motions+to+Withdraw-
Setting+Trial+Date.pdf 
 

6. Maui Electric Company 
• https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2018/01/05/hawaii-climate-environment-

constitutional-right/ 
 

7. Thomson  
• https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/98492828/high-court-says-previous-national-

government-should-have-done-more-on-climate-change-targets  
• https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/climate-news/94079123/waikato-law-student-

sarah-thomson-takes-government-to-court-over-climate-change  
• http://www.greenpeace.org/new-zealand/en/press/Sarah-Thomsons-epic-court-battle-

gives-strong-mandate-for-climate-action/  
 

8. Work of the UN Special Rapporteur on Human Rights and the Environment 
• Framework Principles report (advance edited version): “Report of the Special 

Rapporteur on the issue of human rights obligations relating to the enjoyment of a 
safe, clean, healthy and sustainable environment” A/HRC/37/59 
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Environment/SREnvironment/A_HRC_37_5
9_EN.pdf – to be presented to the Human Rights Council on March 2 

• http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Environment/SREnvironment/Pages/SRenvironmentI
ndex.aspx  

 

http://www.urgenda.nl/
http://greennews.ie/the-climate-cases-the-breakthrough-urgenda-netherlands/
https://rightsblog.net/2017/05/22/the-urgenda-decision-of-the-dutch-district-court-using-tort-law-to-urge-the-state-to-do-more-in-combating-climate-change/
https://rightsblog.net/2017/05/22/the-urgenda-decision-of-the-dutch-district-court-using-tort-law-to-urge-the-state-to-do-more-in-combating-climate-change/
http://www.lse.ac.uk/GranthamInstitute/litigation/urgenda-foundation-v-kingdom-of-the-netherlands-district-court-of-the-hague-2015/
http://www.lse.ac.uk/GranthamInstitute/litigation/urgenda-foundation-v-kingdom-of-the-netherlands-district-court-of-the-hague-2015/
https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2017/12/11/climate-lawsuit-trump-juliana-united-states/
https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2017/12/11/climate-lawsuit-trump-juliana-united-states/
https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2017/07/13/the-kids-climate-case-against-the-u-s-government-a-timeline/
https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2017/07/13/the-kids-climate-case-against-the-u-s-government-a-timeline/
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/571d109b04426270152febe0/t/5824e85e6a49638292ddd1c9/1478813795912/Order+MTD.Aiken.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/571d109b04426270152febe0/t/5824e85e6a49638292ddd1c9/1478813795912/Order+MTD.Aiken.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/571d109b04426270152febe0/t/59541c8db3db2b21ddf4c17e/1498684558660/2017.07.28+Order+Granting+Motions+to+Withdraw-Setting+Trial+Date.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/571d109b04426270152febe0/t/59541c8db3db2b21ddf4c17e/1498684558660/2017.07.28+Order+Granting+Motions+to+Withdraw-Setting+Trial+Date.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/571d109b04426270152febe0/t/59541c8db3db2b21ddf4c17e/1498684558660/2017.07.28+Order+Granting+Motions+to+Withdraw-Setting+Trial+Date.pdf
https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2018/01/05/hawaii-climate-environment-constitutional-right/
https://www.climateliabilitynews.org/2018/01/05/hawaii-climate-environment-constitutional-right/
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	For the time being, the retirement of one of the three judges and the exceptional nature in which this remedy is granted, lead the plaintiffs to be positive about the likely final decision, even though the absence of clear timetables put the judgment ...
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	Notwithstanding, some of the limitations discussed in this blog, they should not decrease all the enthusiasm related to these recent national court decisions. It is evident how, during the last years, the domestic judicial power in different countries...
	By further recognising the link between human and environmental rights, the real innovation emerging from such case law analysis is the courts’ attempts to interpret states existing duties as imposed by their national constitutions and human rights la...
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	The recent lawsuit against five of the biggest oil companies filed by California, New York and San Francisco, as well as the mobilisation of the Colombian youths asking the Government to enhance the protection of Colombian Forests, are only recent exa...
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	“these challenges cannot be met by any one actor alone.  The effective engagement of civil society, including NGOs, academia and other stakeholders, greatly reinforces and complements the ability of Governments to address these problems.”
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