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Executive Summary 

1. I feel privileged to address a distinguished audience of brothers in the great family of the Global Judiciary. This is a historical meeting indeed.

2. I do not intend to read my paper. Instead I will focus on the main ideas stated therein. I shall make them explicit. 

A.
Sustainability (or sustainable development) is not just another word for environmental protection. It does not mean deep ecology either. It is a far greater moral idea meaning that life and justice are the perennial values and the objective measure of the state of things on earth. In this sense, the philosophy of sustainability marks the end of ethical skepticism and relativism. One cannot approach sustainability problems in such a perspective anymore. 

B.
Sustainability is the wisdom of our cultural heritage, revisited now by western civilization learning from its grave mistakes that have brought us here. 

3.
Concerning its authority, sustainability is not merely a philosophy or ideology or a scientific theory one can adopt or reject at will. Since Rio, it is the Fundamental Global Law, our 'Grundnorm' which is both authoritative and enforceable. Legal argumentation to this effect may vary depending on the particular legal culture, but the obligation of the Courts to impose the fundamental rule of sustainability is the same worldwide. 

4. The application of the fundamental law of sustainability by the Global Judiciary is a matter of elaboration: It is jurisprudence, the ever-living source of law which will render it operative in everyday life. The best way is by general principles. We do not need to wait for statutes and regulations. They are welcome, of course, but they themselves will be judged on the basis of the jurisprudential principles. Sustainability is a long-term policy. Legislative measures reflect middle or short-term policies. 

5. In order to perform the above duty the Global Judiciary must be strengthened. These are hard times for the Judiciary. The State is weakening under the pressure of globalizing markets and strong interests are vested in the status quo. The political system is often their ally. Nevertheless, the weakening state needs a strong judiciary. The alternative is strong and uncontrollable private power. 

6. In order to be empowered, the Judiciary does not need the permission of the political system. The strengthening process depends entirely on our own will and dedication to carry out our mission. Once judges become conscious that sustainability is a part of the Rule of Law, as they did with Human Rights in the past, they will find the proper ways to shape the desirable state of things. Undoubtedly, this  process will be easier and faster if supported by the political system. Nonetheless, it will equally succeed Without such support or even against the open or concealed resistance by the political system. For. it will have popular support. Now that it is clear to everybody that the political system has failed to materialize the vision of Rio, the Wide public everywhere has turned to the Judiciary as the last resort. In fact, the empowerment of the Judiciary on sustainability  matters will relieve the political system of significant political cost. 

7. The strengthening process of the Judiciary does not need money. True, it will be easier if facilitated by money, but its driving force is higher than that for it is moral. Effective strengthening measures depend mainly on our own will to improve judicial decision-making, which is a matter of implementation, communication and networking among judges of the world. Besides, we can count on the valuable administrative support of the UNEP. The present Global Symposium, like the preceding Regional ones, is the best proof of this. 

8. Now I would like to draw your attention to some of the factors affecting our problem (Diagram 2). You can see the failures of the Legislative and Administration. They are part of the problem but not an excuse for our own mistakes and .omissions. Because our mistakes take place at a higher hierarchical level of the Law System (culture). By acting "' there we can correct Legislative and Administrative failures (Diagram 3 and Story Memos.) Of course, action at the level of the European Union (Directives) can eliminate the problem in European countries. Concerning the mission of the Judiciary, the Action System of Diagram 3 is seen from the Judiciary viewpiont: there are things the Judiciary can and must do by itself. 

The Action system Plan (4) IS comprehensive and requires cooperation among all state agencies involved. 
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Abstract 

Ten years after Rio the implementation of the Stockholm, Rio and Agenda '21 provisions seems to be the dominant problem. Therefore there 0 is an imperative need for strengthening the Judiciary as the main enforcement agent. This strengthening process should start from the judges themselves who have the task and responsibility for consolidating the legal culture of sustainability by their decisions. Several institutional and procedural changes for increasing the capacity of courts are discussed in this paper. 
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A. Preface 

1. The purpose of this Report is to study systematically the role that -the Judiciary could and should have in Sustainable Development. 0 This role was basically indicated for by the Agenda '21 in par. 

8.18 "Governments and legislators, with the support, where appropriate, of competent international °'Eanizations, should establish judicial and administrative procedures for legal redress and remedy of actions affecting environment and development that may be unlawful or infringe on rights under the law, and should provide access to individuals, groups and organizations with a recognized legal interest". 

2. Today, ten years after Rio, the above provision seams too simple to address the issues which arose in the meantime from the process of sustainable development. The common evaluation is that, while litde has to be added to the brilliant action plan of the Agenda '21, many things have to be done for its implementation. Beyond any doubt, there is an implementation gap suggested by almost all environmental indicators. 

3. Failures in the implementation of public environmental policies point inevitably to the performance of the Judiciary, since the implementation gap is an enforcement gap too. A systematic evaluation of the performance of Global Judiciary in sustainable development -so far, is still missing. All we have now is fragmentary information. Still, the general feeling is that more must be expected from the Judiciary in sustainable development. But in order to fulfil its mission, the Judiciary must be empowered. 

4. Any evaluation of the Judiciary in this respect is necessarily accompanied by problems which can not be underestimated. The same holds true for reform proposals. The Judiciary is the most ancient and respectable of all state institutions. Its present structures and functions have had a remarkable stability over time. They are the outcome of a long and smooth evolution which has successfully combined institutional order with personal independence of judges. Owing to such independence,  any reform proposal should either come from the judges themselves or be approved by them. Moreover, any change should be proposed only if it is absolutely necessary and must be limited to the purpose. However, this is the case today. I believe it is the duty of judges now to re-examine critically the mission of the Judiciary in the 21st century of Global Change.

5. I shall be more specific: It is true that an essential part of judges independence is his philosophy of Justice and his sense of mission. Nevertheless in periods of cultural change the generation of new ideas has an impact upon the Judges attitudes too. In the past, judges who served as "lions under the throne became the protectors of individual rights freedoms and equality. In due time the idea of social justice found its place in judicial decision too. Today we are going through a similar period of cultural change: the moral idea of sustainability is a turning-point in our civilization. In fact it is the modem version of justice having as a new dimension our moral duty to -'future generations and reaffinI1ing our respect to Nature. 

6. This great idea of sustainability is now forcing us to re-examine critically a number of interrelated basic issues such as the meaning of progress growth and development, the limits of human action the rights of nature the rights of coming generations the limitation of technological systems the balance of spiritual and material values the concept of quality in human life etc. It is in this context that our mission should be revisited. 

7.  The author of this Report has served the Judiciary of his country for quite a long time. He dedicated the last decade of his career working effectively for strengthening the role of the Judiciary in sustainable development. He feels privileged that in the present Judges Symposium he has the opportunity to share his experience and thoughts with you, brothers in the great family of Global Judiciary. We in Greece feel that the idea of sustain ability is up to a certain extent the restoration of classical Greek values of Order, Nature, Justice, Measure and Frugality. I am sure that judges from other ancient cultures will recognise in sustainability important elements of their cultures too. Perhaps sustainability will eventually become a unifying factor in cultural diversity. In this spirit we have conducted a successful experiment in response to the challenge of the idea of sustainability. In the year preceding the Rio Conference (1991) we established a special 0 Chamber for Environment and Sustainability within the Council of State, the Supreme Administrative Court. At that time Greece, a new member in the European Union, was gasping to reach the level of its partners. As a result of this unrelenting developmental effort, the exquisite Greek environment suffered a rapid deterioration. The new Court reacted in a decisive way. Ten years after the new Chamber had started its action, important changes had happened: 

· A complete system of sustainability principles was developed by the Court, in order to be incorporated into the relevant public policies 

· Either through the preliminary control of the regulatory decrees or through its decisions and suspension orders, the Court made clear that only sustainable policies would be permissible. 

· Public opinion dully informed by the Mass Media gave full support to the work of the Court. 

In the light of this experience I shall discuss what can be applicable outside the national borders. 

8. The structure of the present Report has the following systemic order: 

· In the First Chapter, the structure of the problem that concerns the desirable role of the Judiciary in sustainable development is stated. 

· In the Second Chapter, the mission of the Judiciary in () sustainable development is delineated. 

· In the Third part, a system of measures strengthening judicial capacity is proposed, and 

· The Report is completed with the study of measures supporting the role of the Judiciary. 

Owing to the complexity of the problem the methodology of Large Scale Systems (LLS) is used for its study throughout this Report..

B. Why the Judges now: the problem situation 

In the systemic perspective the Judiciary should be studied in the context of a larger Law System Model which is composed of several components (Diagram 1). For the purposes of the present analysis, the emphasis is placed on three components of this 1a.rger system, which are Legal Culture, Legal Science and Legal Control . System. A number of interrelated factors interacting within these () components generate the following problem situation (Diagram 2): 

The Role of the Judiciary in Sustainable Development:

The Systems Context







 

 



 

Diagram (1) 

Factors Affecting the Mission of Judiciary in Sustainable Development 

Problem Structuring








 




Diagram (2)
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1.    Legal Culture

1.1. 

By this term we refer to the system of basic legal values, fundamental principles and assumptions guiding legal thinking in the jurisprudence of the Courts and in Legal Science. Contemporary legal culture is dominated by the idea of the Rule of Law (or the Rechtsstaat in continental terminology). This is the outcome of a long cultural evolution, which started with the concept of Politeia in Ancient Greece, was revived in the Anglo-Saxon idea of Constitutionalism (Limited government) and was expanded with the inclusion of the Doctrine of Human Rights developed in the United States and in Europe. Our position is that after the Stockholm and Rio Declarations, the concept of the Rule of Law has been expanded so as to accommodate environment and sustainability, both crucial aspects of Public Order today. In temlS of rights, both should be conceptualized as extensions (off-springs) of the fundamental right to life and health. 

1.2. 

Despite the clear letter and spirit of the Rio Declaration and Agenda t 21, some degree of uncertainty and even confusion still persists about the legal definition of sustainability. The main reason is that, after the inclusion of Human Rights in the concept of the Rule of Law, the latter has taken in the minds of certain jurists an atomocentric bias. Nevertheless, the values of environment and sustainability, though proclaimed as new values, are in fact revived collective (common) values of all traditional cultures, which had been forgotten in the process of Modernity and economic growth. The co-existence of such pre-modem and modem elements within the broader concept of the Rule of Law makes some jurists hesitant to give the precise legal definition of the concept of sustainable development. While in the minds of many judges the problem is solved in favor of the environment and sustainability, we are still experimenting with tentative legal methodologies for doing it and this adds another element of uncertainty in the whole problem. The lack of a precise legal definition of sustainability is a serious gap in our legal culture affecting both Legislation and Justice: We have bad law and conflicting judicial decisions. 

1.3. 

On the other hand, the above confusion is aggravated because multiple systems of sustainability indicators are proposed by scientists unfamiliar with the subtleties of legal reasoning. Thus, instead of the required mutual support of legal science and sustainability science, we have conflict... 

2. Legal Science 

2.1. 

After Stockhom, another branch of legal science has been created. The Law of Environment has ever since been flourishing. y e~ this has also become a source of confusion. The scope of this branch of law is usually narrowly conceived as referring to a self- contained subject matter. Judges have already realized that two distinct generations of legal problems are usually taken to the Courts, the Stockholm generation, concerning relatively simple environmental problems such as pollution, waste etc, and the Rio generation of more complex legal problems concerning the incorporation of Sustainability criteria into public decisions and in the exercise of private rights. So far there is little theory on the Law of Sustainable Development, properly speaking.

3. The Science of Sustainability 

3.1. 

For the solution of complex sustainability problems, judges do not simply need a fully fledged law of sustainable development. They must become familiar with the now emerging Science of Sustainability, which has a systemic interdisciplinary character.  However, while this science is not yet fully developed, conventional economics has so far been unable to assimilate the environmental dimension. This is another source of confusion in our legal culture.. 

4. The System of Legal Control 

4.1. 

This system is composed of the state structures and functions entrusted with the enactment, interpretation and implementation of legal rules. Within this system, Legislation as the formal source of legal rules has attracted the attention of the Agenda '21 which prescribes that Legislation must become effective. This, however, is a rather vague advice, which says little about the minimum of environmental subject matters, that legislation must deal with in order to effectively address the problem of environmental protection. Judges can and must fill this vacuum legis by creative jurisprudence as they have often done in the past. Whether they will succeed or not depends on the legal tradition of each country -as well as the particular issues brought before the courts a problem which is associated with the major issue of the access to Justice. In reality, legislation on sustainability problems is still missing. Public policies are still designed and  prescribed by the old criteria of unrestricted growth while environmental constrains are fragmentary and random. Such deficient legislation inevitably ends by becoming paper law. 

4.2. 

Finally, we come to the Judiciary as the most important element of the legal control system. Despite the courage, tenacity and devotion of judges, the Judiciary has been undergoing a rather difficult period since Rio. Many judges have responded to the Stockholm and the Rio messages and the legal values of environment and sustainability declared worldwide. But they are doomed to act, within a state constantly weakening under the pressure of Globalization. They are exposed to the strong resistance of interests vested in the status quo and to the resentment and clientelistic practices of their political allies. Paper law and paper decisions are the plague of this period often discrediting legislation and justice. Beyond any doubt, the judiciary needs empowerment and through its strengthening, the state may recover its lost authority. 

4.3. 

An empowered judiciary can be useful only if access to justice is opened too. Present day situation is unsatisfactory in this respect. Some courts are self-immobilized by holding the narrow view that access to justice on matters of environment and sustainability should be reserved only to the possessors of private rights. This attitude reduces the role of the Judiciary on these matters. 

4.4. 

The strengthening of the National Judiciary is needed in two aspects: 

a. We need the strengthening of the structural and functional capacity of the Courts. In some parts of the world, the Judiciary has remained the weak and slow moving arbiter of private rights disputes. It does not have the extensive powers to deal effectively with the hard environmental and sustainability problems, in which issues of public order and public interest prevail. Action suo moto (ex officio), inquisitorial system, absolute liability, monitoring system, enforcement system and system of sanctions are some of ilie powers still missing from the armor of many courts. 

b. All courts will benefit from the strengthening of the professional capacity of the judges in environmental and sustainability matters. They need it in order to be able to develop the creaeative jurisprudence required in the complex problems of sustainability. We already mentioned that sustainable development is not a simple matter of law implementation. On the contrary, it is a dynamic .regime which will be shaped by the creativity and ingenuity of judges, formulating the relevant general principles guiding public and private decisions.  

C. The Mission of the Judiciary:

What the judges should do for Sustainable Development

1.1. 

The preceding analysis has shown that the Judiciary has its own domain of responsibility in sustainable development. It is a complex task requiring a systemic response, if we aim at a significant progress. We have to act simultaneously in several fields. In the  relevant diagrams, this mission is described in two levels, corresponding to: 

a. the function required (Diagram 3) 

b. the specific measures to be taken (Diagram 4) 
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1.2. 

The first task of the Courts is to provide the precise legal definition of sustainability. This is the only effective way to consolidate the legal culture of sustainable development. The definition must come from the judges themselves and not from the legislators, because it is a matter of constitutional order beyond the powers of Legislature. The statutes themselves, regulations and any administrative act dealing with sustainability issues will be judged by reference to the legal definition provided by Jurisprudence. Sustainability, as the driving force of our civilization in the 21st century, will of course inspire and permeate all social and political institutions. But institutions, though conceived by philosophers or politicians and realized by social action, take their definite form by the precise legal definitions of the courts. And this is exactly what judges must do today. By doing it the Judiciary confirms its leading role in the consolidation of the legal culture of sustainable development. 

There are several methods for this purpose. Judges, who have a predilection for legal positivism usually refer to Sustainability as a generally accepted principle of International Environmental Law, which is equally valid in domestic law. This task will be easier whatever a constitutional clause protecting the environment can be interpreted in the light of Rio principles and Agenda '21 provisions. 

However, it is only the historical and theoretical foundation which gives sustainability the right place within the broader concept of the Rule of Law. This idea was born  in Ancient Greece as the "Politeia" not founded on power but designed by wise legislators (Aesytnnites). The two pillars of Politeia were Nomos and Justice. The purpose of Politeia was the respect of human life and djgnity, virtue and happiness. On the other hand, order, nature, measure and frugality were the predominant social values. 

The idea of Politeia was revived in modem times under the  name of Constitutionalism, an Anglo-Saxon modality of limited government. Constitutionalism was in time enriched with the idea of equality and human rights eventually declared on a global scale by the well- known Declaration of the United Nations (1948). 

However, inherent in Constitutionalism are the concepts of Public Order, and Public Interest, which both set the limits to individual rights. That is why after Stockham and Rio, sustainability, 0 expressing the idea of Public Ecological Order, took automatically its place within the concept of the Rule of Law. Therefore, for the protection of environmental order, we don't even need a special Constitutional clause. 

Nevertheless, judges, who feel the need to rely upon a specific provision of the Constitution, usually refer to the right of life, by the valid argument that human life is protected not only against violent destruction or arbitrary deprivations, but also against the degradation of environment threatening life and health. 

1.3. 

Having given the legal definition of Sustainability, the judges will proceed to make it operational in the decision-making process. The appropriate method for doing this would be the formulation by the jurisprudence of the General Principles of Sustainability. This is how the creative talent of the judges will shape the dynamic regime of Sustainable Development. Jurisprudential General Principles have always been the living source of Law. Civil Law has been developed by the decisions of Roman Praetors or Common Law Judges, Administrative Law by the decisions of French Council of State, etc. 

Judges determined to create the general principles of sustainability, won't have difficulties in specifying them. There is abundant relevant material in International Environmental Law, both hard and soft. The StockhoIm and Rio Declarations, the Agenda 21 and the numerous international treaties on specific environmental matters, will be of valuable help. We only need to note that such principles should not be procedural only, but substantive as well, referring to the basic relationship of Human Systems with Ecosystems, which is the central problem of Sustainability. Thus, in the ~ Chamber of Hellenic Council of State we made frequent use of the general principles of carrying capacity, mandatory restoration of damaged environment, biodiversity, common natural heritage, mild management of fragile ecosystems, mandatory spatial planning, sustainable urban environment, aesthetic value of nature, and others. 

It should be reminded that the legal operation of general principles of Jurisprudence is to streamline public and private action towards sustainable development. Without the guidance of the jurisprudential principles, the legislator, under the pressure of affected interests, may not only deviate from the right direction, but even be tempted to neutralize unwanted judicial decisions a favored policy in some countries including Greece. 

1.4. 

While the legal culture on sustainability will be shaped by Jurisprudence, the relationship of the Judiciary with Legislation will be on critical importance. 

In view of the fact that environmental damages are often irreversible, the courts should follow closely the process of Legislation and the impact of statutes on environment and sustainability. Judges should indicate improvements of such statutes suggested by their experience in the control of implementation. For the same purpose, they may participate in committees improving statutes on the above matters. Bills of Parliament affecting such matters should be discussed in the Plenaries of the Courts acting in an advisory capacity. On the other hand, the courts should respond immediately to statutes affecting their powers or reversing their decisions. This kind of interaction can protect the independence of the Judiciary far better than delayed reaction following accomplished facts. 

1.5. 

With respect to the Administration which is also an important element of the Legal Control System, there already exist several modalities of Judicial Review of administrative action The most effective way is the continuous judicial control of public policy-making by the Administrative Courts, and, particularly by the Council of  State. Wherever such a system exists, the preliminary control of statutes and regulatory decrees by the Council is the fast way to create and consolidate a fully-fledged system of General Principles of Sustainability.

In the legal cultures where a unified Judiciary exists, the guiding role for the same purpose should naturally be undertaken by the Supreme Court. However, this important task of the Supreme Court will be greatly facilitated if a special Chamber is set up within the Court, with exclusive jurisdiction on matters of Sustainable Development and Sustainability.  It is the complexity of the relevant problems which requires a deeper knowledge of the environmental science by the judges, which cannot be acquired otherwise than by specialization.

1.6. 

Another modality for the same purpose would be the creation of special environmental tribunals, i.e., tribunals with exclusive jurisdiction on all matters of environment and sustainability. It is a good solution for the problem of the judicial expertise in environmental matters but it is inferior to the idea of the special Chamber within the Supreme Court. The special environmental tribunals may eventually lead to the marginalization of environmental law, while the idea of sustainability needs the authority of the Supreme  Court in order to permeate all legal relationships. 

1.7. 

The empowerment of the Judiciary is not simply a structural problem but a procedural one as well. It is true that the procedural rules followed by the Courts change as slowly as their structure. Today, however, the adaptation of the procedural rules to the requirements of environmental problems, particularly in matters of 0 evidence, is an imperative necessity. 

1.8. 

There is a deeper problem concerning the method and structure of the judicial decision-making. In view of the advances made in the cognitive science and in the science of human decision- making, judges should reexamine their methods so as to allow cross- fertilization with the emerging science of sustainability .   Administrative courts in particular, should take into account that public policy-making is usually supported by the use of scientific methods including Decision Support Systems and Policy Evaluation. It is an axiom of cybernetics that any control system should at least have the complexity of the controlled system. In that sense judicial control of Administration should be served by the same methods too. 

1.9. 

Evaluated by the strict criteria of Control Science, the Judiciary has a serious problem with its sensors, which are the  persons enticed to take environmental disputes to the Courts. The broader the circle of these persons the higher is the sensitivity of the Courts. There is a generally recognized problem of access to the  Judiciary, particularly in the countries with a formal legal culture where this access is only reserved to the possessors of rights. Taking into account that sustainability problems eventually affect the common good of environment, access to Justice must be dissociated from rights and granted to all adversely affected by environmental damages. The present day situation is often tantamount to avoidance of Justice. 

1.10. 

The judicial decision-making must also be strengthened in the areas of monitoring and enforcement. It is another axiom of die science of decision-making that implementation of decisions is a problem of the decision-maker himself and not of the implementation agents only. In other words, implementation of judicial decisions should be monitored by the Courts. 

In our legal culture the institution of judicial monitoring already exists with regard to the problems of public order only. Environmental order is a crucial sector of public order closely connected with life and public health. Therefore, it is only reasonable that monitoring of public environmental order should be considered a special duty of Attorney Generals or a task for a special environmental Attorney General, instituted for that purpose. This Attorney General shall have a double task: a. environmental scanning for the detection of relevant violations 

b. ensuring the implementation of judicial decisions 

1.11. 

Finally, the enforcement of judicial decisions is of course a matter of utmost importance. The Agenda '21 has already provided in this respect that all countries should develop integrated strategies to maximize compJiance with environmental laws. Such strategies should include institutions of collecting compliance data, regularly reviewing compliance, detecting violations, establishing enforcement priorities, undertaking effective enforcement, and conducting periodic evaluations of the effectiveness of compliance and enforcement programs. 

In the context of such programs, the power of judges to give detailed instructions for the implementation of their decisions, in view of the complexity of the sustainability problems must be recognized. For the rest, we believe that the Anglo-Saxon institution of the "contempt of the Court", gives the judge the capacity to control insubordination provided that no public decision-maker is exempted from the scope of judicial decision. 

.. 

. 

D. Supporting the Judiciary: 

Strengthening the professional capacity of judges

1. 

Strengthening the institutional capacity of the courts should go in parallel with the strengthening of the professional capacity of judges in dealing with environmental problems. In order to assume the above described mission, Judges should be helped to assimilate all relevant information and improve their training. 

Two research projects should be given priority by the UNEP: 

a. A systematic comparative evaluation of judicial performance in environmental protection will allow us to proceed to the precise needs assessment, which is still missing. Through the successful regional Judicial Symposia, the UNEP has collected valuable information in this respect. But we need an evaluation based upon a rigorous systems methodology. This research should be coupled by another research project developing systems indicators for measuring judicial capacity. Both projects should be undertaken by the UNEP with the help of knowledgeable judges. 

b. While the judges will be engaged in elaborating the legal definition of sustainability, a research program linking judicial work with the proposed multiple systems of sustainability indicators will dissolve existing confusion in the concept of sustainability and will  

also provide a solid scientific base to the legal definition of sustainability . 

2.

Judicial decision-making needs a continuous scientific support, too. Since the emerging science of sustainability is in a constant and rapid evolution, the training of judges engaged in environmental protection should be adapted to the requirements of such continuous change. 

The judiciary needs its own institutions for legal education and in-service training. We need an International.  Academy which will be both the authoritative Research Center and the Training Institution for judges engaged in environmental protection and sustainability problems. 

While this Academy will co-ordinate the scientific support to the judiciary on a global scale, other regionally based structures may do the same work on a regional scale. Within the Academy and the regional structures, judges in charge of scientific and training projects will co-operate with competent scientists in all fields of the science of environment and sustainability. 

Until the Academy and the regional structures start their functions, pilot projects regarding the in-service training of judges in Environmental and Sustainable sciences, preferably those coming from developing countries, are an absolute priority. 

3. 

The success of the regional Symposia conducted by the UNEP point to the need of institutionalizing this kind of communication among judges. These Symposia may be assigned with the Academy and the regional structures in the future. 

4. 

Parallel to this, the UNEP may ensure the constant distribution among judges of Jurisprudence on environment and sustainability either through printing or through electronic mail.

5. 

In view of the successful performance of the various networks bringing together scientists and professionals ~ the field of environment and sustainability (INECE, IMPEL etc), the setting-up of 0 a special network bringing together the judges acting in the field of environmental protection and sustainability, will greatly help an on-going mutual information process and enhance moral support among judges. This network can be given birth in the present Symposium. 

6. 

Particular mention should be made about the needs of the Judiciary in the developing countries. We appreciate the help given by the UNEP to such countries, but we think that a more generous support is needed. Our brothers in these countries need a manifold help: legal, scientific and technical. They must have this help as a matter of first priority. Enabling the judges to protect the environment of their countries is the most effective way to protect global environment. For it is there that global environment is vulnerable today.

Epilogue

Soberly evaluated today the state of environment and sustainable development may not be thought satisfactory. A lot of things remain to be done. Still, we should not underestimate the distance we have covered since Stockholm. It is sig11ificant In this common effort, the peoples of Earth and their leaders have played their part: they gave us the vision of sustainability. Scientists too gave us the knowledge to protect environment and pursue sustainable development now; is the hour of judges. Their mission is to consolidate environmental order and sustainability as the particular dimensions of the Rule of Law in our times. They must do it and they will. For this is the expectation of the world community today. 
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