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The concept of Anthropocene underlines the idea that Humans are dominating the Nature, 
at least that their activities have a significant effect on the environment. On that basis, some 
argue that a way to readjust the relationship between Humans and Nature is to give rights 
to nature, as Humans have rights. Thus Nature should become a legal person.  

Despite the undeniable development of the Rights of Nature (RON) in several part of the 
world, we defend, contrary to David R. Boyd (2017), that RON will not save the world. In 
particular, we propose to discuss RON in the European legal context, on a pragmatic and 
practical point of view. In other words, may be RON are relevant in some parts of the 
world, but, at least, we don’t think it is in Europe.  

We won’t pretend RON are not technically feasible. It is taken for granted since 
Christopher D. Stone showed it almost fifty years ago. This debate is outdated. However, 
we defend that RON are not a miracle solution to improve environmental protection.  

Firstly, we would show that RON are, in the end, nothing more than duties for humans. 
Thus it changes almost nothing on the legal ground as long as environmental duties already 
exist in positive law. The problem is still the same, namely to implement and enforce 
environmental duties. 

Secondly, we defend that, in the European legal context, RON are useless. The present 
context is widely different than the one of Christopher Stone. Access to justice 
accomplished a lot of progress, pushed by the Aarhus convention and EUCJ, even if it is 
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not perfect. Because ENGOs were given legal standing, Nature found representatives in 
Courts. It doesn’t need legal personality anymore. In addition, pure ecological damages are 
now recognized and compensated by judges, such as in France or recently by the 
international court of justice.  

Lastly, RON might not be more effective than classic environmental law. Indeed, 
effectiveness depends on a lot of legal and non-legal factors. RON are not a miracle 
solution. It will also face several issues like the standard of proof, legal interpretation or the 
enforcement of courts decisions.  
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Short bio: I am associate Professor, specialized in environmental law and interested in legal 
theory, trying to mix those two approaches. I mainly research on environmental norms’ 
effectiveness, access to justice and constitutional environmental rights.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


