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Strengthening International Judicial
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This policy brief details the importance of reinforcing existing international tribunals, including
the International Court of Justice and the International Criminal Court. It also outlines the

rationale for establishing additional courts such as an International Environment Court and an
International Anti-Corruption Court to ensure legal coherence and accountability.

Our Current International

Framework

Legal

To address the deepening “triple planetary crisis”?
of climate change, pollution, and biodiversity loss,
there is an urgent need to strengthen existing
international judicial institutions and establish new
ones capable of upholding environmental law and
ensuring sound management. Current mechanisms,
such as the International Court of Justice (ICJ) and
the International Criminal Court (ICC), play
important roles but face significant limitations in
scope, jurisdiction and enforcement, leaving many
environmental harms unaddressed. Fragmentation
across more than 500 multilateral environmental
agreements (MEAs), which lack an international
interpretation and oversight body, has undermined
legal coherence and accountability, in turn
hampering the rapid and bold action required.2

Rethinking the Legal Framework

Proposals for new institutions, most notably an
International Environment Court (IEC) and an
International Anti-Corruption Court (IACC), aim to
fill these gaps by providing specialized fora for
resolving environmental disputes, prosecuting
environmental crimes, and deterring grand
corruption. Together, enhancing existing courts and
establishing new ones would create a more coherent
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accountable, and effective international legal
architecture capable of protecting the environment
and broader good governance/economic prosperity
for present and future generations.

Strengthening Existing Courts and

Tribunals

The ICJ was established as part of the UN Charter in
1945 to address the responsibilities of States under
international law, either through resolving
contentious disputes between States or through
advisory opinions requested by authorized UN
bodies, such as the UN General Assembly. The court
has ruled on several important environment-related
cases, such as nuclear testing in the Pacific
(Australia and New Zealand v. France, 19743), river
ecosystem preservation (Hungary v. Slovakia, 19974
and Costa Rica v. Nicaragua, 2018°%), pollution from
pulp mills (Argentina v. Uruguay, 2010°), and
whaling in the Antarctic (Australia v. Japan, 20147).

Recent efforts of global youth, climate-vulnerable
states, and legal experts have successfully sought to
clarify the international legal obligations of States
with respect to climate change through proceedings
before the ICJ, as well as the International Tribunal
for the Law of the Sea (ITLOS), and within regional
human rights systems.® As a result of these efforts,
the ICJ recently issued an important advisory opinion
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which clarified how international law applies to
climate change, affirming that States have binding
legal obligations to prevent, mitigate, and remedy
climate harm.’

However, many international environmental
disputes, including gross violations of environmental
law, have not been addressed by the court due to
limits on its jurisdiction. Contentious cases against
States can be lodged in the court either on the basis
of the disputing States having accepted compulsory
jurisdiction of the court, or if compulsory jurisdiction
of the court is included in a relevant treaty under a
mandatory compromissory clause. Only 74
countries currently accept the jurisdiction of the ICJ
(less than 40% of UN Members). Furthermore,
whereas a number of human rights treaties include
mandatory compromissory clauses, none of the
major environmental treaties do.*® Increasing the
number of countries that accept compulsory
jurisdiction of the ICJ and ensuring all future
environmental treaties include a mandatory
compromissory clause are, therefore, key next steps
alongside exploring how the ICJ could be used to
address environmental issues more systematically.

Meanwhile, the ICC was established in 2002 to
address individual responsibility for international
crimes, in particular genocide, war crimes, crimes
against humanity, and the crime of aggression. The
Stop Ecocide campaign has called for the addition of
ecocide to the ICC’s jurisdiction. A major milestone
was reached in September 2024, when a group of
Pacific Island States proposed an amendment to the
Rome Statute to include the crime of ecocide. This
submission has created momentum and opened a
pathway for building broader demand amongst ICC
members to expand the court’s mandate.
Additionally, in December of 2025, the ICC’s Office
of the Prosecutor (OTP) published a “Policy on
Assessing Environmental Damage Through the
Rome Statute,”** in which the OTP reinforced the
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applicability of the Rome Statute to crimes with
environmental  dimensions, recognizing  the
"increasingly urgent need for a comprehensive
global effort to combat environmental degradation
and its consequences and to seek environmental
justice.”

Establishing Additional Courts and
Tribunals
The International Bar Association (IBA) has

proposed the establishment of an International
Court for the Environment, a “next-generation” legal
institution that could provide a dedicated, expert
forum for clarifying and harmonizing environmental
law obligations under existing MEAs.*? Following the
institutional design of existing international courts —
with a Registry, a bench of elected judges, and
technical expert advisory panels such as an
independent scientific advisory panel** — an IEC
could adjudicate environmental disputes, issue
advisory opinions, and increase implementation and
enforcement capacity within the international
system. In doing so, it would help ensure consistent
and enforceable protection for the planet across
jurisdictions and contribute to rebuilding trust
between States, non-state actors, and the broader
international community in the relevance and
efficacy of international law and institutions.

Meanwhile, persistent grand corruption of high level
officials and their enablers remains a major factor in
the violation or lack of robust implementation of
environmental law by governments, corporations
and other vested interests. High levels of corruption
mean that illegal practices that cause massive
environmental damage continue unchecked, and
are, for instance, linked to devastating forest
destruction. Although nearly every country in the
world is a party to the UN Convention Against
Corruption (UNCAC),** the convention has minimal
power to enforce its obligations. An International
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Anti-Corruption Court, as proposed by Integrity
Initiatives International, would address systemic
grand corruption that enables environmental
degradation, providing a mechanism to enforce
agreed international legal standards where national
systems are unwilling or unable to act. In doing so, it
would strengthen the rule of law and safeguard
environmental and vital governance integrity.

Next Steps: Working with Leading
Partners to Strengthen Our Environmental
Legal Framework

The next phase of this work will focus on deepening
collaboration with interested UN Member States,
legal experts across all states and legal traditions,
and civil society partners — including the ImPACT
Coalition on Strengthening_International Judicial
Institutions — to explore and advance proposals for
strengthening the international legal framework.
This includes building support for expanding the
jurisdiction of existing bodies such as the ICJ and
ICC, while also convening expert dialogues to
develop, refine, and implement proposals for new
courts, including an IACC and an IEC, building on
those already carried out in 2024 and 2025. With
respect to the latter, the CGC together with MEGA
will continue to support the efforts of the
International Environment Court Coalition. Engaging
champion governments — particularly those already
active in international legal innovation — will be
critical to shaping a path forward that is inclusive
and sensitive to national sovereignty. Framing these
proposals as complementary tools that enhance
cooperation, uphold the rule of law, and close
existing management/accountability gaps will be
essential to fostering broader political momentum
and institutional innovation.
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Who We Are

The Climate Governance Commission (CGC) works to
fill a crucial gap in confronting the planetary
emergency of climate change, biodiversity loss, and
pollution by developing and advancing feasible,
high-impact global governance solutions to enable
urgent and effective action to limit global
temperature rise to 1.5°C or less, and to tackle
broader Earth system risks. Co-chaired by Mary
Robinson (former President of Ireland and Chair of
The Elders), Maria Fernanda Espinosa (73rd
President of the UN General Assembly), and Johan
Rockstrom (Director of the Potsdam Institute for
Climate Impact Research), the Commission brings
together climate scientists, former heads of state,
civil society leaders, and other experts to
operationalise solutions outlined in its flagship
report, Governing Our Planetary Emergency,.

The World Federalist Movement - Institute for Global
Policy (WFM-IGP) seeks to create more effective,
equitable, and accountable global governance. It
does this by strengthening existing governance
mechanisms and establishing new ones.

Mobilizing_an Earth Governance Alliance (MEGA) is
hosted by the CGC and the WFM-IGP and is a global
coalition working to address climate change and
environmental collapse by strengthening the
governance of the Earth system at the international
level. It draws from the seminal CGC report,
Governing our Planetary Emergency, and works with
the CGC and partners to bring together experts
across sectors to advance practical, evidence-based
reforms. MEGA identifies governance gaps, take
forward actionable reform proposals, and mobilizes
coalitions to concretely support and inform global
decision-making.
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https://globalsolutions.org/what-we-do/advocacy/impact-coalition-just-institutions-the-international-court-of-justice-icj/
https://globalsolutions.org/what-we-do/advocacy/impact-coalition-just-institutions-the-international-court-of-justice-icj/
https://globalsolutions.org/what-we-do/advocacy/impact-coalition-just-institutions-the-international-court-of-justice-icj/
https://www.climategc.org/
https://www.stimson.org/2023/governing-our-planetary-emergency/
https://wfm-igp.org/
https://wfm-igp.org/
https://earthgovernance.org/
https://www.stimson.org/2023/governing-our-planetary-emergency/
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This policy work is an evolving and iterative
process. We are constantly adapting our
research, communications, and coalition-
building to the evolving international
landscape and the related challenges and
opportunities. Version: April 2026.
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