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1.COURSE OBJECTIVES

The main objectives of this course are as follows:

o To study the evolution and development of the environmental law in various

jurisdictions of the world;

o To understand the social and physical complexities environmental issues and how

these complexities influence the evolution of environmental laws;

o The complex physical and social nature of environmental problems and how that

leads to specific features of environmental law;

o Basic theories of court based adjudication and the strengths and weaknesses of them

in relation to environmental law;

e Overview of the development of the role of courts and tribunals in NZ, Australia, UK,

and US with a particular emphasis on specialist environmental courts and tribunals

e An analysis of debates about access to courts in environmental law cases that cover

issuesto do with standing, costs, and court procedure;

e To critically evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of different environmental legal

systems across the globe;

e To explore the similarities and differences between environmental laws of two or

more countries in the world;

e To study the comparative environmental law methods as a tool in the administration of

justice through courts of the countries;
o Opverview of the roles that courts play in developing doctrine in public and private law;

e A study of how courts have developed legal doctrine on the basis of environmental
principles;

e A study of how courts have developed doctrine in regards to environmental impact

assessment and resource management issues; &

e A study of the role of courts in relation to climate change issues



2. TEACHING METHODOLOGY

The participatory teaching methodology is applied mostly in the theoretical aspects
whereas the case-study methods to the practical aspects. The students are encouraged to
clear their doubts pertaining to the different aspects of the topic. The students have already
been allotted for their project topics and encouraged to do independent research under the
supervision of the subject teacher. As a teacher of NLU Assam, I am always willing and
ready to help and assist the students to provide an opportunity to initiate a dialogue for a

research work or to contribute to the scholarship on the subject

3. COURSE OUTCOMES
On the completion of this course students should be able to:

e Appreciate the social and physical complexity of environmental problems and how

that complexity shapes environmental law;

e Understand basic theories of adjudication and the challenges environmental

problemscreate for the operation of those theories;
e Understand how courts and tribunals have evolved to address environmental problems;

o Understand the procedural and institutional aspects of courts adjudicating upon

environmental law matters;

e Understand and identify the major challenges involved in courts developing

doctrine in regards to environmental law; &

e  Comment critically about environmental law case law.

4. COURSE EVALUATION METHOD

The course shall be evaluated for 200 marks. The evaluation scheme would be:
Internal Assessment: 70 % (140 marks)
External Assessment: 30% (60 marks)



S1.No. | Internal Assessment

1. Assignments (written or in presentation mode) 20 x 2 =40
(2 Assignments of 20 marks each) marks
2. Seminar/Group Discussion (topics will be 20 marks

announced in the class)

3. Class Tests (Twice in a semester) 35 x 2 =
70 marks

4. Attendance in class 10 marks

5. Semester End Examination 60 marks

5. DETAILED STRUCTURE OF THE COURSE (SPECIFYING COURSE MODULES
AND SUB-MODULES)

MODULE 1

A.

The Common Law as an Environmental Protection Tool and Comparative
Environmental Constitutionalism

e Comparative Tort Law

e The Substantive Parameters of Environmental Torts

e Comparative Environmental Constitutionalism

e Environmental Performance Index 2016

Comparative Disaster Management Laws
e United States
e Japan

e India

MODULE 11

Keystone environmental laws governing water

United States- Discharges of pollutants from point sources, discharge permits and

cooperative federalism

Canada- Federal Water Pollution and Water quality laws, provincial approaches to
water

pollution and case study of Canada’s oil sands

India- Water preservation and protection against pollution laws and case laws



MODULE III

Comparative Atmospheric Pollution Laws & EIA

China
India
United States

European Union

Environmental Impact Assessment- Findings of No Significant Impact, Supplements, and
Exclusions & Environmental Assessment Requirements of Other Countries

World Bank

United States

Germany

India

Case Study: Canada’s Pulp Mills, Oil Sands, and Reform Proposals
The Scope and Relative Effectiveness of EIA Requirements

International Agreements and Directives- Espoo and Aarhus.

MODULE 1V

Comparative Wildlife Legislations

India- sanctuaries, and other biodiversity reserves
United States- Wildlife Refugees, Wilderness and Parks, species specific legislations

New Zealand- The conservation estate, biosecurity
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