
 

 
 

INTERNATIONAL RIGHTS OF NATURE TRIBUNAL 

RULES OF PROCEDURE 

 
Title I: General Provisions 

Article 1. Purpose and Nature of the Rules of Procedure 
The purpose of these Rules of Procedure is to regulate the manner in which the 
International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature hears, processes, decides, and follows up 
on cases brought before it, as well as the manner in which it exercises its pre-trial, trial, 
advisory, and follow-up functions.  
These Rules are issued in compliance with the Convention establishing the International 
Tribunal for the Rights of Nature, the instrument through which the peoples of the world 
confer their mandate upon the Tribunal to hear violations of the Universal Declaration of 
the Rights of Mother Earth, co-violations of the human rights of defenders of Nature, and 
other actions that affect the integrity of ecosystems.  
These Rules shall be interpreted and applied in harmony with the Universal Declaration 
of the Rights of Mother Earth, the Convention, the Statute of the Tribunal, and the 
general principles of international law, ensuring at all times broad, inclusive, and 
culturally appropriate access to ecological justice. 
 
 
Article 2. Guiding Principles of the Procedure The Tribunal’s proceedings, in all their 
phases, shall be governed by the following principles:  

a) Accessibility: Proceedings must facilitate the participation of individuals, 
communities, and Indigenous Peoples without requiring mandatory legal representation.  
b) Legal pluralism: The Tribunal shall recognize and value different worldviews, legal 
systems, and indigenous ways of understanding territory and Nature.  
c) Good faith and collaboration: All parties must act with honesty, transparency, and a 
willingness to engage in dialogue. d) Comprehensive protection: All interpretations must 
be aimed at ensuring the effective enforcement of the rights of Nature and its defenders.  



 

e) Non-binding nature: The Tribunal’s decisions shall be ethical and symbolic in nature, 
aimed at influencing social consciousness, the restoration of damaged ecosystems, the 
development of the law, the transformation of public policies, and support for defenders 
of nature. 
f) Transparency and Publicity: Proceedings shall be public, unless justified circumstances 
dictate otherwise, with special protection afforded to vulnerable communities or sensitive 
information. 
g) Equality and right to be heard: All parties shall have an equal opportunity to present 
their arguments and evidence before the Tribunal 
h) Right to a defense: The Tribunal shall ensure that any person against whom allegations 
of responsibility are made in a case is duly notified and has the opportunity to participate 
in the proceedings, present evidence, make observations, and have legal representation if 
so desired. In the event of refusal or inability to appear, the Tribunal may proceed in 
absentia, ensuring due process guarantees at all times.  
 
Article 3. Languages and Translation.  
The Tribunal shall accept the filing of cases in any of the official languages of the host 
country and of the countries where the affected communities are located. Likewise, it 
may receive complaints and documents in indigenous or native languages, with the 
assistance of interpreters or translators. During hearings, the Tribunal shall provide 
interpretation services when necessary to ensure the full and effective participation of the 
parties. 
 
 
Article 4. Forms of Participation and Representation 
 
Individuals, communities, indigenous peoples, social organizations, academic 
institutions, or public institutions may participate in the Tribunal’s proceedings in the 
following ways: 
 
a) Complainants or petitioners, by filing cases with the Tribunal. 
 
b) Representatives of affected communities or ecosystems, when acting in defense of the 
rights of Nature or of impacted communities. 
 
c) Representatives or advisors to the parties, when the parties decide to seek technical or 
legal support. 
 
d) Amici curiae, providing technical, legal, scientific, or cultural analyses relevant to the 
case. 
 
e) Experts or specialists, summoned by the Tribunal to contribute to the clarification of 
the facts or the legal or ecological issues involved. 
 
Participation in the Tribunal’s proceedings shall not be conditional upon mandatory legal 
representation. 



 

 
The Tribunal shall ensure adequate spaces for communities to express their worldview, 
their relationship with Nature, and the impact of the alleged events. 
 
 
Article 5. Participation of Interpreters, Intercultural Facilitators, and Community 
Accompanists  
 
The Tribunal may designate, accredit, or accept the participation of interpreters, 
translators, intercultural facilitators, and community accompanists to support the parties 
throughout the process, from the filing of the complaint through the hearing stage and 
follow-up on decisions. The participation of these individuals shall aim to:  
a) Facilitate communication between the parties, the Tribunal, and the communities, 
ensuring mutual understanding of the facts, evidence, and arguments.  
b) To translate legal, technical, or scientific concepts into accessible and culturally 
relevant languages.  
c) To explain to the Tribunal the symbolic, spiritual, territorial, or cultural meanings 
associated with the alleged facts.  
d) Ensuring that community participation takes place on an equal footing and without 
discrimination.  
 
Interpreters, facilitators, and community liaisons shall act independently, objectively, and 
with full respect for the principles of confidentiality and good faith. They shall have no 
decision-making functions nor shall they legally represent the parties.  
When necessary for the proper understanding of the case, the Tribunal may request that 
the communities designate their own accompanists or interpreters, who shall be formally 
recognized by the Secretariat. 
 
Article 6. Jurisdiction of the International Tribunal 
 
The International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature shall have jurisdiction to hear cases 
related to alleged violations of the rights recognized in the Universal Declaration of the 
Rights of Mother Earth, as well as co-violations of human rights linked to the defense of 
Nature and its ecosystems, in accordance with international human rights instruments. 
 
The jurisdiction of the Tribunal is ethical and functional in nature, based on its moral 
mandate and the legitimacy conferred by the peoples. 
 
The Tribunal may hear cases involving events occurring anywhere in the world that 
affect Mother Earth, ecosystems, or defenders of Nature, without prejudice to existing 
state or international jurisdictions. 
 
Individuals, communities, indigenous peoples, social organizations, academic 
institutions, or public entities may bring cases before the Tribunal, without strict 
requirements for standing. 
 



 

Article 7. Nature and Effects of Decisions 
 
The Tribunal’s decisions may be used as technical and legal inputs in initiatives aimed at 
defending the rights of Nature, protecting threatened or damaged ecosystems, and public 
or political advocacy actions. 
 
The Tribunal’s decisions may be considered persuasive sources of law and doctrine 
regarding the rights of Nature. 
 
The Tribunal shall ensure that its decisions are widely disseminated in order to contribute 
to the development of ethical, technical, and legal standards regarding the rights of 
Nature and to strengthen their recognition at various levels. 
 
Article 8. Nature and Purpose of Autonomous Mechanisms 
 
Autonomous mechanisms are tools that allow the Tribunal  to take immediate action, 
aimed at promoting the protection, defense, and restoration of the rights of Nature in 
situations of urgency, threat, or serious risk, without the need to file a formal case. 
 
These mechanisms include, among others, urgent declarations, calls to action, and on-site 
visits for observation or verification purposes. 
 
Their purpose is to alert, prevent, document, or bring to light events that seriously affect 
the rights of ecosystems, Mother Earth, or defenders of Nature, thereby helping to raise 
public awareness and urging responsible actors to take immediate action. 
 
The adoption of autonomous mechanisms does not imply the opening of a formal 
proceeding nor does it replace the admissibility decisions provided for in these Rules. 
However, the results of these mechanisms may be incorporated as background 
information or evidence in cases that are subsequently admitted for consideration . 
 
Article 9. Activation and Coordination of Autonomous Mechanisms 
 
Autonomous mechanisms may be activated at the request of communities, peoples, 
organizations, or nature defenders, as well as at the invitation or recommendation of 
allied organizations or international networks linked to the Tribunal,  or can be activated 
motu proprio as an alternative response to a case submission when this is not deemed 
eligible for a proper Tribunal  
 
The Secretariat shall register and verify the request and forward it to the Board, which 
shall decide on the relevance and type of mechanism to be applied, considering the 
urgency, the gravity of the situation, and the availability of resources. 
 
In situations of special significance or international scope, the General Secretariat may 
submit a reasoned proposal to the Board for the activation of an autonomous mechanism. 
If the Board deems it appropriate, it shall submit the proposal to the Assembly of Judges 



 

for approval. The Assembly may approve the activation of the mechanism through the 
principle of silence-consent, with the proposal deemed approved if no objections are 
raised within seven (7) days from the date of its official communication to the members 
of the Assembly. 
 
All actions taken within the framework of these mechanisms must be recorded in the 
corresponding file and published on the Tribunal’s official website, in accordance with 
the principles of transparency, traceability, and informed consent of the communities 
involved. 
 
Likewise, such actions must be accompanied by a final report to be submitted to the 
Assembly of Judges. 
 
 
Article 10. Urgent Declarations 
 
When the information received or prior proceedings indicate the existence of a serious, 
imminent, or irreparable threat to Nature, ecosystems, or defenders of the Rights of 
Nature, the Tribunal may, upon specific conditions or fulfilment  of specific requirements  
issue urgent declarations to alert public authorities, international organizations, 
companies, academic institutions, communities, or other relevant actors to the detected 
situation. 
 
The purpose of these declarations shall be to draw the attention of the international 
community and the competent authorities so that they may adopt immediate measures 
aimed at preventing harm, halting activities that exacerbate it, or mitigating its 
consequences. 
 
In cases where urgency prevents the timely convening of the full Tribunal  or the 
Assembly of Judges, the Board may issue the urgent declaration on a provisional basis, 
immediately informing the Assembly of Judges for its ratification or review at the first 
available session. 
 
Urgent statements may be issued even before a decision on the admissibility of a case is 
made or, in exceptional situations, even if no formal complaint has been filed, provided 
there are reasonable grounds indicating the existence of a serious risk to ecological 
integrity or to those defending the Rights of Nature. 
 
The Assembly of Judges or, where applicable, the Board, shall endeavor to disseminate 
urgent declarations widely and accessibly, prioritizing channels that ensure they reach 
those with the capacity to act immediately to prevent or mitigate harm. 
 
Article 11. Calls to Action 
 
The Tribunal may issue calls to action when there are reasonable indications of a serious, 
current, or imminent risk of harm to Nature, ecosystems, or the individuals and 



 

communities defending the Rights of Nature, even if no formal proceedings have been 
initiated or a decision on the admissibility of a case has not yet been made. 
 
Calls to action, will be conditional to prior notification and approval by the Board,  shall 
be preventive in nature, not punitive, and shall be based on the precautionary principle, 
which guides the adoption of measures in the face of the possibility of serious or 
irreparable harm, even when there is no full scientific certainty regarding its occurrence. 
 
Calls to action may be issued at the request of a party or on the Tribunal’s own initiative 
when circumstances require immediate action to prevent irreparable harm or mitigate 
ongoing damage. 
 
These calls to action may include, among others: 
 
a) A recommendation for the temporary suspension of extractive, construction, or other 
activities that could seriously affect the integrity of ecosystems or territories. 
 
b) A recommendation to halt or review projects that pose an imminent risk to species, 
ecosystems, or human communities. 
 
c) The promotion of community monitoring or surveillance actions, coordinated with 
local organizations or allies of the Tribunal. 
 
d) An exhortation to adopt protective measures for defenders who are threatened or 
persecuted because of their environmental work. 
 
e) An exhortation to competent authorities to adopt immediate measures for prevention, 
mitigation, or remediation. 
 
f) Ensuring the informed and effective participation of potentially affected communities 
in defining and monitoring the proposed measures. 
 
The Board may issue calls to action when urgency warrants it, immediately informing the 
Assembly of Judges for ratification or review at the earliest opportunity. 
 
Calls to action shall remain in effect until the Tribunal adopts a decision modifying, 
ratifying, or revoking them, or until formal proceedings on the merits of the matter are 
initiated. 
 
The Board shall prepare public reports on the effects and the degree of compliance with 
the calls to action. The Assembly of Judges may follow up on these actions and 
disseminate information regarding their implementation. 
 
Article 12. Independent On-Site Visits 
 



 

The Tribunal may conduct autonomous on-site visits for the purpose of directly verifying 
facts, conditions, or environmental impacts that may constitute violations or threats to the 
Rights of Nature, without the need for a formally admitted or pending case. 
 
The purpose of these visits shall be to observe, document, and bring to light situations 
that affect ecological integrity, life cycles, species diversity, or the territories of 
communities and peoples, and they shall be conducted in accordance with the principles 
of respect, informed consent, transparency, and intercultural collaboration. 
 
Visits may be requested by communities, indigenous peoples, social organizations, or 
academic institutions, or may be initiated ex officio by the Tribunal when there are 
reasonable grounds justifying the need for direct observation of a situation of 
environmental risk or harm. 
 
During the visit, the Tribunal may: 
 
a) Meet with local communities, traditional authorities, and defenders of nature. 
b) Collect testimonies, documentary information, audiovisual material, or relevant 
physical evidence. 
c) Assess the ecological and sociocultural conditions of the affected territory. 
d) Make immediate recommendations aimed at the prevention, mitigation, or restoration 
of the identified damage. 
e) Prepare public reports that reflect the resulting findings, observations, and 
recommendations. 
 
Any independent on-site visit shall require the free, prior, and informed consent of the 
host communities, as well as coordination with the relevant territorial authorities, 
respecting their own rules and protocols. 
 
The Board may authorize urgent visits when the situation warrants it, immediately 
informing the Assembly of Judges for ratification or follow-up. In particularly serious 
cases, the Assembly of Judges may form an expanded observation mission composed of 
specialists or ad hoc judges. 
 
The results of the visits may be incorporated as background information or evidence in 
cases subsequently admitted, or as input for urgent statements, calls to action, or other 
pronouncements by the Court. 
 
Article 13. Nature and Objectives of the Pre-Trial Phase 
 
The pre-trial phase comprises the set of proceedings carried out prior to the decision on 
the admissibility of a case and constitutes an essential stage of the proceedings before the 
Court. 
 
The objectives of this phase are: 
 



 

a) To facilitate broad, inclusive, and culturally appropriate access to the Tribunal for 
individuals, communities, indigenous peoples, social organizations, and institutions 
seeking the protection of the rights of Nature. 
 
b) To allow for a preliminary understanding of the alleged facts, their context, and their 
potential ecological and social impacts. 
 
c) To ensure that the Tribunal has sufficient, reliable, and diverse information to decide 
on the admissibility of a case. 
 
d) To activate early prevention mechanisms or urgent action when serious threats or 
imminent harm to the rights of Nature or to the defenders protecting them are identified. 
 
e) Promote the principle of comprehensive restoration from this stage onward, advancing 
measures aimed at halting the damage and preventing its worsening. 
 
f) Foster spaces for dialogue, visibility, and advocacy that contribute to transforming the 
dynamics or structures that generate violations, even before the formal proceedings 
begin. 
 
Pre-trial proceedings may be conducted at the request of a party or at the initiative of the 
Court, when there is reasonable evidence of possible violations of the Universal 
Declaration of the Rights of Mother Earth. 
 
Article 14. Filing of Complaints or Petitions 
 
Any individual, community, indigenous people, social organization, collective, academic 
institution, or public entity may file complaints or petitions with the Tribunal regarding 
possible violations of the rights recognized in the Universal Declaration of the Rights of 
Mother Earth, co-violations of human rights associated with their defense, or situations 
that pose a serious threat to ecological integrity. 
 
These will be scrutinized for acceptance by the Tribunal's Board in accordance with 
criteria of relevance and coherence with the Tribunal's objectives and strategies and with 
cases that have already been considered in or are directly connected to  Tribunal's 
judgments".The Board might seek guidance from the Judges’ Assembly when deemed 
necessary.  

 
For the purposes of these Rules, the term “complaint” is understood in a broad sense and 
encompasses any communication, petition, or request through which a person, group, or 
organization brings to the Court’s attention facts that could imply violations of the Rights 
of Nature or requests its preventive or protective intervention. 
 
Complaints may be filed in writing, orally, through audiovisual recordings, symbolic 
representations, or other means that adequately reflect the facts and claims, recognizing 



 

the cultural, linguistic, and organizational diversity of those who come before the 
Tribunal. 
 
The filing of complaints shall not require mandatory legal representation. The Tribunal 
shall ensure simple, accessible, and culturally appropriate mechanisms for receiving 
complaints, particularly those filed by indigenous peoples and local communities. 
 
The Secretariat shall register every complaint received, assigning it a case number and 
issuing a receipt to the person or organization submitting it. 
 
Complaints may be filed at any time and from any country or territory, without 
geographical restrictions or a requirement to exhaust domestic remedies. 
 
Article 15. Preliminary Review by the Secretariat 
 
The Secretariat of the Court shall conduct a preliminary review of each complaint or 
request submitted in order to verify that it contains the minimum elements necessary for 
its registration and administrative processing. 
 
To that end, the Secretariat shall examine: 
 
a) The identification of the complainant or petitioner and their contact information. 
 
b) A sufficient description of the alleged facts. 
 
c) An indication, where possible, of the Rights of Nature allegedly violated. 
 
d) The available information regarding the territorial, ecological, or social context in 
which the alleged events occurred. 
 
e) The identification, where possible, of the alleged perpetrators or involved parties. 
 
f) Information enabling the complainant to receive communications from the Tribunal 
and to follow the progress of the case. 
 
g) Information, where possible, regarding the context of advocacy, advocacy, or 
protection within which the complaint is framed, including how the Tribunal’s 
intervention could contribute to the strategies of the communities or individuals filing the 
complaint for the protection of the Rights of Nature and the monitoring of the case. 
 
If any of the aforementioned elements are missing or the information is insufficient to 
initiate the process, the Secretariat shall notify the complainant and grant them a 
reasonable period of time to supplement or clarify it. 
 



 

The preliminary review shall not involve an assessment of the admissibility or the merits 
of the case. Its function shall be exclusively administrative and aimed at ensuring the 
proper organization and processing of the proceedings. 
 
 
 
Article 16. Preliminary Investigative Actions 
 
In order to obtain sufficient and relevant information to decide on the admissibility of a 
case or the appropriateness of adopting urgent measures, the Board may order the 
conduct of preliminary investigative proceedings, even prior to the formal opening of the 
proceedings. Such proceedings shall be coordinated and carried out by the Secretariat of 
the Tribunal. 
 
The purpose of these proceedings shall be to verify the facts alleged, understand the 
ecological and social context in which they occur, and gather technical, scientific, and 
testimonial evidence to determine whether the case meets the conditions for processing. 
 
The proceedings that may be carried out include: 
 
a) Pre-trial site visits, intended to directly observe the environmental, social, or cultural 
conditions related to the case. These visits shall be exploratory in nature and shall not be 
confused with the independent visits regulated in Title II of these Rules. 
 
b) Requests for information from third parties, addressed to public authorities, 
companies, academic institutions, social organizations, or other relevant actors, in order 
to obtain documents, studies, licenses, or other relevant materials. 
 
c) Preliminary technical opinions, prepared by specialists or experts in areas relevant to 
the case, at the request of the Court or the Secretariat. 
 
d) Preliminary informational hearings, convened to hear from the parties involved, 
affected communities, defenders, or experts, in order to receive initial accounts of the 
facts and their context. 
 
e) Documentary analysis and monitoring of public sources, aimed at compiling and 
systematizing verifiable information available from academic, institutional, or journalistic 
sources. 
 
The preliminary proceedings shall be strictly exploratory in nature and shall not entail 
any determination regarding the liability of the individuals or entities involved or the 
merits of the case. 
 
The results of these proceedings shall be compiled into a preliminary technical report 
prepared by the Secretariat, which shall be submitted to the Board for review in 
accordance with the provisions of these Rules of Procedure. 



 

 
Article 17. Preliminary Assessment Report 
 
Upon completion of the preliminary investigation proceedings or, where applicable, 
following the initial review of the complaint, the Secretariat shall prepare a preliminary 
assessment report summarizing the background, the information gathered, the potential 
environmental and social impacts, and a reasoned recommendation on the admissibility 
or inadmissibility of the case. 
 
The report shall include: 
 
a) A summary of the facts alleged or verified. 
 
b) The actions taken by the Tribunal during the preliminary phase. 
 
c) A technical, ethical, and contextual assessment of the available information. 
 
d) The identification of possible preventive measures, calls to action, or other actions that 
may be relevant. 
 
e) A reasoned recommendation on the admissibility of the case, indicating whether the 
matter should proceed to the trial phase or whether it should be dismissed. 
 
f) An analysis of the context of defense, advocacy, or protection within which the case is 
situated, including how the Tribunal’s intervention could contribute to the strategies of 
the communities or individuals filing the complaint for the protection of the Rights of 
Nature and the monitoring of the case. 
 
The report shall be submitted to the Board, which shall decide on the admissibility of the 
case in accordance with the provisions set forth in these Rules of Procedure. 
 
The Board, when it deems it appropriate, may submit the report to the Assembly of 
Judges for guidance or for the Assembly to adopt the corresponding decision. 
 
Article 18. Decision on Admissibility 
 
The Board shall be the body responsible for deciding on the admissibility of cases 
brought before the Tribunal, based on the preliminary assessment report prepared by the 
Secretariat and the information available in the case file. 
 
To declare a case admissible, the Board must determine that: 
 
a) The alleged facts are directly or indirectly related to the violation of the rights 
recognized in the Universal Declaration of the Rights of Mother Earth or to co-violations 
of the human rights of its defenders. 
 



 

b) The complaint presents a reasonable degree of plausibility, even though conclusive 
evidence is not required at this stage. 
 
c) The facts described are serious or of ethical and ecological significance, given their 
potential impact on ecosystems, communities, or defenders of Nature. 
 
d) There are no grounds for manifest inadmissibility, such as obvious duplication with 
cases already known to the Tribunal or a complete lack of relevance to its mandate. 
 
The decision on admissibility must be reasoned and recorded in writing, and may contain 
recommendations regarding protective measures or additional actions that the Court 
deems appropriate. 
 
When admissibility is declared, the Court’s Secretariat shall formally open the case, 
assigning it a case number and proceeding to designate the panel of judges or the 
thematic chamber that will hear the merits of the case. 
 
In the event of inadmissibility, the Secretariat shall notify the petitioners or communities 
of the decision and close the file, making the decision a matter of public record, unless 
there are reasons of confidentiality or security that justify otherwise. A decision of 
inadmissibility shall not preclude the subsequent filing of the case should new relevant 
facts or evidence emerge. 
 
 
Article 19. Composition of the Panel of Judges for the Case 
 
Once a case has been declared admissible, the Assembly of Judges, upon the Board’s 
proposal, shall form the panel of judges that will hear the merits of the case, in 
accordance with the provisions of the Tribunal’s Statute. 
 
The panel of judges shall consist of an odd number of members, no fewer than three (3) 
and no more than seven (7) members of the Assembly, seeking to ensure disciplinary, 
geographic, cultural, and gender diversity, as well as independence and impartiality with 
respect to the parties involved. 
 
When the case involves particularly complex contexts, specific territories, or specialized 
technical knowledge, the Tribunal may invite ad hoc judges, who shall participate with 
full voting rights on an equal footing, subject to the approval of the Assembly of Judges. 
 
The designated individuals must formally accept their participation and declare the 
absence of conflicts of interest. When any cause for disqualification or recusal is 
identified, a replacement shall be appointed in accordance with the same procedure. 
 
The resolution establishing the panel of judges shall be recorded by the Secretariat and 
notified to the parties, indicating the identity of its members. 
 



 

Once formed, the panel of judges shall have full authority to conduct the proceedings, 
convene hearings, receive evidence, and issue the decision pertaining to the case. 
 
 
Article 20. Chair of the Panel of Judges 
 
The person who shall serve as Chair of the panel of judges shall be appointed by the 
Assembly of Judges, in accordance with the provisions of Article 18 of the Statute of the 
Tribunal. 
 
The Chair shall act on behalf of the panel of judges in a coordinating and collegial 
capacity, without implying any hierarchy or subordination with respect to the other 
members. 
 
The Chair of the panel of judges shall be responsible for: 
 
a) Convene and conduct the deliberative sessions of the panel of judges, ensuring the 
equal participation of all members. 
 
b) Formally opening the Tribunal’s hearings and presiding over their proceedings, 
regulating the order of speakers, the presentation of evidence, and the conduct of 
interventions in accordance with these Rules. 
 
c) Resolve, in consultation with the panel of judges or the Secretariat, incidental or 
procedural matters that arise during the proceedings, except those that must be addressed 
by the Assembly of Judges. 
 
d) Ensure respect for the principles of interculturality, balance, transparency, and 
effective participation of the parties. 
 
e) Coordinate with the Secretariat the logistical, technical, and communication 
arrangements for the hearings. 
 
f) Coordinate the drafting of the judgment or final decision in the case, promoting its 
collective deliberation and approval. 
 
g) Read the oral verdict in a public hearing and sign, together with the other judges, the 
final decision. 
 
h) Represent the panel of judges before the Assembly and other bodies of the Court in 
matters related to the case. 
 
The exercise of the Presidency constitutes a function of coordinating the process, aimed 
at ensuring the orderly conduct of the proceedings and respect for the principles of 
collegiality, transparency, and interculturality that govern the Court’s operations. 
 



 

Article 21. Public Hearings 
 
Hearings serve as the primary forum for presentation, dialogue, and deliberation within 
the International Tribunal on the Rights of Nature. Their conduct must reflect the 
principles of legal pluralism, interculturality, transparency, and respect for the diversity of 
forms of expression and knowledge. 
 
The panel of judges may order one or more public hearings—in-person, virtual, or 
hybrid—depending on the nature of the case and technical feasibility, ensuring the direct 
participation of affected communities and defenders of Nature. 
 
During the hearings: 
 
a) The Presiding Judge will formally open the session, outline the subject matter of the 
case, and reiterate the principles guiding the Tribunal’s proceedings. 
 
b) The Secretariat will present a summary of the case file, the background, and the 
proceedings conducted during the pre-trial phase. 
 
c) The petitioners or communities shall present the facts and arguments supporting the 
complaint, which may be done through oral testimony, visual presentations, cultural 
expressions, or symbolic acts. 
 
d) The individuals, institutions, or parties named in the complaint may be invited to 
present their versions or clarifications, without this implying an admission of liability or 
an obligation to appear. 
 
e) Experts, representatives of the Legal Advisory Commission, the Land Prosecutor, and 
other persons deemed relevant by the Court for a comprehensive understanding of the 
case may participate. 
 
f) Indigenous communities and peoples may participate in accordance with their customs, 
oral traditions, songs, ceremonies, or other forms of expression, provided that the 
solemnity of the proceedings and the principles of intercultural respect are upheld. 
 
g) Once the presentations have concluded, the panel of judges may ask questions, request 
clarifications, and declare the hearing phase closed, thereby initiating internal 
deliberations. 
 
The hearings shall be public, unless the Court orders that a session be held in whole or in 
part in camera for reasons of security, protection of human rights defenders, or cultural 
confidentiality. 
 
The Secretariat shall fully document the hearings through minutes, audiovisual 
recordings, or transcripts, which shall form part of the case file. 
 



 

Article 22. Right to Defense 
 
Any person, institution, or entity named in a complaint submitted to the Court shall have 
the right to participate in the proceedings and to exercise their right to a defense, in 
accordance with the principles of fairness, transparency, and ethical due process that 
govern the Court’s operations. 
 
To this end, the Tribunal shall ensure that the persons or entities named are duly notified 
of the existence of the case, the content of the complaint, and the hearings to be 
convened, with reasonable advance notice. 
 
The individuals or entities named may: 
 
a) Present their versions of the facts and the arguments they deem relevant. 
 
b) Appear before the Tribunal in person or via digital means. 
 
c) Have legal representation or counsel if they deem it appropriate. 
 
d) Submit information, documents, or evidence they deem relevant to the understanding 
of the case. 
 
e) Make comments regarding the information presented during the proceedings. 
 
The participation of the individuals or entities named shall be voluntary. Failure to appear 
or to respond to the Tribunal’s communications shall not prevent the proceedings from 
continuing. 
 
When a designated person or entity refuses to participate or is unable to be present at the 
scheduled hearings, the Tribunal may continue the proceedings and render its decision 
based on the available information, ensuring at all times the principles of impartiality and 
respect for the right to be heard. 
 
Article 23. Deliberation, Verdict, and Judgment of the Panel of Judges 
 
Once the hearing phase is concluded, the panel of judges shall begin internal 
deliberations for the purpose of analyzing the facts, evaluating the information presented, 
and determining the ethical, symbolic, and legal content of its decision. 
 
Deliberation shall be conducted collegially, privately, and confidentially, under the 
coordination of the Presiding Judge, ensuring the equitable participation of all members 
of the panel. 
 
During this process, the judges may: 
 



 

a) Jointly examine the evidence, testimonies, documents, and materials presented during 
the proceedings. 
 
b) Request clarifications or additional information from the Secretariat, the parties, or the 
experts who have participated. 
 
c) Incorporate scientific, cultural, philosophical, and legal considerations relevant to a 
comprehensive understanding of the case. 
 
d) Propose recommendations, ecological restoration measures, symbolic reparations, or 
structural transformations consistent with the principles of the Universal Declaration of 
the Rights of Mother Earth. 
 
The decision shall preferably be adopted by consensus. If consensus is not reached, it 
may be adopted by a simple majority, with a record of concurring or dissenting votes. 
 
The Tribunal may deliver its decision through an oral verdict in a public hearing, in 
which it will state its main conclusions and recommendations. 
 
The oral verdict shall constitute the Tribunal’s initial decision and must subsequently be 
elaborated in a written judgment, which shall contain the ethical, legal, and factual 
grounds for the ruling. 
 
The written judgment shall be drafted and approved collectively by the panel of judges 
within a maximum period of thirty (30) days from the announcement of the oral verdict 
or, where applicable, from the conclusion of the hearing. 
 
The judgment must contain: 
 
a) A summary of the background and relevant facts of the case. 
 
b) The ethical, legal, scientific, and cultural grounds supporting the decision. 
 
c) A comprehensive analysis of the damage to Nature and its ecological and human 
repercussions. 
 
d) The conclusions or statements of the Tribunal. 
 
e) Recommendations or measures aimed at ecological restoration, symbolic reparation, 
and non-repetition. 
 
The judgment shall be signed by all members of the panel of judges and officially 
published by the Secretariat, which shall ensure its public and accessible dissemination. 
 
 
Chapter III – Closure and Follow-up of the Process 



 

 
Article 24. Follow-up and Enforcement of Decisions 
 
The follow-up to the decisions of the International Tribunal on the Rights of Nature 
constitutes a complementary phase of the process, aimed at promoting the ethical, social, 
and ecological effectiveness of its rulings. 
 
The Secretariat, in coordination with the Presidency of the panel of judges that heard the 
case and with the Board, shall be responsible for organizing and documenting the 
follow-up actions regarding the judgments, declarations, calls to action, and other 
decisions adopted by the Tribunal. 
 
To this end, the Tribunal may: 
 
a) Request information from the parties, communities, or institutions involved regarding 
the actions taken in relation to the recommendations and measures contained in the 
judgment or decision. 
 
b) Conduct follow-up visits or observation missions to verify the ecological, social, or 
institutional situation related to the case. 
 
c) Issue public statements or communiqués regarding the degree of compliance with 
decisions and the actions resulting from them. 
 
d) Promote spaces for dialogue and collaboration among communities, authorities, social 
organizations, or academic institutions to support the implementation of the suggested 
measures. 
 
e) Systematize and publish the results of the follow-up through public reports or briefings 
that contribute to collective learning and advocacy for the protection of the Rights of 
Nature. 
 
The Board may designate one of the judges who participated in the case as a contact 
person for follow-up, or form an ad hoc working group, with the purpose of supporting 
the communities and stakeholders involved in the implementation and compliance with 
the Tribunal’s recommendations. 
 
The follow-up on decisions shall not be punitive in nature, but rather educational, 
restorative, and transformative, consistent with the ethical nature of the Tribunal. 
 
Article 25. Closure and Reopening of Cases 
 
The closure of a case before the International Tribunal on the Rights of Nature constitutes 
the act by which its proceedings are formally concluded, once the ethical, symbolic, and 
restorative purposes of the process have been fulfilled or when there are reasons that 
make its continuation impossible. 



 

 
The Tribunal may order the closure of a case in the following circumstances: 
 
a) When the final judgment or decision has been issued and the corresponding follow-up 
has been completed. 
 
b) When it is determined that it is materially or ethically impossible to continue the 
proceedings. 
 
c) When the parties, communities, or petitioners express their desire to conclude the 
process, provided that this does not contravene the principles of comprehensive 
protection and non-regression. 
 
d) When the Board, by means of a reasoned resolution, considers that keeping the case 
open lacks purpose or objective, without prejudice to the Assembly of Judges’ right to 
review the decision when it deems it appropriate. 
 
The decision to close the case shall be reasoned and recorded by the Secretariat, which 
shall ensure its archival preservation and the publication of a summary of the case in the 
Tribunal’s official records, unless there are reasons of confidentiality or security for the 
communities involved. 
 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Tribunal may reopen a case when there are new facts, 
ongoing ecological damage, serious non-compliance with the recommendations issued, or 
the emergence of relevant information that substantially alters the known facts. 
 
The reopening may be requested by the parties, communities, indigenous peoples, social 
organizations, academic institutions, or by the Tribunal itself, and shall require a reasoned 
decision by the Board, without prejudice to the Assembly of Judges’ authority to rule 
when it deems necessary. 
 
The Secretariat shall register and process requests for reopening in accordance with the 
procedure established for the pre-trial phase, ensuring the preservation of institutional 
memory and the traceability of cases. 
 
TITLE IV – ADVISORY FUNCTION AND OPINIONS OF THE COURT 
 
Article 26. Nature and Scope of the Advisory Function 
 
The advisory function of the International Tribunal for the Rights of Mother Earth aims 
to issue ethical, legal, scientific, or cultural opinions on matters related to the 
interpretation, application, or development of the rights recognized in the Universal 
Declaration of the Rights of Mother Earth, as well as on their links to human rights, 
ancestral knowledge systems, and the protection of life in all its forms. 
 



 

Advisory opinions may address issues of a general, structural, or preventive nature and 
shall aim to guide the actions of communities, peoples, public institutions, international 
organizations, universities, or social organizations, thereby contributing to the 
strengthening of ethical and legal awareness regarding ecological justice. 
 
The exercise of this function does not require the existence of a pending case or dispute. 
 
Advisory opinions may be requested by actors external to the Tribunal or initiated ex 
officio by the Assembly of Judges, the Board, or the Secretariat, when it is deemed 
necessary to issue an interpretive, reflective, or general guidance statement. 
 
The Court shall ensure that advisory opinions reflect a pluralistic dialogue of knowledge, 
integrating legal, scientific, philosophical, spiritual, and cultural perspectives, and that 
they are accessible in language, format, and content to the communities and stakeholders 
to whom they are addressed. 
 
 
Article 27. Request and Admissibility of Advisory Opinions 
 
The following persons or entities may request the issuance of an advisory opinion from 
the International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature: 
 
a) Communities, indigenous peoples, and native nationalities. 
 
b) Social organizations, environmental movements, collectives, or international networks 
dedicated to the defense of Nature. 
 
c) Public institutions, universities, research centers, and international organizations. 
 
d) The Assembly of Judges, the Board, or the Secretariat of the Tribunal, when they 
deem it appropriate. 
 
The request must be submitted in writing or through any appropriate and accessible 
means, and must include: 
 
a) Identification of the requesting person, institution, or group. 
 
b) A clear statement of the issue or questions on which an opinion is sought. 
 
c) A brief description of the factual, legal, or ethical context underlying the inquiry. 
 
d) Any document, study, or information that the applicant considers relevant. 
 
The Secretariat shall register all requests and conduct a preliminary review to verify that 
they meet the formal requirements and that the matter raised is relevant to the Tribunal’s 
mandate. 



 

 
Based on this report, the Board will decide on the admissibility of the request, taking into 
account criteria of relevance, significance, timeliness, and availability of resources. 
 
When the request is admitted, the Board may refer it to the Assembly of Judges, which 
will determine whether the opinion will be prepared by the full Court, by a thematic 
group, or by a specially constituted advisory chamber. 
 
If the request is rejected, the Secretariat shall notify the decision with a statement of 
reasons, seeking to offer guidance on other possible channels for action or 
pronouncement by the Court. 
 
The Court may consolidate or combine consultations with similar content in order to 
issue an opinion of general scope that synthesizes the issues raised by different regions or 
actors. 
 
Article 28. Procedure and Adoption of Advisory Opinions 
 
Once a request for an advisory opinion has been accepted, the Board shall forward the 
case file to the Assembly of Judges, which shall determine the form of the opinion and 
the body responsible for drafting it. 
 
The Assembly may decide that the opinion be prepared by: 
 
a) The Plenary of the Court, when the consultation is of general scope or structural 
relevance. 
 
b) A thematic group or advisory chamber, composed of an odd number of judges from 
the Assembly. 
 
During the preparation of the opinion, the Assembly of Judges or the designated group of 
judges may convene public hearings, roundtables, written consultations, or other 
participatory processes to gather input from communities, academic institutions, 
specialists, indigenous peoples, and social organizations. 
 
The Secretariat, with the support of the Legal Advisory Commission, shall provide 
technical assistance for the collection of background information, the systematization of 
contributions, and the preparation of legal or scientific inputs that contribute to the 
drafting of the opinion. 
 
The contributions of the Legal Advisory Commission shall not be binding, but may be 
incorporated into the case file and cited in the final text. 
 
Once the deliberation process is concluded, the advisory opinion will be adopted by the 
panel of judges responsible for its preparation, preferably by consensus or, failing that, by 
a simple majority. 



 

 
The advisory opinion shall be formalized in a written document containing: 
 
a) A statement of the question referred. 
b) A summary of the background and contributions received. 
c) The ethical, legal, and scientific rationale for the opinion. 
d) The Tribunal’s conclusions and general guidelines. 
 
The final text shall be signed by the participating judges and officially published by the 
Secretariat, which shall ensure its wide and accessible dissemination. 
 
 
Article 29. Effects and Follow-up of Advisory Opinions 
 
Advisory opinions issued by the International Tribunal on the Rights of Nature, through 
the Plenary Assembly of Judges or the group of judges or advisory chamber designated to 
draft them, shall be of an ethical, interpretive, and guiding nature and shall not produce 
binding legal effects. 
 
Their value lies in their moral authority, their scientific, philosophical, and cultural 
foundation, and in their contribution to the development of the principles of ecological 
justice and the rights of Mother Earth. 
 
The advisory opinions may be used as doctrinal or interpretive references by 
communities, indigenous peoples, social organizations, public institutions, judicial 
bodies, international organizations, and academic circles. 
 
The Secretariat of the Tribunal, in coordination with the Board and the Assembly of 
Judges, shall promote their dissemination, translation, and discussion in different 
languages, regions, and cultural contexts, ensuring their accessibility. 
 
When an advisory opinion has had a direct impact on the adoption of public policies, 
judicial decisions, norms, or social practices, the Secretariat may prepare, on its own 
initiative or at the request of the Board or the Assembly of Judges, follow-up reports 
evaluating its implementation and effects. 
 
The Assembly of Judges, or the body that issued the advisory opinion, may order the 
issuance of supplementary pronouncements that update or expand upon a previous 
advisory opinion, in light of new scientific, legal, or ecological developments. 
 
Such expansions must be approved by the same body that issued the original opinion or, 
failing that, by the Assembly of Judges. 
 
The Secretariat shall maintain a Register of Advisory Opinions, which shall contain the 
full texts, their dates of adoption, the bodies that issued them, and, where applicable, the 



 

follow-up reports prepared. Said register shall be public and accessible through the 
Court’s official website. 
 
 

Article 30. Assembly of Judges 

The Assembly of Judges is the supreme decision-making body of the Tribunal, as 
established in Article 3 of the Statute. Within the framework of these Rules of Procedure, 
the Assembly shall exercise the following procedural functions: 

a) Approve, amend and interpret these Rules of Procedure, in accordance with Article 40. 

b) Confirm the composition of the panel of judges assigned to hear each admitted case, 
upon proposal of the Board, in accordance with Article 20. 

c) Ratify or review urgent declarations, calls to action and autonomous on-site visits 
activated by the Board in emergency situations, at the earliest available session, in 
accordance with Articles 10, 11 and 12. 

d) Decide on the activation of autonomous mechanisms of special significance or 
international scope, upon proposal of the Board, in accordance with Article 9. 

e) Determine the form and body responsible for the elaboration of advisory opinions, once 
a request has been admitted by the Board, in accordance with Articles 28 and 29. 

f) Review decisions issued by regional or special purpose chambers, in accordance with 
Article 37. 

g) Decide on the recognition and withdrawal of recognition of regional or special purpose 
chambers, in accordance with Article 36. 

h) Approve strategic alliances and cooperation agreements, in accordance with Article 39. 

i) Receive periodic reports from the Board on procedural decisions and institutional 
activities carried out between sessions. 

j) Exercise any other procedural function assigned to it by these Rules, the Statute or the 
founding Convention of the Tribunal. 

 
 
Article 31. Board 
 
The Board is the body responsible for the coordination and operational management of 
the International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature. 
 
Within the framework of these Rules, it shall exercise the following procedural functions: 



 

 
a) Decide on the admissibility of complaints and requests for advisory opinions, based on 
the reports prepared by the Secretariat. 
 
b) Order, where appropriate and in accordance with these Rules, the activation of the 
autonomous mechanisms for action provided for in Title II, particularly in emergency 
situations. 
 
c) Oversee the implementation and monitoring of the Tribunal’s decisions, in accordance 
with Article 24 of these Rules. 
 
d) Coordinate with the Secretariat and the Legal Advisory Commission the preparation of 
documents, reports, or opinions requested by the Assembly of Judges. 
 
e) Ensure institutional coherence and the proper use of available resources for the 
fulfillment of the Court’s functions. 
 
The Board shall periodically report to the Assembly of Judges on the actions taken and 
decisions adopted in the exercise of these functions. 
 
 

 
Article 32. Registry of the Court 
 
The Secretariat is the permanent body providing technical and administrative support to 
the Court. 
 
Within the framework of these Rules, it shall have the following functions: 
 
a) Receive, register, and maintain complaints, applications, decisions, and documents of 
the Court. 
 
b) Conduct a preliminary review of complaints and requests, in accordance with Articles 
15 and 27 of these Rules. 
 
c) Provide logistical support to the Assembly of Judges, the Board, and the Legal 
Advisory Commission. 
 
d) Organize the publication, translation, and dissemination of decisions, judgments, and 
advisory opinions, ensuring their public accessibility. 
 
e) Maintain an official registry of cases and advisory opinions, reflecting the dates, 
participating bodies, decisions, and follow-up results. 
 
f) Safeguard the institutional archives and file all documentation related to the Court’s 
proceedings and actions. 



 

 
 
Article 33. Legal Advisory Commission 
 
The Legal Advisory Commission is a specialized advisory body that supports the Court, 
the Assembly of Judges, the Board, and the Secretariat on legal, doctrinal, and 
comparative matters. 
 
Its functions under these Rules are: 
 
(a) Prepare legal opinions or analyses on matters of interpretation, procedure, or the 
development of the law of nature, when requested to do so. 
 
b) Assist the Court in the preparation of advisory opinions, in accordance with Article 28 
of these Rules. 
 
c) Collaborate in the systematization of the ethical and doctrinal jurisprudence arising 
from the Court’s decisions. 
 
d) Advise on the compatibility of the Court’s actions with the Universal Declaration of 
the Rights of Mother Earth, the Convention, and the Statute. 
 
The Legal Advisory Commission shall act with technical independence, and its opinions 
shall not be binding, although they may be cited as a doctrinal reference in the decisions 
and opinions of the Tribunal. 
 
Article 34. Earth Prosecutor(s) 
 
The Board shall propose to the Assembly of Judges the appointment of one or more Earth 
Prosecutors, who shall act as representatives of Nature and other non-human victims in 
cases heard by the International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature. 
 
The Earth Prosecutors shall be selected preferably from among the members of the Legal 
Advisory Commission or, exceptionally, from among individuals with a recognized track 
record in environmental defense, ecological justice, or the rights of peoples and 
communities. 
 
Within the framework of the Tribunal’s proceedings, the Earth Prosecutors shall have the 
following functions: 
 
a) Represent the interests of Nature and non-human victims during the various stages of 
the proceedings, ensuring the integrity of ecosystems and respect for the Court’s founding 
principles. 
 



 

b) Request that the Tribunal adopt calls to action, urgent recommendations, or other 
measures aimed at preventing or halting serious harm to Mother Earth or to those who 
defend her. 
 
c) Submit briefs, reports, arguments, or proposals aimed at the comprehensive restoration 
of ecosystems and the ethical or symbolic reparation of the harm caused. 
 
d) Propose the inclusion of scientific expert opinions, community testimonies, or cultural 
elements relevant to a comprehensive understanding of the facts. 
 
e) Participate in public hearings, making observations or recommendations to the panel 
of judges regarding the measures of protection, restoration, or transformation it deems 
appropriate. 
 
f) Collaborate with the Secretariat in monitoring the Tribunal’s decisions and promoting 
their enforcement. 
 
The Earth Prosecutors shall act with technical independence, guided by the principles of 
precaution, ecological justice, intergenerational equity, and respect for cultural and 
spiritual diversity. 
 
Their intervention shall not replace the participation of the petitioning communities or 
individuals, nor shall it imply the representation of particular human interests, although 
they may coordinate their actions with these communities and with the nature defenders 
involved in each case. 
 
 
 
 
Article 35. Protection of Nature Defenders  
 
The International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature shall adopt all necessary measures to 
ensure the protection, safety, and well-being of individuals, communities, and peoples 
defending nature who participate in its proceedings or collaborate in its actions, in 
accordance with the Policy on Defenders of Mother Earth and Territories. 
 
This obligation is cross-cutting in nature and shall apply at all stages of the process, 
including the filing of complaints, preliminary investigations, the conduct of hearings, 
on-site visits, and activities to follow up on the Tribunal’s decisions. 
 
In order to prevent risks and threats, the Tribunal may conduct preliminary risk 
assessments regarding individuals, communities, or organizations participating in its 
activities, particularly in contexts of environmental or territorial conflict. 
 
The Tribunal may order specific protection measures, including: 
 



 

a) The adoption of confidentiality measures or identity protection for witnesses, 
communities, or advocates when their public exposure could create risks. 
b) The receipt of testimony or information under conditions of confidentiality or in 
private settings when required for the safety of participants. 
c) The adoption of preventive and protective measures during hearings, fact-finding 
missions, or on-site visits. 
d) Coordination with organizations, support networks, and national or international 
mechanisms for the protection of defenders when situations of threat or harassment exist. 
 
The Secretariat, in coordination with the Board, shall ensure the implementation of these 
measures, maintain communication with the communities and organizations involved, 
and may alert protection networks, international organizations, or mechanisms 
specialized in the defense of human and environmental rights when serious risks to 
defenders are identified. 
 
The measures adopted must respect the principles of free, prior, and informed consent, 
confidentiality, an intercultural approach, and the collective protection of territories and 
communities, in accordance with the provisions of the Policy on Defenders of Mother 
Earth and Territories. 
 
Article 36. Recognition and Dissolution of Regional or Special-Purpose Chambers 
 
The Assembly of Judges may recognize the creation of regional or special-purpose 
chambers as divisions of the International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature, designed to 
hear cases relating to specific geographic regions or specific issues, whether on a 
temporary or permanent basis. 
 
The request for recognition must be submitted in writing to the Secretariat, sponsored by 
at least two members of the Assembly of Judges, endorsed by local or regional 
organizations or individuals, and, where applicable, supported by the regional Hub of the 
Global Alliance for the Rights of Nature (GARN). 
 
Upon receipt of the request, the Secretariat will forward it to the Board, which will 
evaluate its institutional, territorial, and thematic viability and prepare a report with 
recommendations to be presented to the Assembly of Judges for a decision. 
 
The Assembly of Judges shall decide on the approval or rejection of the application by a 
two-thirds majority vote of the members present at an ordinary or extraordinary session. 
In its decision, it may establish specific conditions or criteria aimed at preventing 
jurisdictional conflicts and ensuring the integrity, independence, and institutional 
coherence of the Tribunal. 
 
Recognized chambers may use the Court’s name, logo, and certain technical or human 
resources, provided that their actions comply with the principles, values, and provisions 
established in the Convention, the Statute, and these Rules of Procedure. 
 



 

The recognition of a regional or special-purpose chamber may be revoked by the 
Assembly of Judges when there are justifiable grounds related to non-compliance with 
the Court’s rules, institutional conflicts, or actions incompatible with its principles. 
 
For these purposes, the Board shall first prepare a reasoned report, and the right to a 
hearing for the representatives of the chamber involved shall be guaranteed. 
 
The withdrawal of recognition shall require the affirmative vote of two-thirds of the 
members present at the relevant session and must be set forth in a reasoned resolution, 
which shall be formally notified to the interested parties. 
 
Article 37. Relationship between the Assembly of Judges and Recognized Chambers 
 
Regional or special-purpose chambers recognized by the Assembly of Judges shall act 
autonomously in the adjudication of cases assigned to them, in accordance with the 
principles, procedures, and values established in the Convention, the Statute, and these 
Rules of Procedure. 
 
However, they shall maintain an institutional and doctrinal link with the Assembly of 
Judges, which constitutes the highest ethical and guiding authority of the International 
Tribunal for the Rights of Nature. 
 
The Assembly of Judges may, upon request by a party or on its own initiative, review 
decisions adopted by a regional or special-purpose chamber, exclusively when there are 
well-founded reasons related to ethical consistency, respect for procedural guarantees, or 
the correct application of the Court’s founding principles. 
 
The request for review must be filed with the Secretariat within thirty (30) days of the 
publication of the relevant decision. 
 
The Secretariat shall register the request and forward it to the Board, which shall prepare 
a preliminary report on its admissibility and submit it to the Assembly of Judges for 
consideration. 
 
The Assembly of Judges shall decide on the admission or rejection of the request for 
review by a simple majority of the members present. When the review involves the 
revocation or modification of an ethical ruling, a two-thirds majority of the members 
present shall be required. 
 
Likewise, regional or special-purpose chambers may request internal advisory opinions 
from the Assembly of Judges regarding the interpretation of the Tribunal’s rules, 
principles, or procedures. 
 
These opinions shall be of an advisory and doctrinal nature and shall not have direct 
effects on pending cases, although they may serve as a guide to promote the 
harmonization of criteria among the different instances of the Tribunal. 



 

 
Review decisions and internal advisory opinions adopted by the Assembly of Judges 
shall be recorded by the Secretariat and formally communicated to the relevant chamber, 
becoming part of the Court’s doctrinal body of law and institutional record. 
 
 
Article 38. Disqualifications, Recusal, and the Duty of Ethical Conduct of Judges 
 
The judges of the International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature shall act with 
independence, impartiality, integrity, and ethical commitment in the exercise of all their 
functions. 
 
Judges shall observe the principles and values established in the Convention, the Statute, 
these Rules of Procedure, and the Code of Ethics of the Global Alliance for the Rights of 
Nature (GARN), which promotes transparency, respect, equality, non-discrimination, and 
responsibility toward the Earth community. 
 
Judges may not participate in the proceedings or decision of a case when there are any 
circumstances that may affect or call into question their objectivity, their independence, 
or the public perception thereof. 
 
Grounds for disqualification or recusal include, among others: 
 
a) Having a personal, economic, political, family, or other interest in the matter before the 
Tribunal. 
 
b) any personal behaviour that contradicts the abovementioned principles   
 
c) Having previously been involved in the case as a complainant, defense counsel, expert 
witness, advisor, or witness. 
 
d) Maintaining an employment, academic, associative, or cooperative relationship with 
any of the parties or with entities directly involved in the alleged facts. 
 
e) Having expressed a public or private opinion that reveals a prejudgment regarding the 
case. 
 
f) The existence of any other circumstance that could reasonably compromise the 
appearance of impartiality or public confidence in the Tribunal . 
 
Judges must voluntarily disclose any circumstance that may constitute a conflict of 
interest. 
 
Any party or intervenor in the proceedings may request the judge’s recusal, in writing 
and with justification, before the Secretariat, within ten (10) days from the notification of 



 

the composition of the panel of judges or from the time of learning of the fact giving rise 
to the request. 
 
The Secretariat shall register the request and forward it to the Board, which shall prepare 
a preliminary report and submit it for a decision by the Assembly of Judges, which shall 
rule at the first available session, by simple majority and without the participation of the 
person challenged. 
 
If the recusal or declaration of impediment is accepted, the Assembly of Judges shall 
appoint a substitute in accordance with the procedure established in Article 19 of these 
Rules. 
 
All decisions must be reasoned and communicated to the parties by the Secretariat. 
 
 
Article 39. Strategic Alliances and Institutional Cooperation 
 
The International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature, by decision of its Assembly of 
Judges, may establish strategic alliances and cooperation agreements with institutions, 
organizations, networks, or collectives that share the principles, objectives, and values 
established in the Convention, the Statute, and these Rules of Procedure. 
 
Alliances may be of an academic, technical, scientific, cultural, or communicational 
nature, and shall aim to strengthen the Tribunal’s ethical, educational, and operational 
activities, as well as to promote the defense of the Rights of Nature and the development 
of global ecological justice. 
 
Proposals for alliances must be submitted to the Secretariat, accompanied by a written 
justification. The Secretariat will forward the proposal to the Board, which will prepare 
an assessment of institutional coherence analyzing the potential benefits, risks, and 
associated commitments. 
 
Based on this report, the Assembly of Judges will decide on the approval of the 
partnership by a two-thirds majority vote of the members present or, exceptionally, 
through the mechanism of tacit consent, in accordance with the provisions of the Statute. 
 
Once the partnership is approved, the Secretariat, with the endorsement of the Presidency 
of the Court, may sign the relevant instruments and proceed to register them in the 
institutional archive. 
 
The Board shall be responsible for monitoring and evaluating the partnerships and must 
submit an annual report to the Assembly of Judges on their implementation, results, and 
relevance. 
 



 

The Assembly of Judges may review, suspend, or revoke any partnership when it 
considers that it no longer complies with the principles of the Tribunal or that it 
compromises its ethical or institutional independence 
 
Article 40. Amendments, Interpretation, and Updates to the Rules of Procedure 
 
These Rules of Procedure may be amended or updated by a decision of the Assembly of 
Judges, adopted by a two-thirds (2/3) majority vote of the members present. 
 
Proposals for amendments may be submitted by: 
 
a) The Board, 
b) The Secretariat of the Tribunal, or 
c) At least one-third of the members of the Assembly of Judges. 
 
Any proposal for amendment must be accompanied by a written justification setting forth 
the rationale, objectives, implications, and scope of the proposed modification. The 
Secretariat may assist in the preparation or systematization of such justification when 
necessary. 
 
It shall be incumbent upon the Assembly of Judges to interpret these Rules when doubts 
arise regarding their application or scope, always seeking to ensure consistency with the 
Convention, the Statute, and the founding principles of the Court. 
 
The approved amendments shall take effect on the date determined by the Assembly of 
Judges and shall be incorporated into the official text of the Rules for registration, 
publication, and public dissemination. 
 
 
Article 41. Supplementary Law and Criteria for Interpretation 
 
In matters not expressly provided for in these Rules of Procedure, the Tribunal shall 
apply, in the following hierarchical order: 
 
a) The Convention establishing the International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature; 
 
b) The Statute of the Tribunal; 
 
c) The general principles of international law, legal pluralism, and ecological justice, as 
well as relevant jurisprudence and doctrine related to the Rights of Nature and the human 
rights of their defenders; 
 
d) The principles of good faith, equity, ethics, and responsibility toward the Earth 
community, which guide the work of the Tribunal. 
 



 

Any interpretation of these Rules shall be made in accordance with the object and 
purpose of the Tribunal, which is to promote the effective enforcement of the Rights of 
Mother Earth and to contribute to the progressive development of universal ecological 
justice. 
 
Final Provision. Approval and Entry into Force 
 
These Rules of Procedure of the International Tribunal for the Rights of Nature shall be 
adopted by resolution of the Assembly of Judges, in accordance with the provisions of 
Article 3 of the Convention establishing the Tribunal and the relevant provisions of its 
Statute. 
 
Once approved, the Rules shall enter into force on the date determined by the Assembly 
of Judges. 
 
The Secretariat shall be responsible for their official publication, their dissemination in 
the working languages of the Tribunal, and for keeping the current version of the Rules 
updated on the Tribunal’s official website. 
 
Subsequent amendments or updates shall be made in accordance with the procedure 
established in Article 39 of these Rules. 


