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ABSTRACT:Despite the proliferation of environmental legislation, the destruction of the 

natural world persists and even worsens. We think that, an essential reason for this situation 

is that most normative frameworks treat nature as an object, and thus tend towards an 

approach that does not protect the environment but leads to the commercialization of 

nature's ecosystems.  

It is becoming increasingly clear that the current environmental regulations are the result 

of the dualistic, mechanistic and anthropocentric vision, according to which humanity is the 

master and owner of nature, so that environmental law remains seriously anchored in its 

philosophical preconceptions, maintaining over time the unwavering belief of private 

property as the sole guardian of the environment, of the idea that nature must be protected 

and valued only from the perspective of its usefulness. (Armstrong, 2012) (Gutwirth, 2001) 

(Darpo, 2021) 

That is why the recognition of the Rights of Nature together with the Human Rights aims to 

change this paradigm. One positive aspect, even if only at the discourse and political level, 

is that, in the last period it is observed that the anthropocentric approach that commodities 

ecosystems is increasingly questioned, while the holistic, dynamic and multidimensional 

approach, which allows the support and protection of nature, is gradually emerging. 

In this paper, we will present and analyse how the recognition of the Rights of Nature 

together with Human Rights can lead through changing the old paradigm. And the reason 

why the anthropocentric approach of nature and ecosystems as commodity is frequently 

questioned, in contrast to the holistic, dynamic and multidimensional approach, which 

allows the support and protection of nature. 

The Rights of Nature aim at a complete overhaul of the legal order regarding the old 

paradigms and the recognition of the dignity of the natural world. Despite serious criticism, 

nature is becoming, slowly but surely, the subject of full rights, rights considered as not 

affecting human rights, but only complement logic, as the protection of nature is ultimately 

limited to the people’s protection, the present and the future of mankind. 

The Rights of Nature involve a new approach of environmental law, through which the 

nature no longer expresses the set of resources that can be used by humans, but a living 

subject that possesses its own interests and rights. 

We point out that the issue of claiming the Rights of Nature arose in the international arena 

in the context of the Rio+20 Ecological Summit, under the impetus of the Bolivia initiative 
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at the end of 2011, materialized in the proposal entitled " Rights of Nature", an approach in 

full compliance with other significantly international documents and texts (such as: the 

World Charter for Nature from 1982, the Rio de Janeiro Declaration from 1992, the Earth 

Charter adopted in 2000, the People's Summit on Climate Change and Mother Earth's Rights 

to Cochabamba in 2010. Of course, the issue of claiming the Rights of Nature was taken over 

by a lot of social movements, but also vehemently rejected and considered to be incompatible 

with an emancipatory project, then materialized at the level of normative acts and 

jurisprudence. 

In this paper, we will examine the status of the Rights of Nature, trying to identify a number 

of central themes, unifying principles, and relevant distinctions of how the discourse on these 

rights has been sustained in law, philosophy, and the social sciences field. 
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1. SOME DOCTRINAL APPROACHES 
 

       The scientific literature on the environment field suggests that the planet has reached 

a "point of no return" and that humanity is approaching safely and dangerously those 

extreme boundaries called "planetary boundaries", beyond which, according to 

researchers, is collapsing. It is becoming increasingly clear that humanity is moving toward 

sudden, subtle, drastic, irreversible, and uncontrollable changes in current living 

conditions, changes that can be catastrophic not only for humanity but for much of life on 

Earth. (Steffen&others, 2015) (Dogaru & Kajcsa, 2021) 

       To such an apocalyptic scenario of the global ecosystem, the ecosystems do not have 

the ability to answer to the disturbances gradually and proportionally, so there is a break 

of invisible borders, a phenomenon that can cause a sudden collapse. 

      This magnitude of current ecological crisis is noted by experts, scientists and 

established climatologists, who show that anthropogenic activities are the ones that decide 

the balances, that human pressures or influences and climate change can irreversibly 

change the global ecosystem and can severely disrupt global animal and plant 

communities, as well as essential environmental elements (such as water, soil, air, food). 

(Barnosky & others, 2012) They all argue that an improvement in this forecast can be 

achieved both by detecting early warnings of global and local critical changes, as well as 

by addressing the root causes of how people determine climate change. 

      Most authors believe that the current environmental crisis is related to the un-

naturalistic dimension of our society, to the proximity and excessive exploitation of nature. 

And the current realities clearly show that technical solutions are not able to provide a 

sufficient long-term answer because, the world condition is above all, a symptom of 

cultural dysfunction that promotes the understanding of nature as a commodity. 

        Of course, based on such findings, under the pressure of ecological urgency, a lot of 

myths about infinite economic development or life-saving technologies have come to be 

seriously questioned. (Dogaru & Kajcsa, European Union Strategies and policies in the 

Current Context of Technologization, 2022) Thus, a necessary solution seems to be that of 

legal regulation, more precisely, a serious environmental legislation reconsidered in the 

light of these new circumstances, and adapted to the reality of the environment. 


