


state court judges. Through our Judicial Leaders, we are working on
events that will be held with state judicial institutes in the fall in MD, MA,
RI, and UT.

We discussed reimagining the future of our NJC
programming. There was support for pursuing
intrastate regional trainings for judges based on
climate impacts (ex. South Florida and sea level
rise).
It was recommended to work through the “doers”
at the state judicial institutes and gain support of
the Chief Justices (bottom-up approach) rather
than NJC starting with the Chief Justice.

In addition to NJC, we are reengaging and seeking other partners, such
as the Federal Judicial Center, Berkeley Judicial Institute, and the
American Association for the Advancement of Science.
We are expanding the Project internationally with a pilot program for
European judges, in partnership with the Bolch Judicial Institute,
scheduled for October 8 in The Hague, The Netherlands.

Western Europe was chosen in consultation with
the funder or the program, but the Committee
discussed other possibly international locations
(funding permitted). We have also done some
work looking into expanding to India, and the
National Judicial Academy was noted as the best
route if we choose to move forward there.

Clean Energy Expansion
As was explained in the background paper provided in advance of the
meeting, we have obtained some funding (and are seeking more) to
expand on our climate solutions work to focus more on clean energy
technologies and science and how they are arising in the law.
The Committee expressed support for this natural progression of our
work given the direction of government policies and the overall
economic forces with a caution to not making policy recommendations.

Like our curriculum to date, this new content too
will focus on the basic science and issues with
energy technology.
Some suggestions for curriculum modules
include (1) role of federal/state/local
governments; (2) local zoning/building codes; (3)
impacts on agricultural land; (4) species impacts,
especially birds but also others; (5) carbon
dioxide pipelines/carbon capture; (6) natural gas
pipelines; and (8) electric transmission lines.

Criticism of CJP
The Committee discussed the attention that CJP has received from
Senator Ted Cruz and certain media outlets and others.
Two suggestions for validation of our approach were the judges we’ve
trained and state judicial education institutions who are providing their
own (like CA).
The general sentiment was that the Project is responding appropriately
to the pushback and should continue its approach.

Best,
Jared Mummert (he/him)
Manager, Climate Judiciary Project | Environmental Law Institute
1730 M Street NW | Suite 700 | Washington DC | 20036



 




