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CHAIRMAN’S REMARKS AT THE LAUNCH OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
COMMISSION’S PUBLIC EDUCATION AND OUTREACH SERIES 

 

INTRODUCTION 

I wish to once again warmly welcome you to this evening’s event and thank you for 

attending. I am indeed delighted by your presence. On a more solemn note I am 

saddened to inform you of the recent passing of one of our former Chairmen, Mr. 

Chateram Sinanan. May his soul will rest in peace.  

It is my honour to deliver a brief message to you distinguished ladies and gentlemen 

on the Environmental Commission of Trinidad and Tobago, as we launch this public 

education series. It is my intention to engage the national community of Trinidad and 

Tobago by having instalments of this education series in various communities and to 

different stakeholder groups throughout our twin Island Republic. As we flesh out the 

schedule of activities it will be made public and you will be apprised, as we consider 

you to be a valuable partner in our outreach efforts. 

My fellow Commissioners and I, as well as the Registrar and members of staff here 

at the Environmental Commission, think it is important to engage in this activity on an 

on-going basis to ensure that at all times, stakeholders as well as members of the 

national community are connected to the work of the Environmental Commission. I 

say this knowing fully well that as a Superior Court of record we will at times, be 

required to be reserved in what we say or what we choose to engage in.  

The Environmental Commission that I have the honour to lead, consists of some of 

the finest persons from our society. I lead a team that is comprised of  deputy 

chairman -His Honour David Alexander, a very senior and distinguished Attorney-at-

Law, Her Honour Ryane Rollock -bright young Chemical and Environmental 

Engineer,  His Honour Professor Richard Robertson -an exceptional geologist and a 

volcanologist, who has also published extensively in his field,  Her Honour Anna-

Marie Metivier-Hernandez who is the holder of a BSc in Economics and a Masters in 

Business Administration, and last but by no means least His Honour Dr. Alison 

Williams, who is a very senior and experienced civil engineer.   
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Together, since our appointment at the Environmental Commission, we have been 

able to identify  gaps in the operations, and continue to work in charting a plan of 

action that will position the Environmental Commission in the coming years as the 

premier specialist environmental (and planning) court in the Caribbean.  You will see 

various components of this plan coming into effect in the short to medium term, and 

also be invited to engage further with us.   

 

What then are we working to achieve? 

In order to answer this it is useful to review the major international and national goals 

and commitments for Trinidad and Tobago. Internationally, the United Nations has 

in its Sustainable Development Goals 2030, and more particularly SDG 16, a goal 
– “to provide access to justice for all and build effective, accountable and 
inclusive institutions at all levels.” Specialized Environmental Courts and 

Tribunals (ECTs) are now widely viewed as a successful way to accomplish this 

important goal.  

Nationally the Government of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago has included 

in its Vision 2030 policy document, the following developmental themes: and they 

are 

 

a) Placing the Environment at the Centre of Social and Economic 
Development; and 

 

b) Delivering Good Governance and Service Excellence. 

 

Without a doubt, the Environmental Commission of Trinidad and Tobago has and will 

play an important role in this regard. 

 

I will return to Vision 2030, a little later.  

The Environmental Commission of Trinidad and Tobago is a creature of statute, 

having been established by the Environmental Management Act, Ch. 35:05 of the 

Laws of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago. 
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I consider it important to address at the onset the unique relationship that the 

Environmental Commission shares with the Environmental Management Authority. 

There is indeed one major similarity and that is that both entities were created by the 

same parent Act (the Environmental Management Act). 

Having said that, it is important to recognise that both institutions, the Environmental 

Commission and the EMA, perform different roles. They are required however, to 

work alongside each other but independently of each other in order to achieve the 

ultimate goal of’ sustainable development (as it relates to the environment). The role 

of the EMA is to co-ordinate, facilitate and oversee the execution of the national 

environmental strategy and programmes, to promote educational and public 

awareness programmes on the environment, and to establish and carry out a 

regulatory and enforcement regime which will protect, enhance and conserve the 

environment. Among other things, the EMA was established to achieve a co-

ordinated approach of laws and also to ensure that the application of those laws are 

consistent with Government’s commitments. These are all very important work that 

has to be performed by the EMA.    

On the other hand, the Environmental Commission is a Superior Court of record. 

Courts of this nature are commonly referred to as “specialized Environmental 

Courts”. 

 

THE ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION 

I am certain that some of you present here today would have heard about the 

Environmental Commission previously. The Environmental Commission was first 

operationalized on October 30, 2000 with the appointment of its first Members by His 

Excellency the President of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago. 

 

Because of the type of environmental disputes that are likely to be filed and litigated 

at the Environmental Commission, the Legislature thought it best that the 

composition of the Membership be multi-disciplinary. Multi-disciplinary in the sense 

that the Environmental Management Act allows for not only persons trained as 

Attorneys-at-Law to hear and decide the disputes before the Environmental 
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Commission, but also for persons who are qualified in environmental issues, 

engineering, the natural sciences or the social sciences [this can be found in Section 

82 (3) of the EM Act]. This has the obvious advantage of having a quorum with a 

broad perspective of not only the law, but also relevant technical knowledge and 

expertise. This is especially important as environmental problems are polycentric 

and multi-disciplinary. 

 

It is worth pointing out, that both the Chairman and Deputy Chairman of the 

Environmental Commission are required to be Attorneys-at-Law of not less than ten 

(10) years standing. The Presiding member in the quorum sitting to hear any matter 

is the one whose opinion will prevail on any question of law. The Presiding member 

will be the Chairman when he sits or the Deputy Chairman when the Chairman 

doesn’t sit. 

Where then does the Environmental Commission derive its jurisdiction? Being a 

creature of statute the Environmental Commission derives its jurisdiction from statute 

(that is the Environmental Management Act or any other written law). In this regard 

there are many applicable rules, regulations and subsidiary pieces of legislation that 

have been implemented by the Legislature since the Environmental Management 

Act. These include: 

(i) the Certificate of Environmental Clearance Rules (this became 

effective on 8 May 2001); 

(ii) the Certificate of Environmental Clearance Rules (Fees and Charges) 

Regulations (this became effective on 17 October 2001); 

(iii) the Certificate of Environmental Clearance (Designated Activities) 

Order (this became effective on 8 December 2008); 

(iv) the Noise Pollution Control Rules (this became effective on 19 April 

2001); 

(v) the Noise Pollution Control (Fees) Regulations (this became effective 

on 27 March 2001); 

(vi) the Environmentally Sensitive Species Rules 2001 (this became 

effective on 25 April 2001). Under these Rules the following species 

have been designated as environmentally sensitive – the White-Tailed 
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Sabrewing, the Pawi, the Manatee, the Ocelot, the Golden Tree Frog, 

the Leatherback Turtle, the Loggerhead Turtle, the Green Turtle, the 

Hawksbill Turtle, the Olive Ridley Turtle and most recently our national 

bird-the Scarlett Ibis; 

(vii) the Environmentally Sensitive Areas Rules 2001 (this became effective 

on 22 February 2001). Under these Rules the following areas have 

been designated as environmentally sensitive – the Mathura National 

Park, the Nariva Swamp Managed Resource Protected Area, and the 

Aripo Savannah Strict Nature Reserve; 

(viii) the revised draft Water Pollution Rules (not yet effective); 

(ix) the revised draft Water Pollution (Fees) Regulations (not yet effective); 

(x) the Air Pollution Rules (this became effective on the 23 January 2015); 

(xi) the Air Pollution (Fees) Regulations (this also became effective on 23 

January 2015). 

 

I NOW WISH TO TOUCH ON THE JURISDICTION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
COMMISSION 

The Environmental Commission has jurisdiction to hear and determine the following 

matters: 

(i) Appeals from decisions of the EMA; 

(ii) Appeals from decisions of the EMA to refuse to grant a CEC or the 

imposition of conditions to the granting of the CEC. There is a list of 

activities that have been identified as “Designated Activities” that 

require a CEC in order to proceed with it. As we roll out our public 

education we will speak more about these activities so that the public 

has a better sense of what these include; 

(iii) Applications by the EMA for the enforcement of any Consent 

Agreement. What is this Consent Agreement that we speak off. Under 

the Environmental Management Act the EMA has the power and 

authority to issue Violation notices (referred to as a Notice of Violation) 

to anyone who breaches the Environmental Management Act. As a 

consequence of this, and to put it very simply, the EMA and that person 
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or entity can resolve that violation by entering into a consent 

agreement; 

(iv) Applications by the EMA for the enforcement of any final Administrative 

Order. An Administrative Order is an order that is served by the EMA 

when a party either: fails to make representation or to address matters 

raised by the EMA in Notice of Violation, within the time specified: or is 

unable to resolve the matters raised in the Notice of Violation; 

(v) Administrative civil assessments. This is essentially an assessment or 

quantification of compensation, and includes: (a) Compensation for 

actual costs incurred, (b) compensation for damages to the 

environment associated with public lands, (c) compensation for 

damages for any economic benefit or amount saved by a person 

through failure to comply with applicable environmental requirements, 

and (d) compensation in damages for the failure of a person to comply 

with applicable environmental requirement;  

(vi) Applications for deferment of designations made under Section 41 of 

the Environmental Management Act. What is this? This includes 

designation by the EMA of a portion of the environment within Trinidad 

and Tobago as an “environmentally sensitive area” or any species of 

living plant or animal as an “environmentally sensitive species”; 

(vii) Appeals from a decision by the EMA to disclose information or 

materials claimed as confidential information. This is a very important 

remedy as an entity may provide very highly confidential information in 

its application for a CEC, information in the nature of a trade secret, 

which if made public can have significant economic consequences for 

its operations; 

(viii) Applications by the EMA for an injunction; 

(ix) Complaints brought by persons, known as “Direct Private Party Action”.  

The latter is probably not utilised near enough as it should be and 

hence I would like to highlight its importance tonight. 

 

This is where we have taken the theme for this evenings’ launch: “Take Direct 
Action”.  A very important relief indeed. This is one cause of action that can be 
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initiated by anyone, any person, any entity, any NGO, but it has to be for a claimed 

violation of an environmental requirement. These environmental requirements are 

set out in the Environmental Management Act. I will speak to these in more detail as 

we roll out the public education exercise. 

This cause of action requires a party to: 

(i) give a minimum of 60 days written notice to the EMA; 

(ii) serve a copy of the complaint on the EMA; 

(iii) confirm that the EMA has not commenced enforcement action; 

(iv) confirm that the EMA has not elected to assume responsibility for 

taking enforcement action. 

 

SO WHAT THEN ARE THE BENEFITS OF A SPECIALIZED ENVIRONMENTAL 
COURT? 

It is important to point out that as a specialist environmental court we bring many 

advantages to litigants who come before us. The single most important, is the fact 

that there is access to swift justice. Matters do not get caught up in any bureaucracy 

or long list of matters, and therefore, there is very little delay in this regard. As 

Justice Antonio Herman Benjamin (High Court of Brazil) put it: “Environmental 
conflicts require quick action or response, which is incompatible with the slow 
pace of the court system that, due to its bureaucracy and technical rituals, 
eventually become an obstacle to effective protection of the environment and 
to economic progress”.  

 

There are many more benefits, however I am aware that our feature speaker will be 

addressing these in his speech this evening and as such I will defer to him on this. 

 

 

I WISH TO SPEND A FEW MOMENTS ON THE UNITED NATIONS SUSTAINABLE 
DEVELOPMENT GOALS 2030 and VISON 2030 – AND THE ROLE OF THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION IN ACHIEVING   
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A properly resourced and functioning Environmental Commission is essential to the 

State’s ability to fully satisfy its United Nations 2030 Agenda goals and in achieving 

its short-term national goals, as set out in Vision 2030 (referred to above). 

 
Vision 2030 asserts that good governance and service excellence are crucial to the 

achievement of a high quality of life for all citizens and to business expansion. The 

Vision 2030 document identifies the following goals as being essential in the short-

term to delivering good governance and service excellence (see pages 93-96); 

namely that our society will be grounded in the principles of social justice; that our 

public service delivery will be customer focused; and that Trinidad and Tobago will 

have a modern legal, regulatory and law enforcement system to deal with 

(environmental) violations. 

 
 

A Key ingredient of that high quality of life that good governance ensures is the 

preservation and/or sustainable use of our environment.  In seeking to position the 

environment and environmental issues at the centre of social and economic 

development Vision 2030 has identified the following as short term goals which must 

be met by the year 2020: 

a) Environmental governance and management systems will be 

strengthened, 

b) The carbon footprint will be reduced, 

c) Climate vulnerability will be assessed, 

d) Comprehensive waste and pollution management systems will be 

created; 

e) Natural resource management systems will be improved.  

 
Good governance and more specifically good environmental governance involves 

the participation of the three arms of government – the Executive, the Legislature 

and the Judiciary and the institutions thereunder. The goals of reducing the carbon 

footprint, assessing climate vulnerability, creating waste and pollution management 

systems and improving natural resource management systems, are all tasks and 

functions that fall under the Executive arm of Government.  These are to be pursued 

through the appropriate Ministry/Ministries and the Environmental Management 

Authority.  It is therefore the responsibility of the Executive arm to determine the 
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appropriate standards which ought to be set for environmental use and behaviours in 

order, for example, to mitigate against the effects of climate change or to reduce the 

carbon foot-print.   Once this is done, the responsibility shifts to the Legislature to 

enact legislation which set out the appropriate standards to be followed and impose 

penalties and consequences for the breach of these standards.  The Executive, 

acting through the Regulatory Body (the EMA) is then required to play a further role 

in enforcing the law and, where necessary and appropriate, initiate action before the 

Environmental Commission.  

 

This again highlights the Key Role the EMA is required to perform. When we look at 

the route to attract the jurisdiction of the Environmental Commission, we would 

realise that even if the EMA itself does not commence an action, or is the party 

against whom an action is commenced, it is still the entity, that a party has to go 

through to get to the Environmental Commission, using the process known as a 

Direct Private Party Action. 

 
The Environmental Commission, as part of the system of superior courts in Trinidad 

and Tobago, is an essential part of the governance structure and will advance the 

agenda of environmental governance.  The Environmental Commission is, therefore, 

“a crucial partner in promoting environmental governance upholding the rule 
of law and in ensuring a fair balance between environmental, social and 
developmental considerations through its judgments and declarations”.1   It 

has already been shown that matters come before the Environmental Commission  

via (i) appeals from decisions of the Environmental Management Authority; (ii) 

applications made by the Environmental Management Authority for injunction to 

restrain persons from engaging in certain activities which could cause damage to the 

environment; (iii) applications from the EMA to enforce consent orders and to 

conduct civil assessments; and (iv) the direct private party action where private 

individuals and non-governmental organizations can initiate actions before the 

Environmental Commission against other private individuals and entities for alleged 

violations of environmental requirements.  Through these means, the Environmental 

                                                            
1 Klaus Toepfer, the then Executive Director of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) stated in his 
message to the UNEP Global Judges Programe (2005). 
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Commission contributes to environmental governance by interpreting, explaining and 

enforcing environmental laws and regulations. 

 

Additionally, the direct private party action has the desirable result of empowering 

private entities (such as non-governmental organizations) and individuals to engage 

in enforcement by bringing environmental issues directly before the Environmental 

Commission.  In so doing private independent organizations and persons are given 

the opportunity to participate in the governance process by exerting oversight on 

public and private institutions and individuals with respect to violations of 

environmental requirements.  The result is that our environmental governance 

structures, mechanisms and institutions are strengthened.    

 

CHALLENGES  

There is the need, in my respectful to view, to address some challenges that we 
face. They are: 

(1)   Even though we exist as a specialist court, the Environmental Commission 

has limited jurisdiction. It is important to recognise therefore, that unlike more 

traditional courts like the High Court which has virtually unlimited jurisdiction 

to treat with not only matters that may have its origin in local statute but also 

arising under the Common Law and in the case of environmental matters, 

even under the general Law of Tort, the Environmental Commission can only 

properly entertain matters over which it has jurisdiction. In a judgement of the 

Court of Appeal of Trinidad and Tobago in the cases of EMA v. SOUTH 
WEST TRINIDAD FISHING ASSOCIATION, CV. 219 of 2009 and EMA v. 
FISHERMEN AND FRIENDS OF THE SEA, CV. 199 of 2008, (which were 

appeals from the decisions of the Environmental Commission and which 

appeals were heard together) the Court which comprised of Chief Justice 

Archie, Justice of Appeal Mendoca, and Justice of Appeal Jamadar, as he 

then was, (and who wrote the Judgement) the Court did reinforce this point in 

when it held that the Environmental Commission of Trinidad and Tobago 
is a Court of limited jurisdiction. 

(2) Another Challenge that the Environmental Commission faces is that of forum 

shopping. There is still the opportunity for persons to forum shop, meaning 

they can also or choose instead to approach the High Court for relief. The 
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latter being something I nor Members of the Environmental Commission have 

any jurisdiction over, but which with the intervention and involvement of the 

appropriate arms of the State can be addressed and the best solution 

determined going forward.   

(3) Despite there being greater evidence that human beings are negatively 

impacting the environment by their actions, we continue our daily lives as 

though we exist in a vacuum. I remain optimistic though, that as persons 

become more aware of the important role they are required to perform, and 

recognise that we can no longer rely on someone else (be it our neighbour, 

our friend, an NGO or even the Government) to do it for us, I expect to see a 

new vigour in the way we protect and preserve the environment, as we work 

to sustainably develop our country. Let us always be mindful that the 

environment that we may take for granted today, is the same environment that 

we will depend on in the future to sustain us.   

As Kofi Annan, the 7th Secretary General of the United Nations stated: “Let us be 
good stewards of the Earth we inherited. All of us have to share the Earth’s 
fragile ecosystems and precious resources, and each of us has a role to play 
in preserving them. If we are going to live together on this earth, we must all 
be responsible for what happens to it”. 

 

MEDIATION 

I wish to touch on the important role that Mediation plays in resolving 

disputes/matters at the Environmental Commission.  

The Environmental Commission is cognisant of the important role that alternative 

dispute resolution plays in achieving long lasting settlements. In fact, it is mandated 

in the Environmental Management Act, to encourage and promote alternative 

dispute resolution. In the Environmental Commission Rules of Court provision is 

made for parties to attempt to amicably resolve their dispute using mediation and 

goes further by providing a member of the Commission to mediate the dispute, if the 

Parties agree. The Environmental Commission is very much aware that this is a 

practice that is being encouraged even in traditional courts where litigation and the 

adversarial approach to resolving conflicts used to be the order of the day. 
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More and more courts are recognising the tremendous value in the amicable 

resolution of disputes using mediation and other dispute resolution mechanisms and 

are encouraging parties to use these rather than engaging in trials that are not only 

likely to result in no clear winner, but also comes at great cost, engaging 

considerably more judicial time for taking of evidence, addressing issues of facts and 

law, and dealing with possible appeals. 

 
 
I WISH TO SPEND A FEW MOMENTS ON THE STRATEGIC DIRECTION OF THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION GOING FORWARD: 

 
 

(1) The Environmental Commission intends, and indeed we have begun to 

engage in a more strategic and sustained programme in order to ensure 

that we: (i) maximize access to environmental justice before the Court; (ii) 

maximize the utilization of the Court as a specialist Superior Court of 

record; and (iii) generate public trust and confidence in the Court.  To this 

end, we intend to seek approval to add a Public Education and 

Communications unit as well as an Information Technology Unit.  

Previously there was no Communications expertise available to the 

Commission.  Attempts to engage in public education was therefore 

sporadic and unfocused due to the absence of staff that was trained and 

dedicated to the function.  The Commission has also suffered from lack of 

a Communications expertise to consistently lift the profile of the Court and 

to advise on issues related to the media, public relations and 

communications functions.   As such, we intend with this added capacity, 

to engage in an outreach agenda within one community, at least once per 

quarter.  We will be on national media, on the ground in public spaces and 

in the secondary schools and tertiary institutions, educating our citizenry 

on the environmental laws of Trinidad and Tobago (which relate to the 

Environmental Commission and falls within our remit).  We also intend to 

have sessions with various organizations including, the Manufacturer’s 

Association, the Contractors Association, the HDC, and the various 

Business Chambers, to enlighten them, as we recognize that each and 
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every one can contribute to the sustainability of the environment, through 

behavioral changes. Awareness of the rules and regulations, we believe, 

will bring about this much needed reflection, and hopefully change in 

practice and behavior. 

 

The Information Technology Unit on the other hand will, among other 

things provide dedicated IT services and support to the operations at the 

Court.   This has become necessary in order for the court to expand its 

range of services, increase efficiency in business processes, and allow for 

greater access to and utilization of the Court.  At present, IT services are 

rendered by an independent consultant on an as need basis.  As such, 

the services are often not provided in a timely manner and are restricted 

to emergency situations that arise within the organisation rather than 

providing consistent and sustained support to the Court to allow the Court 

to be more user friendly and proactive in attending to the needs of its 

clients and stakeholders.   One of the first outputs in this direction is the 

immediate upgrade of the Commission’s website to make it current and 

interactive. 

 

(2) We intend to take a critical look at the organizational structure with the 

help of the professionals in this field so as, to determine whether we have 

the optimum organization that is equipped to deliver on our mandate. 

There have not been many changes to the organization since its 

inception. I would have spoken previously about positions that I see as 

being essential to improving the functioning and effectiveness of the 

Court. There may be other positions that may become necessary upon a 

strategic review, and which may also be driven by the imminent inclusion 

of appeals from the National Planning Authority under the Planning and 

Facilitation of Development Act, Act No. 10 of 2014 (when fully 

proclaimed). I would not wish to preempt the outcome of such an 

exercise. It is important to recognize that as we move forward we must 

always be looking at ways and means of improving the relevance and 

utility of the Court. 
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(3) We intend also, in the next financial year to take steps to improve the 

support infrastructure in order to increase efficiency and improve the 

services offered by the Court to our clients. Some of these new services 

will include: 

(a) Providing the infrastructure for services to self-represented litigants.  
An intended outcome of the Public Education Programme is that 
smaller non-governmental groups with an environmental focus and 
individuals who are educated as to their environmental rights will feel 
empowered to approach the Court as self-represented litigants. The 
strategic plan provides for the provision of services to the self-
represented litigant which will help them efficiently prepare for Court.  
Therefore, the Court Registry will be re-organised to offer enhanced 
clients’ services by including a dedicated Client Services Unit.  At 
present, the only service provided by the Court’s Registry to the client 
is the facilitation of the filing of documents at the Court.   
 

(b) Provide litigants with the option of using the Court’s bailiffs to provide 
service of documents filed by them to the other parties in the matter.  
This service is common to Courts and is not currently offered by the 
Environmental Commission.  

 
(c) Improving the library and making it more accessible to self-represented       

                      litigants. 

 
(4) We are of the firm belief that training and development is key to the 

progress of any organization. In this regard we have made it a point to find 

ways and means to achieve this by partnering where possible with other 

entities, organizations and yes, Courts. Through such partnerships with the 

Caribbean Court of Justice we have been able to have all Members of the 

Commission receive some fundamental training in judicial writing. We have 

been in constant communication with other Superior Courts and there is a 

commitment from all to assist in this regard. I have also been in 

communication with the JEI and I am very optimistic that opportunities will 

arise for us to participate in other events and activities of learning. I am 

happy to report that all Members of the Commission have also been 

certified in Mediation. This training was facilitated by the Dispute Resolution 

Centre, and Members are now well on their way to pursing certification by 

the Mediation Board of Trinidad and Tobago.                                     
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I hasten to add that training and development for members of staff of the 

Commission is also in our radar. I have had initial discussions with our 

Registrar on this subject and will be further engaging her to make this a 

reality.       

 

(5) We plan on working to establish links with key local, regional and 
international bodies so as not only to raise the profile of the Commission, 
but also to be able to share the benefit of our experience and learning and 
also learn from the experience of others, as well as to position the 
Commission to benefit from a wider network of Environmental Courts 
worldwide. 
 

(6) My fellow Commissioners and I have always been clear in our minds that 

an organization can only maximize its true potential by making use of 

teamwork. We are committed to pursuing the building of a strong and 

united team. It is our intent to actively pursue the building of a strong and 

effective team of professionals and support staff. 
  

(7) We intend to conduct a review of our governing legislation and make 

recommendations for amendments that we view as necessary to improve 

the effectiveness of the Court, to the appropriate body/bodies for review 

and for advancement to the other arms of the State so that the effect of law 

can be given to the recommended changes. Be assured that I see as 

essential to this process, the active engagement and participation of our 

stakeholders.   

 
(8) We plan on reviewing our rules of practice and procedure to ensure that it 

provides the kind of guidance and assistance to persons practicing before 

the Court. The existing rules have been in around, since coming into effect 

and is overdue for a review. We are committed to ensuring that our rules of 

Court facilitate access to the Court and continue to serve the ends of 

justice. 

 
 

(9) We are very conscious that we must continuously review what we do and 

how we do it. As such we do plan to engage in a strategic planning 
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exercise going forward. The last time one of these was done was back in 

2007. You would all agree that so much have changed since then. Our 

environmental problems and challenges have certainly increased. It is 

therefore incumbent that as a specialized environmental court we look at 

new and creative ways of us impacting. Rest assured that it is our intent 

again to engage our stakeholders in this exercise, and we look forward to 

your active participation and involvement. 

  

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, I would like to take this opportunity to thank each of you for your 

focused attention.  It is my hope as Chairman to impact the environmental and legal 

landscape of Trinidad and Tobago, during my tenure, in a manner that can set the 

stage for sustained and continuous growth.  For too long the Environmental 

Commission has been a dormant entity and silent on matters of environmental 

importance. The current group of Commissioners and I are charged with the passion, 

the drive, and the technical abilities required to make this leap.  You, ladies and 

gentlemen are invited here today, because you are our partners in achieving this 

goal.  Thank you for giving of your time, and we intend to reach out to you in a much 

more direct manner in the coming months. I Thank you.    

 

Sunil K. Sookraj 
Chairman 
Environmental Commission of Trinidad and Tobago 
 
25 June 2019 
Marriott, Invaders Bay 
Port of Spain 
 


