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Since July 2017, People’s Courts at all levels in China have studied and put into practice Xi Jinping's thought on socialism with Chinese characteristics, and thoroughly implemented the Party’s policies and decisions on strengthening ecological civilization construction and green development. Focusing on the central task and serving overall interests, the courts have made great progress in environmental and resource adjudication by taking concrete measures to try cases of all types in accordance with the law.

I. Giving Full Play to the Role of Environmental and Resource Adjudication

Standing by the principle of hearing cases in accordance with the law while giving the full play to the role of criminal, civil and administrative adjudication of environmental and resource cases, people’s courts of all levels stay true to their missions of protecting the national ecological security and the environmental rights and interests of the people.

（1） Criminal Adjudication of Environmental and Resource Cases

People’s courts of all levels follow the basic principle of “Nulla Poena Sine Lege”(which requires one cannot be punished for doing something that is not prohibited by law) and implement the criminal policy of combining punishment with leniency. They step up the fight against crimes such as environmental pollution and ecological destruction, thus deterring potential polluters and protecting the environment and ensuring natural resources security. 

In 2018 alone, People’s Courts at all levels tried a total of 26,481 criminal cases related to environment and resources in the first instance, up 16.51% from 2017. There were 2,295 pollution cases, up 227 from 2017, 385 cases of poaching and illegal killing of endangered wildlife, down 15 from 2017, 837 cases of illegal purchasing, transporting and selling of endangered wildlife and related products, down 142 from 2017, 1,476 cases of illegal hunting, up 186 from 2017, 1,748 cases of illegal mining, up 757 from 2017, 692 cases of illegal harvesting of plants under national key protection, down 112 from 2017, 2,130 cases of timber theft, down 98 from 2017, 165 cases of illegal  purchasing, logging and transporting of forests, up 48 from 2017, 5,474 cases of illegal appropriation of farmland, up 1,308 from 2017.

Among the total of 26,481 criminal cases, 25,623 were concluded, up 2,986, i.e. 13.19%, from 2017. The concluded cases included 2,067 pollution cases, up 90 from 2017, 387 cases of poaching and illegal killing of endangered wildlife, down 16 from 2017, 829 cases of illegal purchasing, transporting and selling of endangered wildlife and related products, down 138 from 2017, 1,473 cases of illegal hunting, up 187 from 2017, 1,533 cases of illegal mining, up 618 from 2017, 692 cases of illegal harvesting of plants under national key protection, down 133 from 2017, 2,102 cases of timber theft, down 186 from 2017, 155 cases of illegal purchasing, logging and transporting of forests, up 32 from 2017, 5,286 cases of illegal appropriation of farmland, up 1,149 from 2017.

In the meantime, the Supreme People’s Court (SPC) announced 9 Typical Cases of Environmental and Resource Crimes. In one case brought to the People's Court of Wenling City, Zhejiang Province, the defendants Liang Lide and Liang Teming were sued for illegal mining. The Taizhou Municipal Land and Resources Bureau approved the exploration of a total of 273,100 tons of building stones for construction. Defendant Liang Teming was incited by Liang Lide to illegally mined 822,585 tons which valued at 13,161,360 yuan, in exceedance of the licensed volume. The Court found the two guilty of illegal mining and sentenced Liang Lide to a fixed-term imprisonment of four years and six months, in addition to a fine of 350,000 yuan for committing the crime of illegal mining; sentenced Liang Teming to a fixed-term imprisonment of two years with a three years' probation, in addition to a fine of 150,000 yuan for committing the crime of illegal mining; and recovered and confiscated Liang Lide's and Liang Teming's ill-gotten gain of 13,161,360 yuan, and handed over to the state treasury. The severe punishment against illegal mining has deterred potential offenders and safeguarded the national public interest. Cases as such will raise the public awareness of protecting the mining resources in accordance with the law and contribute to an orderly and rational development of natural resources. 

In a case tried by the Intermediate People's Court of Meishan City, Sichuan Province, the defendants Deng Wenping and Deng Weiping, without any qualifications, purchased HW11 rectification (distillation) residue (commonly known as “coal tar”) and transported it to the workshop for heat treatment, sub-package, and reselling. The Court held that defendant Deng Wenping and other persons illegally disposed of hazardous waste in violation of the state provisions, causing serious pollution to the environment. The Court found them guilty of environmental pollution for illegally disposing of not less than 100 tons of hazardous waste, a behavior that generated grave consequences. Deng Wenping was sentenced to a fixed-term imprisonment of three years and two months with a fine of CNY30,000. The Court sentenced the four defendants to penalties corresponding to the four defendants' criminal offense. Also, considering the expertise needed for disposal of hazardous waste and the social hazard that may be caused due to improper disposal, the Court prohibited Deng Weiping, Deng Liangjia, and Ma Chengcai from engaging in activities related to the processing and sales of coal tar during the probation period, which has demonstrated the concept of “prevention first” in environmental and resource trials.

（2） Civil Adjudication of Environmental and Resources Cases

Adhering to the principle of “polluters pay” and the principle of “environmental damages should be paid in full”, People’s Courts of all levels have sought to protect personal, property rights and environmental rights of the people by holding accountable offenders for contaminating and destructing environment and resources in civil cases. 

In 2018 alone, a total of 192,008 civil cases related to environment and resources were heard, a year-on-year increase of 14,507, i.e. 8.17%. There were 1,093 cases concerning environmental pollution disputes, down 447 from 2017, 8 cases concerning pollution and damage from ships, down 9 from 2017, 877 cases concerning disputes over the right to the use of construction land, 60 up from 2017, 57 concerning easement disputes, down 31 from 2017, 318 cases concerning disputes involving development and utilization of marine resources, up 269 from 2017, 24 over water right disputes, down 37 from 2017, 435 cases involving mining right disputes, up 3 from 2017, 73,405 cases concerning contractual disputes on power, water, gas and heating supply, up 9,077from 2017, 2 cases concerning disputes over international cooperation to prospect and exploit natural resources, down 6 from 2017 and 11,410 cases involving subcontracting in agriculture, forestry, fishery and animal husbandry, down 488 from 2017.

Among the total of 192,008 civil cases related to environment and resources, 182,691 were concluded, a year-on-year increase of 1,426, i.e. 0.79%. The concluded cases include 1,079 cases concerning environmental pollution disputes, down 560 from 2017, 17 cases concerning pollution and damage from ships, up 7 from 2017, 931 cases concerning disputes over the right to the use of construction land, 104 up from 2017, 50 concerning easement disputes, down 42 from 2017, 287 cases concerning disputes involving development and utilization of marine resources, up 233 from 2017, 22 over water right disputes, down 38 from 2017, 444 cases involving mining right disputes, down 35 from 2017, 73,278 cases concerning contractual disputes over power, water, gas and heating supply, up 8,953 from 2017, 4 cases concerning disputes over international cooperation to prospect and exploit natural resources, down 7 from 2017 and 11,606 cases involving subcontracting in agriculture, forestry, fishery and animal husbandry, down 903 from 2017.

In this regard, the SPC published 8 typical civil cases related to environment and resources. In a case tried by the People's Court of Qingzhen City, Guizhou Province, he People's Government of Liuchang Miao Township, Qingzhen City, Guizhou Province sued Huang Qifa and others for disputes over confirmation of invalidity of contracts. The Court held that the government switched the purpose of the forest from protection to commercial use, agreeing to subcontract Muye Gaopo tree farm as the protection forest to Huang Qifa for commercial operation in violation of the mandatory provisions of subparagraph 3 of Article 15 of the Forest Law, rendering the contract invalid. Given that the economic crops planted by Huang Qifa and Wang Jie on this land hadn’t generated profits yet, Huang Qifa should appropriately protect the vegetation in the woodlands before returning the forestry land. The Liuchang Township Government, as a state organ, clearly know better about the laws and regulations than Huang Qifa. Therefore, the Liuchang Township Government was responsible for 70% of the fault for the invalidity of the contract. The judgement was passed to balance the relationship between the protection of the interests of the parties and the protection of the environment and set a precedent for the handling of similar cases.

In a case tried by the People's Court of Xixiangtang District, Nanning City, Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region, Chen Yongrong sued Nanning Zhenning Development Co., Ltd. to claim damages for noise pollution. Chen alleged that since moving into the condo he purchased from Zhenning, he had been plagued by the noise generated by the operation of the pump, causing the hearing loss in his left ear. The Court of Xixiangtang District, Nanning City, Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region held that that Zhenning Company should, as the developer and the entity selecting the site for installation of the pump, ensure that the site selected thereby for setting the pump does not cause noise interference to the property owner, and have the obligation for taking sound insulation and noise control measures against the pump, and the obligation should not be simply transferred to any property owner through the sale of house. This case was a dispute over a new type of environmental pollution infringement caused by damage-causing noise pollution of water pump in a commercial residential building. Considering the lack of noise control standards for operating pumps in residential buildings, the court in this case applied mutatis mutandis to the National Standard for the Emission of Environmental Noise in Social Life, and ruled that Zhenning, the developer, were liable for causing harms. It has provided a good lesson in safeguarding rights to leading a peaceful and quiet life and nudge real estate developers to account for noises and assume their responsibilities in accordance with the law. 

（3） Administrative Adjudication of Environmental and Resource Cases

People’s Courts at all levels have exercised their duties of administrative adjudication to ensure administrative departments fulfill their duties of regulation in a timely manner and in accordance with the law by investigating environmental offences and protecting the public right to know, scrutinize and participate in environmental matters. 

In 2018, a total of 42,235 administrative cases related to environment and resources were tried, a year-on-year increase of 2, 893, i.e. 7.35%. There were 1,499 cases concerning environmental pollution, up 518 from 2017, 22,563 cases concerning land management, up 2,663 from 2017, 288 cases concerning geological and mineral resources, 38 up from 2017, 2,265 cases concerning forestry affairs, up 646 from 2017, 63 cases concerning grassland, down 85 from 2017, 74 cases concerning energy, up 50 from 2017, 1,669 cases involving other resources, down 280 from 2017, and 3,712 cases concerning urban planning, down 505 from 2017.

41,725 environmental administrative cases were concluded in 2018, up 1,214 from the previous year, an increase of 3%. Those concluded are 1,220 cases concerning environmental pollution, up 261 from 2017, 22,604 cases concerning land management, up 2,212 from 2017, 300 cases concerning geological and mineral resources, 51 up from 2017, 3,396 cases concerning forestry affairs, up 550 from 2017, 116 cases concerning grassland, up 34 from 2017, 74 cases concerning energy, up 50 from 2017, 1,655 cases involving other resources, down 436 from 2017, and 3,761 cases concerning urban planning, down 270from 2017.

At the same time, the SPC announced 4 typical administrative cases in environment and resources. In a case tried by the People's Court of Yuecheng District, Shaoxing City, Zhejiang Province, the plaintiff Li Zhaojun sued the Environmental Protection Bureau of Shangyu District for the administrative penalties. The Environmental Protection Bureau of Shangyu District confirmed upon on-site inspection that Li Zhaojun was engaged in livestock and poultry breeding activities in the Prohibited Area, and issued a decision in writing to order Li to rectify his violations within a prescribed time limit according to the law, i.e. to stop the breeding activities before August 21, 2015. But Li Zhaojun still went about business as usual. The Environmental Protection Bureau of Shangyu District once again ordered him to immediately stop the illegal act and pay a fine of 3,000 yuan. Li Zhaojun refused to accept the aforesaid administrative penalties and instituted an administrative action with the People's Court of Shangyu District, Shaoxing City. The Court held that the Environmental Protection Bureau of Shangyu District’s decision that Li Zhaojun's breeding activities violated the Regulation on Prevention and Control of Pollution of Livestock and Poultry Breeding in Zhejiang Province thus should be subject to administrative penalty was accurate in applying the law. The court then dismissed Li’s claims. 

In a case heard by the People's Court of Qianshan County, Anhui Province, Meili Hydropower Station in Yuexi County (hereinafter referred to as “Meili”) sued the Environmental Protection Bureau of Yuexi County. The construction of Meili Hydropower Station was started in 2015 in Yaoluoping Village, Baojia Township, the core zone of the Yaoluoping Natural Reserve. The Water Resources Bureau of Yuexi County approved the construction in 2006. In 2009, the Environmental Protection Bureau of Yuexi County required EIA on Meili Hydropower Station given its location in the experimental zone of the Yaoluoping Natural Reserve. During the year 2017, the No. 5 Environmental Protection Inspection Group of Anhui Province visited several illegal buildings in the Yaoluoping Natural Reserve. The Environmental Protection Bureau of Yuexi County then determined that Meili was constructed after the national natural reserve had been designed, and its engine rooms, open channels, and culverts were located in the buffer zone of the Yaoluoping Natural Reserve, and the storage dams in the core zone of the Yaoluoping Natural Reserve. The Environmental Protection Bureau of Yuexi ordered an immediately suspension of production and teardown of the facility; Meili refused to accept the order and appealed to the People's Court of Qianshan City, Anhui Province. The court held that the construction in the core zone and buffer zone of the Yaoluoping Natural Reserve violated the Regulations on Natural Reserves. It should be shut down and dismantled according to the law. Although the Water Affairs Bureau of Yuexi County catch up on the EIA procedures upon the completion of the construction, the illegality of the construction identified by the Environmental Protection Bureau of Yuexi County remained unchanged. The Environmental Protection Bureau of Yuexi County have the right to enforce the administrative rules according to the law. The Yaoluoping Natural Reserve is endowed with the largest swath of natural secondary forest by area in the Dabie mountains. With complex floristic composition and complete ecosystem, it is vital to biodiversity conservation and water source preservation. The Yaoluoping Natural Reserve was established earlier than Meili. Although Meili has obtained the construction approval from competent departments, placing its engine rooms in the buffer zone and the storage dams in the core zone of the Natural Reserve has violated the Regulations on Natural Reserves. The people's court ruled in favor of the administrative department decision that Meili should be closed down and further tear down, a testament to the judicial protection of natural reserves in accordance with the law.

（4） Adjudication of NGO-filed Civil Environmental Public Interest Litigation Cases

People’s Courts at all levels cleared channels for litigation, timely heard civil Environmental Public Interest Litigation (EPIL) cases brought by eligible parties, and improved the procedures and supporting mechanisms for NGOs to file EPIL cases. Over the past year, 65 civil EPIL cases were filed, up by 7 or12.07% from 2017 and 16 were concluded, down 22 or 57.89% from 2017. By December 2018, NGOs across 29 provinces, autonomous regions and municipalities had brought EPIL cases, covering ever more diverse subjects such as air, water, soil, birds, endangered plants, wetlands, natural reserves, cultural relics, natural remains, etc. 

The SPC selected and published 3 typical cases. Among them is the case with the People's Court of Junshan District, Yueyang City, Hunan Province brought by Environmental and Resource Protection Volunteers' Association of Yiyang City against Hunan Linyuan Paper Industry Co., Ltd (hereinafter referred to as “Linyuan”). During the company’s upgrading of the waste treatment facilities, the facilities ruptured, leading to a large amount of wastewater generated from the production flowing into the Caowei River. Liyuan immediately took emergency measures such as suspending the production and sealing the discharge outlets with concrete. The court held that the act of Linyuan discharging effluent over the prescribed limits into the Caowei Lake and further into Dongting Lake had hurt the public interest and should assume tort liability. But considering the facts that it was an accident induced by facility rupture and the defendant moved quickly to suspend the production and start the construction of a new sewage treatment project as well as the opinions of environmental engineering experts from the Hunan Research Academy of Environment Sciences, the court adjusted the amount of compensation the company should pay for ecological environmental restoration.

Based on the arrangement that the High People's Court of Hunan Province has the centralized adjudication over environmental resource cases concerning the Dongting Lake, this case should be tried by the Dongting Lake Environmental Resource Tribunal of the People's Court of Junshan District, Yueyang City, a good practice of centralized adjudication over environmental and resource cases involving several administrative regions. The court requested an engineering expert from the Hunan Research Academy of Environment Sciences to appear in court to present expert opinions on the amount for environmental damages and other specialized issues. The practice has not only made the fact-finding more objective but also but also provided a new approach in resolving difficulties in evidence identification in environmental resource trials.

Another case was brought to the Fourth Intermediate People's Court of Beijing by China Biodiversity Conservation and Green Development Foundation (CBCGDF) against Liu Shikun Wanxiang Xintian Kindergarten. The high-profile case has been listed among the “10 Milestones in Endeavors for the Rule of Law 2017”. The kindergarten was accused of paving synthetic tracks that gave off pungent odor and polluted the air and soil in the community. Later the case was settled through mediation for the kindergarten to remove the track and donate 100,000 RMB to the NGO. As the first public interest litigation concerning “toxic running tracks”, the settlement of the case has prompted many kindergartens in Beijing to remove their problematic tracks for the sake of children’s health. The case is pioneering in a sense that, apart from the liabilities, the party that causes harms is required to assume the social responsibility by making donations for charitable purpose. 

（5） Adjudication of Procuratorate-filed EPIL Cases
On June 27, 2017, the 28th Meeting of the Standing Committee of the 12th National People's Congress passed a decision on amending the Civil Procedure Law and the Administrative Procedure Law, providing for the system for procuratorates to file a public interest litigation. As a result, the procuratorate’s role in EPIL adjudication has been greatly boosted. In 2018, a total of 1,737 EPIL cases were brought by procuratorates, up 433 or 33.21% from 2017 and 21 were concluded, an increase of 277 or 28.41% from 2017. Among them, a total of 113 civil EPIL cases were heard and 72 concluded; 376 administrative EPIL cases were heard and 231 concluded; 1,248 environmental criminal proceedings with add-on civil actions were heard and 949 concluded. In a civil EPIL case of People's Procuratorate of Kaihua County, Zhejiang Province v.s. Quzhou Ruilijie Chemical Engineering Co., Ltd, the first contracting group of Xin'an Village, Huabu Township, Kaihua County concluded a land lease contract, according to which Ruilijie Company leased a piece of land for industrial solid waste landfilling. A total of over 100 tons of waste residues, waste activated carbon, and other industrial solid waste generated in the splitting and decomposition of organosilicon have been dumped in the land. The Environmental Protection Bureau of Kaihua County issued an order to bring the violators back into compliance. So Ruilijie hired a qualified company to dig out and clear the industrial solid waste and all soil that was sensually polluted, 1735.8 tons in total, for treatment. Upon testing of the residual soil. However, the post-clearing sampling found out that the penetrant generated by the industrial solid waste filled in Xin'an Village has caused damage to the soil in the landfill, the water ecological environment of the nearby Majin Stream, and the ecological environment of underground water. Also, the densities of COD, ammonia nitrogen, total phosphorus, and total nitrogen in the on-site pool after clearing all exceeded the prescribed limits, and the densities of COD and total nitrogen in the downstream of Majin Stream also exceeded the prescribed limits. The risk assessment of the polluted plot found out that the content of benzene in the soil of the polluted plot exceeded the maximum level acceptable to human health. Therefore, restoration is required. The court held that since Ruilijie’s act of illegally dumping the industrial solid waste violated the regulations and the fact that its act caused damage to the environment was clear, Ruilijie Company should assume civil liability for tort according to the law. Ruilijie shall compensate interim losses, (that is, losses which result from the fact that the damaged natural resources and/or services are not able to perform their ecological functions or provide services to other natural resources or to the public until the environment is restored.), pay for ecological restoration and damage assessment. By taking into full account of the found specific pollution circumstances, degree of subjective faults of defendant, scope and degree of polluted environment, complexity of ecological environmental restoration, service functions of ecological environment, and other factors, the People's Court Kaihua County entered a Judgement that Ruilijie Company should compensate for the losing of service functions during the period of ecological environment damage. This is a civil environmental public interest case of water pollution induced by contaminated soil due to improper land use. As important waters of the Qianjiangyuan National Forest Park, the Majin Stream is the central water resource for urban drinking water in Kaihua County. Considering the interdependence of all the elements within the ecosystem, the people's court passed a Judgement to both safeguard the safety at source for drinking water and step up the control over soil contamination and restoration by preventing hazardous pollutants, chemicals and waste from seeping into rivers through the underground water system. The Judgement itself has epitomized the notion that “Land, forest, mountain, lake and grass constitute a community of life”.

In a case of People’s Procuratorate of Jinsha County of Guizhou Province v.s. the Daqing Town Government for inappropriate fulfillment of its duties, the government had long stored solid household waste and dumped it by Shirenjiao Highway, a persistent serious nuisance to local community. The Qixingguan District People's Procuratorate issued a procuratorial recommendation to the government who responded in writing though, it didn’t take any remedial measures. The Bijie Municipal People's Procuratorate assigned the case to the Jinsha County People's Procuratorate to handle, and the latter filed an administrative EPIL on the grounds that the Dayin Government did not perform its administrative duty. The court held that the Dayin government did not perform its duties and take remedial measures receiving the procuratorial recommendation. The act of waste dumping is illegal and the government is ordered to perform its statutory duties and take remedial measures. The case has set a positive example for the administrative departments to improve the living environment in rural areas and appropriately handle the solid waste. At the same time, the procuratorate in filed an EPIL against a government department that is not within its jurisdiction with a court in a different administrative region. It is an inspiring practice for centralized adjudication across administrative regions.

（6） Adjudication of environmental damages actions 

Acting upon the “Piloting Plan for the Reform of the Ecological Damage Compensation System” and the “Plan for the Reform of the Ecological Damage Compensation System”, people’s courts of all levels set out to explore procedures for municipal and provincial governments to bring environmental damages action.  

High people's courts in Jiangsu, Zhejiang, Shandong, Hunan, Guizhou, Yunnan, Chongqing, Qinghai and other parts of China all began to set rules for adjudicating environmental damages actions and supporting measures, and straighten out issues such as the eligibility of the plaintiff, jurisdiction of a court, scope of a case, types of document to be filed in a lawsuit and the relations between the environmental damages actions and other actions, settlement and judicial confirmation. Their efforts have provided experience and lessons for building an effective ecological damage compensation system in China.

By the end of 2018, people’s courts of all levels have heard 20 cases filed by municipal and provincial governments and concluded 8. In the case of People's Government of Jiangsu Province v.s. Anhui Haide Chemical Science and Technology Co., Ltd. , From April to May 2014, Yang Feng, the sales manager of Anhui Haide Chemical Science and Technology Co., Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as “Haide”), sold 102.44 tons of waste alkali liquor from production for CNY1,300 per ton to Li Hongsheng and other persons who had no qualification for the disposal of hazardous wastes. Li Hongsheng and other persons then resold the waste alkali liquor for CNY500 or 600 per ton to Sun Zhicai, Ding Weidong, and other persons with no qualification. The said waste alkali liquor was then discharged to the Yangtze River, untreated, thus caused severe environmental pollution, resulting in the interruption of water intake from the centralized drinking water source in Jingjiang City, Jiangsu Province for more than 40 hours. Entrusted jointly by Jingjiang environmental agency and the municipal people’s procuratorate, Jiangsu Society of Environmental Sciences evaluated the pollution damages and worked out damages of CNY17.3126 million resulted from the three water pollution incidents. The Court held that Haide as a chemical enterprise is responsible for preventing and controlling hazardous wastes generated from its operation. The sales manager’s illegal handling of the hazardous wastes was an act of duty and the Company should be held liable and pay for the damages. Therefore, the company should pay a total of CNY 54 million, including CNY36 million for environmental restoration, CNY18 million for loss of ecosystem services and CNY260,000 for the ecosystem valuation. 

This case is among the first filed by provincial governments against business immediately after the ecological environment damage compensation system was established. It is also unique in a sense that it was tried by a seven-judge panel upon the implementation of the Law of the People's Republic of China on People's Assessors. During the trial, four people's assessors provided input on fact finding and law application, which has stepped up public participation and social scrutiny in protecting the ecosystem in Yangtze River basin and further enhanced the credibility of the adjudication of environmental damages actions. 

II. Stepping up Guidance for Environmental and Resource Adjudication

We press ahead environmental and resource adjudication under the guidance of Xi Jinping's thoughts on ecological civilization. To be more specific, we have strengthened adjudication principles, introduced justice policies, issued judicial interpretations, taken stock of experience, set a uniform standard, and enhance the overall capacity.

(1)  Strengthening the principles of environmental and resource adjudication
The people's courts at all levels have thoroughly studied Xi Jinping's thoughts on ecological civilization and worked to strengthen environmental and resource adjudications. Adhering to the principle of “people come first”, we bear in mind the people's longing for a better life while going about environmental and resource adjudication. The ultimate goal is to win the battle against pollution by tackling air, water, soil and solid waste pollution, and by using criminal, civil and administrative proceedings to work towards overall improvement of environment. We seek to achieve a balance between development and environmental protection. To be more specific, we work to ensure economy is propelled by environmental protection, and, in return, the environment is further improved by robust development. By doing so, we strive to achieve high-quality economic development and environmental protection. Exercising the strictest rule of law in a robust system is our bottom line. We must never go lenient on crimes that hurt the environment and ecosystem or negligence of duties and abuse of power that cause damages to the ecosystem. We work to increase the costs of crimes to deter potential offenders. We stick to the science behind integrated protection of mountains, forestry lands, lakes and grasslands. We respect the laws of the nature and tailor the measures to local conditions and make them up-to-date and effective. We contribute to the good vision of harmonious coexistence between men and nature by prioritizing resource conservation, environmental protection and natural recovery. We use effective legal means to ensure that the industrial and household activities will not exceed the capacity of environment to bring back a peaceful, harmonious and beautiful nature.

(2) Introducing judicial policy on environment and resources

In December 2017, the Supreme People's Court issued the "Opinions on Comprehensively Strengthening Ecological Civilization Development and Green Development of the Yangtze River Basin". Under the guidance by Xi Jinping's thoughts on socialism with Chinese characteristics in the new era, we stand by the principle of seeking harmonious coexistence between men and nature and the principle pf “green mountains and lucid waters are invaluable assets”. We adhere to the basic national policy of resources conservation and environment protection and prioritize ecosystem protection and green development. With the focus on tackling environmental problems in the Yangtze River Basin, we give full play to the role of environmental adjudication, showcase the significance of strengthening judicial safeguards and provide basic concepts and practices. In May 2018, the Supreme People's Court issued the "Opinions on Deeply Studying and Implementing Xi Jinping's Ecological Civilization Thoughts to Provide Judicial Service and Guarantee for Environmental Protection in the New Era” as a guidance for the people's courts at all levels to thoroughly study and implement Xi Jinping's ecological civilization thoughts. We strive to show people fairness and justice in every judicial case. Driven by that purpose and following the principle of achieving high-quality economic development and solving key environmental problems we fight pollution, step up ecosystem protection, and reform the environment management system. We work to further strengthen supervision and guidance, improve the system and mechanism, develop a professional team, give full play to the role of adjudication, and provide effective judicial services and guarantees for strengthening environment protection in the new era and promoting the development of ecological civilization and grand vision of building beautiful China.
(3) Formulating Judicial Interpretations

In July 2017, the Supreme People's Court issued the “Interpretation of Several Issues Concerning the Application of Laws in the Trial of Mining Rights Disputes”. The judicial interpretation is aimed to ensuring the rational development and effective use of mineral resources, optimizing the market allocation of mineral resources, strengthening the property rights protection of relevant stakeholders, and maintaining the security of mining areas and the local community. It set rules for the validity confirmation of transferring, assignment, leasing, contracting and mortgaging mining rights, the legal consequences of mining without license or exceeding the scope specified in the license, judicial review procedures of the effectiveness of mineral contracts in special areas, and application of laws in public interest litigations relating to mining environmental issues. In January 2018, the Supreme People's Court introduced the “Regulations on Several Issues Concerning the Adjudication of Actions for Marine Resource and Environmental Damages”. The document has clarified issues concerning the scope, jurisdiction, issuance of announcement and notice, liabilities and scopes of damages, determination of losses, Judgement and enforcement etc. In March 2018, the Supreme People's Court and the Supreme People's Procuratorate jointly issued the “Interpretation of Several Issues Concerning the Application of Laws in Procuratorate-filed Public Interest Litigations”. It has clarified the tasks, principles and the standing for procuratorates to bring public interest law suits in accordance with the Civil Procedure Law and the Administrative Procedure Law. It has straightened up issues on types of cases, the system of procuratorial recommendation, acceptance conditions, trial procedures, and Judgement methods in this regard.
(4) Compiling experience in adjudication of environmental and resource cases 
Based on local experience, people's courts at all levels conducted review and research for valuable lessons-learnt. The review and research were targeted to address prominent issues encountered in judicial practice to turn experience into knowledge. From March to October 2018, the Supreme People's Court carried out three targeted research supported by national fieldtrips, covering 21 provinces, autonomous regions, and municipalities directly under the Central Government. In November 2018, the Supreme People's Court held the 2nd National Working Conference on Environmental and Resources Adjudication in Zhengzhou, Henan Province. The conference reviewed the status quo and new tasks in environmental and resource adjudication faced by people's courts in the new era, with a focus on challenges and planning for the next phase of work. At the conference, objectives and overall arrangements in the following areas were made: institutional development, mechanism building, improvement in rules for adjudication, theoretical research and capacity building. High people’s court of Henan, Jiangsu, Fujian, Jiangxi, Shandong, Hunan, Guizhou, Yunnan, Chongqing, and Gansu provinces joined the conference and shared their experience.
At the same time, the Supreme People's Court also conducted a series of special research on themes such as application of laws in resolving disputes of forest rights, rules of evidence for environmental litigations, and judicial protection of national parks. It also stepped up its role of providing guidance for adjudication of environmental and resource cases in key development areas including the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei Region, the Yangtze River Delta, and the Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay Area, as well as critical ecosystem zones, ecologically-sensitive areas and environmentally-vulnerable areas. In the abovementioned areas, a total of 37 typical cases have been released in four patches, which set good examples for future adjudication of similar cases: In December 2017, typical cases for environmental and resource adjudication in the Yangtze River Basin was released; in March 2018, a patch of typical cases for public interest litigation cases was jointly issued together with the Supreme People's Procuratorate; in June 2018, typical cases for the role of people’s courts in supporting developments towards ecological civilization was issued; In November 2018, typical cases for high-quality development of the Yangtze River Economic Belt were released.

III. Development in Specialized Adjudication of Environmental and Resource Cases 
Led by the Supreme People's Court, people's courts at all levels gradually established the institution for specialized and converged adjudication of environmental and resource cases. In order to further improve the effectiveness of the specialized system, the courts are also exploring to develop a centralized adjudication mechanism for cross-jurisdiction environmental cases and to contribute to a multi-stakeholder environmental governance model.
(1) Progress in specialized and converged adjudication of environmental and resource cases
By the end of 2018, 1,271 specialized institutions for environmental and resource cases, including environmental and resource tribunals, collegial panels and circuit courts, have been established. Among them, there are 391 specialized environmental and resource trial tribunals, 808 specialized collegiate panels and 72 circuit courts. In October 2017 and February 2018, Zhejiang High People's Court and Hubei High People’s Court successively set up specialized environmental tribunals, bringing the total number of environmental and resource tribunals established in High People's Court to 23. In Sichuan Province, environmental and resource tribunals have been established across all 21 intermediate people's courts and 59 grassroots courts. The province also established 27 eco-tourism courts. In Gansu Province, the people’s court in the mining area was converted into an intermediate-level court specialized in adjudication of environmental and resource cases. Specialized collegial panels for environmental cases have also been established across 14 grassroots people’s courts in Gansu, setting up a “Gansu model” in environmental adjudication.
In June 2018, adjudication of all administrative cases involving environment and resources against the Ministry of Ecology and Environmental, Ministry of Natural Resources and State Forestry and Grassland Administration have been readjusted to fall under the mandate of environmental and resource tribunals, expanding the scope of "two-in-one" (civil and administrative) convergence in adjudication of environmental cases. The Third Circuit Court of the Supreme People's Court continued to explore the “three-in-one” converged adjudication mode
 to hear criminal, civil and administrative cases involving environment and resources. The two-in-one converged adjudication mode for environmental cases has also been established in High People's Courts of Inner Mongolia, Zhejiang and Hubei in August 2017, October 2017 and February 2018 respectively. By far, 15 high people's courts across the country, in hearing environmental cases, have adopted the “two-in-one” converged adjudication mode which hears both civil and administrative environmental cases, the “three-in-one” converged adjudication mode which hears criminal, civil and administrative environmental cases,  and the “three-plus-one” mode, which hears criminal, civil, administration cases plus public interest environmental cases. In addition, high people's courts in Inner Mongolia, Zhejiang, Jiangxi and Henan institutionalized the system by formulating regulations to clarify the responsibilities and scope of cases that should be accepted by environmental and resource tribunals.  

(2) Centralized adjudication for cross-jurisdiction environmental cases
The Supreme People's Court continued to explore centralized adjudication of cross-jurisdiction environmental cases. Designated by the Supreme People's Court, No. 4 Intermediate People's Court of Beijing has started to hear second instance administrative environmental cases from Tianjin since October 26, 2017, an important step in centralized adjudication of cross-provincial administrative environmental cases. Intermediate People's Courts of Zhengzhou City, Henan Province issued the “Plan for Centralized Adjudication of First Instance Administrative Public Interest Litigations” to order that all first-instance administrative public interest litigations in Gongyi City, Fuyang City, Huiji District, Jinshui District and Zhongmu County, namely all regions the Yellow River run through in Henan, will be heard by the People’s Court of Zhongmou County, Henan. In Fujian province, the River-chief Office of Zhangzhou City and the Zhangzhou Intermediate People’s Court jointly established the country’s first River Chief Environmental Circuit Court. In Hunan, the provincial High People's Court promoted the establishment of environmental and resource tribunals in intermediate people's courts in Changsha City, Yueyang City and Zhangzhou City. They also established three specialized environmental and resource courts for Xiangjiang River, Dongting Lake and Dongjiang Lake to hear cross-jurisdiction environmental resource cases and public interest litigation cases for these watersheds. In Guizhou province, the High People's Court formulated the "Regulations on Centralized Jurisdiction of Cross-regional Environmental and Resource Cases (Trial)" to guide centralized adjudication of such cases. The Sichuan High People's Court determined that the Fushun County People's Court and the Rongxian People's Court of Zigong City will respectively hear environmental cases related to the trunk of Lancang River and key drinking water sources for main urban areas. Wenzhou City, Zhejiang Province dedicated the Court of Lucheng Distritc People’s Court to hear all administrative cross-jurisdiction environmental cases that were used to be heard by grassroots courts in Wenzhou.

(3) Progress in regional judicial cooperation
Following the guidance of “Prioritize Environmental Protection, and forbid large-scale development in building the Yangtze River Economic Belt” proposed by President Xi Jinping, the Supreme People's Court is dedicated to promote regional judicial cooperation along the Yangtze River Economic Belt, and to strengthening judicial protection of the ecology and environment in the Yangtze River Basin. In December 2017, the “Opinions on Providing Comprehensive Judicial Protection for Development Towards Ecological Civilization in the Yangtze River Basin” was issued. In April 2018, the “Notice on Providing Powerful Judicial Services and Guarantees for Development of the Yangtze River Economic Belt” was issued; In September 2018, a Meeting on Environmental Adjudication in 11+1 Provinces and Municipalities along the Yangtze River Economic Belt was held in Chongqing. The meeting concluded with the signing of an Agreement on Cooperation Framework for Environmental Adjudication in 11+1 Provinces and Municipalities along the Yangtze River Economic Belt by 12 high people's courts in 11 provinces, municipalities and Qinghai Province. In December 2018, the Supreme People’s Court issued the "Notice on Further Strengthening Judicial Protection of the Ecology and Environment of the Yangtze River Economic Belt ".

In August 2017, a Working Meeting on Cooperation in Adjudication of Environmental and Resource Cases in the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei Region was held with participation of High People's Courts of Beijing, Tianjin and Hebei. The meeting discussed issues such as the roles of courts in protecting the environment in preparation for the Winter Olympics and in the planning and construction of the Xiong'an New Area. The outcome of the meeting was a Meeting Note on Environmental Adjudication in Supporting the Preparation for the Beijing Winter Olymics and the Implementation Opinions on Providing Judicial Protection for Ecological Civilization in Xiong'an New Area.

(4) Progress in Building A Multi-stakeholder Environmental Governance System
People's courts at all levels have continuously strengthened cooperation with the procuratorial organs, public security organs, ecological and environmental departments, and natural resources departments to improve effectiveness in environmental law enforcement by combining methods such as case hearing, building up cross-departmental coordination mechanisms, and issuing judicial advice. While respecting the boundary of judicial powers, courts at all levels have been promoting cooperation with relevant departments in evidence collection, case settlement, and enforcement of Judgements. By the end of 2018, various types of coordination mechanisms have been established among different among governmental departments and judiciaries in provinces, autonomous regions, and municipalities directly under the Central Government across country. In Fujian, regular work meetings with participation of provincial government departments and the provincial high court will be held, contributing to strengthened environmental governance that involves multiple stakeholders. High people's courts in Tianjin, Hebei, Shanxi, Inner Mongolia, and Jilin have issued or jointly with local governments issued opinions on strengthening judicial protection for environmental protection, providing institutional and policy support for environmental and resource trials.

(5) Innovative methods in judgement enforcement
Guided by the judicial principle of precautionary and restorative justice, people's courts at all levels have developed many new ways in adjudicating cases and enforcing Judgements so as to ensure timely and effective restoration of environment and ecology. Jiangsu, Fujian, Jiangxi, Henan, Guizhou and other high people's courts issued special opinions to promote new ways to hold liable parties accountable, such as “replanting to restore forestation”, “forest protection and bird protection” and “replacement and compensation”. An environmental restoration system that combines criminal sanctions, civil compensation and ecological compensation has been established to make sure that the crimes are punished, economic damages are compensated, and the environment is remediated and restored. Courts in Zhejiang, Henan and Guizhou have actively explored the role of the injunction in litigation to avoid greater damage caused by environmental torts. The courts in Jiangsu and Chongqing have made judgements to order polluters to bear punitive damages and requested the polluters to suspend production until the re-evaluation of their environmental impact assessment reports and environmental protection facilities have been carried out and approved – an effective way to increase costs for pollutes to deter future violations. .

IV. Improving Environmental Rule of Law
Courts at all levels have been engaged in supporting the drafting and revision of environmental legislations, conducting theoretical research in environmental adjudication, raising the public’s awareness in environmental rule of law, and international cooperation
(1) Supporting environmental and resource legislation

The Supreme People's Court is actively engaged in the formulation of laws and administrative regulations related to environment and resources, by providing suggestions for writing better laws. Since July 2017, the Supreme People’s Court has participated in the compilation and revision of the following legal documents: the Civil Code, the Soil Pollution Prevention and Control Law, the Solid Waste Pollution Prevention and Control Law, Compilation of Environmental Damage Assessment Standards (Department of Justice), Implementation Plan National Pilot Zone for Ecological Civilization (Hainan) (National Development and Reform Commission), Measures for Transfer and Management of Hazardous Waste (Revised Draft), Hazardous Waste License Management Measures (Revised Draft) , “Administrative Measures for Environmental Impacts Assessment for Environmental Accidents” and the “Regulations for the Determination of Direct Economic Losses in the Emergency Response Environmental Accidents” (Ministry of Ecology and Environment). During the process, the Supreme People’s Court contributed its experience in judicial practice to writing better laws, established the connection between the judiciary, the legislatures, and the administrative departments.

(2) Theoretical research in environmental adjudication 
Based on the rich resources of the Environmental and Resource Judicial Research Center of the Supreme People's Court and its practice base, theoretical research in environmental and resource adjudication have seen major progress. In November 2018, the Annual Meeting of the Environmental and Resource Judicial Research Center and the Academic Committee was held to review the work of the previous year and to study the priorities for the next stage of work. In November 2017 and October 2018, the SPC Research Center and the Practice Base jointly held two meetings to pass the “Working Procedures for the Environmental and Resource Judicial Research Center and the Practice Base” and review achievements and experience of their work. At university level, theoretical research base of Renmin University of China completed the "Research on the Obstacles and Countermeasures of Connecting Environmental Justice and Environmental Administrative Law Enforcement " and the "Research Report on the Establishment and Improvement of Environmental Judicial System". The theoretical research base of Wuhan University has compiled a series of books on environmental justice, and translated environmental resources laws and judicial systems of India, the Philippines, and New Zealand into Chinese. The theoretical research base of Tianjin University drafted the "Several Provisions on the Forensics of Environmental Damage", and the "Research on the Admissibility of Forensics of Environmental Damage". At local level, practice bases of Intermediate People's Courts such as Zhangzhou City of Fujian Province, Dongying City of Shandong Province, Forest Area of ​​Heilongjiang Province, and Wuxi City of Jiangsu Province held the “Sixth Ecological Civilization and Rule of Law Conference” , “Environmental Justice Seminar for National Courts” , “The 3rd Seminar on Judicial Protection for Environment and Resources and the “Seminar on Jurisdiction and Evidence of Ecological Damage Claims” respectively. The practice base of the Yushu Prefecture Intermediate People's Court of Qinghai Province completed the research on " Judicial Protection of the Ecology of the Sanjiangyuan Region: From the Perspective of Court". Hunan and Chongqing High People's Courts and the Huzhou Intermediate People's Court of Zhejiang Province have established cooperation with universities to set up teaching bases, hold environmental justice forums, to share global research trends in the area and expand the vision of environmental judges.

(3) Progress in public participation
People's courts at all levels continued to promote information disclosure by live broadcasting case trials through the court's official websites, WeChat and Weibo. The “People’s Assessor” system has been applied in the trial of major environmental cases by forming a seven-person panel to hear cases, and the expert witness system has been introduced to improve the objectivity of the fact finding of case hearing. The “Court Open Day” activity has been organized to invite NPC deputies, CPPCC members and representatives of relevant enterprises and students. Typical cases and Judgement documents have been released online to raise people’s awareness in environmental rule of law. Ecological restoration educational bases have been established throughout the country to engage all walks of society to understanding law as an important tool in environmental protection. By doing so, the goal is to mobilize all sectors of society to participate in environmental protection, to foster law-based atmosphere and to encourage law-compliance culture. 
Since July 2017, the Supreme People's Court has actively participated in the exhibition of “Five Years of Progress” and the “Great Change – Celebrating the 40th Anniversary of Reform and Opening” to showcase to the public China’s achievements in environmental and resource adjudication. Before and after the “World Environment Day in 2018, people's courts at all levels carried out all kinds of celebrations combining the theme of the Day and local judicial practices. More than 300 courts across the country carried out campaigns to raise people’s awareness in environmental justice. Among them, 48 courts held press conferences, 11 courts published whitepaper books or green paper books to brief environmental adjudication progress, nine courts issued guidance documents to strengthen trials of environmental and resource cases, and 68 courts organized open hearings or open delivery of court judgements. More than 200 typical cases have been released for the public to better understand and participate in environmental justice.

(4) Continuing with international exchanges 

We stay open to international experience and practices and conducted bilateral and multilateral cooperation and exchanges. We learn the latest international developments and learn good practices and, at the same time, showcase the world the commitment of China’s judicial system in ecosystem and environmental protection and progress we have achieved so far. In September 2017, the Supreme People's Court signed a Memorandum of Understanding with the UNEP and create a theme on China’s judicial adjudication on UNEP’s official website. 10 cases and the White Paper on Environmental and Resource Adjudication of the first two editions are being uploaded and published on the website, too. Our cooperation with the Asian Development Bank and ClientEarth has come to fruition. The international seminar of “Judicial Protection of Biodiversity” was held in September 2017, and an international seminar on environmental adjudication and a national environmental judge’s training were held in July 2018. UNEP representatives and experts, senior judges and scholars from France, Finland, Brazil, South Africa, Pakistan, the United States, Australia and other parts of the world attended the seminar at which important outcomes such as the "Consensus of the International Seminar on Environmental Adjudication". In 2018, the Supreme People's Court sent delegations to Brazil for the first "face-to-face" meeting of the 8th International Water Resources Conference and the Interim Governing Committee of Global Judicial Institute on the Environment, to Washington for the "Judicial and Environmental: Trial for the Future" International Seminar and for the “Environmental Damage Restoration and Judicial Practice” training exchange program organized by Vermont Law School. Judges-exchange program was organized with four judges sent to work and study at Vermont and Hawaii Environmental Court. Representatives from Chinese courts also went to Bangkok, to for the second National Forum on Environmental Rule of Law Exchange in times of “Belt and Road”. In August 2017, Chongqing High People's Court sent a delegation consisting of judges from courts of all levels to Los Angeles and New York for exchanges on environmental and resource adjudication. In September 2017, The Yushu Prefecture Intermediate People's Court of Qinghai Province sent a delegation to the United States to for the training on the US proof rules in environmental and resource adjudication and evaluation of environmental damages.

The concerted efforts of the people's courts at all levels have paid off. Remarkable progress has been made in China's environmental and resource adjudication and the pace is accelerating. However, we must admit there is room for improvement in the current environmental and resource adjudication, and many problems remain unsolved. The stage of the development of environmental adjudication varies from region to region. There is a still long way to go to set up specialized institutions and mechanisms. The inconsistency in rules of trials is remains a problem and the capacity of environmental and resource adjudication must be improved. Going forward, the people's courts at all levels will continue to study Xi Jinping's thoughts on ecological civilization under the guidance of Xi Jinping's thoughts on the socialism with Chinese characteristics in the new era, and thoroughly study and implement the spirit of the 19th CPC National Congress and the second and third plenary sessions. Always standing by the initial intention and bearing in mind the mission, we strive to protect the ecosystem and environment with the most stringent system and rule of law, safeguard the national and public interests and people’s environmental rights and interests of the people, and provide strong judicial services and safeguards for ecological civilization, green development and the grand vision of building beautiful China in the new era. 

Annex 1. Environmental cases handled by People’s Courts of All Levels (2017-2018)
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Annex 2. Setup of Environmental Adjudicatory Organs Across China

Table1. Setup of Environmental Adjudicatory Organs Across China 

	Province/Region 
	Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Environmental and Resources Collegial Panel 
	Environmental and Resource Circuit Courts 

	Beijing
	1
	20
	0

	Tianjin
	0
	4
	0

	Hebei
	16
	32
	0

	Shanxi
	1
	5
	0

	Inner Mongolia
	6
	30
	3

	Liaoning
	1
	2
	0

	Jilin
	2
	82
	2

	Heilongjiang
	0
	6
	0

	Shanghai
	4
	1
	0

	Jiangsu
	21
	24
	1

	Zhejiang
	12
	24
	0

	Anhui
	1
	48
	3

	Fujian
	80
	0
	1

	Jiangxi
	14
	104
	0

	Shandong
	8
	34
	4

	Henan
	35
	100
	8

	Hubei
	6
	122
	0

	Hunan
	11
	9
	0

	Guangdong
	7
	32
	3

	Guangxi
	2
	68
	2

	Hainan
	8
	1
	6

	Chongqing
	11
	0
	0

	Sichuan
	81
	0
	36

	Guizhou
	29
	0
	0

	Yunnan
	18
	3
	0

	Tibet
	1
	0
	0

	Shaanxi
	7
	0
	0

	Gansu
	1
	14
	1

	Qinghai
	3
	0
	1

	Ningxia
	2
	29
	1

	Xinjiang
	1
	14
	0

	Corps Courts
	0
	0
	0

	Military Courts 
	0
	0
	0

	Supreme People’s Court
	1
	0
	0

	Total
	391
	808
	72


Table 2. Setup of Environmental and Resource Tribunal by People’s Courts of All Levels 

	Province/Region
	Grassroot
	Intermediate
	High
	Total

	Beijing
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Tianjin
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Hebei
	9
	6
	1
	16

	Shanxi
	0
	1
	0
	1

	Inner Mongolia
	1
	4
	1
	6

	Liaoning
	0
	1
	0
	1

	Jilin
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Heilongjiang
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Shanghai
	4
	0
	0
	4

	Jiangsu
	12
	8
	1
	21

	Zhejiang
	8
	3
	1
	12

	Anhui
	0
	1
	0
	1

	Fujian
	69
	10
	1
	80

	Jiangxi
	12
	1
	1
	14

	Shandong
	4
	3
	1
	8

	Henan
	24
	10
	1
	35

	Hubei
	0
	5
	1
	6

	Hunan
	6
	4
	1
	11

	Guangdong
	2
	4
	1
	7

	Guangxi
	1
	0
	1
	2

	Hainan
	3
	4
	1
	8

	Chongqing
	5
	5
	1
	11

	Sichuan
	59
	21
	1
	81

	Guizhou
	19
	9
	1
	29

	Yunnan
	11
	6
	1
	18

	Tibet
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Shaanxi
	4
	2
	1
	7

	Gansu
	0
	0
	1
	1

	Qinghai
	1
	1
	1
	3

	Ningxia
	2
	0
	0
	2

	Xinjiang
	0
	0
	1
	1

	Corps Courts
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Military Courts 
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Supreme People’s Court
	257
	110
	23
	390


Table 3. Setup of Environmental and Resource Tribunal by Some High People’s Courts
	No.


	High People’s Court
	Name of the Tribunal
	 Proceedings 

	1
	High People’s Court of Guizhou 
	 Ecological Protection Tribunal 
	Civil or administrative case

	2
	High People’s Court of Fujian 
	 Ecological and Environmental Tribunal 
	Criminal, civil, administrative cases

	3
	High People’s Court of Hainan
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Criminal, civil, administrative cases

	4
	High People’s Court of Jiangsu
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Criminal, civil, administrative cases

	5
	High People’s Court of Hebei
	 Environmental Protection Tribunal 
	Criminal, civil, administrative cases

	6
	High People’s Court of Shandong
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil case

	7
	High People’s Court of Guangxi
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil case

	8
	High People’s Court of Jiangxi
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil case

	9
	High People’s Court of Henan
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil or administrative case

	10
	High People’s Court of Guangdong
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil case

	11
	High People’s Court of Chongqing
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Criminal, civil, criminal cases

	12
	High People’s Court of Yunnan
	 Environmental Protection Tribunal
	Criminal, civil, administrative, enforcement cases

	13
	High People’s Court of Hunan
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil case

	14
	High People’s Court of Sihuan
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Criminal, civil, administrative cases

	15
	High People’s Court of Jilin
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil case

	16
	High People’s Court of Qinghai
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil or administrative case

	17
	High People’s Court of Gansu
	Tribunal for Environmental and Resource Protection
	Civil case

	18
	High People’s Court of Xinjiang
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Criminal, civil, administrative cases

	19
	High People’s Court of Inner Mongolia
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil or administrative case

	20
	High People’s Court of Shaanxi
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Criminal, civil, administrative cases

	21
	High People’s Court of Tibet
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	To be decided

	22
	High People’s Court of Zhejiang
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil or administrative case

	23
	High People’s Court of Hubei
	 Environmental and Resource Tribunal 
	Civil or administrative case


Annex 3. Judicial interpretation and documents on environmental and resource issues (2017-2018)
	Document
	No. 
	Publication Date
	Effective Date

	Interpretation of the Supreme People's Court on Several Issues concerning the Adjudication of Disputes over Mining Rights 
	Fashi [2017] No. 12
	June 24, 2017


	July 27, 2017

	The Provisions of the Supreme People's Court on Several Issues concerning the Adjudication of Actions for Marine Resource and Environmental Damages
	Fashi [2017] No. 23
	December 29, 2017
	January 15, 2018

	The Interpretation of the Supreme People's Court and the Supreme People's Procuratorate on Several Issues Concerning the Application of Law in Procuratorate-filed Public Interest Litigation 
	Fashi [2018] No. 6
	March 2, 2018
	March 2, 2018

	Opinions of the Supreme People's Court on Comprehensively Strengthening the Judicial Safeguards for the Ecological Civilization Development and the Green Development of the Yangtze River Basin
	Fafa [2017] No. 30
	December 1, 2017
	December 1, 2017

	Opinions of the Supreme People's Court of the People's Republic of China on Deeply Learning and Implementing Xi Jinping's Ecological Civilization Thoughts and Providing Judicial Services and Guarantee for Ecological Environmental Protection in the New Era
	Fafa [2018] No. 7
	May 30, 2018
	May 30, 2018


Annex 4 Catalogue of typical cases of environmental resources issued by the Supreme People's Court 

1. Typical Environmental Cases Concerning Yangtze River Basin 

1) Case of illegal fishing of aquatic products by Tang et al.

2) Case of Shiyan Chimai Trading Co., Ltd. & Gu Wenxiu polluting environment 

3) Case of Nyima Dorji illegally acquiring, transporting, and selling endangered wildlife products

4) Guizhou Taipinghe Ecological Aquaculture Development Co., Ltd. v. Guizhou Huajin Aluminum Co., Ltd. for Property Damages

5) Case of Zhao Laixi, Zhou Zhenghong and Zhao Chengchun's engaged in sales of contract

6) Zhenjiang City Water Supply Company v. KDB Investment Company for Water Pollution Damages 

7) Fuqi Building Materials Co., Ltd. v. Yao Yougang et al. for confirming the invalidity of the contract

8) People's Procuratorate of Jinsha County, Guizhou Province v. Dazhen Town People's Government, Qixingguan District, Bijie City for Inappropriate performance of dury

9) Yibin County Ximing River Hydropower Co., Ltd. v. Muchuan County People's Government for Information Disclosure

10) Luo Jianlan, You Yong, et al. v. Fengdu County Water Affairs Bureau for unduly issuing official reply 


2. Ten Typical Cases on the People's Courts Contributing to the Development of Ecological Civilization in a New Era

1) People v. Defendant Entity DyStar Nanjing Colours Co., Ltd., Defendant Wang Zhanrong, and Other Defendants for Environmental Pollution

2) People v. Defendants Liang Lide and Liang Teming for Illegal Mining


3) People v. Defendant Bai Jiabi for Fire

4) People's Procuratorate of Yantai City, Shandong Province v. Wang Zhendian and Ma Qunkai for Civil Public Interest Litigation concerning Environmental Pollution

5) Chongqing Changshou District Zhen Xin Xian Agricultural Development Co., Ltd. v. Zhongyan Chongqing Changshou Salt Chemical Co., Ltd. and Sichuan Salt Industry Geological Drilling Brigade for Dispute over Environmental Pollution Liability

6) Shanxi Jinghai Industrial Co., Ltd. and Other Companies v. Laiwu Mining Co., Ltd. of Laiwu Iron and Steel Group for Disputes over Equity Transfer

7) The People's Government of Liuchang Miao Township, Qingzhen City, Guizhou Province v. Huang Qifa and Others for Disputes over Confirmation of Invalidity of Contracts

8) Chen Yongrong and Others v. Nanning Zhenning Development Co., Ltd. For Dispute over Compensation for Damage Caused by Noise Pollution

9) The People's Procuratorate of Xiling District, Yichang City, Hubei Province v. the Forestry Bureau of Lichuan City, Hubei Province for Disputes over Administrative Public Interest Litigation for Failure to Fulfill Statutory Duties

10) Li Zhaojun v. the Environmental Protection Bureau of Shangyu District, Shaoxing City, Zhejiang Province for Administrative Penalties

3. Typical Cases Brought by the People’s Procuratorate

1) Administrative public interest litigation: People's Procuratorate of Taobei District, Baicheng District v. Taobei Department of Animal husbandry 

2) Administrative public interest litigation: People's Procuratorate of Gaogang District,Taizhou City, Jiangsu Province v. Water Conservancy Bureau of Gaogang District 

3) Administrative public interest litigation: People's Procuratorate of Qingliu County, Fujian Province v. Environmental Protection Bureau of Qingliu County

4) Administrative public interest litigation: People's Procuratorate of Jiangkou County, Guizhou Province v. Land and Resources Bureau of Tongren City & Guizhou's Mt. Fanjing National Nature Reserve

5) Civil public interest litigation: People's Procuratorate of Liaocheng, Shandong Province v. Lu Rongtai 

6) Civil public interest litigation: People's Procuratorate of Pu'er City, Yunnan Province v. Yunnan Jinggu Mining and Metallurgy Co., Ltd.

7) Criminal public interest litigation with add-on civil proceedings: People's Procuratorate of Lichuan City, Hubei Province v. Wu Ming'an, Zhao Shiguo, Huang Taikuan 

4. Ten Typical Cases of Environmental Resources Trials by the People's Courts for Guaranteeing the High-Quality Development of the Yangtze River Economic Belt

1) Case of Illegal Production of Drug-making Materials and Environmental Pollution by Defendant Yi Wenfa et al.
 

2) Case of Environmental Pollution by Defendant Entity Chongqing Shouxu Environmental Protection Technology Co., Ltd. and Defendant Cheng Long
 


3) Case of Environmental Pollution by Defendant Deng Wenping et al.
 

4) Public Welfare Case of Water Pollution between All-China Environment Federation and Yichun Zhong'an Industrial Co., Ltd. et al.
 


5) Public Welfare Case of Water Pollution between China Environmental Protection Foundation and Kaifa Xinquan Water Affairs (Yangzhou) Co., Ltd.
 


6) Public Welfare Case of Water Pollution between Environmental and Resource Protection Volunteers' Association of Yiyang City, Hunan Province and Hunan Linyuan Paper Industry Co., Ltd.
 


7) Civil Environmental Public Welfare Case between People's Procuratorate of Kaihua County, Zhejiang Province and Quzhou Ruilijie Chemical Engineering Co., Ltd.
 


8) Case of Administrative Decision on Environmental Protection between Meili Hydropower Station in Yuexi County and Environmental Protection Bureau of Yuexi County
 


9) Administrative Public Welfare Case of Failure to Perform Statutory Duties between People's Procuratorate of Jianchuan County, Yunnan Province and Forest Public Security Bureau of Jianchuan County
 


10) Administrative Public Welfare Case of Failure to Perform Statutory Supervision Duties between People's Procuratorate of Dianjun District, Yichang City, Hubei Province and Environmental Protection Bureau of Dianjun District, Yichang City

Administrative
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� Converged adjudication mode means to give the authority to specialized environmental tribunals/panels/courts to hear all types of environmental and resource cases, including civil cases, administrative cases and criminal cases (2-in-1 means the specialized tribunal/panel/court hears both administrative and civil environmental cases,  while 3-in-1 means it hears all types of environmental cases, criminal ones included.)  
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