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Within this dissertation, I have looked at the case studies of Germany, India, and Ecuador to 

demonstrate the various methods that societal norms have affected the different stakeholder 

engagement and implementation mechanisms of environmental constitutionalism. After a brief 

introduction and review of the literature that already exists on the conversations, I used a political 

ecology methodology to preform policy-tracing on the cases of Germany, India, and Ecuador. I 

have argued that the historical development, institutional reinforcement, and cultural values, which 

contain underlying understandings of nature-human relationships, have influenced the way the 

environment is in their constitutions. 

 

In the case of Germany, an anthropocentric historical development, a green socio-political 

movement, and neoliberal institutional reinforcement influenced through their constitution, early 

inclusion of the Green Party, and policy integration. These movements set up a specific normative 

understanding of the human-nature relationship which influenced Germany to emphasize businesses 

as primary stakeholders and right to nature. This influence is evident in their use of the ecological 

modernization to create environmental protection policies, such as their fossil fuel tax, Circular 

Economy Act, Energiewende transformation, and Environmental Impact, Damage, and Liability 

Acts. The Indian case study demonstrated a different form of stakeholder engagement and 

understanding of the human-nature relationship. With India’s post-colonial history, significant 

Hindu cultural, and democratic institutional reinforcement, India’s societal norms laid the 

groundwork for engaging with the public as primary stakeholders and developing procedural rights. 

The process they made to engage with these was EPIL which widens environmental liability and who 

can bring pursue environmental justice. To look at the impact of EPIL on governmental protection 

policy, I investigated two cases that were brought before the Indian Supreme Court through EPIL 

processes: the Municipal Solid Waste Management Case and the Delhi Vehicular Pollution Case. 

In the final case study of Ecuador, I looked at how Ecuador’s neoliberally influenced historical 

development, indigenous cultural beliefs, and battling external and liberal institutional reinforcement 

and how these set these norms paved the way for a complex rewriting of their constitution 2008. 

This constitution engages with both indigenous people as primary stakeholders and creates rights of 

nature. These concepts come to battle though within the constitution as it includes both the 

indigenous concepts of Buen Vivir/Sumak Kawsay and detachment of ‘development’ from 

economic growth as well as neo-extraxtivist logics and prioritization of the rights of humans over the 



 

rights of nature.  This battle between the indigenous norms and liberal norms are clear in their 

attempts to create water management reforms and develop the Yasuni-ITT Initiative.  

 

Creating and recognizing these connections are critical in policy research and creating adequate 

environmental protection policies. All countries at some layer have “distinct value orientations, 

specific information processing, capacities, and subjective lines of argumentation and interpretation 

[which influence] the policy process” (Schneider & Ollman, 2013). The countries that I have picked 

only demonstrate a few of the different frameworks that exist. There are a number of other countries 

such as South Africa, Bhutan, Nepal, and Costa Rica who have also created pioneering 

environmental protection policies influenced by societal norms. I do not feel my analysis is the full 

list of all influences that have created environmental policy but hope to have added more insight into 

this area. I hope this further opens the door for more research into how environmental policies are 

created and the underlying norms that may have influenced them. Further, countries should use my 

and other scholars’ research to help recognize their own assumptions in policy creation and who 

these assumptions help and hurt. 

 


