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  A COMPARATIVE EXAMINATION OF MULTI-PARTY ACTIONS 

  This monograph addresses the phenomenon of mass harm and how it may be resolved 
through collective redress. It examines particularly how such redress may be achieved 
through mechanisms such as multi-party actions (MPAs). In order to do this an analyti-
cal framework is created against which to evaluate various multi-party procedures. This 
is illustrated through the experience of a selection of common law jurisdictions in deal-
ing with mass harm, namely that of England and Wales, Canada, Australia and the United 
States, as well as that of EU collective redress. It examines multi-party action laws bench-
marked against the objectives identifi ed in the analytical framework. The phenomenon of 
environmental mass harm in particular is explored as a case study, as it illustrates some of 
the diffi culties that may arise in mass harm litigation. Also, this work explores where the 
best solutions for mass harm redress may lie in the future — perhaps in collective actions or 
through alternatives such as regulation and alternative dispute resolution or a combination 
of these. Finally, the experience of mass harm litigation in Ireland is examined, as currently 
this jurisdiction does not have an effective mechanism for dealing with mass harm. 
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   FOREWORD   

 The perennial question of how to deliver collective redress is complex and multifarious. 
It is one that continues to vex policymakers and lawyers. The reality of the way in which 
modern life operates has led to an increase in  ‘ massifi cation ’  on many levels, such as mass 
production and mass consumption. Unfortunately the occurrence of mass harm is also 
increasingly evident in our time. 

 We are familiar with the broad spectrum of types of harm that may occur, ranging from 
mass injuries caused by defective products or environmental exposure to toxic chemicals, 
to mass fi nancial losses resulting, inter alia, from violations of consumer law or competition 
law. In almost every part of the world, unfortunately, such harm may occur and the need 
for redress becomes a key question. Where do the solutions to providing collective redress 
to mass harm lie ?  The answer may be found in an array of approaches such as through 
regulation or dispute resolution. The appropriate response varies and it is clear that there is 
no  ‘ one size fi ts all ’  answer to the phenomenon of mass harm. The issue of access to justice 
for those who suffer mass harm is a concomitant question. In appropriate circumstances, 
where legal proceedings result, groups of victims may wish to aggregate their legal proceed-
ings in order to try to surmount some of the obstacles that they may face in pursuing a legal 
action individually. One of the procedural mechanisms that has evolved as a response is 
that of the multi-party action (MPA). 

 The author, Dr Blennerhassett, as an expert in tort law and dispute resolution, examines 
the issues surrounding mass harm, collective redress and MPAs in a broad and practical 
way to address these questions. She has scrutinised the experience of a selection of com-
mon law jurisdictions and analyses how they have dealt with MPAs and alternative tools 
in the pursuit of collective redress. The US, as a forerunner in multi-party actions, teaches 
broad lessons and evidences many of the positives and perceived ills of mass litigation. 
England and Wales have adopted a much more conservative approach to such litigation. 
Dr  Blennerhassett ’ s expertise in EU law helps the reader to engage with EU policy and EU 
Member State experience in addressing the challenges of mass harm, as many Member 
States have faced similar diffi culties in responding to such harm. She appraises whether and 
to what extent MPAs may improve access to justice and empower those harmed with a route 
to collective redress. Dr Blennerhassett has created an excellent analytical framework of 
MPA objectives and uses these as benchmarks to assess how and whether MPAs may assist 
in the pursuit of collective redress. This is a unique and valuable contribution to scholar-
ship in the fi eld of dispute resolution. As an environmental law specialist, Dr Blennerhassett 
invokes the phenomenon of environmental mass harm as a case study to illustrate some of 
the challenges and complexities that mass harm litigation can present. 

 Having a background and training as a practitioner, Dr Blennerhassett recognises the 
need to explore the very real challenges facing those dealing with mass harm and she was 
strongly motivated by the practical law reform aspect of this research. The results of this 
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viii Foreword

work are both informative and compelling. It is clear from her research that jurisdictions 
without some form of procedural mechanism are impeding access to justice for those who 
have suffered mass harm. 

 Dr Blennerhassett concludes that MPAs are not the panacea to mass harm litigation. 
Instead, they only form part of a suite of solutions that may enable access to justice and 
collective redress. She advocates a holisitic approach to such redress, highlighting the use of 
regulatory solutions and alternative dispute resolution techniques as complementary tools 
in this range of solutions. It is clear that MPAs have a crucial role as management mecha-
nisms for dealing with cases of mass harm. While MPA methods may vary from jurisdic-
tion to jurisdiction, their objective does not. The methods invoked refl ect the realities of 
the different legal systems. The question of which MPA mechanism may best suit each 
jurisdiction is a policy decision based on these realities. All of the jurisdictions examined 
are endeavouring to achieve the same output of managing collective redress, the overriding 
need being that of procedural justice. This conclusion is supported by the author ’ s ana-
lytical framework which clarifi es that the fundamental reason for the need for MPAs is to 
enable the effi cient management of mass harm litigation so as to maximise just outcomes; 
that they are an invaluable procedural tool to assist in  ‘ managing the unmanageable ’ . 

 Ireland is an example of a jurisdiction that has clearly experienced many large instances 
of mass harm, often resulting in costly, unmanageable, ineffi cient litigation or compensa-
tion tribunals. A few examples include: the army deafness cases against the State; the blood 
contamination caused by Hepatitis C; the pyrite construction damage that resulted in the 
longest-running case in the history of the High Court. Despite a clear procedural need 
for managing mass harm redress, Ireland still does not have an effective MPA procedure. 
Moreover, MPAs appear to be actively discouraged. Instead, the courts invoke a confusing 
array of alternative methods where MPAs might have played a more obvious role. In 2005, 
the Irish Law Reform Commission (LRC) recommended the introduction of an MPA pro-
cedure as an additional procedural mechanism to assist with mass harm litigation for use 
in cases where there is a clear need. Despite this recommendation, more than 10 years later 
there has still been no change. Dr Blennerhassett raises a number of critical questions in 
this work that need to be urgently addressed and resolved. These questions include: why 
a jurisdiction such as Ireland, despite having experienced many cases of mass harm and 
litigation, remains reluctant to introduce MPAs ?  Why has it not yet taken steps to adopt a 
procedural mechanism that will enhance access to justice for those who need it ?  More than 
10 years after the Law Reform Commission recommendations, why have these questions 
not been resolved ?  

 One may speculate that there are policy reasons behind this stagnation as there seems to 
be an almost de facto prohibition on such a mechanism. Perhaps it is because the State is 
likely to be a regular defendant in cases of mass tort and personal injury litigation. It is also 
likely that a fear exists of opening the cliched fl oodgates of litigation if such a procedure 
were to be introduced without adequate controls. The LRC, however, recommended the 
introduction of a procedure designed to minimize such risk. Due the lack of appropriate 
mechanism, those with cases that would be suited to MPA must pursue them in another 
way. It is evident that great injustices and ineffi ciencies would result from these improvisa-
tions. Claims that the introduction of an MPA procedure would encourage a  ‘ compensation 
culture ’  are erroneous, because, in suitable cases, MPAs can assist the effi cient manage-
ment of such cases. While MPAs are not a metaphorical silver bullet that will resolve all the 
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 challenges of delivering effective collective redress, they are a necessary procedural mecha-
nism that ought to be in the legal armoury of any jurisdiction in order to assist in providing 
access to procedural justice. Dr Blennerhassett offers a keen insight into the nature and 
necessity of MPAs as a response to the modern phenomenon of mass harm. She explores 
why Ireland, in particular, not only requires but also deserves this legal mechanism in order 
to protect its people from those who have caused mass harm. This book will provide invalu-
able guidance to judges, lawyers, academics and policymakers who inevitably face the mod-
ern challenge of managing mass harm litigation. 

 Peter Sutherland SC  

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


   CONTENTS  

Foreword ................................................................................................................................. vii
Acknowledgements ................................................................................................................ xvii
Author Biography ....................................................................................................................xix

Part I: Collective Redress, Mass Harm, Multi-party Actions 
and Environmental Mass Harm

1. Introduction .......................................................................................................................3
1. Background .................................................................................................................3
2. Aims, Original Contribution, Anticipatory Findings ................................................4
3. Approach .....................................................................................................................6
4. Structure ......................................................................................................................9

A. Part I .....................................................................................................................9
B. Part II .................................................................................................................10

2. Collective Redress and Mass Harm .................................................................................11
1. Overview ....................................................................................................................11
2. Terminology ..............................................................................................................12

A. Mass Harm .........................................................................................................12
B. Collective Redress ..............................................................................................12
C. Multi-party Actions ...........................................................................................13
D. Mass Torts ..........................................................................................................14

3. Typology and Sectoral Coverage of MPA Collective Redress..................................16
A. Class Actions (also Known as Collective 

or Representative Actions) ................................................................................17
B. Joinder or Aggregate (also Known as Group) 

Litigation Procedures ........................................................................................20
C. Examples of MPA Sectors .................................................................................21

 i. Consumer Law Collective Redress ...........................................................21
 ii. Competition Law Collective Redress .......................................................23
iii. Collective Redress for Environmental Harm ...........................................23
 iv. EU Approach to Collective Redress ..........................................................23

4. The History and Background of Mass Torts ............................................................25
5. Legal Responses to Mass Harm: Private Law (Tort Law) 

versus Public Law and Regulation ............................................................................28
6. Context in which Collective Redress Arises .............................................................32

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


xii Contents

7. Outline of Common Law MPA Procedures .............................................................33
A. United States ......................................................................................................33

 i. Consolidation ............................................................................................33
 ii. Class Actions .............................................................................................34

B. Canada ...............................................................................................................37
C. Australia .............................................................................................................40

 i. Joinder, Test Cases and Consolidation .....................................................42
 ii. Representative Proceedings ......................................................................42

D. England and Wales ............................................................................................45
 i. Consolidation, Joinder and Test Cases .....................................................46
 ii. Representative Actions ..............................................................................46
 iii. Group Litigation Orders ...........................................................................47

E. Ireland ................................................................................................................49
 i. Representative Actions ..............................................................................51
 ii. Joinder .......................................................................................................51
 iii. Consolidation ............................................................................................51
 iv. Test Cases ...................................................................................................52

F. European Union ................................................................................................52
8. Summary ...................................................................................................................56

3. Objectives of MPAs ..........................................................................................................58
1. Overview ....................................................................................................................58
2. Expert Studies ............................................................................................................59

A. Access to Justice Study by Lord Woolf MR ......................................................59
B. Irish Law Reform Commission Report on 

Multi-party Litigation 2005 ..............................................................................60
C. Civil Justice Council Report..............................................................................63
D. Mulheron Global Comparative Study ..............................................................64
E. European Commission Analysis .......................................................................64

3. MPA Objectives—Analytical Framework ................................................................67
A. Access to Justice .................................................................................................69
B. Judicial and Procedural Economy ....................................................................76
C. Fairness ..............................................................................................................80
D. Predictability ......................................................................................................85
E. Deterrence ..........................................................................................................86
F. Compensation ...................................................................................................88

4. Management Role of MPAs ......................................................................................91
5. Summary ...................................................................................................................97

4. Environmental Mass Harm and Collective Redress .......................................................98
1. Overview ....................................................................................................................98
2. Regulatory Role—Environmental Law Enforcement 

Through Tort Law ...................................................................................................100
A. Tensions between Tort Law and Regulation ...................................................101
B. EU Perspective of Enforcement—a Different Approach ...............................102
C. England and Wales—Perspective on Enforcement ........................................103
D. Regulation and Adjudication ..........................................................................106

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


Contents xiii

3. Distinctive Features of Environmental Mass Harm and Responses .....................107
A. Toxic Torts .......................................................................................................107
B. Causation and Evidential Complexity............................................................110
C. Legal Costs .......................................................................................................112
D. Latency .............................................................................................................113
E. Environmental Justice Issues ..........................................................................116
F. Other Issues that May Arise in Mass Environmental 

Harm Litigation ...............................................................................................119
 i. Jurisdiction ..............................................................................................119
 ii. Corporate Veil .........................................................................................120

4. Novel Remedies for Environmental Mass Harm ...................................................121
A. Interim Measures—such as Medical Monitoring 

(Emergence in the US) ....................................................................................121
B. Acute versus Chronic Environmental Harm and Novel Remedies ...............123
C. Equitable Relief and Problems with Legal Restitution ..................................123

5. Solutions that MPAs May Offer for Environmental Mass Harm ..........................125

Part II: Comparative Law Experience of Selected 
Common Law Jurisdictions and Europe

5. US Collective Redress ....................................................................................................131
1. US Litigation Landscape .........................................................................................131

A. US Federal and State Court System ................................................................131
B. Important Features of US Litigation ..............................................................132

2. US MPA Procedures ................................................................................................133
A. Joinder ..............................................................................................................133
B. Consolidation ..................................................................................................134
C. Multidistrict Litigation (MDL) Transfer of Distinct but 

Related Claims into a Single Action ...............................................................134
D. US Bankruptcy Proceedings for Corporate 

Reorganisation (Chapter 11) ..........................................................................135
E. Attorney ‘Inventories’ of Clients Controlled 

by a Single Lawyer ...........................................................................................135
F. Representative Litigation by Associations ......................................................135
G. Representative Litigation by Public Offi cials .................................................136
H. Class Actions ....................................................................................................136

3. The US Federal Class Action Regime .....................................................................136
4. Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 

(with 2003 Amendments) .......................................................................................139
A. Rule 23(a) Prerequisites to a Class Action ......................................................139
B. Rule 23(b) Class Actions Maintainable ..........................................................140

5. Evaluation of US Class Actions against MPA Objectives ......................................142
A. Access to Justice ...............................................................................................143
B. Judicial and Procedural Economy ..................................................................144
C. Fairness ............................................................................................................147
D. Predictability ....................................................................................................150
E. Deterrence ........................................................................................................151
F. Compensation .................................................................................................152

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


xiv Contents

6. Concluding Observations on US Mass Harm Litigation ......................................152
7. Future Developments in the US .............................................................................154
8. US Class Actions and Environmental Mass Harm ................................................156

6. Canadian MPA Experience ............................................................................................159
1. Canadian Litigation Landscape ..............................................................................159

A. Overview ..........................................................................................................159
B. Evolution of MPA Landscape .........................................................................160

2. MPA Litigation ........................................................................................................161
3. Evaluation of Canadian Class Action Experience Against 

MPA Objectives .......................................................................................................168
A. Access to Justice ...............................................................................................168
B. Judicial and Procedural Economy ..................................................................169
C. Fairness ............................................................................................................170
D. Predictability ....................................................................................................171
E. Deterrence ........................................................................................................171
F. Compensation .................................................................................................171

4. Environmental Mass Harm Litigation ...................................................................172
5. Summary .................................................................................................................173

7. Australian MPA Experience ...........................................................................................174
1. Australian Litigation Landscape .............................................................................174
2. Evolution of MPA Landscape .................................................................................174
3. MPA Overview.........................................................................................................177

A. The Quasi-Class Action Regime in the State of 
South Australia ................................................................................................177

B. Traditional Representative Actions .................................................................178
C. Representative Proceedings .............................................................................178
D. Joinder, Test Cases and Consolidation ...........................................................179

4. The Representative Proceedings Regime ................................................................180
A. Background......................................................................................................180
B. The Regime ......................................................................................................182

5. Litigation Funding ..................................................................................................186
6. Evaluation of Australian Representative Proceedings 

against MPA Objectives ..........................................................................................187
A. Access to Justice ...............................................................................................187
B. Judicial and Procedural Economy ..................................................................187
C. Fairness ............................................................................................................188
D. Predictability ....................................................................................................189
E. Deterrence ........................................................................................................189
F. Compensation .................................................................................................189

7. Environmental Mass Harm in Australia and Summary ........................................190

8. Collective Redress in England and Wales .....................................................................191
1. Litigation Landscape ...............................................................................................191
2. Existing MPA Procedures ........................................................................................192

A. Public Representative Procedures ...................................................................192

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


Contents xv

B. Representative Actions, Consolidation, Joinder and 
Group Litigation Orders (GLOs) ....................................................................195
 i. Representative Actions ............................................................................196
 ii. Group Litigation Orders (GLOs) ...........................................................199

3. Evolution of MPA Landscape ...............................................................................202
4. Funding Regime and Recent Changes .................................................................207
5. GLOs and MPA Objectives ...................................................................................209

A. Access to Justice .............................................................................................209
B. Judicial and Procedural Economy ................................................................210
C. Fairness ..........................................................................................................211
D. Predictability..................................................................................................212
E. Deterrence .....................................................................................................213
F. Compensation ...............................................................................................213

6. Combined Case Study of Environmental Mass Harm ........................................213
A. Group Litigation Using a GLO in The Corby Group 

Litigation Case ...............................................................................................216
 i. Facts .......................................................................................................216
 ii. Outcome ................................................................................................217
 iii. Commentary .........................................................................................218

B. Case Management—The Buncefi eld Oil Disaster .........................................219
 i. Facts .......................................................................................................219
 ii. Outcome ................................................................................................220
 iii. Commentary .........................................................................................221

7. GLOs Compared with Case Management ...........................................................223
8. Environmental Mass Harm Litigation in England 

and Wales Summary .............................................................................................225
A. Access to Justice .............................................................................................226
B. Judicial and Procedural Economy ................................................................227
C. Fairness ..........................................................................................................228
D. Predictability..................................................................................................229
E. Deterrence .....................................................................................................229
F. Compensation ...............................................................................................229

9. EU Collective Redress ....................................................................................................232
1. Litigation Landscape ...............................................................................................232
2. Evolution of European Collective Redress Policy ..................................................233

A. Consumer Law Collective Redress ..................................................................233
B. Competition Law Collective Redress ..............................................................237

3. EU Experience of Collective Redress and ADR in 
Member States .........................................................................................................239

4. EU Commission’s Collective Redress Policy Proposals 2013 ................................245
A. The Communication .......................................................................................247
B. The Recommendation .....................................................................................248
C. Proposed Directive on Competition Damages ..............................................250

5. Safeguards ................................................................................................................251
6. Environment ............................................................................................................252
7. Conclusions on European Collective Redress Outlook .........................................253

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


xvi Contents

10. Collective Redress for Mass Harm in Ireland .............................................................255
1. Litigation Landscape.............................................................................................255
2. The Irish Approach: No MPAs .............................................................................256

A. Overview of Current Irish Mechanisms for 
Dealing with Mass Harm ..............................................................................257
 i. Public Actions .......................................................................................257
 ii. Organisation Actions ............................................................................257
 iii. Litigation Avoidance .............................................................................258
 iv. EU Initiatives .........................................................................................259
 v. Private Actions ......................................................................................259
 vi. Other Discrete Areas .............................................................................260

B. Cases Exemplifying the Problems of Mass Harm 
Litigation in Ireland ......................................................................................261
 i. Social Welfare Equality Cases ...............................................................261
 ii. Army Deafness Claims ..........................................................................261
 iii. Pyrite Construction Dispute ................................................................262

3. Particular Diffi culties with Multi-party Litigation in Ireland ............................262
A. Legal Aid ........................................................................................................263
B. Insurance .......................................................................................................264
C. Costs Follow the Event ..................................................................................264
D. Conditional Fee Arrangements (CFAs) ........................................................264
E. Advertising and the Irish Legal Profession ...................................................264

4. Irish Law Reform Commission Report on Multi-party 
Litigation 2005—A Closer Look ..........................................................................265

5. Evaluation of Irish Mass Harm Mechanisms and MPA Objectives ...................266
A. Access to Justice .............................................................................................267
B. Judicial and Procedural Economy ................................................................269
C. Fairness ..........................................................................................................269
D. Predictability, Deterrence and Compensation .............................................270

6. Environmental Enforcement in Ireland ..............................................................270
7. What May Lie Ahead ............................................................................................270

A. Developments in England and Wales ...........................................................270
B. Aarhus and Human Rights ...........................................................................271
C. EU Initiatives .................................................................................................272

8. Conclusions ...........................................................................................................272

11. Conclusion ...................................................................................................................274

Appendix: Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 2016 Edition..................................................283

Bibliography ...........................................................................................................................287
Index ......................................................................................................................................299  

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


   ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS   

 With heartfelt thanks to Dr Owen McIntyre, Professor Christopher Hodges, Professor 
Steve Hedley, Peter Sutherland SC, Erin Brockovich, Professor Colin Scott, Professor Joe 
McMahon, Professor Imelda Maher, Professor Deborah Hensler, Professor Vince  Morabito, 
 Professor Stefaan Voet, Professor Allan Kanner, Professor Itzchak Kornfeld, Professor 
 Jasminka Kalajdzic, Mark Tynan, Caroline Fine, Dr David McFadden, Veronica Calnan, Pat 
Rice, Sinead Moloney, Mel Hamill, Robert Crossley, Tom Adams, Emma Platt and all at 
Hart Publishing. Special thanks to Rowland, Veronica, Rowley and Geoff Blennerhassett 
for giving me solace and safe haven. Also to all my dear friends for their kindness. Lastly, to 
Sully, Chloe and Jamie, without whom I would never have managed to do this—thank you 
for all your love and for keeping me going—it’s been an emotional odyssey.  

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


   AUTHOR BIOGRAPHY   

 Dr Joanne Blennerhassett is a graduate of Trinity College Dublin, Université Paris 2 
 Panthéon-Assas,  University College Dublin, the Law Society of Ireland and University 
 College Cork. She is a College Lecturer in the Sutherland School of Law, University  College 
Dublin, where she has lectured since 2003, specialising in Environmental Law, Tort Law, 
and Dispute Resolution. She has a background as a practitioner having practiced as a 
solicitor. She is also a qualifi ed mediator and arbitrator. She was recently awarded a PhD in 
collective redress which formed the background research for this monograph.  

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I


https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I - Generiert durch IP 216.73.216.0, am 10.03.2026, 23:53:51. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845280301-I

