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What follows are responses submitted by TGER and TILCEPA members to questions about human rights based approaches to conservation, and about conservation-rights links more broadly. 

	Working Definition of a Human Rights Approach 

Q: Do you have a working definition/ vision of what constitutes a human rights approach to conservation? If so, can you summarize it here or just add a few key words that represent the concept for you?

	- Andrew Mittelman
“A human rights based approach to conservation requires that all interested stakeholders are provided the right and opportunity to voice their opinions, and have these opinions meaningfully factored into conservation arrangements.  Providing rights and opportunities requires that projects support locally identified requirements for enabling meaningful participation by all involved and interested stakeholders in conservation efforts.  

Projects must take special efforts to provide a “voice for the voiceless”.  Those whose interests/livelihoods will be most significantly impacted by any conservation initiatives undertaken in their area are not necessarily most inclined to speak out and have their voices heard.  Among relatively disenfranchised groups within society including, (for example, indigenous people who may not be able to speak the national language fluently), the poor and poorest, and women, there is a cultural tendency for their being marginalized in local discussions concerning development decision making.  Deliberate, carefully planned and organized efforts are needed to ensure that these groups have their opinions factored into decisions regarding how conservation (and development) efforts are to be undertaken.  This is a vital step for ensuring respect for human rights.  

Projects which aim to apply a human rights-based approach in conservation need to plan, budget for, and undertake specified steps whose explicit results include that “documentation and public dissemination of the opinions of all local groups regarding:  

a)      negative and beneficial impacts of conservation initiatives on their lives and livelihoods, 

b)      how to maximize positive impacts and ensure that a fair share of benefits can be accrued by each group, 

c)       disadvantages of conservation activities with respect to life and livelihood impacts (access to productive resources, for example), and how these should be mitigated through proper planning and compensatory activities,

d)      ideas for enabling the ongoing inclusion of all groups or their genuine representatives in the regular monitoring of project impacts, and recommendations for ensuring that these opinions will continue to be factored into decision making for adaptive management based on lessons learned.

Complementing these efforts, there needs to be an acknowledgement that rural societies are economically and class stratified, and that those who are relatively better off/better placed are able to sequester greater access to benefits.  On the basis of this understanding, project proponents (including government) should join local participatory rural appraisal regarding how resources are currently shared and utilized, and which groups in society will require assistance in order to enable them to obtain a fairer share of access to resources.  The results of this appraisal should provide the basis for project plans to assist the disadvantaged groups to improve their livelihood conditions/access to resources.  One purpose is to motivate these groups, who might otherwise be uninvolved (or negatively impacted), to take an active role in conservation activities, while improving their ability to participate in local decision making processes.  To demonstrate that the results of the rural appraisal and project design response have been successful in empowering/enabling traditionally marginalized groups, monitoring needs to examine the extent to which the opinions and preferred initiatives of traditionally marginalized groups are being factored into project plans, implemented as expected, and achieving expected results.

This requires that projects include explicit activities to elicit the ideas and opinions of marginalized groups.  It must be made clear to local leaders and government that it essential for all local stakeholder groups to be genuinely represented in decision making regarding how resources are to be managed and conserved.  Regular and ongoing stakeholder participation is needed to identify and help implement appropriate project activities.  All groups should be ensured fair access to any benefits being accrued.  They must also be involved in participatory project monitoring, from which recommendations are derived to improve the project’s delivery of benefits and achievement of objectives by appropriately adapting to lessons learned, and thereby improving plans and implementation capacity based on lessons learned.

Much of this implies a need for projects to facilitate a conscientization process among the rural public and any other bona fide stakeholders.  This is required not only to enable marginalized groups to gain a voice in decision making, but for assisting communities toward a consensus regarding an acceptable and scientifically sufficient interpretation of the meaning and practices required for sustainable and equitable management of local natural resources, as well as for local decision making and power structures to adopt the practice of meaningfully involving marginalized groups in efforts to achieve these results.” 


	- Sheelagh O'Reilly
“Not yet - although I believe this should be highly pragmatic.  It doesn't help to just say all human rights are applicable.  It is helpful to focus on key ones including subsistence rights and procedural rights.  It helps also to use those areas where there is clear international case law e.g. in relation to indigenous peoples land rights from the IACHR etc.”  



	- Vololoniaina Rasoarimanana 

“ Personal reflection : A human rights approach to conservation is based on the hypothesis that to be sustainable a conservation area must be managed with the collaboration or by the people around or in it. However, the minimum required to free and use the potentiality of these actors is the fulfilment of their basic rights based on the universal declaration of human rights. If one or more basic rights of these people are not fulfilled, the conservation programme must include actions to address them in their action plan. It must be a condition before taking any unilateral decision concerning these people and the conservation area.” 



	- Dewan Muhammad Humayun Kabir
“To me, a human rights approach to conservation means … conservation strategies that [are] effectively responsive to the fundamental rights of indigenous and local communities (e.g. the right to land and natural resources upon which they are dependent and right to decide their own way of life without external intervention.)” 



	- Mark Dowie 

“… a human rights approach to conservation would be one that regards the traditional occupants of a protected area as land and rights holders. i.e. more than "stakeholders." Another way to define it would be to say it's exactly what Taghi,  Grazia and CEESP and TILCEPA and TGER have been trying to accomplish the past ten years or so.”


	- Alice Bancet (emphasis in original)    
“…I will develop here some points referring to experience I got in Tanzania when working close to a National Park (mainly anthropological research). 

1.  “Human right approach” to conservation is needed first of all for making the balance (even when tough) between fauna and flora protection AND populations established nearby the PA. It is a fact that balanced interest and attention towards natural resources which fell under the administration of authorities (international, national, regional, local) AND adjacent populations have not been the main worry and aim where most of the PAs have been created. So I see through that concept of human right approach a way to rectify this weakness affecting most of the PAs management. So a balanced and equal interest of PAs administration towards key actors AND natural resources could be well considered through this concept of human right approach. What does it mean concretely? 

2.  Some basic steps need to be achieved for aiming to reach a balanced and equal consideration towards … natural resources [and]…populations: 

- transparency meaning to be clearly involved in frequent communications of the problems and challenges of conservation of the protected natural resources to the adjacent populations through regular information meetings and consultancies done towards the diverse local associations and groups composing the social net of the villages and/or towns existing close to the PA. It would … guarantee clear explanations thanks to translations in vernacular languages as well as open[] debates and discussions about:

a. transparency of scientific findings, profiles, interests, research programs (biological and/or socio-economical ones).

b. transparency of conservation techniques, possibilities and policies (definition of administration policies and other influen[tial] actors such as NGOs, researchers and/or any influential institutions involved in the conservation policy of the PA – University programs, scientific laboratories - implicated in conservation programs, researches and consultancies). It would allow people and conservationists to share views and ideas regarding the policies defined by the administration in charge of the PA – as well as its commercial and / or more social projects - and to participate in debates around what each actor considers … the weaknesses, the strengths of the actual policies.

c. according to its stage of development, transparency of the policies and strategies related to tourism activities (exchanging ideas, present and plausible projects for supporting commercial efforts, local industries, implication of interested local associations such as eco-tourism, local handcrafts and development of national and international sales, commercial and language trainings, etc.). 

3. By this way, people who witnessed and/or feared violations of human rights (done in the past) could be able to appreciate first of all a new implication and will – as considered as a new obligation or criteria of PA authorities policies - to consider them as important as protected natural resources for defining the conservation policies, for aiming at reaching an objective combining conservation stakes AND human requests dealing with conservation policies more directly, and those dealing with socio-economic needs, cultural values and practices considered as crucial by local stake holders for the community (for instance traditional healing). 

Conclusion : By introducing the concept of a “human rights approach to conservation”, recognition of a clear transparency between conservationist actors and adjacent populations would allow the ultimate ones to make real the possibility to not fear any more administration (as they have to be considered as unavoidable stakeholders in the conservation process), to end respective resentments between conservationists and adjacent populations and to guarantee the freedom to establish a definitive civic arena (permanently used) for assuring the duty for conservationist actors to recognize, record and consider crucial the various human needs and views with respect to conservation policies and consolidating the transparency of all conservation process of the PA. Compromises need to be found (including permanent effort of mutual comprehension, the search of inevitable compromises for aiming a human right respected conservation approach.” 


	Case Studies
Q: Can you recommend case studies or other documents demonstrating such an approach? 

	- Andrew Mittelman
“The project inception report for the Tonle Sap Environment Management Project (TSEMP), Component 2:  Organizing Communities for Natural Resource Management in the Tonle Sap Biosphere Reserve (FAO Phnom Penh/Siem Reap) calls for and describes the steps which need to be taken to develop such an approach.  (however, the program which is outlined in the report was insufficiently appreciated by the Government of Cambodia and ADB who complained that it was beyond government’s capacity to implement and too time consuming.  The draft Terms of Reference for NGO involvement on the project also incorporated these approaches and principles.  I left the project prior to the contracting of the NGOs, and am unable to say whether these approaches are being implemented.” 



	· Sheelagh O’Reilly  
“I think there are important issues relating to procedural rights that could be built on from the Aarhus convention – especially as it has not only been ratified by the EU but contains within it a clause relating to the need for signatorities to take the issue of procedural rights into the wider international arena in the environment field – including biodiversity and forestry.  This would give a lever to people to challenge the role of the EU and other European states in treaty making work e.g. in relation to forestry and biodiversity conservation.” 



	- Dewan Muhammad Humayun Kabir
“…case studies on CBD 10c Case studies conducted by FPP, UK.”

 

	- Mark Dowie 

“Policy Matters has documented most of the cases I'm familiar with.”


	- Alice Bancet
“I have experienced consequences of policies which were not prompt to transparency and [which] nourish[ed] suspicious, discrimination between administration and adjacent populations as the [former]…were monopolizing decisions related to the PA management without being worried to consult the adjacent populations in case of changes, new policies, etc. The ones who were not considered as locals were getting some [of the] easiest possibilities to be employed by the administration. So the adjacent population was keen to diffuse any bad rumours related to the administration [or] their policies. It built a barrier between administration and adjacent populations (the poorest fringe above all) who felt that they were deprived of any conservation benefits. It didn’t create an incentive environment for allowing the villages to express their voices, fearing interventions, violent abuses towards them from rangers and/or “government” representatives (which unfortunately occurred sometimes). Some were expressing their resentment and disagreement, but [were] confined to a silent attitude making hard any possibilities to change their opinions related to conservation of the National Park (thought to be “bought” by a white and powerful man). So the absence of transparency nourished respective distortions and above all made [it] impossible to build any encouraging environment for considering positively at the village level the conservation of the PA.” 



	Policy Mechanisms 
Q: Can you describe or provide reference to any specific policy mechanisms that support biodiversity conservation in ways that also help fulfil and/or ensure respect for substantive and procedural human rights?

	- Andrew Mittelman
“The (abovementioned) TSEMP Component 2 foresaw the development of a Subdecree on Community Fisheries Management which were to have addressed these issues.  In the end, it was watered down by the authorities and does not achieve what was envisioned.  However, lessons can be learned from examining the Subdecree, as an indication of how governments are reluctant to relinquish centralized authority for natural resource management to local communities, and how generally ill-informed they often are regarding what is required to enable community resource management to contribute meaningfully to the achievement of the stated objective to enact legislation which will contribute to sustainable resource management and poverty alleviation.”

 

	- Sheelagh O'Reilly 
“For instance here the work on creating community conservation areas, development of co-management etc would, by protecting subsistence rights (even if not explicit)”  



	- Vololoniaina Rasoarimanana 
“In general, the human rights are written in the country's constitution and other laws. But, they are forgotten by the majority.  Reminding them in any conservation communication and documents with specific measures to be taken if they are not addressed in conservation programme may be useful. Monitoring and evaluation system of conservation programmes must also include some human rights indicators.” 



	- Dewan Muhammad Humayun Kabir
“In Bangladesh there is no such policy mechanism. But you can see recent policy changes of Philippines and Bolivia on Indigenous peoples’ rights on land and natural resources which are compatible with Human rights approach.” 



	- Mark Dowie 

“Most nations of Melanesia respect traditional methods of conservation, particularly marine conservation, and as such respect to human rights of indigenous communities settled on the coasts lines of their islands. If you haven't been, I highly recommend you find some way to get there. From a community conservation standpoint it is an absolutely unique part of the world.” 


	- Alice Bancet (emphasis in original)

“I suggest insisting on what I mention above: frequent communications of the problems and challenges of conservation of the protected natural resources to the adjacent populations through regular information meetings and consultancies done towards the diverse local associations and groups composing the social net of the villages and/or towns existing close to the PA. It seems to me that those meetings targeting all the different associations and / or groups existing in the villages or towns could ensure the clear duty for the administration to report frequent social activities certifying a permanent transparency work process. Then, social oriented “audits” made by social experts (specialized in conservation issues) with the collaboration of biological experts would be a good way to make pressure on the conservation actors and local leaders to realize those objectives (by offering them trainings for instance) for improving and reaching the human right approaches to conservation. Social investigations equipped with good methodologies for estimating social impacts of conservation, as well as environmental changes, cultural values of protected natural resources, etc. - so social interactions between adjacent populations and PAs policies - if considered as an inevitable part of the PAs administration and evaluation of the quality of the management : for instance, creation of a degree of social implication or achievements as part of the quality of the PA management which would be valorized in the PA tourism industry such as the fair trade concept would pressurize and then motivate the administration to adopt a human conservation approach.”



	Conservation – Human Rights Relationships by Region 
Q: What are, in your experience, the central positive and/or negative relationships between specific conservation issues and specific human rights issues in your geographical area of work and/or expertise? 



	- Andrew Mittelman
“There tends to be some romanticization of the actual capacities of rural and indigenous communities to forge fully robust and effective plans for sustainable management and conservation of local natural resources.  This is not to imply that communities do not invariably have considerable knowledge and experience in these matters.  But in many cases, rapid population increase, habitat and resource depletion has outpaced their ability to adapt.  Lack of, or minimal exposure to potentially relevant alternatives tends to constrain local communities from coming up with the best answers based on traditional knowledge alone.  Projects should provide opportunities for representatives of local stakeholder groups to see what is going on elsewhere.  Opportunities should be provided for project area residents to see and discuss alternatives with other people in similar habitats.  On this basis, they will be better equipped to determine whether some new approaches are feasible for implementation in their own areas, and relevant to achieving their objectives.  

The romantic view of “the enlightened peasant” upheld by some grassroots community activists often responds insufficiently to actual requirements for the success of conservation efforts.  Government and the scientific community, including conservation organizations, may be alienated by such perspectives.  Meanwhile, a focus solely on “community resource management” may ignore the fact that outsiders are more responsible for the deterioration of local ecosystems than the communities themselves. 

Again, a thorough understanding of the local situation needs to be obtained through robust local appraisal and ongoing action learning.  The conscientization process is required to enable local communities (and government) to gain a better grasp of the kinds of opportunities available to them, and constraints upon the design of alternative and sustainable land and resource use.  A hybridization of best practices is required.  

But projects often operate in isolation, failing to create opportunities for effective exchange of lessons learned and through farmer to farmer learning.  Knitting together successful grassroots conservation and development initiatives into a coherent portfolio of successful examples will contribute to networking for advocacy toward developing appropriate policy and legal instruments.  Changes are required to enable some promising alternatives (sustainable extraction, on-farm cultivation of endangered species) to be implemented legally.  

With decentralization policies now common throughout much of S, E and SE Asia, local government offices responsible for enabling initiatives to proceed, have been providing “informal” approval for the implementation of alternatives locally.  It is from these examples that projects such as the SE Asia Collaborative Management Learning Network, for example, is hopefully consolidating momentum that may later be used to encourage enabling national policy and legal modifications to support integrated community-based sustainable natural resource management in which human rights considerations are given a central position.” 



	- Sheelagh O'Reilly 
“…human rights for poor and marginalised people are seen to infringe upon the rights of the non-human entities that are of interest to conservation organisations.  This is a misreading of the situation and it is by not acknowledging the excess use of resources by outsiders that pushes poor people into situations of conflict with non-humans.  This requires a lot more work - there is a small amount in relation to climate change but it is far from accepted.” 



	- Vololoniaina Rasoarimanana 
“Most of the time, human rights are not considered by conservationists. If they take any measure for people, the basis of the choice of the actions are the speciality of the experts rather than the rights of the local people.” 



	- Dewan Muhammad Humayun Kabir
“…one thing I understand [is that] that both State and donor agencies must recognize the land rights and Indigenous & local communities (ILC) own way of life. ILC will decide their own course of life.  Besides Government strategies have to admit that ILC are the flag bearer of biodiversity and traditional knowledge. In most case government consider them as threat to biodiversity and state’s unitary character.” 


	- Mark Dowie 

This is the subject of a book that Mark is working on now. 


	- Alice Bancet
“In the region where I worked, I heard that in 2000 one villager was killed by a ranger and it was known by many people who [were] shocked by those “games” [/events]. Also, it was said that some were victims of humiliation actions, sexual abuses, etc. done by rangers when found within or close to the PA. It seems clear that those practices, even if affecting few people, have contributed to consolidate fears…among populations towards the Park representatives and resentments. 

Also, I experienced some strong stereotyped visions of local peoples expressed by the administration: qualifying them as ignorant farmers and/or headstrong peoples who don’t want to preserve nature, who are not educated so not able to work for the Park and also not trustful peoples (able to help their counterparts for poaching, etc.). 

Discriminated ideas nourishing some times ethnic tendency among the administration staff (recruitment of guides or other representatives coming from certain ethnic groups and territories) coupled to some – even few - human right abuses are definitely jeopardizing good trustful relationships between the PA administration and the adjacent populations as determined by suspicious mutual perceptions.” 

      

	Key Advantages and Drawbacks for Conservation Organizations 

Q: What are the key advantages and drawbacks that you see for conservation organizations adopting human rights approaches? 



	- Andrew Mittelman
“In my opinion, there is really only one right (and potentially sustainable) way to go about implementing conservation activities appropriately, and that is through the religious application of human rights approaches in rural democratization, development, and collaborative natural resource management.  The so-called human rights based approach.  The downside is that the work required to ensure that all rural constituencies are provided a meaningful voice has timing implications which are not normally accommodated within the constraints of donor time frames.  And the expertise required to facilitate such arrangements is also in short supply.  

There is a real danger that, as with participatory development, major donors like the Asian Development Bank, bilateral donor agencies, and NGOs could adopt the language without having a clue regarding what is actually required in terms of on-the-ground activities to fulfil the expectations.” 



	- Sheelagh O'Reilly 
A “key advantage is to build coalitions with people who live in or near protected areas etc, key disadvantage is that the governments do not like the language of human rights - hence the non-use of this language even within the Millennium Development Goals etc.” 


	- Vololoniaina Rasoarimanana 
“Advantages

- More impacts not only in conservation but also in humans

- Interdisciplinarity is a must (advantage or drawback depending on the organization)
Drawbacks

- ....."May be a difficult to defend the specificity of the conservationists and the "scientific experts" (for fund raising)”



	- Dewan Muhammad Humayun Kabir (emphasis in original)

“Conservation organizations need to work with government and ILC simultaneously and find out what went wrong in three stages of biodiversity conservation- strategic (planning and approaches of state), implemental, and target because there are different perspectives and understanding regarding biodiversity conservation and human rights.

The positive things: Awareness building and making different government understanding about the human rights and biodiversity conservation issues.

The Negative things: Biodiversity organizations have failed to make Multinational Companies (MNCs) and Missionaries (responsible for change of religion and culture associated with religion) understand indigenous peoples’ issues and suffering, [and have also failed in] reconciliation of different international laws (WTO, UPOV, ITPGRFA, CBD etc.) related to biodiversity conservation and rights of ILC and farming community.” 



	- Mark Dowie 

“That depends on their interests, their definitions of wildness and nature, their methods of conserving biodiversity, their degree of understanding and respect for traditional ecological knowledge, and the depth of the anthropocentrism ..... and of their racism.” 



	- Alice Bancet 
“ I have insisted above…that this concept could bring: full transparency, a trustful relationship, and warrant a permanent civic arena for adjacent populations where all issues could be communicated, debated, discussed, proposed, refuted, organized, prioritized, etc.”
      

	Challenges Conservation Organizations Face in RBA 

Q: While we can learn from rights approaches in other arenas (e.g., development), what unique challenges do you think conservation organizations might face in taking such an approach? 



	- Andrew Mittelman 
“Human” rights.  Many or perhaps most conservation organizations are still “cutting their teeth” with regard to dealing effectively with the issue of local people’s involvement in conservation efforts.  In many cases, involvement is limited to “being educated” regarding why it is essential for them to participate in conserving local natural resources (even when conservation will have a negative impact on livelihood, at least in the short term).  Many conservation organizations, whether they admit to it or not, continue to carry on the “we know what is right for you” approach.  Putting myself in the position of a desperately poor farmer who must provide for his/her family (about 2 billion people worldwide?), the first issue must be assistance to resolve problems related to extreme poverty.  Then natural resource/biodiversity conservation becomes a more relevant topic for discussion and action.  In reality, the first is necessarily accomplished by attending concurrently to the second.  While it often takes some time and facilitating skills to assist farmers toward this realization, a lot has also changed in the past 10 years.  Here in Thailand, for example, even in the most remote places, among recent additions to the common farmer’s vocabulary are: organic matter, biological substrate, humic materials, forests for aquifer regeneration, and biodiversity.  It is important that people involved in conservation work, per se, begin to better appreciate that rural resource users must be important allies in conservation, and that to mobilize their active involvement, their economic concerns need to share centre stage with those of conservation.” 


	- Sheelagh O'Reilly  
“Getting conservation organisations themselves to see the human rights arguments themselves!” 


	- Vololoniaina Rasoarimanana
 “Humans are the most important species among biodiversity and are the key to …sustainable management of the other species.”


	- Dewan Muhammad Humayun Kabir
“The major threats are the interest of MNCs, International Oil & gas companies, and bioscience companies.” 


	- Mark Dowie 

“The challenge of overcoming the exclusionary "fortress" model of wildlife conservation, which is declining in popularity, but still exists in the global conservation community.” 


	- Alice Bancet
“The main unique challenge I see is to make possible a dynamic experts-community collaboration, I consider fundamental as people do know their natural resources as they are crucial for them. In the development sector you mentioned, many times, projects tend to bring or support construction of new infrastructures like roads, or facilitating micro-credits institutions. Something is brought or proposed to the peoples. In the conservation sector, by letting people share in decisions, information, projects, difficulties, requests, ideas, it would allow a more dynamic collaboration – even if it is a tough process like in any democratic context such as during elections - of adjacent populations to the conservation of protected natural resources. The difficult part is implementing this democratic approach in non democratic or democratizing countries where corrupt practices, discrimination, political manipulations, absence of transparency, authoritarian governances are common. This is a real challenge.  Maybe the way to make it less problematical politically would be to present this human right approach as a social guarantee certifying the good management and social benefit of the PA, as a crucial criteria for its evaluation. Thus, PAs would have to be strongly encouraged by international conservation organizations to respect these criteria … like the more classical ones – as important as the degree of the preservation of the biodiversity [would be]… creation of Community Conservation Committees – a certain profile and thus better reputation. The human rights approach would be perceived as a real positive indicator of good management of PAs, and logically able to be exploited and promoted by the national tourism industry and national tourism policies. Nowadays, it is well known that tourists are more and more demanding about the socioeconomic context of the products they buy and consume like in the agro-industry, the textile industry, in the tourism industry, etc. Consequently, they tend to be more satisfied when products warrant them fair production process and/or socio-economical benefits.” 
      

	Key Advantages and Drawbacks for Local People(s) 

Q: From the perspective of local peoples, what advantages or drawbacks do you see in dealing with conservation organizations that have adopted a human rights approach? 

	- Andrew Mittelman
“It is important to disaggregate the term local peoples into advantaged, moderately advantaged, disadvantaged, and severely disadvantaged.  For the first two, the HR approach may reduce their opportunity to sequester an unfair share of resources including those coming into their communities for supporting conservation initiatives.  Understanding the heterogeneity of rural communities helps uncover the fact that the existing unfair share of local resource access is a cause of negative environmental impacts.  The poor lack alternatives, the rich use their influence to take liberties regarding which the poor are not positioned to expose (sometimes, for danger of their lives), and the better off often hire the poorest and landless whose desperation forces them to take risks by undertake illegal resource destructive activities to provide the better off local agents opportunities to serve as exporters of local resources to outside markets.  For the poor and poorest, HR approaches should enable them to gain a fairer share of access to resources improving household income, and help to lift them from their marginalized status in society and its decision processes providing a meaningful voice in decisions which affect their lives.” 


	- Sheelagh O'Reilly
“National governments!  In many cases the arguments would not necessarily be made explicitly in terms of human rights” 


	- Vololoniaina Rasoarimanana
“Advantages : 

- To have the opportunity to contribute in the conservation of the "global" riches and environment

- To make real the sustainable development and natural resources management” 



	- Dewan Muhammad Humayun Kabir
“ILC Support the initiatives of conservation organizations (not state organization) because they speak in favour of them. But the conservation organizations are not successful enough to bring the state and MNCs under confidence on Biodiversity-Human rights approach.” 


	- Alice Bancet
“Like I mentioned above, advantages are first of all to rectify the tendency which affected many PAs: implementation of transparency, trustful relationship (precedent cases of violations of human rights need to be resolved, compensated) providing a new starting point for launching a full and dynamic collaboration process between all the stakeholders.”  
      

	Impact Assessments & Monitoring Tools 

Q: Can you recommend human rights impact/compliance assessment or monitoring tools that would be useful for conservation organizations? 

	- Andrew Mittelman

“…see the Community Fisheries Site Classification System compiled by FAO, in conjunction with Cambodian government counterparts, local communities and NGOs during TSEMP Component 2.  …”.


	· Sheelagh O'Reilly  
“There are lots around - … NORAD has some good tools and is working a lot in the area of Human rights and development.“ 


	- Mark Dowie 

“Consult the people impacted by conservation ... something all conservationists should be doing as a routine part of their work”


	- Alice Bancet 
“Definitely, environmental and social investigations are both needed to be able to evaluate the degree of environmental historical changes (ecological evolutions and actual challenges and tendencies) as well more social ones for estimating the local knowledge of conservation history, projects (past, present, future) and local opinions done through qualitative and quantitative surveys (testimonies, ideas, opinions, experiences, needs, propositions, statistics showing dependency of people to protected natural resources, and alternative resources, poverty impact, etc.). This is a wide issue which needs to be work with many experts and as far as I know some institutions have already started to work on it.”
      

	Substantive Difference vs. Rhetorical Trend 

Q: Do you anticipate that adopting human rights approaches in conservation will have positive substantive impacts, or do you see a strong risk of falling into yet another trap of using fashionable rhetoric without committing to substantive change? What, in your view, could make a difference between mere rhetoric and a substantial impact? 



	· Andrew Mittelman
 “Donors must insist that key project monitoring indicators include the ability to demonstrate the genuine involvement of marginalized groups in setting project priorities, and examination of whether these priorities have been addressed in reality.  As noted, the danger that HR approaches will become mere rhetoric is real, and in fact, given the track record, it is more likely to become mere rhetoric than substantive.  Often, accessing human rights means preventing others from stepping on them.  This means that local communities need to be empowered to report illegal activities by powerful outside interests, and that perpetrators need to be prosecuted.”

 

	- Sheelagh O'Reilly 
“I would look at both substantive rights (including land tenure/property as a way of meeting subsistence and cultural rights) and also the procedural rights of access to information, participation and of course access to justice.“ 



	- Vololoniaina Rasoarimanana
“Considering that the concept of human rights is not a new one, it is the conservation approach that must be adapted and make more and more stress on it. The organizations in the field must have the ability and necessary resources to apply the approach.”



	- Dewan Muhammad Humayun Kabir
“I feel that a human rights approach to conservation will have a positive substantive impact on the life of ILC and biodiversity” 



	- Mark Dowie 

“The creation and support of working models of CCA, IPA, IPPA and other models that respect the values and science of first stewards who are found in high biodiversity areas. They had to be doing something right.”


	- Alice Bancet 
“It is clear that like any other concepts which are becoming worldwide known that many manipulations are possible and inevitable. But it seems clear that this concept is more than needed as too much laxity has been permitted where PAs were created concerning human rights issues. So it is actually the most important step which needs to be achieved in conservation issues. Nothing has been recognized internationally on this matter and everything needs to done with all the difficulty that it implies: as new approach, it means new experiences and surely many failures but for sure a huge progress for conservation challenges. This approach is nothing else than the recognition of the right of the people to be respected as well as the biodiversity is protected and through mutual and democratic compromises, creativity: by avoiding implementing one solution for all the PAs as differing ones with others and by building trustful relationships between conservation actors and adjacent populations despite all the difficulties. This would necessarily be proudly mentioned by the authorities for promoting tourism industry through a responsible – or ethical - way to warrant conservation of nature in the “South”.”

      


