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Executive summary

The paper advocates a broad interpretation of the right to development in its relation to indigenous peoples and discusses the link between pollution/degradation of indigenous lands, exploitation of natural resources and the human rights of indigenous peoples. This includes the impact of pollution by development-based activities on the collective human rights of indigenous peoples, including forced evictions, “involuntary” displacements, health problems, poverty deriving from loss of traditional means of subsistence, lack of access to safe drinking water and sanitation, destruction of sacred sites, to cite but a few. In many instances, discrimination against indigenous peoples explains why these activities have a disproportionate impact on their collective human rights. The paper focuses specifically on the work of selected United Nations treaty bodies and special procedures, as they relate to the protection of the collective human rights of indigenous peoples to a safe and healthy environment. It also draws conclusions from the work of selected United Nations human rights treaty bodies and special procedures, and highlights a number of key challenges and gaps where enhanced work will be needed in the future. 

I- Introduction
1. When asked on 8 August 2007 by an Australian Aboriginal about the role of the world’s indigenous peoples, the former Secretary-General of the United Nations, Kofi Annan replied, “Governments should listen. They have a lot tell us about living in harmony with nature. If we had listened to the indigenous peoples, a lot of the world’s environmental degradation would never have happened.”

2. The long history of the harmonious and productive integration between indigenous peoples and the environment has never been questioned. Lessons should be learned from the experiences of indigenous peoples, which appear particularly relevant to a broader understanding of the relationship between human rights and the environment. In this regard, particular attention should be drawn to the principle of self-determination and the rights associated with the ownership, possession and use of traditional lands, territories and resources, including the environment.

3. The traditional and direct dependence on renewable resources and ecosystems continues to be essential to the cultural, economic and physical well-being of indigenous peoples. The balance indigenous peoples have maintained for generations between the preservation of the environment, and their traditional subsistence economy, has been lost in recent decades because of growing environmental degradation and increasing pressure on natural resources by States and companies. Large scale agricultural production is imposed on indigenous communities still considered in too many places as “backward and as obstacles” to mainstream development. However, representatives of indigenous communities are still raising their voices in the international fora, denouncing the dominant model of economy which is based on unsustainable development, which further undermines alternative modes of subsistence and leads to violation of  their collective human rights in too many instances. 

4. Today, indigenous peoples are seriously exposed to lead poisoning and other environmental health problems. The special and spiritual relationship indigenous communities have with the lands on which they live, connected to their traditional means of subsistence and their identity, are endangered by actions of a range of States and companies
. In addition to the situation of extreme poverty faced by local indigenous communities, these activities are placing pressure on indigenous resources, and the resulting environmental degradation is impoverishing indigenous communities, forcing many members to emigrate to the cities in search of alternative opportunities
.  

5. It is urgent that the United Nations system and its human rights machinery address this issue by adopting a consistent human rights-based approach when assisting Governments in facilitating the dialogue between indigenous peoples and other stake-holders. However, the United Nations cannot achieve this goal on its own. The successful implementation of any standards, guidelines and recommendations of its human rights machinery towards respect, protection and fulfillment of the collective human rights of indigenous peoples, is first and foremost the responsibility of Governments.

II- International human rights standards, guidelines and mechanisms
6. The need to address environment-related issues from a human rights perspective, based on the principle of the indivisibility and inter-relatedness of human rights is fundamental, and has been highlighted by several mandate holders of thematic mechanisms. The linkage of the right to a safe environment with human rights, strategies and frameworks that are aimed at regulating harmful effects on, inter alia, the environment and health, would automatically bring into play the whole corpus of human rights norms, guidelines and principles.

1) Pollution and the right to a safe and healthy environment : a human-rights based approach

7. Since the World Summit on Sustainable Development convened in 2002 by the United Nations which acknowledges “the consideration being given to the possible relationship between environment and human rights”
, there has been growing recognition of the connection between environmental protection and human rights. The Rio Declaration, in particular, principle 10 on access to information, participation and effective remedies,
 has played an important role in fostering connections between human rights and environmental approaches. The Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development
 emphasizes that respect for human rights as well as respect for cultural diversity are essential for achieving sustainable development. Many other international fora have reminded us of the need to protect the environment and more recently the need to adopt a human rights based approach to the right to a safe and healthy environment. 

8. Several multilateral environmental agreements adopted in recent years provide evidence of the existing links between the protection of the environment and the enjoyment of human rights as well as protecting the environment and human health against risks associated with various forms of pollution. These agreements play an important role in fostering connections between human rights and the environment, in particular by enhancing the implementation of principle 10 of the Rio Declaration.

9. The Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety
, adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, entered into force in September 2003 and seeks to protect biological diversity and human health from the potential risks posed by living modified organisms  resulting from modern biotechnology. In all decision-making on imports under the Protocol, States parties may take into account, inter alia, socio-economic considerations arising from the impact of living modified organisms on the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity, “especially with regard to the value of biological diversity to indigenous and local communities.”

10. Similarly, The Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade
, which entered into force in February 2004, seeks to limit the risks associated with international trade of certain hazardous chemicals and pesticides in order to protect human health and the environment from potential harm. The Convention establishes a Prior Informed Consent procedure, which permits developing countries to prevent shipments of certain hazardous chemicals from entering their territories unless they have explicitly agreed to their import.

11. The Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants (POPs)
 which entered into force in 2004 marked the start of an ambitious international effort to protect human health and the environment from the harmful impacts of persistent organic pollutants and rid the world of most of the highly dangerous pesticides. The Preamble acknowledges that the Arctic ecosystems and indigenous communities are particularly at risk because of the bio-magnification of persistent organic pollutants and that contamination of their traditional foods is a public health issue. 

12. The growing recognition of the links between human rights and the environment was also embodied at the regional level as well. For example, the Aarhus Convention on Access to Information, Public Participation and Access to Justice in Environmental Matters
 - which aims to provide effective means for the exercise of procedural rights in the field of the environment -  recognizes that “adequate protection of the environment is essential to human well-being and the enjoyment of basic human rights, including the right to life itself.”  This agreement is built upon other conventions that highlighted the impact on human health, in what is still a rather timid human rights-based approach to the environment which focuses on the protection of human health. The Basel Convention on the Control of Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and their Disposal
 also acknowledges the growing threat to human health posed by the transboundary movement of hazardous wastes. 

13. Regional human rights mechanisms have also linked the environment to human rights. Unlike the European Convention, The African Charter on Human and Peoples' Rights
 and the Additional Protocol to the American Convention on Human Rights in the area of Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights 
 (Protocol of “San Salvador”) expressly recognizes the right to live in a healthy or satisfactory environment. 
14. United Nations human rights treaty bodies have, on several occasions, contributed to clarifying the nature and content of the relationship between some of the substantive rights set out in the treaties and the protection of the environment. Some of the general comments adopted recently by treaty bodies have specifically addressed the link between human rights and the environment.

15. The Convention on the Rights of the Child refers to aspects of environmental protection in respect to the child's right to health.  Article 24 provides that States Parties shall take appropriate measures to combat disease and malnutrition “through the provision of adequate nutritious foods and clean drinking water, taking into consideration the dangers and risks of environmental pollution.”
.   Information and education is to be provided to all segments of society on hygiene and environmental sanitation.  General comment No. 1 on the aims of education of the Committee on the Rights of the Child
, elaborates the role that education plays in fostering respect for the natural environment. The Committee emphasized that education needs to be designed and provided in such a way as to promote and reinforce the range of specific ethical values enshrined in the Convention, including respect for the natural environment, in an integrated and holistic manner. The Committee stressed that the promotion and reinforcement of the values of article 29 (1) “must focus on problems within the child’s own community.”
 

16. Likewise, in the recently adopted General Comment No 7 on Implementing child rights in early childhood, the Committee reminded “States parties (and others concerned) that the right to survival and development can only be implemented in a holistic manner, through the enforcement of all the other provisions of the Convention, including the right to a healthy and safe environment.”

17. General comment No. 15 on the right to water
 adopted by the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights recognizes water as a pre-condition for the enjoyment of several human rights, including the right to life, the right to food, to adequate housing and to the highest attainable standard of health. The Committee observes that environmental hygiene “encompasses taking steps on a non-discriminatory basis to prevent threats to health from unsafe and toxic water conditions. For example, States parties should ensure that natural water resources are protected from contamination by harmful substances and pathogenic microbes. Likewise, States parties should monitor and combat situations where aquatic eco-systems serve as a habitat for vectors of diseases wherever they pose a risk to human living environments.”
  

18. In the same vein, the Committee affirms in General Comment No. 12 on the Right to adequate food that “the right to adequate food is indivisibly linked to the inherent dignity of the human person and is indispensable for the fulfillment of other human rights” and that it is also inseparable from social justice, requiring the adoption of appropriate environmental policies, at both the national and international levels.

19. The Committee also interprets the right to health as an inclusive right extending to the underlying determinants of health, such as access to safe and potable water and adequate sanitation, and healthy environmental conditions. General Comment No.14 on the right to the highest attainable standard of health says that “The improvement of all aspects of environmental hygiene” comprises, inter alia, the prevention and reduction of the population’s exposure to harmful substances such as radiation and harmful chemicals or other detrimental environmental conditions that directly or indirectly impact upon human health”.
 

20. The special procedures of the Commission on Human Rights (mandates now assumed by the Human Rights Council) also have provided a valuable contribution to examining and advancing understanding of the inextricable link between the enjoyment of human rights and the protection of the environment, including references to this issue in their reports.

21. The mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the adverse effects of the illicit movement and dumping of toxic and dangerous products and wastes on the enjoyment of human rights is the one which is most closely related to environmental issues. In her final report to the Commission, the former Special Rapporteur referred to several new trends in the international movements of wastes, and analysed their negative effects on the enjoyment of several human rights, including the rights to life, health, sufficient food, safe and healthy working conditions, housing, information and participation.

22. The Special Representative of the Secretary-General on human rights defenders includes environmental activists - and in particular those who protest against multinational enterprises through peaceful demonstration, information campaigns and other activities - in the group of civil society actors that are particularly exposed to violence and other violations of their rights. In her 2003 report to the Commission, the Special Representative restated that the ambit of her mandate was in her view “broad enough to include … those defending the right to a healthy environment [or] promoting the rights of indigenous peoples”.

23. The Special Rapporteur on adequate housing as a component of the right to an adequate standard of living has stressed on several occasions that from a human rights perspective, the issue of housing cannot be separated from a range of other issues related to sustainable development, including land, access to potable water and sanitation, a safe and healthy environment, and poverty. In his statement at the World Summit for Social Development, the Special Rapporteur affirmed that “the right to adequate housing needs to be recognized as a crucial entitlement on the road to achieving sustainable development ... since the realization of the right to adequate housing loses its meaning unless processes are put into place to ensure that people and communities can live in an environment that is free from pollution of the air, water and the food chain”.

24. This shows that environmental protection is recognized as constituting a precondition for the effective enjoyment of human rights. These features are now broadly reflected in international practices and developments of the human rights mechanisms/treaty bodies and special procedures in their review of communications and States’ reports when tackling the issue and addressing the collective human rights of indigenous peoples which are the most affected to date by environmental degradation and global harm to our ecosystem.

II) Pollution and the rights of indigenous peoples: the role of the international human rights mechanisms

25. Principle 22 of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development
 together with the Johannesburg Declaration on Sustainable Development
  recognized the role of indigenous peoples in environmental management and sustainable development. In a similar vein, the environmental objectives laid down in the programme areas that constitute Agenda 21 seek to strengthen the protection of indigenous peoples from activities that are environmentally damaging/unsound for the peoples concerned. 

26. The ILO Convention No. 169 concerning Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in Independent Countries also contains protective provisions regarding States’ obligation to protect the right to health of indigenous peoples and preserve the environment and their lands. Environmental impact assessment must be done on planned development activities with the cooperation of the peoples concerned and “Governments shall take measures, in cooperation with the peoples concerned, to protect and preserve the environment of the territories they inhabit.”
 

27. Lastly, the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples adopted by the Human Rights Council on 29 June 2006 requires States “to take effective measures to ensure that no storage or disposal of hazardous materials shall take place in the lands or territories of indigenous peoples without their free, prior and informed consent.”
 States should “consult and cooperate in good faith with the indigenous peoples concerned through their own representative institutions in order to obtain their free and informed consent prior to the approval of any project affecting their lands or territories and other resources, particularly in connection with the development, utilization or exploitation of their mineral, water or other resources” and “provide effective mechanisms for just and fair redress for any such activities, and appropriate measures shall be taken to mitigate adverse environmental, economic, social, cultural or spiritual impact.”

28. The African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights also makes an explicit linkage between the collective human rights of indigenous peoples and the right to a generally satisfactory environment favourable to their development, and the right to freely dispose of their wealth and natural resources.

29. The United Nations Special procedures and treaty bodies dedicated to the promotion and protection of human rights have also highlighted the concerns of indigenous peoples regarding the impact of pollution on their collective human rights in many of their communications, considerations and reports.

30. The Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights and fundamental freedoms of indigenous peoples and the Special Rapporteur on the adverse effects of the illicit movement and dumping of toxic and dangerous products and wastes on the enjoyment of human rights reported on oil activities that pollute rivers and affected the health of the region’s indigenous peoples.
 These activities, often combined with the placing of explosive charges for seismic exploration, have had considerable impact on the environment and living conditions of indigenous peoples, and provoked tension and conflict between some indigenous communities, oil companies and the State. 
31. The Special Rapporteurs also expressed concerns regarding the increasing militarization of indigenous peoples’ areas to protect companies’ interests, resulting in killings, kidnappings and disappearances, which have a dramatic impact on the political and economic situations of indigenous peoples
. The Special Rapporteurs were also concerned that oil drilling on their lands violate their cultural beliefs, which attach spiritual significance to land and territory, and have a negative impact on their living environment
. 

32. In the same vein, the aerial spraying of illicit crops, using glysophate mixed with other products, has affected many indigenous communities. The Special Rapporteurs reported on this practice which has had a negative effect on the health and food security of indigenous communities by polluting their water sources that are used for domestic purposes. Skin and other diseases, pollution of rivers and aquifers, and other damage have been reported
. Extractive sites endangered the ecosystem of the habitat of indigenous communities in a quasi irreversible way when  surrounded by botanical and special marine reserves. The discharge of heavy metal resulting from the treatment of minerals was pernicious for the ecosystem and the health of the communities
. 

33. The traditional practice of fishing, as a mean of survival, is also threatened  by abandoned gold and mercury mines, coupled with gold mining activities that pollute  rivers and waterways, lakes and streams, with toxic substances that enter the food chain and contaminate marine mammals and waterfowl. This seriously affects the health of the communities, leading to respiratory infections and a high rate of cancer. For many indigenous communities, fish is not only an important subsistence staple in the traditional diet but it is also important because of its historical, spiritual and cultural connection to their identity
. 

34. The Special Rapporteur on toxic wastes referred to many cases concerning alleged health problems caused by the use of pesticides within communities and negative impacts on the environment of indigenous communities
, cases related to the degradation and loss of millions of hectares of indigenous traditional lands
, and adverse effects of contamination as a result of mineral and natural resource exploitation and storage and dumping of nuclear waste
. 

35. The Special Rapporteur on the right of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of physical and mental health raised concerns regarding inadequate sanitation and lack of access to safe drinking water arising from the contamination with mercury due to activities of companies. The incidence of water-borne diseases particularly affects infants and children and studies suggest that the levels of lead in indigenous children’s blood remain dangerously high. The Special Rapporteur noted the apparent disregard of human rights, including the right to health, by the private mining sector and recalled that States not only have an obligation to respect the right to health, but to protect this right against harm by third parties. 

36. The Special Rapporteur on the right to food also highlighted the negative impacts of inappropriate development in lands traditionally occupied by indigenous communities. This often happens in the case of large-scale commercial exploitation of the resources on indigenous territories, including mining for minerals, oil or gas, logging, building dams and highways, or expanding industrial agriculture on indigenous lands, carried out without the free, prior and informed consent of those affected, which seriously threaten the right to food through the destruction of ancestral territories and resources. Authorities rarely assess the likely impact of such projects nor do they take timely corrective action, despite legal obligations under the ILO Convention No. 169 concerning Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in Independent Countries.
 

37. The Special Rapporteur has also recalled that the obligation to respect the right to food  entails refraining from realizing development projects that may obstruct or destroy traditional access to subsistence resources, such as hunting or fishing, where this constitutes indigenous peoples’ main means of feeding themselves.
  The obligation to protect the right to food requires Governments, who grant concessions to corporations for the exploitation of resources on indigenous lands, to ensure that they mitigate the human and ecological costs of environmentally damaging projects, such as gold mining, and to ensure that traditional food, water, and other subsistence resources are not destroyed or poisoned.
 

38. The obligation to fulfill the right to food requires Governments to respect the right of indigenous peoples to determine how best to improve their food security and to pursue their own priorities for development. The obligation to fulfill the right to food requires not only overturning de jure legal institutions of discrimination, but also addressing de facto discrimination against indigenous peoples that contributes to their hunger and malnutrition
 , in particular when indigenous communities have been pushed off their land to make way for large-scale plantations.

39. The Special Rapporteur on adequate housing has reminded us that the right to adequate housing is interlinked with the right to a safe environment and may be affected by environmental hazards.
  The Special Rapporteur noted that indigenous communities deprived of their traditional sustainable livelihood as a result of logging activities, military concessions and major tourism enhancement projects, are now increasingly forced to leave their traditional homes and move elsewhere. These operations have often been carried out in the absence of proper informed participation of indigenous communities, with intimidation and threats, and have resulted in unfulfilled promises, displacement and harm to their environment and traditional heritage. 
 

40. The human right treaty bodies are key to guide States on how to address human rights issues and their jurisprudence relating to the pollution of indigenous lands and its impact on the collective human rights of indigenous peoples is comprehensive.

41. The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination has called upon States to combat “environmental racism” and degradation of indigenous lands, combined with the deleterious effect of large-scale exploitation of natural resources in indigenous lands and territories
 and invited States to comply with the ILO Convention No. 169 concerning Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in Independent Countries or consider ratifying it. 

42. In a Statement to the World Summit on Sustainable Development, the Committee noted “that some negative aspects of globalization, including …  land and water pollution, displacements of people, the hoarding of natural resources, all undermine efforts to combat racial discrimination at national and international levels”

43. The Committee was alarmed by the disproportionate average of indigenous communities affected by environmental pollution, in particular mercury and bacterial contamination of rivers caused by mining activities in areas inhabited by indigenous peoples
 and recommended that the State party undertake environmental impact assessments and seek the informed consent of concerned indigenous communities prior to authorizing any mining or similar operations which may threaten the environment in areas inhabited by these communities. 

44. The Committee has further called upon States to pay particular attention to the right to health and cultural rights of the indigenous peoples, which may be infringed upon by activities threatening their environment and/or disregarding the spiritual and cultural significance they give to their ancestral lands.

45. In addition, the Committee has recommended States to adopt a legislative framework which clearly sets forth the broad principles governing the exploitation of the land, including the obligation to abide by strict environmental standards
 and that detailed information on remedies available to indigenous peoples claiming compensation for the environmental depletion of their traditional lands should be made available.
 

46. While acknowledging States’ legitimate priority to combat narcotics, the Committee on Human Rights and the Committee on the Rights of the Child expressed concerns with the “war on drugs” campaign and programmes put in place in some countries
 which seriously impacted on the collective rights of indigenous peoples, including their right to life
, and recommended that the State party carry out independent, rights-based environmental and social impact assessments of the sprayings in different regions of the country and ensure that when affected, prior consultation is carried out with indigenous communities and that all precautions be taken to avoid harmful impact on the health of children. 

47. In its General Comment No. 14 on the right to the highest attainable standard of health, the Committee notes that, “in indigenous communities, the health of the individual is often linked to the health of the society as a whole and has a collective dimension. In this respect, the Committee considers that development-related activities that lead to the displacement of indigenous peoples against their will from their traditional territories and environment, denying them their sources of nutrition and breaking their symbiotic relationship with their lands, has a deleterious effect on their health.”

48. As previously stated, the successful implementation of  standards, guidelines and recommendations of the United Nations human rights machinery that goes towards respecting,  protecting and fulfilling indigenous peoples’ collective rights to a safe and healthy environment, is first and foremost the responsibility of Governments. The recommendations and guidance by the United Nations system should be complemented by the political will of States, and translated into effective measures that address the gaps which still prevail at the national level in regards to indigenous peoples’ human rights.

III- Conclusions and recommendations

49. Although thousands of complaints are filed with local or national authorities,  efforts are still required to combat and stop the violations of the rights of indigenous peoples to a safe environment, including their right to identity, linked to the special relationship indigenous peoples have with their lands, and their right to existence.
 The right to information, the right to free, prior and informed consent prior to any activities that may impact on the environment of indigenous peoples, and the right to meaningful and effective participation in decision-making processes, are key in the protection of indigenous peoples from the large-scale pollution-related phenomena that impact on their lives.
50. Findings of the Special procedures’ mandate holders, in particular the Special Rapporteur on toxic waste
 and the special Rapporteur on the situation of the human rights of indigenous peoples, reveal that national policies, laws, regulations and programmes concerning environment-related pollution do exist in many countries. However, despite the work of a range of actors, including ministries of agriculture, lands, water resources, environment, rural development and health, difficulties remain, and shortcomings to address the issue primarily lie in the lack of implementation of existing laws, regulations and policies.

51. It appears that, even when cultural and environmental impact studies together with strict labeling requirements
 are put in place to protect the health and well-being of indigenous peoples, and to preserve their environment and means of subsistence, communities who are directly or indirectly exposed to pollution are not aware nor informed that any such laws and regulations are to be complied with. This lack of dissemination of information on remedies available for effective redress, combined with the absence of prior and informed consultation with the indigenous peoples concerned, regarding the planned activities and the related regulations protecting their rights, pave the way for systematic and disproportionate violations of their collective and individual human rights.

52. The review of the human rights machinery’s jurisprudence underlined that the administrative and judicial remedies that indigenous peoples had used to address the environmental degradation of their lands and natural resources and to reclaim their rights, had proved ineffective. The apparent failure by States to comply with international environmental instruments is often explained by the argument that pollution, evictions and other related human rights issues do not breach human rights obligations because they are carried out in a manner consistent with domestic legislation. Governments also often claimed that legal recourse was available to those individuals who wished to challenge the evictions or any development-based activities.

53. The present paper has no ambition to list an exhaustive set of recommendations but rather intends to propose principles and areas of concerns to be discussed during the three-day Expert meeting. (Annex 1. List of issues to guide the discussions).

Annex 1. List of issues to guide discussions.

What principles ?

· Meaningful participation

· Free, prior and informed consent

· Free access to information

· Effective remedies

Why ?

· To assist indigenous peoples in reducing the health risks resulting from contamination of their environment and traditional food sources;

· To ensure that privatisation programmes do not compromise the collective human rights of indigenous peoples on their lands, territories and water;

· To ensure that indigenous peoples participate in decision-making processes that may affect their health or development, at all stages of development or mining projects, including planning, development, implementation and monitoring;

· To ensure that comprehensive national environment legislation incorporates relevant international human rights law and reflects relevant general comments and general recommendations issued by human rights treaty monitoring bodies;

· To ensure that indigenous peoples are aware of safety regulations, labeling requirements, and legal recourses to prevent violations of their human rights and otherwise obtain redress;

· To ensure that any alleged victim of a violation of the right to a safe environment who has suffered harm has access to effective judicial or other appropriate remedies at both national and international levels, as well as adequate reparation when appropriate.

How

· International guidelines that cover traditional lifestyles involving use of different natural resources;

· Extensive training and awareness-building, including for civil servants, local governments and the judiciary, with respect to the right to a safe environment as a component of human rights;

· Rights-based environmental and social impact assessments to be conducted prior to the setting up of all mining or other industrial projects, and before any operating licenses are issued, that may have a harmful impact on the right to health of indigenous peoples;

· Recognition that the lands of indigenous people and their communities should be protected from activities that are environmentally unsound or that the indigenous people concerned consider to be socially and culturally inappropriate;

· Appropriate and free access to information concerning the environment that is held by public authorities, including information on hazardous materials and activities in indigenous communities;

· Meaningful participation in decision-making processes;

· Effective access to judicial and administrative proceedings, including redress and remedy.
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