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Abstract: ForumCiv is an international development organization working to create a just and sustainable world 

where all people have the power to effect change. Through this online action research, a novel method to engage 

with for Environmental Justice (EJ) was introduced to ForumCiv.   

A first iteration of the novel online methodology known as the Environmental Rights Toolkit (ERT) was carried 

out.  As action research, this project is concerned with theory and practice, understanding and change. The aim 

is to produce knowledge informing ForumCiv how to unpack EJ. The online method embraces a participatory 

paradigm, which is rights-based and equipped with the content from the three pillars of environmental 

democracy. Throughout this action research, the connection between key aspects of environmental democracy 

and environmental justice was outlined.  

The results indicate a connection between environmental democracy and environmental justice.  Environmental 

democracy facilitates EJ in its different forms. EJ can be perceived as distributive environmental justice, 

procedural environmental justice, and environmental justice as recognition. These different forms are highly 

interrelated, therefore acting for one supports the realization of the other. Similarly, the decline of one lead to 

the decline of the others.  Engaging with the access rights can serve to modify power dynamics in certain 

contexts facilitating the fulfilment of one or more aspects of EJ. 

The insights from this action research can be seen under two perspectives, theory, and practice. The practice is supported 

by theory. A novel practice was introduced to ForumCiv and at the same time, this practice comes together with  visions 

from EJ. To further mainstream EJ in the work of the organization it is necessary that some key areas further integrate 

the conceptualizations made. 
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Democracy. Master thesis in Sustainable Development at Uppsala University, No. 2021,55  pp, 30 ECTS/hp   

Popular Summary: ForumCiv is an international development organization working to create a just and sustainable 

world where all people have the power to effect change.  During my internship at ForumCiv, I developed a new method 

to pursue environmental justice called The Environmental Rights Toolkit (ERT).  The method uses a rights-based 

approach embracing the content of the right to live in a healthy environment and a set of rights known as access rights 

which are the right to access environmental information, public participation in environmental decision making and the 

right to access justice in environmental matters. 

  

By generating knowledge regarding access rights, it is possible to enable the different forms in which Environmental 

Justice (EJ) can take place. To produce knowledge the ERT process embraces a participatory paradigm, this means that 

it looks for knowledge with practical application and values, norms, views from different actors are highly appreciated 

to construct understandings around EJ. The process is online and strives for connecting civil society actors around to 

world, geographically separated but connected by ideals. 

  

For this project, I tested this methodology for the first time. The aim is to produce knowledge informing ForumCiv on 

how to facilitate Environmental Justice. A series of online workshops named online laboratories were facilitated as part 

of the methodology. I used the network ForumCiv to contact participants all over the world to invite them to the online 

workshops as part of the methodology of the ERT  

  

Overall, the results show that the access rights impact in a meaningful positive way for Environmental Justice. The 

involvement and support of civil society organizations such as ForumCiv are critical to creating adequate conditions for 

individuals and communities who suffer from injustice to claim their rights.  Furthermore, and an important hint is 

provided on the potential that the access rights provide to transform power relations. Access rights serve as tools for 

individuals and communities to gain recognition before powerful actors.   

 

The insights from this action research can be under two perspectives, theoretical and practical. From a practical 

perspective knowledge, co-production by ForumCiv must be seen in terms of the institutional capacity to enable global 

processes for environmental justice, via access rights. In parallel, the practice comes together with concepts from 

environmental justice and environmental democracy. To further mainstream EJ within ForumCiv it is necessary to 

integrate environmental justice concepts in key areas of their work. 
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1. Introduction 

Global Crisis 

We are living in a global context where those who are responsible for activities that cause 

ecological and social damage have rarely been held responsible, leaving the costs of damage to states 

and citizens. The negative consequences on the environment have led to the depletion of natural 

resources and at the social level, the consequences are seen in human health, the intensification of 

work and new forms of exploitation (Hansen et al., 2016, p. 7). Water pollution, loss of biodiversity, 

global warming affects us all but not in the same ways (Holifield et al, 2017, p. 1). Contemporary 

environmental justice struggles such as the Flint Water crisis in the US reminds us that power needed 

to decide how to solve environmental problems is unevenly distributed and the capacity to act is also 

not the same.  The central premise of the environmental injustice problems is that unequal power 

distribution tends to place the heaviest environmental burdens upon the marginalized, disadvantaged 

and less powerful groups (ibid et al, 2017, p. 1).  

 At the same time industries such as agribusiness, oil, gas, mining, petrochemicals, manufacturing 

industries and polluting corporations have allocated large amounts of economic resources to 

campaigns against the environmental justice movement promoting neoliberal reform (Faber, 2017, p. 

70). This is because Environmental Justice (EJ) represents a threat to their profits (Ibid, 2017, p. 70). 

However, now more than ever, more and more people are fighting for the human right to a healthy 

environment. Civil society organizations have been developing long-term plans and strategies to 

promote the growth and prosperity of environmental justice. Civil society organizations that promote 

EJ are essential to building a more inclusive, democratic, and proactive society, capable of facing the 

political and economic problems of environmental injustice (Ibid, 2017). 

Thesis project with ForumCiv 

The idea to carry out this research was born during the second half of 2020.  At that time, I was doing 

an internship at ForumCiv, the biggest platform of Swedish civil society organizations. The project 

where I was working focused on developing a “tool” named Environmental Rights Toolkit (ERT) and 

as its name indicates it is concerned with environmental rights. Considering that rights always depend 

on contexts and national legislations, I had to think of an approach that could work in the different 

countries where ForumCiv works. 

From the beginning, I was motivated by the opportunity the project represented because from my 

previous studies in the master's degree I had a great interest in research traditions such as action 

research, transdisciplinary and methods for co-production of knowledge for sustainable actions. I 

thought that if I applied all the above to create a tool dedicated to the right to a healthy environment, 

I could produce something useful for the organization. At the same time, this task is aligned with my 

deepest purposes and ideals in life, being at the service of ideals greater than my existence to contribute 

towards the creation a more sustainable society. This is how I find the meaning of life.  

To properly understand what a tool is, and its deeper purpose, I had to invest a considerable amount 

of time to understand the complexity of ForumCiv, how they work and why are they doing the things 

that they do.   The vision of the organization is to promote a “just and sustainable world where all 

people have the power to effect change” (ForumCiv, 2012).    Shortly after I started working I realized 

that I had to pay more attention to the meaning of the term just in ForumCiv’s vision.  By reflecting 

on the word just, I understood that the task I was given was not about environmental rights per se, it 

was about justice, more specifically about EJ.  

Additionally, during that internship, I confirmed the importance of working towards EJ when 

I had the opportunity to facilitate a series of online workshops named “Climate Labs” with grassroots 
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organizations from El Salvador as a part of a project funded by the Swedish International Development 

Agency.  The original idea of that project was to use and teach design thinking methods to find 

solutions on issues related to the human right to clean water and sanitation.  After reflecting deeply 

on the conversations that we had with the participants, I comprehended that the participants didn’t 

want to learn a new method to create innovative solutions. The participants were concerned about the 

different forms of injustice they are going through. I could tell that they were hungry for justice.  They 

expressed the forms in which they had experienced injustice, such as poor water distribution, external 

actors obtaining permission to use the water for industrial purposes, lack of legal capabilities to 

address the problems, feelings of powerlessness before the immensity and complexity of the problems, 

and little recognition by other actors, which made them feel unseen. At the same time, while we were 

working on that project, I was investigating the procedural aspects of the human right to live in a 

healthy environment known as the PER’s or for this work I will refer to them as “access rights”. I saw 

that those rights have the potential to redistribute power in a way in which people could regain control 

over the common affairs and ultimately benefit human wellbeing and the environment.   Finally, all 

that work was connected in some way with the elaboration of ForumCiv’s Environment and Climate 

Change Policy, a project in which I had the chance to contribute together with Melanie  Rideout who 

at that time was the lead environmental and climate change advisor and Lorenz Peh who was also 

doing his internship as part of his master studies in the University of Lund. After many meetings and 

talks, we put together a document in which we gave a new direction to the organization, environmental 

justice, and climate justice.   

After finishing the internship, I wanted to design and carry out an action research project as my thesis 

project for my master. For this reason, I had the opportunity to extend my stay at ForumCiv.  

The ERT is inspired by the already existing collaborative approaches within sustainability science and 

action research. The difference between the ERT from other collaborative approaches is that this is 

online and has a focus on the use the access rights or the pillars of environmental democracy to engage 

with environmental injustice.   It is something that probably has not been done before and I hope to 

contribute with this method to the development of the social dimension of sustainability science.   

The literature points that access rights were first established in the principle 10 of the Rio Declaration. 

The Aarhus Convention was the 1st international instrument that implements those rights at the 

regional level in Europe in 2001.  On the last earth day, the 22nd of April, while I was working on this 

thesis, the Escazú treaty entered into force in the Latin American and Caribbean region, after Mexico 

and Argentina ratified its commitment.   

 I must comment that both the internship in ForumCiv, and the development of this thesis has been 

developed under a very peculiar global context never seen before. The pandemic generated by the 

COVID-19 virus. This context has caused, among other things, that civil society, educational, 

corporate and government bodies are moving their operations to online modes, which after almost a 

year, for obvious reasons, more and more people feel comfortable entering virtual spaces to talk about 

different topics. 

Online Action Research  

Action research is a term that encompasses a variety of research traditions that have created their own 

version of it. At the center, all versions agree that it is a term used to describe a research approach that 

incorporates theory and action to tackle and change relevant organizational, community and social 

concerns together with ones who experience them (Coghlan and Brydon-Miller, 2014, p. xxv). It aims 

to create spaces for collaborative learning and the design of liberating actions in a constant cycle of 

knowledge co-production. It is also a posture of mutual values committed to generating knowledge 

through democratic practice in the quest for positive social change (Ibid, 2014, p. xxv). 

Peter Reason and Hilary Bradbury (2008) formulated one of the most used action research definitions, 

published in the well-known Handbook of Action Research.  
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“Action research is a participatory process concerned with developing practical knowing in 

the pursuit of worthwhile human purposes. It seeks to bring together action and reflection, 

theory and practice, in participation with others, in the pursuit of practical solutions to issues 

of pressing concern to people, and more generally the flourishing of individual persons and 

their communities.”  (Reason and Bradbury, 2008, p. 4) 

This research embraces an action research approach because it is inspiring to work with people who 

are looking for social change and want to create a better world. In an action research process, the 

researcher, facilitator and participants can flourish individually and collectively.  Action research 

gives value to the knowledge that exists in the way we conduct our everyday life, common sense, 

values and how we experience reality. Through an action research approach, it is possible to offer 

tools and methods to change some issue that is of the participant’s concern.  

The ERT developed at ForumCiv was designed to be an online participatory process to develop 

practical knowledge. This knowledge has to do with the use of the access rights, understand what those 

rights are, why are they useful, how can civil society organizations create conditions for individuals 

and community members to claim their rights and how could these rights be used to engage to support 

environmental justice. Finally, action research is also about creating positive social change. In this 

sense, this action research is looking to create a methodological change to improve ForumCiv’s ability 

to work with EJ.  

Given the context in which we are living, the practice of this research was online. One of the many 

labels within the action research family is the emergent practice of Online Action Research (OAR). It 

has been defined as research that is initiated, conducted, and concluded online, relying upon the use 

of the Internet and web-based technology (Embury, 2014, p. 558). I used emails as one tool of 

communication, Microsoft teams as a web-based technology to create a space for participants to meet, 

SurveyMonkey to send out the invitation of the process, PowerPoint to make presentations and finally 

google docs as a collaborative document to allow participants to write their thoughts.  

This idea of online action research is an emergent practice. The internet and tools contained within 

the web expand the boundaries of communities outside their usual sphere of influence.  Online action 

research has brought forward new approaches and concepts of what should be understood as a 

community and who is part of a community. OAR offers potential for collaboration, planning, action, 

data collection, reflection for communities connected through the ideas they have in common or 

identities rather than the geography (Ibid, 2014 p.559).   

The literature of OAR is developing, most of it comes from areas such as education, online 

professional development, and degree programs (Embury, 2015, p. 531). Good examples of online 

action research are by Flicker et al., (2008) in which they developed an online methodology known as 

e-PAR to engage with youth to promote health in Canada. Hallett  et al., (2007) in Western Australia 

created an online participatory process to promote mental and sexual health among marginalized 

communities. In the field of education Gordon and Edwards, (2012) used a virtual participatory 

approach in a mentoring project for doctoral students to enhance collaboration between students, 

alumni and the faculty at the Fielding Graduate University. Now, I am developing this approach by 

creating an online participatory process with members of civil society organizations. The difference 

from the mentioned examples is that this process is intended to be global, looking to engage with 

participants from different parts of the world focusing on the use of environmental rights to address 

environmental injustice.  

Considering the new context generated by the pandemic, in which most of my internship at ForumCiv 

was online it is adequate to do an online research project concerned with environmental justice and 

democracy. Throughout this research, the networking ability of ForumCiv was used to contact civil 

society organizations and invite them to take part in the first iteration of the ERT methodology. 

Participants were geographically separated but united by ideals. 
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2. Research aim and research question  

ForumCiv, with different active roles, striving for a more just and sustainable world, deals 

simultaneously with several complex problems that arise in different contextual settings. The signature 

method, the Right (s) Way Forward produces limited knowledge to comprehensively advocate for 

environmental justice.   This online action research aims to produce knowledge informing ForumCiv 

how to unpack EJ. To pursue and attain the research aim stated above, the following research question 

guides this online action research.  

How can knowledge co-production by ForumCiv facilitate Environmental Justice and Democracy?   

3. Research Design  

The change that this action research is concerned with is within ForumCiv. The Right(s) Way 

Forward is the signature methodology presents some weaknesses in environmental matters. The 

change is sought by addressing the need to improve the environmental aspect of it. This means that 

the change is at the methodological level. To achieve this, through this action research project the 

novel ERT methodology was introduced and tested. 

 

This action research is looking to improve how ForumCiv works with environmental justice and 

environmental democracy. The question suggests the use of knowledge co-production to generate 

knowledge towards environmental justice. In the context of sustainability Norström et al, (2020), 

defined knowledge co-production (KPC) as: 

“Iterative and collaborative processes involving diverse types o f expertise, knowledge and actors 

to produce context-specific knowledge and pathways towards a sustainable future”.  

Inspired by this definition, the methodology was created, and equipped with content related to the 

human right to a healthy environment and its procedural aspects.  

 

The rest of the thesis is structured as follows. In section 4, the case of ForumCiv is made, the vision, 

mission, how they work, theory of change and the Right(s) Way Forward are presented.  

 

Section 5 is divided into 2 subsections. In the first one, the environmental democracy and its three 

pillars, which are the right access to environmental information, public participation in environmental 

decision making and access to justice in environmental matters are presented. In the second, 

environmental justice is exposed together with the three approaches in which can take place, 

environmental justice as recognition, procedural environmental justice, and distributive environmental 

justice.  

 

In section 6 the methodology and methods are found. In the first subsection, it is explained how this 

project is also an intervention in ForumCiv. Given that the orientation of this study is largely 

influenced by the research traditions emanating from action research and sustainability research, it is 

natural that the methodological paradigms of the present study are essentially participatory.   

 

The main method used in this action research is a type of workshop which I named online labs, in total 

four sessions were facilitated. The topics that were covered in each session were the following (1) the 

right to live in a healthy environment (2) the right to access environmental information, (3) public 

participation in environmental decision making, (4) access to justice in environmental matters and 

reflection.  

 

To generate empirical evidence and to co-produce knowledge, a series of guiding were asked to 

participants. The questions were designed using a framework developed by Caniglia et al (2020). This 

framework is used to identify different kinds of knowledge that support actions for sustainability . 

Looking to obtain empirical material concerning access rights and unpack the potential they provide 
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to materialize environmental justice and democracy. The perspective of the participants in the topics 

is relevant for this research thus it provides information on the potential change that access rights 

could generate in society.  

 

Additionally, a semi-structured interview was conducted aiming to obtain qualitative material to 

appreciate how the organization works, the challenges that entail working with its theory of change, 

and to obtain a vision of the work that has been done concerning environmental justice and the 

environment. Looking to obtain qualitative information that allows visualization of the changes that 

may arise at an organizational level as the result of this action research. 

 

Subsequently, from the results obtained from the Labs, a thematic analysis was carried out. I analyzed 

the results in the light of environmental justice. The idea is to make the results more explicit in terms 

of EJ.  The framework created to analyze the results has the basic assumption that the pillars of 

environmental democracy lead to environmental justice. In other words, by using and actively 

engaging with access rights, it is possible to materialize environmental justice.  

 

Afterwards, the discussion is presented. It is divided first, in a discussion under the action research 

perspective and the second part under the perspective of environmental justice.  

 

Then the conclusion of this research is found. Next, the Acknowledgements are found, my gratefulness 

to all the people and institutions that helped to do this project. Finally, the Annex sections, which 

provide complementary information.  

 

4. The Case of ForumCiv 

ForumCiv is a Swedish platform of civil society organizations working for a just and 

sustainable global development based on the principle of equal value of all people and the right to 

decent living conditions, and the sustainable use of the world´s resources. Their work aims to support 

people living in poverty as regards their ability to organize, claim their human rights and par ticipate 

in the decisions that affect their lives.  (ForumCiv, 2018, p. 2) 

The Vision of the organization is “a just and sustainable world where all people have the power to 

effect change” (ForumCiv, 2012). The discourse is that through the development of democracy, 

common resources are distributed fairly and therefore poverty is reduced. It is not explicitly stated 

that ForumCiv works for environmental justice, however, in the words “just and sustainable” it is 

where the connection is made. Striving for a more just and sustainable world matches with the ideals 

of environmental justice. 

 Moreover, the statement “all people have the power to effect change” fits also in the environmental 

justice discourse, thus it involves a vision in which power is distributed fairly. Power used for a fair 

distribution of environmental harms.  

The objectives of the organization are established in the overall policy platform, with two broad 

objectives. (1) Strengthen marginalized people around the world to organize to claim their rights. (2) 

Advocate for changes that contribute to a just and sustainable world. 

ForumCiv has four roles that interact with each other, looking to give the organization a 

comprehensive, competence, legitimacy, and a financial base (ForumCiv, 2012): 

 

- Advocate: For changes that contribute to a just and sustainable world  

- Capacity developer:  Strengthen development actors in Sweden and abroad. 

- Development:  Run development programs in partnership with organizations in partner 

countries. 



6 

 

- Grant administrator: Distribute and quality assures grants to Swedish organizations 

working with international development cooperation and with Swedish information 

campaigns on global issues.  

 

Within each of the roles or functions performed by the organization, different activities are carried 

out. The organization´s theory of change below is used as a thinking tool for strategic planning  and 

monitoring and evaluation. It clarifies the assumptions behind the work and how ForumCiv contributes 

to change, it helps to create a common understanding of who ForumCiv is as an organization.  

 

 

Figure. 1 ForumCiv’s Theory of Change. Source: Website  (“Theory of Change,” n.d.). (With permission of 

Forum Civ) 

Additionally, ForumCiv works using Right Based approaches.   

“This approach departs from the assumption that change is only sustainable when determined, 

implemented and owned by rights-holders from communities themselves. A rights-based approach 

means actively working with the fulfilment of human rights and includes active participation, non-

discrimination, accountability and transparency”. – Liberia Midterm Report 2019 

  

Additionally, ForumCiv works with three development perspectives gender equality, environment and 

climate change, conflict, and do no harm. These are integrated programs and projects aiming to 

promote a comprehensive approach to ForumCiv’s work. The development perspectives are used to 

view all their interventions from several approaches to understand contexts and analyzing power 

relations affecting right holders. (ForumCiv, 2020) 

 

In the Development Perspectives document by ForumCiv, a definition of EJ can be found: 

 

“Environmental justice is the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people irrespective of 

nationality, ethnicity, class, sexual orientation, gender identity, disability, age, political ideology or 

religion with respect to the development, implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws, 

regulations, and policies. It is the right of all persons to enjoy the same degree of protection from 

environmental and health hazards and equal access to the decision-making process to maintain a 

healthy environment in which to live.” -  ForumCiv, (2020) 

 

 

The Right(s) Way Forward 

The Right(s) Way Forward is the signature methodology the organization uses  to work with 

communities. It contains instructions and guidelines for community facilitators and several 

participatory methods and exercises focusing mostly on gender and some on environmental issues. 
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The main idea is that a community will come up with a plan with desires changes they want, then they 

will prepare a strategy to meet with a governmental representative to have a dialogue and together 

implement that plan. 

“Right(s) Way Forward (RWF) is a community-based, interactive tool that seeks to empower 

community members to improve their capacity to formulate, advocate and claim their rights 

for sustainable development. The tool emphasizes the equal control over, and distribution of, 

natural resources between women and men, and their participation on equal terms. The tool 

aims at creating a space for dialogue between rights-holders and duty-bearers to address 

different community concerns in a collaborative manner. 

 

Its approach respects and expands on the existing capacity and knowledge of the communities 

to create the change they wish to see. RWF is an adaptable and flexible process which follows 

a tried, tested and proven methodology of exercises and concepts to create sustainable, 

community-driven change. It is ForumCiv’s methodology for adopting a rights-based 

approach and encompasses all aspects. 

Which are central to development work, providing a platform for the exchange of viewpoints. 

The material is developed around issues related to Gender Equality and Equity, Environment 

and Climate change, and Conflict and Do No Harm. RWF is intended to be used by Civil 

Society Organizations (CSOs), Community Based Organizations (CBOs) and NGO Partners 

working with these CBOs and community members. It is a complete cycle and by design 

constructed to be highly adaptable and flexible. This allows the tool to respond to different 

project needs and cycles.” 

Source: The Right(s) Way Forward Methodology Online Document 
Box 1: Description of the Right(s) Way Forward methodology 

 

The figure below shows the process of the Right (s) Way Forwards methodology.  
 

 

Figure 2: The Right (s) Way Forward methodology. Source: Webpage (“Right(s) Way Forward,”) (Open 

Acess) 
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The RWF is divided into two main phases, community mobilization and dialogue for change.  

The community mobilization consists of the following steps: (1) Planning and stakeholder 

engagement, which aims to understand the context of the community and stakeholders. (2) Community 

facilitator training, here a community representative is selected to lead the process, to ensure that is 

the community owns the process. (3) Community workshop, here the facilitators enable to community 

to analyze different issues and agree on a community action plan.  (ForumCiv, n.d., p. 6,7). 

 

The dialogue for change, involves (1) Strategies for dialogue, here facilitators, together with 

community representatives identify possible pathways for action to implement  the community action 

plan (2) Community implementation, this step addresses the activities of the community action plan 

that can do by themselves without external support from duty bearers (3) The dialogue with Duty -

Bearers, where it is expected to produce a joint agreement to address the issues presented in the 

community action plan (ForumCiv, n.d., p. 6,7). 

 

“The result or outcome of the dialogue can be in different forms depending on the context and current 

situation. It can range from the concrete agreed implementation of parts of the CAP (community action 

plan), through to improved relationships with duty-bearers or increased knowledge and understanding 

of governance structures by the community.” – The RWF methodology. 

After an analysis of the RWF, it is evident that its approach to environmental matters is very weak. 

Concerning environmental justice, this aspect is non-existent within the methodology. There is no 

clear intention on what is to achieve or what environmental problems are to be solved. The most 

concerning problem is that despite that the name of the methodology signals  a straightforward rights 

focus, the truth is that its approach to rights is poor. The methodology is not balanced, by typing the 

word gender in the pdf search function, it appears 200 times while the word environment is only 50. 

This single exercise shows how unbalanced the methodology is.  

 Another troubling aspect is that it uses inaccurate language, it confuses basic concepts such as 

obligations and duties, treating them as if they were synonyms. Finally, the methodology assumes that 

community members and public authorities or “duty-bearers”, through a Freirean dialogic process, are 

going to reach an agreement to make a community action plan or wish list happen. In reality, those 

interactions cannot be a true dialogue. If governmental actors are open to receive community members 

it is not going to be dialogue. Those interactions are negotiations, in which one party tries to inflict 

power over the other and countless political, economic, and social interests influence the process. The 

methodology depends on political will to operate and if that is not on the table it is not likely to work. 

Communities need to have a stronger knowledge of how to use their rights and other alternatives to 

make their voices heard and make the changes they want to see.   

From different reports one can observe the following issues, that concern this study:  “CSO1 was often 

seen as implementors of donors programme and not as independent actors representing right holders 

or communities themselves.”  (ForumCiv, 2021, p. 11) 

 

“Recommendations ForumCiv should: 

o “Explore new ways of collaborating.” 

o “Invest more time and resources on comprehensive partner assessment to  be able to 

“provide the right type of support.” 

o “Instead of asking CSO for written documentation and reports about the 

organizations, invite them to meetings or workshops to understand and map their 

strengths and weakness, including networks.”  (ForumCiv, 2021, p. 16) 

 

 

1 Civil Society Organization 
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5. Theoretical Concepts 

5.1. Environmental Democracy  

Environmental democracy is founded on the notion that public participation is critical to guarantee 

that decisions impacting land and natural resources address citizen’s interests. Its foundations rest on 

the right to free access to environmental information, the right to participate in meaningful decision 

making and the right to seek enforcement of environmental laws or compensation (Fischer, 2018 p. 

257). Environmental democracy can be defined in different ways, however, Fisher (2018) points that 

the common thread is the belief that citizens affected by environmental concerns should have equal 

rights in participating in environmental decision processes. Environmental democracy is based on the 

idea that there is a connection between democratic participatory  processes and the environment 

(Eckersley, 2020, p. 217).  

Human rights have never been given; they have been won through collective action arising from active 

civil society.  Rights revolutions originate from below in civil society, not leadership from above. 

Emerging synergies between democracy, human rights and environmental protection have yet to 

transform how society is organized and behave (Baber and Bartlett, 2020, p. 73).  Today, at least 110 

constitutions have incorporated and recognized the human right to a safe, clean, healthy, and 

sustainable environment.  Constitutions are the highest and strongest laws from the nation, they are 

fundamental components of cultural roles, reproducing society´s values and visions. (Boyd, 2019, p. 

19). 

Since the Stockholm Declaration in 1972, many countries have been adopting provisions addressing 

environmental matters, some have called it the environmental rights revolution (May and Daly, 2019, 

p. 18).  The normative development of some basic environmental rights has reached national 

constitutions and legislations around the world which are now presenting as a feature the recognition 

of environmental rights (Gellers, 2017) in (Pickering et al., 2020, p. 6).  

Each country has formulated this right in different ways. For example, some countries like Bolivia, 

Ecuador, Georgia, or Greece combine substantive rights with sustainable development or cultural 

advancement. Some other constitutions connect the environment to other constitutionally protected 

human rights (May and Daly, 2019, p. 110,111).  

The right to a healthy environment contains two different dimensions. A collective, which means this 

right contains a universal value, a global interest, which affect the whole of humankind and is due to 

present and future generations. The individual dimension refers that its degradation produces direct or 

indirect effects on individuals, threatening the enjoyment of other human rights, such as health, 

personal integrity, or life. (Abello-Galvis and Arevalo-Ramirez, 2019).   

The human right to a healthy environment contains two different aspects. The substantial aspect and 

the procedural aspect. The rights whose exercise contribute to environmental protection and lead to 

the formulation and implementation of improved environmental laws and policies, known as 

procedural rights, the PER’s. The procedural aspect has been gaining international attention since the 

Declaration of Rio in 1992. Its 10 th principle sets out three core procedural rights concerning 

government decisions on environmental matters: access to information, participation, and access to 

justice (Abello-Galvis and Arevalo-Ramirez, 2019, p. 221).  

The Principle 10 of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development, adopted during the United 

Nations Conference on Environment and Development (Rio de Janeiro, 3 – 14 June 1992), reads as 

follows:  
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“Environmental issues are best handled with participation of all concerned citizens, at the relevant 

level. At the national level, each individual shall have appropriate access to information concerning 

the environment that is held by public authorities, including information on hazardous materials and 

activities in their communities, and the opportunity to participate in decision-making processes. 

States shall facilitate and encourage public awareness and participation by making information 

widely available. Effective access to judicial and administrative proceedings, including redress and 

remedy, shall be provided.” 

When stakeholders have the right to receive free and timely information, participate in deliberation 

about an appeal to governments granting permission, is most likely beneficial for the environment.   

The right to information, participation, and access to justice constitute the pillars of environmental 

democracy which are also known as “access rights”. These rights work in combination, information 

rights include access to opportune and reliable information from governmental agencies overseeing 

activities that impact the environment. Participatory rights enable stakeholders to shape governmental 

decisions in environmental matters, including submitting comments, asking questions and attend and 

participate in a public meeting. Accessing justice means that stakeholders are enabled to seek 

mediation and enforce court orders in the face of negative responses or inaction from the government 

in environmental matters.  (May and Daly, 2019, p. 21) 

“Collectively such process of rights can raise awareness, provide opportunities to participate, foster 

empowerment, strengthen local communities, facilitate government accountability, increase public 

acceptance of decisions and contribute to the legitimacy of governmental action.  Procedural right s 

can also promote discourse and democratization through concomitant rights to assemble, speak and 

participate in governance” May and Daly, (2019). 

In the context of climate change, the access rights enable civil society to provide inputs into 

environmental governance, strengthening accuracy and transparency, improving the likelihood that 

policies incorporate the perspectives of those most vulnerable to the harmful effects of climate change. 

PERs offer a means of empowering individuals and groups that have been historically disadvantaged 

in environmental governance (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 104). The PERs are not only meant to 

persuade social sustainability and environmental justice but ends by themselves (Gellers and Jeffords, 

2018 p. 105). 

Democratic participation processes are fundamental mechanisms to resolve conflict arising from 

environmental problems and most importantly, are pathways to create a more sustainable society.  

(Hayward 2013; Beierleand Cayford 2002) in (Fischer, 2018, p. 260). Some think that an effective 

way to solve climate and environmental problems can be made through citizen participation and 

democratic procedures (Fischer, 2018, p. 260). 

Evidence shows that environmental protections efforts are stronger where environmental policy 

embraces procedural rights (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 100). On average, environmental 

performance is stronger in countries that have embraced procedural environmental rights in national 

legislation. (Pickering et al., 2020, p. 6) Features that constitute environmental democracy are access 

to information, which is related to the “right to know”, public participation and access to justice.  

 

Access to Environmental Information 

The realization of a constitutional right to a healthy environment depends on the capacity of 

individuals, communities, CSOs, companies and decision-makers to access information about the state 

of the environment. The right to access information provisions in national constitutions has 

proliferated around the globe. It is recognized by 96 constitutions and 110 countries have access to 

information provisions in their national laws (Bruch et al., 2019, p. 96) . 

The right to access information reflects the “right to know” . Knowing provides an opportunity to 

participate in environmental decision making and a responsibility to understand and assess the 

meaning of the information (Fischer, 2018, p. 261). Accessing environmental information enables 
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awareness of the public of governmental decisions taking place. (Kravchenko, 2010, p. 618). 

When Citizens are empowered with information, they can make better decisions and make duty bearers 

accountable (Parola, 2013, p. 68). Access to information empowers citizens to hold decision-makers 

accountable, narrows the space of corruption, and improves environmental governance.  

The definitions of what should be understood by environmental information will vary depending on 

the context. According to the Bali Guidelines published by the UNEP in 2015, if it deals with the 

following elements then it should be considered environmental information:   

o “The state of the environment and/or one or other of its physical,  cultural or social 

elements.” 

o “The interaction of the society with the environment, including activities, projects and 

circumstances that can have an impact on the society or the environment.”  

o “Plans, policies, programmes, or actions relating to the management of the environment.”  

 

The Aarhus Convention defines Environmental Information as:  

Environmental information means any information in written, visual, aural, electronic or any other 

material form on:  

a. The state of elements of the environment, such as air and atmosphere, water, soil, land, 

landscape and natural sites, biological diversity, and its components, including genetically 

modified organisms, and the interaction among these elements.  

b. Factors, such as substances, energy, noise and radiation, and activities or measures, including 

administrative measures, environmental agreements, policies, legislation, plans 

and programmes, affecting or likely to affect the elements of the environment within the scope 

of subparagraph (a) above, and cost-benefit and other economic analyses and assumptions 

used in environmental decision-making.  

c. The state of human health and safety, conditions of human life, cultural sites and built 

structures, in as much as they are or may be affected by the state of the elements of the 

environment or, through these elements, by the factors, activities or measures referred to in 

subparagraph (b) above.  

The Escazu Agreement defines Environmental Information as:  

Any information that is written, visual, audio, and electronic, or recorded in any other format, 

regarding the environment and its elements and natural resources, including information about 

possible risks and any possible adverse impacts affecting or likely to affect the environment and 

health, as well as to environmental protection management.  

The Escazu agreement defines what should be understood by the exercise of this right.  

Exercising this right means:  
 

1. Requesting and receiving information from competent authorities without explaining 

the reasons for the request.  

2. Being informed promptly whether the requested information is in possession or not of 

the competent authority receiving the request.  

3. Being informed of the right to challenge and appeal when information is not delivered, 

and of the requirements of exercising this right.   
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The recognition of a right to a healthy environment, in some countries, implicitly includes the right to 

information. Structures to support those types of mechanisms could be transparency laws and 

accountability, governmental institutions that are in charge to implement the transparency 

laws. Constitutions can include specific or general rights to information for all citizens and residents.  

 

Public Participation in Environmental Decision Making 

Democracy in all its forms it´s about participation. Public participation of citizens is basic to 

environmental democracy (Fischer, 2018, p. 257). With active participation in environmental decision 

making, citizens can recover control and power over their destinies to engage in future participatory 

processes (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 104). 

Environmental decisions can take many forms. It should be considered as an administrative procedure 

where an environmental authority has the decision-making responsibility or has consultation 

responsibilities.  Environmental impact assessments procedures, strategic environmental assessments, 

land use and resource management permits, sectoral and spatial planning, natural resource 

management, nature conservation and biodiversity mechanisms, marketing approval for chemicals and 

GMOs, legislative drafting and licensing concession for exploitation of natural resources, are some of 

the examples of what the term environmental decision may encompass.  The form of the public 

participation mechanism will be depending on the type of decision, scope, impact, and interests.  

(UNEP, 2015 p. 64, 68, 69). 
 

Such decisions can directly infringe the right to a healthy environment of the ones living close by. 

However, indirectly environmental degradation affects us all. Public participation in environmental 

matters is critical to influencing the outcome of those decisions (UNEP, 2015, p. 74). The foundation 

of public participation in environmental decision-making lays in “the right of those who may be 

affected, including foreign citizens and residents, to have a say in the determination of their 

environmental future” (Shelton, 2006 p.26) in (Parola, 2013 p.69).  

 “Meaningful public participation is critical to ensure that land and natural resources decisions 

adequately and equitably address citizens”- (Fischer, 2018, p. 257 

Paehlke (1995) defined environmental values as “embodying an appreciation of nature in all of its 

varieties” (Fisher 2018 p. 265.)  The international document known as the Bali Guidelines published 

in 2015 by UNEP recognizes that it that through participatory processes that a community can 

incorporate their values in an environmental decision. Additionally, it improves social cohesion and 

the legitimacy of decisions taking place. It represents an opportunity to integrate local knowledge.  

Access to Justice in Environmental Matters 

Dispute resolution in environmental matters involves the complex intersection of social, 

economic, and political interests, involving natural resources that are the basis for economic 

development and traditionally disadvantaged groups and communities that cannot often access dispute 

resolution mechanisms and government enforcement proceedings (Bruch et al., 2019, p. 183). 

On one hand, unfair dispute resolutions repeatedly contribute to environmental harm, lasting conflict, 

and social disintegration. According to Fearon and Laiting, (2003) between 40-60 per cent of the civil 

wars in the last 60 years have been related to natural resources. The benefits of a good system that 

promotes fair dispute resolution decrease conflict, increase social cohesion and inclusion. (Bruch et 

al., 2019, p. 184) 

Access to justice in environmental matters is related to the enforcement of the o ther two pillars. 

(Parola, 2013, p. 157). The last sentence of Rio Principle 10 calls states to provide national 

mechanisms that enable remedies to all individuals and groups. (UNEP, 2015, p. 99). “Effective access 

to judicial and administrative proceedings, including redress and remedy, shall be provided.” 
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Furthermore, Article 8 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights states “Everyone has the right 

to an effective remedy by the competent national tribunal for acts violating the fundamental rights 

granted him by the constitution or by law”. 

From the state perspective, the aspect of access to justice in environmental matters can be seen as a 

strategic integrative approach to address environmental matters, accessing to justice may involve 

administrative appeals or other non-judicial mechanisms, but access to justice triggers the activity of 

a different branch of power, the judicial branch (UNEP, 2015, p. 102). 

“Access” means that those who are looking for alleviation, have knowledge or can easily find th e 

mechanisms available to them, furthermore those who are looking for alleviation can use those 

mechanisms without delay or prohibition and finally it also means access to skilled technical 

assistance to seek relief on their claims. Some of the barriers related to access are jurisdictional 

accessibility, financial accessibility, geography, access to specialized knowledge. (Bruch et al., 2019, 

p. 192). 

In connection with the right to access environmental information, if someone believes that his or her 

information request was either ignored, wrongfully refused, or inadequately answered, this person has 

the right to access a judicial procedure (Parola, 2013, p. 157). Among others, this means that just by 

the inactivity or wrongful activity of public authorities in this regard, the right holder, following what 

is stated by national laws, can activate the involvement of the judicial branch of power to resolve this 

matter. Among others, this means that just by the inactivity or wrongful activity of public authorities, 

the right holder, following what is stated by national laws, can activate the involvement of the judicial 

branch of power to resolve this matter. 

 

5.2. Environmental Justice 

EJ can be seen from two perspectives, as a theoretical lens and as a social movement. The 

literature situates the first EJ studies in the United States at the beginning of the ’80s, where the results 

incited social mobilizations (Holifield et al., 2017 p.2). However, the social movements for EJ 

emerged at the end of the ’70s as a critical response to the environmental bureaucratic reform (Brulle, 

2000) in (Sicotte and Brulle, 2017, p. 26).  Originally EJ movements emerged in the global north, yet 

the movement has quickly expanded through the global south (Ibid, 2017).   

EJ as a social movement articulates a vision of social change, which implies building and supporting 

sustainable and egalitarian communities in the face of attacks from governments and corporations  

(Pellow, 2017, p. 46). 

 Unlike the rest of the environmental social movements, EJ focuses on legal reforms and questions 

how the law continues to privilege the elite at the expense of people who work in the fields to improve 

their communities. Another difference is that EJ focuses on the health and well-being of people, as 

opposed to environmental conservationist movements which ignored urban concerns, the poor, and 

minorities. (Scott, 2014, p. 6). 

The work of environmental justice activists ranges from environmental damage in a very broad sense, 

from the air, water, soil, workplaces, urban planning, real estate development, water and sanitation, 

food deserts, etc. Environmental justice as a social movement highlights the relationship between 

incentives, unsustainable practices in the production of waste, exploitative practices, and differenc es 

in the exposure of pollutants (Scott, 2014, p. 6). 

EJ as a theoretical lens usually is interdisciplinary and participatory, it is concerned with systematic 

problems related to power, property, natural capital, and the disparities that occur concerning access 

to environmental services and the distribution of environmental burdens (Scott, 2014, p. 5).  

Environmental justice encompasses a wide variety of issues, primarily in the way people should be 

treated and how the world should be. Observing how for some social groups the environment is a 
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source of prosperity and well-being, while for others it is a source of threats, risks, and access to 

resources is limited for some while for others it is the opposite. The term has been used in different 

ways, both as a campaign slogan and as a description of academic studies and social movement  

(Walker, 2012a, p. 12). 

Environmental justice researchers have been reluctant to provide straightforward definitions. This is 

because the concept serves a variety of functions. For example, it serves to describe the conditions of 

something observable and measurable, but also to describe normative terms and condemn present 

conditions and name desired conditions for the future. Since the conception of the classic document 

of environmental justice, the principles of environmental justice of 1991, the terminology of EJ has 

evolved taking new political meanings, assuming new problems and aspirations depending on context. 

With this expansion, the question, justice for whom, has also become more complex to agree on a 

single definition (Holifield et al., 2017, p. 3). 

Walker (2012), points that there is extensive activist, political and academic literature that has tried 

to come up with definitions of EJ, however, there has not been an agreement for a single definition 

and points that it is better to have multiple definitions.   

 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts 

‘Environmental justice is the equal protection and meaningful involvement of all people with respect 

to the development, implementation and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations and 

policies and equitable distribution of environmental benefits.’ (Commonwealth of Massachusetts 

2002: 2) 

US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

‘Environmental Justice is the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of 

race, color, national origin, or income with respect to the development, implementation, and 

enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies. It will be achieved when everyone 

enjoys the same degree of protection from environmental and health hazards and equal access to 

the decision-making process to have a healthy environment in which to live, learn, and work.’ (US 

Environmental Protection Agency 2008) 

Friends of the Earth Scotland 

‘Environmental justice is the idea that everyone has the right to a decent environment and a fair 

share of the Earth’s resources.’ (Friends of the Earth Scotland 1999)  

Coalition for Environmental Justice (in Central and Eastern Europe) 

‘A condition of environmental justice exists when environmental risks, hazards, investments and 

benefits are equally distributed without direct or indirect discrimination at all jurisdictional levels 

and when access to environmental investments, benefits, and natural resources are equally 

distributed; and when access to information, participation in decision-making, and access to justice 

in environment-related matters are enjoyed by all.’ (Steger 2007) 

Bunyan Bryant 

‘Environmental justice refers to those cultural norms, values, rules, regulations, behaviours, 

policies and decisions to support sustainable communities, where people can interact with 

confidence that their environment is safe, nurturing and productive. Environmental justice is served 

when people can realize their highest potential, without experiencing the ‘isms’.  
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Environmental justice is supported by decent paying and safe jobs, quality schools and recreation; 

decent housing and adequate health care; democratic decision making and personal empowerment; 

and communities free of violence, drugs and poverty.’ (Bryant 1995a : 6)  

Carolyn Stephens, Simon Bullock and Alistair Scott 

‘Environmental justice means that everyone should have the right and be able to live in a healthy 

environment, with access to enough environmental resources for a healthy life; that responsibilities 

are on this current generation to ensure a healthy environment exists for future generations, and 

on countries, organisations and individuals in this generation to ensure that  development does not 

create environmental problems or distribute environmental resources in ways which damage other 

people’s health.’ (Stephenset al . 2001 : 3) 

Source: Walker, GP, 2012. Understanding Environmental Justice. 

Box 2: EJ definitions 

Taking into consideration the content of the provided definitions, it is possible to observe different 

important aspects relevant to this thesis.  First, most of the environmental justice research is concerned 

with the distributional approach, pointing those unfair burdens of environmental risks and hazards are 

carried by poor communities and communities of color. From this point of view environmental 

inequality happens when the costs of environmental risks and the benefits of good environmental 

policy are unfairly distributed across demographic and geographic spectrums (Schlosberg, 2007 p. 56) 

One of the causes of an unfair distribution of environmental burdens and benefits is because the people 

who make the decisions that transform the environment are usually the ones who enjoy the benefits of 

those decisions and the ones living with the environmental burdens are not taking part in the decision-

making process (Schlosberg, 2013; Walker, 2012) in (Bell and Carrick, 2017, p. 101). 

 Second, on both local and global scales, throughout history, most people have been excluded from 

decision-making processes that change environmental conditions. Today there are great inequities in 

power and influence over environmental decisions. From the point of view of environmental justice 

studies, this is known as procedural environmental justice. (Bell and Carrick, 2017, p. 101).   This 

concept highlights that an unfair institutional framework for environmental decision-making leads to 

an unfair distribution of environmental benefits and burdens. (Morello-Frosch 2002; Stephens et al. 

2001; Sze et al. 2009) in (Bell and Carrick, 2017, p 102).  

Whyte (2017) describes injustice as systematic moral wrongdoing, this occurs when a group of people 

or some members of society suffer because of involuntary or voluntary features such as race, disability, 

class, gender, indigeneity, or ethnicity.  She emphasizes that patterns of systematic moral wrongdoing 

are present in societal institutions (environmental agencies, corporations, and non-governmental 

organizations) and national institutions that are failing to protect citizens for whom they are 

responsible. She points that it is a failure of distributive justice thus populations face unequal burdens 

of environmental hazards for morally arbitrary reasons (gender, class, ethnicity, indigeneity) (Whyte, 

2017, p. 116). 

Finally, the distributive and procedural aspects of EJ stand for the equality of all people before societal 

institutions and nation-states. However, the recognition paradigm identifies failure in societal 

institutions to recognize or respect diversity as a source of systematic wrongdoing. “Differences 

should be respected and acknowledged if societies are to avoid wrongdoing against each other ” The 

absence of recognition and the lack of respect produces adverse effects for the non-dominant groups 

(ibid, 2017 p.117, 118). 

Bell and Carrick (2017) point that recognition is very important to enable the other aspects of EJ, thus 

without recognition of vulnerable groups, then there won’t be any type of involvement for decision-

making processes.  
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Under the paradigm of environmental justice as recognition, injustices occur when societal institutions 

are organized in a way that fails to concede cultural differences including language, heritages, 

practices associated with subsistence or political structures. Furthermore, some argue that is an aspect 

of EJ goes beyond human life, pointing those environmental injustices are inflicted against non-

humans through ecological destruction. (Whyte, 2017 p.121). 

In summary, EJ can be perceived under three different approaches. The following box establishes 

pertinent definitions of the different ways of understanding EJ. 

 

• Distributive justice – justice is conceived in terms of the distribution or sharing out of good 

(resources) and bad (harm and risk) 

• Procedural justice – justice is conceived in terms of the ways in which decisions are made, 

who is involved and has influence. 

• Justice as recognition – justice is conceived in terms of who is given respect and who is 

and is not valued. 

Source: Source: Walker, GP, 2012. Understanding Environmental Justice. 

Box 3: Different approaches of EJ.  

Scholars and activists within environmental justice, have acknowledged that one aspect of EJ leads to 

another. The notions are interrelated (Scholsberg, 2007 p73). 

As Schlosberg (2007 p. 74) puts it:  

“One must have recognition in order to have real participation, one must have participation 

in order to get equity, and further equity would make a more participation possible, which 

would strengthen community functioning and so on” 

 

Environmental Justice and Environmental Democracy 

The creation of inclusive, participatory decision-making institutions has been of the central demands 

of the environmental justice movement (Schlosberg, 2007, p. 66). Key concepts of environmental 

democracy such as accessing environmental information and public participation in environmental 

decision making are closely related to the procedural aspect of environmental justice  (Bell and Carrick, 

2017, p 103).  Many have stated that mainstreaming of the procedural aspect of environmental justice 

must be in terms of public participation in environmental decisions (Birsman, 2013), in (Bell and 

Carrick, 2017, p 103).   

 The environmental burdens and hazards should be eradicated through processes involving the affected 

communities (Agyeman et al. 2002, 82) in (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 104). In other words, the 

result of a fair distribution of environmental goods and bads should include efforts to increase the 

access of all populations in environmental decision-making processes. (Pearsall and Pierce, 2010, 570) 

in (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 104). 

Gellers and Jeffords (2018), indicate that the PER’s or access rights, strengthen environmental justice 

and environmental democracy at the same time. Ensuring access to environmental information enables 

citizens to examine public or private actors. The right to access environmental information,  

Through effective participation communities, organizations and citizens gain control and power over 

their affairs and destinies. (Rich et al. 1995), (Rogers et al. 2006) in (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 

104). 

 Access to justice in environmental matters enhances democracy thus it offers a way to expand the 

scope of groups entitled to make a case before the court.   

Additionally, EJ is concerned to observe whether an environmental decision process is designed in a 
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fair manner. (Kuehn 200, 9) in (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 104).  

Evidence suggests that when access rights are incorporated in environmental policy, greater efforts 

are made for environmental protections (Conca 2015) in (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 100).  When 

vulnerable groups have environmental information and there are opportunities to the meaningful 

participate decision-making process, environmental democracy and environmental justice are 

strengthen (Kuhn, 1999 p 648, Daly 2012 p 78) in (Gellers and Jeffords, 2018, p. 100).   

Within the theory of participation, some argue that the solution is radical forms of participation while 

others opt for solutions of deliberative democracy. The environmental democracy literature has 

focused on envisioning institutions that guarantee an equal voice for all groups and promote just  

results. Most accounts of procedural environmental justice draw on a discussion of participatory and 

deliberative democracy (Scholsberg, 2007, Walker 2012) in (Bell and Carrick, 2017 p. 103).  

6. Methodology  

Intervention  

The intervention is carried out through the introduction of a knowledge co-production process, 

which is embodied in the ERT and presented as a methodological innovation. Its content is based on 

the human right to a healthy environment and its procedural aspects , the PERs or access rights. 

Looking to integrate this structured idea within ForumCiv’s methods to generate changes while 

improving its ability to engage with EJ. 

Blaikie (2000, p.78), distinguishes two types of intervention, the ones that are intended to produce 

knowledge and the ones that try to change the world. He points that it is the action research tradition 

that is concerned with both, to increase knowledge and change some aspect  of the world at the same 

time.  

From the point of view of studies for sustainability, interventions allow the development of empirical 

evidence that informs on transformation to sustainability (Caniglia et al., 2017, p. 40). The complexity, 

contexts, norms, and values are of great importance for sustainability research. It also seeks to promote 

social learning and empowerment. In contrast, traditional science is founded on the idea that scientific 

knowledge should be objective, universal, free of values and independent of the reality under which 

it was created (Caniglia et al., 2017, p. 40). 

Examples of interventions might be the introduction of new technology, the development of 

infrastructure, or altering a policy practice. An important aspect of interventions is the production of 

empirical evidence about systemic bases that reinforce the appearance and perseverance of some 

systemic problems (Caniglia et al., 2017, p. 40-41). As previously mentioned, this intervention is 

carried through the introduction of the ERT methodology. Throughout this action research, the ERT 

methodology was tested for the first time, the empirical evidence obtained from that process informs 

of systemic patterns of injustice and possible ways to address them to bring civil society closer to EJ.  

Caniglia et al., (2017), conceptualizes the idea of experimentation in sustainability sciences as a 

scientific practice perceived as a series of structured processes which include some type of 

intervention that allow the production of empirical evidence.  Inspired by this idea, this action research 

project intervenes ForumCiv at a methodological level. The steps that were carried out in this research 

are the following: 

Method Description 

Invitation and 

Survey 

ForumCiv has an incredible capacity to connect with civil society actors around 

the world. Therefore, its network was used to invite to join the ERT process.  
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The invitation was sent via email to ForumCiv´s network. A second email was 

sent through SIDA´s network.  

This can be seen as the first engagement with participants.  The invitation 

reached civil society actors from all over the world. 

The application process was open for three weeks. An online survey tool known 

as SurveyMonkey was used to track the invitations and as an application tool.  

Manual The manual was sent after the application deadline. During this stage time, 

participants should use the manual to investigate their contexts and the legal 

frameworks applicable in their countries.  

Manual and 

Online Labs 

During this phase, participants gathered in a virtual space. In total 4 online labs 

were facilitated, each one of them was designed to last about two hours and 

covering specific topics  

Here the participants should also use the manual to complement knowledge from 

the labs. 

Semi-Structured 

Interview 

A Semi-structured interview was carried out with a member of ForumCiv. The 

idea was to obtain insights on the potential changes that may be generated, but 

also to better understand ForumCiv’s challenges, opportunities and capacity to 

enable processes to engage with EJ. 

Thematic 

Analysis  

The analysis was performed to outline the connection between the results and 

EJ.  The general  

Table 1: Description of the action research process. 

There are different types of sustainability experiments. In some cases, experiments are under full 

controlled environments, like the ones occurring in laboratories  (ibid, 2017). This case is the opposite. 

There is no control. In my role as a researcher, the knowledge system that ForumCiv represents is 

intervened, however, there is nothing under my control other than my actions. 

My role is as an action researcher or agent of change and facilitator of processes. Throughout this 

investigation, there has been a constant exchange of lenses to serve different purposes, with different 

attitudes and questions.  As a facilitator of the online laboratories, but at some point, as a participant. 

As a researcher trying to observe ForumCiv from a broader perspective, but at the same time as a staff 

member looking at it from the inside. As an action researcher, looking to change something inside the 

organization. All this becomes even more complex because everything was in an online setting in 

which I never met most of the people I interacted with.   

Experiments in sustainability usually take place in complex contexts with high levels of uncertainty 

(ibid, 2017). In this case, the context where it takes place is online. We are living in the era of the 

pandemic and many civil society organizations are operating online. It is complex because ForumCiv 

is a complex organization with multiple functions or roles, policies, units, agents who are constantly 

interacting and exchanging information all over the world. Depending on the role that the organization 

is acting, different kinds of knowledge are produced. The level of uncertainty is high because when 

designing, introducing, and implementing the ERT tool, it was not known what kind of results or 

changes was going to generate. For example, at the participant’s level, a Manual was developed to 

help participants prepare before the online labs.  After sending it out, there was no control over how 

the participants used it. With nothing left to do, but to trust in the process and the participants.  

This action research is based on the introduction of a new method to generate changes at the level of 

ForumCiv. However, it is not only the new methods introduced to generate changes. It is also my 

presence in the system, the conversations, the presentations, the exchange of ideas and the constant 
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interactions with ForumCiv staff. Trying to change reality with my existence, words, and actions. 

Likewise, the trust generated over time through various social interactions is a relevant element that 

an investigator or agent of change should reflect on. Recognizing that these factors play a role in 

achieving changes at the organizational level, these elements are not considered as part of the research 

methods. 

7. Methods  

The methods used for this action research project were the following: (1) Online laboratories, as the 

space where participants met, to attract participants an invitation was sent through ForumCiv’s 

network. (2) The manual, is a practical document intended to support participants in the development  

of a story or narrative and with guiding questions to help them individual inquire ,  once the application 

time was closed, the manual was sent to participants who confirmed assistance . (3) Semi-structured 

interview with a member of ForumCiv to obtain insights on the importance of this action research for 

the organization. (4) A Thematic analysis was carried out from the results obtained from the online 

laboratories.   

Overview of the Environmental Rights Toolkit Process 

The environmental rights toolkit is a knowledge co-production process and methodology 

developed for ForumCiv to facilitate the advance of civil society organizations in the direction of 

environmental justice.  

It is a collaborative practice that seeks to generate useful knowledge for environmental justice and 

democracy. What distinguishes this method from other collaborative practices used for knowledge co-

production it is precisely the rights-based approach with the focus on environmental justice and 

environmental democracy. 

The ERT consist of two components, an instruction manual for participants with general 

information about the right to live in a healthy environment and the access rights, some tasks and 

guiding questions. The second component is the use of workshops or online labs.  

The manual and the online labs must be seen as complementary to each other. Both address the same 

topics but have different purposes, goals, and guiding questions.  

 

 Manual Online Labs 

Description It is the offline component to help 

participants inquire about legal 

frameworks that support their 

rights. It serves as a tool for 

participants to become agents of 

change and to prepare to engage in 

the Online Labs. 

This is the space where participants meet 

and share about what is happening in their 

contexts and co-create knowledge.   

Purpose To produce contextual 

knowledge, conscientization, 

active individual inquires. 

Collective inquire, dialogue, draw upon 

multiple kinds of knowledge, 

Topics 1. The right to live in a healthy clean, safe, and sustainable 

environment,  

2. The right to access environmental information 

3. Public participation in environmental decision making  
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4. Access to justice in environmental matters 

5. Reflection and learning.  

 

Table 3: Comparison between the manual and the online labs.  

 

Unpacking Different Kinds of Knowledge 

One important aspect of action research is to increase knowledge (Blaikie 2000, p.78.) This research 

depended on the type of questions asked during the online labs. Therefore, the design of guiding questions 

will determine at a high degree the type of produced knowledge. 

The guiding questions were designed using a framework developed by Caniglia et al. (2020), where 3 

different kinds of knowledge are offered.   

The first is the knowledge that helps establish intentions.  When one has clear intention, it is easier to know 

how to act, intentions guide the actions of groups and individuals. Sustainability interventions are motivated 

by normative judgments, goals or the perception of social injustice or the SDGs (Ibid, 2020). In the context 

of pursuing environmental justice, it could be the perception of environmental burdens in which 

disadvantaged groups have to carry or the lack of recognition of certain groups.   

The second is about "agency." The knowledge that helps to build individual and collective will. Agency is 

understood as the exercise of collective or individual will, which is developed through various social 

interactions. Institutions and social norms enable or inhibit the development of shared agency for change. 

For example, the interactions between organizations and political actors to achieve a specific purpose (Ibid, 

2020).  This is also applicable to pursue environmental justice thus collective action through organized groups 

in the quest for environmental justice create agency. EJ research has been long criticizing how institutions 

and norms tend to benefit certain groups, pointing to the existence of environmental racism, which prevents 

certain groups to create change (Bell and Carrick, 2017, p. 102).  

The last is about contextual knowledge. To implement actions for sustainability or in this case actions for 

environmental justice, contextual knowledge is required. It is crucial to know the laws, the institutions, and 

the political actors. Furthermore, knowing about the socio-environmental problems that arise in each context 

and knowledge about the interactions between the actors, power dynamics, is critical to understand problems. 

The guiding questions contained in the manual and the online labs were designed taking into consideration 

the different types of knowledge proposed by Caniglia et al. (2020). In other words, questions asked are 

seeking some type of knowledge indicated below and about the right to a healthy environment and access 

rights. The purpose of each one of the sections of the manual and the online labs are aligned with the 

framework by Caniglia et al. (2020). 

The following table provides a division between each of the dimensions of knowledge described above.  
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Table 2: Different kinds of knowledge supporting actions for sustainability. Source: Caniglia et al., (2020).  (With 

permission of Caniglia) 

 

The Online Laboratories 

This method has been mainly inspired by research traditions such as participatory action 

research, sustainability research and transdisciplinary research in which the use of workshops have 

been central (Nielsen and Nielsen, 2016, p. 74), (Schäpke et al., 2018, p. 86). This space is where the 

dialogue happens, and the processes of social learning and transformation occur. 

One of the roles of the action researcher is to enable spaces and processes of social learning, in critical 

utopian action research those spaces take the form of workshops, where at some extent help to 

transcend barriers, enable people to reflect and act on their wishes for change (Egmose et al., 2020, p. 

234).   

Inspired by the critical utopian action research by Nielsen and Nielsen, (2016), in which they consider 

that democracy is something that cannot be implemented only conceptualized as a utopian horizon. 

Similarly, the creation of the online laboratories can be seen as a social form in which not only 

environmental justice and democracy is conceptualized as the horizon to achieve, but also the human 

right to a healthy environment and the PER’s. The online labs represent the dynamic centre of this 

action research, the creation of such a space represents one of the objectives of the action researcher  

(Nielsen and Nielsen, 2016, p. 89). Each session is designed to cover a specific topic: 

1. The right to live in a healthy, clean, safe, and sustainable environment. 

2. The right to access environmental information. 

3. Public participation in environmental decision making. 

4. Access to justice in environmental matters. 
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5. Reflection and learning. 

 

An invitation was sent to attract participants to the ERT process. It contained the purpose, agenda, and 

link to an online survey where participants filled in some basic contact questions such as name country, 

education, reasons for joining and express their will to participate in this process.  

The invitation was sent through some key contacts of ForumCiv, additionally, an official of the 

Swedish International Development Agency decided to help me out and extended the invitation, 

through her contact list.  The information obtained from them can be found in Annex B.  

Additionally, each session has a purpose and objective. These have been outlined using the Framework 

by Caniglia et al. (2020). The guiding questions are designed in a way to produce answers that cover 

the objectives and purpose. 

Burns and Worsley (2015, p. 104) point out that action research facilitators need to inspire participants 

to think about creative solutions to problems. In this sense, the guiding questions and exercises are 

intended with the purpose to encourage participants to talk about the problems that may arise in their 

contextual setting and to think about how those problems could be solved using the access rights.  

The conversation during the first session was around the problems that exist around water in Mexico 

City and Palestine. For this reason, in the subsequent sessions, some questions were adapted to address 

practical issues that have to do with water. 

The following contains the purpose, objective and guiding questions of the Online Lab sessions. The 

guiding questions are designed to pursue the objectives stated in the table. Additionally, the purpose 

and objectives serve to help the facilitator guide each session.  

 

Online Lab 

Session 

Purpose Objective Guiding Questions 

The Right to 

Live in a 

Healthy 

Environment 

Produce Knowledge 

enhancing shared 

agency /Critical 

knowledge. 

Define a practical 

problem using the 

stories,  the problem 

will be approached in 

the following sections 

under the light of the 

“access rights”  

To draw upon 

multiple perspectives 

to problematize and 

interrogate the issues 

with the environment, 

institutions, power 

asymmetries, contest 

conventional 

assumptions, enable 

views of the 

marginalized needs 

and interests. 

 

Reflection: 

What do all stories have in common? What are 

the values behind the story? Why are 

environmental problems also personal 

problems? 

What are the conventional assumptions and 

interests behind the actors who are causing the 

problems?  

Reflect on: 

The views of the people who are affected by 

those assumptions and problems. What do you 

think is their position? 

 

Access to 

Environmental 

Information 

Co-produce 

Knowledge 

enhancing shared 

agency - empowering  

Apply the right to 

access environmental 

information to enable 

individual and 

collective agency and 

build capacity looking 

to support participants 

for new alternatives of 

social and political 

orders. 

Complete the Following Exercise: 

By Accessing Environmental Information in 

regard to water pollution (state of the water, 

activities, projects and circumstances or plans 

policies, programs or actions related to its 

management) …. I CAN ……. 

Group Exercise 

Agency is defined as the deliberate exercise of 

individual or collective will. 

Environmental problems are best addressed 
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when a shared agency is developed through 

social interaction involving multiple actors.  

What is the role of Environmental Information 

to create shared agency over the commons 

resources e.g. water? And what type of social 

interactions could be useful? 

How can the right to access environmental 

information support the empowerment of 

citizens to bring actors accountable? 

  

Public 

Participation 

in 

Environmental 

Decision-

Making 

Co-produce 

Knowledge 

enhancing shared 

agency - empowering 

and critical. 

Apply the right of 

public participation in 

environmental 

decision making to 

enable individual and 

collective agency and 

build capacity looking 

to support participants 

for new alternatives of 

social and political 

orders.  

 Individual Exercise: complete the sentence. 

1. When a community is informed of pending 

environmental decisions taking place in their 

area, it is possible to …. 

2. When members of the community know the 

content of a permit that grants the concession to 

extract natural resources to an external actor, 

they can… 

3. Public participation in environmental 

decisions helps to…  

Group Discussion 

1.Imagine that a Participatory Process is taking 

place in a community, the result of it is going to 

influence whether an external actor might get or 

not a permit to engage with activities that will 

pollute the river or water the community uses. 

1. What is the role of civil society organizations 

in this situation? 

In this context, how can civil society 

organizations advocate for the right to access 

clean water and sanitation and the right to a 

healthy environment?  

2. Members of the community are part of a 

commission to monitor evaluate activities 

regarding water pollution in their region 

What are the risks or benefits of such activities? 

 

Access to 

Justice in 

Environmental 

Matters 

Co-produce 

Knowledge 

enhancing shared 

agency - empowering 

and critical 

Access to justice in 

environmental 

matters approach to 

enable individual and 

collective agency and 

build capacity 

looking to support 

participants for new 

alternatives of social 

and political orders.  

Individual Exercise: 

What if? I request information regarding the 

state of the water pollution in my region, and 

the competent authority rejects my request.  

What are the possible scenarios in this 

situation? 

What if? an environmental decision takes place 

without previous consent from the affected 

communities. After a long process the court 

orders to cancel the permit that allows an 

external actor to extract underground water. 

Group Discussion 

Imagine a pollutant factory is throwing its 

chemical waste into a river. The affected 

community has the information regarding its 

environmental impact authorizations, and they 

have evidence that the factory does not comply 
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with the regulation.  Still, the community is 

unsure to start a legal procedure against the 

factory. 

Think of what barriers or obstacles or 

challenges might come up during a legal 

procedure, which can prevent a community to 

start legal action. 

How can civil society organizations support 

communities that want to start a legal 

procedure? 

 

Reflection and 

Learning 

Knowledge 

Informing Intentional 

Design 

(generative, 

prescriptive, and 

strategic)  

 

Storytelling: 

Create a story about 

the future. 

Participants should 

collectively create a 

narrative in which 

different social 

groups actively 

engage with access 

rights.  Use creative 

ways to express. 

Photos, videos, 

poetry, digital art 

forms of expression to 

transcend cultural 

barriers.  

 

Guiding questions:  

How do we want to live? 

What is the role of the access right in the pursue 

of environmental and climate justice ideals? 

The Access right as tools for social 

transformation: 

How can you, or your organization create the 

conditions for a culture of accountability? A 

culture in which asking questions to duty 

bearers on environmental decisions is an “easy 

access”. 

How do you see the access right can modify 

power relations? Can access rights transform 

the power relations and dynamics today? 

Table 4: Online lab’s purpose, objectives, and guiding questions. 

Microsoft teams was the main platform for the online labs. A link was generated and sent a few days 

in advance. PowerPoint was used to make a brief introduction to each topic and finally, Google docs 

was used as a collaborative platform. Participants accessed the google document to provide their 

answers to the guiding questions. The online labs session followed the structure below: 

 

Steps  Description  

Welcome 

Presentation, use 

PowerPoint 

Introduction to the topics. Provide general information on the topic that is 

going to be addressed. Quick Check-in to see how everyone is doing. Present 

the agenda of the session. 

A brief recapitulation of the previous session, using screenshots most relevant 

insights written by the participants. Incorporate them in the PowerPoint 

presentation. 

Exposition, on the subject. Presentation on the rights, what is it, why does exist, 

how can be used, when can be used. 

Google docs file, 

Miro/ Use a 

collaborative 

This is the most important part because it is where participants will have the 

opportunity to provide inputs on the topics. To write what they think on certain 

topics and to be able to talk about personal experiences, such as stories of 
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online tool injustice. 

This is where the exercises are written and where the guiding questions are 

found. 

Group Discussion In this part, participants can discuss their answers and compare them with the 

rest of the group. 

Wrap Up  Always have in mind how is that everything is connected to everything else.  

Provide insights and connections to what is going to be addressed in the next 

session. 

Table 5: Structure of the online labs 

In regular action research projects, participants meet in a physical space called workshops, in this 

project all sessions are held online, which opens a lot of opportunities but challenges as well.  For this 

project, four laboratory sessions were facilitated, each one of them of 2 hours a day. Additionally, a 

Manual was delivered to participants to help them make some individual research on their specific 

context.  

The idea behind having multiple sessions is to follow the idea of multiple iterations from KCP, 

dividing the sessions for almost two weeks. This was to create a sense of ownership and to foster 

mutual trust among participants and create a “safe space” comfortable enough to share ideas and 

experiences.  

 

Themes Online lab date 

The right to live in a healthy, clean, safe, and 

sustainable environment. 

15th of March 2021 from 14:00 to 16:00 

The right to access environmental information. 17th of March 2021 from 14:00 to 16:00 

Public participation in environmental decision 

making. 

22nd of March 2021 from 14:00 to 16:00 

Access to justice in environmental matters. 24th of March 2021 from 14:00 to 15:00 

Reflection and learning. 24th of March 2021 from 15:00 to 16:00 

Table 6:  Dates of the online labs 

 

The Manual 

The manual can be seen as the offline component of the ERT. The objective of this document is 

to serve as a guiding tool to enable the active research of participants.  The idea is that by answering 

and reflecting on the questions, they will produce their own knowledge,  insights, and conclusions 

regarding the right to live in a healthy clean, safe, and sustainable environment and its procedural 

aspects. The inspiration of this manual comes from the idea of conscientization developed by Freire, 

seen as a “process of critical self-inquiry and self-learning and thereby developing the confidence and 

capability to find answers”. (M Brinton Lykes and Amellia Mallona 2008. 110). 

Environmental rights problems are highly contextual, and every country has different laws, 

regulations, forms of organization, legal processes, therefore the document provides resources, 

guiding questions and templates to help participants navigate through the legal landscape of their 
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country. In this way, participants can create their knowledge on how to create possible pathways of 

action to reclaim their rights.   

The purpose is to inspire participants to become active researchers that facilitate and enable the 

creation of actionable knowledge to attain long-lasting transformative change. Looking to capitalize 

on existing frameworks that support the right to live in a healthy, clean,  safe and sustainable 

environment and its procedural aspects. 

The structure follows the same topics as the online laboratories, the difference is that the guiding 

questions are designed to engage with different kinds of knowledge, mostly contextual knowledge. 

The document has a dual informative and practical function. Looking to inform on some conceptual 

topics to be dealing with during the meetings. It is practical because in this document there are series 

of simple reflection tasks to researching on the internet or just by walking around in the community 

or talking with friends and family.  

It is central to emphasize that the Manual contains guiding questions for participants to create a 

narrative or a story. The stories will be shared during the online sessions to empathize between each 

other and finding common ground regardless of the context of the problems. 

In the process of storytelling, there is a teller and the listener. According to Ledwith  and Springett 

(2010), it is in this process when people start empowering themselves and cultivate communities in 

self-inquiry and self-knowledge.  

A process of transformation begins when people tell stories about their everyday lives.  It is through 

the act of narrating a story where one can express our experience and understanding of all dimensions 

of the self, which are “our feeling, our intellectual, our physical and our spiritual selves” (Ledwith 

and Springett, 2010, p. 103). 

The use of storytelling has multiple purposes, this powerful tool helps us to identify similar systemic 

patterns of injustice that are constantly repeated regardless of the context but still are causing 

environmental degradation and environmental rights violations. Furthermore, it helps us to identify a 

rich variety of environmental problems occurring around the world. 

The following table contains the guiding questions asked in the manual. The purpose and objectives 

were established to guide the process of designing the questions. The table contains the guiding 

questions asked in the manual.  

 

Section Purpose Objective Guiding Questions 

The Right To 

Live in A 

Healthy 

Environment 

Contextual 

Realization - 

Tactical 

Knowledge  

To drive 

transformational change 

by capitalizing on 

existing frameworks that 

assist the right to the 

environment in your 

country. The guiding 

questions serve to 

navigate through legal 

and institutional 

landscapes around the 

right to live in a healthy 

environment in your 

country. 

 

1. Observe  

Take some pictures that reflect on the following 

questions: Describe the environment around you, what 

is what you love about it? 

Reflect on:  

Are you able to freely enjoy the environment, what are 

the obstacles or barriers that could be preventing you 

to enjoy from a healthy, clean, and sustainable 

environment? 

 How is the state of the environment in your 

community? Is there something that you would like to 

change? 

Talk about the problems with friends and family, 

create awareness with your closest ones. 

Think about the resources, the stakeholders, who are 

causing the environmental problems, who are affected 

by them, what is the impact on the community, what 
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impact does it have on the environment. 

2. Write  

From the Observation that you made, articulate a story 

a possible violation of your right to enjoy a healthy 

environment.  

The story could about something that happened in 

your community that has affected your right to live in 

a healthy environment.   

You should reflect on how the environment has 

changed, how it was and how it is now, and why do 

you think this affects your right to enjoy the 

environment. Think of the different problems a 

degrading environment might bring to your 

community. 

3. Inquire on the Right to live in a Healthy 

Environment  

How is the right to the environment formulated in your 

country? 

Write it down as it is the constitutions and the number 

of the provision.   

Name the institutions in your country in charge to 

oversee the right to the environment.  At a national 

level, state level or municipal level.  

Which authority do you think is responsible for the 

damage that you have observed around your 

community and why?  

How is this affecting the right to the environment at a 

collective level, how does this affect your 

community?  

Access to 

Environmental 

Information 

Contextual 

Realization - 

Tactical 

Knowledge  

To drive 

transformational change 

by capitalizing on 

existing frameworks that 

assist the right to access 

environmental 

information. The 

guiding questions help 

you to navigate through 

legal and institutional 

landscapes around the 

right to access 

environmental 

information. 

Guiding Questions: 

Is there any governmental body that oversees the right 

to access information?  

What type of environmental information could be 

relevant to your story? (e.g., Pollution, environmental 

impact.)  

Who would have this information? Whom should the 

information be shared?  

Does your country have mechanisms to support your 

right to access information? 

Public 

Participation 

in 

Environmental 

Decision 

Making 

Contextual 

Realization - 

Tactical 

Knowledge 

To drive 

transformational change 

by capitalizing on 

existing frameworks that 

assist the right to 

participate in 

environmental decision 

making in your country. 

The guiding questions 

serve to navigate 

through legal and 

institutional landscapes 

around the right to 

participate in 

environmental decisions 

What is an environmental decision? Who can make 

this decision?  

Considering that an environmental decision could be 

a broad range of examples, --  

What is the type of environmental decision that  could 

apply to your case?  

In which cases does an environmental decision require 

a participatory mechanism to take place?  

What are the participatory methods recognized by the 

applicable law?  

Does your country require that EIA be conducted and 

made public?  
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in your country. 
Why is important public participation in decisions that 

impact the environment?  

Does your country have laws or regulations for 

permitting, monitoring and enforcement of pollution 

standards? Is the public allowed to participate in the 

monitoring of pollution activities? Can the public 

participate in monitoring the permits?  

Does your country have laws or regulations for 

permitting, monitoring and enforcement of pollutions 

standards? Is the public allowed to participate in the 

monitoring of pollutant activity 

Access to 

Justice in 

Environmental 

Matters 

Contextual 

Realization-

Tactical 

Knowledge. 

To drive 

transformational change 

by capitalizing on 

existing frameworks that 

assist the right to access 

justice in environmental 

matters in your country. 

The guiding questions 

serve to navigate 

through legal and 

institutional landscapes 

around the right to 

access justice. 

The Judicial branch of power:  who is the specific 

authority that should know and resolve the conflict? 

Is there any environmental court? Or administrative 

court? Where are its offices located?    

Does the access information law provide any appeal 

mechanisms? 

Does public participation provide any appeal 

mechanisms?  

If yes, in which cases can a right holder appeal?  

Identify any EIA provision that allows you to appeal 

the final approval of the environmental impact 

assessment.   

Are there any regulations under which the government 

must require independent audits or monitor of 

Environmental Impact assessments?  

Is there a law that allows a member of the public to 

appeal or review a decision to grant or renew a permit? 

Table 7: Purpose, objective, and guiding questions of the manual 

The manual was sent a few days before the first online laboratory. Unfortunately, only 1 participant 

paid proper attention to it, which was a little bit disappointing because a lot of time  was invested 

developing it. The feedback I received from the participant on this method was positive, she found it 

useful to make her research regarding the environmental laws of her country. Probably with a better 

strategy it would be possible to get participants to pay more attention to it to get the tasks done. I am 

certain that the dialogues would be richer if participants do their offline work beforehand. 

 

Interview with ForumCiv Staff 

The most common form of gathering qualitative information in action research is through 

interviews. (M. Poole and Mauthner, 2014).  The interview takes the form of an individual semi-

structured interview. The interview guide is found in Annex A.  Interviews are useful for different 

purposes such as validating analysis with certain objectivity (Brinkmann, 2014, p. 297). In this case, 

it serves to validate the assumption on the limitations of the Rights Way Forward and  how the 

organization has been working to address environmental matters and environmental justice. Looking 

to obtain insights into the methodological challenges and changes.  And to be able to obtain empirical 

material that illuminates the possible changes that might occur within the organization after this action 

research. The full transcription of the interview can be found in Annex C  

Thematic Analysis  

The procedure of a thematic analysis intends to identify themes or patterns for finding meaning 
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and sense-making (Preiser et al., 2021, p. 274). The general purpose of the analysis is to make more 

explicit the meaning of the answers by the participants in terms of EJ. The themes were chosen after 

developing the conceptual framework. From it emerge three important aspects in which EJ can be 

seen. The box below defines appropriate ways of understanding these three approaches of EJ.  

 

The focus was on the content of each answer, an identification of the meaning was made by asking 

two typical questions: What does have X do with Y aspect of EJ? In which way does influence X the 

Y aspect of EJ?  

 

No measure can be settled to remove prejudice from the human experience (Preiser et al., 2021, p. 

279), therefore as a researcher analyzing these results, adopting a critical and reflexive attitude to deal 

with the biases and blind spots is relevant. (ibid, et al., 2021, p. 279).  

  

 

 

• Distributive justice: Conceived in terms of the distribution or sharing of an environmental 

good or bad. 

• Procedural justice: Justice conceived in terms of how decisions are made, and who is 

involved and has influence in the process.  

• Justice as recognition:  Justice is conceived in terms of who is given respect and who is not 

valued.  

 

Source: Source: Walker, GP, 2012. Understanding Environmental Justice.  
Box 4: Different approaches of EJ. 

 

The material is presented in the same order as the online labs were facilitated. First, the right to live 

in a healthy environment, second access to environmental information, third public participation in 

environmental decision making and finally access to justice in environmental matters.   

 

8. Results  

The results from this action research project developed at ForumCiv can be summarized as follows:  

1. Online Labs 

The results from the online labs can be seen from two perspectives, practical and substantial.  From a 

practical point of view, ForumCiv has a great capacity to facilitate global processes. This capacity 

must be exploited to create global online knowledge co-production processes for environmental justice 

and democracy. In this first iteration of the ERT methodology, only members of civil society 

organizations took part. In an ideal knowledge co-production process, academics, public and private 

sectors should also be part of the process. ForumCiv can use its networking capacity to bring  them all 

together the online approach opens the possibility to engage with global processes.  

The internet tools, such as Microsoft Teams, Google Documents, PowerPoint, and Emails were the 

main platforms in which the process was facilitated. They worked well, however, further exploration 

and experimentation can be done to improve communications, instead of emailing using more informal 

communications platforms such as telegram or signal. Instead of google document and PowerPoint 

use Miro board.   

From a substantial perspective, the empirical material shows that the Access rights can be used in a 

broad variety of situations and contexts. Generating knowledge around the pillars of environmental 

democracy (access rights) leads to a greater understanding to accomplish environmental justice.  The 
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Access rights can be seen as tools to unpack environmental justice. The different aspects of EJ are 

highly interrelated, using the access rights to enable the realization of one aspect of EJ might lead to 

the realization of another.  

2. The Manual 

One task for the participants was the creation of a real-life story or a narrative that reflects how 

environmental degradation affects their life, health, wellbeing, and their right to live in a healthy 

environment.  The idea was that each participant communicates, what is happening in the place where 

they are situated.  The manual encouraged participants to use photos, videos, or any creative material 

to complement their narratives. This was one of the main tasks from the Manual that would help to 

open the conversation in the online labs. 

For this to work, it is needed at least two stories or narratives to start a conversation about similar 

patterns and differences, therefore participant engagement is essential.  

What practically happened, is that in the first session only one participant came prepared with a 

narrative of the environmental problems happening in her context.  I knew that this could be a real 

possibility, that non or just one participant had prepared for the first session.  For this reason, I had to 

step away from my role as facilitator and provide a narrative.  

The participant who came prepared with a story is from Palestine, she talked about two main concerns 

water pollution and air pollution, she also shared some photos, which she said were taken from the 

internet. As for myself I talked about the water problems happening in the south of Mexico City and 

shared some photographs that I took some time ago. Interestingly we observed and talked about bot h 

situations and managed to talk about certain patterns that were similar like power asymmetries, feeling 

of powerlessness and so on. In Annex B the photographs from this exercise can be found.  

Since what happened was not exactly as planned, it was not possible to develop a practical case for 

each participant to analyze during the following session. However, I decided to go on with the issue 

around water because at least we had two narratives about it, therefore it made sense to me to  continue 

developing hypothetical problems around water.  

As for the rest of the tasks from the manual no results were produced. This means that there are many 

opportunities for improvement.  With more time, further work has to be done with the participant s to 

highlight the importance of working with the manual because it contains guiding questions and 

exercises that will help participants investigate the legal framework that exists in their countries 

regarding the right to live in a healthy environment and the access rights. Also, more time has to be 

invested with participants to develop a real-life story that could be turned into a practical case.  This  

is a key part of the ERT methodology that was not properly explored. With more time working with 

the participants, it could be possible to develop stories that reflect the reality of the environmental 

problems happening in a certain place.  

3. Interview 

During our interview, the conversation covered several topics that reflect on several aspects of the 

work that ForumCiv does, the RWF, and the relevance of the approach that I have introduced in the 

organization. The full transcription of the interview can be found in Annex C.  The following summary 

offers the most important insights for this online action research. 

The RWF is the methodology used in seven programs and the Swedish Partnership Program which is 

the largest one in the organization.   

The RWF is seen as a tool to deliver program development 
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“but it's a general foundational tool how we do program development and then how it is that 

we deliver on the programs” (Rideout 2021). 

Considering, the impact and the contexts in which is applied, it is critical to improving the 

environmental aspects of it. It is recognized that the RWF present some weaknesses to engage with 

environmental matters.  

“We have seven programs and then we have a larger program, SPP, in which we have 18 

different organizations, and 80 different organizations work with 80 different projects and they 

apply for those twice a year” (Rideout 2021). 

“But it is it's quite it's quite weak and it doesn't have enough material within it in which to really 

have a strong approach to environmental violations and climate change challenges within the 

right based approach” (Rideout 2021). 

The integration of the ERT will reinforce ForumCiv capacity to work towards environmental justice 

and help to fulfil the new environmental and climate change policy.  

“And being able to comprehensively explain what illegal speaking procedure operates in terms 

of what environmental might mean is arsenal for a community to be able to defend themselves 

better” (Rideout 2021). 

 The ERT methodology provides a novel approach that organizations did not have before, 

environmental justice was absent in the methodology. And it to be integrated with the RWF.  

“it's great for us and it's something that we haven't had. So, in that way, it's something that we 

can use within the rights way forward when we're talking about the different exercises where 

we can move forward” (Rideout 2021). 

The following comment shows an idea on how the ERT could be connected within the RWF, in the 

phase known as “dialogue for change” 

“have the ability to connect the conversation about environmental rights within our dialogue 

for change. So when we talk to duty bearers those about changes in the community wants to see. 

There's also a way in which you can structure the demands that you want”  (Rideout 2021). 

The approach provided in the ERT engaged with the Access rights, with are seen as effective too ls to 

fight for the environment and environmental rights violations.  

“And this is something that we haven't had before. And it's something that I think is really, 

really exciting to include within the right way forward, because we're giving people more to ols 

and more ability to actually effectively fight for their rights as opposed to just say it's all right, 

it's your right to a healthy environment” (Rideout 2021). 

The ERT process is set to be included in a more extensive action plan. It is mentioned that it should 

serve capacity development activities, the development perspectives, the PME2 cycle and open it to 

allow access to partners.  

“for the next five years, we have a pretty extensive action plan on how it is that we want to 

integrate our environmental policy. What are the goals that we have together with gender and 

do no harm perspectives, which includes many different things Uh, its capacity development. Its 
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including all these perspectives within our program development, integrating it within our PME 

cycle and creating it within our subcounty application processes. So not only something that we 

can open up and allow partners to access, but also to have it within our assessment processes” 

(Rideout 2021).  

The ERT is not only a toolkit but also the whole approach that serves to engage with rights. However, 

mainstreaming this approach will take time.  

“So making sure that if there are areas in which we can support the applications that come in 

with a environmental rights approach, that we're able to direct them to this toolkit and to this 

information and to this whole because not just the tool kit, but it's a whole approach. It's the 

whole is the whole thing of being better able to understand procedural rights and environmental 

rights and to support and spread the information within our networks, which is something that's 

going to take a bit more time” (Rideout 2021). 

Finally, the work is not only about providing a tool or practice, but this practice also comes together 

with ideas. The goal is mainstream and facilitate the ideals of environmental justice and environmental 

democracy through the ERT. 

“for your to work, it has been a very central part of creating this vision, because before we 

didn’t have the possibility to access that idea and you created the first major step towards that 

idea.” (Rideout 2021). 

10. Analysis 

The empirical material exposed below is the product of the exercises and questions that were posed 

during the online labs. During the online labs, participants were given access to a google drive 

document where everyone had the opportunity to directly write the answers to the questions  asked.  It 

will be appreciated that many of the comments and problems are around the issue of water. This is 

because, during the first session, the common problem was water. Unfortunately, the questions 

contained in the manual have not been considered for the analysis because only one participant took 

seriously the exercises and not enough material was produced from it.  Some of the answers from the 

online labs were not considered in the categorization since there was not a clear relation with any of 

the different kinds of EJ presented.  The full unprocessed material can be found in Annex B. 

 

Color codes were used to mark how the comment influences EJ. The red is used to point out a comment 

that inhibits or prevents the realization of EJ. Green is signals comments that enable or facilitate an 

aspect of EJ. 

 

 

The Right to live in a Healthy Environment 

 

During this first session, the conversation was about problems that exist around water in the south of 

Mexico City and Palestine.   The results show that both cases present patterns of systematic injustice, 

highlighting how power is distributed in our society and its relation to the distribution of environmental 

burdens. 

 

 The conversations approached multiple perspectives in the face of complex problems. It was commented 

that power dynamics led to the deterioration of the bodies of water. Furthermore, a generalized feeling of 

impotence in ordinary citizens due to ignorance or lack of capacity to act and respond to such complex 

problems. Not knowing the existence of legal mechanisms to claim rights, indicates the importance of 

developing capacities at the community level about the use of such mechanisms for the protection of the right 

to a healthy environment.  The most relevant answers were the following: 
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- Power 

- Corruption 

- Lack of knowledge 

- Economic interests over resources 

 

 

Guiding 

Question 
What do all stories have in common? What are the values behind the story? Why 

are environmental problems also personal problems?  

What are the conventional assumptions and interests behind the actors who are 

causing the problems 

 Answers 
Power structures, often those in power do not deal with the consequences of littering or water 

distribution.  

whereas the ones who suffer the consequences don't have the power to change the situation.  

 Economic Interests/profits in resources: land, water  

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment 
The answers highlight the role of power and inequalities in the distribution of 

environmental burdens and benefits, in this scenario the conversation was about 

water.  The one who gets to decide about the faith of environmental conditions 

normally doesn’t experience the negative consequences while the powerless  

have to live with that. 

The powerful have access to this resource and don’t experience water pollution.   

On another side, the powerlessness doesn’t have enough power to change how 

water is distributed.  

At the same time, economic interests and profits negatively influence decision-

making processes, leaving the interests of the powerless aside.  

Guiding 

Question 
Reflect on:  

The views of the people who are affected by those assumptions and problems. 

What do you think is their position? 

 Answer 
 In Palestine (specially Gaza) and Jordan they suffer from a lack of clean drinking water. In the 

future there will be no drinkable water. It is not only when we see the direct impact is when we 

take direct actions   

Civil society don’t know what the role is, especially if organizations are not environmental 

specialists.  

People don’t know that there are rights protecting the environment and the right to water.  

Corruption & power of private sector: some people who stand against the will of private sector 

and stand for a clean environment could go to jail/ so people sometimes are afraid to talk about 
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this 

people don’t have the tools to mobilize and defend their right for a clean environment  

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment  
Certainly, ignorance is a problem that affects every aspect of EJ. Not knowing the 

rights that exist to protect the right to the environment causes more injustice. One 

can argue that ignorance can be a cause of systemic injustice.  Lack of knowledge 

prevents action for recognition, without the recognition it is not possible to be 

taken into account in the decision-making process which leads to an unfair 

distribution of environmental burdens.  

Additionally, corruption can be seen as a cause of systemic injustice, negatively 

influencing all aspects of EJ.   

Table 8: Thematic Analysis 

 

From the results, it is observable that regardless of the context, the dynamics and problems around water are 

complex. It seems that systemic patterns of injustice always involve governmental actors and external actors 

with enough economic and political power to take advantage of communities. They can influence corrupt 

political actors. It was pointed that corruption is an enabler of injustice.  Those aspects negatively influence 

the advance of environmental justice.  

The empirical material is related to distributive environmental justice and procedural environmental 

justice. During this session only 2 participants attended, therefore the quantity of empirical material 

generated was low. 

Just as pointed out in the theory section, the ones who make the environmental decision normally just 

experience the benefits of the decision without having to live with the consequences of that decision. 

This situation has a direct effect on how the environmental burden is distributed.  One can see here a 

relation between how procedural justice influences the distributive aspect.  

 Subsequently, it was mentioned economic interest, highlighting how economic power has a direct 

impact on the way environmental decisions are made, and this is having a direct impact on the 

distribution of the environmental burdens.  

The Right to Access Environmental Information 

In this online lab, we discussed what these rights mean and how can be used to address the power 

dynamics that directly and indirectly influence environmental problems.  This is done by using the 

information obtained from environmental authorities as evidence. It is also important to know and have 

information about the environmental decisions that are pending, to know what it is about and analyze how 

could affect a community. In the same way, when communities know about pending concessions or permits 

in their area it is possible to do something about it. 

As planned the empirical material shows a positive impact on EJ. The main idea of this session and 

the next two was to find practical solutions using the access rights to the problems that were pointed 

out during the first session.  

The comments from the participants show a positive impact on EJ. Environmental information can be 

used for several purposes. The material shows some of the possible uses that people could do when 
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accessing environmental information. 

- Use to hold responsible people accountable 

- Understand what is happening in a certain place 

- Make claims   

- Influence the outcome of the environmental decisions  

The comments by the participants show that this right by itself creates opportunities to act in t he face 

of an activity that is harming the environment and their community.   

Guiding 

Question 
Complete the Following Exercise: 

By Accessing Environmental Information in regard to water pollution (state of the 

water, activities, projects and circumstances or plans policies, programs or actions 

related to its management) …. I CAN …… 

 Answers 
 I can generate enough data and advocate for the problem of water pollutants with all 

evidence and facts collected, this will definitely hold the responsible people 

accountable.  

If I can access information I can and get an understanding of the situation/activities 

and thereby assess how it may impact society/my neighbourhood/a group living in 

vulnerability etc. If I don’t agree with it I could protest either individually or engage 

and organise with others in order to try and influence the decisions. With information, 

I have the potential to participate in a constructive way.  

I can help rights holders be informed about their rights and the current situation and 

claim their rights to access clean water. 

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment 
Environmental information might help to influence the results of a decision -

making process, which can be seen as an activity that can positively impact the 

procedural aspect of EJ.  If a community managed to influence the decision then, 

a positive outcome might turn into the distributive aspect. 

At the same time, just the single act of trying to influence serves to gain 

recognition, in this context the highest form of recognition would be a decision 

that fully recognizes and prioritizes the needs and wishes of a community. 

Table 9: Thematic Analysis 

 

The second question is related to the role of environmental information to create agency over the 

commons. The question indicates that shared agency over the commons is fostered through social 

interactions (Caniglia et al 2020), in this case, the focus was on water as a common resource. The 

empirical material shows that activities such as:  

- Peaceful protest 

- Inviting media featuring water stories 

- Sharing information between organization to build on the work of each other 
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- Building coalitions or networks of NGO to advocate for these rights 

What the answers have in common is that all those activities are about getting people together to work 

for attention. This highlights the importance of unity among community members to gain recognition 

before societal institutions and other actors. Those activities are important to amplify the voices of 

those groups that have traditionally been disadvantaged.  

Guiding 

Question 
Agency is defined as the deliberate exercise of individual or collective will. As 

commented during the previous session, when it comes to water pollution, in many 

cases, there is no agency over commons resources, the environment. 

Environmental problems are best addressed when shared agency is developed through 

social interaction involving multiple actors 

What is the role of environmental information to create shared agency over the 

common resources e.g. water? And what type of social interactions could be useful 

 Answers 
  activities might include peaceful protests, inviting media to feature stories of water 

pollution, etc. 

Having the information/evidence and sharing it with others it is possible to create a 

shared agency within civil society organizations 

mobilizing and working together is always stronger than individual activities, so when 

having the information different factors can build on the work of each other and have 

stronger pressure on the duty bearers 

the types of social interactions might include Coalitions/ Networks of NGOs to 

advocate for this right and mobilize resources for it. 

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment 
The provided answers show activities that might help to win recognition before 

other actors. This can be seen as positive social interactions that enable the 

recognition paradigm of EJ. If this recognition is won, then there is a higher 

possibility to enable the other aspects of EJ. 

Table 10: Thematic Analysis 

The last question of this section is about the role of environmental information and empowerment. 

The only answer draws on the connection that exists between environmental pollution and the 

economy, pointing that if people had the information on how pollution affects the economy is it likely 

that people would do something about it 

Question 
How can the right to access environmental information support the empowerment 

of citizens to get actors accountable? 

Answer 
We can relate the water pollution issue with the economic situation of individuals 

(poverty, loss of jobs, farming, ...etc.). If people are informed about the direct 
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impact polluted water has to their economic situation and have the needed 

resources, they would more likely mobilize to hold duty bearers accountable.  

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comments 
Environmental information empowers citizens to bring actors accountable because 

it fosters transparency in decision-making processes and in different economic 

activities that damage the environment.   This is relevant because as it was pointed 

the first session, corruption plays an important role in the distribution of 

environmental burdens and hazards. Information rights are taught to be tools to 

counterweigh corruption in decision-making processes.   

Table 11: Thematic Analysis 

The analysis shows the empirical material is distributed injustice as recognition and justice and 

procedural environmental justice. 

Most of the answers are pointing to the direction of mobilization. Even the word is used a few times 

to describe community mobilization. It seems that the impression that participants have is that 

environmental information can be used to mobilize the community. I this case I have the impression 

that it is also about acting. Participants recognized the importance of environmental information as 

the first step to engage with systemic patterns of injustice. 

Public Participation in Environmental Decision Making 

The empirical material in this section is more varied and impact all the 3 aspects of EJ.  Distributive 

environmental justice, procedural and recognition.  

The aspect of public participation and participatory processes in environmental decision -making 

making is widely acknowledged by EJ researchers and activists. Therefore, it is no surprise that 

participants provided answers that are pointing in that direction.  

The first exercise is about the importance of knowing when an environmental decision is taking p lace.  

Guiding 

Question 
Individual Exercise: Complete the sentence  

When a community is informed of pending environmental decisions taking place in 

their area, it is possible to …. 

 Answers 
form an informed point of view and influence the decision makers in one direction 

or the other. The informed community can discuss the pending decision and come 

up with questions and possible common issues that they can state to the 

company/and or decision makers. Thay may also have the time to gather relevant 

information to inform their case/advocay.  

challenge the decision if it negatively affects the greater good of the 

community/surrounding environment. 

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Procedural Environmental Justice as 
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Justice Environmental Justice Recognition 

Comment 
The answers are directly related to the EJ aspects highlighted in green because 

they show that when having information communities can act to influence a 

decision-making process, this is directly related to the procedural aspect of EJ.   

The second comment involves an appeal process, in the hypothetical case in which 

an environmental decision would affect their wellbeing and environment. This 

comment shows a direct connection with the distributional aspect of EJ. This is 

because, as the result, the decision could be reversed or cancelled, thefore activity 

that was supported by the deiciones will not take place. 

Challenging a decision implies involving a third party, the judicial branch of 

power, and the result of this dynamic could be a fairer distribution of 

environmental burdens and hazards. 

The challenging decision that negatively affects the environment might turn into 

a fairer distribution of environmental burdens, which is positive for the 

distributive paradigm of EJ.   

Table 12: Thematic Analysis 

 

Guiding 

Question 
Individual Exercise: Complete the sentence  

When members of the community have knowledge of the content of a permit that 

grants the concession to extract natural resources to an external actor, they can…  

 Answer  ask to see the EIA that supports the permit. If the community does not agree with the 

EIA they may question the permit and hold the government responsible. On a positive 

note the corporation/decision makers welcome additional information and the result 

becomes more sustainable.   

  

check EIA, feasibility study, cost data analysis and any other resourceful data of this 

activity to make sure there will be no breaches to law or offending to rights of people. 

  

follow up if the actors are following the permit or abusing it 

 

pressure the government to take actions in case the external actors abused this 

concession. 

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment 
The question implies that a community has already exercised the right to access 

environmental information, by accessing the content of a permit. The answers 

show possible activities to advocate for their interests even after a decision has 

been made.  These types of activities are intended to pressure the governmental 

authorities and actors who obtained the permission. 

Communities can use this information to check if actors are complying or not with 
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the permit. If a community proves that an actor is not complying with the permit, 

they can advocate to cancel that permit or to fine the actor. This can be seen as 

positive for all aspects of EJ.  

From the procedural EJ perspective, if an authority admits that there is abuse, this 

can be seen as a form of recognition. Finally, a community succeeds in this 

situation, the actor may get its permit cancelled. This may turn into the positive 

distribution of environmental burden and would mean a victory in terms of 

recognition.  

Table 13: Thematic Analysis 

 

Guiding 

Question 
Individual Exercise: Complete the sentence  

Public participation in environmental decisions helps to…  

 Answer feeling of ownership by the public thus they tend to be more likely to implement the 

decisions later. 

 address the environmental needs/concerns of the community, create a 

momentum/buy-in when all stakeholders are working together, ensuring sustainability 

along the way 

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comments 
Addressing the needs of a community in a decision-making process is a form of 

recognition that is reflected in the process, therefore the involvement of a 

community is positive for EJ.  

After the decision is made, it is more like to be accepted by the communities, 

because they had the opportunity to provide their say in the process. 

Table 14: Thematic Analysis 

The group discussion was about a hypothetical case in which the result of a participatory process 

would influence wheatear an external actor would get a permit to engage with pollutant activities in  a 

nearby river. In this context, the question was about the role of civil society organizations advocating 

for the right to a healthy environment and the right to access clean water and sanitation.  

The empirical material impacts the 3 approaches of environmental justice. In terms of the recognition 

paradigm, the following activities were the ones recognized by the participants.  

- Dialogue facilitation among actors 

- Prepare communities with arguments 

- Civil society as an intermediary 

- Identify synergies 

- Mobilizing actors 

- Providing Data  

It seems that some of those aspects need further development and explanation. Some of those activates 
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might be valid but in some other cases, don’t. This is because it will depend on the type of participatory 

mechanism taking place.  If the participatory mechanism takes the form of a community assembly, 

then these arguments are highly relevant, however, if the participatory mechanism takes the form of a 

voting mechanism, the room for interactions and dialogue will  be absent. 

Guiding 

Question 
Group Discussion: Imagine that a Participatory Process is taking place in a 

community, the result of it is going to influence whether an external actor might get or 

not a permit to engage with activities that will pollute the river or water the 

community uses. 

What is the role of civil society organizations in this situation? 

In this context, how can civil society organizations advocate for the right to access 

clean water and sanitation and the right to a healthy environment?  

 Answer to understand who is going to be negatively impacted by this, and to what extent 

 to disseminate info and knowledge about this decision to affected communities and 

inform them of their rights  

to ensure affected persons/ communities are aware of this process and the decision 

that may affect them 

Facilitate dialogue between communities and authorities. 

 to prepare affected communities to raise their opinions and thoughts at the meeting to 

make their arguments known 

I think civil society organizations would work as intermediary organizations offering 

guidance, identifying synergies, and unifying different activities and mobilizing 

different actors, in addition to providing data 

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 



41 

 

Comment  
The activities serve to win recognition before other stakeholders. Enabling 

dialogue in a participatory process helps communities to express their needs, 

cultural differences, heritages, subsistence practices or social and political 

structures. (Whyte, 2017 p.121).  Through dialogue, in the participatory process, 

it is possible to gain this recognition. Certainly, some procedures will have 

advantages over others. Depending on the method, the result will vary. In many 

cases, the participatory processes are regulated by the law, and this will depend 

on the scope and impact of the environmental decision taking place.  

Regarding the procedure paradigm of environmental justice in participatory 

processes. The empirical material highlights that the role of civil society 

organizations has to do with disseminating information and ensuring that 

community members are aware that a process is happening.  Everyone must know 

what is happening because an environmental decision impacts a community. 

Disseminating information could turn into more participation from community 

members. These activities impact in a positive way the process which at the same 

time is good for environmental justice.  

Concerning the distributional aspect of environmental good and bad. The 

empirical material shows that here the role of civil society organizations has to do 

with understanding how these burdens, hazards or benefits are going to be 

distributed.  This is a task that implies a lot of effort and research, civil society 

organizations play an important role in generating this type of information. Which 

is critical for environmental justice and advocacy in general.  

 

Table 15: Thematic Analysis 

 

Access to Justice in Environmental Matters 

In the context of access to justice, it is observed that civil society organizations play an essential role. From 

organizing the community, collaborating with pro bono legal services, advertising in the media, obtaining 

information, obtaining technical support, and funding, and activating international mechanisms such as the 

UN to support communities seeking access to universal justice. 

Overall, the exercises in this section are intending to provide a broad vision of the possible benefits 

of accessing justice. At the same time, many barriers and challenges exist and prevent the realization 

of this right.  It is observed that there are multiple activities that can be done to overcome those 

barriers. Practically, the support of civil society can change the faith of a river and the health of human 

life that depend on it. 

Guiding 

Question 
Individual Exercise: 

What if? I request information regarding the state of the water pollution in my region, 

and the competent authority rejects my request.  What are the possible scenarios in 

this situation? 
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 Answer Approach the media and ask them to talk about this case publically / create public 

debate 

  

if the competent authority is not at the highest level I could turn above it and make 

claims.  

turn to the regional human rights mechanisms and to the UN mechanism, even though 

it may be a long process.  

There should be a complaints mechanism in place and information about how to 

proceed. However, this is not always in case, and it may be difficult to access 

information about how to proceed.  

according to law, if the request is denied, the requester usually appeals the decision 

and applies again, if it is rejected, the requester can go to court 

 

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment The right to access justice in environmental matters is inherently procedural. Using this 

right means challenging the process through which an environmental decision is made. 

Under the lens of EJ, it has direct implications with the procedural paradigm, which one 

of its landmarks is to point out how fair or unfair an institutional framework is. In this 

sense, if a community or a right holder thinks that a decision-making process was unfair, 

this right opens the possibility to undue that decision through a procedure before a court.  

 

Table 16: Thematic Analysis 

 

The second question intends to explore the case of a successful appeal process in which a community 

managed to overturn an environmental decision.  The empirical material shows an impact in all the 3 

aspects of EJ. 

Guiding 

Question 
Individual Exercise: 

What if? an environmental decision takes place without previous consent from the 

affected communities. After a long process the court orders to cancel the permit 

that allows an external actor to extract underground water. 

Answer it might have economic consequences for example if the external actor has other 

investments in the country they might divest those investments to pressure the 

government to give permit. 

 This case can become a precedent for other future cases thus empower the legal 

system 

it empowers the community, civil society and all actors who have been against this 

decision, winning the case and cancelling the permit would add more weight into the 

say of the community and how it is affected… 
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Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment  
In terms of distributive justice, one participant wrote that investors might go to 

another country and that this decision might cause economic divest. One of the 

consequences might indeed be scaring off investors. However, this places 

economic interest before community interest or even the environment.  Foreign 

economic interest should never be above the community’s rights or the 

environment.  However, it highlights a reality, foreign economic powers will do 

anything they could to continue profiting at the expense of the health and 

wellbeing of disadvantaged groups. 

The magnitude of the consequences of reversing an environmental decision will always 

be different, some of them would impact the entire economy of a country, however, the 

well-being of the communities must be balanced, reversed a decision of that magnitude 

could set an example for others. The foregoing represents a mechanism for a more 

equitable distribution of power relations, more equitably, putting well-being over 

economic interests. Without a doubt, it is very easy to say that one can go to court to 

appeal the decisions of the environmental authorities, however, in practice the barriers 

that impede access to justice must be considered. 

The comment reflects on how a jurisdictional branch of government can distribute 

environmental hazards and power. In this case, economic powers might go to 

another place where they could inflict power over disadvantaged groups to pursue 

their activities.  

In terms of procedural justice, a legal victory for a community will leave a 

precedent in the judicial systems. This is a very important aspect of environmental 

justice, thus setting legal precedent in the long term would lead to the modification 

of unjust laws.  Modification or abolishing an unjust law is a victory for 

environmental justice, more specifically for procedural environmental justice thus 

it is concerned with fairer procedures for environmental decision making.    

Having a favourable resolution from the court is the ultimate recognition. Thus, 

this is a recognition from the judicial branch of power, in which community’s 

rights are recognized. But also, a courts resolution has the same weight as a law. 

This means that these resolutions impose obligations, rights and duties to all 

parties involved.  This is a world that also means a victory for EJ as recognition.  

Table 17: Thematic Analysis 

A victory before the court might bring enormous benefits for a community, however, it is a long road 

with many obstacles to overcome.  In the group discussion section, we tried to locate some of the 

barriers that might prevent a community to engage in a legal battle and the role of civil society 

organizations in this context.  

Guiding 

Question 
Group Discussion: Imagine that a Participatory Process is taking place in a 

community, the result of it is going to influence whether an external actor might 

get or not a permit to engage with activities that will pollute the river or water the 

community. 

Think of what barriers or obstacles or challenges might come up during a legal 
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procedure, which can prevent a community to start legal action.  

Answer 
since the process involves many players, some might try to penetrate evidence 

(playing with lab results that shows the water is polluted) 

the economic costs involved in a legal process 

threats for the community members who are leading this process 

even though the community are well informed of the environmental situation, they 

might lack the knowledge of the legal procedures  

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment 
Threats to environmental activists and community members advocating for the 

environment must be taken very seriously. Communities need to be very aware of 

all the risks that they may encounter. The barriers also represent inhibitors for all 

aspects of environmental justice.  

The barriers showed in the empirical material certainly can prevent any 

community to bring forward their case before the court. If a community decides 

to go forward, despite the threats, then from my perspective, civil society 

organizations must provide full support in every possible way, playing a critical 

role in these dynamics. 

Table 18: Thematic Analysis 

A sign is observed that the involvement of the judiciary implies a strong influence on the dynamics of 

power in socio-environmental problems. Including aspects that represent the economic interests of 

actors with sufficient power to pressure governments. However, when it comes to a vital resource 

essential for the flourishing of life, this means empowerment concerning water, it is the fight for water. 

From the point of view of environmental justice, it is a more equitable redistribution of power in which 

the members of the communities will be able to enjoy the human right to water.  

 The creation of judicial precedents was commented on. This is an important recognition in legal 

systems because, in the long run, the accumulation of judicial precedents can be a strong influence to 

modify unjust and inequitable laws. Additionally, this can also be observed in the materialization of 

one of the central aspects of environmental justice.  

When it comes to the equitable discrimination of power, the laws establish the rules of the game, 

which are influenced by various power factors, such as financial, where various types of privileges 

are normally granted to actors with political and economic power, in such a way that said privileges 

are manifested in the obtaining of projects, permits, concessions, etc., and those who are not 

recognized or taken into consideration are those who must live with the untimely consequences of said 

privileges. When talking about the possibility of creating judicial precedents, the potential to create 

conditions to modify laws that generate inequities is illuminated.  

Guiding 

Question 
How can civil society organizations support communities that want to start a legal 

procedure? 
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Answer information collection and sharing 

talk to them about the possibilities of support from the UN mechanism 

Financial and technical support for the process 

technical support in terms of how to initiate legal processes and evidence gathering 

community organizing, collaborating with legal services pro-bono, highlighting 

issue in media to lobby and pressure 

Type of EJ 
Distributive 

Environmental 

Justice 

Procedural 

Environmental Justice 

Environmental Justice as 

Recognition 

Comment 
If a community wants to start a legal procedure, the support of civil society 

organizations is crucial to overcome the barriers pointed in the previous questions.  

The support can be seen as positive for the procedural EJ. However, the 

community succeeds in this process, the other aspects of EJ would also be 

fulfilled.  

Table 19: Thematic Analysis 

 

The Research Question that guided the process of this online action research was: How can knowledge 

co-production by ForumCiv facilitate Environmental Justice and Democracy? 

I very clear terms the answer can be seen in the following terms. 

- Knowledge co-production by ForumCiv, must be global and online. 

- It should be in a constant iterative cycle. 

- It must include actors from all sectors, public and private and all levels, from international 

levels to regional and local actors.  

- It should use Access Rights as the main basis to engage with environmental injustice problems. 

- It should include methods to communicate contextual knowledge and problems in creative 

ways such as storytelling. 

 

11. Discussion 

The discussion is divided into two major parts. The first one presents is a practical discussion on action 

research, knowledge co-production and ForumCiv. The second is a substantial discussion outlining the 

connection between the access rights and EJ with some examples and comparisons with the results. 

 

Action Research 

 

Action research is a research tradition that aims to produce knowledge through cooperation between 

researchers and participants, drawing connections between understanding and change, between theory 

and practice (Svensson and Nielsen 2016, p. 14) in (Clausen. 2016 p. 36). The potential of action 
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research to generate change is by supporting existing projects or initiating a project (Hansen et al., 

2016, p. 2). Bradbury (2015) points that in nearly all action research, the starting point lays on a 

reflection on how could action research improve things or situations. 

Practice 

In practical terms, this action research has contributed to creating change in three aspects. First, by 

introducing a new practice embodied in the ERT, this is an approach that the organization did not have 

before. 

“it's great for us and it's something that we haven't had. So, in that way, it's something that we 

can use within the rights way forward when we're talking about the different exercise s where 

we can move forward” (Rideout 2021). 

Second, it contributes to the need to improve an already existing practice which is the RWF. The 

improvement of things is an important concern of action research (Bradbury, 2015 p. 1). Third, the 

exercises are going to be integrated into different parts of the ERT, for example in the dialogue for 

change, to reinforce how the community action plan is made. 

“we have the ability to connect the conversation about environmental rights within our dialogue 

for change. So when we talk to duty bearers those about changes in the community wants to see. 

There's also a way in which you can structure the demands that you want”  (Rideout 2021) 

 Furthermore, it is not only about the exercises from the ERT it is the whole approach contained 

therefore further integration in other key areas of work such as the development perspectives and PME 

is to be made, it was also commented that it could be shared with partners. Forth the methodology 

comes with concepts ideals and theories from environmental democracy and environmental justice.  

In this way, I argue that this online action research project has contributed to theory and practice with 

a new approach. 

“So making sure that if there are areas in which we can support the applications that come in 

with a environmental rights approach, that we're able to direct them to this toolkit and to this 

information and to this whole because not just the tool kit, but it's a whole approach. It's the 

whole is the whole thing of being better able to understand procedural rights and environmental 

rights and to support and spread the information within our networks” (Rideout 2021). 

The ERT is a collaborative practice that embraces a knowledge co-production parading, it was 

designed and developed for ForumCiv. The process involves the creation of online labs, an arena 

where ideally people from different parts around the world gather to exchange information and 

knowledge about the right to live in a healthy environment and the access rights, it looks to find ways 

to solve environmental justice problems. 

A first iteration of the methodology ERT was carried out. One of my first impressions while doing 

this online action research was the impressive capacity of ForumCiv to connect with actors all over 

the world. When looking at this capacity under the perspective of knowledge co-production one could 

think of enabling global, regional, and local processes. An interesting aspect of KCP is that i t contains 

an emergent aspect, this means that unpredicted outcomes might come after several iterations. 

Furthermore, Norström et al., (2020) point that networks are built. I consider that this is a very 

important aspect in the context of environmental justice. ForumCiv can enable global networks for EJ 

and globally coordinated efforts can be made to overcome the several barriers that prevent 

communities to claim their rights.  

The idea of knowledge co-production has been associated with many research traditions such, 

transdisciplinary, post-normal science, and action research. (Norström et al., 2020, p. 2) . Norström et 

al., (2020) point that from KCP more than knowledge emerges, capacities are developed, networks 

can be built, foster social capital and actions can be implemented.  In KCP results might take different 

forms and shapes and might impact at individual and collective levels. Therefore, using knowledge 
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co-production would require having a different set of evaluation methods. (Norström et al., 2020, p.7).  

Despite some differences in specific approaches participatory paradigms, such as knowledge co-

production or participatory action research,  tend to strive for collaboration among different disciplines 

and non-academic stakeholders striving for generating knowledge that that is socially relevant, 

including normative aspects (values, goals norms), encourage diversity in knowledge, engage in 

processes of reflection (not just information and consultation) and encourage accountability, 

ownership and leadership among participants  (Talwar et al. 2011; Lang et al. 2012) in  (Wiek et al., 

2014, pp. 117, 118).  

 
What distinguishes the ERT from other participatory practices and collaborative methods within action 

research, sustainability science, is that it uses environmental democracy as a basis to engage with 

environmental justice. The combination of these aspects makes it innovative in the field. 

 

From a practical perspective, it is observable and recognized that the current practice of the RWF is 

very weak when it comes it environmental matters. During the interview, it was said that it does not 

have enough material to engage with environmental rights violations. 

“But it is it's quite it's quite weak and it doesn't have enough material within it in which to really 

have a strong approach to environmental violations and climate change challenges within the 

right based approach” (Rideout 2021). 

Additionally, from the interview, it is indicated that much of the work on environmental issues was 

lost because it directly depended on people who left the organization  

“But somewhere along the way, the environmental lens and the focus that we have on the 

environment was kind of a bit lost. The organization went through a huge rearrangement 

restructuring and lost a lot of the, um, the people that had the very specific, uh, knowledge on 

the environment. And we also changed the way in which we worked” (Rideout2021). 

This suggests that not only the method is weak but also there is not a solid organizational structure to 

work on environmental matters.  Additionally, reports show that partner organizations have expressed 

that they feel like implementers rather than partners, pointing out that they are keen on finding a new 

way of collaboration” (ForumCiv, 2021, p. 16). 

 

Before the organization used to have something called an “environmental lens” which focus was on 

environmental violations and empowering communities to create change, these aspects were incorporated in 

the RWF however, I argue that it is important to transition from an environmental lens or the environmental 

work to something more concrete such as environmental justice and incorporating aspects such as 

environmental injustice rather than environmental rights violations. 

 

  It is recognized rather than just mobilizing a community to make a protest, employing access rights as a tool 

for advocating for environmental justice can be a very powerful complement in the advocacy and capacity 

development work.  

 

“for the next five years, we have a pretty extensive action plan on how it is that we want to 

integrate our environmental policy. What are the goals that we have together with gender and 

do no harm perspectives, which includes many different things Uh, its capacity development. Its 

including all these perspectives within our program development, integrating it within our PME 

cycle and creating it within our subcounty application processes. So not only something that we 

can open up and allow partners to access, but also to have it within our assessment processes” 

(Rideout 2021).  

In this first iteration of the ERT methodology, I must say that I did not manage to unleash the full 

potential of the methodology, still, a good amount of empirical material was produced.  Certainly, 
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with more time and more participants, the results would be quite different. More iterations and more 

engaged participants will result in a greater generation of knowledge.  

 

Furthermore, there is a lot of room for methodological improvements.  A lot of previous preparation work 

with the participants must be done to encourage them to use the manual and develop a story, this was not 

possible because of time constraints. In this first iteration, only 1 participant worked with it. For this reason, 

with more time, one could have individual interviews with participants to encourage them to use those tools. 

Participation and commitment are critical in this process. The idea of the manual was to serve as a guide to 

help participants to do their active research. Using the manual also requires a certain amount of time to do 

individual research and individual reflections, therefore commitment is also important for this process. 

 

Many participants cancelled or could not make it into the first session.  From this first iteration, 9 

people responded to an invitation that was sent through selected contacts, however in the first session 

only 2 participants attended and in the rest 4 one can observe a higher amount of empirical material.  

With a better strategy, it is possible to attract more participants with a higher level of commitment. 

This would be directly reflected in the quality of the information generated and it would ope n the 

possibility to unexpected emergent results. 

 

When facilitating online workshops is better to work in pairs. This is the reason I decided to go for 

google docs instead of Miro board.  google docs is a platform that more people know how to use and 

feel comfortable with it. Miro board is relatively new and becoming more popular thus it allows more 

creativity in the workshops. In the future, I would be experimenting more with Miroborard.  When it 

comes to communications with the participants, everything was through emails which work well. 

Probably in a larger scale project I would experiment with more informal communication channels 

and trying out a group chat using instant messaging apps such as telegram or signal. 

 

Theory 

The theory that supports the practice lays on the grounds of the environmental democracy and E J. 

The practice is looking to bring a new approach to ForumCiv, while the theory supports understanding 

of the different forms in which environmental justice can take place.  

The conceptualizations and concepts are central to action research processes (Alarcón, 2016 p. 68). 

At a conceptual level, this online action research project outlines the relationships between 

environmental justice and environmental democracy, via access rights and the right to live in a healthy 

environment.  This is relevant because the ERT finds its basis on these ideas furthermore considering 

who is ForumCiv and the work they do, this conceptualization might be helpful to pursue the overall 

vision and objectives.   

The vision of the organization is “a just and sustainable world where all people have the power to 

effect change” (ForumCiv, 2012).  The objectives are. (1) Strengthen marginalized people around the 

world to organize to claim their rights. (2) Advocate for changes  that contribute to a just and 

sustainable world (ForumCiv, 2012). 

By looking at these important aspects that establish the basis of the work of the organization, one can 

argue that the theoretical aspects of this online action research serve these wide purposes. For example, 

by looking at the development perspectives and theory of change, the incorporation of some aspects 

of EJ might be useful. 

The development perspectives are gender, environment and do no harm. The idea of the development 

perspectives is to provide a comprehensive approach to the development work the organization does.  

While I was doing my internship at ForumCiv, there were some difficulties when trying to outline the 

intersections between these development perspectives I argue that incorporating the approaches and 

theories from EJ will serve to outline the connections between those perspectives.  

Theories of change explain how and why an action bring close to objectives. They are tools in tended 
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to articulate the logical flow from the starting point (e.g., Analysis) to the goal or the bigger change 

the organization wants. They provide how the overall program, or a series of activities add to achieve 

the goal. (CDA Collaborative Learning Projects, 2016 p. 54).  The theory of change explains in a 

series of steps how they strive to pursue their vision.  

 The vision embraces two important terms, “just” and “sustainable”.  These two terms point to the 

linkage between environmental justice and sustainability, coined as “Just Sustainability” (Gunnarsson-

Östling and Svenfelt, 2017, p. 161). According to Agyeman (2005) merging both perspectives mean 

focusing on the intersection between social justice, economic well-being, and environmental 

stewardship for present and future generations (Gunnarsson-Östling and Svenfelt, 2017, p. 161). 

Under this perspective, I argue that environmental justice provides good and important grounds in the 

theory of change.  

Finally, the foundation on how the organization does program development and how they deliver  

capacity development is The Right(s) Way Forward (Rideout, 2021). Aspects such as environmental 

justice or environmental democracy are completely absent from the RWF, creating a huge blind spot 

in the environmental work of the organization. Incorporating concepts from EJ might have an impact 

on programme development and capacity development.   

I argue that is through the combination of theory and practice that change can happen within 

ForumCiv, and mainstreaming EJ at the theoretical level inside the organization might support the 

overall goals and visions from the organizations. 

 

 

Unpacking Environmental Justice 

 

The research aim was to produce knowledge informing ForumCiv how to unpack environmental justice.  The 

starting point to unpack EJ is the right to live in a healthy environment. Certainly, there is a close relationship 

in conceptual and practical terms between the right to live in a healthy environment and environmental justice 

(Woods, 2017, p. 150).  The Inter-American Court of Human Rights points that the right to a healthy 

environment must be understood as part of economic, social, and cultural rights (Abello-Galvis and Arevalo-

Ramirez, 2019, p. 221). The court identifies the substantive environmental rights as those that are directly 

affected by environmental degradation, for example, the rights to life, personal integrity, health, including 

the right to water, food livelihood, right not to be displaced (ibid 2019, p. 221).  Additionally, the rights 

whose practice and full enjoyment promote environmental protection, leading to formulation and 

implementation of improved environmental laws and policies are understood as procedural environmental 

rights, for example, the right to information, freedom of expression, association, decision making, and rights 

to effective remedies and access to justice. (Ibid 2019, p. 222).   

 

In parallel, the following definition of injustice by the Coalition for Environmental Justice gives some 

perspective on the importance of procedural environmental rights in the context of EJ. The definition points 

that injustice occurs if access to information, participation in decision making and access to justice in 

environmental matters are denied. Therefore, the access rights are means to achieve EJ but also ends by 

themselves. 

An environmental injustice exists when members of a disadvantaged, ethnic, minority or other group 

suffer disproportionately at the local, regional (sub-national), or national levels from environmental 

risks or hazards, and/or suffer disproportionately from violations of fundamental human rights as a 

result of environmental factors, and/or are denied access to environmental investments, benefits, 

and/or natural resources, and/or are denied access to information; and/or participation in decision-

making; and/ or access to justice in environment-related matters.  (Steger 2007, p 10) in (Steger et 

al., 2017, p. 647) 
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A trend in different aspects of environmental injustice is that they maintain and reinforce each other (Bell 

and Carrick, 2017 p. 102, 103). For example, if a group does not enjoy equal respect is likely to be excluded 

in a decision making and therefore, it is likely to suffer a distributive disadvantage. In the same way, if a 

group suffers from a distributive disadvantage, then it may not have the resources to participate effectively 

in a decision-making process. The relationships among procedure, distribution and recognition are relevant 

because it suggests that it is unlikely to tackle one form of injustice without the other (ibid, 2017 p. 102, 103).  

1. Distributive Environmental Justice 

 

One of the most notorious concerns of EJ is the distributive aspect. Some point that, in a material sense, 

this is the substantive justice that matters (Bell, 2004) in (Walker, 2012).   

 

The access rights work in sequence (May and Daly, 2019, p. 21) therefore, when looking at distributive 

injustice, is important to reflect on the following. First, with the support of accessing environmental 

information communities can participate in a meaningful way. Second, through public participation in 

environmental decision making, the development of activities that could create an unequal distribution of 

environmental gods and bads could be prevented. As a third part of the sequence, if the recipients of EJ or 

communities are not satisfied with the outcome of a decision, the right to access justice in environmental 

matters open the possibility of reverse that decision. It even could reach the point in which a court can enforce 

a re distribution of environmental hazards and burdens.  For example, in 2006 Argentina’s Supreme Court 

ordered the restoration of a contaminated river basing3 (Bruch et al, 2019, p. 160).  This was a court decision 

that can be seen as an environmental justice victory in all senses. But in terms of distributive justice, the 

court’s ruling helped to reduce the environmental burdens and hazards that were affecting the wellbeing of a 

community living close by because a restoration program was enforced to comply with the court.   

 

The considerations made by the participants are key concerns for distributive water justice.  Participants 

attributed the unequal distribution of water, its benefits, and hazards, to the fact that economic interests play 

a role in who gets to decide that faith of vital resources like water.  An example of this situation is the case 

of Flint Michigan where the municipal water supply system was connected to the Flint River with the belief 

that the city would save five million dollars (Harris et. al 2017, p.).  This case is not only an example of how 

economic interests influence environmental decisions in general but also how an environmental decision 

distributes hazards exposing the population to toxic pollutants and triggering major health problems. In the 

case of Flint, it turned that the water was contaminated with lead, threatening the health of children drinking 

this water, particularly poor black children (Faber, 2017 p. 62).     

 

Certainly, socio-economic aspects are important concerns for EJ. In the context of water justice. Harris et. 

al, (2017) point that in many parts of the world higher-income populations enjoy greater access to high-

quality water at lower cost, while low-income populations often pay higher amounts in the proportion of 

income.  Globally the differences are important, for example, a US resident consumes on average 13 times 

more water than the average resident in Bangladesh. (Harris et al 2017 p. 339).    

 

Other important factors attributed to water injustice and water inequalities are gender, income, indigeneity 

and race  (Harris et al., 2017, p. 339).  These aspects were not commented but still, it is worth mentioning 

their importance. 

 

In the case of Flint, one can argue that key aspects are related to environmental information and 

environmental decision-making.   The right to access environmental information supports accessing 

information related to freshwater pollution levels and accessing information regarding acceptable standards.  

During our conversations participants recognized the importance of environmental information. For example, 

the following exercise from the online labs reflects this understanding: 

 
3 Supreme Court of Argentina (CSJN), “Mendoza, Beatriz Silvia y otros c/ Estado Nacional y otros s/ daños 

y perjuicios (daños derivados de la contaminación ambiental del Río Matanza - Riachuelo)” (8/7/2008), Fallos 331:1622. Causa 

Mendoza, fs. 75/76. 
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By Accessing Environmental Information in regard to water pollution (state of the water, activities, projects, 

and circumstances or plans policies, programs or actions related to its management) …. I CAN …… 

 

I can generate enough data and advocate for the problem of water pollutants with all evidence and 

facts collected, this will hold the responsible people accountable.  

I can and get an understanding of the situation/activities and thereby assess how it may impact 

society/my neighbourhood/a group living in vulnerability etc. If I don’t agree with it I could protest 

either individually or engage and organise with others in order to try and influence the decisions. 

With information, I have the potential to participate in a constructive way.  

 

The participants recognized how water tends to be unequally distributed in different contexts and situations. 

Pointing that the ones who are in power or powerful do not live with the consequences of water pollution and 

the unequal distribution of water the participants recognized that the recipients of environmental justice are 

powerless. 

 

The second key aspect to reflect on is the importance to know the exitance of an environmental decision. 

Looking back at the case of Flint, the ones who suffered the most were the poor black communities that did 

not have any type of influence on the decision of connecting the municipal water systems supply to the 

contaminated river.  The following exercise shows the opinion of one participant: 

 

When a community is informed of pending environmental decisions taking place in their area, it is possible 

to: 

form an informed point of view and influence the decision makers in one direction or the other. 

The informed community can discuss the pending decision and come up with questions and 

possible common issues that they can state to the company/and or decision makers. Thay may 

also have the time to gather relevant information to inform their case/advocay.   

Access rights are critical rights when looking at environmental problems. The case of Flint shows the 

importance of its in the context of water pollution, indicating that working with these rights can make 

a difference under the distributive paradigm of EJ.  

2. Procedural Environmental Justice 

 

An important ground to consider an environmental decision-making process as fair is one in which power 

is distributed equally among all parties involved (Bell and Carrick, 2017 p. 104).  The conception of “equal 

power” can be understood in different ways, but they assume that there is equality in the “opportunity to 

participate” or have a “say” or “vote” (Bell and Carrick, 2017 p. 104).  Procedural EJ is a means for promoting 

distributive EJ justice (Walker, 2012 p. 47). When someone does not have a say or ability to exercise self-

determination in an environmental decision-making process that will affect their life, procedural injustices 

occur (Whyte, 2017 p. 117). 

 

Under this perspective, the access rights are important tools to address procedural EJ concerns. For example, 

in 2013 through a series of public consultation processes, Canadian residents expressed their concerns 

regarding hydrofracturing. As a result, the Quebec Government permanently banned the practice, effectively 

stopping the exploitation of shale gas in the province (Bruch et al. 2019 p. 92). From the EJ perspective, this 

was a fair process in which residents through a participatory mechanism influenced the outcome of a decision, 

preventing the development of a potentially dangerous activity. The importance of this was properly 

recognized by one of the participants in the online laboratories, the following exercise is a good example: 

 

Public participation in environmental decisions helps to… 
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address the environmental needs/concerns of the community, create a momentum/buy-in when all 

stakeholders are working together, ensuring sustainability along the way 

 

The proportionality principle states that power should be distributed in terms of the interest in a decision-

making process (Bell and Rowe, 2012) in (Bell and Carrick, 2017 p. 104). For example, if a person has a 

bigger stake in the result of an environmental decision than another, then the one who has a bigger stake 

should have more power in the decision-making process (Bell and Carrick, 2017 p. 104).  

 

In 2005 in northern Jamaica, a development company obtained a permit to build a 1,918-hotel room. Four 

residents applied to the Supreme Court for a judicial review because the national authority that granted the 

permit, infringed compliance with the EIA requirements established by the local laws4.  Schlosberg (2007) 

argues that inclusive, broad, and democratic procedures for decision making are essential preconditions for 

achieving procedural environmental justice. In the Jamaican example, the right to participate was not 

respected because the competent authority did not implement a democratic mechanism for residents to 

participate in that decision.  In that case, the Supreme Court concluded that it was an illegal and unfair 

decision under two arguments. First, the court found irregularities in the process decision-making process, 

the national authority failed to consult with other relevant governmental agencies. Second, the environmental 

authority abused its environmental decision power by circulating an incomplete environmental impact 

assessment (EIA), increasing the chance that the public would make an inaccurate assessment of the situation. 

The court reversed the decision of the environmental authority preventing the construction of the hotel 

(UNEP, 2015 P. 65).  From the EJ perspective, the environmental authority did not oversee the 

proportionality principle, because the residents, who had bigger stakes in that decision were not taken into 

consideration. 

 

In the online laboratories, the participants recognized that when knowing that a decision will take place, a 

community can do something to influence the decision, to participate. The following is the result of the first 

individual exercise of the third session on public participation in environmental decisions.  

 

When members of the community have knowledge of the content of a permit that grants the concession to 

extract natural resources to an external actor, they can… 

 

ask to see the EIA that supports the permit. If the community does not agree with the EIA they may 

question the permit and hold the government responsible. On a positive note the 

corporation/decision makers welcome additional information and the result becomes more 

sustainable.   

 

check EIA, feasibility study, cost data analysis and any other resourceful data of this activity to 

make sure there will be no breaches to law or offending to rights of people. follow up if the actors 

are following the permit or abusing it 

 

pressure the government to take actions in case the external actors abused this concession. 

 

 In terms of procedural EJ, this example is relevant because the underlying issue was that the decision-making 

process was not fully respected by the natural authority who failed to distribute power equally among the 

parties involved.  

 

 Furthermore, they understood the importance of knowing the content of an environmental decision thus, in 

it, an authority defines which activities are allowed, furthermore in some environmental impacts assessment 

 

4 The Northern Jamaica Conservation Association and Others v. The Natural Resources Conservation Authority and 

Another (2006) claim no. HCV 3022 of 2005, available at http://supremecourt.gov.jm/content/northern-jamaica-

conservation-association-et-al-v-natural-resources-conservation-authority  (acccssed 19 tth of august 2021). 

http://supremecourt.gov.jm/content/northern-jamaica-conservation-association-et-al-v-natural-resources-conservation-authority
http://supremecourt.gov.jm/content/northern-jamaica-conservation-association-et-al-v-natural-resources-conservation-authority
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pollution limits and monitoring activities are established. The participants recognized that if a community 

knows this information, they could organize to follow up if actors are complying with it or even challenge 

the decision before the court.   

 

Moreover, someone wrote that public participation creates an opportunity to work together with stakeholders. 

This is positive for justice as recognition thus this opportunity opens the possibility to integrate the 

communities needs and local knowledge into the decision. 

Bell and Carrick (2017), point that the most notable effort in the institutionalization of procedural 

environmental justice is the Aarhus convention established in 1998 and ratified by 47 countries. The 

Aarhus convention looks to practically address some of the injustices that are a common feature of the 

environmental decision-making process. In most recent times the Escazu agreement entered into force 

in the Latin American region. Likewise, to Aarhus, this convention, seeks to enforce similar concerns.  

Both agreements institutionalize the access to environmental information, which is essential to reduce 

the power disparities between different actors. Also, establish mechanisms for public participation in 

environmental decision making and finally if any of both rights are infringed both conventions 

establish the right to access justice in environmental matters looking to establishing a mechanism to 

re-establish those rights. Institutionalization is a big step however there are still gaps between the ideal 

principles and the institutional reality of enforcing EJ (Bell and Carrick, 2017 p. 104).  

 

3. Environmental Justice as Recognition 

 

Under the recognition paradigm, the criteria to identify injustice is when societal institutions fail to 

acknowledge or respect difference, while under the other paradigms, the criteria to observe is equality 

(Whyte, 2017 p. 117).   Culture, language, natural resource management, practices for substance and political 

structures are amongst the differences that this paradigm observes, including environmental identities and 

heritages.  The lack of acknowledgement by institutions of a dominant society produces negative 

consequences for the non-dominant groups (Whyte, 2017 p. 119).  

 

Schlosberg (2007 p.57) points that environmental injustice is not just an individual experience, 

injustice becomes part of the experience of a community, environmental burdens and hazards can 

define the identity of a community.  

 

For example, The Mohawk nation of Akwesasne with 12,000 Tribal members, has been turned into one of 

the most polluted areas in both in the US and Canada because corporations such as General Motors and others 

have established their factories close by. Throughout the 20th century, many of these industries released toxic 

pollutants into the rivers, destroying the Mohawk’s fishery producing problems such as increased presence 

of toxicants in mothers’ milk (Whyte, 2017 p. 114). The cultural impacts are related to longstanding practices 

such as fishing. Members of Akwesasne have mobilized, however, none of the solutions proposed by both 

governments and non-indigenous scientists works because their solutions imply ceasing their traditional 

practices to avoid exposure to contaminants (Whyte, 2017 p. 115).  This example portrays the importance of 

the recognition paradigm for EJ because institutions failed to recognize the cultural importance of a 

subsistence practice, this failure led to propose solutions that endanger the communities identity and culture.  

 

The struggle for recognition has been central demand by non-dominant groups around the world.  The 

Zapatistas in Mexico have embodied this struggle as a struggle for dignity and a life worth living. They 

portray human dignity as a form of recognition, in which differences are acknowledged to build bridges. The 

following poem from the Zapatistas illustrates the importance of human dignity under the recognition 

paradigm of EJ.  

 

Dignity is a bridge.  
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It needs two sides that, different, distinct and distant become one in the bridge  

            without ceasing to be different and distinct, but ceasing already to be distant. 

When the bridge of dignity is being made,  

the us that we are speaks and the other that we are not speaks. 

On the bridge that is dignity there is one and the other. 

And the one is not more or better than the other, nor is the other more or better than the one.  

Dignity demands that we are ourselves. 

But dignity is not just being ourselves. 

Because we are ourselves always in relation to the other. 

And the other is other in relation to us … 

Dignity, then, is recognition and respect. 

Recognition of what we are and respect for what we are, yes.  

but also recognition of what the other is and respect for that which is the other… 

So dignity, then, is not yet. 

So dignity is yet to be. 

Dignity, then, is struggling that dignity eventually be the world.  

A world where all worlds fit.  

  

Words of the EZLN during the “March of Dignity”, Puebla, 27 Feb. 2001. In (Bühler, 2004, p. 6) 
 

 

Through public participation in environmental decision-making communities have the opportunity to express 

their differences, cultural practices, identities. During the online laboratories, there were no comments 

explicitly addressing the recognition paradigm. The participants recognized the importance of expressing 

concerns through public participation in environmental decision making. In the word concerns, it is possible 

to fit concerns delated with the recognition paradigm.  

 

In terms of the role of civil society organizations under the recognition paradigm, it can be interpreted that 

the following activities pointed by the participants can facilitate recognition justice.  

 

Group Discussion: Imagine that a Participatory Process is taking place in a community, the result of it is 

going to influence whether an external actor might get or not a permit to engage with activities that will 

pollute the river or water the community uses. 

What is the role of civil society organizations in this situation? 

In this context, how can civil society organizations advocate for the right to access clean water and sanitation 

and the right to a healthy environment? 

 

to understand who is going to be negatively impacted by this, and to what extent 

 to disseminate info and knowledge about this decision to affected communities and inform them of 

their rights  

to ensure affected persons/ communities are aware of this process and the decision that may affect 

them 

Facilitate dialogue between communities and authorities. 

 to prepare affected communities to raise their opinions and thoughts at the meeting to make their 

arguments known 

I think civil society organizations would work as intermediary organizations offering guidance, 

identifying synergies, and unifying different activities and mobilizing different actors, in addition to 

providing data 
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Accessing to justice in environmental matters is relevant under this paradigm because at the end of a 

jurisdictional process, if a court recognizes the differences and cultural heritages from non-dominant groups, 

then this could be interpreted as a form of recognition by the jurisdictional branch of power.  

 

From the online laboratories, one can make several assumptions, however, it is important not to generalize. 

The empirical material is limited to the participant's experience, knowledge, and visions.  However, when 

looking at it under the perspective of the provided examples, one can see a clear connection between 

environmental democracy and environmental justice and the importance of access rights. Working and 

advocating for environmental democracy will necessarily lead to the materialization of one or several forms 

of environmental justice. Moreover, according to the provided definition of injustice, if the access rights are 

not respected then environmental injustice occurs.  

 

The access rights provide transformative potential in power relations and the distribution of environmental 

burdens gain recognition from other actors.  The empirical material shows an important hint on how access 

rights create an opportunity to transform power relations.  Each one of the access rights concedes power to 

right holders. Environmental information rights holders can make actors accountable and fight corruption. 

Through public participation, communities can influence the outcome of an environmental decision and 

finally if one of the previous rights were infringed, the right access to justice in environmental matters, means 

involving a third party in these dynamics, the judicial branch of power, which can modify or cancel any 

decision made by any environmental authority. Working to operationalize the access rights is working 

towards EJ.  

 

It is not enough to have a right and being a right holder. Many conditions need to exist before one individual, 

or a community could be able to claim their rights. This is where the key work of civil society organizations 

lay because there are many real physical, economic, and political barriers that prevent people from claiming 

their rights. In terms of EJ, it is appreciated that the involvement of civil society organizations is essential, 

not only for the recognition of communities but also to operationalize the different aspects of environmental 

justice. For example, the participants asserted that building coalitions or networks to advocate for rights is a 

crucial social interaction for environmental justice and for protecting the water also foster shared agency over 

the commons.   

 

Creating adequate conditions for rights holders to claim their rights must go beyond the traditional capacity 

development paradigm, a more radical stance must be taken to overcome the barriers.  Many activities can 

make a difference in the dynamics of environmental injustice.  Starting from the creation of knowledge and 

obtaining relevant information as well as its publication, acting as an intermediary, providing the means for 

communities to be part of participatory processes, and obtaining evidence are some of the examples. 

 

The empirical material shows that there is a lot to do to create adequate conditions to claim rights.  This will 

depend on the context and the rights in question. It is not the same to request an environmental impact 

assessment from an environmental authority and appealing before a court to challenge an environmental 

decision.  This means that civil society organizations need to understand how to use the access rights and 

have a clear understanding of what the right conditions are.  

 

Mainstreaming environmental justice is also about creating narratives and stories, to amplify the voices of 

the ones that have not been heard and if we want a democratic transformation to sustainability, we need to 

hear the voices and the stories of the ones who are struggling for recognition and respect.  This is an aspect 

that was weak in the facilitation, further work must be done so that all participants bring a story share.  

 

I envision that the method could be further developed until obtaining environmental information such as 

environmental impact assessments from several actors around the world. This represents obtaining official 

information. With this type of information, ForumCiv would be in a different position than it is now because 

it would be doing advocacy using a new strategy with more serious information about the environment.  
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12. Conclusion 

The research aim was to produce knowledge informing ForumCiv how to unpack EJ.   Throughout, 

this action research, the connection between environmental democracy and environmental justice  was 

outlined. The three pillars of the environmental democracy known as the access rights are tools to 

unpack EJ.  Moreover, the realization of any of the access rights is also an end by itself because the 

denial of any of the access rights is also a form of injustice. Directing efforts for doing advocacy work 

via access rights facilitate the materialization of any of the forms in which environmental justice can 

take place. 

 

Knowledge co-production must be seen in terms of the institutional capacity the organization has. 

ForumCiv can enable local, regional, and global KCP. For example, at the first stage, ForumCiv’s 

regional offices can initiate a local or regional process and at the second stage, a bigger global process 

can be implemented connecting participants from the different regions around the world.  At a further 

stage, political actors, business representatives and members from academia can be invited to take part 

in this process. This capacity is unique and must be exploited.  This online action research project was 

just a glimpse of what ForumCiv can accomplish in terms of facilitating a global knowledge co-

production process.  

One of the underlying characteristics of KCP is that is an iterative process. After various iterations , a 

point should be reached where enough knowledge has been produced to implement action addressing 

the environmental justice process 

Environmental injustice takes many forms and shapes tending to reinforce each other. Unequal power 

distribution has a direct relation with the distribution of environmental burdens and hazards. Many 

complex intersections cause environmental injustice. It is very complicated that communities’ victims 

of environmental injustice can solve these injustices alone. Collaboration between different actors is 

indispensable to address environmental injustice. KCP by FormCiv might result in new types of global 

collaborations for environmental justice, for example, global coalitions for environmental justice 

societal sectors. The technological tools that we have today should be seen as a window of opportunity 

for platform organizations such as ForumCiv to enable globally coordinated coalitions for EJ. 

Adequate conditions need to exist before a community can claim the right to a healthy environment 

or any of the access rights, therefore new types of global collaborations for environmental justice 

might help to overcome difficulties and create right the right conditions.   

In terms of the action research, the ERT approach into the Right(s) Way Forward, reinforces 

ForumCiv’s ability to work with environmental justice and democracy.  

It is important to not lose sight that methods and rights are tools to pursue a bigger purpose, justice, 

or in this case environmental justice. EJ represents one of the greatest challenges of our time. Systemic 

forms of injustice are happening every day.   EJ is about the health and well-being of communities 

and their people.  A truly sustainable society cannot exist if justice in its different forms is not 

delivered. 

 

 I have found that further work and changes within ForumCiv are important to mainstream 

environmental justice. Here I present some ideas and recommendations. 

 

- The concept of EJ has been integrated within the environmental and climate change policy, therefore, 

to pursue this overarching goal, further action and strategies should be implemented. The integration 

and development of further concepts of EJ in some key areas of the work of the organizations are 

necessary. 
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- For example, ForumCiv uses three perspectives in their development work. These are, gender, 

conflict and do no harm to and environment. Working under the perspective of environmental justice 

might provide grounds to establish the intersections between their development perspectives.  

- Further and more explicit integration of the concept of environmental justice in the theory of change. 

The theory of change uses terms such as “just” and “sustainable”, one can draw a connection with 

the term “Just Sustainability”, which points that environmental justice is an essential requisite for 

building a truly sustainable society.  Considering who is ForumCiv and the work they do, having a 

more explicit approach to environmental justice, rather than talking about just and sustainable seems 

to be more appropriate.  

- There is a need to reinforce organizational structures in a way that the environmental work does not 

rely on one person. 

- Narrowing down the big a broad environmental work in terms of environmental justice.  

- In terms of the RWF 

o Further integration of environmental justice concepts in the RWF is necessary to outline 

intersections between gender, environment, and conflict.  Therefore, a full reevaluation and 

re design might be appropriate. Also, the integration of the knowledge co-production 

principles might be useful in a re design process.  

o The RWF using environmental justice can also serve to draw intersections within gender, do 

no harm and environment.  

o  Further methods to identify environmental injustice will be needed, for example, 

storytelling. The first exercise of the manual provides a basic ground for this. 

 

 

What I have delivered through this online action research is not only a methodology but also practice 

and an ideal. The motivation supporting this practice finds its grounds in ideas and visions for justice 

and dignity for the ones who have traditionally been ignored and suffer from the heaviest 

environmental burdens produced by dominant societies.  Working towards environmental justice is an 

everyday struggle to build bridges of dignity, so dignity eventually becomes the bridge connecting us 

all.  
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15. Annex A Interview Guide 

Guiding Questions: 

- How things were, before 

- In your view, how do see this developing. 

- What the state of art was before, level of resources and what the environmental work was 

before the pandemic…  

o How do environmental justice related to your work? 
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o Have you worked in this before? 

After the ERT was made what type of changes occurred in the organization. How do you see this 

developing in the future?  How are you going to do the work in the future> why is interesting?   

How are you going to use this to mainstream Environmental and Climate Justice? 

Themes:  Who is FC, theory of change, environmental work, knowledge production,  

- Theory of Change, 

o What is it?  How do you use it in your work? 

o Challenges that represent to work with it. (related with knowledge production) 

o How does the organization?  

- Right(s) Way Forward and Environmental Work 

o How has been the environmental work in the last years? 

o What are the challenges that the organization has faced in that regard? 

o How has been the work regarding environmental justice? 

- Environmental justice 

o Can you describe the work that has been done so far regarding environmental justice?  

o How do you see the tool helping to mainstream the environmental justice movement? 

- Access Right 

o Changes at community level. What benefit do you see in the access rights? 

o How do you think that those rights approaches can help the work of the organization? 

 

- How do you see the Tool helping to address the challenges to address environmental justice? 

- What changes to visualize happening in the organization. How do you see this integrated with 

the overwalk vision of the organization?  

- What would this mean if this integrated to RWF and other bigger processes?  

 

16. Annex B Empirical Material 

Invitation 

The invitation was sent through ForumCiv’s network via selected contacts who distributed the 

invitation to the people who might be interested.    

Country and Region 

Guatemala GUATEMALA CITY 

Palestine Bethlehem 

Sweden Stockholm 

Sweden Uppsala 

Cambodia  
Phnom Penh, 
Cambodia 

Jordan Amman 

Sweden Stockholm 

Cambodia Phnom Penh 
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Education 

Sustainable Development 

MSc Management (International Business) 

ESCR/transitional justice/disablity rights 
Methods advisor, master degree in social sciences, master in humanitarian assistance, 
behavioural studies, gender studies, etc, field experience from Latin America, NGO and INGO 
experience, etc 

Human Rights Laws 

project management for development agencies 

Master of Political Science 

Developent Cooperation Work 

 

Focus of the Organization 

Education 
Fighting poverty and exclusion by working towards full equality and strong democracy through 
social & economic inclusion and ensured civic space & a strong civil society  

ESCR, transitional justice, regional HR systems 
Development and humanitarian assistance (human rights, dignity, peace, equality, poverty 
erradication)) 

Environment, NRM, CC, Human Rights, Gender 

social inclusion, economic inclusion, ensuring civic spaces, strenthening civil society 

Strengthening  marginalized people 

Environmental issues 

Reasons to Join this Process 

It will be useful for my research, which topic is the role of emotions in territorial conflicts  
This aspect is a mainstreaming topic for IM and its partners. I can use this knowledge for 
enhancing the abilities of my organisation and our partners in the region to mainstream this 
topic in their operations and take lead in advocating for a clean and sustainable environment.  
Related to the right to an adecuate standard of living and self-determination for indigenous 
people, relevant to the partnership in partner countries. 
Exploring methodoligies for supporting our partners around the world, and strengthen our own 
capacity, to work with (for) environment and climate change justice. 
We apply human rights concepts into our working approach and activity intervention to 
promote inclusiveness, equality, social justice, participation, transparency and accountabilities.  
we are still building our capacity in terms of streaming environment and addressing climate 
change with our local partners, but I believe what really would work as an approach is the do -
no-harm approach with a special focus on environment as we are designing actvities and 
interventions 

ForumCiv 

In many ways 
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Facilitation: 

I must mention that before the first session many participants started to cancel their assistance due to 

several reason. The 1st Session Only two people attended, and the subsecuent session 4 people attended 

and the last session an expert from the RWF from Tanzania, attended the last session and provided 

inputs. 

Phase 1. The Right to Live in a Healthy Environment 

Storytelling:  This part was central in the process. In this part only 1 participant had a narrative to 

tell. Due to this reason I had to step away from my researcher role and contribute with a story I had 

previously prepared about water issues in Mexico City. The participant who had prepared the story 

shared a narrative about the air and water problems in Palestine.  

Photos of Environmental Issues in Palestine: The participant expressed that the photos were taken 

form the internet. 

 

 

 

Photos from Mexico City: 



66 

 

 

 

 

 

● What do all stories have in common? 

● What are the values behind the story? 

● Why are environmental problems also personal problems? 

Comment Section: 

 

Group Discussion 

● What are the conventional assumptions and interests behind the actors who are causing 

the problems?  

● power structures, often those in power do not deal with the consequences of littering or 

water distribution. 

● whereas the ones who suffer the consequences don't have the power to change the situation.  

● in the case of occupation, there is no one who is bringing the actor accountable. If there is 

more accountability it could lead to more responsibility. 

● Economic Interests/profits in resources: land, water 

● when people are directly affected of an issue they tend to take actions  

 

● Reflect on the views of the people who are affected by those assumptions and problems. 

What do you think is their position 
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● In Palestine (specially Gaza) and Jordan they suffer from a lack of clean drinking water. In 

the future there will be no drinkable water. It is not only when we see the direct impact is 

when we take direct actions.  

● sometimes people don’t know what to do, especially when discussing the environment.    

● Civil society don’t know what the role is, especially if organizations are not environmental 

specialists.  

● People don’t know that there are rights protecting the environment and the right to water.  

● Corruption & power of private sector: some people who stand against the will of private 

sector and stand for a clean environment could go to jail/ so people sometimes are afraid to 

talk about this 

● people don’t have the tools to mobilize and defend their right for a clean environment   

 

Phase 2.  The Right to Access Environmental Information 

Individual Exercise complete the sentence. 

By Accessing Environmental Information in regards to water pollution (state of the water, activities, 

projects and circumstances or plans policies, programs or action related to its management)…. I CAN 

… 

 

Answers: 

I can generate enough data and advocate for the problem of water pollutants with all evidence and 

facts collected, this will definitely hold the responsible people accountable.   

If I can access information I can and get an understanding of the situation/activities and thereby 

assess how it may impact society/my neighbourhood/a group living in vulnerability etc. If I don’t 

agree with it I could protest either individually or engage and organise with others in order to try 

and influence the decisions. With information, I have the potential to participate i n a constructive 

way.  

I can assess the situation and make informed decisions about how to act.  

I can support evidence-based advocacy for changing the situation. 

I can help rights holders be informed about their rights and the current situation and claim their 

rights to access clean water. 

 

Group Exercise 

 

Agency defined as the deliberate exercise of individual or collective will.  

  

As commented during the previous session, when it comes Water Pollution, in many cases there is no 

agency over commons resources, the environment. 

  

Environmental problems are best addressed when shared agency is developed through social 

interaction involving multiple actors. 

 

1. What is the role of Environmental Information to create Shared Agency over the 

commons resources eg water? And what type of social interactions could be useful 
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Answers: 

● using the rights-based approach: citizens right to access clean water (SDG Right to access 

water and sanitation), and the government role as duty bearer to fulfil this for the rights-

holders. it can be also looked at from another angle, citizens pay taxes and in return get 

services by the government including clean water so polluted water will result in violating 

the rights of citizens as well. activities might include peaceful protests, inviting media to 

feature stories of water pollution, etc. 

● Having the information/evidence and sharing it with others it is possible to create a shared 

agency within civil society organizations.  

● Knowledge is empowering.  

● mobilizing and working together is always stronger than individual activities, so when 

having the information different factors can build on the work of each other and have 

stronger pressure on the duty bearers. 

● the types of social interactions might include Coalitions/ Networks of NGOs to advocate for 

this right and mobilize resources for it 

 

1. How can the right to access environmental information support the empowerment of 

citizens to bring actors accountable; 

 

Answers: 

● We can relate the water pollution issue with the economic situation of individuals (poverty, 

loss of jobs, farming, ...etc.). If people are informed about the direct impact polluted water 

has to their economic situation and have the needed resources, they would more likely 

mobilize to hold duty bearers accountable.  

● Elaborating on the above civil society actors and other actors working with different issues 

(poverty, the right to food, clean water, health etc) could find a common ground in 

advocating for environmental rights that in turn would improve their living conditions.  

 

 

Phase 3. Public Participation in Environmental Decisions  

Individual Exercise: Complete the sentence  

  

1. When a community is informed of pending environmental decisions taking place in their area, 

it is possible to …. 

Answers: 

...form an informed point of view and influence the decision makers in one direction or the 

other. The informed community can discuss the pending decision and come up with 

questions and possible common issues that they can state to the company/and or 

decision makers. Thay may also have the time to gather relevant information to inform their 

case/advocay.  

challenge the decision if it negatively affects the greater good of the 

community/surrounding environment 

...mobilise and demand accountability, changes, 

follow up on this decision/ hold duty bearers accountable (e.g. push for the implementation of 

the decision).  
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2. When members of the community have knowledge of the content of a permit that grants the 

concession to extract natural resources to an external actor, they can… 

 

Answers: 

● ...ask to see the EIA that supports the permit. If the community does not agree with 

the EIA they may question the permit and hold the government responsible. On a 

positive note the corporation/decision makers welcome additional information and 

the result becomes more sustainable.   

● check EIA, feasibility study, cost data analysis and any other resourceful data of this 

activity to make sure there will be no breaches to law or offending to rights of 

people. 

● follow up if the actors are following the permit or abusing it  

● pressure the government to take actions in case the external actors abused this 

concession 

 

 

   

1. Public participation in environmental decisions helps to ….  

 

 

● address the environmental needs/concerns of the community, create a 

momentum/buy-in when all stakeholders are working together, ensuring 

sustainability along the way. 

● feeling of ownership by the public thus they tend to be more likely to implement the 

decisions later. 

 

 

 

Group Discussion 

  

1. Imagine that a Participatory Process is taking place in a community, the result of it is going to 

influence whether an external actor might get or not a permit to engage with activities that will 

pollute the river or water the community uses. 

  

What is the role of civil society organizations in this situation? 

● to understand who is going to be negatively impacted by this, and to what extent (stakeholder 

analysis) 

● to disseminate info and knowledge about this decision to affected communities and inform 

them of their rights  

● to ensure affected persons/ communities are aware of this process and the decision that may 

affect them 

● to provide the means for communities/ affected individuals to be present at this Participatory 

Process e.g. car, transport, money   

● Facilitate dialogue between communities and authorities.  

● Provide capacity development (e.g. ForumCiv’s dialogue for change) to prepare affected 

communities to raise their opinions and thoughts at the meeting to make their arguments 

known 

● collect evidence of the potential impacts in the affected area e.g. projected damages - if the 

water pollution will cause species/ ecosystem loss (what the cost of this would be), the loss 

of livelihoods or health impacts of people and what this would mean  
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● Civil society organisations may gather members of the community, sharing information and 

knowledge and thereby mobilise.  

● to have an intersectional approach in analysing the case and bring input from various sectors: 

health, economic, gender, ...etc 

● put pressure on the government (play their role as watchdogs) 

● I think civil society organizations would work as intermediary organizations offering 

guidance, identifying synergies, and unifying different activities and mobilizing different 

actors, in addition to providing data.  

● CSOs can advocate using several tools including evidence of how water pollution affect the 

community in all its aspects, inviting international experts and showcasing examples from 

other countries, providing research for future figures and facts affecting the society if water 

is polluted.  

 

 

 

In this context how can civil society organizations advocate for the right to access clean water 

and sanitation and the right to a healthy environment? 

  

Answers: 

 

● relate this with the international agreements/treaties the government has signed and if they 

don’t respond they could engage external parties 

 

 

1. Members of the community are part of a commission to monitor and evaluate activities 

regarding water pollution in their region 

 

What are the benefits or risks of such activities 

 

benefits: diverse and enriched data and sources of collaborative evidence   

risks: if there are any misconduct, members of the community might be subject to harassment and 

subject to abuse of power, which might jeopardize their decisions. 

 

Benefits: knowledge of the context/ being close to the ground/ quicker reporting/   

Risks: bribes/ Corruption 

 

Benefit: community leadership and ownership of the issue, “my territory my right”  

risks: exposure of community members to powerful actors who may intimidate or track them 

(environmental defenders UN response mechanism)  

 

Benefit: better understanding of the environment, resources and interaction of community to 

resources 

risk: exploitation 

 

Risk: disagreement between different communities leading to splits.  

 

 
 

Phase 4. Access to Justice in Environmental Matters 

 
Individual Exercise: 
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What if? I request information in regard to the state of the water pollution in my region, and the 

competent authority rejects my request.  What are the possible scenarios in this situation: 

 

● Approach the media and ask them to talk about this case publically / create public debate 

● if the competent authority is not at the highest level I could turn above it and make claims.   

● turn to the regional human rights mechanisms and to the UN mechanism, even though it 

may be a long process.  

● There should be a complaints mechanism in place and information about how to proceed. 

However, this is not always in case, and it may be difficult to access information about how 

to proceed.  

● according to law, if the request is denied, the requester usually appeals the decision and 

applies again, if it is rejected, the requester can go to court  

 

 

What if? an environmental decision takes place without previous consent from the affected 

communities. After a long process the court orders to cancel the permit that allows an external actor 

to extract underground water.  

  

How do you think this would influence power relations in that context?  

 

it empowers the community, civil society and all actors who have been against this decision, 

winning the case and cancelling the permit would add more weight into the say of the community 

and how it is affected…  

 

This case can become a precedent for other future cases thus empower the legal system 

 

it might have economic consequences for example if the external actor has other investments in the 

country they might divest those investments to pressure the government to give permit.  

 

Group Discussion 

Imagine a pollutant factory is throwing its chemical waste into a river. The affected community has 

the information regarding its environmental impact authorizations and they have evidence that the 

factory does not comply with the regulation.  Still the community is unsure to start a legal procedure 

against the factory.  

1. Think of what barriers or obstacles or challenges might come up during a legal 

procedure, which can prevent a community to start a legal action 

since the process involves many players, some might try to penetrate evidence (playing with 

lab results that shows the water is polluted) 

the economic costs involved in a legal process 

threats for the community members who are leading this process 

even though the community are well informed of the environmental situation, they might 

lack the knowledge of the legal procedures 
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Loyalty, for example family relations, power relations in the community, etc. 

corruption: sometimes people in power/ in the government have interest in such projects  

 

1. How can civil society organizations support communities that want to start a legal 

procedure? 

community organizing, collaborating with legal services pro-bono, highlighting 

issue in media to lobby and pressure 

information collection and sharing 

talk to them about the possibilities of support from the UN mechanism 

Financial and technical support for the process 

technical support in terms of how to initiate legal processes and evidence gathering 

 

 

17. Annex C Interview Transcription 

Luciano: [00:00:00] So let's get started. 

Melanie: [00:00:05] Good, good. 

Luciano: [00:00:06] Hello, good evening. My name is Luciano and I am researching and working for 

my thesis on doing an online action research for environmental democracy and justice. And today, I 

will interview Melanie Rideout. Melanie, can you please talk about who are you in the organization? 

What is it what you do? 

Melanie: [00:00:58] My name is Melanie Rideout. I am the lead coordinator on our global 

environmental and climate justice work. And so that includes our environmental policy and 

implementation strategy. And connected to that work is also coordinating with our gender task group. 

and conflict do no harm to ensure that we have a strong inclusion the within these development 

perspectives within all areas of our work. 

Luciano: [00:01:31] Thank you, can you talk a little bit about, the theory of change of the 

organization? Like how do you use it and how why is it relevant for the organization? 

Melanie: [00:01:52] Okay, so theory of change isn't with me. That would be Frida. So that's part of a 

PME work, so monitoring evaluation work. And so I would suggest you speaking to her about the 

theory of change and how you everything I can to generalize about it just generally. Yeah. Okay. So 

our theory of change models has been changing a lot over the past few years because it's quite 

challenging to recognize how well change takes place and how it is that that's responsible for that 

change taking place and why we as an organization fit in. Um, so you have direct contact with 

stakeholders and those are the ones that we're able to try to create change. And then we have indirect, 

uh, was our partners, partners, and then we have a change in the wider context of the world. So starting 

from the outside, it's just a sustainable world where all people have the power to effect change. That's 

what we're trying to create and the change that we want to see in the end. And we do that through our 
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programs and with our different partners, with nations where powerful organizations that we work 

with many different organizations and we collaborate with them directly so that through the programs 

that they do, they worked to strengthen marginalized people, to claim their rights and the tools that 

we use for that, for democracy and advocacy, for change. 

Melanie: [00:03:41] And we have different methods and tools in which we make sure directly within 

our programs that are implemented by our partners that there are elements of the capacity, development 

and advocacy and supporting human rights, and not just that within the organizations and then through 

those direct programs and of advocacy and strengthening, which has many different ways in which 

that happens. That would then be tied to the promotion and defense of human rights and democracy 

through supporting a diverse independent civil society, which would then lead to that, just the 

sustainable world, which is the change that we're trying to create in which people themselves are actors 

that change empowerment. So I guess simply put, our theory of change is about working with 

communities, individuals and change makers and finding different ways in which to support them 

through programs, through capacity, development tools and methods so that those people are 

themselves able to identify the changes that they want to see and then go ahead and promote the 

defense and also the attainment of that and in its various different diverse functions of what it looks 

like to promote and to continue. To then create just world, 

Luciano: [00:05:14] Thank you very much. So would you say that the main methodology that the 

organization uses is the right way forward, right? 

Melanie: [00:05:32] Yeah. So the way forward is our way of understanding the rights based approach. 

So our theory of change and everything that we do is what we call rights based. And at the heart of its 

base is the rights holder. So the individual, the person that is involved in the process of learning about 

and then accessing and defending their rights, the human right and having a rights based approach, 

which is a is a way in which you ensure that the rights holder is always at the center of the work that 

you do, as opposed to someone outside of a particular context and telling someone what it is that they 

should be doing to attain certain rights, which is the very top down approach and which is not what 

we do. The right way forward is a methodology that we created in house to operationalize the rights-

based approach. It's been 10 years in the making of different tools, exercises, approaches and ways 

that incorporates human rights, gender and do no harm approach and sustainability, but it's a general 

foundational tool how we do program development and then how it is that we deliver on the programs 

because it takes us from the empowerment, working with community and mapping stakeholders and 

finding out the changes that they want to change in their communities through to advocacy is our main 

advocacy tool in which community members rights holders can learn about what their rights are and 

then different ways in which they can advocate for that change and access to duty bearers. And then 

the actual fulfillment of the action plans that communities themselves create that identify the specific 

changes that they want to make. They then go through a process of putting that action plan into practice 

and then that contributes to the overall idea of change for just a sustainable world that has been fought 

for by the communities themselves because they have been empowered and that really ground all the 

way up, change that rights-based approach, which the right way forward is for us. 

Luciano: [00:08:13] Thank you. How has been the environmental work in the recent years and in 

regard, the organization uses the rights which forward and for advocacy and mainstreaming rights-

based approaches. And I'm talking more specifically on the part of the  environment. And can you 

please describe a little bit how everything it relates to or it has been used for addressing environmental 

challenges. 

Melanie: [00:09:07] And the history of the rights way forward is that originally it was the 

environmental lens. So, with this approach in which the main focus was on environmental violations 

and how to empower communities to identify, locate, create what they wanted to see changed and then 

take action on it in regard to the environment. And then we also had other tools that were for gender 

and others to do harm. And then there was a decision to consolidate all of these tools into one so that 
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we had a main methodology that we could apply to our programs. ForumCiv is not an environmental 

organization. We are a human rights organization. So human rights, civil society organizations. So, 

everything that it is that we address. At the heart of it is right, and it's a human right, environmental 

approach. So, what are the rights violations are? What one has ability to access Natural Resources 

Decision-Making power with natural resources, s right to water, right to food, right to a healthy 

environment, kind of is encompassed within that. But somewhere along the way, the environmental 

lens and the focus that we have on the environment was kind of a bit lost. The organization went 

through a huge rearrangement restructuring and lost a lot of the, um, the people that had the very 

specific, uh, knowledge on the environment. And we also changed the way in which we worked. So I 

would say over the past four years, what we had previously in regards to our approach to work with 

the environment was quite lost. 

Melanie: [00:11:08] I mean, we have like a couple of modules within the rights way forward it that 

looks at natural resource management, distribution and also sustainability. But it is it's quite it's quite 

weak and it doesn't have enough material within it in which to really have a strong approach to 

environmental violations and climate change challenges within the right based approach. But I would 

say more recently, do you want me to talk about what we recently doing? (Yes) Or if so, about a year 

and a half ago, we started working on our environmental policy, not just because we don't have a strict 

methodology to what the new environment does it mean that we haven't worked with it and we do 

work with it, Very much so. When it comes to land rights, when it comes to access to and decision 

making power over natural resources. For example, our work in the East Africa hub in Liberia, which  

is strictly looking at land rights law,  in Colombia, which is a peace building and the re-establishment 

of areas, has it results in the areas in which ex combatants will be reintegrated into the communities 

and society after the peace agreement was signed. So we very much work with the environment and 

with land, with natural resources and with our partner organizations through the different programs 

that we have. 

Melanie: [00:12:43] For example, with the Swedish Partnership Program commentated, many of those 

organizations work on environmental issues because it is the biggest issue of our current time. So it's 

impossible not to work with environmental rights issues, but our methodology and our strategy and 

approach to it and the very explicit way in which we work with it has only been very recent that we've 

reviewed it. We've created a policy. We have a definition of what environment from climate justice 

is. And we've asserted that what we're fighting for now is environmental and climate justice, as 

opposed to just big environmental work instead of being access to decision making power. And it is 

like we're working for environmental justice and that means different things according to t he context 

and the issues and the violations that communities are facing at that particular time. Because what 

we're trying to do is to access justice. And according to the definition of environmental climate change 

and climate change, climate justice and meeting the work that we do to dismantle damaging power 

structures that have enabled the destruction of the environment and has led to climate change, these 

kind of root causes of capitalism and his pursuit of growth, inequality and disbalancing power. So, the 

past year and a half, in order to kind of reassert that's what we're focusing on and mean. It's not just 

this very broad and fluffy environment. 

Melanie: [00:14:22] We created an environmental policy with commitments and priorities in relation 

to what I just said. And operationalization strategy is action plan. And that defines within all of our 

rules and so forth that has an overall capacity to benefit advocacy, advocator development. And I 

thought it did not have an active. Yeah, and I know this is true. Yeah. Know. So we used to before 

we're actually three. So an advocate to develop an active capacity both because it's. Within all of those, 

and then obviously we have it's not one of our rules, we have our internal operations. And so where 

this drastic action plan is related to each of those sections of our work, a little busy now and wanting 

to with our foundational methodology, which is right before it. And this is how we do advocacy. This 

is also related to how we develop programs. And this is also related to how we deliver capacity 

development within a particular package. But looking at how we can add particular modules onto it 
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that are related to the development perspective. So that's the climate change, gender and so that we 

can have a very comprehensive methodology that also has the ability to zoom into greater detail on 

particular rights violations. Should a community of rights hold a group and want to focus on that area, 

because that's the area that they've determined is important for them in their pursuit of change.  

Luciano: [00:16:29] Well, thank you for that. So you already saw what it's about the environmental 

rights toolkit and you saw some of the results and you were also a part in some of the sessions. What 

are your thoughts? How do you think these could contribute to the overall mission of the organization? 

How are you going to use it basically? 

Melanie: [00:17:30] Yeah, a good question, I guess. I think, first, as I said at the beginning, we're a 

human rights organization. And being able to comprehensively explain what illegal speaking 

procedure operates in terms of what environmental might mean is arsenal for a community to be able 

to defend themselves better and to ask for what it is that they are entitled to according to international 

law. And we haven't had that approach ever. When it comes to environment, we talk about things like 

having the right to food, housing, and that's underneath the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 

but actually having, um, concrete um, I a lot of directives or laws or things like this that that every 

country should be in every country and company. Because when we talk about international human 

rights and rights violations, when it comes to the environment perpetrated in certain countries are 

subject to the law from the headquarters. So, I'm talking about European and companies going to 

communities outside of Europe and committing rights violations. So just in terms of having a structure 

in which you can have capacity development of communities and be like, this  are your rights, these 

are the things that you are entitled to. This is what it means. This is where the institutions are 

responsible for this. These are the duty because this is what you need to have the environmental impact. 

This is what an environmental impact assessment is and debunking a lot of the jargon and then also 

connecting it in a way that is very easy for. And he was stunned what they should be entitled t o is 

fantastic for capacity development. 

Melanie: [00:19:46] And it's great for us and it's something that we haven't had. So, in that way, it's 

something that we can use within the rights way forward when we're talking about the different 

exercises where we can move forward to exercises in which you look at what is what gender rights. 

What you want to do, generally speaking, human rights, these different things, we can have one 

specifically what environmental rights in this kind of way. And then we also have the ability to connect 

the conversation about environmental rights within our dialogue for change. So when we talk to duty 

bearers those about changes in the community wants to see. There's also a way in which you can 

structure the demands that you want better, for example, access to environmental information and if 

there's going to be a new dam being built. And so it's not just demanding of the duty bearer, but we 

don't want you to build this because we don't want to in our land. It's a way in which you make a duty-

bound, comply with what the law is. Give me an environmental impact assessment. Was this 

completed? Was it? And then you have leverage to actually be able to demand the change that is that 

you want to see. And it's a lot more effective. And so, for example, yeah, take me an example of 

building a dam or deforesting a particular area. You can either go about it like and get the signatures 

and you get the community to stand in front and say, we don't want you to bulldoze this or break this 

down. You can very easily get the police involved and the police cleared these people and arrest 

everyone. 

Melanie: [00:21:35] And then it's just then an illegal protest. Right. If those people know that in order 

to create a dam where deforestation, that company and that government and that local authority had 

to go through international legal process; did you have a consultation with the community? Did you 

have the option for the community members to access the information, as is the Duflo right to conduct 

a thorough environmental impact assessment? Where is the impact assessment? Let's see if everything 

on it has actually been covered in this. Oh, no, it hasn't. They didn't look at what the impact would be 

of flooding of those planes or, you know, and then and then you have a case. Then you have something 

that you can really advocate about. You can spread information and you can take it to accountability 
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mechanisms in which there are much bigger processes in place rather than one party versus another. 

And this is something that we haven't had before. And it's something that I think is really, really 

exciting to include within the right way forward, because we're giving people more tools and more 

ability to actually effectively fight for their rights as opposed to just say it's all right, it's your right to 

a healthy environment. It is like, yeah, that's your right. And this is the process and the ways in which 

you can go about attaining this. And that's very powerful that that was really moving conversation and 

talking into actionable points that communities are able to do by themselves for themselves, as 

opposed to just saying we know that we should have a right to X, Y or Z. 

Luciano: [00:23:27] All right. Thank you. Coming back a little bit to the rights way forward. Do you 

know how and to what extent it's the scope of the right way forward, I mean, like, how many people 

or what is the reach of the right way forward. 

Melanie: [00:24:04] That's extremely hard to say, um, because it's an open access tool and we don't 

know how many people have used it for, uh, but directly in our programs that we've implemented over 

the past ten years, the reach the reach of one program that we're doing just that. You have an idea or 

one program that we're doing in two communities in southern Kenya. Has a reach of 30000 people, 

Luciano: [00:24:46] And that is the program, and that is just one program, 

Melanie: [00:24:50] That's one program that has been running for the past two years and we have in 

our direct implementation country offices. We have one, two, three, four. We have seven programs 

and then we have a larger program, SPP, in which we have 18 different organizations, and 80 different 

organizations work with 80 different projects and they apply for those twice a year. And some of them 

have used the rights way forward and some of them have, I would say, somewhere in the region of 

hundred thousand people, plus probably over the past 10 years, with the recipe for it being in existence, 

has been impacted by the by the work. 

Luciano: [00:25:56] That those are. That is impressive. 

Melanie: [00:25:59] Yeah, it is. And I never thought about the calculations and yeah. Thinking about 

the different projects that we've worked on and communities. I would say it's somewhere in the region 

because not every program is as great as they put it, but they don't. So yeah, I see some in the region 

of about 100000. 

Luciano: [00:26:20] That is impressive. So I'm thinking about, uh, 

Melanie: [00:26:25] Maybe like two hundred thousand. It's a good question. I should do the might be 

good. That would be good to do the calculations. 

Luciano: [00:26:34] Yeah. And so thinking, um, thinking a little bit about the future and uh, knowing 

that this approach has the potential to, to provide the, uh, a lot of, benefits to rights holders at the 

community level. So, what are the steps forward for a ForumCiv See if in terms to, uh, mainstreaming 

environmental justice and mainstreaming the rights that are proposed in the tool . 

Melanie: [00:27:19] So immediately the steps in the next month and next month to two months. So 

this half of the year and is to do with training with our member organizations on rights way forward 

dialogue  for change and environmental rights toolkit. And that we're hoping will have anywhere 

between 30 to 50 participants over several weeks learning about these two tools and the additional 

modules that we have of the environment. We're also hoping to record many of these sessions and to 

transfer that into an e-learning and send that out and put that on in would change Hub, which is our 

platform for learning, and that we have, uh, how many people signed up to that? I think we have over 

500 or 600 people signed up to that platform. And if we market and promote that, we do, then, yeah, 

many people getting access to that information and that training. And we also are wanting to make 
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available the toolkit on our changer hub homepage. And so not just the training, but also the tool itself 

and make it something that's open for others to access and use and also share our work with Stockholm 

Environment Institute and Naturvårdsverket and SIDA so that they can also have access to the tool 

and see what it is that they want to do. And that's that. That's immediate steps once to has kind of been 

verified, by the way, through and go through their communications channels and that.  

Melanie: [00:29:22] And then for the next five years, we have a pretty extensive action plan on how 

it is that we want to integrate our environmental policy. What are the goals that we have together with 

gender and do no harm perspectives, which includes many different things Uh, its capacity 

development. Its including all these perspectives within our program development, integrating it 

within our PME cycle and creating it within our subcounty application processes. So not only 

something that we can open up and allow partners to access, but also to have it within our assessment 

processes. So making sure that if there are areas in which we can support the applications that come 

in with a environmental rights approach, that we're able to direct them to this toolkit and to this 

information and to this whole because not just the tool kit, but it's a whole approach. It's the whole is 

the whole thing of being better able to understand procedural rights and environmental rights and to 

support and spread the information within our networks, which is something that's going to take a bit 

more time. But I really do hope that, you know, three years from now or less ambitious than one year 

from now, we have like a team that's working on environmental rights that we started looking at 

teaming up and partnering with organizations that can assist us with climate litigation, that we can 

start developing evidential collection and all of rights violations of environmental monitoring, for 

example, to be able to collect that with communities, with scientists in a credible way so that we can 

actually start looking at whether or not we can support litigation and legal processes and so that we 

can actually come as a society within these conversations.  Right now we are getting involved and 

talking about Ecocide. And Ecocide law, you never know, maybe within a year it becomes a law and  

it is the responsibility of civil society to implement new legal processes. Otherwise it just exist without 

civil society practicing it and being aware of it and being part not just of the formation of the law 

which is absolutely paramount. 

 Luciano: Thank you very much Melanie for your time. it’s been a pleasure to have this conversation 

you have provided me with good insights on what is ForumCiv and what do they do and the changes 

that have been happening and how the tool I can help and contribute to those changes are being 

envisioned you’re going to station in the organization and thank you for  

 Melanie: Thank you for your time for talking to me and for your to work, it has been a very central 

part of creating this vision, because before we didn’t have the possibility to access that idea and you 

created the first major step towards that idea. 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


