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Human rights are your business: Amnesty International briefing
Vedanta’s operations driving human rights abuses in Orissa

“We lost our lands to the refinery. We were arrested for protesting against it... We can hardly breathe with the dust from the refinery which works 24 hours non-stop. And what land I have now will go for its expansion.” 

A resident of Bandagudha, Lanjigarh

Summary

In April 2009, the Indian authorities gave Sterlite Industries India Limited (a subsidiary of London-based Vedanta Resources Plc) and the Orissa State Mining Corporation permission to mine bauxite for the next 25 years in the Niyamgiri Hills, Orissa in eastern India. The hills are considered sacred by the Dongria Kondh, an adivasi Indigenous community who depend entirely on the area for their economic, physical and cultural survival. The Dongria Kondh’s reliance on shifting cultivation and other traditional methods of gathering food and other natural resources would be directly affected by mining in the area. However, no effort has been made to analyze the impact of the proposed mine on the Dongria Kondh’s way of life, and they have not been given any adequate information about the potential risks and negative impacts of the mining project. 
In Lanjigarh village at the bottom of the hills, Majhi Kondh adivasis and other marginalised communities fear the worst as Vedanta Aluminium Ltd (VAL) – also a subsidiary of Vedanta Resources – prepares for a six-fold expansion of its refinery operations there. Since the refinery commenced operations  in 2006, local communities have had to contend with air and water pollution, and constant dust and noise. Approval for the expansion is still pending.

Amnesty International visited these areas in March 2009 to assess the human rights situation on the ground. Our findings show that both the proposed mine and the refinery have serious implications for the human rights of the affected communities – including the rights to water, food, health and a sustainable livelihood. 

VAL’s existing refinery in Lanjigarh fails to meet accepted national and international standards in relation to its environmental, social and human rights impacts. Waste material from the refinery has contaminated the local water system. Official inspection reports have consistently documented this contamination; although Vedanta has made some improvements, the company has failed to comply with many of the directions of the Orissa State Pollution Control Board on its waste management processes. Air and noise pollution from the refinery are undermining the health and quality of life of local people. Yet, neither the Indian authorities nor Vedanta have made any tangible effort to assess these clear risks to health. 

The Government of India has failed to ensure that human rights are protected in the context of extractive industries in Orissa. However, this fact does not absolve Vedanta of responsibility for the impact of its operations on human rights in Orissa. There is clear and compelling evidence of existing human rights breaches associated with the refinery and risks to human rights as a consequence of both the mine and proposed refinery expansion. 
Vedanta has no excuse for failing to take action. It needs to take action now to address the devastating cost of its operations on the lives of local people and ensure that human rights abuses do not recur. Failure by Vedanta to properly address the social and human rights impacts of its operations in Orissa is likely to result in ongoing tensions and conflict with local communities and an escalation of the human rights problems associated with Vedanta’s operations in Orissa.  

Amnesty International is calling on Vedanta Resources to:

· Suspend plans for mining and expansion of the aluminium refinery until the existing human rights issues are properly addressed

· Urgently address the existing negative human rights impacts of the aluminium refinery in consultation with the affected communities and relevant state authorities in Orissa.

· Ensure that independent and thorough human rights impact assessments for both the refinery expansion and proposed mine are carried out in full and meaningful consultation with the affected communities. 

· Ensure that the affected communities have open access to information on the impact the proposed projects will have on them.

1.
Introduction

Vedanta Aluminium Limited (VAL), a subsidiary of UK-registered Vedanta Resources Plc, has operated an aluminium refinery at Lanjigarh in Kalahandi district in the state of Orissa, India since 2006. In January 2009, VAL applied for clearance for a six-fold expansion of the refinery. This clearance is still pending. Vedanta is also planning to mine bauxite in the area via its subsidiary company, Sterlite Industries India Ltd. In April 2009, the Indian authorities gave Sterlite and the state-owned Orissa Mining Corporation permission to mine bauxite in the Niyamgiri Hills, about 10 kms from the Lanjigarh refinery. 

Local communities and civil society groups have raised serious human rights concerns about the impacts of the existing refinery operation, the proposed expansion of the refinery and the mine. In particular, concern has been raised about the impact of these commercial operations on the human rights to health, an adequate standard of living, water, work and food. These rights are recognized in international law, including in treaties to which India is a state party. 

In March 2009, Amnesty International visited Lanjigarh and Niyamgiri Kalahandi district in Orissa to assess the human rights situation on the ground. Researchers interviewed community members in eight villages.
 They also visited the Vedanta refinery and interviewed company representatives. Finally, they met with various government officials, including district officials and representatives of the Orissa State Pollution Control Board.

This briefing paper outlines Amnesty International’s concerns in the context of corporate responsibility for human rights and makes a number of recommendations to Vedanta and to investors, in relation to the Vedanta group’s operations and plans in Orissa.

2.
Corporate responsibility for human rights

Governments are responsible for protecting human rights – including when these rights are threatened by business operations. But government failure to protect human rights does not absolve companies of responsibility for the impact of their operations on human rights. The emerging consensus on corporate responsibility for human rights is that companies should – at minimum – respect all human rights. This is the position articulated by Professor John Ruggie, the United Nations (UN) Special Representative of the Secretary-General on business and human rights, in his 2008 report to the UN Human Rights Council. 

Policy commitments on human rights are not enough; companies must actively seek to understand and prevent violations of human rights that may occur as a consequence of their operations. Professor Ruggie has described this as human rights due diligence. Due diligence encompasses the steps a company must take to become aware of, prevent and address adverse human rights impacts.

Assessment of human rights impact is increasingly seen as vital for businesses, particularly in sectors that are highly physically invasive, such as extractive industries. According to Professor Ruggie, “While these assessments can be linked with other processes like risk assessments or environmental and social impact assessments, they should include explicit references to internationally recognized human rights. Based on the information uncovered, companies should refine their plans to address and avoid potential negative human rights impacts on an ongoing basis.”

The principles of corporate human rights due diligence are reflected in globally-accepted tools developed and used by companies. For example, the Equator Principles are a set of environmental and social benchmarks for project financing established by a number of private banks in 2003.
 The Equator Principles require a social and environmental assessment for all projects which are categorized as medium or high risk. The assessment covers a range of critical issues including sustainable development, protection of human health, socio-economic impacts, land acquisition, impacts on Indigenous peoples and communities, and the cumulative impacts of projects. Based on the assessment, Equator banks make agreements with their clients on how they mitigate, monitor and manage those risks.

Many of the world’s major mining companies have made commitments to proactively assess risk and prevent harm to human rights. The Sustainable Development Principles of the International Council on Mining and Metals (ICMM) include commitments to uphold fundamental human rights and respect cultures, customs and values in dealings with those affected by mining activities. The ICMM Sustainable Development Principles also commit mining companies to effective and transparent engagement and communication with stakeholders on the issues.

Despite such well-accepted standards, Vedanta has not undertaken any adequate assessment of the social and human rights impacts of the refinery expansion or mining operation. The environmental assessments that have been done do not address the human rights impacts of either project. As far as Amnesty International is aware, Vedanta has not taken any adequate steps to prevent human rights abuses occurring as a direct consequence of its operations in Orissa.  

3.
The refinery at Lanjigarh

In January 2009, VAL proposed a six-fold expansion of its alumina refining plant at Lanjigarh. The expansion envisages construction of additional refining facilities for up to five million tonnes of bauxite per year, including new waste systems, a railway corridor and township housing. The proposed expansion requires the acquisition of 1,340 hectares of land from some 800 families of Majhi Khond adivasis (Indigenous communities) and other marginalized communities in the area. During 2002-2004, land was acquired from 1,215 families, of which 102 were fully displaced, to build the existing refinery. 

3.1
Human rights violations associated with current refinery operations 

In March 2009, Amnesty International visited the area to investigate reports that the existing refinery operations were seriously undermining local people’s human rights – including the rights to health, water and a healthy environment. 

The existing refinery is a 750 hectare complex encompassing the core refining plant, waste facilities that include two red mud ponds, a process water lake and an ash pond (see map). The refinery complex is located in the catchment area of the Vamsadhara river; a number of perennial streams flow around the plant and a few streams flow through the plant itself. The refinery is close to local villages, some of which are only 100 metres from the plant’s boundary walls. The manner in which the refinery has been operating has had serious negative impacts on human rights.
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The Lanjigarh refinery, located south of the Vamsadhara river, consists of the plant itself, two red mud ponds (28 and 60 hectares respectively), a process water lake, and an ash pond (52 hectares). There will also be one settlement each for employees and the rehabilitation of 102 adivasi families whose three villages were acquired for the complex, plus an air strip, The river flows eastwards close to the northern boundary of the core plant and the ash pond is located north-west of the core plant. The red mud ponds and the process water lake are located on a plateau just south of the main plant and north of the Niyamgiri Hills. © Private
Impact of waste discharge and air pollution on the rights to water and health

The Vamsadhara river is the main water source for many people in the area and in other parts of south-western Orissa. They use it for drinking water, for personal use and for their cattle. 

The refinery generates a significant amount of waste material, including “red mud” which contains iron oxide, other minerals and highly alkaline waste water – all stored in red mud ponds.
 The company is responsible for ensuring that none of this waste enters the local water system. However, in inspection reports over the period 2006-2009, the Orissa State Pollution Control Board has highlighted the failure of the company to meet this condition. The Pollution Control Board began to highlight concerns arising from the improper lining of one of the red mud ponds in 2006, when the refinery commenced trial operations. Since then the Pollution Control Board has repeatedly highlighted problems with leakages from the refinery, including seepage of alkaline water from the red mud pond “raising the risk of contamination of the water flows in the nearby stream and ultimately river water”,
  leakages from the dirty water pond, contamination of storm water drain leading to the river and leakages from the ash pond to a natural water body, which is used by villagers to wash their cattle. 

It appears that waste material may also have been discharged directly into the Vamsadhara river. Several people told Amnesty International that they had seen waste material being discharged from the refinery into the river on various instances since 2006. According to the villagers, this happened mainly at night. In 2007, the Pollution Control Board investigated the complaints made by the villagers that the company had been discharging caustic water into the river during the night and tested the water at various points of the river. The test results indicated water accumulated near the boundary wall of the refinery (outside the factory) on the river side had pH values of 10.5 and 11 (the normal pH range of water is between 6 and 8.5).
 The Pollution Control Board also noted that the clean water pond, which had been damaged in August 2007, had not been repaired and “as a result, all the wastewater from the power plant area is discharged to the river Vanshadhara”.
 

In 2008 the Pollution Control Board further stated: “the seepage from the red mud pond is alarming, and the situation is expected to further deteriorate when industry will go into full production capacity. And there is clear indication of ground water contamination in the area…”.
 It also noted that, based on analysis results of water samples collected from various locations in Vamsadhara river, “there is a trend of increasing pH, which is due to seepage/leakage of discharge of alkaline waste water from the plant. This needs to be addressed urgently”.
 Although VAL has taken some of the measures required by the Pollution Control Board to stop leakages and pollution, concerns still remain around the impermeability of the red mud pond and resulting risks of contamination of the ground and river water. The extent of the pollution that has occurred and its potential impact have not been disclosed to communities living in the area.
Many people from villages near Lanjigarh expressed concern about wastewater discharge into the river. They said that though they had previously relied on the river for drinking water, bathing, and for their cattle, they no longer felt safe drinking the water and this has undermined the availability of drinking water, particularly in the summer months. Numerous people highlighted to Amnesty International that they were often forced to rely on using the water for other purposes despite their concerns about its safety. 

The refinery operations have also resulted in a significant deterioration in the quality of life for nearby villagers, due to the noise and air pollution from the refinery and dust generated by the constant movement of bauxite- and alumina powder-laden trucks. An estimated 200 trucks, each carrying about 40 tonnes of bauxite and covered only by canvas sheets, arrive at the site each day and throughout the night. Nearby communities explained that the volume of traffic was totally unexpected and no one had informed them about the scale of the operations. Although the Pollution Control Board has stipulated that all bauxite-laden trucks should be covered, villagers claimed - and Amnesty International delegates observed - that both in Lanjigarh and on highways en route to the refinery many trucks were left uncovered.  People also report that dust settles on their food crops and in their drinking water, almost on a daily basis.

The Pollution Control Board’s investigations have found air pollution levels above stipulated limits on numerous occasions and highlighted concerns about the ambient air quality in some residential areas surrounding the refinery.
 Amnesty International delegates experienced first-hand the impacts of air and dust pollution on nearby communities. “It was shocking”, says Ramesh Gopalakrishnan, Amnesty International’s researcher on India. “After just a couple of hours in the villages near the refinery our eyes were burning and we were coughing as a result of inhaling the dust. It would be hard to believe that people’s health is not affected, based on our experience. People are literally eating dust with their food.”

Villagers told Amnesty International that since the refinery began operating they have been suffering from a range of health problems. These include skin conditions after bathing in the river, and respiratory problems, including breathlessness, which they believe are linked to air pollution and dust from the refinery. Women, children and men from nearby villages showed Amnesty International delegates rashes on their arms and backs. People said they had to constantly rub their eyes due to the continual dust. Despite widespread concern among the communities, no systematic health monitoring has been carried out on the possible health effects of the documented pollution, which has exposed people to health risks, including potentially long-term health problems. 

Failure to ensure access to information and adequate consultation

The communities affected by the refinery and the proposed expansion have not been given any adequate information on the project, nor has there been a meaningful process of consultation with them on the project or its impacts. Access to adequate information is fundamental to the protection of human rights and a necessary requirement for genuine and meaningful consultation. The OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises state that companies should engage in adequate and timely communication and consultation with communities. 
The Orissa government ordered the compulsory acquisition of land to enable the construction of the refinery. Land was compulsorily acquired from approximately 1,215 families, between 2003 - 2006, largely from marginalised communities living in the area; 102 families were fully displaced during this process. The affected communities were not given adequate information on the refinery, the nature of the operations and environmental risks associated with the project and how these would be managed. On the contrary, communities received misleading information on both the scale of the project and the possible benefits of the project for local people.
On 25 April 2009, officials of the Government of Orissa held a public hearing on the refinery expansion plans with local communities at Belamba near Lanjigarh. The only documents made available to the local communities prior to the public hearing were the Rapid Environmental Impact Assessment (in English and Oriya languages) and the Environmental Impact Assessment (in English) for the proposed expansion, both commissioned and paid for by VAL. The findings of the Pollution Control Board in relation to the current operations of the refinery were not shared with the affected communities, leaving them with almost no information on the risks to which they are exposed.
 
Human rights concerns related to the six-fold expansion of the refinery

In light of the Pollution Control Board’s findings and the negative impacts already experienced by the surrounding communities as a consequence of current refinery operations, a six-fold expansion poses very serious risks to human rights. Concerns about the proposed expansion have been heightened by a lack of information and a wholly inadequate consultation process, both of which have left many people in the dark about the project’s impacts.

It is imperative that the existing problems associated with the refinery are adequately addressed before any expansion is considered. Moreover, any expansion should only be considered following a thorough assessment of the risk to human rights. The process of identifying risks to the population should involve consultation with the communities themselves, and take their views and their knowledge into account. The time given to this process should be adequate to enable an effective assessment of the potential human rights impacts, and the development of plans to address any risks identified. 

4.
Lanjigarh bauxite mining project in Niyamgiri Hills

On 28 April 2009, the Ministry of Environment and Forests of the Government of India granted an environmental clearance for a joint venture between the Government of Orissa’s Mining Corporation and Sterlite Industries India to establish the Lanjigarh bauxite mining project in the Niyamgiri Hills. As of September 2009, the project was awaiting further environmental clearance (stage II forest clearance) before being allowed to begin operations.

The mine falls within the traditional lands of the Dongria Kondh, an 8000-strong community that has special status under Indian law: their communities and traditional lands are protected under the Indian Constitution.

The Niyamgiri Hills are sacred to the Dongria Kondh, who depend on them for their economic, physical and cultural survival. The Dongria Kondh practice shifting cultivation on the hill slopes, hunt and collect forest produce in the area for their food and livelihoods. They also rely on the Niyamgiri Hills for their water, wood and medicinal plants. Despite this there has been no attempt, by either the government or the company, to ensure that the proposed bauxite mine does not threaten the Dongria Kondh’s ability to continue to live in the Niyamgiri hills and engage in these traditional practices that are central to their way of life, livelihoods and culture.  

Failure to assess impacts, provide information or ensure adequate consultation

None of the Dongria Kondh communities living on or near the Niyamgiri Hills were given notice of the public hearings on the proposed mining project, which were held in February and March 2003. Nor were attempts made in any other way to ensure their participation in these hearings, which were held at a considerable distance from where they live. The public hearings were also completely inadequate as a consultation or information process as information was not provided on the potential risks and negative impacts of mining.  

An Environmental Impact Assessment for the mining operation was undertaken in 2002. However, this assessment is wholly inadequate as a tool to assess the potential human rights impacts of the proposed mine. Although the assessment lists the villages and provides demographic data for an area within a 10 km radius of the refinery and mine sites, it neither mentions the Dongria Kondh and other communities by name, nor discusses how close some of the communities live to the mining site. It does not analyze the ways in which the communities currently use water, wood and other natural resources in the hills or effectively analyze how these could be affected by the mining project in the long run. It does not consider the damage that is likely to be caused to traditional livelihoods and the impact of this on the Dongria Kondh’s survival. It also fails to consider the impact of the influx of insiders, machinery, transportation and other arrangements that will accompany the mining on communities living in proximity to the mining site. 

Despite numerous protests and complaints from the Dongria Kondh and other communities, no attempt has been made by the government or the companies involved in the mine to set up a consultation process with them in the years since the 2003 public hearings. Nor has any further impact assessment been carried out in response to the concerns raised by the communities and other activists about the mining project. 
Potentially serious impacts on local water sources

The Dongria Kondh and other communities living in the Niyamgiri Hills depend entirely on the streams which flow from the hilltop for their drinking water, personal use and agriculture. However, the quality and safety of this water could be severely compromised by the proposed mine. 

Two reports by the Supreme Court Central Empowered Committee, in 2005 and 2007, state that the protected Niyamgiri Hills constitute the “origin of Vamsadhara river and other rivulets” and there is the likelihood of an “adverse effect of mining on bio-diversity and availability of water for the local people.” 

Environmental activists have pointed out that the bauxite deposits on top of the hills are crucial for ensuring a perennial slow water supply in the low rainfall seasons. Bauxite is porous and has a high capacity to retain water. Activists have also warned that if mining is allowed, the process of replenishing the groundwater would be destroyed.

However, a report commissioned by the Orissa Mining Corporation concluded “the proposed mining activity…would have a negligible impact on the lower aquifer system.” 
Considering the seriousness of the potential consequences and the concerns expressed by the communities, a deeper study and a more transparent system of consultations with affected communities on this issue must be carried out.

Mining, sustainable development and human rights

In August 2008, responding to concerns about the possible impact of the mine on  protected forests, including depletion of water sources and flora and fauna, the Supreme Court of India ordered the Government of Orissa, the Orissa Mining Corporation and Sterlite to establish a Special Purpose Vehicle (SPV) to undertake development work in the region.  The SPV has reportedly put together proposals for the conservation and development of the Dongria Kondh and other adivasi communities. No details of the proposals have been disclosed to these communities and they were not involved in the design of the development programme. 

Vedanta Resources has made public commitments to sustainable development. However, the approach taken by both the SPV and Vedanta Resources appears to focus only on the potential benefits associated with the mining and refinery projects and on corporate-sponsored development activities, while ignoring the negative impacts of the mine and refinery on local communities. Initiatives such as assisting with local medical care can be very beneficial; however, they do not give licence to continue with practices that cause harm to human health and well-being. 

Sustainable development is an important concept, but it cannot be used to justify human rights harms caused to communities by mining operations.
 Plans to “develop” communities that are drawn up without their involvement or consent, and which appear to be being used to justify significant changes to their traditional way of life, constitute a fundamental abuse of human rights. Sustainable development must be community driven. Development cannot be sustainable if the people are not involved and their choices respected. The development approach taken at Orissa is fundamentally flawed – both in terms of human rights and sustainability.

5.
Conclusion

VAL’s existing refinery fails to meet accepted national or international standards in relation to its environmental, social and human rights impact. Dust, noise pollution and contamination of local water systems have undermined quality of life and pose potentially serious and long-term risks to health. In light of the existing problems, any move to expand the refinery would very likely result in serious human rights abuses. 
The bauxite mine threatens the survival of protected Indigenous communities and may negatively impact the long-term ecological stability of the area’s water system. In particular, the proposed mine could have grave repercussions for their human rights to water, food, health, work and other rights as an indigenous communities in respect of their traditional lands. However, these risks have been largely ignored and consultation with and disclosure of information to affected communities have been almost non-existent.

Amnesty International has raised all of these issues with the Government of India. But the failure of the government to act in this case does not absolve Vedanta of responsibility for the impact of its operations on human rights in Orissa. There is clear and compelling evidence of both existing human rights breaches associated with the refinery and risks to human rights as a consequence of both the mine and proposed refinery expansion. Vedanta Resources has no excuse for failing to take action, in line with accepted international standards, to assess and address the existing impacts on human rights and the risks associated with its operations in Orissa.

Amnesty International is urging Vedanta Resources to:

· Urgently and fully address the existing negative human rights impacts of the aluminium refinery. This should be done in consultation with the affected communities and the relevant state authorities in Orissa.

· Ensure that independent and impartial human rights impact assessments of the proposed refinery expansion and bauxite mine are undertaken, and that they involve genuine consultation with communities whose human rights may be affected. The communities must also be able to access information about these projects, including clear information on the likely impacts on them, their livelihoods, their health and their way of life. 

· Make a public commitment not to expand the refinery or begin mining until existing problems are addressed and full, impartial and adequate assessments of the human rights implications of the proposed projects are carried out. 

· Proactively disclose to the affected communities information on the refinery and mining projects and ensure that this is done in a manner that is accessible to the communities; cooperate fully with any state process on disclosure of information.

Recommendations to investors in Vedanta:

· Express concern to Vedanta about the impact of its operations in Orissa on human rights and call on Vedanta to implement the recommendations above.

· Ask Vedanta to report regularly on progress by the company to address the risks and human rights concerns surrounding these projects.

· Call for a suspension of all plans to mine or expand the refinery until the human rights issues are properly addressed. 
· Call on Vedanta to publicly commit to ensuring that adequate human rights impact assessments are carried out for all its operations; that such impact assessments are taken fully into account in decision-making processes that respect human rights; and that the information is disclosed to affected communities.

� The Amnesty delegation visited: Chhatarpur, Kenduguda,  Harekrishnapur, Bandaguda, Kappaguda, Basantpada, Rengopoli and Jagannathpur, all near Lanjigarh, as well as some of the areas inhabited by Dongria Kondh in and around the Niyamgiri hills.


� Protect, Respect and Remedy: a Framework for Business and Human Rights. Report of the Special Representative of the Secretary-General on the issue of human rights and transnational corporations and other business enterprises, John Ruggie,  A/HCR/8/5, 7 April 2008


� See: http://www.equator-principles.com/principles.shtml


� See: http://www.icmm.com/our-work/sustainable-development-framework


� This waste is stored in a red mud pond that measures approximately 28 hectares, and is located close to the refinery fence and the banks of the Vamsadhara river.


� Inspection Report on M/S Vedanta Aluminium Limited, Lanjigarh, Dist: Kalahandi,“Orissa State


Pollution Control Board, January 29, 2008, p. 4.


� Inspection Report on M/S Vedanta Aluminium Limited, Lanjigarh, Dist: Kalahandi,“Orissa State


Pollution Control Board,  26 – 27 September 2007, pp. 1 – 2 and Inspection Report on M/S Vedanta Aluminium Limited, Lanjigarh, Dist: Kalahandi,“Orissa State Pollution Control Board, January 29, 2008, p.9 The Pollution Control Board also noted that on the day following the water testing, the Pollution Control Board carried out investigations along with the head of operations at the refinery and tested water accumulated outside the boundary wall, which had a pH value of 12. It also found accumulated water near the storm drain and the dirty water pond, which had a pH value of 12.5. �The Pollution Control Board noted that the clear water pond and arrangements linked to the storm water drain had been damaged due to heavy rain. In 2008 however the Pollution Control Board however again noted that outside the boundary of the factory there were “white patches of alkaline waste, which indicates that there has been discharge of alkaline wastewater to Vansadhara River.


�.Ibid., p. 9.


� Ibid., p. 10.


� Ibid., p. 10.


� Inspection Report on M/S Vedanta Aluminium Limited, Lanjigarh, Dist: Kalahandi,“Orissa State


Pollution Control Board, 3 – 5 December 2008, p. 11.


�Although the Pollution Control Board documents were not made public, Amnesty International and others secured them under India’s right to information laws. However, people affected by the issues should not have to file requests under the law simply to access basic information on the impact of the refinery on their environment. Moreover, the documentation is not accessible to many local people as it is in English, which most people in the area cannot read. 


� The UN has taken the view that the international human rights legal framework must be seen as the baseline commitment on sustainable development. See: Office of the High Commissioner on Human Rights, “Claiming the Millennium Development Goals: A human rights approach”, 2008.
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