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Human Rights framework  
for Nature-based Solutions 

Environmental and social issues cannot be separated - a thriving planet cannot be one 
that contains widespread human suffering or restricts human potential, and humanity 
cannot exist on a dying planet.1

1  Smallhorn-West P, Allison E, Gurney G, Karnad D, Kretser H, Lobo AS, Mangubhai S, Newing 
H, Pennell K, Raj S, Tilley A, Williams H and Peckham SH (2023) Why human rights matter 
for marine conservation. Front. Mar. Sci. 10:1089154. doi: 10.3389/fmars.2023.1089154

The health, wealth and wellbeing of people is highly 
dependent on the many and varied benefits and 
ecosystem services provided by healthy, biodiverse, 
natural ecosystems. Globally there is growing 
acceptance that failing to understand and recognise 
the relationship between nature and people will 
result in models of economic growth that continue 
to contribute to biodiversity loss, while missing the 
opportunity to effectively help resolve major societal 
challenges through nature (IUCN, 2020). Nature-based 
Solutions (NbS) are “actions to protect, sustainably 
manage and restore natural and modified ecosystems 
in ways that address societal challenges effectively 
and adaptively, to provide both human well-being 
and biodiversity benefits” (IUCN, 2016). This approach 
is not new and has been used by practitioners 
for decades to recognise the interconnectedness 
and interdependent relationship between nature and 
human existence, health and wellbeing.

NbS must always be implemented using a human 
rights-based approach. Human rights are universal 
rights that are inherent to us all, regardless of 
nationality, sex, national or ethnic origin, colour, 
religion, language, or any other status. They range 
from the most fundamental - the right to life - to 
those that make life worth living, such as the rights to 
food, education, work, health, and liberty. 

NbS, if designed correctly, with the full participation 
of all local stakeholders and with the right social 
safeguards in place, can positively reinforce human 

rights. For example, well-designed marine protected 
or conserved areas2 can help maintain biodiversity 
and core ecosystem services, contributing to people’s 
rights to an adequate food supply and a clean, safe 
and healthy environment (Mangubhai et al., 2015; 
Oldekop et al., 2016). Forest protected or conserved 
areas can protect people's rights to health (e.g. access 
to traditional medicinal plants), clean, accessible 
water sources, and a safe, clean, healthy and 
sustainable environment (Mangubhai and Lumelume, 
2019). Investing in green infrastructure (e.g., 
maintaining and restoring coastal forests, wetlands 
and mangroves) in low-lying small islands and coastal 
areas in the Pacific, can increase resilience to flooding 
and coastal erosion (Rao et al., 2013).

The purpose of this booklet is to provide an 
introduction to what human rights are and why 
they are relevant and should be considered when 
designing and implementing NbS for climate change 
adaptation in the Pacific Islands. Each of the 12 
human rights identified are described in detail, with 
Pacific Islands examples (where available) to illustrate 
their relevance to NbS practitioners. This is not to say 
other rights are not important, rather these 12 human 
rights have been highlighted as good entry or starting 
points for learning and considering how human rights 
intersect with NbS.

Understanding the relationship between human rights 
and NbS is an important first step to integrating 
human rights in NbS.

2  See Jonas et al., (2021) for discussion on terminology 
around protected areas, conserved areas, and other 
effective area-based conservation measures (OECMs), 
framed by the Convention on Biological Diversity. 

1 Smallhorn-West, P., Allison, E., Gurney, G., Karnad, D., Kretser, H., Lobo, A.S., Mangubhai, S., Newing, H., Pennell, K., Raj, 
S., Tilley, A., Williams, H. and Peckham, S.H., 2023. Why human rights matter for marine conservation. Front. Mar. Sci. 
10:1089154. doi: 10.3389/fmars.2023.1089154

2 See Jonas et al., (2021) for discussion on terminology around protected areas, conserved areas, and other effective 
area-based conservation measures (OECMs), framed by the Convention on Biological Diversity. 
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What are Human Rights? 

The 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
(UDHR) is a milestone document for humanity that sets 
out the fundamental human rights to be universally 
protected and a common standard for all peoples and 
nations. Everyone is entitled to these rights, without 
any forms of discrimination. Human rights include 
gender equality.

The UDHR recognises that human rights are universal 
and non-discriminatory (held equally by all human 
beings), inalienable (they cannot be taken away) and 

unconditional (they do not depend on behaviour), 
indivisible and interdependent (they are all equally 
important and they cannot be separated) (Fig. 1)
(Newing and Perram, 2019). Every individual is 
a rights-holder and entitled to the same rights 
without discrimination. Rights-holders also have the 
responsibility to respect the rights of others. All 
State actors, as duty-bearers, have obligations under 
international law to respect, protect and fulfil human 
rights. These obligations can extend to non-state 
actors.

duty-bearers
primary state actors

rights-holders
every individual

human rights are:

 • universal 
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 • indivisible

 • unterdependant
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Figure 1. Roles and Responsibilities to realise and fulfil human rights
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A Human rights-based approach (HRBA) is a conceptual 
framework based on international human rights 
standards and operationally directed to promoting 
and protecting human rights. It seeks to analyse 
inequalities that lie at the heart of development 
problems and redress discriminatory practices and 
unjust distributions of power that impede development 
progress and often result in groups of people being left 
behind (UN Sustainable Development Group, 2022). 

A HRBA to NbS means, “that biodiversity policies, 
governance and management do not violate human 
rights and that those implementing such policies 
actively seek ways to support and promote human 
rights in their design and implementation” (Boyd and 
Keene, 2021).

Specific articles in the UDHR relevant to those 
working on environmental issues are: 

the right to life, 
liberty, and 
security of person  
(Article 3) 

all are equal before the law and 
are entitled to equal protection 
against any discrimination  
(Article 7)  

no one shall be subjected to 
arbitrary arrest, detention or 
exile  
(Article 9) 

no one shall be arbitrarily 
deprived of their property 
(Article 17b) 

the right to freedom of 
opinion and expression, 
without interference  
(Article 19)  

the right to an adequate standard 
of living for their health and well-
being, and includes food and 
housing, and security in the event 
of unemployment, or other lack 
of livelihood in circumstances 
beyond their control  
(Article 25a) 

the right freely to participate 
in the cultural life of the 
community, and share in 
scientific advancement and its 
benefits  
(Article 27)

everyone has duties to the 
community in which alone the 
free and full development of 
their personality is possible 
(Article 29a)

However, there may be exceptional circumstances 
where rights and freedoms can be restricted in order 
to respect and protect the rights and freedom of 
others. For example, a government might declare a 
state of emergency and limit the movement of people 
during a disaster.  

Explicit reference to human rights was included in the 
2016 Cancun Declaration of Parties to the Convention 
on Biological Diversity (CBD), where Parties committed 
“to work at all levels … incorporating an inclusive 
economic, social, and cultural approach with full 

respect for nature and human rights”.3 The Special 
Rapporteur on Human Rights and Environment has 
provided guidance on the integration of HRBA across 
the implementation, monitoring and reporting of the 
post-2020 global biodiversity framework (Human 
Rights in Biodiversity Working Group, 2021, 2020a, 
2020b). In July 2022, the United Nations welcomed 
the recognition by the General Assembly that a clean, 
healthy, and sustainable environment is a human 
right. This recognition followed the UN Human Rights 
Council resolution 48/13 which acknowledged the 
right in October 2021.

3 2016 Cancun Declaration on mainstreaming the 
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity for 
well-being. https://www.cbd.int/cop/cop-13/hls/
cancun%20declaration-en.pdf 

https://www.cbd.int/cop/cop-13/hls/cancun%20declaration-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/cop/cop-13/hls/cancun%20declaration-en.pdf
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12 human rights relevant to designing and implementing NbS

The UDHR laid the foundation that paved the way for 
the adoption of more than 70 human rights treaties 
at global and regional levels. There are multiple 
gender and human rights international conventions 
that are relevant to the environment sector which 
many Pacific Island countries and territories (PICTs) 
are signatory to, as well as regional declarations 
that have been made by Pacific leaders. Most PICTs 
have recognised core human rights in their national 
constitutions and continue to make progress on 
domesticating human rights and gender principles in 
legal and policy frameworks. 

By reviewing these commitments and reflecting on the 
obligations of state and non-state actors4, 12 rights 
have been identified that are relevant (i.e. commonly 
connected with the environment sector), and should 
be considered when designing and implementing NbS 
for climate change adaptation (Fig. 2). This is not to 
say other rights are not important (e.g. right to life, 
liberty, and security of person, all are equal before 
the law and are entitled to equal protection against 
any discrimination, no one shall be subjected to 
arbitrary arrest, detention or exile) - rather 12 human 
rights have been highlighted as good entry or starting 
points for learning and considering how human rights 
intersect with NbS.

4 Non-state actors are organisations not affiliated with 
the government, and include civil society or civil society 
organisations including non-government organisations, 
business associations (excluding for profit enterprises), 
academia, and the media.

In applying this human rights framework, it 
is important to understand when designing and 
implementing NbS projects: 

that human rights are 
interdependent, indivisible and 
interrelated, meaning that the 
violation of one right may impair the 
enjoyment of other human rights and 
should be considered

how the rights of the individual(s) 
impact(s) the rights of others 

the rights to non-discrimination and 
gender equality and rights of those 
living with disability, are cross-
cutting and apply to all of the rights

Emerging literature and environmental frameworks 
are placing a greater emphasis on human rights and 
HRBA. It is important to keep in mind that human 
rights frameworks are living instruments and are 
constantly shaped and adopted to current global 
challenges. They also just provide minimum standards 
and leave room for contextualisation. 
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Figure 2. Twelve human rights relevant to Nature-based Solutions
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1. Rights to non-discrimination and gender equality

What is this right about? 
Non-discrimination and equality are fundamental 
human rights principles and components that interlink 
with all other human rights. Recognising that every 
human being is entitled to all rights and freedoms 
“without distinction of any kind, such as race, colour, 
sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, 
national or social origin, property, birth or other 
status” (UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
1948)5. 

The implications of human rights violations and 
environmental degradations are felt most acutely by 

5  UN. 1948. Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 
Article 2. https://www.un.org/en/about-us/
universal-declaration-of-human-rights 

people that are already in vulnerable situations, 
and have less power and privilege (Barclay et 
al., 2021). Those who are at greater risk from 
environmental and climate change often include 
women, SOGIESC6 persons, children, older persons, 
persons living with disabilities, persons living in 
poverty, Indigenous communities, ethnic minorities, 
migrant communities and displaced persons. Many 
persons are subject to discrimination along more 
than one social dimension (intersectionality), such 
as Indigenous women or women living in poverty.  

6 SOGIESC stands for people with diverse sexual 
orientations, gender identities and expressions, and 
sex characteristics, and is increasingly being used 
in the Pacific in preference to LGBTIQ+. Diverse 
SOGIESC is preferred to LGBTIQ+ as it includes 
people whose lives do not fall into the categories of 
lesbian, bisexual, gay, transgender, intersex or queer, 
including cultural non-binary people such as hijra, 
waria, bakla, fa’afafine, people who use non-English 
terms that convey distinct experiences of gender and 
sexuality, and people who may view their diversity as 
practice rather than identity (UN Women, 2021a).

5 UN. 1948. Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Article 2. https://www.un.org/en/about-us/universal-declaration-
of-human-rights 

6 SOGIESC stands for people with diverse sexual orientations, gender identities and expressions, and sex characteristics, 
and is increasingly being used in the Pacific in preference to LGBTIQ+. Diverse SOGIESC is preferred to LGBTIQ+ as it 
includes people whose lives do not fall into the categories of lesbian, bisexual, gay, transgender, intersex or queer, 
including cultural non-binary people such as hijra, waria, bakla, fa’afafine, people who use non-English terms that 
convey distinct experiences of gender and sexuality, and people who may view their diversity as practice rather than 
identity (UN Women, 2021a).

6

https://www.un.org/en/about-us/universal-declaration-of-human-rights
https://www.un.org/en/about-us/universal-declaration-of-human-rights
https://www.un.org/en/about-us/universal-declaration-of-human-rights
https://www.un.org/en/about-us/universal-declaration-of-human-rights
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Case Study: Tambu area in Roviana Lagoon, Solomon Islands 

In Roviana Lagoon in Western Province, 
customary chiefs and elders make decisions 
on access to and management of local marine 
resources. In the late 1990s a traditional tambu 
was established restricting all marine harvesting 
activities in front of the village as part of a 
wider regional conservation and development 
program. The marine closure was managed 
by a community-based organisation and a 
local resource management committee, in close 
collaboration with local (customary and church) 
leadership. Decisions on the management of 
coastal fisheries are mostly taken by male 
community leaders, and men from the village 
were appointed as rangers to monitor the 

tambu. Women play an important role within 
their community, contributing to food security 
and income. A 2015 study found women 
were inclined towards breaking local marine 
management rules because they had very little 
involvement in decision-making regarding local 
marine management, and the tambu was located 
where mainly women used to fish, and it took too 
much time to fish in other areas. Furthermore, 
many had partly lost trust in the local leadership 
due to a perceived misuse of money relating to 
the marine closure. This example highlights the 
risk of leaving women out of decisions relating to 
the use and management of marine resources, 
coupled with weak governance.

Source: Rohe, J., Schlüter, A., Ferse, S.C.A., 2018. A gender lens on women’s harvesting activities and interactions with local marine governance 
in a South Pacific fishing community. Maritime Studies 17(2): 155–62

Why is it relevant to NbS?
Environmental changes, especially resource scarcity, 
can widen the gap between beneficiaries and those 
suffering from its use or change, impacting people’s 
sense of place, and diminish social coherence and 
social relations within a community (Riechers et al., 
2020; Schleicher et al., 2019). Because the benefits 
and costs of NbS may differ between individuals 
and groups, approaches used by practitioners can 
reinforce, perpetuate or increase existing forms of 
discrimination. In some cases the approach used might 
itself be discriminatory. Many persons are subject to 
discrimination along more than one social dimension 
(intersectionality), such an Indigenous woman with 
disability living in poverty.

Socio-cultural norms and power structures and 
dynamics can make it difficult for marginalised people 

and groups to have a voice and participate in 
decision-making processes that might affect them. 
NbS interventions and approaches need to empower 
stakeholders, especially those who may be poor, less 
influential, marginalised, under-represented or at risk, 
from the start of the process. Practitioners should pay 
particular attention to historical or persistent prejudice 
against groups of individuals, and recognise that 
environmental harm can both result from and reinforce 
existing patterns of discrimination, and take effective 
measures against the underlying conditions that cause 
or help to perpetuate discrimination. For example, 
women who marry into their husband’s village may 
be excluded from decision-making concerning the 
natural resources. 
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2. Rights of Persons with Disabilities

What is this right about? 

Persons with disabilities represent an estimated 1 billion 
people worldwide and include a diverse population 
of people with different individual conditions and 
support requirements who face significant barriers 
such as stereotypes, stigma and prejudices (Fong, 
2022) that all lead to social exclusion. They also face 
environmental barriers which hinder their full and 
effective participation in society on an equal basis 
with others.

Disability rights promote, protect and ensure the 
full and equal enjoyment of all human rights and 
fundamental freedoms by all persons with disabilities, 
and promote the respect for their inherent dignity (UN 
Declaration on the Rights of Disabled Persons, 1975)7. 
These rights include the right to non-discrimination of 
persons with disabilities.

7  UN, 1975. Declaration on the Rights of Disabled 
Persons. https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/
res3447.pdf 

Why is it relevant to NbS?
Those living with disabilities are some of the most 
marginalised, and face numerous barriers, including 
when it comes to contributing to and benefiting from 
NbS. Currently, most environmental organisations are 
not integrating the voices and needs of those living 
with disabilities into NbS, or broader environmental 
work, as evidenced by the lack of reports and studies 
in the Pacific or globally.

Disability inclusion requires special focus on the 
removal of physical, environmental, attitudinal and 
institutional barriers (Redman-MacLaren et al., 2018; 
UN Children’s Fund, 2021). NbS practitioners should 
give due consideration to the regional framework 
and national policies and strategies relating to the 
inclusion of people living with disabilities in the Pacific 
(Pacific Islands Forum Secretariat, 2016). The vision of 
the Regional Framework is “an inclusive, barrier-free, 
and rights-based society for men, women and children 
with disabilities, which embraces the diversity of all 
Pacific people”.

https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/res3447.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/res3447.pdf
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Case Study: Impacts of Climate Change on Persons with Disabilities 

Fong (2022) provides a research brief on 
women and disability in the context of climate 
mobility in Fiji, Solomon Islands and Vanuatu. 
The brief highlighted a diversity of challenges 
people with disability faced that needed to 
be considered when designing NbS such as 
food security, income generation, health (i.e. 
difficulty accessing safe drinking water due 
to changes in climate patterns, and increased 
severity of weather events). For the Solomon 
Islands, the increase in rainfall during the 
wet season and more drought during the dry 
season caused murkier water during the wet 

season due to heavy rainfall and drying up of 
wells in the dry season. Persons with disability in 
Vanuatu were heavily dependent on agriculture 
for food production, but climate change has had 
adverse effects on crops, leading to a decrease 
in production. Deaf and mute persons generally 
were denied the opportunities to go to school and 
therefore did not have employment. As a result 
many have to manually produce their food or 
support family members who work to earn cash, 
and are involved in subsistence activities such as 
fishing, gardening and feeding livestock.

Source: Fong, P., 2022. Women and disability in the context of climate mobility. Pacific Resilience Partnership.

3. Rights to a safe, clean, healthy and sustainable environment

What is this right about? 

All people have the right to a clean, healthy and 
sustainable environment. As human rights and the 
environment are interdependent, a clean, healthy 
and sustainable environment is necessary for the full 
enjoyment of a wide range of human rights, such as 
the rights to life, health, food, water and sanitation 
and development, among others. At the same time, 
the enjoyment of all human rights, including the 
rights to information, participation and access to 
justice, is of great importance to the protection of the 
environment.

The right to a healthy environment requires states 
to have laws that specifically recognises the right to 
a safe, clean, healthy and sustainable environment, 
and procedures to address and protect those rights 
(e.g. environmental impact assessments), including 
through the judicial system. Procedural components 
include access to environmental information, public 
participation in environmental decision-making, and 
access to justice (OHCHR and UNEP, 2020). 

Why is it relevant to NbS?

NbS must consider the environmental impacts of 
proposed projects, including their potential effects 
on the enjoyment of human rights, and should 
maintain substantive environmental standards that 
are non-discriminatory and non-retrogressive (i.e., 
declining from a better to a worse state). This includes 
both protecting against environmental harm that 
results from or contributes to discrimination, and 
providing equal access to environmental benefits 
arising from NbS that are not discriminatory. For 
example, the selection of which pieces of degraded 
land to rehabilitate may benefit some upstream 
and downstream communities more than others. Or 
another example of discrimination may be failing to 
give ‘difficult to work with’ groups the same access 
to information about environmental matters, or the 
same opportunities to participate in environmental 
decision-making.
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Case Study: Impact of mining on communities’ environmental rights 

The Ok Tedi copper and gold mine in Western 
Province, Papua New Guinea (PNG), is one 
of the world’s largest copper mines. A joint 
venture between the mining company and 
the PNG Government, Ok Tedi is seen as a 
significant contributor to the national exports, 
local employment, and the GDP (WWF, 2020). 
However, the environmental degradation 
resulting from its operations and tailings 
disposal into the Fly River since the 1980s, 
has had significant social and environmental 
impacts on the environment and communities 
downstream. Studies have found that riverbed 

degradation and heavy metal concentration 
resulting from long-term discharge from the 
mine led to significant decline of fish populations, 
and in some sites close to the point of extinction 
(Swales et al., 1998; WWF, 2020). The impacts 
on communities south of  the mine includes 
water pollution, reduced livelihoods and access 
to food (fish and garden produce) (Jorgensen, 
2006; Kirsch et al., 1992; WWF, 2020). While 
river pollution is evident from the continuous 
discharge into the river, the lack of information 
on the environmental and health impacts is also 
an issue.

Source: Swales, S., Storey, A.W. & Bakowa, K.A., 2000. Temporal and Spatial Variations in Fish Catches in the Fly River System in Papua New 
Guinea and the Possible Effects of the Ok Tedi Copper Mine. Environmental Biology of Fishes 57, 75–95.  
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1007513906281

https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1007513906281
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4. Right to clean water

What is this right about? 

Access to safe water is a fundamental human need 
and therefore, a basic human right. Universal access to 
clean water and adequate sanitation are prerequisites 
for healthy and prosperous societies. Without water, 
people are exposed to health risks, are less prepared 
to manage the impacts of climate change, and 
inequalities are exacerbated (Tantoh et al., 2021). 

Why is it relevant to NbS?

The provision of water and sanitation services in 
PICTs is among the lowest in the world; only half of 
the population use improved drinking water sources 
and only a third use improved sanitation (WHO, 
2016). NbS should protect and support people’s right 
to sufficient, safe, clean, physically accessible water 
to meet their personal and domestic needs (i.e., 
drinking, personal sanitation, washing of clothes, food 
preparation, personal and household hygiene). Drinking 
water quality and physical access to water should 
comply with the World Health Organization standards 
(WHO, 2017). 

There are numerous studies that detail the relationship 
between NbS or nature more broadly to maintain 
the quality of groundwater, rivers and watersheds 
(Carrard et al., 2019; Jupiter et al., in review; Love 
et al., 2022). In the Pacific, rapid and uncontrolled 
development and population growth has increased 
the demand for and over pumping of groundwater in 
the majority of countries; this will eventually lead to 
sources drying out, or in the case of coastal aquifers, 
saltwater intrusion (Mirti and Davies, 2005; Sharan et 
al., 2021). There is also growing concern of the impact 
of human activities on groundwater contamination 
in the Pacific, including microbiological pollutants 
that contribute to waterborne diseases and other 
health problems (Jenkins et al., 2019, 2016; Mirti and 
Davies, 2005). NbS looking to maintain or improve 
groundwater sources and quality will have to balance 
this against people’s rights to water, and consider who 
will benefit and who will be impacted. 
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Case Study: improving watersheds in Palau 

Local communities on Babeldaob in Palau, have 
depended on the island's watersheds, rivers 
and streams for drinking and farm irrigation. 
However, due to sedimentation build-up from 
upstream land clearing and road building 
activities, the island’s major water sources 
became under threat of pollution. An island 
collective of traditional and elected leaders, and 
community members formed the Babeldaob 
Watershed Alliance to campaign for watershed 
management and restoration, and to reduce 
impacts to downstream coastal and marine 
ecosystems (Jupiter et al., 2013). They work 

to prepare communities to meet the challenges 
of maintaining water quality and healthy 
habitats posed by climate change, population 
growth, continued development and increasing 
subsistence and commercial farming. In 2011, 
the Alliance promoted national campaigns for 
an island-scale ecosystem-based management 
approach, communicating the impacts of 
upstream land use on downstream habitat and 
water quality, promoting protecting ecosystem 
services, and calling for new terrestrial protected 
areas and other watershed management 
initiatives in Palau.

Source: Jupiter, S., Jenkins, A., Lee Long, W., Maxwell, S., Watson, J., Hodge, K., Govan, H., Carruthers, T., 2013. Pacific Integrated Island 
Management – Principles, Case Studies and Lessons Learned. Secretariat of the Pacific Regional Environment Programme (SPREP), Apia, Samoa.  
https://www.sprep.org/attachments/Publications/BEM/20.pdf

5. Right to healthy food

What is this right about? 

“The right to adequate food is realised when every 
man, woman and child, alone or in community with 
others, has physical and economic access at all times 
to adequate food or means for its procurement.”8 The 
right to food includes the right to a minimum ration 
of calories, proteins and other specific nutrients, 
and all nutritional elements that a person needs to 
live a healthy and active life, and to the means to 
access them (Hicks et al., 2019; UNHCHR and FAO, 
2010). Food also can be linked to culture and cultural 
practice, as seen in the Pacific (Kitolelei et al., 2021).

Why is it relevant to NbS?

Climate change poses a serious threat to people’s 
right to food and threatens all aspects of food 
security, with 600 million additional people potentially 
vulnerable to malnutrition by 2080 (UN General 
Assembly, A/70/287). At the same time, social factors 

8 Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights in 
General Comment No. 12. About the right to food and 
human rights. Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 
https://tinyurl.com/2xxwwofp

such as poverty, social exclusion and discrimination 
often undermine people’s access to food (Tantoh 
et al., 2021). NbS must ensure food availability 
is continued or enhanced, and this includes food 
available from natural resources through fishing, 
hunting or gathering, or through food production 
systems (i.e. agriculture, animal husbandry). At the 
same time, NbS must address unsustainable practices 
people use to obtain their food that result in harm 
to the natural environment which can then violate 
other rights (e.g. safe, clean, healthy and sustainable 
environment, rights to water).

Decision-making around NbS that may affect food 
systems short or long-term requires the inputs of 
all stakeholders that might be affected. Changes in 
access to resources, restricted formal rights through 
top-down management can impact on those that 
are marginalised, especially women and those with 

 https://www.sprep.org/attachments/Publications/BEM/20.pdf
 https://www.sprep.org/attachments/Publications/BEM/20.pdf
https://tinyurl.com/2xxwwofp
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disabilities (Tantoh et al., 2021). Particular attention 
needs to be on the inclusion of women and the key 
role they play in household food security in many 
cultural contexts, as well as marginalised groups 
(Fong, 2022; Harper et al., 2020; Kett et al., 2021; 
UN Women, 2012). Traditional closures if established 
without consultations with women can impact family 
food security, and result in low compliance as seen in 
Solomon Islands (Rohe et al., 2018). Despite women 
playing significant roles in the provision of foods for 
family food security in the Pacific, there is growing 
evidence and consensus that they are often missing or 
excluded from decision-making (Thomas et al., 2021). 

Foods can be broadly divided into those derived or 
grown on the land (forest foods, agriculture) and those 
from aquatic environments (referred to as ‘aquatic 
foods’9 or ‘blue foods’). Depending on the type and 
scale of NbS, practitioners may need to consider one 
or both these types of foods rights when designing 
and implementing interventions. 

9  Aquatic animals and plants grown in or wild-harvested 
from water and used for food.

Case Study: Building a network of organic farmers in the Pacific

Holistic approaches that integrate NbS are being 
promoted in the Pacific. For example, SPC 
launched a new network of Pacific organic 
learning farms (POLFN) to work towards 
increasing food security and helping protect the 
Pacific’s food system from current and future 
shocks, including climate change and other 
disturbances (e.g. COVID-19).10 With funding 
from the Kiwa Initiative, the project will invest 
in smallholder producers to support farms that 
can serve as “learning centres that demonstrate 
the benefits of biodiversity, agroecology, 
agroforestry and organic production methods 

10  Nature-based solutions key to new farm learning 
network. 

and technologies for climate resilience”. In New 
Caledonia, organic farmer Louis Ate shared 
that the benefits of organic farming go beyond 
economic means. Through his experience he 
found that organic farming resulted in quality 
food for his family and community, and 
maintained a healthy environment that sustained 
his livelihood.11 Through the POLFN initiative, 
Pacific Islanders will share experiences on organic 
farming practices to ensure food security, climate 
change adaptation and biodiversity conservation 
to build resilience of small farmers in Fiji, Nauru, 
Tonga and Solomon Islands.12

11  Conventional Farmer Turns Organic for 
Economic Gains but Finds More  https://www.
organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/
stories-of-impact/conventional-farmer-turns-
organic-for-economic-gains-but-finds-more/ 

12  Nature-based solutions shared through organic 
farming exchange

https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-
updates/stories-of-impact/nature-based-
solutions-shared-through-organic-farming-
exchange/ 

9 Aquatic animals and plants grown in or wild-harvested from water and used for food.

10 Nature-based solutions key to new farm learning network. https://www.spc.int/updates/blog/2021/05/nature-based-
solutions-key-to-new-farm-learning-network

11 Conventional Farmer Turns Organic for Economic Gains but Finds More  https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/
latest-updates/stories-of-impact/conventional-farmer-turns-organic-for-economic-gains-but-finds-more/ 

12 Nature-based solutions shared through organic farming exchange  https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-
updates/stories-of-impact/nature-based-solutions-shared-through-organic-farming-exchange/ 

https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/conventional-farmer-turns-organic-for-economic-gains-but-finds-more/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/conventional-farmer-turns-organic-for-economic-gains-but-finds-more/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/conventional-farmer-turns-organic-for-economic-gains-but-finds-more/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/conventional-farmer-turns-organic-for-economic-gains-but-finds-more/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/nature-based-solutions-shared-through-organic-farming-exchange/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/nature-based-solutions-shared-through-organic-farming-exchange/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/nature-based-solutions-shared-through-organic-farming-exchange/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/nature-based-solutions-shared-through-organic-farming-exchange/
https://www.spc.int/updates/blog/2021/05/nature-based-solutions-key-to-new-farm-learning-network
https://www.spc.int/updates/blog/2021/05/nature-based-solutions-key-to-new-farm-learning-network
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/conventional-farmer-turns-organic-for-economic-gains-but-finds-more/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/conventional-farmer-turns-organic-for-economic-gains-but-finds-more/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/nature-based-solutions-shared-through-organic-farming-exchange/
https://www.organicpasifika.com/poetcom/latest-updates/stories-of-impact/nature-based-solutions-shared-through-organic-farming-exchange/
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Case Study: locally managed marine areas

PICTs also have some of the highest consumption 
rates of aquatic foods, providing 50-90% of the 
annual protein intake in rural areas (Bell et al., 
2009). Aquatic foods are highly nutritious (Hicks 
et al., 2019), yet micronutrient deficiencies and 
undernutrition are major problems in the Pacific 
(Farmery et al., 2020). Locally managed marine 
areas (LMMAs) have been used in some parts of 
the Pacific (e.g. Fiji, PNG, Solomon Islands) for 20 
years, to support food security, livelihoods and 

cultural practice, with potential co-benefits for 
biodiversity conservation (Jupiter et al., 2017). 
LMMAs are a locally-led approach in customary 
fishing grounds where communities (i.e. resource 
owners) are actively managing their resources 
to  achieve local objectives (Jupiter et al., 2014). 
Because these LMMAs more often support local 
food production practices and food sharing, 
they can contribute to community resilience to 
disturbances (Ferguson et al., 2022). 

6. Rights to adequate shelter, housing and secure tenure

What is this right about? 

Under international law, to be adequately housed 
means having secure tenure without the worry of being 
evicted or having your home or lands taken away. 
Adequate housing and standard of living is considered 
essential for dignity and human survival, without which 
other human rights will be compromised. The right to 
adequate housing and standard of living  should not be 
interpreted narrowly as only the physical home; rather, 
it should be seen as the right to live somewhere in 
security, peace and dignity.

Why is it relevant to NbS?

When designing and implementing NbS, this means 
considering people’s land tenure rights (and the 
security of that tenure) as well as their access rights to 
natural resources for shelter and housing (i.e., forest 
timber resources). Most countries in the Pacific have 
recognised and protected Indigenous communities’ 
rights to land, and land-sea tenure is an important 
part of Pacific Islanders’ cultural identity (Fitzpatrick, 
2022). However, rights around foreshore areas are 
more complex in the Pacific, and vary between 
countries. In many PICTs Indigenous communities have 
control and access rights to land (through customary 
tenure) but the foreshore land and waters are owned 
by the state and therefore, Indigenous communities 

sometimes only have access rights (Graham and 
D’Andrea, 2021). While acquisition by the government 
is still possible under law, there are usually some 
human rights safeguards, including compensation. 
However, those with only access rights may not be 
able to get compensation for environmental use or 
degradation. 

The nexus of these rights are complex because as 
populations grow, the land required for housing may 
grow, increasing the environmental footprint of human 
populations. This is because with expansion of human 
habitation comes land clearing for housing and food 
security (e.g., agricultural land), and environmental 
impacts through energy and water consumption, as 
well as the creation of waste and sewerage. Future 
human population growth trajectories will need to 
be considered when designing NbS. Climate change 
will have a large impact on human mobility patterns 
in the Pacific region such as relocation, displacement 
and migration (Thornton, 2022), and needs to be 
considered in NbS. High exposure to extreme events 
of climate change such as cyclones and floods may 
lead to migration away from people’s ancestral lands, 
and increase migration to urban areas and settlement 
in areas where there is less security of land tenure 
(Campbell, 2019). NbS, where possible, should help 
reduce the likelihood of people moving off their 
ancestral lands.
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Case Study: disputed land-sea boundaries 

 
 
Source: Foale, S., Macintyre, M., 2000. Dynamic and Flexible Aspects of Land and Marine Tenure at West Nggela: Implications for Marine Resource 
Management. Oceania. 71: 30–45.

In PICTs land-sea tenure boundaries are passed 
down orally and are not codified in law (e.g. 
parts of Melanesia), NbS practitioners need to 
be extra sensitive to disagreements between 
communities surrounding tenure rights. 
Disagreements over access and exclusion can 
quickly become disputes, some of which may 
end up in a court of law, especially when there 

is an economic opportunity at stake. This is 
particularly relevant for NbS involving protected 
or conserved areas where clarity on boundaries 
may be required or pushed by external entities. 
Tambu areas may also be set up by local 
communities in attempts to exert and secure 
tenure rights in disagreement with neighbouring 
communities. 
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7. Right to health

What is this right about? 

The right to health as an inclusive right that extends 
not only to timely and appropriate health care but 
also to those factors that determine good health, 
including access to safe drinking-water and adequate 
sanitation, a sufficient supply of safe food, nutrition 
and housing, healthy occupational and environmental 
conditions, and access to health-related education 
and information. 

Why is it relevant to NbS?

Natural resources are critical to the livelihoods, food 
and water security, culture and wellbeing of Pacific 
Island communities. Pacific Islanders may depend on 
plants for health purposes which may include physical, 
mental or emotional health.

In light of COVID-19 there has been an increased call 
for the ‘one health’ approach to become the new 
global ‘norm’ that calls for integration of environment, 
food systems, and health (Hockings et al., 2020). 
The one health approach is relevant to NbS in 
the Pacific. Human modification of catchment land 
cover and hydrology can impact downstream coastal 
ecosystems, and facilitate increased transmission of 
disease in human populations (Jenkins et al., 2019). 
These impacts are even more pronounced in high 
island ecosystems where there is tight connectivity 
between land and sea. A reduction in ecosystem 
integrity in the Pacific, including those brought 
on or worsened by climate change, will create 
the environmental conditions that favour particular 
vectors, hosts and/or pathogens (Jenkins et al., 2019, 
2016).

Case study: watershed management for human wellbeing 

The Watershed Interventions for Systems Health 
in Fiji project is working with the national and 
local government, rural communities and the 
commercial sector to use an integrated approach 
to take a systems approach to health and 
well-being through focused action within five 
watersheds, with documented cases of typhoid, 
leptospirosis and/or dengue (Jupiter et al., in 
review; McFarlane et al., 2019). Interventions 
include forest regeneration, sustainable 
agricultural practices, erosion control, improved 

land use practices adjacent to waterways, and 
improvements in water infrastructure. The 
project is working to transform management 
improving the ability of integrated systems 
to predict, prevent, respond and recover from 
water-related diseases and natural disasters 
(WCS, 2018), and has been expanded to 
Solomon Islands and Papua New Guinea with 
funding through the Kiwa Initiative to the Wildlife 
Conservation Society. 
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8. Rights to and at work

What is this right about? 

“The right to work involves the right of everyone to 
the opportunity to gain their living by work which 
he or she freely chooses or accepts and rights at 
work include the freedom of association to collective 
bargaining, elimination of all forms of forced or 
compulsory labour, elimination of discrimination in 
respect of employment and occupation and a safe and 
healthy working environment” (ILO, 2021). Everyone 
has the right to work. The right to work is a foundation 
for the realisation of other human rights and for life 
with dignity. It includes the opportunity to earn a 
decent livelihood for themselves and their families. 
Closely connected with the right to work are the right 
to just and favourable conditions of work. Working 
conditions must be safe, healthy, and not demeaning 
to human dignity.

Why is it relevant to NbS?

NbS projects should consider if interventions being 
proposed will limit or alter individuals and groups 
of individuals’ (e.g. fishers) rights to earn a living, 
including from nature-based livelihoods. The rights 
to work is an important consideration for NbS that 
involve the creation of marine protected areas, where 
there is a risk of reduced access rights of fishers to 
marine resources (Bennett and Dearden, 2014), or 
further depletion of marine resources in response to 
the creation of tourism-driven fisheries value chains 
(Lopes et al., 2017).

The rights to work, and safety at work is also 
important. In recent years, there is growing evidence 
of the risk of harm and in extreme circumstances 
death of environmental defenders with approximately 
2000 killed in 57 countries since 2002, and around 
four killed every week in 2019 (Bille Larsen et al., 
2021). Environmental defenders are “individuals and 
groups who, in their personal or professional capacity 
and in a peaceful manner, strive to protect and 
promote human rights relating to the environment, 
including water, air, land, flora and fauna” (UNEP, 
2018). 

17
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Case study: fish wardens in Fiji

Fish wardens are a key figure in managing 
inshore fisheries as they monitor for fishing 
compliance (licenced or non-licensed fishers) in 
local coastal communities. In Fiji, fish wardens 
are appointed and certified by the Ministry of 
Fisheries, and are an existing member of the 
fishing community. Their rights to work and to be 
protected at work in their roles as wardens, are 
governed by the Fiji Fisheries Act. However, there 
exists many cases in Fiji where fish wardens 
are community appointed (uncertified) without 
the oversight from the government department 
(Minter, 2008). This has been due to many 
factors including shortage of certified wardens, 
urgent action to enforce resource management 
goals, and a delay in government resources and 

training. Fish wardens who are uncertified are of 
particular risk of being prosecuted for assault, 
trespass or theft for attempting to exercise 
fish warden powers under the Act (Hubert, 
2007; Minter, 2008). Wardens are also placed in 
potentially dangerous situations and are often 
at risk of experiencing violence from fishers. In 
one incident in Suva, a fish warden was badly 
beaten whilst trying to confiscate an unlicensed 
fisherman’s catch. Violence appears to be a 
result of a combination of factors including 
lack of respect for and recognition of the fish 
warden role, and a lack of understanding in the 
wider community of the Fisheries Act and legal 
establishment of the fish warden role.

Source: Minter, A. 2008. Compliance and Enforcement for Coastal Fisheries Management in Fiji, IUCN  Regional Office for Oceania, Suva, Fiji.

9. Rights to inclusive, participatory and democratic 
governance

What is this right about? 

Inclusion, participation and democratic governance 
are core to HRBA, and are critical for the success 
of NbS and stakeholder buy-in and support. This 
includes guaranteeing protection for civil and political 
rights, including freedom of opinion, expression and 
assembly without fear of reprisal when it comes 
to environmental matters. This requires access to 
education and public awareness on environmental 
matters, and improved public access to environmental 
information held by authorities. It can include access 
to justice and effective remedies (e.g. grievance 
mechanisms) and democratic institutions to address 
human rights violations.

Why is it relevant to NbS?

There is an increasing body of work emerging from 
the Pacific on the importance as well as the potential 
negative consequences of applying approaches 

that are not inclusive and prevent all stakeholders, 
especially women and marginalised groups from 
participating in natural resource management (Cohen 
et al., 2016; Mangubhai and Lawless, 2021; Rohe et 
al., 2018; Thomas et al., 2021). NbS must protect, 
empower, support leadership, decision-making and 
the meaningful and informed participation of women, 
and other marginalised groups (Smallhorn-West et al., 
2023). Participation is not just about attendance, but 
whether diverse voices have been heard, understood, 
valued and are reflected in decision-making.

What this means for NbS in the Pacific is that 
interventions that restrict local peoples’ access and 
resource use, must undertake a full and participatory 
analysis of the conservation problem, its severity, what 
the drivers are and what role local people play (if any), 
what exactly needs to change to address any part of the 
problem related to local people, what are the pathways 
to accomplish this, and whether the social impacts 
would be fairly distributed (Newing and Perram, 2019). 
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For Indigenous communities this right to inclusion 
and participation means they must give free, prior 
and informed consent (FPIC) to any NbS that might 
threaten the enjoyment of their rights (see Indigenous 
rights) (FAO, 2016). This includes the right to active 
and free participation, directly and/or through their 
representative organisations, in the preparation and 
implementation of policies, programmes and projects 
that may affect their lives, land and livelihoods 
(Graham and D’Andrea, 2021). However, the decision-

making process may follow customary norms that 
can discriminate against or exclude certain groups, 
including women, persons living with disabilities, and 
those with diverse SOGIESC. NbS practitioners will 
need to ensure the approaches they take, while being 
respectful of Indigenous and local cultures, do not 
further discriminate and reinforce the exclusion of 
marginalised groups (see Rights to non-discrimination 
and gender equality).

Case study: free, prior and informed consent with Indigenous communities 

“Free, prior and informed consent (FPIC) is 
the principle that local communities have the 
right to give or withhold consent to proposed 
projects that may affect their customary lands 
or resource use rights, or areas that they occupy 
or otherwise use” (Jupiter et al., 2013). In 
Manus Province, in PNG, as part of their REDD+ 
project on sustainable forests, the Wildlife 
Conservation Society developed and applied 
a locally appropriate process to ensure that 
local stakeholders input in the project design 
at provincial and local levels of government. 

Following international FPIC requirements, 
consultations on the project valued and reflected 
gender awareness and inclusion efforts, access 
to full information for stakeholders’ decision-
making, and respecting the rights of social 
groups to withhold their consent. The project 
sought consent from local landowners from 
83 clans and 19 villages. Genuine use of FPIC 
processes requires participation that “protects 
the right of local communities to be fully 
informed about, and give their consent freely to 
planned management actions”.

Source: Jupiter, S., Jenkins, A., Lee Long, W., Maxwell, S., Watson, J., Hodge, K., Govan, H., Carruthers, T., 2013. Pacific Integrated Island 
Management – Principles, Case Studies and Lessons Learned. Secretariat of the Pacific Regional Environment Programme (SPREP), Apia, Samoa.  
https://www.sprep.org/attachments/Publications/BEM/20.pdf 

https://www.sprep.org/attachments/Publications/BEM/20.pdf
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10. Rights of Indigenous Peoples

What is this right about? 

Indigenous peoples globally, including in the 
Pacific, have the right to self-determination and 
to freely pursue their economic, social and cultural 
development and political status (Jonas et al., 2016). 
Self-determination means Indigenous peoples have 
the right to be in control of their lives and future, 
which includes maintaining who they are and to live 
the way they want to live. This includes rights to 
autonomy or to self-govern in matters relating to 
their internal and local affairs, and to participate in 
decision-making in matters that affect them and their 
rights. In doing so, they also have the right to own, 
use and control their lands, territories and resources, 
and to maintain their connection to place, continue 
their cultural practice, and spiritual wellbeing (Kitolelei 
et al., 2021; Miyamoto et al., 2021; Vave, 2022). 

There is no singularly authoritative 
definition of indigenous peoples 
under international law and policy, 
and the Indigenous Declaration 
does not set out any definition. 

This decision was taken intentionally by the 
drafters based on the rationale that the iden-
tification of an indigenous people is the right 
of the people itself — the right of self-identi-
fication — and a fundamental element of the 

right to self-determination. 

https://www.ohchr.org/en/indigenous-peoples/
about-indigenous-peoples-and-human-rights

https://www.ohchr.org/en/indigenous-peoples/about-indigenous-peoples-and-human-rights
https://www.ohchr.org/en/indigenous-peoples/about-indigenous-peoples-and-human-rights
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Why is it relevant to NbS?

Indigenous peoples and their communities that rely on 
their ancestral lands and waters for food, livelihoods 
and cultural practice, can face increasing pressure 
from governments and business enterprises seeking 
to exploit their resources. They can be marginalised 
from decision-making processes and their rights can 
be ignored or violated.

NbS projects must put in place social safeguards to 
respect and protect Indigenous rights to the lands, 
waters and resources that they have traditionally 
owned, occupied or used. This includes obtaining their 
free, prior and informed consent (FPIC) before starting 
on a project, and valuing and respecting Indigenous 
knowledge systems. There are global standards that 
have been developed for FPIC (FAO, 2016) that should 
be tailored to local circumstances, without eroding 
the core principles at the heart of the guidance. 
The FPIC process must ensure that all necessary 
information is provided to enable Indigenous peoples 
to make informed decisions, and their consent must 
be given freely, without being subjected to coercion, 
intimidation, or violence. In some contexts (e.g. Fiji), 
the consent may require consultations with those 
Indigenous diaspora residing in urban settings and 
even overseas, but still retain their rights back in their 
ancestral home. 

Indigenous peoples have the right to negotiate for 
changes in the design of projects, or choose not to 
participate in part or in whole. Indigenous peoples 
have the right to restitution or, if this is not possible, 
just, fair and equitable compensation for their lands, 
waters, territories and resources that have been 
taken, used or damaged. NbS practitioners must 
understand Indigenous governance structures, 
processes and perspectives on natural resource, 
and ensure approaches being used in projects do 
not erode or marginalise those systems, or impact 
the integrity and social cohesion of peoples and 
their communities. There are numerous studies that 
highlight that NbS have a higher chance of success if 
they include different knowledge systems, including 
Indigenous knowledge systems held by men, women, 
and youth in their communities (IUCN, 2020; Kitolelei 
et al., 2022; Singeo and Ferguson, 2022; Thomas et 
al., 2021). This includes respecting and protecting 
traditional knowledge and practices in relation to 
the conservation and sustainable use of their lands, 
territories and resources which includes genetic 
resources (Govan et al., 2008; Kitolelei et al., 2022; 
Vave, 2022). For example, traditional knowledge in 
the Pacific plays an important role in coping with 
disasters (Fletcher et al., 2013). 

Case study: Consideration of Indigenous rights

There are studies documenting the violation 
of Indigenous rights, especially around the 
exploitation of natural resources (Mitchell, 
2021; Richards et al., 2021) in the Pacific. 
Conflicts between Indigenous peoples and the 
management of protected or conserved areas 
can decrease the conservation effort to the point 
of making some protected areas less successful 
than the unprotected areas surrounding them 
(Bennett et al., 2021; Cinner et al., 2016). 

There are high risks of adverse impacts on 
Indigenous tenure rights as a result of changes 
in legislation, like for example, where an area 
achieves protected area status. For example, the 
gazetting of marine protected areas in customary 
fishing grounds requires Indigenous communities 
to waive their rights without compensation 
marine protected areas in customary fishing 
grounds, Indigenous communities to waive their 
rights without compensation (FELA and EDO, 
2017). 
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11. Rights to live free of conflict and violence

What is this right about? 

Everyone has the right to life, to live in peace, free 
from violence and threats of conflict. There are links 
between environmental degradation and violence, 
including gender-based violence (Castañeda Carney 
et al., 2021). Different forms of gender-based violence 
(i.e., physical, sexual, psychological, financial, cultural) 
have been documented within sectors, including 
fisheries (Mangubhai et al., 2023). Competition over 
scarce natural resources, exacerbated by climate 
change and widening inequalities can result in increase 
in environmental crime, conflict, displacement and 
social unrest (A/HRC/37/30). Gender-based violence 
(especially rape, sexual exploitation, and assault) often 
increases after large disturbances in the Pacific (e.g. 
cyclones, volcanic eruptions), particularly if there are 
disruptions to resources and there is financial instability 
(UN Women, 2021b). Rooted in discriminatory socio-
cultural or wider societal norms and power relations, 
violence is a means to reinforce inequalities and 
power hierarchies. Those that are most at risk include 
women, children, the elderly, ethnic minorities and 
some Indigenous groups (Bedi and Levitt Cea, 2019; 
Mangubhai et al., 2023; Ybarra, 2016). 

Why is it relevant to NbS?

NbS projects should support a safe and enabling 
environment in which individuals and groups that work 
on NbS interventions can operate free from threats, 
harassment, intimidation and violence. This includes 
awareness and sensitivity to existing conflicts and 
avoiding the creation of new conflicts, which can be 
exacerbated by increasing environmental degradation 
and depletion of natural resources. Forced evictions 
have been documented globally, largely associated 
with the establishment of protected or conserved 
areas (Almudi and Berkes, 2010; Cross, 2016). Forced 
evictions is a form of violence, and is broadly defined 
as the permanent or temporary removal against their 
will of individuals, families and/or communities from 
the homes and/or land which they occupy, without 
provision of, and access to, appropriate forms of legal 
or other protection. It can also include loss of fishing 
rights to areas, or livelihoods, and can lead to poverty 
and marginalisation (Bedi and Levitt Cea, 2019).
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Case study: Protected areas leads to displacement of people 

There are global examples of local communities 
or specific groups (e.g., fishers) being removed 
to enable the establishment of protected or 
conserved areas (Bocarejo and Ojeda, 2016; 
Cross, 2016). For instance, the experience of 
migrant small-scale fishers in the West African 
Bijagos Archipelago, who lost access to a 
beach near their fishing camp that became 
a boundary mark for a national park. This 
led to violent evictions, and migrant fishers 
shifting to less-observed waters, and ensuing 
power struggles with indigenous groups (Cross, 

2016). The immediate disruption can traumatise 
the people involved, leading to a sense of 
confusion, insecurity and isolation, and this can 
be exacerbated if individuals (and especially 
children) have witnessed or themselves been 
subjected to violent incidents (UN Habitat, 2014). 
Forced evictions constitute gross violations of a 
range of internationally recognised human rights, 
including the human rights to adequate housing, 
food, water, health, education, work, security of 
the person, freedom from cruel, inhuman and 
degrading treatment, and freedom of movement.

Source: Cross, H. 2016. Displacement, Disempowerment and Corruption: Challenges at the Interface of Fisheries, Management and Conservation 
in the Bijagós Archipelago, Guinea-Bissau. Oryx. 50(4): 693–701. https://doi.org/10.1017/S003060531500040X.

12. Intergenerational rights, equity and justice

We are not drowning, 
we are fighting.  
Brianna Fruean, Samoa

What is this right about? 

life of their people, and the rights to education that 
shall be directed toward respect for the natural 
environment. However, there are numerous barriers 
for Pacific youth including culture, social norms, 
rural-urban divides and socioeconomic inequalities 
(Lee, 2019). Many Pacific youth who try to create 
space for themselves to represent their views can be 
reprimanded or accused of disrespecting their cultures 
and the wisdom of their elders (Craney, 2019). 
Despite this, there are a growing number of Pacific 
Islands youth that are finding ways to create spaces 
to be activists for social justice, climate change, 
environmental issues.

Intergenerational rights, equity and justice is defined 
as “meeting the needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of future generations to 
meet their needs” (Brundtland, 1987), and is at the 
heart of conservation. It speaks to the concept of 
fairness amongst all generations in the use and 
conservation of the environment and its natural 
resources. 

Children and youth have a tangible contribution to 
make in solving critical societal challenges. Young 
people have the right to intergenerational equity and 
justice, and this includes rights to enjoy their cultural 
heritage and access and participate in the cultural 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S003060531500040X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S003060531500040X
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Why is it relevant to NbS?

NbS interventions that place a greater impact on short-
term costs and benefits and fail to take into account 
longer-term costs, benefits and trade-offs are likely to 
impinge on or violate the rights of future generations. 
The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 
Change embeds intragenerational equity within the 
international climate change regime as a founding 
principle. Younger generations are expected to face 
climate change-induced or exacerbated extreme events 
across their lifetimes compared with older generations, 
such as wildfires, crop failures, droughts, river floods, 
heat waves, and tropical cyclones (Thiery et al., 2021). 
Vulnerability to climate change and disasters will likely 
depend on the frequency and intensity of exposure and 
a range of socioeconomic and demographic factors, 
such as income or gender (Ibid.). 

In designing and implementing NbS, consideration 
should be given to the Pacific Youth Development 
Framework 2014–2023 that was developed by Pacific 
youth, and provides a coordinated approach to youth-
centred development in the Pacific around four 
development outcomes (SPC, 2015): (a) more young 
people secure decent employment; (b) young people’s 
health status is improved; (c) governance structures 
empower young people to increase their influence 
in decision-making processes; and (d) more young 
people participate in environmental action. 

Case study:  Bua youth say no to bauxite mining

The Bua Urban Youth (BUY) Network in Fiji 
raised strong concerns about bauxite mining 
being proposed for Wainunu District in Bua 
Province, and the commitments being made 
by their traditional leaders. Between 2011 and 
2015, Xinfa commenced mining bauxite in two 
locations in the province of Bua, Fiji. The BUY 
highlighted that FPIC from all landowners and 
land-owning clans was not sought, as mining 
and government representatives stated that 
consent was sought only from local chiefs. 
BUY shared that permissions to mine did not 
take into account the rights and concerns 
of landowners, including indigenous youth as 
future resources holders. In 2015, BUY Network 
conducted research and surveyed communities 
in Wainunu District which found growing 
concerns among landowners for the impacts 

of mining on their physical environment. 
Communities preferred to preserve their natural 
resources for their future generation because 
they considered themselves custodians and 
not owners, and while Wainunu communities 
wanted income generating activities for their 
district, they preferred revenue from familiar 
crops like yaqona, dalo and vegetables, rather 
than mining. BUY Network advocated for 
the bauxite mining to stop and pressured 
government officials to review the approvals 
for the venture. BUY raised awareness on the 
environmental and social impacts of the mine, 
the lack of consent sought from landowners 
and landowning clans, and the voices of youth 
from the province who were opposed to mining 
and the environmental degradation occurring to 
their natural resources.

Source: SEEP. 2019. Mining Realities: Assessing State Compliance on the Rules of Engagement. Suva, Fiji
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Annex 1: Definitions

Discrimination refers to any distinction, exclusion, restriction or preference which is based on any ground such as 
race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or 
other status, and which has the purpose or effect of nullifying or impairing the recognition, enjoyment 
or exercise by all persons, on an equal footing, of all rights and freedoms.13

Free, prior and informed consent (FPIC) is a specific right that pertains to Indigenous peoples that enables them 
to give or withhold consent to a project that may affect them or their territories. Once they have given 
their consent, they can withdraw it at any stage, and FPIC enables them to negotiate the conditions 
under which the project will be designed, implemented, monitored and evaluated.14

Gender  refers to the socially constructed roles, behaviours, activities, and attributes that a given society 
considers appropriate for men, women, and people of diverse genders. While sex refers to the biological 
and physiological differences between males and females, gender refers to the socially constructed 
roles, behaviours, and expectations that are associated with being a woman or man in a given society. 
Gender is a complex concept that influences how people perceive themselves and others, as well as how 
they interact with one another. Gender is also closely linked to power relations, as it often determines 
who has access to resources, opportunities, and decision-making processes in a given society.15

Gender analysis is a process used to examine how gender roles, norms, and power relations affect the lives of 
women, men, and people of diverse genders. It is a systematic process that helps identify how gender 
differences and inequalities impact individuals and communities. The aim of gender analysis is to identi-
fy and understand the ways in which gender shapes people's experiences, opportunities, and outcomes, 
and to use this understanding to inform policies, programs, and interventions that promote gender 
equality and empowerment. Gender analysis involves gathering and analysing gender-specific data, and 
using this data to identify patterns, trends, and gaps in access to resources and opportunities. It also 
involves examining the social norms and attitudes that perpetuate gender inequalities and identifying 
strategies to address these norms and attitudes.16

Gender equity, disability and social inclusion (GEDSI) refers to approaches to ensure people from all 
backgrounds, including women and gender diverse people, people with a disability and people facing 
another form of marginalisation are included and can contribute to Nature-based Solutions. A GEDSI 
lens is used to prevent unintended harm, exclusion and further marginalisation of at-risk groups, and to 
promote their rights, equitable opportunities and benefits.

Human rights are rights inherent to all human beings, regardless of race, sex, nationality, ethnicity, language, 
religion, or any other status. Human rights include the right to life and liberty, freedom from slavery and 
torture, freedom of opinion and expression, the right to work and education, and many more.  Everyone 
is entitled to these rights, without discrimination. 

Human rights-based approach is a conceptual framework for the process of human development that is 
normatively based on international human rights standards and operationally directed to promoting and 
protecting human rights. It seeks to analyse inequalities that lie at the heart of development problems 
and redress discriminatory practices and unjust distributions of power that impede development 
progress and often result in groups of people being left behind.17 

13  United Nations Human Rights Special Procedures (2018) 

14  https://www.fao.org/indigenous-peoples/our-pillars/fpic/en/ 

15  SPREP (2024), Gender Equity, Disability and Social Inclusion Policy. SPREP, Apia

16  Ibid.

17  UN Sustainable Development Group. UNSDG | Human Rights-Based Approach

https://www.fao.org/indigenous-peoples/our-pillars/fpic/en/
https://www.fao.org/indigenous-peoples/our-pillars/fpic/en/
https://unsdg.un.org/2030-agenda/universal-values/human-rights-based-approach
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Intergenerational equity refers to meeting the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future 
generations to meet their needs. It is the concept of fairness amongst all generations in the use and 
conservation of the environment and its natural resources.

Intersectionality is a conceptual or analytical framework for describing and understanding how a person’s 
social identities combine to create different forms of discrimination and privilege, advantage and 
disadvantage. Examples of these social factors that define identity include gender, age, ethnicity, caste, 
sexuality, religion, disability, migrant status, history and economic status.18 

Nature-based Solutions is defined as actions to protect, sustainably manage and restore natural and modified 
ecosystems in ways that address societal challenges effectively and adaptively, to provide both human 
well-being and biodiversity benefits.19

18 Crenshaw, Kimberlé (1989) Demarginalizing the intersection of race and sex: a black feminist critique of 
antidiscrimination doctrine, feminist theory and antiracist politics. University of Chicago Legal Forum. (1): 139–167

19  IUCN (2016) World Conservation Congress Resolution 069. Defining Nature-Based Solutions.
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