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EARTH TRUSTEESHIP 
Working Group 

Update 1 (draft)  
14 Oct 2020, communicated by Right Livelihood 
College campus Bangkok, hans.creativespace@gmail.com   

 
Alexander Repenning, Germany/Switzerland, delivered a speech at Global 

Campus of Human Rights Europe Awarding ceremony and inauguration of 

academic year 2019/2020, Venice  
 

Ceremony of the Awarding of Diplomas of the European Master’s Programme in Human 

Rights and Democratisation (EMA, Global Campus Europe) for the academic year 

2019/2020 and inauguration of the 24th course, academic year 2020/2021. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qquUrhpUnoY  

 

The Global Campus of Human Rights and the Right Livelihood College concluded in 2019 an 

MOU to work together, in particular in the field of Children’s Rights. Alex is the Education 

Manager of the Right Livelihood Foundation, based at Geneva. 

 

Mike Hayes, Thailand/Australia, joined the Earth Trusteeship WG. Mike is 

Coordinator of the World Campus – Asia Pacific at Institute of Human Rights and Peace 

studies (IHRP), Mahidol University, Bangkok. Mike was already a session moderator during 

the Earth Trusteeship Forum at Chulalongkorn University, July 2019. Mike intends to host an 

international Earth Trusteeship workshop at IHRP, Bangkok, mid 2021. 
 

Narumon Arunotai accepts membership Earth Trusteeship Working Group  

Dr. Narumon Arunotai, Thailand, is Director of 

the Social Research Institute of Chulalongkorn 

University. She obtained her BA Degree at 

Chulalongkorn University in 1983, MA Degree 

in Anthropology at the University of Washington 

in 1986 and Ph.D. (Anthropology) at University 

of Hawaii, U.S.A, 1996. For many years, Dr. 

Narumon has conducted research on the 

Moken sea nomads in Southern Thailand and 

her work was supported by UNESCO. She has 

published a number of researches in the field 

of indigenous peoples and development and 

community participation in natural resources management. Her publications include 

mailto:hans.creativespace@gmail.com
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qquUrhpUnoY
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Bridging the Gap between the Rights and Needs of Indigenous Communities and the 

Management of Protected Areas: Case Studies from Thailand.  

Weeramantry International Justice Award for Neshan Gunasekera, Sri Lanka 

May 21, 2020, the Centre for International 

Sustainable Development Law (CISDL) in 

Cananda announced for the first year three 

laureates of the Weeramantry International 

Justice Award. “Advocate Neshan 

Gunasekera receives the 2020 award for 

his ceaseless work for the cause of justice 

and inclusion for all peoples during and 

after conflicts, most notably in Sri Lanka 

through the United Nations and globally in 

his excellent leadership of the Weeramantry 

International Centre for Peace Education 

and Research (WICPER), and in his contributions to the International Union for the 

Conservation of Nature (IUCN): Commission on Education and Communications, the Earth 

Trusteeship Initiative and Councillor of the World Future Council as a global advocate for 

peace, justice and rights of current and future generations.” 

Devex Interview with Dasho Karma Ura  

By Malia Politzer, Devex Focus on Faith and Development, 22 July 2020 (excerpts) 

 

Against a backdrop of global insecurity, Bhutan — 

an ancient country wedged between China and 

India — has managed to emerge relatively 

unscathed: As of June 24, there were just 70 

documented cases of COVID-19 in the country, 

no deaths, and next to no job losses. 
How Bhutan, a lower-middle-income country, has 

managed to skirt the worst outcomes of the 

crisis has much to do with its unique approach to 

development, called the gross national happiness index (GNHI), according to Dasho Karma 

Ura, who is director of the Centre for Bhutan & GNH Studies, a former minister of planning, a 

member of the drafting committee of Bhutan’s Constitution, and key research designer of 

the GNHI. 

 

Ura spoke to Devex about the role that the GNHI has played in Bhutan’s response to COVID-

19 and how focusing on gross national happiness can help countries rebuild in the wake of 

the crisis. 

 

As stakeholders in international development attempt to respond to the economic and 

health challenges posed by COVID-19, what are some of the key ways that the GNHI can 

inform their efforts? 

https://www.devex.com/news/authors/1139786
http://www.moh.gov.bt/national-situational-update-on-covid-19-as-of-24th-june-2020/
https://www.devex.com/organizations/centre-for-bhutan-studies-36800
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I think the best way to answer this question is to look at the measures that a country guided 

by the GNHI has implemented in response to COVID-19. In my opinion, Bhutan’s response 

has been comparatively outstanding, but because the country is relatively obscure and 

small, there is not much attention from the media on the steps we have taken since March. 

Now we live in a world where most people are workers, which means that they do not have 

huge savings to tide them over for several years, and their incomes are certainly reduced 

because there have been furloughs and dismissals, and those who are self-employed don’t 

earn livelihood because the supply chain is disrupted. As a result, peoples’ insecurity and 

loss of hope and confidence in their lives becomes the first victim. That must never be 

allowed to happen. 

 

Of course, if the scale and the extent of income loss is large, then only the state is capable 

of addressing the issue. So in Bhutan, income loss has been compensated thoroughly by the 

king. It is an income grant, where even if you have no work but you get full income for one 

year. 

 

Second is: In a market economy, most businesspeople or most business owners have loans; 

they are indebted. And when the business is shut down, and the loans or the debt distress 

suddenly increase, they have no income, but the payments have to be made. 

 

Now this brings me to the second point — that philanthropy, or societywide donation, has to 

be triggered. And the majority of the banks in this country are owned by the private sector, 

and they themselves have come forward to forgive interest rates for the next six months. 

The point is that we are experiencing setbacks — but not as a sector or as individuals, but as 

a society. So these setbacks need to be addressed holistically by governments and also by 

society. So this response is very much in line with the philosophy behind the Gross National 

Happiness Index. 

 

What role should faith-based communities have in international development? 

 

In my limited understanding of diverse faiths, nearly all embody some kind of transcendental 

vision, of things that are seemingly impossible yet that are at the same time always held as 

realistic dreams of man. All faiths provide us with eternal goals of human beings — of peace, 

happiness, of love for all human beings, the values of compassion, and also some rules for 

ethical behavior. 

 

And it is my view that these values should play a bigger role in international relations and 

international development. I think this has a great deal more appeal to human beings than 

dry, secular analysis. 

 

Now, in Buddhism, there is a very important principle — regardless of whether you are a 

basic or more advanced practitioner — that your behavior should not cause harm in others. 

And that concept of the “other” extends beyond other human beings and also to animals, 

the environment, other nations, and future generations. 
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But the current way that international development and international relations interact puts 

them into daily conflict. The international development view is one of a harmonious world in 

which each is trying to help the poorest nations. On the other hand, the realm of 

international relations is highly focused on pursuing national self-interest, which leads to the 

legitimization of conflict and also of hierarchies that legitimize supremacy as a marker of 

more advanced nations. 

 

This is inherently problematic, and I believe that we need a new vision to this hard realism 

that may only, perhaps, be furnished from the faith-based side. 

 

Connecting the Commons 
A project of Heinrich Böll Foundation Southeast Asia 

 

Right Livelihood College campus Bangkok 

in collaboration with INI (Innovation 

Network International), CUSRI 

(Chulalongkorn University Social Research 

Institute) and TOA (Towards Organic Asia) 

started an action-research project titled 

Connecting the Commons. The short-term 

exploratory project – with longer term and 

regional perspectives – is sponsored by 

Heinrich Böll Foundation (HBF) Southeast 

Asia office. Collaboration with HBF plows 

back to the international symposium 

organized by the same partnership at 

Chulalongkorn University, Bangkok, in 

2011 titled Re-thinking Property. The provisional findings of the research group will be 

discussed at a seminar with prior interviewed resource persons and representatives of 

commons initiatives in Thailand: Tuesday 8 December 2020 at CUSRI.  

The initiative will be shared with the TOA agroecology and mindful markets network and 

alumni of the Chulalongkorn University Right Livelihood Summerschool (CURLS).[From left to 

right: Sun, Ken, Wallapa and Mon]. 

 

Can kaitiakitanga save the planet? by Klaus Bosselmann in IDEASROOM 

https://www.newsroom.co.nz/ideasroom/can-kaitiakitanga-save-the-planet  

There's no legal requirement for states to care for the Earth. But 

without kaitiakitanga - trusteeship - we'd be saying human survival 

doesn't matter. We must take responsibility, writes the University of 

Auckland's Klaus Bosselmann (excerpts). 

 
At the opening speech for last year’s Climate Week at the United Nations in New 

York, Prime Minister Jacinda Ardern presented the Māori concept of kaitiakitanga 

as the key for combating climate change. 

https://www.newsroom.co.nz/ideasroom/can-kaitiakitanga-save-the-planet
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She explained it in this way: “It means 

guardianship. But not just guardianship, but 

the responsibility of care for the 

environment in which we live, and the idea 

that we have a duty of care that eventually 

hands to the next generation, and the one 

after. We all hold this responsibility in our 

own nations, but the challenge of climate 

change requires us to look beyond the 

domestic. Our duty of care is as global as 

the challenge of climate change.” 

“Guardianship”, “responsibility of care”, “duty of care”, “beyond the domestic” - 

what does that all mean? Can kaitiakitanga save the planet? Jacinda Ardern called 

on UN Member States to take their responsibility for the global env ironment 

seriously. Yet, the many terms and expressions she used to describe something 

quite basic is revealing. There is in fact no legally relevant duty of states to care 

for the Earth. As bizarre as it may sound, under international law, states have no 

enforceable obligation to protect the natural environment either domestically or 

globally. They may choose to do so, but they are not legally required.  

States are legal entities, therefore “persons” with rights and responsibilities. The 

concept of state sovereignty gives the state exclusive rights, both internally and 

externally. States have, for example, the right to control their own territories and 

the right to exploit the natural resources within their boundaries as they see fit. Or 

the right to prevent other states from interfering with their “domestic affairs”. 

States also have responsibilities, for example, to not intentionally harm the 

territory of other states. Or the responsibility to protect citizens from harm. 

Fortunately, international law holds human rights in high esteem, so much so that 

states must respect and protect human rights and not just within their own 

territory. 

One of the most important developments in international law has been the 

emergence of the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) pr inciple. This requires states to 

uphold and protect human rights against states not willing or able to do so. R2P 

walks a fine line between state sovereignty and human rights. It is often ignored, 

but it is unlikely to be discarded anytime soon. Parallel to R2P and even more 

promising is the doctrine of sovereign states as trustees of humanity.  

Earth trusteeship is the legal response to Jacinda Ardern’s call for environmental 

responsibility. The ethics of guardianship are deeply embedded in Māori and other 

indigenous cultures, but are also rooted in religious traditions and often referred 

to in contemporary socio-ecological texts. 

From a legal perspective, we can think of Earth trusteeship as an obligation of the 

state to protect the integrity of Earth’s eco logical systems - including the 

atmosphere and oceans (climate system!). More than 25 international 
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environmental agreements refer to the duty of states to cooperate in order to 

protect and restore the integrity of Earth’s ecological systems. What is missi ng is 

the willingness of states to take this duty of care seriously and accept it as a legal 

obligation. 

Elements of Earth trusteeship already exist in many countries. Examples include 

constitutional obligations of the state to protect the environment, env ironmental 

rights or progressive environmental laws. A good example is New Zealand’s 

Resource Management Act, if implemented and interpreted correctly, namely to 

respect non-negotiable environmental bottom lines.  

Notably, the 2014 Te Urewera  Act, the 2017 Te Awa Tupua (Whanganui River 

Settlement) Act and the 2017 Te Anga Putakerongo/Record of Understanding for 

Mount Taranaki recognise certain ecosystems - a national park, a river and a 

mountain - as legal persons. They have to be represented by guardians who speak 

and act on their behalf. This is the kind of Earth trusteeship (or guardianship) that 

Prime Minister Ardern had in mind in her plea to UN Member States.  

Earth trusteeship is a new, but already widely -supported, concept. More than 80 

human rights, human responsibilities and environmental organisations, including 

the New Zealand Centre of Global Studies, have recently formed the  Earth 

Trusteeship Initiative. On December 10, 2018, the day of the 70th anniversary of 

the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, they launched the “Hague Principles of 

a Universal Declaration of Responsibilities for Human Rights and Earth 

Trusteeship” in the Peace Palace, The Hague. In my opening remarks for this event 

I said: 

 

“What on Earth are we doing? For 70 years now we have human rights, yet more 

people are deprived of their most basic needs (material security, freedom of 

movement, freedom of expression etc.) than ever before. Treating all human 

beings as equal and in dignity is still an unfulfilled dream. And for 50 or so years, 

states produce policies and laws to protect the natural environment, yet these 

have not in any way stopped runaway climate change, biodiversity loss or growth 

madness. They have not reversed detrimental practices that could ultimately bring 

us down as a species. We are destroying Earth, our home, arguably because we 

have no firm sense of responsibility for her and for our common destiny. We 

urgently need a universal declaration of responsibilities for human rights and 

Earth trusteeship.” 

The core message of the Hague Principles is that humans are members of the 

Earth community (of all living beings), which defines what responsibilities we as 

members have. Human rights are a prerequisite for any form of social organisation 

and totally indispensable. In fact, they require trusteeship responsibilities that 

each of us must accept and likewise our institutional tool of governance, the 

sovereign state. But human rights are not as fundamental as responsib ilities we 

and our political institutions have for Earth. The Hague Principles call for a legally -

binding commitment of states to Earth trusteeship.  

http://www.earthtrusteeship.world/
http://www.earthtrusteeship.world/
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In the Anthropocene (the period during which humans have dominated the climate and 

environment), Earth trusteeship exercised by people individually and collectively is the key. 

Without it, we would be saying that Earth doesn’t matter and that human survival doesn’t 

matter either. That simple. 

 

Alyn Ware: Human Security and the United Nations are vital to address the 

pandemic 

Blog June 14, 2020, http://www.alynware.kiwi/ (excerpts) 

The corona virus pandemic has highlighted how 

important the United Nations and a human security 

framework (versus a military security framework) 

are for humanity in this globalized world. 

Globalisation – especially international travel – has 

been a key factor in the spread of the virus. On the 

other hand, key elements of globalisation and 

especially the United Nations are vital elements in 

addressing the pandemic. 

As coronavirus has spread around the globe wrecking havoc on public health, social life and 

economies everywhere, the UN and its key agencies including the World Health Organisation 

(WHO) are providing an invaluable source of information, public health guidance and global 

cooperation required to contain and eventually overcome this pandemic. 

WHO has been able to reach the general public by using multiple communication platforms 

including cell phone networks, social media and mainstream media, something which would 

not have been possible before the globalisation of communication systems. 

WHO, through its strong connections with health ministries around the world, has helped 

governments to develop a coordinated approach to the pandemic where possible. However, 

the barriers to this – and the delays in implementing WHO guidelines in some countries – 

demonstrate the limits of an advisory body like WHO which cannot force governments to 

adopt their recommendations. 

Political leadership from the UN Secretary-General 

The UN Secretary-General has played a key role in building understanding of the situation, 

political support for implementation of WHO recommendations and consideration of the 

political and economic measures that are required in the wake of the pandemic. See, for 

example, UN Secretary-General: COVID-19 Pandemic Calls for Coordinated Action, Solidarity, 

and Hope. 

In addition, the UNSG has highlighted the need to halt armed conflict and roll-back 

economic sanctions in order to better combat the pandemic, and he has mobilized UN 

personnel and resources to assist in this. See UN Secretary-General urges global ceasefire 

to enable management of coronavirus pandemic. 

http://www.alynware.kiwi/
https://unu.edu/news/news/un-secretary-general-covid-19-pandemic-calls-for-coordinated-action-solidarity-and-hope.html
https://unu.edu/news/news/un-secretary-general-covid-19-pandemic-calls-for-coordinated-action-solidarity-and-hope.html
http://www.unfoldzero.org/un-secretary-general-urges-global-ceasefire-to-enable-management-of-coronavirus-pandemic/
http://www.unfoldzero.org/un-secretary-general-urges-global-ceasefire-to-enable-management-of-coronavirus-pandemic/
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Indeed, the UNSG is taking a hands-on and pragmatic approach to advance public health 

and human security in contrast to the priority often given by national governments to military 

(in)security. 

Human security versus military (in)security 

In National security is too crude to protect us from pandemics: It’s time to shift to human 

security, an article published in Newsweek on March17, Jonathan Granoff (Global Security 

Institute and UNFOLD ZERO) writes that the corona virus pandemic is a threat to human 

security for which governments should have been prepared. But instead they have been 

focusing more on military (in)security, spending trillions of dollars on weapons to defend 

against military attacks rather than investing in human security issues like health, climate 

change and poverty. 

‘The concept of “security” must be redefined, or at least expanded. For a long time, it has 

been defined singularly in nationalistic terms, measured by military strength. Many trillions 

of dollars continue to be spent on weapons to defend nations against threats they pose to 

each other. Vast institutions have been created around these weapons, and outstanding 

intellects are dedicating their brilliance to strengthening these institutions and designing 

strategies for using these weapons—all in the name of national security. But as this 

pandemic spirals around the world, and as militaries lie helpless before it, it’s appropriate to 

ask whether we would be better off if more resources and attention were pooled and 

devoted to addressing threats to human security.’ (Jonathan Granoff, Newsweek, March 17, 

2020). 

A similar argument is made in a blog I wrote for the Move the Nuclear Weapons Money 

campaign entitled To address the corona virus: Shift resources from nukes and the military 

to public health and the economy.. 

Indeed, the annual budget for the United Nations – a vital institution in advancing human 

security – is 5% of the global nuclear weapons budget and less than 0.5% of the global 

military budget. These economic priorities must be shifted. Civil society campaigns like Move 

the Nuclear Weapons Money, Divest from the War Machine and the Global Campaign on 

Military Spending highlight a range of effective actions that civil society can take to cut 

military budgets and investments and redirect these to peace, climate protection and 

sustainable development. 

 

Integration of multiple global governance rationales towards Earth Trusteeship 

By Hans van Willenswaard for Earth Trusteeship Working Group Update, 14 

October 2020. 

Global citizens’ lives are mainly defined by state sovereignty and national 

interests at one hand, with business empires legally bound to shareholder 

interests at the other: the entwined power of politically and financially 

determined ownership. Earth Trusteeship, as a prospective overarching 

principle of international law and global governance, does not deny state and 

https://www.newsweek.com/human-security-national-security-covid-19-coronavirus-1492830
https://www.newsweek.com/human-security-national-security-covid-19-coronavirus-1492830
http://www.nuclearweaponsmoney.org/news/to-address-the-corona-virus-shift-resources-from-nukes-and-the-military-to-public-health-and-the-economy/
http://www.nuclearweaponsmoney.org/news/to-address-the-corona-virus-shift-resources-from-nukes-and-the-military-to-public-health-and-the-economy/
http://www.nuclearweaponsmoney.org/
http://www.nuclearweaponsmoney.org/
https://www.divestfromwarmachine.org/
http://demilitarize.org/
http://demilitarize.org/
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corporate regimes but aims to bring them in balance with other modes of 

governance, in particular care for the integrity of the Earth System or “the 

community of life”, including future generations.  

I tentatively try to highlight here a diversity of governance frameworks “beyond state and the 

market” (Elinor 

Ostrom). Political 

and economic 

frameworks will 

have to be 

addressed but 

need perspectives 

“beyond” to 

escape from 

“business as 

usual” or 

“cosmetic” 

transformation 

policies.  

Presented here 

are zones 

influenced by 

world religions 

(map); indigenous 

cultures and 

territories 

(example: the map of North America below); unrepresented nations and peoples (map next 

page); and ecological zones or ecosystems (map of One Earth). Ultimately I present an initial 

exploration of “global citizenship”. This is closely connected with cultural dedication to 

awareness of universal values and inter-connectedness. The modern “commons movement” 

is arguably the translation of a worldview based on 

universal inter-connectedness into concrete 

management and governance of the environment 

(Nature) at local levels, and direct social dynamics 

sustaining the “community of life”. My view on Earth 

Trusteeship is that it resonates with this commons 

movement and, from this perspective, can be 

formulated as “all global citizens are equal trustees of 

the Earth”. 

Judge Weeramantry, Sri Lanka, made us aware of the 

weight consensus among the world religions regarding 

(Earth) trusteeship can exercise in terms of 

international customary law. His vision was being 

extended to inclusion of indigenous worldviews. This 

integration can probably only come true when we undo 

the links between world religions and (former and neo) 
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colonial imperialism as well as cease practices of omni-existent extractive exploitation. It 

also would require purification of (religious and indigenous) world views from discrimination 

(of women, casts, non-believers) and detachment from race and blood ties.  

Our preferred partner for strategic action and advocacy towards supporting Earth 

Trusteeship could be Religions for Peace. This global network for interreligious dialogue and 

collaboration headquartered in New York, with country organisations worldwide (the Thai 

chapter based at IHPR, Mahidol University), in its 50 years of existence gradually opened up 

to inclusion of indigenous peoples.  

Attempts to “map” religions and indigenous cultures – and their possible impact on global 

governance and human security frameworks – would remain incomplete without also taking 

into account the unrepresented nations and peoples, some of whom are united in UNPO 

(Unrepresented Nations and Peoples’ Network) and who strive for self-determination as 

nation-states, a basic rights enshtined in the Charter of the UN and the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights. “Unrepesented nations” are driven by an indigenous or ethnic 

awareness of belonging and 

consequent territorial claims. 

However, the future of “self-

determination” along the lines of 

state sovereignty, and the absolute 

centrality of state sovereignty itself, 

are in my understanding, under 

discussion from the points of view 

of global governance and Earth 

trusteeship.   

 

 

A thorough understanding of and engagement with the strife for indigenous rights, is an 

indispensable step on the way to global governance to save the Earth. The experience of 

World Future Council member Victoria Tauli-Corpuz offers rich insights. Is Earth Trusteeship, 

which is meant to build on indigenous traditions of governance and shared ownership, 

relevant for present indigenous rights movement?  

 

Alyn Ware and Neshan Gunasekera, like Victoria, are councilors of the World Future Council. 

 

Victoria Tauli-Corpuz Reflects on Her Six-year Tenure as Special Rapporteur on 

the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 

April 23, 2020 By Dev Kumar Sunuwar (excerpts from ‘Cultural Survival” website) 

When Victoria Tauli-Corpuz was appointed to the mandate of UN Special Rapporteur on the 

Rights of Indigenous Peoples in May 2014, she perhaps thought that it would be smooth 

going, reporting on the situation of the world’s Indigenous Peoples and then drawing 

relevant conclusions. But after a six-year appointment as special rapporteur, according to 

her, the mandate is “an uphill battle.”   

Map of members of the Unrepresented Nations and Peoples’  

Organisation (UNPO), former members in dark grey. 

 

 

http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/
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Victoria Tauli-Corpuz is from the Kankanaey Igorot Peoples of the Cordillera region in the 

Philippines and is wrapping up her six-year-long tenure in April 2020. The UN special 

rapporteur is an independent human rights expert mandated to examine, monitor, advise 

and publicly report on the human rights issues to the UN Human Rights Council and UN 

General Assembly. This special procedure was envisioned by the Human Rights Council to 

report and advise the Council on human rights from a thematic or country specific 

perspective. There are currently 44 thematic and 12 country mandated special rapporteurs.  

“I liked the mandate, because it brought me to the Indigenous communities in different 

parts of the country, which I would never have had if I was not the Special Rapporteur on the 

Rights of Indigenous Peoples,” says Tauli-Corpuz, “now I have a better understanding of the 

concrete living situations of Indigenous Peoples in the most remote areas in the world. 

Because I had an opportunity to visit them and talk to them.”  

Like her two predecessors, as Special Rapporteur, Tauli-Corpuz investigated the state of 

human rights for Indigenous Peoples across the globe. 

She acted as an independent expert, produced 

six thematic and ten country specific reports to the 

Human Rights Council, based on ten different country 

visits, mainly in Latin America and Europe, where she 

interacted with Indigenous communities and state 

officials. Notwithstanding the progress that has been 

made during her six-year-long tenure, she says, “the 

achievements I accomplished are insufficient 

considering the magnitudes of problems that Indigenous Peoples are facing globally. These 

are still a matter of deep concern.” 

There is still a high level of discrimination, racism, economic and social disadvantages felt 

by Indigenous Peoples around the world. According to Tauli-Corpuz, as special rapporteur, 

she also took some concrete actions to help release Indigenous leaders and activists who 

were put in jail due to false charges or displacements in the name of development projects, 

for instance in India and Kenya.  

The first UN Special Rapporteur on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples was a Mexican 

sociologist, Dr. Rodolfo Stavenhagen, who served from 2001 to 2008. Followed by U.S. legal 

scholar Professor James Anaya (Apache and Purépecha), who served terms from 2008 to 

2014. Victoria Tauli-Corpuz came to the rapporteurship from a background as an Indigenous 

rights activist, social development consultant, civic leader, human rights expert, public 

servant, and an advocate of women's rights. She was the former chair of the UN Permanent 

Forum on Indigenous Issues (2005-2010) and was actively engaged in drafting and 

adoption of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples in 2007. She helped 

build the Indigenous Peoples' movement in the Cordillera as a youth activist in the early 

1970s. She helped organize Indigenous Peoples at the community level to successfully 

defeat the projects of the Marcos dictatorship such as the Chico River Hydroelectric Dam 

and the Cellophil Resources Corporation.  

Tauli-Corpuz is the founder and executive director of Tebtebba Foundation (Indigenous 

Peoples' International Center for Policy Research and Education) and has founded and 

managed various NGOs involved in social awareness raising, climate change, the 

http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/annual-thematic-reports
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/country-reports
http://unsr.jamesanaya.org/home
http://www.culturalsurvival.org/sites/default/files/styles/max_2600x2600/public/Victoria Tauli-Corpuz_0.jpg?itok=lmlcjrVu
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advancement of Indigenous Peoples' and women's rights. She is a former board member of 

Cultural Survival. She is an expert for the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights and has 

served as the chairperson-rapporteur of the Voluntary Fund for Indigenous Populations. She 

is also the Indigenous and gender adviser of the Third World Network and a member of 

United Nations Development Programme Civil Society Organizations Advisory Committee. 

Some of the best reports Tauli-Corpuz produced are on Conservation and Indigenous 

Peoples' Rights; Impacts of Climate Change and Climate Finance on Indigenous Peoples' 

Rights; Access to Justice in Ordinary and Indigenous Justice System;  Indigenous Peoples 

and Self-governance; and  The Impact of International Investment and Free Trade on the 

Human Rights of Indigenous Peoples. These reports are ground breaking as Indigenous 

Peoples did not yet have official reports dealing with such issues, and those reports have 

made some impacts and have been widely used by Indigenous Peoples globally. Tauli-

Corpuz also produced reports on  The Right of Indigenous Peoples to Autonomy or Self-

government; Attacks against and Criminalization of Indigenous Peoples Defending their 

Rights, Implementation of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous 

Peoples.; Impacts of International Investment Agreements on the Rights of Indigenous 

Peoples; and Rights of Indigenous Women and Girls.  

 

Towards global governance along the lines of ecosystems? (Hans contd) 

Here I would like to continue my reflections on global governance and Earth Trusteeship.. 

Indigenous governance and livelihoods were inseparably close to Nature even though 

traditional or feudal governance could be coercive. The western nation-states, from the 

Peace treaty of Westphalia 1648 onwards, imposed their model, including competition and 

permanent conflict of interest resulting in violent conflict and wars, on the rest of the world 

by means of colonial oppression, genocide, ecocide and forced migration. Nature-based 

governance got totally mixed-up. Gradually democracy took shape. Future democratic Earth 

governance based on trusteeship and restoration of eco-systems, including bio-diversity and 

resulting in climate balance, should co-create meaningful eco-zoning in which sustainable 

food systems and agroecology are central. The need for creating democratic governance 

that is Nature based (and humanity is part of Nature) – with Earth trusteeship as an 

overarching principle – has urged a group of scientists to start co-designing a Nature 

centered world order. This is just a strat and needs much refinement and breakdown to 

smaller units. 

 

Bioregions 2020 

Please visit the website https://www.oneearth.org/bioregions-2020/ (excerpts) 

If Nature were to draw a map of the world what would it look like? We’ve grown accustomed 

to seeing the world divided into 195 countries, but there is another way to see, and better 

understand, the planet we call home. One Earth presents a novel biogeographical 

framework called Bioregions 2020, which builds upon the world’s 846 terrestrial 

ecoregional divisions (Dinerstein et al. 2017) to delineate 184 discreet bioregions.  

http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/149-report-ga-2016
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/149-report-ga-2016
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/images/docs/annual/2017-a-hrc-36-46-en.pdf
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/images/docs/annual/2017-a-hrc-36-46-en.pdf
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/304-report-hrc-2019
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/256-report-ga2018
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/256-report-ga2018
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/93-report-ga-2015
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/93-report-ga-2015
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/305-report-ga-2019
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/305-report-ga-2019
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/251-report-hrc2018
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/251-report-hrc2018
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/199-report-ga-2017
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/199-report-ga-2017
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/156-report-hrc-2016
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/156-report-hrc-2016
http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/index.php/en/documents/annual-reports/83-report-hrc-2015
https://www.oneearth.org/bioregions-2020/
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The 846 terrestrial ecoregions of the Earth (Dinerstein et al. 2017) overlayed with Bioregions 2020 polygons. A 

finite number of ecoregions are contained within the perimeter of each bioregion, with the exception of 

mangroves which in some cases extend across one or more bioregions. Credit: Karl Burkart. 

 

Two years in development, with input from an array of field scientists, conservation experts, 

and geographers, the Bioregions 2020 framework offers a novel biogeographical approach 

to transnational conservation and land use planning, encouraging systems thinking across 

silos and administrative boundaries. The bioregions are also useful in as an educational 

tool, helping individuals to better understand the underlying ecological fabric of life that 

surrounds them. Lastly, Bioregions 2020 provides a framework to support grantmaking and 

scientific research across a group of related ecosystems. 

 

Global citizenship (contnd Hans) 

 

In order to make Earth Trusteeship work (with an anticipated contribution to world Peace), 

partial detachment from nation-state as well as economic empire- driven citizenship may be 

pre-conditions. We have to consider a cautious, gradual, development path to global 

citizenship. Initially as an additional dimension to national citizenship, gradually gaining 

autonomous meaning. Global citizenship is a mode of existence carrying the inherent  

responsibilities and rights of being an Earth trustee. All global citizens are equal trustees of 

the Earth and this defines a priori Nature-based legal personhood for all. In additional to 

individual global citizenship, gradually eco-system and/or bioregion based citizenship will 

lead to bioregion, bottom-up, network-of-networks-driven global governance. In this 

framework of Nature-inclusive “human security”, differences will be primarily settled by 

collaborative negotiations and peer justice, backed-up by global governance institutions. The 

transformation can be enabled by gradual release of funds, which no longer will be needed 

for military competition and conflict.  
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The UN at 75: United Nations Parliamentary Assembly "more important than 

ever" https://en.unpacampaign.org/proposal/  (excerpts) 

22. September 2020 
New study recommends a UN Parliamentary Assembly 

 

On the occasion of the 75th General Assembly of the United Nations (UN) that started last 

week in New York, a study published by Democracy Without Borders recommends the 

establishment of a new parliamentary body at the UN. 

According to the Berlin-based international group that coordinates the international 

Campaign for a UN Parliamentary Assembly (UNPA), the new body would help “promote 

global collaboration and democracy” at a “critical time”, adding that it was "more important 

than ever." 

The study says that a citizen-elected global parliament would empower citizens, civil society 

and global institutions “to work together for the global common good.” 

The document points out that in a first step, the UN General Assembly could establish the 

new parliamentary body “without the need to amend the UN Charter” as a largely 

consultative body whose powers would be expanded gradually. This means that no approval 

of the Security Council would be required. The study explains that members initially could be 

appointed by political groups in national or regional parliaments. The goal, however, should 

be direct elections. 

“We urge diplomats in New York and leaders in the world’s capitals to support the creation 

of a UN Parliamentary Assembly. The UN’s 75th anniversary is the right opportunity”, said 

the group's Executive Director, Andreas Bummel, who also heads the Secretariat of the 

Campaign for a UNPA.  

UNPA would make the UN more democratic, legitimate and effective 

At an event on a more democratic UN organized by the University of Padova in Italy, the co-

chair of the campaign, Argentine legislator Fernando Iglesias, highlighted the importance of 

a UNPA to strengthen the UN's legitimacy and thus enabling it to take on a more relevant 

role in dealing with matters of global concern such as the Covid-19 pandemic. 

Speaking at an online panel organized as part of the virtual UN75 Global Governance 

Forum, South African legislator Nomsa Tarabelle Marchesi noted that a UNPA "needs teeth" 

https://en.unpacampaign.org/proposal/
https://www.democracywithoutborders.org/14179/policy-review-a-united-nations-parliamentary-assembly/
https://www.democracywithoutborders.org/14649/the-un-at-75-study-recommends-an-elected-global-parliament-at-the-un/
https://unipd-centrodirittiumani.it/en/attivita/Together-for-the-UN/1331
https://www.platformglobalsecurityjusticegovernance.org/news/event-designing-a-roadmap-to-the-future-un/
https://www.platformglobalsecurityjusticegovernance.org/news/event-designing-a-roadmap-to-the-future-un/
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and that the Covid-19 crisis has exposed "how flawed the current global cooperation system 

is" as it lacks transparency and effectiveness. 

The UN’s independent expert on international democracy, Livingstone Sewanyana, 

commented that “this new assembly is necessary to improve the democratic character of 

the United Nations and global governance.” 

The international campaign for a UN Parliamentary Assembly since 2007 got support from 

over 1,500 current and former elected representatives from more than 100 countries1. It 

was launched under the auspices of the 

late former UN Secretary-General Boutros 

Boutros-Ghali. The proposal was first put 

forward in 1949. 

The new study is the most comprehensive 

assessment of its implementation so far. It 

was co-authored by Maja Brauer, a political 

scientist affiliated with Democracy Without 

Borders, and Andreas Bummel. 

In May 2020, the proposal of a “of a 

directly elected advisory UN Parliamentary 

Assembly” was endorsed in the UN75 

People’s Declaration of global civil society 

prepared by the UN2020 campaign. 

 

Proportion of the total vote allocated to 5 countries under different voting systems (from Wikiwand 

https://www.wikiwand.com/en/United_Nations_Parliamentary_Assembly ) 

 

Concluding remark Hans 

An anticipated UN Earth Trusteeship Council should be envisioned within this UN 

Parliamentary Assembly perspective as well as within a diversity of frameworks beyond the 

present nation-state and corporate driven world order. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1 Among them RLA Laureate Raúl Montenegro, Argentina and Vice-Chair of the Right Livelihood Foundation 
Monika Griefahn, Germany. 

https://www.democracywithoutborders.org/14179/policy-review-a-united-nations-parliamentary-assembly/
https://www.democracywithoutborders.org/13598/support-for-a-more-democratic-united-nations-gains-momentum/
https://www.democracywithoutborders.org/13598/support-for-a-more-democratic-united-nations-gains-momentum/
https://www.wikiwand.com/en/United_Nations_Parliamentary_Assembly
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EARTH TRUSTEESHIP WORKING GROUP (core members) 
Right Livelihood Award (RLA) Laureates who support the WG: 

 Sulak Sivaraksa, Thailand (RLA 1995) 

 Vandana Shiva, India (RLA 1993) 

 Anwar Fazal, Malaysia (RLA 1982) 

 Nnimmo Bassey, Nigeria (RLA 2010) 

 Raùl Montenegro, Argentina (RLA 2004) 

Justin Sobion, Trinidad & Tobago, PhD candidate, Faculty of 

Law, University of Auckland,  Working Group Coordinator  

Alyn Ware, New Zealand, (RLA 2009) – Coordinating Right 

Livelihood Award Laureate; The Peace Foundation; 

Parliamentarians for Nuclear Non-proliferation and Disarmament; 

World Future Council 

Neshan Gunasekera, Sri Lanka, Working Group Co-Chair, legacy 

holder Judge C.G. Weeramantry, Sri Lanka, (RLA 2007), former 

Vice President, International Court of Justice, The Hague; 

World Future Council 

Dasho Karma Ura, Bhutan, Working Group Co-Chair, President, 

Centre for Bhutan & GNH Studies, Thimphu, Bhutan; former 

Member, Constitution Drafting Committee 

Klaus Bosselmann, New Zealand / Germany, Academic Supervisor of 

the Working Group;  with Prue Taylor, New Zealand, University 

of Auckland, New Zealand Centre for Environmental Law; New 

Zealand Centre of Global Studies Programme (NZCGS)  

Paulo Magalhães, Portugal, General Director, Common Home of 

Humanity (to be confirmed) 

Narumon Arunotai, Thailand, Director, Social Research Institute 

(CUSRI), Chulalongkoern University (CU), Bangkok, Thailand 

Mike Hayes, Thailand / Australia, Institute of Human Rights and 

Peace Studies / Global Campus of Human Rights, Asia-Pacific 

branch, Mahidol University, Bangkok, Thailand 

Alexander Repenning, Germany / Switzerland, Education Manager, 

Right Livelihood Foundation, office Geneva, Switzerland  

Hans & Wallapa van Willenswaard, Thailand / the Netherlands, 

Founders/Advisors, School for Wellbeing Studies and Research, 

Right Livelihood College, campus Bangkok Thailand 

Narumon Paiboonsittikun, Thailand, Towards Organic Asia (TOA) 

Coordinator 

Connecting the Commons team (project with Heinrich Böll 

Foundation Southeast Asia) and alumni Chulalongkorn University 

Right Livelihood Summerschool (CURLS), in collaboration with: 

 Chulalongkorn University (CU), Bangkok, Thailand 

 Royal University of Bhutan 

 Right Livelihood College, Stockholm – Bonn – Geneva, 

 Sathirakoses Nagapradipa Foundation, Thailand 

 


