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Introduction

People who live in the vicinity of the natural resources have no say when those 
resources are developed or destroyed. Rarely the communities and the people liv-

ing in such locations made part of the decision-making processes involving natural 
resources. 

In many recorded instances, the communities become victims of development pro-
cesses. Sri Lanka has many such instances in the past decade. Uma Oya diversion in 
the hill country of Sri Lanka is a clear example for this situation. 

This is despite clear articulation, in some instances in the political arena that commu-
nities do have a say in the decision-making process. In delivering the famous judg-
ment on the Eppawela phosphate mine, Justice A. R. B. Amarasignhe stated that land 
and its resources belong to the people and other living beings and the Government 
is only the trustee of such resources. 

The reality on the ground however, does not meet this idea of ownership by the peo-
ple. As most political regimes function on the notion that voting in a democratic pro-
cess is an endorsement of the power exercised by the State, it has become increas-
ingly difficult for communities to fight against efforts to destroy their natural habitat 
and in particular, the natural resources located near them. Despite regulations and 
laws - that in theory safeguard the interests of the communities - the ambivalence in 
the interpretation of such law, the lack of enforcement of the said law and the cor-
ruption involved in many development projects, make it more difficult for communi-
ties to challenge such interventions and lobby with the relevant stakeholders to take 
their concerns into consideration. 

As a result, most development processes violate the environmental and fundamental 
rights of the communities, marginalize the local communities when making decisions and 
the destroying the natural resources. The lack of a conducive civic space for the public to 
raise their voices against such processes further exacerbates the widening gap between 
and development processes environmental protection mechanisms.   
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Most developing countries utilize only the environmental impacts assessment regulations 
to harness public opinion in such situations. However, as many Friends of the Earth Inter-
national (FOEI) members have experienced, this is far from being an adequate, effective or 
enforceable mechanism to ensure due consideration is given to the environment or the 
people who stand to be most affected by these ‘interventions’. 

Despite the limitations placed on civil society action, communities have mobilized suc-
cessfully to voice their opposition against actions that are deemed harmful to the natural 
surroundings. These efforts have included voicing opposition against the privatization of 
natural resources, large scale land grabbing, the establishment of thermal power plants 
and large dams, and the rights of indigenous populations to access natural resources. Such 
actions have acted as a precursor to the development of the idea of ecological democ-
racy – a potential way forward for local communities to engage actively in decision-making 
processes. 

Ecological democracy attempts to address the fundamental problems in current thinking 
and particularly in neo-liberal economic model that gravely undermine the sustainable liv-
ing. It allows those affected by the outcomes of environmental issues and those whose 
live linked to the environment to assume an active role in the decision-making processes.  
It helps not limit such processes to the governments and corporations. It entails the prin-
ciple of equal rights for all those in the civil society and in the environment conservation 
- including the public, community groups, advocates, workers, academics and health care 
professionals - and not be limited to safeguarding the interests of the investors and the 
government. 

Ven. Kalupahana Piyarathana Thero
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“The potential for natural resource regime sustainability in a global economy remains un-
clear. Greater knowledge is needed to devise appropriate management plans and policies 
for natural resource use - including fisheries, agriculture, forestry, and mining - that would 
guarantee the maintenance of ecological health, and help strengthen democratic process-
es. Furthermore, scant attention has been paid to indigenous-based or other minority or 
alternative forms of knowledge which may complement, if not replace, scientific insight.” 
(Source: Ecological democracy and forest-dependent communities of ...https://idl-bnc.idrc.
ca/dspace/bitstream/10625/31207/1/120376.pdf)

Understanding complex ecological systems is limited by the knowledge of the so-called 
bureaucrats of  the regulatory agencies to apply, which is often complicated by repressive 
or authoritative political leaders and regimes. Environmental policy has a poor record of 
successful implementation even in the so-called developed countries. However, there is no 
guarantee that improved implementation of natural resource policy regimes would result 
from increased knowledge and adequate bureaucratic capacity. Rather, highly competi-
tive “global economies provide greater incentives for maximizing short-term gains than for 
long-term sustainability of resource supplies”.

As a result of undergoing environmental and economic crises, neo-liberal market expan-
sion into developing countries, and the failure of developing country government agen-
cies to adequately address these challenges, local or regional mobilisation and actions to 
social and environmental injustices have emerged in many countries by the local com-
munities and or the environmental organizations. Such responses are increasingly finding 
support from powerful international environmental organizations, such as Friends of the 
International.

Wedda Leader Uruvarige Vannila Attho
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The encroachments in Nilgala Forest, attempt to destroy Soragune forest for building a golf 
course and a hotel complex, building Norochcholai coal power plant and the attempt to 
build the Sampur coal power plant, are few recent developments that public voice was 
neglected. Ratupaswela incident that killed 3 people and Thunnane incident which killed 
one police officer, the protests against the metal quarries in Galpatha are similar issues that 
were occurred due to the lack of environmental democracy.

Ecological democracy offers a viable means for communities to engage in decision-mak-
ing regarding development of their locality and includes a development paradigm that 
is self-evolved rather than imposed by elected officials, bureaucrats and corporations. It 
offers an opportunity to practice good-governance that is the ongoing mission of the cur-
rent regime in Sri Lanka. However, good governance must ensure participation access to 
information, rule of law and accountability. 

In order to make informed decisions communities and grassroots organizations require 
access to information. Therefore, the right-to-know policy provides the foundation of this 
and advocates providing basic information to the public. Informed with basic and the most 
important  facts about the quality of their environment, citizens can become active par-
ticipants in identifying and resolving  environmental and others issues at both local and 
national levels. 

Jagoda Munic and Hemantha Withanage
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The conference 

The 76 member organizations of Friends of the Earth International(FOEI) have ample 
experiences at the grassroots level in organizing and mobilizing communities and 

the public on environmental issues. The range of activities implemented by the local 
member organizations includes protests, public interest litigation, evidence-based re-
search and public awareness raising campaigns.
 
Centre for Environmental Justice is the Sri Lankan member of the FOEI. CEJ plays a 
leading role in the Sri Lankan environmental movement and at the international level. 
Sri Lankan Environmental Organizations have less exposure to the international envi-
ronmental movement. However, Sri Lanka as a fast growing nation since ending the 
war, its communities face diverse environmental rights violations. Meantime, Sri Lanka 
is now participating in the REDD+ readiness programme and a CSO platform has been 
formed. They need better understanding on the forest governance, environmental and 
social safeguards and environmental democracy.

FOEI Biannual meeting is a good opportunity for the local environmental groups in 
the host country to learn from each other. FOEI BGM 2014 was held in Sri Lanka in 
early October in Kandy. This was a great opportunity for the Sri Lankan environmental 
movement to learn from the visiting   environmentalist. 

Prof. C.G. Weeramanthri, Former Vice Chair of ICJ
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Having this aim CEJ organised  a conference entitled “The Role of Communities in Envi-
ronmental Decision Making” to better use this occasion for building the national environ-
mental movement in Sri Lanka.

The conference was planned to capture the experiences of the FOEI gained over the 
years, due to the  dynamic nature of the organizations.  It was expected that ideas and ex-
periences to be shared, current and potential future environmental concerns discussed 
and debated. It was also expected that organizations to reflect on the successes and 
setbacks of their activities, and learn new ways to address the challenges faced at the 
ground-level. The conference aimed the local civil society organisations to help strategies 
a  national Action plan to implement in future.  

Objectives
1. To share community experiences of FoEI groups around the world with local groups 

in Sri Lanka
2. To mobilize grassroots organizations/communities in Sri Lanka, through an under-

standing and promotion of environmental democracy, to fight to ensure protection 
of environmental and other basic rights 
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The conference was held from September 30-October 1, 2014 in Kandy, Sri Lanka. The 
conference addressed the above objectives by facilitating sessions that allowed par-
ticipants to share their experiences in local advocacy and lobbying efforts in respective 
countries with the local groups. The lessons learned from these experiences would be 
used in designing potential future activities for regaining the local community environ-
mental rights.   Group discussions were used to understand the ground realities and the 
major challenges faced by the different regions in Latin America, Africa, Asia Pacific, Eu-
rope and North America. This enabled identification of the factors facilitating and hinder-
ing environmental democracy. 

Participants 
The conference brought together participants from FOEI members working with grass-
roots communities and supporting their struggles. Sri Lankan grassroots organizations, 
CSO members and selected local community representatives were also invited to share 
their experiences with this global environmental justice community and learn from 
them.  Some policy level persons also attended and  shared the experiences.
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The discussion

The conference allowed the Sri Lankan community leaders and civil society organi-
zations to broaden their knowledge on the environmental democracy, community 

ownership of the natural resource management and decision-making.  The expected 
outcomes were;

 1. To gain a clearer understanding of ecological democracy and development victims. 
2. To learn about new strategies on integrating ecological democratic values and prin-

ciples in their grassroots campaigns and 
3. To form informal/formal networks to work on common issues across the borders. 

The conference was inaugurated by the religious leaders representing Buddhist, Chris-
tian, Hindu and Muslim which are the main four religion in Sri Lanka. They shared how the 
world can be a safer place by respecting to the teachings of the great religious  leaders. 

Leader of “Wedda” indigenous Community, Uruwarige Vannila Attho gave the keynote 
speech at the inaugural session and told that simple living is the best solution to the 
current world crisis. But they too are in a crisis due to the grabbing of common lands for 
development and restrictions for practicing traditional hunting.

During the conference following workshops were held. These workshops gave an op-

9



portunity for the participants to share their experience and discuss on how to struggle 
against such injustices. 
 
1. Infrastructure Development And Community Rights; 
2. Land Grabbing And Community Rights; 
3. Women And Environmental Decision Making;  
4. Indigenous Peoples And Environmental Decision Making; 
5. Urban Communities And Environmental Decision Making; 
6. Technical session on Environmental Democracy and Community Experience.

The group shared that acquiring local community’s land for  infrastructure and  agribusi-
ness is a major problem around the world.  Many developing countries are seeking For-
eign Direct Investments (FDI) through some bilateral and economic agreements. There 
are multinational corporations engage in developing countries and the developing 
countries are giving space by amending or making investor friendly policies and regula-
tions to attract them. Such agreements are very tricky and give much more security to 
invest in the country, but no safeguard to the local communities.  

The discussion showed that governments open up the natural resources for the projects 
without conducting any assessment on the natural resources or the community impacts. 
This causes environmental, social and health problems in the community. 

There are tools such as EIA to mitigate the problems arisen to the environment and the 
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society. But the key problem includes the non implementation, lack of monitoring and 
evaluation. Therefore, it was agreed that the people should mobilise and oppose such 
projects that damage the livelihood. In Liberia “50% of lands are acquired by corporation 
for FDI projects. Liberian CSOs have forced the government to get those lands back.” It 
was agreed that establishing mechanism for Free-prior informed consent only can help 
people to decide on their agreement with development projects.  It was shared that le-
gal actions against the project developers and government can be taken to protect the 
environment, however, money, time, information and experties  are limitations for the 
local communities.

The groups agreed that the role of women is very important and vital in the environ-
mental protection because they are directly effected by the environmental and social 
issues. It was agreed that productive partnership between the women in communities 
and government is essential.  Recognition of Women’s potential for environmental pro-
tection; understanding that environmental issues such as resources degradation, climate 
change, and disasters are heavily affecting women than men; recognition of women’s 
involvement will lead to more inclusive policies and actions for women. It was agreed 
that social mobilization with capacity building for women to take leadership role and 
reformulation of laws to recognise women role in decision making are essential.

Sharing views of the indigenous people, it was told that when they fight for the rights, 
there is a possibility to loose the life. Else some situations can happen due to the politics 
and business. These things are happening even when national and international laws, 
and agreements have enacted to protect indigenous peoples rights. 

According to Vannila Attho, younger Weddas have identity card to go to forest however, 
there are many restrictions to enter the forest. Wedda people only can depend on the for-
est resources for their survival. If someone to survive in the forest, they should live in the 
forest to harness these resources. “For harvesting the bee honey, it is necessary to chase 
Bees to find honey. With current restrictions it is not possible”.

It was found that this is a common issue for many forest dwellers. But they are the most 
closest people to the nature. They do little or no harm to the forest and environment. 
Local community groups and environmental activists fighting against  land grabbing in 
Panama, Nilgala, Welioya, Somawathiya, Mannar, Kalpitiya etc., also shared their expe-
rience. They said agribusines, infrastructure development and tourism are responsible 
for land grabbing in Sri Lanka. Based of the discussion, participants agree on the “Kandy 
Earth Declaration” which was produced based on the testimonies and the experiences 
of them. 
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Kandy Earth Declaration

We, representatives from Sri Lankan civil society organisations, envi-
ronmental activists and affected communities, together with Friends 

of the Earth International (74 country members) having met and deliber-
ated from 30 September – 01 October, 2014 in Yahalathenna, Kandy, Sri 
Lanka

Having : 
Shared testimonies and experiences regarding gaps and challenges in the process of achiev-
ing environmental democracy;

We reaffirm; 
Our call for citizens’ mandatory meaningful participation in all national, regional and 
local development project cycle with access to full and complete information as well as for 
the practise of free prior and informed consent to be incorporated by governments and 
corporations in all decision making processes; our right to reject any projects that would 
adversely affect our lives, livelihoods and the environment and for this right to be respected 
in spirit and letter by all parties; that all economical and political interests of countries 
should be in line with the framework of environmental and social safeguards; and that the 
present trend of consumerism and greed which drives all present development be rejected;

We state that: 
In ensuring that gender sensitivity is taken into account in all environmental decision mak-
ing processes, women in particular must be given a prominent role and the freedom to 
make decisions independently;

Further: 
We reiterate that all national governments should sign, ratify, approve and incorporate eve-
ry international convention, treaty, declaration and any other instrument on indigenous 
people’s and local community rights into national laws and policies; we urge governments 
to recognize the central role of small scale food producers in feeding local people and imple-
ment laws and policies to support this; we demand that national governments should hold 
all corporations responsible and accountable for environmental and/or human rights vio-
lations against communities; we also urge that all national governments support a strong 
international treaty holding corporations responsible and accountable on the same;

Finally: 
We urge all national governments and inter-governmental organizations to accept environ-
mental democracy as one of the goals to achieving sustainable development. 
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Social and Environmental Justice award

First Social and Environmental Justice award was presented to thirteen long served 
environmental activist in Sri Lanka.  Ven. Badullagammana Sumanasara Thero, Rev. 

Sarath Iddamalgoda, Uruwarige Vannila Athho, Mrs. Iranganee Serasinghe,  Mr. Ravi 
Algama, Mrs. Kamini Vitarana, Late Mr. Sarath Fernando, Mr. M.B. Adhikarama, Dr. Ranil 
Senanayake, Mr. Jagath Gunawardena, Mr. S.M. Mubarak, Mr. E. M. Chandrasekera 
and Mr. Rohana Stanley received this award in 2014.  They have started their environ-
mental and social activism three decades ago and continue to engage in the ativism.  

Meanwhile, prestigious Friends of the Earth International Award was presented to 
the local communities living around Nilgala Forest considering their role of protect-
ing the Nilgala forest which is the catchment of the Senanayake Samudraya in Am-
para. On behalf of the local communities in Mr. D. M Lokubanda accepted this award.

Prof. C.G. Weeramanthri, Judge and former Vice-President of the International Court 
of Justice, provided the keynote address and shared his vision for a peaceful world by 
respecting to the words of great religious leaders. He also shared that how the world 
without nuclear can be a peaceful place.  

Social and Environmental Justice Awardees-2014
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Community Actions to achieve 
Environmental Democracy

Environmental democracy is a vital instrument in achieving people oriented de-
velopment. People need to involve in environmental and development decision 

making in order to achieve same.  Not following the religious paths made world 
more unlivable place. Living simple is the solution many of the natural resources 
crisis today.  

Lack of awareness is a major contribution to lack of voice in the decision making 
which spreads in many sectors. Therefore achieving environmental democracy re-
quired global, national, regional and community level actions. 

Local communities attended the two day conference on “the Role of Communities in 
Environmental decision Making” agreed the need of mobilising such actions across 
the sectors and in all levels.

Live Simple: Indigenous people, the “Wedda” forest community is a living example 
of simple living in Sri Lanka. They consume less, depend less on the outer world and 
they are almost independent compare to the others. Therefore,  they contribute very 
minimal to the world crisis today. Participants, who take part on the conference will 
make all possible steps to live simple which helps to resolve the various crisis in the 
world.

Respect Religions: All religions in the world shows how world can be a better place 
and how respecting each other can help to resolve present crisis. The religious lead-
ers who shared their views showed the path of religious harmony can pave the world 
for a better place. It was agreed no new theory is better than following own religions 
not spoiled by the consumerism. Religious leaders attended agreed to make a new 
beginning from the temples and monasteries to educate people more on following 
the sustainable path.

Demanding right to clean, healthy and sustainable development: Sustainable de-
velopment is a right of the people. However, development today does not provide 
equal access to people. Poor suffer the most from development as most develop-
ment is involved in grabbing the resources own by the local communities. Meantime 
most dirty investments locate in the poor and marginalized communities.  Thus de-
velopment create injustices to some sectors in the society. Therefore right to clean, 
healthy and sustainable development is a right of all the people.
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Respect the environmental laws: Existing laws in the world provides solutions to 
many of the environmental problems. However, law enforcement is uneven in the 
countries.  Lack of law enforcement is a main reason for the current environmental 
degradation. Therefore, participants agree to push for proper law enforcement in all 
the countries.

Right to Meaningful Participation: Although there are rules and regulations have en-
acted, tools are available, local citizens are not part of the most decision making in 
every part of the world. Most decisions are taken by the elected politicians, corpora-
tions, development agencies, bankers and the bureaucrats.  It was agreed that it is 
important to call for mandatory meaningful participation in all national, regional and 
local development decisions. 

Access to full and complete information: Right to information has been demanded 
by the people through all democratic systems however, not accessible to local com-
munities living in the vicinity of resources. They cannot, engage in any decision, un-
less they were provided such information. It was agreed to demand full and com-
plete information in all activities that people are subjected to development projects.

Demand Free Prior Informed Consent: Once the information is provided and op-
portunities are available, local communities can make an informed decisions. It 

SSP, Mr. Reymond Quintos, Director, Environment Police
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was agreed that local communities should demand the practice of free prior and 
informed consent to be incorporated by governments and corporations in all deci-
sion making processes.

Right to Reject: Most decisions are prior taken by the powerful and developers, even 
before they come to the  project sites. This denied the right to reject destructive de-
velopments. Therefore, the participants agree to demand right to reject any projects 
that would adversely affect the lives, livelihoods and the environment. 

Enact and implement safeguard policies on development: People affected by the 
development, resources grabbing or consumerism suffer due to the lack of safe-
guard in the global and national level. Some agencies such multilateral banks have 
such policies, yet implementation is not to the acceptable standards.  Therefore  we 
agreed that all economical and political interests of countries should be in line with 
the framework of environmental and social safeguards.

Reject the Consumerism:  The global and local mechanism are crated towards, neo-
liberalism and consumerism. Current world crises including climate crisis is due to 
this approach and the corporate capture. Unless reject this trend, world will not be 
a safer place for current and future generations. Therefore  it was agreed that the 
present trend of consumerism and greed which drives all present development be 
rejected.
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Respect women and children: Decision making processes completely disregard the 
women and children in the communities. Culture, intimidation and  patriarchy does 
not allow women voice in decision making. However, both women and children suf-
fer the most in development decisions. It was agreed to push for a better, respect for 
women.

Rights of the indigenous people and local communities: Local people and indige-
nous people are more vulnerable to wrong environmental decision making as their 
life and livelihood  mostly depend on the resources around them. There is less in-
digenous people in some countries. However, most local communities  are also de-
scendent from the indegenous people also lack right to engage in the decision mak-
ing. It was agreed both indigenous people and the local community rights should be 
respected and protected.

Sign international convensions: There are several international Treaties which cover 
the new thinking on the rights of the people. While many governments are signatory 
to them, some other governments are parties. Meantime, ratification and implemen-
tation  is not done across the globe.  We therefore, reiterate that all national govern-
ments should sign, ratify, approve and incorporate every international convention, 
treaty, declaration and any other instrument on indigenous people’s and local com-
munity rights into national laws and policies. It was agreed that all the participant 
will further study the national situation and  demand the national governments to 
implement them.

Recognize Small scale Food producers: Small scale food producers play a major role 
in assuring the food security in the world. They are also responsible for the food sov-
ereignty of the countries. We urge all governments to recognize the central role of 
small scale food producers in feeding local people and implement laws and policies 
to support them.

Improved Environmental Literacy:  Environmental knowledge is highly accumulated 
in the certain sectors in the society. They abuse such information for wealth crea-
tion. On the other hand lack of environmental literacy among the general public is 
the main reason for environmental degradation. If the people have adequate aware-
ness they will be able to confront the abusers. Therefore, it was agreed to demand 
increased environmental literacy across the society. 

Rights of the ecosystems: Eco system degradation by the humans due to over con-
sumption and for resource grabbing is  detrimental to the millions of other species 
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and the landscapes such as rivers, mountains, wetlands, forest, oceans and the mil-
lions of micro habitats. Those species and the landscapes have equal rights to live 
and stay free of human destruction. As the environmentally concerned humans, all 
have agreed that ensuring the rights of other living being is equally important for the 
survival of the earth.

Demand ensure Human rights: In many instances human rights violations  seen 
around the exploitation of the natural resources. Powerful and the corporations are 
responsible for these violations. Therefore we demand that national governments 
should hold all corporations responsible and accountable for environmental and/or 
human rights violations against communities. 

Reduce role of corporations: Corporations involve most criminal acts against the re-
sources and the frontline communities. They escape from the liabilities due to the 
money and power. We urge that all national governments support a strong interna-
tional treaty holding corporations responsible and accountable on the same.

Demand Environmental Justice: Communities live closer to the natural resources 
face environmental injustices around the world. They suffer from intimidation and 
life threats. Criminalisation of the frontline communities around the world is a com-
mon issue. It was agreed that all participants will take steps to  fight for environmen-
tal Justice. 

Demand ensure good governance: Good governance is a combination of access to 
information, participation, rule of Law and accountability.  Most governments lack 
Rule of law and accountability. It is hard to achieve good governance unless assure 
all these aspects. The participants will make all possible steps to promote good gov-
ernance.

Transformation of the living style: Most people contributing to the consumerism reg-
ulate by the multinational corporation and media tycoons. People trapped  is such 
systems cannot look for millions of alternatives available around the world. Its the 
role of active civil society to open up such transformation in all sectors. This transfor-
mation is necessary is food, water, agriculture, energy and many other sectors. 

Networking: Role of local communities in environmental decision making is not lim-
ited to opposing them on the ground. Environmental democracy offers many other 
spaces such as above through advocacy at all levels.  It requires verious experties, 
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knwledge and skills. Networking among the CSOs and concerned public at the local , 
national and international level is the way to make achive environmental democracy. 

Local communties and environmental concerned people garthered during the con-
ference seek all the communities to propagate the environmental democacry to en-
sure that ecological factors are considered durng the environmental decision mak-
ing while ensuring the rights of the communities are safeguarded. It was agreed to 
push all national governments and inter-governmental organizations to accept en-
vironmental democracy as one of the goals to achieving sustainable development. 

***
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List of Sri Lankan Participants

 Name    Organization 
1. Ven. Kaburupitiye Boodiseeha Tero   Sri Lanka Environmental Congress 
2. Ven. Missaka Kamalasiri Tero Meditation Center - Kandy 
3. Ven. Balaharuwe Sirisumana Thero Environmental Activist 
4. Ven. SumanasaraThero  Wellassa Development Foundation
5. Ven. Kalupahana Piyarathana Tero Intl Network of Engaged Buddhists 
6. Ven. Nepalaye Wajirasiri Tero Environmental Activist    
7. Ven. B. Mahanama Tero 
8. Fr. Sarath Iddamalghoda  Shrama Abimani Sansadaya, Ja-Ela 
9. Mr. D. M. Lokubanda  Nilgala Environment Protection Society
10. Mrs. Kumari Dissanayaka  Nation Builders Association
11. Mr. M.  B. Adikaram  Nation Builders Asociation
12. Ms. T. W. Muditha Nandani Environmental Activist
13. Mr. Janaka Iduruwage  Senehasa Environmental Organization
14. Mr. Rohana Stanly  Arunodaya Parisarikayo, Divulapitiya
15. Mr. Amila Balasuriya  Centre for Poverty Analysis (CEPA)
16. Mr. Sajeewa Chamikara  Environmental Conservation Trust
17. Mr. SivalingamKausihan  Transparency International
18. Mr. PradeepSamarawikkrama Gatambe, Kandy
19. Mr. Senaka Jayathilaka  Gatambe, Kandy
20. Mr. M. A. Mangala  Seruwawila
21. Mr. Karunadasa Munagama Kodigahakanda Bio-Diversity Center
22. Mrs. A. G. Shriyani Ekanayaka Grameeya Sanwardana Maha Sangamaya
23. Mrs. Karunawathi Menike  Wilpotha Kantha Itirum Parishsramaya
24. Mr. Tilak Kariyawasam  Sri Lanka Nature Group
25. Mr. Amila Chanaka  Young Zoologist Association
26. Mr. Amith Senanayaka  Hanthana Protection Society, Kandy
27. Ms. Wasana Samanmalee Jayalath Hanthana Protection Society, Kandy
28. Mr. Ranjith Wikramasinghe OECRP,  Eheliyagoda
29. Ms. Chamli Jayarathna  Milk Producers Association, Madampe
30. Mr. Sanjeewa Bandara  Nature Foundation
31. Mr. Chinthaka Rajapaksha  MONLAR
32. Ms. Renuka Badrakanthi  Welgepolakantha
33. Mrs. Chandra Hewagallage Vikalpanee Jathika Kantha Sanvidanaya
34. Mr. Nandasiri Gamhewa  Ambalanthota
35. Mr. W A Shashi Kumara  Hambanthota
36. Mrs. Hemamali Jayawardana Pre School Teacher - Matara
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37. Mr. E. M. Chandrasekara  Kinigama, Bandarawela
38. Mr. T. M. Gamini Piyarathna Environmental Activist, Dehiattakandiya
39. Mr. W. Dayasiri de Silva  Environmental Activist, Galle
40. Mr. M. K. Jayatissa  Famer leader, Medirigiriya 
41. Mr. W. N. M. Weenadeepathi Farmer leader, Polonnaruwa
42. Mr. Prabath Kumara  Future in Our Hand, Badulla
43. Mr. S. Tawaseelan   Plantation Community Dev.. Forum
44. Mr. Priyantha Ganegoda  Environmental Activist
45. Mr. W.S Dilshan Perera  Semuthu Fisheries Society, Kalpitiya
46. Mr. Edwin Edward Ragal  Environmental Activist
47. Mr. S. Vivekanantharajah  Environmental Activist
48. Mr. Supun Lahiru Prakash  Journalist, Kandy 
49. Mr. R. M. Sugath Rathnayaka Disaster Management Officer
50. Mr. Morris Rathnayake  Journalist, Kandy
51. Ms. Kawshalya  Mahagedara Sri Lanka Field Botanist Association
52. Mr. A. M. S. Attanayaka  Biodiversity Center - Badulla
53. Mr. W. M Sugath Emmanual Semuthu Fisheries Society, Kalpitiya 
54. Mr. Udaya Liyanage  Environmental Activist, Avissawella
55. Mr. I. G. U. I. Ariyadasa  Environmental Officer - CEA
56. Mrs. NandaniWalakadawatta Environmental Officer - CEA
57. Mr. Prasanna Watagoda  Environmental Officer - CEA
58. Ms. H M G D Herath  Environmental Officer - CEA
59. Mr. Asiri Sinhamuni  Environmental Officer - CEA
60. Mr. Prasad Nissanka  Consultant, Industrial Services Bureau
61. Ms. T. N. K. Wijerathna  Environmental Officer
62. Ms. S. M. S. L. Wickramasinghe Divisional Forest Officer
63. Ms. H. A. G. Prasadani  Assistant Conservator Of Forest
64. Ms. M. L. R. P. Munasinghe  Urban Development Authority, Kandy
65. Mr. Muditha Perera  Dep. of Geography, Uni.. of Peradeniya
66. Mr. Kamal Kekulandala  Practical Action
67. Mrs. Heather Mundy  Environmental Activist
68. Mr. P. Somasiri   Panama Environment Protection Society
69. Mr. Daya Udurawana  Soba Osu Suwa Sewa Padanama
70. Mr. E. M. P. U. B. Ekanayake Senior Environmental Officer, CEA
71. Mr. H. P. C. D. Prasanga  Tropical Climate Change Research Centre
72. Mr. Indika Asantha Yapa  Aruppala, Watapuluwa
73. Mr. H. A. Sirisena   Welioya Protection Campaign
74. Mr. K. Layan Chathuranga  Pethuma Organization
75. Mr. Manoj Divituragama  Young Environment Federation
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76. Mr. Livan Jayasekara  Ceylon Aurvedic Care (Pvt) Ltd
77. Mr. Raja Vidanapatirana  Room to Read
78. Mr. Sujeewa Jasingha  Centre for Eco Culture Studies
79. Mr. S. P. Anthonimuttu  Saumya Youth Foundation
80. Mr. S. A. D. Wijesinghe  Forest Officer
81. Mr. Sivaramanan   Central Environment Authority
82. Mrs. Srima Bopitiya  Sarathi Women’s Organization
83. Mr. S. Rajalingam   NAFSO
84. Mr. Gamini Rajaratne  Deputy Chief Secretary Central Province
85. Mr. Piyasoma Bentota  Chief Executive Offcer, RRCDP,
86. Mr. BandulaBaberenda  Sri Lanka Environmental Congress
87. Mr. Asoka Harischandra  Sri Lanka Environmental Congress
88. Mr. W. M. L. S. Nilanka Bandara Tropical Climate Change Research Centre 
89. Mr. W. M. Chandrarathne  Welioya Protection Campaign
90. Mr. W. M. D. Wickramasinghe   Welioya Protection Campaign     
91. Mrs. Kokila Konasinghe  Dep of Public Intl Law, Uni.. of Colombo
92. Mr.  G. Aruna De Silva  Pethuma Organization
93. Mr. Ranjith Kumarasinghe  Kirindioya Agrarian Oraganization
94. Mr. A. C. M. Sadakathulla  Jathika Sama Mandalaya
95. Mr. Deeptha Hemachandra Youth Environment Society
96. Mr. Manjula Ravindra  Youth Environment Society
97. Ms. Aloka Weerasekara  Sevalanka Foundation
98. Mr. Sampath Athukoral  HELPO, ECO Green
99. Rev. B. Sirisumana  The Social Development Society
100. Mr. U. M. Ghanatissa  Pethuma Organization 
101. Mr. Lakpriya Nanayakkara   MONLAR
102. Mr. Nimal Hewanila   Nirmani Foundation
103. Mr. Sugath Chandrasena  Sabaragamau Sanwardana Padanama
104. Mr. Gamini Jayatissa  GAFEC Sri Lanka, Matale 
105. Mr. Kasun Sanjaya   Enviromental Activist
106. Ms. Kamini Vitharana  Ruk Rekaganno and CEJ
107. Ms. Irangani Serasinghe  Ruk Rekaganno and CEJ
108. Mr. Ranga pallawala  Practical Action/Janathakshan
109. Mr. Shaman Vidanage  IUCN
110. Ms. Shereen Samarasooriya UNDP/GEF/SGP
111. Ms. Kusum Athukorala  Netwater
112.  Mr. Ajith Ethugala  Central Environmental Authority
113. Mr. Ranjan Arttygala  REDD, Project Management Unit
114. Mr Muditha perera    University of Peradeniya
115. Dr. S. P. Nissanka   Faculty of Agriculture-Peradeniya
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List of International Participants

1. Ms. Wieke Wagenaar  IS,Netherlands
2. Ms. Karin Nansen   Uruguay
3. Mr. Martín Drago   Uruguay
4. Mr. José Elósegui   Uruguay
5. Mr. Lars Igeland   Sweden
6. Mr. Isaac Rojas   Costa Rica
7. Ms. Jagoda Munic  Croatia
8. Mr. Asad Rehman  United Kingdom
9. Mr. Victor Barro Casal  Spain
10. Mr. Erick Burke   IS,Netherlands
11. Mr. Daniel Ribeiro  Mozambique
12. Ms. Anabela Lemos  Mozambique
13.  Ms. Dipti Bhatnagar  Mozambique
14. Mr. Dave Hirsch   IS, Netherlands
15. Ms. Nina Ascoly   IS, Netherlands
16. Mr. Nicolas Penchaszadeh  Interpreter
17. Ms. Alejandra Porras Rozas Costa Rica
18. Ms. Meenakshi Raman  Malaysia
19. Mr. Olexiy Angurets  Ukraine
20. Dr. Juan Angel Almendarez Bonilla Honduras
21 Ms. Alejandra Salinas Gonzalez Chile
22. Ms. Natalia Paola Salvatico Argentina
23. Mr. Danilo Urrea   Colombia
24. Ms. Meriliis Kotkas  Estonia
25. Mr. Lawrence Sudlow  Spain
26. Ms. Kirtana Chandrasekaran IPC, United Kingdom
27. Ms. Theivanai Amarthalingam Malaysia
28. Mr. Martin Galea De Giovanni Malta
29. Mr. Peter Konam Bosip  Papua New Guinea
30. Ms. Grace Villanueva  Philippines
31. Mr. André Luiz Guerra de Silva Brazil
32. Mr. Leonel Angel Raymundo  Guatemala
33. Ms. Elise Le Guil   IS, Netherlands
34. Ms. Loreto de Amunátegui IS, Netherlands
35. Ms. Myra de Bruijn   IS, Netherlands
36. Dr. Ricardo ArnoldoNavarro El Salvador
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37. Mr. David Kureeba  Uganda
38. Ms. Marta Zogbi   IS, Netherlands
39. Mr. Rugemeleza Nshala  Tanzania
40. Ms. Lucia Ortiz   Brazil
41. Ms. Sandra Ball   Netherlands
42. Mr. Thomas Lackner  Asutria
43 Mr. Bertrand Sansonnens  Switzerland
44. Ms. Cynthia Sou  France
45. Ms. Eric Faisse   France
46. Mr. Rajendranath Awotar  Mauritius
47.  Mr. Kwami Kpondzo  Togo
48. Ms. Tania Elena Gonzales Flores Mexico
49. Mr. Richard Dixon  Scotland
50. Ms. Edit Tuboly   IS, Netherlands
51. Ms.Olga Senova   Russia
52. Ms. Aurora Donoso  Euador
53. Mr. David Heller   FoE Europe
54. Mr. Nicola Freeman  FoE Flanders and Brussels
55. Ms. Cara Augustenborg  Ireland
56. Ms. Maria Staniszewska  Poland
57. Ms. Carol Sanchez  Interpreter
58. Mr. Luka Tomac   Croatia
59. Ms. Natasa Crnkovic  Bosnia
60. Mr. Andrey Laletin  Russia
61. Mr. Iqbal Kabir   Bangladesh
62. Ms. Antje von Broock  Germany
63. Mr. Samuel Cossar-Gilbert  Australia
64. Ms. Ketevani Kiria  Georgia
65. Mr. Elias Gaspar   FoE Paraguay
66. Mr. Niccolo Sarno  IS, Netherlands
67. Ms. Chloe Dussausoy  Interpreter
68. Mr. Téodyl Nkuintchua Tchoudjen Cameroon
69. Mr. Bobby Peek   South Africa
70. Ms. Sonia Ortiga   Interpreter
71. Mr. Ayman Rabi   Palestine
72. Mr. Abetnego Tarigan  Indonesia
73. Ms. Akiko Yoshida  Japan
74. Mr. Yuri Onodera   Japan
75. Ms. Christina Lykke Rasmussen Denmark
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76. Mr. Benjamin Schreiber  United States
77. Mr. Erich Pica   United States
78. Ms. Arlie Schardt   United States
79. Mr. Denis Burke   IS, Netherlands
80. Mr. Ramon Ruiz   Interpreter
81. Ms. Mari Hennum Syrrist  Norway
82. Mr. Geert Ritsema  Netherlands
83. Ms. Maren Esmark  Norway
84. Mr. Lancina Berthe  Mali
85. Mr. Prakash Bushal  Nepal
86. Mr. Virgilio de Silva Guterres Timor Leste
87. Ms. Bente Hessellund Andersen Denmark
88. Ms. Ance Gobina   Latvia
89. Mr. Godwin Ojo   Nigeria
90.  Dr Avilash Roul   India
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