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“Creating fairness in the global and local distribution of environmental 
benefits and harms by ensuring the minimization of such harms and 
preventing racially discriminatory outcomes, through measures such 
as strong positive law, policy mechanisms, and measures to maximize 
meaningful participation by affected communities and individuals, 
including in particular racial and ethnic minorities and other frequently 
excluded groups. Environmental justice also comprises positive duties 
to remedy historical and /or ongoing harms.” 



 
I. Introduction 
Poor and marginalized communities are often disproportionately affected by environmental 
problems and denied fair or equal access to environmental benefits such as clean air, land, 
and water. These inequalities reflect a crisis of social justice and democracy as the burden 
of environmental pollution is pushed on these communities due to discrimination, prejudice 
and challenges within the affected communities’ capacity to access and influence 
governmental and corporate decision-making. Two decades ago, activists in the United 
States articulated this problem as a violation of environmental justice (EJ) and defined 
these practices as environmental racism and environmental injustice. The environmental 
justice movement was born. Due to research by academics, activists, and journalists, 
powerful grassroots activism and support, and creative policy and legal advocacy, US 
scholars, activists, and lawyers established an unprecedented foundation for addressing 
social injustices associated with the distribution of environmental harms and benefits.  
 
The environmental justice movement was more recently ignited in Central and Eastern 
Europe (CEE) when the Coalition for Environmental Justice (CEJ) was formed and 
developed a more regionally focused understanding of environmental justice. While human 
rights and environmental activists had been doing work on these issues for many years, it 
was not framed as environmental justice activism until recently. The CEJ is made up of 
scholars, activists, and lawyers from environmental and human rights organizations in 
Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Macedonia, Romania, and Slovakia. Coalition 
members decided that they would benefit greatly, at this critical point in the movement, 
from an exchange with US environmental justice scholars, activists, and lawyers. The 
ultimate goal was to stretch across oceans and land, cultures, and politics to launch an 
effective global initiative to promote environmental justice. While there have been 
numerous other transnational efforts to promote human rights and environmental justice, 
this workshop was the first of its kind, in that it specifically linked the situation of 
vulnerable peoples and threatened environments in Central and Eastern Europe to the 
struggles of peoples in the United States. This is also significant because the CEE region is 
often unfortunately excluded from discussions and actions concerning EJ and human rights 
that are frequently focused on the global South. While CEE may be in Europe, many of the 
nations and the populations contained therein struggle with cultural, economic, legal, and 
environmental exploitation that is distinct from the rest of Europe and has more in common 
with the global south. 
 
Objectives:  The purpose of the workshop was to provide a structured forum for 
interactive, informative exchange, capacity building and action through mutual 
comparative case study reflection and analyses, strategy building, policy innovation, and 
networking for the future in order to enrich, invigorate, and implement our mutual efforts 
to improve environmental justice across the globe. From October 27-30, 2005 more than 
30 participants from 10 nations met in an intense workshop, featuring the participation of 
environmental justice and human rights activists, scholars, and lawyers from both the US 
and CEE.  
 
The workshop was organized by the following themes:  



 
• Case Study Reflection and Analyses on Lessons Learned and Best Practices 
• Strategy Building 
• Policy and Legal Innovation 
• Networking for the future  

 
Major questions we addressed at the workshop included: What is environmental 
racism/injustice? What is environmental justice? What has been the experience in 
promoting environmental justice in the U.S. and CEE?  What strategies have worked or 
did not work, and why? What does environmental injustice look like in CEE, and what 
can be gained from the U.S. experience? How are human rights and EJ issues linked? 
Should the EJ and human rights movement in CEE focus mainly on Roma people or 
should it be broader to include all groups affected by environmental injustices? How can 
a transatlantic network on EJ and human rights support the work of NGOs and other 
stakeholders who are already involved? 
 
Organization and Participation: Participants to the workshop were drawn from the 
following nations: Belarus, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Great Britain, Hungary, 
Macedonia, Romania, Scotland, Slovakia, and USA. U.S. participants created a website 
to place their case studies for viewing prior to the workshop. These documents can be 
viewed at http://calcultures.ucsd.edu/transatlantic_initiative/papers.htm 
 
This initiative was sparked by the collaborative efforts of the Central European 
University-Center for Environmental Policy and Law (CEPL), the California Cultures in 
Comparative Perspective initiative at the University of California, San Diego, and the 
Institute for Culture and Ecology, that provided institutional and organizational support 
for the development and implementation of the workshop. Thanks to the Trust for Mutual 
Understanding, the Open Society Institute’s Roma Participation Programme, Central 
European University, and University of California, San Diego for providing funding for 
this workshop. Additional thanks are given to those who provided their own funding to 
participate in the workshop.  We would like to offer our appreciation and thanks to all the 
workshop participants and various contributors who dedicated a great deal of their time 
and energy to participate in this important endeavor, most of whom traveled great 
distances to attend the workshop. The key organizers of the event were: Tamara Steger, 
David Pellow, and Rebecca McLain, with critical assistance from Fiona Borthwick, Keti 
Medavora, Nora Mzavanadze, and Kriszta Szabados. Several others who were most 
helpful in the workshop’s preparation and development included Claude Cahn, Richard 
Filcak, Lee Greer, Krista Harper, Annie Leonard, Isabela Mihalache, Dana Romanescu, 
and Bernard Rorke. Please note, however, that the key organizers accept full 
responsibility for the final organization and design. 
 
II. Executive Summary 
Environmental inequalities, environmental racism, and human rights abuses are 
widespread among communities that are culturally, socially, politically, and economically 
marginalized by dominant groups around the world. The United States and Central and 
Eastern Europe are no exception. Poor and working class people of all racial and ethnic 



backgrounds in the U.S. and Central/Eastern Europe are relegated to the least desirable 
neighborhoods with poor housing quality and often in close proximity to locally 
unwanted land uses such as landfills, incinerators, and polluting factories; they are forced 
to work in the most dangerous, toxic, and low paying jobs. They also are frequently 
negatively affected by development and planning decisions around natural resource 
extraction and management. While these social and environmental insults 
disproportionately impact poor people around the world in general, they have a 
particularly intense impact on ethnic and racial minorities and indigenous peoples 
globally. In the United States context, this includes Native Americans, Asian Pacific 
Americans, African Americans, and Latinos. In Central and Eastern Europe much of the 
brunt of environmental racism impacts Roma communities. 
 
More than 30 activists, lawyers, and scholars from the U.S. and CEE convened the 
Transatlantic Initiative on Environmental Justice to consider these concerns and struggles 
and to devise a plan to amplify the efforts on both sides of the Atlantic Ocean to leverage 
greater power and achieve a higher level of efficacy. We exchanged experiences, 
knowledge, and made the decision to expand our respective efforts to create an 
international collaborative network focused on linking human rights and environmental 
justice movements in the U.S. with those in CEE. 
 
Workshop participants proposed the following definition of environmental justice: 
“Creating fairness in the global and local distribution of environmental benefits and 
harms by ensuring the minimization of such harms and preventing racially discriminatory 
outcomes, through measures such as strong positive law, policy mechanisms, and 
measures to maximize meaningful participation by affected communities and individuals, 
including in particular racial and ethnic minorities and other frequently excluded groups. 
Environmental justice also comprises positive duties to remedy historical and /or ongoing 
harms.” 
 
III. Workshop Proceedings 
On the evening of October 26, 2005, Rebecca McLain and David N. Pellow made 
presentations to students and faculty, and members of the public on “Environmental 
(In)Justice in the United States,” as part of the Open University Seminar at Central 
European University (CEU). 
 
Day One, October 27, 2005 
Members of the U.S. delegation enjoyed a presentation on the history of civil society 
organizations, Roma communities, and politics by Dr. Ferenc Zsigo at CEU in the 
morning. Afterward, the delegation visited the European Roma Rights Centre (ERRC) in 
Budapest and met with staff members there. ERRC staff members presented information 
and provided published documents on a range of critical issues facing Roma populations 
in CEE stressing particularly the case of environmental injustice with respect to housing 
rights and exposure to harmful conditions including flooding and toxic materials. 
Through their campaigns and legal actions, they focus on the European Union and 
accession countries, the Council of Europe, the Organization for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), and the United Nations (UN). They also do human rights 



training and attend conferences around the world on racism and human rights as they 
relate to Roma people’s concerns. Slovakia, Slovenia, Hungary, Germany, Kosovo, and 
Bulgaria are nations where the ERRC has found some of the worst cases of 
environmental racism directed at Roma people. As Larry Olomoofe, Human Rights 
Trainer for the ERRC stated, “if you put your finger anywhere on a map of Europe where 
Roma are located, you’ll find environmental problems.”  
 
That same evening, an open reception was held at Central European University to allow 
workshop participants and others interested in environmental justice and human rights to 
meet and engage each other in an informal setting. Approximately fifty people attended 
this event. 
 
Day Two, October 28, 2005 
Reflection and Analysis, Lessons Learned from EJ Struggles 
In Memoriam: Rebecca McLain and Mily Trevino-Sauceda asked that U.S. activist 
Beverly Brown, who recently passed away, be given recognition for her life’s work and 
accomplishments. 
 
Brief history of EJ efforts in CEE and the U.S.  
CEE 
Alex Antypas (CEU, Hungary) provided an overview of the history of the Coalition for 
Environmental Justice in CEE. In 2002, the Center for Environmental Policy and Law 
(CEPL) was established and the Center for Human Rights at the Central European 
University (CEU) in Budapest joined forces to create an environmental justice 
programme by launching a project to bring together activists, lawyers and scholars 
working on human rights issues and environmental concerns in Central and Eastern 
Europe and the Balkans. This project, supported by the PHARE programme of the 
European Union and the Open Society Institute, involved two workshops during which 
the Coalition for Environmental Justice (CEJ) was established.  Their work culminated in 
a regional definition of environmental justice and injustice, a framework of analysis, an 
informative brochure that was widely distributed throughout the region. Since then, the 
CEJ has collaborated on several efforts to promote environmental justice in the region 
including having input into the EU policy process, generating publications, conducting 
research, and applying the concept to improve and inform activist, legal, and scholarly 
work. 
 
Three main problems of environmental justice confront the Roma in the region: 

• Access to water and sanitation 
• Exposure to toxics (e.g., abandoned mines) 
• Exposure to floods (e.g., living on islands on rivers)   

 
A major problem with documenting environmental injustice in Europe is the lack of data 
collection on race/ethnicity by governments. The CEJ has thus far been able to research 
case studies but has very little large-scale quantitative data on EJ issues in the region (as 
compared to numerous such studies in the U.S.). Another problem is that, in the European 
public’s mind, human rights and EJ issues are not generally linked to racial 



discrimination. Thus, these issues are not on the public consciousness and are therefore 
not being seriously considered by funders who might otherwise provide support for 
organizing work. Finally, as is the case among communities of color and working class 
populations in the U.S., it is often easier to speak with Romani people about housing 
concerns than it is to talk to them about traditional environmental concerns. 
 
US 
David N. Pellow (University of California, San Diego, US), Monique Harden (Advocates 
for Environmental Human Rights, New Orleans, US), and Jennifer Lin (Asian Pacific 
Environmental Network [APEN], California, US) provided an overview of the struggle 
for environmental justice in the US. Environmental racism occurs “when people of color 
suffer from unequal protection against toxic and hazardous waste exposure and the 
systematic exclusion of these populations from environmental decisions affecting their 
communities (including natural resource extraction).” Environmental injustice (or 
environmental inequality) occurs “when any marginal population suffers a 
disproportionately high burden of environmental harm, and/or is excluded from 
environmental decisions affecting their communities.” Environmental justice is “a goal, a 
vision, in which no community is unfairly burdened with pollution or other 
environmental harms and when social justice and ecological sustainability prevail.” 
Researchers in the US have been gathering, analyzing, and publishing data on 
environmental inequalities for 35 years and this has been critical to the effort of the EJ 
movement to document and make the case for its grievances.  
 
“EJ has to be defined in the context in which people live. It will be different in different 
places.” We need to achieve a transformation of society and this must begin with the 
community. There are numerous laws in the US on environmental protection, health and 
safety standards, but it is very hard to implement them, so they basically do not deliver 
the protection needed. “So the question is how effectively to use the existing legislation.” 
 
Although it is important to define environmental injustice, if we are to achieve societal 
transformation, then it is just as important to understand the causes of environmental 
injustice. One of the main causes is the principle and practice of “profit over people” that 
corporations adhere to, and a secondary cause is that there is not enough community 
organizing to hold governments responsible. “We must do political education so the 
problems can be addressed. We seek long-term social change.” It is also important to 
remember that community organizing is “not just about giving information to people, it 
requires much more effort than that.” 
 
October 28, 2005 
Small Group Break Out Session:  
Defining Environmental Injustice and Environmental Justice 
The workshop participants got into groups  comprising activists, lawyers, and scholars, 
respectively, and came up with excellent considerations and ideas as follows: 
 



 
________________________________________________________________________ 

What is environmental injustice? 
♦ Regional discrimination against underdeveloped areas 
♦ Corruption of politics 
♦ Incinerators move West to East, geographic inequalities  
♦ Roma not getting land 
♦ Poor/marginalized communities exposed to toxics 
♦ Exclusion from education 
♦ Lack of information and resources 
♦ Workplace sexual harassment, hostility; not just toxins 
♦ Poor access to legal protection 
♦ Corporations externalizing costs to community 
♦ Communities having no voice in decision-making 
♦ Misuse of environmental laws against persons of color 
♦ Speaking for others without their permission 
♦ Taking resources from less developed areas  
♦ Historic exclusions of people from areas to “protect resources 
♦ Academics misused by states, corporations 
♦ Racism 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 

What is environmental justice? 
♦ Definition of EJ depends on context 
♦ Good food, clean water, access to nutrition 
♦ Equal access to services, information, and resources 
♦ Equal access to all decision-making and planning 
♦ Nonviolence against women and other gender issues 
♦ Economic justice 
♦ Distributive justice 
♦ Sustainability 
♦ Need to take a holistic approach, not piecemeal 
♦ Recognition of the contributions to the environment that marginalized groups make 
♦ Includes positive duties and actions to remedy historic environmental injustices 
♦ Need to include other species 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 



________________________________________________________________________ 
Causes of environmental injustice 

♦ Different causes at different levels: globalization (big industries have broken down local 
 industries, EU  policies impact poor people); National policies impact poor people; some 
 issues can be fought at a local level; small groups should network 
♦ People impacted are not used to participating and/or have not been able historically to 
 participate  
♦ A culture of non-participation develops in some places 
♦ Strong central government/ planning; a lack of democratic institutions 
♦ Actions of international companies 
♦ Economic system based on profit 
♦ Prejudice and Discrimination 
♦ Inequality of class, race, gender. Inequality of opportunity to participate 
♦ Lack of policies, of implementation, and of information about policies 
♦ Unclear liability laws 
♦ People have been silenced, have learned silence 
♦ Lack of knowledge, e.g. of risks and lack of understanding 
♦ Economic factors. People may choose risks because they have no real choice 
♦ Fear of losing jobs 
♦ There will always be inequalities; Societies are built on inequality 
♦ Historic reasons, e.g., gender, stereotyping, geographic issues, communication 
♦ Political power and its misuse 
♦ No tradition in Central and Eastern Europe of holding government accountable 
♦ Lack of political representation of minorities 
♦ Different standards in different parts of the world 
♦ People are still learning that they can challenge big multi-national companies 
♦ Citizenship: the quasi-legal status of Roma neighborhoods 
♦ Lack of documentation, statistics, visibility 
♦ Isolation and mistrust 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
October 28, 2005 Afternoon Session 
Causes of Environmental Injustice 
This session featured a discussion of the causes of environmental injustice and really 
hinged on whether or not the Transatlantic Initiative on Environmental Justice would 
focus exclusively on Roma issues in CEE work, or whether or not we would broaden our 
net to include any and all groups suffering from environmental injustice and human rights 
abuses. We again broke out into small groups and discussed the causes of environmental 
injustice.  
 
A discussion within groups emerged over the relative weight of race and ethnicity versus 
class in determining the causes of environmental injustice. Issue: should the net be cast 
broadly, or focused mainly on race? Some argued that race is a more practical approach 



since there are more laws on racial discrimination that can be used to challenge 
environmental injustice than there are banning discrimination by class or economic 
status. Others felt that the focus must be broader because environmental injustices affect 
populations other than ethnic minorities. Toxics organizers and other environmentalists 
were doing EJ related work in CEE for many years prior to the CEJ’s emergence, even 
though it was not called “environmental justice” at the time. 
 
Claudia Macaria of the Resource Center for Roma Communities (Cluj Napoca, Romania) 
agreed to make an unscheduled presentation and provided an example of community-
based organizing in which she was involved in Romania, which brought together both 
Roma and non-Roma communities around water quality and food security concerns that 
affected everyone. This case study was helpful because it was a real example of 
advocates working together for environmental justice, across the Roma/non-Roma 
cultural divide in Europe. 
 
The discussion was resolved when all agreed to include both Roma and non-Roma people 
in EJ and human rights work in the CEE region. What was significant from this 
discussion is that the tension between race and class in defining environmental injustice 
and environmental justice still exists in 2005 in the U.S. and also exists in Europe. This 
means that we have the potential to build common cause and that there are great 
opportunities for organizing more powerful movements for justice both domestically and 
internationally. We must see this as a multi racial and multi ethnic movement that 
searches for ways to build power across these groups, otherwise we will lose the ability to 
achieve our goal. As one participant stated, “before I saw EJ as only a parallel to my 
work, but now I see them as integrated.” Another participant reminded the group that 
“human rights and EJ are very related and they cannot be separated – environmental 
rights are human rights.”  
  
The proposed definition of environmental justice agreed upon at the meeting was as 
follows (thanks to Claude for articulating this): 
“Creating fairness in the global and local distribution of environmental benefits and 
harms by ensuring the minimization of such harms and preventing racially discriminatory 
outcomes, through measures such as strong positive law, policy mechanisms, and 
measures to maximize meaningful participation by affected communities and individuals, 
including in particular racial and ethnic minorities and other frequently excluded groups. 
Environmental justice also comprises positive duties to remedy historical and /or ongoing 
harms.” 
 
 
Day Three, October 29, 2005 
Case Studies, Best Practices, Policy and Legal Innovation 
This day’s sessions were a breath of fresh air for many participants who really wanted to 
hear and learn more about particular community struggles. The previous day’s work was 
difficult but necessary, because we wanted to find common ground on definitions and 
driving forces behind environmental injustices. This day’s work was easier and flowed 
more freely because people were speaking directly from their own particular struggles. 



 
Session 1a: Grassroots/community activist case studies. 
1) Iskra Stoykova (Romani Baht Foundation, Bulgaria) and Keti Medarova (For the 
 Earth, Bulgaria): Fakulteta Roma Settlement in Sofia, Bulgaria. 
2) Kumar Vishwanathan (Ostrava, Czech Republic) 
3) Jennifer Lin, (Asian Pacific Environmental Network, California [APEN], US) 
 
These presentations were nearly seamless and were focused on housing, human rights, 
and environmental justice issues facing Roma in CEE and Asian communities in the U.S. 
The similarities across the cases were striking. Poverty, health problems, racism, 
residential segregation, poor housing quality, poor waste management practices, and a 
lack of basic services were common to all cases, from Bulgaria to the Czech Republic, to 
California. In CEE, the lack of good data on Roma communities and waste dumping is a 
hindrance to organizing there. In the Czech Republic, floods have repeatedly damaged 
Roma communities. In California, APEN has declared that all people have a right to a 
clean and healthy environment in which they live, work, learn, and play. APEN fights 
housing discrimination and environmental racism through: political education and 
leadership development, which allows for movement building to continue from one 
struggle to the next. They work to connect local and global issues like the migration of 
people and companies (TNCs) across national borders and work on policy solutions such 
as their Responsible Development Campaign, in which APEN provided affordable 
housing in the face of new development pressures in Oakland, California. 
 
So while the situation is dire in these communities, activists and advocates from within 
and without are organizing and making changes. 
 
Panel 1b: Grassroots/community activist case studies 
1) Mily Trevino-Sauceda (Lideres Campesinas, California, US) 
2) Rebecca McLain (Institute for Culture and Ecology, Oregon, US): Nontimber Forest 
 Product Harvesters in the US 
3) Ann Leonard (Global Anti-Incinerator Alliance/Global Alliance for Incinerator 
 Alternatives [GAIA], California, US) 
 
This session featured speakers who work at local, national, regional, and global scales for 
social and environmental justice. The message was clear: community “organizing is not 
just taking the information to people and expecting them to act. You need to learn from 
people what their issues are.” The struggles of workers harvesting non-timber forest 
products in the Pacific Northwest of the US and the farmworkers movement are 
particularly important kinds of environmental justice issues because they involve labor 
struggles around the extraction and control of natural resources (rather than the traditional 
EJ concerns around toxic facility siting near communities). We also learned how global 
movement building and networking can really work for local communities from Africa to 
Asia and Europe. One speaker stated “we have a human right to be in a clean, chemical-
free environment; down to the level of the individual body.” GAIA, has a vision of a just, 
toxic free world without incinerators, but to get to that goal, GAIA supports its member 



organizations. It first asks, “what is the work that needs to be done?” and then asks “what 
structure will best support that work?” 
  
Panel 2a: Policy and Law case studies 
1) Dezideriu Gergely (Romani CRISS, Bucharest, Romania): Legal action for 
 environmental justice in Romania 
2) Sandor Fulop (Environmental Management and Law Association, Hungary): 
 Environmental Management and Law in Budapest, Hungary 
3) Jindrich Petrlk (Arnika and International Persistent Organic Pollutants {POPs} 
 Elimination Network [IPEN], Prague, Czech Republic) 
 
Roma communities in Romania are hounded by racism and discrimination in housing, 
law enforcement, and environmental issues. While Romani CRISS focuses mainly on 
human rights issues related to housing, they are interesting I doing work on EJ related 
issues because Roma communities in Romania are being located near toxic facilities.  
 
Many communities in Hungary face an onslaught of the growing pressure by the 
incinerator industry to locate such facilities in towns across the nation, but they are 
fighting back and winning. National and international law are tools that can be used to 
help communities gain access to the power to repel these toxic facilities, including the 
Aarhus Convention, which guarantees that states shall allow public access to information, 
environmental education, and access to justice in environmental matters. 
 
POPs (Persistent Organic Pollutants) are truly a global toxic threat because they jump 
from one nation to another. POPs are a threat to environmental justice because most of 
them are produced by rich nations in the global North but many are found in poor nations 
where they invade the bodies of people and animals that have never benefited from the 
chemical based products associated with their production. IPEN makes use of the 
Stockholm Convention on the elimination of POPs by urging companies and states to 
comply with this international framework. 
  
Panel 2b: Policy and law case studies 
1) Claude Cahn, (European Roma Rights Centre, Budapest, Hungary): International 
 advocacy opportunities of relevance for EJ 
2) Monique Harden (Advocates for Environmental Human Rights, New Orleans, US) 
 
These two case studies were examples of how local communities and legal advocates can 
collaborate to elevate—and sometimes win—human rights and environmental justice 
cases within international venues. Many cases brought by the ERRC and others on behalf 
of vulnerable communities facing racial discrimination in housing, labor, and 
environmental matters can break new and critical ground at the European Court of 
Human Rights. The European Social Charter Collective Complaints Mechanism and 
other legal frameworks were discussed. 
 
Although there are plenty of environmental laws in the United States, there is no legal 
framework for the protection of human rights in that nation. Advocates for 



Environmental Human Rights uses human rights because it is a framework that embraces 
the Principles of Environmental Justice. The U.S. environmental regulatory system 
violates human rights in several ways, which requires a strong community-based 
response. 
 
Critical questions and issues raised at the end of the day included the following: 
 

• How do we solve urgent problems via campaigns rather than long-term problems? 
 

• We need to operationalize an international network to raise these issues around 
the world because CEE nations don’t care unless the world is watching. 

 
• How can academics offer resources to NGOs and community groups? Having 

students do service learning projects is one way that has been successful in many 
places. How can we all use our own different roles and resources to advance this 
cause? 

 
• There is great potential for harvesting products from the forests in my country, 

and the Roma there need income generating activities. How can we turn our 
passion against injustices into a program for producing income and economic 
opportunities? The same point was made about recycling—in some cases there is 
a need to figure out how to make recycling safer work, rather than trying to shift 
Roma into other occupations. 

 
    
Day Four, October 30, 2005 
Networking for the Future 
This was the final day of the workshop and critical to the question of whether or not we 
would attempt to build a transatlantic network formally or otherwise. Participants were 
clear that some level of collaboration would benefit the efforts of groups in the U.S. and 
CEE. David Pellow opened the session and Oliver Avramoski (Alliance for Lake 
Cooperation in Ohrid and Prespa [ALLCOOP], Macedonia) facilitated.  
 
The following guiding framework for networking in the future was suggested: This 
workshop was a window for creating an opportunity for communities to meet and discuss 
EJ issues. 2006 can be a planning year, and 2007 an action year. That would allow 
communities to meet 1-on-1 to exchange experiences and plan. We could raise funds to 
have people from CEE come to the US and then vice versa. We could time these 
meetings around political events and support and do actions in each place. So it would 
not just be an exchange of people coming from one area to another, but also action, 
international solidarity on specific actions. Thinking that way would go along way. We 
would be planting seeds between communities in similar and different situations and 
using that international power to join forces.  
 
More specific action items were proposed and are presented below: 
 



Mobilization of Resources for Short-term and Long-term Goals 
There has to be someone to do the work of coordinating the network. We should see 
about trying to get an intern or some kind of staff person. 
 
Follow up on incinerator proposals in Romania and see if GAIA and the Resource Center 
for Roma Communities can work together; do the same in Sofia with Romani Baht, For 
the Earth, and GAIA. 
 
This network could use mechanisms and funding sources like Fulbright and other grant 
opportunities to allow members to spend an extended time as a visitor in either the US or 
a CEE nation.   
 
We could further our work through existing networks such as GAIA, IPEN, Pesticide 
Action Network (PAN), Health Care Without Harm (HCHW), or other international 
groups. Global Response, for example, does letter writing campaigns for communities 
struggling against environmental injustices. 
 
The network could be helpful in getting the movement more tools for the toolbox, such as 
legal advisers, who are not part of the action, just there to be observers, and a presence. In 
addition to that, a protest warning system would be something we could do: getting more 
bodies, people who can mobilize quickly around issues on both sides of the Atlantic.  
 
Organizations on the ground are only going to contribute to the network if it will help 
their work, so we might consider starting a mini grant program to award small grants to 
help in emergencies, short term immediate needs. This network could do something like 
that. 
 
Exchange information and resources between Lideres Campesinas, Pesticide Action 
Network, and organizations working on pesticides and farm labor in CEE.  
 
Newly Independent States such as Belarus need training for toxics activists who would 
like to work on human rights and community-based concerns. 
 
We must support the developing the strength of community organizing in CEE, so that 
we help grow community leadership from within these communities. We could initiate 
training sessions, which would allow us to enlarge the capacity of this network. Groups 
like the Center for Citizen Support in Czech Republic and Poland could help. 
 
Research Efforts 
We need to quantify the degree to which the environmental injustice exists among 
minorities in the CEE region, by developing indicators.  
 
One idea was to conduct research on the formation of stereotyped attitudes regarding 
Roma in the region and see how it affects policies. 
 



CEPL is working with a CEU Legal Studies Department student who is now conducting 
analysis of EU law to identify gaps regarding EJ. 
 
One participant was interested in doing some comparative case research on harvesting of 
non-timber forest products and policy mechanisms. 
 
Legal Approaches 
We must be able to assure that the network will provide the opportunity for access to 
lawyers when problems emerge in communities in the US and CEE. 
 
Participants should work with Dezideriu Gergely to bring human rights lawyers together 
with environmental lawyers to discuss crossover of strategies and laws that can be 
mutually applied. 
 
Technical Needs, Communication Plan 
We need to set up a website that is comprehensive and contains contact information, case 
examples, campaign updates, newsletters, etc. 
 
One participant is putting together a BLOG for the Transatlantic Initiative on 
Environmental Justice. 
 
It was decided that the workshop organizers would contact participants to follow up on 
these actions so that the work of transatlantic EJ and human rights organizing would 
carry forward through this network. 
 

*Adjourn* 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



APPENDIX A: WORKSHOP OUTCOMES 
Collaborations and a Network in Formation 

 
This is a most impressive list of actions that participants have undertaken in the short 
time following the workshop. 
 
*GAIA, IPEN, Arnika, Romani Baht Foundation, CEU are all collaborating on 
documenting the contribution of Roma waste recovery workers to Bulgaria’s recycling 
efforts and this will also contribute to that nation’s compliance with the Stockholm 
Convention on the elimination of POPs. 
 
*Global Response (USA) and the ERRC collaborated to launch an international letter 
writing campaign to persuade the UN to relocate Roma families from a toxic site in 
Kosovo (http://globalresponse.org).  
 
*Arnika and Kumar Vishwanathan’s organization, Life Together, already have a set date 
for on-site visit to measure toxicity on abandoned industrial site where Roma children 
play. [In fact, they may have already had their first meeting together in Ostrava]. 
 
*Advocates for Environmental Human Rights is working with ERRC to explore CEE 
Roma student internship possibilities to work on EJ in US. 
 
*CEPL is working with APEN to gain information on a framework for launching a 
preliminary inquiry into the migration of poor and/or non-dominant ethnic groups in 
Europe and relationship to exposure to environmental harms. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



APPENDIX B: PARTICIPANT LIST 
TRANSATLANTIC INITIATIVE ON ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

 
NAME/ 
COUNTRY 

CONTACT INFORMATION 

BELARUS  
Lobanov, 
Eugeniy 

FRI 
Minsk-220141, PO box 21  
Belarus 
Tel +375 29 658 74 45 
Fax +375 17 285 81 44 
Email: lobanow@yahoo.com 
Skype: lobanow 
www.friby.org 

BULGARIA  
Medavora, Keti Environmental Association "For the Earth"/CEE Bankwatch Network 

Bulgaria 
PO box 975, Sofia 1000, Bulgaria 
www.zazemiata.org  
tel./fax: (359 2)8518620 
k_medarova@yahoo.com 

Stoykova, Iskra  Romani Baht Foundation 
tel/fax: +359 2 23 13 03, 359 889 250 270 (mobile) 
8 Nov Jivot Str. 
Sofia 1373, Bulgaria  
Email: Baht2000@rtsonline.net 

CZECH 
REPUBLIC 

 

Petrlik, Jindrich Arnika 
Toxics and Wastes Programme 
Chlumova 17 
130 00 Praha 3 
Czech Republic 
tel/fax: +420 2 22 78 14 71, +420 2 22 78 28 08 
e-mail: arnika@arnika.org 

Skalsky, Martin Executive Director, Arnika-Center for Citizens Support 
Chlumova 17 
130 00 Praha 3 
Czech Republic 
tel/fax: +420 2 22 78 14 71, +420 2 22 78 28 08 
e-mail: arnika@arnika.org 

Vishwanathan, 
Sri Kumar 

Obcanske sdruzeni Vzajemne souziti 
30. dubna 3 
Ostrava 702 00 
The Czech Republic 
00-420-777-760-191 
kumar.vishwanathan@lycos.com 

 
GREAT 
BRITIAN 

 

Sherriff,  
Graeme 

University of Manchester 
 
Friends of the Earth 
 
6 Upper Kent Road 



Manchester 
M14 5DF 
United Kingdom  
mobile 0044 7905 790426 
home phone 0044 161 2485958 
graeme@edibleecosystems.net  
www.edibleecosystems.net 

HUNGARY  
Cahn, Claude European Roma Rights Center  

H-1386 Budapest 62  
PO Box 906/93  
Hungary  
tel +36 1 4132200  
fax +36 1 4132201 
ccahn@errc.org; claudecahn@compuserv.com 

Fulop, Sandor  Environmental Management and Law Association (EMLA) 
Garay u. 29-31, I/1 
1076 Budapest, Hungary  
Tel. 322-8462, 352 9925 
Email: sandor@emla.hu 
Drkiss@emla.hu 
www.emla.hu 

Simmons, 
Michael 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Ostalinda,  
Maya Ovalle 

Human Rights Advocacy and Community Organizing 
Consultant 
1092 Budapest Utca 17. 1/9 
Hungary 
+36 1 215 0268 (land) 
+36 70 709 6073 (mobile) 
wegotnext20002000@yahoo.com 
 
 
European Roma Rights Center  
Women’s Rights Officer 
H-1386 Budapest 62  
PO Box 906/93  
Hungary  
Tel.+36-1-413-2200 
Email: ostalinda.maya@errc.org 

Tomori, Balázs  
 

Hulladék Munkaszövetség, HuMuSz 
Waste Prevention Alliance - Hungary 
1111 Budapest, Saru utca 11. 
www.humusz.hu  
Email: balazs@humusz.hu  
Tel: (0036-1-)386-26-48 
Skype: tomori_balazs 

MACEDONIA  
Avramoski, 
Oliver 

Alliance for Lake Cooperation in Ohrid and Prespa (ALLCOOP) 
Galicica 27, Ohrid 6000, Republika Makedonija 
tel: ++389 96 258 109 
GSM: ++389 70 563 417 
GSM: ++389 70 467 763 
e-mail: info@allcoop.org.mk 



Jasarova, Sarita 
  
 

Network to Promote Romani Women s Rights and Roma 
Women Empowerment 
Home telephone:  +38922046287 
E-mail: jasarova@yahoo.com 

ROMANIA  
Cojocariu, 
Constantin 

European Roma Rights Center  
H-1386 Budapest 62  
PO Box 906/93  
Hungary  
tel +36 1 4132200  
fax +36 1 4132201 
constantin.cojocariu@errc.org 

Gergely, 
Dezideriu 

Romani CRISS - Roma Center for Social Intervention and Studies  
Buzesti St. NO 19, Sector 1, Bucharest, Romania, tel/fax: 00 40 21 
231 41 44; 00 40 21 212 56 05.  
Mobile: 00 40 746 002 605 
Email: 
criss@dnt.ro  
humanrights@romanicriss.ro 
Dezideriu2@yahoo.com 
Website: www.romanicriss.org / Website: www.romanicriss.ro 

Herki, Marta Resource Center for Roma Communities 
Tebei Street 21, 3400 Cluj Napoca, Romania 
Phone: + 40 264 420 274 
Fax: + 40 264 420 470 
E-mail: cmacaria@romacenter.osf.ro  

Macaria, 
Claudia  
 
 

Resource Center for Roma Communities 
Tebei Street 21, 3400 Cluj Napoca, Romania 
Phone: + 40 264 420 274 
Fax: + 40 264 420 470 
E-mail: cmacaria@romacenter.osf.ro 

SLOVAKIA  
Grellier, James Regional Environmental Center Bratislava 

Slovak Republic 
Email   james_grellier@hotmail.com  
Tel    + 42 12 52444553 
Mob   + 42 1902 624162  

Soltesova, 
Katarina 
 

Nadacia Milana Simecku 
Panenska 4 
81103 Bratislava 
tel./fax: +421 2 54433552 
email: katarina@nadaciams.sk  
www.nadaciamilanasimecku.sk 

USA  
Harden,  
Monique 

Co-Director and Attorney 
Advocates for Environmental Human Rights 
(PLEASE NOTE THAT CURRENTLY DOES NOT HAVE A 
MAILING 
ADDRESS, AS A RESULT OF THE HURRICANE) 
Phone Number: 504.304.2275 
504-919-4590 (Monique¹s cell phone) 
504-304-2276 (fax) 
Email: mharden-aehr@cox.net 

Harper, Krista Assistant Professor, Department of Anthropology 
and the Center for Public Policy and Administration 



Machmer Hall 215 
University of Massachusetts 
Amherst, MA 01003 

Leonard, Annie 
 

Global Alliance for Incinerator Alternatives 
Global Anti-Incinerator Alliance (GAIA) 
1442A Walnut St #20 
Berkeley, CA 94709 
USA 
Phone: 510-883-9490Fax: 510-883-9493 
email: aleaonard@no-burn.org  

Lin, Jennifer 
 

Housing Campaign Coordinator, Power in Asians Organizing 
Asian Pacific Environmental Network 
310-8th Street, Suite 309 
Oakland, CA 94607 
(w) 510-834-8920, x. 309 
(f) 510-834-8926 

McLain, 
Rebecca 

Institute for Culture and Ecology 
3514 NE 92nd 
Portland, OR 97220 
Mclain@ifcae.org 
www.ifcae.org 

Pellow, David Associate Professor, Department of Ethnic Studies  
Director, California Cultures in Comparative Perspective 
University of California, San Diego 
dpellow@ucsd.edu 
http://calcultures.ucsd.edu 

Trevino-
Sauceda, Mily  
  
  
 

Organizacion en California de Lideres Campesina 
611 S. Rebecca St 
Pomona, CA 91766 
liderescampesinas@hotmail.com  
909-518-6646 (cell) 
909-865-7776 

Walker, 
Nathalie  

Co-Directors and Attorneys 
Advocates for Environmental Human Rights 
(PLEASE NOTE THAT CURRENTLY THERE IS NO MAILING 
ADDRESS, AS A RESULT OF THE HURRICANE) 
Phone Number: 504.304.2275 
504-919-4590 
504-304-2276 (fax) 
Email: nwalker-aehr@cox.net 

CENTRAL 
EUROPEAN 
UNIVERSITY 

 

Antypas, 
Alexios 

CEU-Center for Environmental Policy and Law 
Nador ut. 9 1051  Budapest, Hungary 
Tel. +36-1-327-3091 Fax. +36-1-327-3031 
Antypasa@ceu.hu 

Borthwick, 
Fiona 

CEU-Center for Environmental Policy and Law 
Nador ut. 9, 1051  Budapest, Hungary 
Tel. + 36 1 327 3000 int 2011 
ephbof01@phd.ceu.hu 

Steger, Tamara CEU-Center for Environmental Policy and Law 
Nador ut. 9 1051  Budapest, Hungary 
Tel. +36-1-327-3000 ext. 2008 Fax. +36-1-327-3031 
Cepl@ceu.hu 



Watt, Alan CEU Department of Environmental Sciences and Policy 
Nador ut. 9, 1051  Budapest, Hungary 
Tel. _36-1-327-3093 
Watta@ceu.hu 

 
 


