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“We now know that we are also sons of this country,
and that we have rights to claim”. Like many others in
the southern savannah of Mali, this farmer is losing
land and suffering pollution as goldmining concerns
muscle in. But “legal caravans” offering legal literacy
training are now helping him and his fellow villagers
learn to better exercise their rights. 

The caravans are just one of the activities of the “Legal
tools for citizen empowerment” programme, an
initiative that through action research, capacity
building, exchange of experience and policy advocacy
strengthens local voice and benefit in natural resource
investment in Africa.1

There is still little systematic evidence linking greater
legal awareness to better governance and livelihoods.
This calls for empirical research and effective
monitoring and evaluation (M&E) in operational
programmes. Two and a half years into its pilot phase,

“Legal tools” is too young to offer answers. Yet the
programme is starting to generate a body of ideas,
approaches and partnerships, which could be usefully
shared. 

This note takes stock of preliminary lessons from our
ongoing work, embodies a framework for our next
steps and provides a basis for linking up with
interested people.

The context: Increasing investment flows to
Africa

In many parts of Africa, economic liberalisation, the
globalisation of transport and communications, and
global demand for food, energy and commodities are
fostering private investment in natural resource projects
– including extractive industries and agriculture for food
and fuel. 

Over the past decade, foreign direct investment (FDI) in
Africa has significantly increased. In 2007, FDI to sub-
Saharan Africa amounted to nearly $34 billion, a new
record level – up from the records of about $22 billion
in 2006 and $17 million in 2005 (UNCTAD, 2008). The
distribution of FDI flows and stocks is highly uneven,
but countries like Ghana, Mali, Mozambique, Senegal
and Tanzania, which received limited foreign
investment until the early 1990s, now host more
sizeable stocks of foreign investment (Figure 1).

Natural resources are at the heart of these processes.
Interest in Africa's petroleum and minerals, one of the
main drivers of FDI to the continent (UNCTAD, 2008),
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Figure 1. Foreign investment stock in selected countries

Data from UNCTAD website

Signpost to an open-pit mine in the Sikasso region, Mali

1. “Legal tools” is coordinated by IIED and implemented in partnership with the
Centre for Public Interest Law (CEPIL), in Ghana; the Groupe d’Etude et de
Recherche en Sociologie et Droit Appliqué (GERSDA), in Mali; Centro Terra Viva
(CTV), in Mozambique; Innovation Environnement et Developpement (IED
Afrique), in  Senegal; and the Foundation for International Environmental Law
and Development (FIELD). I would like to thank all the "Legal tools" partners for a
collaboration from which I am learning a lot and that I am enjoying personally
and professionally. Thanks particularly to Dominic Ayine, Moussa Djiré, Bara
Guèye, Yahya Kane, Amadou Keita, Samanta Remane and Alda Salomao. Thanks
also to IIED colleagues most directly involved with this work, particularly Linda
Siegele, Sonja Vermeulen and Emma Wilson.



has grown as a result of fluctuations in global
commodity prices and Western efforts to diversify
supplies – as exemplified by recent large-scale projects
like the Chad-Cameroon oil development and pipeline
project. Africa’s fertile land increasingly appeals to
richer countries eager to secure their food or fuel
supplies. 

The recent financial crisis and economic downturn
may slow investment flows by affecting capital
availability, global commodity demand and attitudes
to risk. But, in the longer term, the structural factors
underpinning increased investment are likely to stay. 

In fact, food price hikes in 2008 prompted a new wave
of FDI in African agriculture. Over the past 12 months,
large-scale acquisitions of farmland by foreign
investors have been widely reported in the
international press, while development agencies like
the UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), the
UN International Fund for Agricultural Development
(IFAD) and the World Bank have all launched research
initiatives to better understand these processes.2

Increased investment can bring large-scale benefits
(GDP growth, government revenues) and improve
living standards. But it also raises challenges. In much
of rural Africa, people depend on natural resources for
their livelihoods. As outside interest in previously
marginal areas increases and as governments or
markets make land and resources available to
prospecting investors, disadvantaged groups are losing
out. 

In the Massingir district of Mozambique, for example,
a large-scale biofuel project has exacerbated land
scarcity by using land promised to communities being
resettled from a new tourism-oriented natural park,
with knock-on effects on neighbouring communities
(Nhantumbo and Salomao, forthcoming). 

On Senegal’s coast, booming tourism and supporting
government projects – such as a new international
airport and a 150,000-hectare “special economic zone”
– are swallowing up land once allocated to rural
communities (Kane, 2008). In neighbouring Mali,
villagers in the communes of Sanso and Gouaniaka
have lost land to mining activities (Keita et al, 2008). 

Local people are often made vague promises of
community projects and jobs as a trade off. Yet while
loss of land is permanent, job opportunities can
decrease as projects progress towards less labour-
intensive phases. Promised community projects do not
always materialise as hoped. Local participation in
investment decisions and benefits must be maximised,
if increased investment is to translate into real
improvements in people’s lives. 

Up by law: Legal empowerment as a strategy
for change

Effective use of legal levers can help people in Africa
have greater voice and benefit – for instance, through
more secure land rights, through tighter consultation
and benefit-sharing requirements, through
decentralisation and freedom of information
legislation, and through structuring investor-state
contracts to maximise the investment’s contribution to
local livelihoods. 
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2. IIED is working with these agencies better to understand trends and drivers,
land tenure and contractual arrangements, and impacts on land access for rural
people in recipient countries. Specifically, we are undertaking a scoping study on
large-scale land acquisitions for government-promoted agricultural investment, in
collaboration with FAO and IFAD; six country studies to quantify large-scale land
acquisitions, together with in-country partners and as part of a collaborative
effort with the World Bank and FAO; and research on the land access implications
of the spread of biofuels, including a scoping study with FAO (Cotula et al, 2008)
and country studies in Mozambique and Tanzania (with Centro Terra Viva and the
Tanzania Natural Resources Forum, respectively). The International Land Coalition
and the French Cooperation are also carrying out research on these topics.

Access to justice is problematic in much of  Africa



The ability of different people to make the most of
these legal levers is shaped by power asymmetries,
which are determined in turn by differentiated access
to assets, knowhow, expert advice or social relations.
But appropriate design and effective use of legal levers
can themselves shift negotiating power – as legal
claims create “bargaining endowments” for use in
negotiations “in the shadow of the law” (Mnookin and
Kornhauser, 1979). 

For example, negotiating power between government
and investors may be affected if a party knows it
would lose its case should the matter go to arbitration
(Wälde, 2008). Similarly, negotiations between local
landholders and incoming investors might look
different if landholders could veto investors’ access to
their land.

In recent years, a wave of law reforms in several
African countries has, on paper, increased
opportunities for local participation in investment
decisions and benefits. But such legislation is still
undermined by inadequate political will, and limited
capacity in government and courts undermines its
implementation. While civil society helps hold
governments to account, it often lacks resources and
legal expertise. 

Local people tend to have little negotiating power:
they are often not aware of their rights, do not know
how to navigate legal procedures, and lack the
confidence, resources, information and social relations
needed to use rights and procedures. Co-option of
local elites by outside interests can further undermine
the position of locals, while age, gender, wealth, status
and other factors shape differences in local interests,
negotiating power and impacts.

As a result, opportunities for maximising local voice
and benefit are being missed. For example, in
Mozambique, there is a rather vague legal
requirement that investors “consult” local people
before obtaining natural resource rights. This is often
fulfilled through a brief meeting between investors
and local elites where community lands are exchanged
for one-off compensation and vague (and therefore
unenforceable) promises of jobs or facilities. 
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Not just state law: In Mali, informal “manure contracts” between
herders and farmers regulate grazing on post-harvest fields

Box 1. Busting myths about the law

• Law includes not only state legislation or court cases, but also
local (“customary” but continuously evolving) resource tenure
systems. Some legal empowerment programmes in Africa
have developed pragmatic and effective ways of working with
both state law and customary systems (see for example Maru,
2006, on a paralegals programme in Sierra Leone).

• Using the law does not necessarily mean involving costly
professional lawyers — paralegals and community legal
literacy trainers are increasing practising in many African
countries, including Cameroon (Nguiffo and Djeukam, 2008),
Mali (Ba, 2008), Mozambique (Tanner and Serra, 2008) and
Sierra Leone (Koroma, 2008).

• Although legal processes are often perceived as
“confrontational”, and while litigation has its place (e.g.
Mndeme, 2008), most of the work of the legal profession
involves diverse activities such as providing legal advice,
helping draft contracts and other legal acts, and supporting
private negotiations or interactions with government. Litigation
and negotiation can also coexist, with the relative strength of
legal claims affecting the parties’ negotiating position. 



The “Legal tools” programme – overview
and approach
“Legal tools” is a response to this context. Started in
late 2006 and currently in its pilot phase (2006-
2009), it seeks to maximise local voice and benefit in
natural resource investment. 

The programme is coordinated by IIED and involves
the Foundation for International Environmental Law
and Development (FIELD) as well as core partners in
Ghana (Centre for Public Interest Law – CEPIL), Mali
(Groupe d’Etude et de Recherche en Sociologie et Droit
Appliqué – GERSDA), Mozambique (Centro Terra Viva –
CTV), and Senegal (Innovation Environnement et
Developpement – IED Afrique). Additional
collaborations have been developed in the core
countries, Tanzania and internationally (e.g. with FAO).

The approach underpinning “Legal tools” involves: 
• placing emphasis on “pushing the boundaries” of

existing law, while also promoting reform on
strategic levers; 

• working locally, nationally and internationally to
use the multiple levers that strengthen local voice
and benefit – for example, building local capacity
is crucial but key decisions are taken in
negotiations between government and investors,
so working “upstream” is also important;

• recognising that law is only part of the story, and
combining legal work with acknowledgment of
politics and power relations, investment in
capacity building, and tactics for policy influence;

• using the legal levers as the entry point, and
promoting cross-fertilisation across sectors;

• emphasising innovation and learning rather than
large-scale implementation.

The pilot phase of “Legal tools” involves four
interlinked activities, which are discussed in greater
detail in the next sections:
• generating know-how on using legal levers to

maximise local voice and benefit;
• strengthening capacity to use these levers;
• sharing lessons from innovation;
• engaging with policy and practice (Figure 2).

Highlights and lessons learned so far

1. Generating knowhow
A main priority for the pilot phase has been identifying
key legal levers that can be used to maximise local
voice and benefit, and disseminating knowhow through
reports, briefing notes and peer-reviewed publications.
This work has generated insights into legal levers
concerning three key interlinked relationships –
between investors, government and local people
(Figure 3). This section outlines a few insights generated
by “Legal tools” research.

First, in relationships between government and local
people, safeguards for local land rights within
compulsory takings can provide a lever against
arbitrary dispossession. In most “Legal tools” core
countries, much if not all the land is held by the state –
with the exception of Ghana. Inaccessible registration
procedures make it difficult for rural people to acquire
land ownership where this is allowed (on Mali, Djiré,
2007), and most people only have use rights. 
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Figure 2. Legal tools for citizen empowerment – Theory of change
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Figure 3. Using legal levers to shape three key relationships



Vaguely defined productive use requirements,
legislative gaps, legal provisions that assume private
investment as being for a public purpose, and
compensation limited to loss of improvements like
crops and trees (thus excluding loss of land) all
undermine the legal entitlements and negotiating
position of local people (Cotula, 2007a; Keita et al,
2008 ). 

But legal hooks exist that are not used to their full
potential. The internationally recognised human right
to food requires that, at a minimum, land takings be
offset by alternative assets to ensure the same level of
food security (Cotula, 2008a; Djiré, 2008; Tenga, 2008).
Freedom of information legislation can strengthen
local voices in decision-making (Siegele, 2008).
Legislation in Mali, Mozambique and Tanzania
protects customary land rights and requires
compensation and due process for their taking (Cotula,
2007a; Keita et al, 2008). 

In Senegal, land management is devolved to local
governments; and while the central government can
still withdraw land and allocate it to investors, more
effective use could be made of existing local
government powers. In these contexts, the devil is in the
detail (broad statements of principle must be backed by
specific norms and processes) and in implementation
(without support the law remains on paper). 

Second, in relationships between investors and local
people, effective community-investor partnerships
may increase local voice and benefit – ranging from
financial transfers (such as in land lease schemes) or
community projects, through to joint ventures
involving collaboration in economic activities. 

For example, Ghana’s Social Responsibility Agreements
(SRAs) in forestry regulate the transfer of up to 5% of
royalties into community development projects.
Ghanaian law makes SRAs a condition of the granting
of timber rights, providing a useful legal hook for
community-investor negotiations. But SRAs involve a
relatively small share of project revenues, and do not
offer local participation or capacity building in forest
business. Benefit capture by local elites, vague
provisions and lack of monitoring capacity tend to
affect the implementation of SRAs (Ayine, 2008). 

In Mozambique, a legal requirement that investors
consult local people before obtaining resource rights
usually makes little difference; but support from legal
services organisations is leading to joint ventures in
tourism where communities provide land and
investors provide capital, know-how and marketing
(Norfolk and Tanner, 2007). 

The attitude of government and investors is key to
developing effective partnerships. Clear legal
requirements can also help. In Mali, some mining
companies are supporting community development
projects around mining sites, but a lack of legal
requirements undermines local negotiating power and
creates a breeding ground for mismanagement and
benefit capture by elites within communities.3
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3. As highlighted by a recent embezzlement trial: Ministère Public c. Samba
Mariko, Chô Mariko et Sirakorontji Mariko, Justice de Paix ACE de Bougouni, 
26 June 2008. 

In much of  rural Africa, very little land has been registered



On the other hand, too detailed regulation can be a
constraint: while in Ghana detailed rules cap benefits
to 5% of royalties, in Mozambique vaguer
requirements for community consultation allow
pushing the boundaries through joint ventures with
local groups. 

Negotiating power affects negotiations, so external
support and proper preparation are needed to address
major power imbalances between locals and investors,
including through supporting collective action,
facilitating access to key information (knowing that
information is power), and strengthening negotiation
skills. 

Support and preparation are also needed to ensure
that local leaders are both representative of, and
accountable to, their communities. Development
agencies providing this support need both business
acumen and an understanding of private sector
concerns. Secure local land rights can also provide
leverage in negotiations, while the threat of
uncompensated land taking would undermine
them. 

Third, contracts between governments and investors
are usually negotiated behind closed doors, and are
not accessible to the public. This opacity denies local
people a say, and fosters deals that are not in the
public interest. Freedom of information legislation (in
Mali, for example) and parliamentary approval of
contracts (as in Ghana) could enable greater
transparency; but effects so far have been limited
(Ayine et al, 2006; Keita et al, 2008), and a
fundamental rethink of negotiation processes is
needed. 

Getting the content of investor-state contracts right is
key because they define social and environmental
standards, benefits to local livelihoods (e.g. via “local
content” requirements) and dispute settlement. They
may also regulate land takings. 

In addition, governments can contractually commit
themselves to compensating investors for losses caused
by regulatory change – under so-called “stabilisation
clauses”. These commitments are motivated by
concerns that arbitrary government action may
undermine the investment. 
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Figure 4. Legal levers to increase local voice and benefit



But if not properly designed they may also constrain
action to raise social and environmental standards, for
instance with regard to land takings. Given the usually
long duration of investment projects and the often low
social and environmental standards at inception, this
is a major concern. Better practice to learn from
includes limiting the scope of stabilisation clauses to
arbitrary state action alone, and applying these clauses
in an “evolutionary” manner (Cotula, 2008b). 

Civil society involvement in investor-state arbitrations
can also increase public scrutiny and consideration of
non-commercial interests (Mann, 2005).

Figure 4 visually represents the range of legal levers
that may be used to increase local voice and benefit,
using the example of an oil pipeline. 

2. Strengthening capacity
A lack of capacity at local and national levels means
many of the legal levers discussed above are not used

to their full potential. To address this challenge, “Legal
tools” is developing, testing and implementing
replicable capacity-building tools and methods to help
local groups, national civil society and governments
make better use of legal levers. 

This work is still at an early stage. It includes
developing and testing legal literacy training for
people affected by investment projects in Ghana, Mali
and Senegal, ranging from legal literacy camps in
mining areas (Mali) to shorter, more focused training
for forest communities in Ghana. Training covers land
rights, decentralisation, benefit-sharing opportunities
and/or other key levers, depending on the country
context; but also practical skills like negotiation tactics
(in Ghana, for instance). 

Although it is still early days, trained community
members are acquiring skills and confidence to have
their voice heard – as the quote opening this note
testifies. Legal literacy training materials are now
being finalised in Ghana and Senegal (CEPIL,
forthcoming; IED Afrique, forthcoming), and tested in
Mali.

Developing capacity-building tools and methods takes
time and effort, particularly to repackage complex legal
information in a format that can be understood by a
local audience with high illiteracy rates. Use of visuals,
cartoons, photos and participatory tools can be very
helpful, and promoting debate among participants
about fundamental questions like “what is law?” (in Mali,
for example) can produce thought-provoking results. 

Effective M&E is needed to document effects on (i)
local capacity and legal awareness, (ii) actual use of
rights, and, ultimately, (iii) local livelihoods (e.g. via
better deals with incoming investors). M&E enables
project activities to be reoriented as needed, and
generates lessons for wider dissemination. A rigorous
M&E system for “Legal tools” is being developed
together with a team of MSc students from the
London School of Economics, and will be
implemented as the programme moves from piloting
to scaling up. 

Overall, investing in legal literacy training can be
linked to positive “outcomes” – such as greater legal
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Use of  visuals and participatory debate as a tool for legal literacy
training



awareness. But actual “impacts” on people’s lives are
bound to take much longer, and will require a critical
mass of trained people as well as support beyond
training (in negotiations with government or
investors, for example). In Mozambique, for instance,
“Legal tools” has supported the emergence of
representative community-based organisations in
Zavala district, and produced a guide to
accompanying local people in the implementation of
community consultation processes (Remane,
forthcoming). 

As social differentiation shapes relations within local
groups and between these and outside players,
handling local differences (such as who participates
and how) is a key challenge for training, broader
support and M&E. 

While local support can help people get a better deal
from government or investors, addressing investor-
government relations requires working at a different
level. Governments must be able to negotiate
investment contracts that maximise local benefit,

while parliament, civil society and the media must be
able to scrutinise these negotiations. 

To strengthen capacity at these levels, we have
developed a set of training notes on investment
contracts, treaties and arbitration (Cotula, 2007b), and
we are now starting training on this basis. In Ghana,
CEPIL and IIED organised training on oil and gas
contracts for government, parliamentarians, media and
civil society, paving the way to further work in this area. 

Highlights and lessons learned (2006-2009) � 9

In Mali, “legal caravans” are legal literacy camps for communities affected by mining (November 2008)

Management committee members, Muhate community, Zavala
district, Mozambique (September 2008)



Finally, making a difference also requires working with
the lawyers that advise governments and investors. To
do this, we are feeding insights from our investment
contracts work into specialist publications (Cotula,
2008b), and into academic teaching at centres of
excellence that train the “lawyers of tomorrow” (such
as Dundee University’s Centre for Energy, Petroleum
and Mining Law and Policy). 

3. Promoting learning and alliances across countries
“Legal tools” is not alone in developing ways to help
disadvantaged groups use legal rights and processes. In
many parts of Africa, legal services organisations are
innovating with community-based paralegals
programmes, legal assistance in negotiations with
government or the private sector, or legal representation
and strategic use of public interest litigation. 

Knowing that learning from peers can increase
effectiveness on the ground, “Legal tools” facilitates
exchange of experience among these innovators. 

Together with FAO and the University of Ghana law
faculty, we ran a lesson-sharing workshop on
securing local land rights, bringing together some 25
practitioners from 13 African countries (Accra, March
2008). 

A collection of capacity-building tools and methods
developed in a range of contexts was published for
a wider audience (Cotula and Mathieu, Eds, 2008). 

In addition, together with Ford Foundation and
CTV, we held a sub-regional lesson-sharing event
on environmental justice with practitioners from
Southern and Eastern Africa, covering issues like
securing land rights and establishing community-
investor partnerships (Maputo, September 2008).
Finally, to promote wider lesson learning, we are
setting up a website with “Legal tools” outputs and
links to web resources.

4. Engaging with policy and practice
The fourth main area of activity concerns
promoting change in strategic legal levers at
national and international levels. Internationally,
in 2008 we fed insights into events like the
Organisation of Economic Co-operation and
Development (OECD) Investment Forum and a
multi-stakeholder consultation on stabilisation
clauses and human rights convened by the
International Finance Corporation (IFC) and the
Special Representative of the UN Secretary-General
on business and human rights. 

Policy advocacy is also underway in the core
countries, for instance through a national
workshop on community-investor partnerships and
follow-up engagement in Ghana, and a
forthcoming multi-stakeholder event on mining in
Mali. Some of our capacity–building work outlined
above also aims to change policy and practice – for
instance, with regard to international training and
specialist publications on investment contracts.

Of the four strands of work, policy engagement is
at the earliest stage, partly because we first wanted
to develop a critical mass of knowledge, capacity
and partnerships to draw on as we advocate for
reform. 

10 � Legal tools for citizen empowerment: Getting a better deal from natural resource investment in Africa

A lesson-sharing workshop in Ghana brought together practitioners
from different parts of  Africa



Our early policy steps have taught us that it is crucial
to work at different levels from local to international;
that alliances and concerted action create
opportunities and increase leverage; and that
commercial operators are prepared to listen if
approached with a balanced, evidence-based message
and pragmatic, commercially savvy proposals for
change. 

Next steps

The issues “Legal tools” tackles are very complex, its
goals very ambitious. Over the past two and a half
years, the ongoing pilot phase has only begun to
scratch the surface. 

In moving forward, we will continue to focus on key
levers like land rights, community-investor
partnerships and investor-state contracts. But while
continuing to generate knowledge, we expect to
progressively shift emphasis on strengthening capacity,
building partnerships and engaging with policy. 

Most importantly, we recognise that these issues and
goals cannot be tackled by isolated initiatives, and that
alliances and dialogue are paramount. We very much
see the dissemination of this note as a step towards
link up.
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Legal literacy training for forest communities in Ghana, February 2009



12 � Legal tools for citizen empowerment: Getting a better deal from natural resource investment in Africa

References

Legal tools – full list of publications to date (core
project and complementary work)

Ayine, D.M., 2008, Social responsibility agreements in
Ghana’s forestry sector, London, IIED,
http://www.iied.org/pubs/display.php?o=12549IIED&n
=1&l=5&k=ayine. 

Ba, B., 2008, “Paralegals as Agents of Legal
Empowerment in the Bankass Area of Mali”, in Cotula,
L., and Mathieu, P. (Eds), Legal Empowerment in
Practice: Using Legal Tools to Secure Land Rights in
Africa, London/Rome, IIED/FAO, pp. 45-60.

Barrios, L.L., 2008, “Legal Clinics and Participatory Law-
Making for Indigenous Peoples in the Republic of
Congo”, in Cotula, L., and Mathieu, P. (Eds), Legal
Empowerment in Practice: Using Legal Tools to Secure
Land Rights in Africa, London/Rome, IIED/FAO, pp. 119-
122.

Claasens, A., 2008, “Challenging the Constitutionality of
Land Legislation in South Africa”, in Cotula, L., and
Mathieu, P. (Eds), Legal Empowerment in Practice: Using
Legal Tools to Secure Land Rights in Africa,
London/Rome, IIED/FAO, pp. 107-118.

CEPIL, forthcoming, Handbook for Human Rights
Paralegals in Forest Communities in Ghana, Accra,
CEPIL.

Cotula, L., forthcoming, “International Law and
Negotiating Power in Foreign Investment Projects:
Comparing Property Rights Protection under Human
Rights and Investment Law”, South African Yearbook of
International Law 2008, re-published on Transnational
Dispute Management.

Cotula, L., 2008a, “The Right to Food and Resource
Access – Conceptual Links”, in Cotula, L. (Ed), The Right
to Food and Access to Natural Resources – Using
Human Rights Arguments and Mechanisms to Improve
Resource Access for the Rural Poor, Rome, FAO,
http://www.fao.org/righttofood/publi08/
NATURAL_RESOURCES.pdf.

Cotula, L., 2008b, “Reconciling Regulatory Stability and
Evolution of Environmental Standards in Investment
Contracts: Towards a Rethink of Stabilization Clauses”,
1(2) Journal of World Energy Law & Business 158-179,
http://jwelb.oxfordjournals.org/content/vol1/issue2/.

Cotula, L., 2007a, Legal Empowerment for Local
Resource Control: Securing Local Resource Rights within
Foreign Investment Projects in Africa, London, IIED,
http://www.iied.org/pubs/display.php?o=12542IIED&n
=1&l=29&k=local%20resource%20control. 

Cotula, L., 2007b, Strengthening Citizens’ Oversight of
Foreign Investment: Investment Law and Sustainable
Development, London, IIED. 

Cotula, L., and Mathieu, P. (Eds), 2008, Legal
Empowerment in Practice: Using Legal Tools to Secure
Land Rights in Africa, London/Rome, IIED/FAO,
http://www.iied.org/pubs/display.php?o=12552IIED&n
=1&l=4&k=legal%20empowerment%20in%20practice.

Dhlivayo, M., 2008, “Helping Communities Gain
Recognition as Legal Entities: The Experience of the
Chibhememe Earth Healing Association in Zimbabwe”,
in Cotula, L., and Mathieu, P. (Eds), Legal Empowerment
in Practice: Using Legal Tools to Secure Land Rights in
Africa, London/Rome, IIED/FAO, pp.99-106.

Djiré, M., 2008, “The Agriculture Policy Act (LOA) of
Mali – Great Potential for Realizing the Right to Food
through Equitable Access to Land and Natural

Resources”, in Cotula, L. (Ed), The Right to Food and
Access to Natural Resources – Using Human Rights
Arguments and Mechanisms to Improve Resource
Access for the Rural Poor, Rome, FAO,
http://www.fao.org/righttofood/publi08/NATURAL_RES
OURCES.pdf.

Djiré, M., 2007, Land Registration in Mali – No Land
Ownership for Farmers?, London, IIED, Issue Paper No.
144. 

IED Afrique, forthcoming, Instruments Juridiques pour
la Sécurisation des Droits Fonciers des Populations à la
Base – Un Guide pour les Elus et les Populations Locales,
Dakar, IED Afrique.

Kane, Y., 2008, “Legal Literacy Training in the Thiès
Region of Senegal”, in Cotula, L., and Mathieu, P. (Eds),
Legal Empowerment in Practice: Using Legal Tools to
Secure Land Rights in Africa, London/Rome, IIED/FAO,
pp. 83-91.

Keita, A., Djiré, M., Traoré, K., Traoré, K., Dembelé, D.,
Dembelé, A., Samassekou, M., and Doumbo, M., 2008,
Legal tools for citizen empowerment: Increasing local
participation and benefit in Mali’s mining sector,
London, IIED, http://www.iied.org/pubs/display.
php?o=12554IIED (also available in French).

Koroma, S., 2008, “Paralegals and Community
Oversight Boards in Sierra Leone”, in Cotula, L., and
Mathieu, P. (Eds), Legal Empowerment in Practice: Using
Legal Tools to Secure Land Rights in Africa,
London/Rome, IIED/FAO, pp. 77-82.

Mndeme, E., 2008, “Awareness-Raising and Public
Interest Litigation for Mining Communities in
Tanzania”, in Cotula, L., and Mathieu, P. (Eds), Legal
Empowerment in Practice: Using Legal Tools to Secure
Land Rights in Africa, London/Rome, IIED/FAO, pp. 93-
98.

Nhantumbo, I., and Salomao, A., forthcoming, Biofuels,
Land Access and New Business Models – The
Mozambican Case, London, IIED.

Nguiffo, S., and Djeukam, R., 2008, “Using the Law as a
Tool for Securing Communities’ Land Rights in
Southern Cameroon”, in Cotula, L., and Mathieu, P.
(Eds), Legal Empowerment in Practice: Using Legal Tools
to Secure Land Rights in Africa, London/Rome,
IIED/FAO, pp. 29-44.

Remane, S., forthcoming, Guião do Processo de
Consultas Comunitárias – Un Instrumento de Apoio aos
Intervenientes no Processo de Consulta Comunitária,
Maputo, CTV.

Siegele, L., 2008, “Procedural Rights: Inclusion in
Decision-Making Processes Relating to Land and
Natural Resources”, in Cotula, L., and Mathieu, P. (Eds),
Legal Empowerment in Practice: Using Legal Tools to
Secure Land Rights in Africa, London/Rome, IIED/FAO,
pp. 123-132.

Serra, C., and Tanner, C., 2008, “Legal Empowerment
to Secure and Use Land and Resource Rights in
Mozambique”, in Cotula, L., and Mathieu, P. (Eds),
Legal Empowerment in Practice: Using Legal Tools to
Secure Land Rights in Africa, London/Rome, IIED/FAO,
pp. 61-70.

Tenga, R., 2008, “The Right to Food and Security of
Pastoral Resource Rights in the United Republic of
Tanzania”, in Cotula, L. (Ed), The Right to Food and
Access to Natural Resources – Using Human Rights
Arguments and Mechanisms to Improve Resource
Access for the Rural Poor, Rome, FAO,
http://www.fao.org/righttofood/publi08/NATURAL_
RESOURCES.pdf.

Other references

Ayine, D.M., Blanco, H., Cotula, L., Djiré, M., Gonzalez,
C., Kotey, N A., Khan, S.R., Reyes, B., and Ward, H.,
2006, “Lifting the Lid on Foreign Investment Contracts:
The Real Deal for Sustainable Development”, London,
IIED, Sustainable Markets Group Briefing Paper,
http://www.iied.org/pubs/display.php?o=16007IIED&n
=1&l=2&k=Lifting%20the%20Lid.

Cotula, L., Dyer, N., and Vermeulen, S., 2008, Fuelling
Exclusion? The Biofuels Boom and Poor People's Access to
Land, Rome/London, FAO/IIED, http://www.iied.org/
pubs/display.php?o=12551IIED&n=8&l=252&c=land.

Golub, S., 2005, “Less Law and Reform, More Politics
and Enforcement: A Civil Society Approach to
Integrating Rights and Development”, in Alston, P. and
Robinson, M. (Eds), Human Rights and Development:
Towards Mutual Reinforcement, Oxford, Oxford
University Press, pp. 297-324.

Mann, H., 2005, The Final Decision in Methanex v.
United States: Some New Wine in Some New Bottles,
Winnipeg, IISD, www.iisd.org/pdf/2005/
commentary_methanex.pdf. 

Maru, V., 2006, “Between Law and Society: Paralegals and
the Provision of Justice Services in Sierra Leone and
Worldwide”, 31 Yale Journal of International Law 428-476. 

Mnookin, R., and Kornhauser, L., 1979, “Bargaining in
the Shadow of the Law: The Case of Divorce”, 88 Yale
Law Journal 950-997. 

Norfolk, S., and Tanner, C., 2007, “Improving security
for the rural poor: Mozambique Country Case Study”,
Rome, FAO, FAO LEP Working Paper No. 5.

UNCTAD, 2008, Transnational Corporations and the
Infrastructure Challenge, Geneva, United Nations
Conference on Trade and Development,
http://www.unctad.org/Templates/webflyer.asp?docid=
10502&intItemID=4629&lang=1&mode=downloads

Wälde, T., 2008, “Renegotiating Acquired Rights in the
Oil and Gas industries: Industry and Political Cycles
Meet the Rule of Law”, 1(1) Journal of World Energy Law
& Business 55.

Acknowledgements
“Legal tools“ is centred on a core project, supported by
the Department of International Development (DFID)
through its IIED Partnership Programme Agreement,
and on complementary activities, including: work in
Mali and Senegal supported by Sida through the
Making Decentralisation Work programme; research
on the right to food and on land acquisitions for
biofuel and agrifood investment funded by FAO and
IFAD; work on investment contracts funded by IIED’s
institutional donors through the Multi-donor
Framework Agreement; and lesson-sharing events
funded by FAO and the Ford Foundation. 

Contact us
Lorenzo Cotula is Senior Researcher in Law and
Sustainable Development at the International Institute
for Environment and Development (IIED), based in the
UK (lorenzo.cotula@iied.org)

Cover picture: Community meeting in Zavala district, Mozambique
� All photos: Lorenzo Cotula � Design: smith+bell (www.smithplusbell.com) � Print: Russell Press, Nottingham, UK

3 Endsleigh Street 
London WC1H 0DD, UK
Tel: +44 (0)20 7388 2117
Fax: +44 (0)20 7388 2826
Email: info@iied.org
Website: www.iied.org



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Europe ISO Coated FOGRA27)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket true
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 550
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 2400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck true
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly true
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.30000
    0.30000
    0.30000
    0.30000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents created to the pass4press Version 7 guidelines.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides true
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks true
      /BleedOffset [
        8.503940
        8.503940
        8.503940
        8.503940
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName (Europe ISO Coated FOGRA27)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions false
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 600
        /LineArtTextResolution 2400
        /PresetName (p4p_v6_flattener)
        /PresetSelector /UseName
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 8.503940
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [651.969 898.583]
>> setpagedevice


