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being eligible to receive communal title to 
their land. The Court held that in addition 
to the state-granted privilege of using their 
land, the Saramaka people have a right to 
the land’s title. 

Suriname currently allows timber and 
gold-mining activity on the Saramaka peo-
ple’s land. While acknowledging that the 
Saramaka have a right to prevent the state 
or third parties from appropriating their 
resources, the Court found that the state 
may restrict the enjoyment of this right if 
the restrictions are previously established 
by law, necessary, proportional, and aimed 
at “achieving a legitimate objective in a 
democratic society.” The Court instructed 
the state that it must consult in good faith 
with the Saramaka people when granting 
permits for exploration and development. 

In addition, the state must share the ben-
efits of its activities with the Saramaka 
people. Furthermore, the state must ensure 
that independent and competent environ-
mental and social impact assessments 
are conducted. In granting timber and 
gold-mining concessions, the state did not 
undertake any of these three actions and, 
thus, violated Article 21.	 HRB

Natalie Huls, a J.D. candidate at the 
Washington College of Law, covers the 
European Court of Human Rights for the 
Human Rights Brief.

Sara Ramey, a J.D. candidate at the 
Washington College of Law, covers the Inter-
American System for the Human Rights Brief.




