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Figure 1. Key processes involved 1n the social movements surrounding the UNDRIP and the UDRME

The movements were similar in that they involved a framing
phase and then gained support with transnational advocacy.
However, there were a few notable differences. The indigenous
rights movement achieved success first in the international
sphere whereas the rights of nature movement achieved 1nitial
success with domestic policies. Second, the rights of nature had
a clear state leader whereas the i1ndigenous rights movement
did not. Finally, the indigenous rights movement worked by
mobilizing around previous laws that related to their
movement and worked through the established UN channels.

The rights of nature movement moved towards working outside
established UN channels.

These findings begin to fill a gap in the literature and yield
1mportant insights for nature’s rights movements in the future.
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