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Standard-setting activities:

Mdm Chairman,

We are pie ased to once again having the opportunity to adress this Working 
Group in its efforts of developing international standards concerning the 
rights of indigenous peoples of the world.

First of all we should like to report on our position regarding the ILO 
Convention 169 adopted by the ILO General Conference in june this year.
We share the opinion expressed by some other indigenous NGOs that the 
adoption of this convention has to be considered as a step forward in the 
general efforts of developing more poistive and adquate univesal standards 
on the rights of the indigenous peoples, and our national memberorcanisations 
are most likely to recommend the Nordic government to ratify the ILO Convention 
169 as soon as possible.
In doing so, we also however have to join in some of the criticism raised against 
yhe final outcome.

First of all jwe di^not accept that^there should be a need include a qualifying 
sub-article cêfore sfSSSing the use of the only proper term "peoples'1 in the 
convention. The concerns expressed by some governments that this could rewoke 
a right to self-determination that could threaten the unity of the existing 
states are groundless on a factual and even a legal bases.
We have noted that most of the responses that have been forwarded by governments 
on the draft Universal declaration on the rights of the Indigenous Peoples were 
sent before the ILO Congress last june. It is therefore obvies that the main 
implication comming from the ILO process so far seem to be that those who have 
been responsible for the government responses on the draft declaration have lend 
some of the laguage adopted by the same governments in their ILO activity 
during the latest two years.

We want to argue that first of all there, with just a few significant exemptions, 
never has been raised claims from any of the indigenous peoples that have 
been present at this or previous session of this working gproup that could 
legitimize any fear that there would be established any threat to any state. 
Secondly, we will argue that there are already established enough qualifying 
in the very fact that the term in use refers to the 11 indigenous peoples”.
Even if this term has not been defined, there are a broad documentation .. 
within the TIN on the scope and characteristics of those specific problems that, 
have been attached to this term^

If the governmental positions in fact should be a more substantive move against 
the indigenous peoples rights to exercize and maintain a necessary degree of 
the right to determine in their own related affairs, there is a need for a 
better understanding of the indigenous concept and a clear position in the out
come from this working group.



Mdm, chairman, our primary concern is just to bring to your attention that 
we consider# the efforts made by this working group to be a necessary exercise 
to reduse some of the shortcommings in the constitutional systems governing 
the states of the world.
We congratulate you and the working group on the draft that has been presented 
and we are firm in our belief that the draft Universal declaration forms a 
good bases for the discussion that might lead us to a final result necessary 
for the indigenous peoples and acceptable to the states.


