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4J The position I am putting forward is one which sums up the position of the Aboriginal 
Legal Service of Western Australia 

I will address each of the issues separately, but briefly. 

Mandate. (CRP 1) 

Let us not get caught up in the detail as to what the Permanent Forum should not be able 
to do, but focus on what positive affect the establishment of the Permanent Forum will be 
able to achieve and the positive affects it will have in addressing the political aspirations 
of Indigenous Peoples. 

It is all too easy through the process of defining boundaries, to actually create the 
situation where you minimise any possible positive affect that could be forthcoming from 
developing new forums of debate. 

The Aboriginal Legal Service of Western Australia, along with Indigenous 
Representatives and Government are fully supportive of the establishment of 
a Permanent Forum for Indigenous Peoples and we are of the opinion that the mandate of 
the forum should be; 

1. j Should be extended, but not restricted to include matters, which affect Indigenous 
ч _ / Peoples such as cultural, civil, political, social, economic, human rights, education 

and the environment. 

2. Should contribute to the resolution of conflicts between Indigenous Peoples and 
Member States. 

3. Oversee the co-ordination of UN activities relating directly or indirectly with 
Indigenous Peoples. 

4. Disseminate information on the conditions of Indigenous Peoples. 

5. Should not diminish or adversely affect the role and function of the WTGIP, but 
should value add to the specific role and function of the WGIP. 
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Membership. (CRP 2) 

My delegation is supportive in principle of the position put forward by the majority if 
Indigenous delegates and Government, in that "the forum should consist of an equal 
number of members from indigenous peoples and Governments, on the basis of an 
equal geographical distribution" and "independent experts could be additional 
members of the permanent forum" (see report of the WPIG for 1996, paragraph 118 at 
page 33). 

We do however have a concern in that there is a likelihood for Government to have 
membership but that there is no certainty that the indigenous peoples of that particular 
country will be afforded the same status, because the use of the term "equal geographical 
distribution " does not necessarily clarify this position sufficiently. 

We are supportive however of the position put forward by our Maori brother Anthony 
Sinclair in that "The argument to be made is that a sixth region needs to be created 
out of Asia and the Pacific. Now New Zealand and I might add Australia belong to 
the Western Europe and other states region." and "Two members from each region, 
both Indigenous Peoples and Governments is sufficient to begin the Permanent 
Forum institution, the only issue we make out of Asia and the Pacific is that a sixth 
region be created." This we believe clearly spells out that the current five geo-political 
regions does not address the interests of Indigenous Peoples of both Australia and New 
Zealand, and that there be a creation of the sixth geo-political region. 

We are supportive of the numbers as generally agreed that there be two delegates from 
each of those specific geo-political regions which are representative of both Indigenous 
Peoples and Government, and there be an allocation of membership on a rotational basis 
which provides membership for a period of three years is also agreed to by my 
delegation. 

In relation to the numbers of experts who would have membership, the number suggested 
by many Indigenous Delegates and by some Governments that the suggested number is 
set at five is also agreed to. 

The process for the full participation of all Indigenous Peoples and Governments with 
observer status is one, which should happen as a matter of course. 

UN Body to which the Forum would report. (CRP 3) 

There once again seems to be a general consensus that the Permanent Forum should be 
attached to ECOSOC, however the view of Indigenous Peoples as expressed by the joint 
resolution of the Indigenous Peoples preparatory meeting for the WGIP in 1996 which 
said "that the permanent forum should not be a replacement for the WGIP, it 
should be established at the highest level of the United Nations, as a subsidiary body 
of the Economic and Social Council or the General Assembly", is the position, which 
must be maintained. This position has been reaffirmed by NAIL S S and we are supportive 
of their view. 



As indicated in CRP 3, there is clearly a requirement for the mandate of the Permanent 
Forum to be clarified prior to a final decision as to the UN body to which the Forum will 
report. 

Financial and secretariat implications. 

The general consensus is financial support should come from the regular budget, with 
voluntary contributions. 

Location of the Forum. (CRP 4) 

The general consensus, of which we are supportive, is that the Permanent Forum has its 
Headquarters based in Geneva. 

There were suggestions that the Permanent Forum have the ability to meet in various 
centres, and then position as put forward by the Chairman that the additional costs for this 
to happen would need to be borne by that relevant State, and this will need to be a 
consideration if the matter is pursued. 

Name of Forum. (CRP 4) 

The general consensus is that the name of the Forum is not an issue of importance at this 
particular point in time, however there were many expressions that the terminology 
"Forum" be maintained. 

Working Group on Indigenous Populations (WGIP). (CRP 4) 

There is without doubt divergence in views as to the ongoing (or possible ongoing) role 
of the WGIP and its relation ship to the Permanent Forum. 

The view of my delegation is that the WGIP would be attached to the Permanent Forum 
as a specific and ongoing Working Group with specific roles and functions. This would 
allow for the WGIP to have an ongoing role, whilst at the same time allowing for the 
establishment of the Permanent Forum. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, my delegation wishes to express it congratulations to all Indigenous 
delegates and Government representatives who have applied their minds to addressing 
the task set us. We feel that the task is a difficult one, particularly from a Government 
perspective, because the positions put forward will afford us as Indigenous Peoples equal 
status in the proposed Indigenous Forum. This is far removed from the current position, 
and will without doubt afford all Indigenous Peoples a far stronger voice in the UN and a 
far greater say in our political futures. 



We do not believe that Governments should see this as a threat to them, but should be 
viewed as advancement upon the adversarial positions in which we are placed. 

There are however still areas of difference that need to be worked through by both 
Indigenous Peoples and Government so therefore we would be recommending that there 
be a further Working Group meeting to reach broad agreement and hopefully consensus 
on the areas of difference. 

Thank you Mr. Chairman. 


