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Statement by ICITP : Item No. 5, Standard Setting 

Honourable Chairperson, ^ 5 S V / 
Distinguished Members of the Working Group / 
Government Representatives, UN Agencies, 
Fellow Indigenous Delegates from around the world, 
Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Greetings to you all. 
Keeping in view that virtually all states with indigenous peoples have agreed to participate in the 
process of globalization, and the aspired « partnership in development » is in fact imbalanced in 
favour of the « First World », the indigenous peoples must strive to negotiate to safeguard their 
interests as outlined below : 
1. Indigenous peoples must be a party to all Memorandums of Understanding having to do with 
developmental activities involving state and international agencies. This will keep them informed 
of what is happening at levels of planning, execution, monitoring and evaluation. Very often what 
happens is that there are only two parties, the state and the external agency, and each playing the 
indigenous peoples against the other in bearing the responsibilities towards the indigenous peoples. 
2. Access to and community control over land, forest and water are most fundamental to the 
survival of indigenous peoples. This being so, they should not have to surrender their ownership to 
the developmental agencies. As an alternative to current practice they may be entitled to negotiate 
on «leases » on a short term basis so that the legitimacy of themselves being the real masters does 
not get erased from their memories and that they can actively participate in the maintenance of their 
ressources. 
3. Indigenous peoples, while they are endowed with plentiful ressources, are very weak in 
managing their economic life in modem terms. Therefore I suggest that they be made 
« shareholders » in all economic endeavours established in their territories. The current practice of 
giving them compensation and getting rid of them for ever has been very unfair, and they have been 
driven to extinction in virtually all cases. 
4. Large scale population displacement has been one of the features of modem development where 
it is the indigenous peoples who have been at the suffering end. This process has to be minimized 
and wherever displacement is unavoidable there must be « cultural rehabilitation » as part of the 
project design and with a clearly stated responsibility of the developmental agents. This means that 
people are relocated as a community rather than being thrown away as individuals and thus facing 
the threat of cultural extinction, and nobody feeling responsible. This is the current practice. 
5. Take mining as an example: large scale mining has been consuming vast areas which afterwards 
are lying abandoned. I suggest that they be given back to the indigenous communities so that these 
areas could be made useful as cultivable and forest areas and thus the process of the healing of 
Mother Earth could be accelerated. Beyond this, the «lease » concept, as indicated above, may be 
considered for all future mining projects... 
I appeal to this august House that the above points be taken into consideration in standard setting 
pertaining to developmental activities in indigenous areas. 
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Thank you, Sir, for your kind attention. 
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