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Item 3 (d): Follow up to the World Conference on Indigenous Peoples 

Presentation by Ms. Aili Keskitalo, President of the Sami Parliament of Norway  

Thank you, Mr. Chair, 

I speak on behalf of the Arctic Indigenous Caucus.  

We welcome the outcome of the World Conference, although, we did not achieve everything we aimed 

for. Nevertheless, we regard the outcome as an important step forward towards full and effective 

implementation of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.  

Arctic indigenous peoples are proactively engaged in the follow-up to the World Conference, at both the 

national and international levels.  

We have repeatedly urged the respective governments in our region to initiate national follow-up 

processes, including measures called for in OP 7 and 8 of the Outcome Document. Unfortunately, we 

are not in a position to report about any major national level progress in this regard, with one exception, 

and that being in Canada. The Arctic Caucus welcomes the commitment of the Government of Canada 

to true reconciliation with indigenous peoples, and its pledge to implement the Declaration. This is an 

important first step towards real change. We urge other governments, including those of the other Arctic 

States, to follow the Canadian example.  

We encourage the Permanent Forum to strongly urge Member States to adopt measures at the national 

level, in line with their commitments, as reflected in the Outcome Document, including the development 

and implementation of national actions plans aimed at ensuring the realization of the Declaration, and 

to urge neighboring States to harmonize their national action plans, in situations where the indigenous 

peoples concerned are divided by national borders.  

At UN, the Arctic indigenous peoples have worked closely with other indigenous peoples to promote an 

effective follow-up to the World Conference, in particular with regard OP 28 and 33 of the Outcome 

Document.  

So far, we are pleased with the EMRIP-review process in Geneva, as called for in OP 28. We would like 

to express our appreciation to the governments of Guatemala and Mexico for their leadership in this 

process, and the OHCHR for organizing an expert workshop on this matter in April 2016.  

The Arctic Caucus is of the opinion that EMRIP should be mandated to facilitate engagement between 

States and indigenous peoples towards overcoming obstacles to the implementation of human rights, 

in particular those affirmed in the Declaration. EMRIP should be mandated to – on a voluntary basis – 

engage with States and indigenous peoples to assist them in addressing country specific situations in 
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order to find solutions that further the implementation of the Declaration. It should be able to seek, 

receive, gather and consider information from all sources, including on specific cases and matters of 

concern for the rights enshrined in the Declaration. This would enable EMRIP to effectively complement 

the work of the Permanent Forum and the Special Rapporteur.  

 

The Arctic Caucus welcomes the PGA’s appointment of four co-facilitators, including two indigenous co-

facilitators, to assist him in carrying out consultations on the follow-up of OP 33. We would like to thank 

the PGA’s team for providing the first draft compilation of views, which in our view provides a good basis 

for discussions on further enhancement of procedures to enable indigenous peoples’ participation at 

the UN. 

 

The Arctic Caucus fully supports the call for permanent observer status for indigenous governments, 

parliaments, and traditional councils and authorities. We are of the view that a new observer category 

should be created for indigenous peoples, at the level of the General Assembly, allowing for indigenous 

peoples’ governance institutions’ independent participation at the UN, through representatives chosen 

by themselves, in accordance with their own procedures.  

 

There are no legal obstacles preventing the Assembly from granting indigenous peoples observer status. 

Nothing in the UN Charter, or the Assembly’s Rules of Procedures, prevents the Assembly from granting 

indigenous peoples’ observer status.  

 

Finally, we are aware of General Assembly decision 49/426 of 9th December 1994, stipulating that the 

granting of observer status in the Assembly should be confined to States and inter-governmental 

organizations. However, this timeworn decision should not in any way constrain our deliberations on 

indigenous peoples’ participatory rights at the UN, including because it was made 13 years prior to its 

adoption of the Declaration. In any case, in the context of indigenous peoples, the decision should be 

interpreted in a flexible manner, in line with the spirit and the underlying principles of the Declaration.  

 

It would not be the first time the Assembly interprets the 1994-decision in a flexible manner, as there is 

at least one example, after 1994, where the Assembly has granted observer status to an entity which is 

neither a “state” nor an “inter-governmental organization”. The Parliamentary Assembly of the 

Mediterranean was granted observer status in 2009. This entity cannot be described as a “State” or an 

“inter-governmental organization”.  

 

The question of whether observer status is granted to indigenous peoples is contingent on whether 

States possess the necessary political will to do so, as there are no formal obstacles preventing the 

General Assembly from grant observer status to indigenous governance institutions.  

 

Thank you. 

 

 


