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Thank you, Madame Chair. The Indian Law Resource Center had the opportunity to participate in 
the recent Santiago, Chile workshop on the Permanent Forum. We would like to thank the 
government of  Chile for  hosting this workshop and express our appreciation to Mr. Christian 
Maquieira of  Chile and Mr. Kuupik Kleist of  Greenland for  their able leadership and recording of  this 
important meeting. 

We would like to express our thanks to the indigenous representatives who provided constructive 
statements and proposals concerning the establishment of  a permanent forum,  which included the 
Temuco Declaration, the proposals of  the Grand Council of  the Cree and the Saami Council, and the 
proposal of  the Government of  Denmark, and the paper presented by yourself,  Madame Chair. We 
concur with the statement made by Aukon Huilcaman regarding the annexation of  these documents to 
the report of  the workshop, especially in light of  the statement by our sister from  the Cordillera 
Peoples Alliance. 

We were pleased with the numerous positive contributions made by governments during the 
workshop. However, we remain concerned about the less positive statements of  other governments, in 
particular, those of  the government of  the United States. In relation to their comments, it is 
unfortunate  that all of  our current discussion about the rights and place of  indigenous peoples within 
the United Nations are plagued by the rigid, narrow and counter-productive interpretation of  the use 
of  the term "peoples" being employed by the United States and several others. This problem is 
reflected  in Paragraph 9 of  the draft  report of  the second workshop on the permanent forum. 

Regarding Paragraph 10 of  the draft  report concerning a definition  of  indigenous peoples, we are still 
of  the firm  belief  that no definition  of  the term indigenous peoples is necessary in the context of  the 
permanent forum  nor in any of  the human rights instruments now being considered by the United 
Nations. 

In regard to Paragraph 20, we believe that it is important to not only address the "resolution of 
conflicts"  but to also specifically  refer  to "peace and security" matters. Our fundamental  concern is 
that the permanent forum  address all issues of  concern to indigenous peoples, including human rights, 
peace and security, environment and economic development, in a system-wide fashion.  Essentially, 
there must be a system-wide integration of  indigenous peoples concerns in the United Nations. 

In reference  to paragraph 22, it must be noted that the Center raised the possibility of  and hope for 
the development of  a Convention on the Rights of  Indigenous Peoples, based on the emerging 
declaration on the rights of  indigenous peoples or going beyond this declaration. We should not rule 
out the possibility a competent treaty body originating from  an indigenous human rights convention, 
which would have the capacity to hear complaints about indigenous human rights violations. Again, 
this is related to fleshing  out the various political and legal capacity or competence of  a permanent 
forum  for  indigenous peoples, as well as the future  of  the draft  declaration. We would also be eager to 
ensure that the permanent forum  has the possibility to make and receive recommendations. 

Paragraph 24 addresses the accommodation of  actual indigenous governments with the United 
Nations system. The Indian Law Resource Center raised this matter and we are of  the view that such 
accommodation is necessary, however, the permanent forum  may not be the entity or institution for 
this. The matter is dependent upon the mandate and terms of  reference  of  the forum.  It will also 
hinge upon the actual legal and political capacity of  the forum. 



Regarding paragraph 32, we would like to register our objection to the comments of  the United States 
about the financial  and secretariat implications. We are of  the firm  belief  that the funding  for  the 
permanent forum  should come from  the regular UN budget, in the context of  UN reform,  as well as 
voluntary funding. 

Finally, I would like to provide a brief  remark about the statement given by Lars Anders Baer on 
transnational corporation guidelines. We are pleased by the response of  the Chair to consider this 
important matter and your agreement to annex the guidelines developed to the report of  the working 
group. 

It must be noted that these guidelines represent a useful  and constructive first  step. However, this 
critical matter requires broad discussion by indigenous peoples and others to ensure the development 
of  a comprehensive set of  international guidelines on the issues of  concern to indigenous peoples 
regarding transnational corporations, as well as the role and responsibilities of  states vis-à-vis 
development and transnational corporations. 

Thank you. 


