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Agenda 4 (b) : Indigenous peoples and their right to development including 
participation in development affecting them. 

Chairperson, distinguished members of the Working Group on Indigenous 
Populations and respected representatives. 
We have been informed that this year's Working Group will continue on the theme 
of indigenous peopies and their right to development including the right to panic 
ipate in development affecting them. Our statements to you, < , for your 
continued application of your valuable to this central issues of the World's 
indigenous people. 
I take this opportunity to raise briefly a few of our concerns in Manipur and 
India's north eastern region. 
The peopie ofManipur have continuously struggled against oppression. The struggle 
for freedom which started against the British colonizers has continued and 
persisted till today in various forms. The Manipuns (Manipuri Meetei, Manipuri 
Naga, Manipuri Kuki and Manipuri Pangal) witnessed the perpetuation of the 
colonial policy persued by the British colonialists even after its annexation to the 
Domination of India in 1949 through dubious means. The diabolic division of hills 
and plains, devised and introduced by the British colonialists continued alongwith 
a much more heinous fragmentation of the people into scheduled and non-sched
uled under the constitution of India. 
The post 1949 Manipur still reels under the grip of a colonial economy policy of 
free and unrestricted trade leading to the conspicuous decline of handloom and 
handicraft industries, arrest of the growth of modern manufacturing industries and 
creation ofManipur as a captive market for manufactured goods. The colonial 
economic policy pursued by the British colonialists has continued endlessly in the 
post 1949 period. The state has been subjected to virtually exist on a borrowed 
economy of the Indian markets. 
It has r e s u l t e d in a d i rec t ion less s tagnant and s h a t t e r e d economy. 
Development works have come to stand still because of purported "financial 
crisis" Government employees have been denied salary for months. Lakhs of 
educated youths are left stranded with no employment opportunities. No. 
worthwhile industries exist in Manipur. Many small scale industries are on the 
verge of closure and various state sponsored corporations are rapidly getting 
closed eventually resulting in massive displacement of the workers. Pervasive 
under development and acute lack of basic infrastructure make industrialisation 
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virtually impassible. The purported "Financial crisis" again prevents the efforts to 
make up the shortage of infrastructure. Thus it has become a vicious cycle of 
underdevelopment under a colonial economic policy from which Manipur cannot 
escape. 

Alangwith the meticulously devised communal policy pursued by the Indian 
Government and the over all eroded socio-economic fabric provide a fertile 
breeding ground for the rise of the ugly head of communalism in Manipur. The 
various communities in Manipur tend to view the other communities as the cause 
of their woes and various economic ills and thus strive to control the resources 
for exclusive ut i l izat ion for their communities only. This has strongly 
hampered the much-needed untiled effort for the development of Manipur. 

Besides people are not having financial autonomy to take loans directly from 
foreign countries and agencies to finance their own projects. It leads failure of 
mobilization of its own financial resources. Moreover tourism industries could 
not be opend, though the region is right place of it, because of not reviewing 
existing Inner line permit system. 

It is unfortunate to the people of Northeast India in general and Manipur in 
particular that the other India could not realise the genuine problems and the 
years of neglecting the region. 

So I request the Special Rapporteur and the Working Group continue to give 
a t t en t ion to this co re prob lemat ic of economic injust ice in cons tan t 
consultation with indigenous peoples World wide. 


