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The  Maya  Leaders  Alliance (MLA)  was organized  to advocate  for  the rights  of  the Maya  villages 
in the Toledo  district.  It  is an umbrella  organization,  composed  of  a variety of  representative  and 
sectoral  Maya  organisations  including  the Toledo  Alcaldes  Association which itself  is comprised 
of  the traditional  elected  leaders  of  all  the Maya  villages  of  southern Belize. 

Cultural  Survival  is an international  indigenous  rights  organization  with a global  indigenous 
leadership  and  consultative  status with ECOSOC  since 2005. Cultural  Survival  is located  in 
Cambridge,  Massachusetts,  and  is registered  as a 501(c)(3)  non-profit  organization  in the United 
States.  Cultural  Survival  monitors the protection  of  indigenous  peoples'  rights  in countries 
throughout  the world  and  publishes its findings  in its magazine, the Cultural  Survival  Quarterly; 
and  on its website: www.cs.org. In  preparing this report,  Cultural  Survival  collaborated  with 
student  researchers from  University  of  Denver and  consulted  with a broad  range of  indigenous 
and  human rights  organizations,  advocates,  and  other sources of  verifiable  information  on Belize. 
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Maya Leaders Alliance and Cultural Survival submission to the Universal Periodic 
Review of  Belize 

I. Introduction 

1. The MLA and Cultural Survival welcome the opportunity to contribute to the Human Rights 
Council's Universal Periodic Review (UPR) of  Belize. In the 2009 review of  Belize, 
numerous States addressed the country's lack of  recognition and protection of  Maya 
customary title in the Toledo District. Belize was encouraged to take up the issue and to 
implement the judgments of  the Supreme Court of  Belize in the Maya Land Rights Cases 
(2007 & 2010)1 and the 2004 recommendations of  the Inter-American Commission on 
Human Rights (IACHR) in Maya  indigenous  community of  the Toledo  District  v. Belize2 

Little progress has been made since that time. 

2. During the first  round of  Universal Period Review of  Belize on 5 May 2009, the Working 
Group adopted the following  recommendations and urged Belize to: 

Redouble  its efforts  in favor  of  the respect of  the rights  of  indigenous  peoples, in 
line with the provisions of  the United  Nations  Declaration  on the Rights of 
Indigenous  Peoples (Mexico);3  and 

Investigate  duly  and  promptly  allegations  of  misconduct,  abuse and  violence by 
public agents and  take  adequate  action against those responsible for  such crimes 
(Italy;  67(31)) 

Protect  Mayan  customary property  rights  in accordance  with Mayan  customary 
laws and  land  tenure practices in consultation  with affected  Mayan  people of  the 
whole Toledo  district  (Slovenia).4 

3. Belize supported the first  two of  these recommendations, and made a commitment to engage 
the UN Special Rapporteur on the rights of  Indigenous Peoples, stating: "The situation of 
the Maya of  Belize is a matter of  national importance. Belize intends to engage the Special 
Rapporteur on the situation of  human rights and fundamental  freedoms  of  indigenous 
people." To the best of  our knowledge, it has refused  to do so. 

4. Since the UPR report was issued in 2009, the government of  Belize quietly granted an 
American oil company, U.S. Capital Energy Ltd. ("U.S. Capital"), drilling rights to 

1 Cal  et al. v. Attorney  General (Belize)  and Coy et al. v. Attorney  General (Belize),  Consolidated claims 171 and 
172 of  2007 (18 October 2007), (Re  Maya  Land  Rights I);  Maya  Leaders  Alliance,  et al. v. Attorney  General of 
Belize, et al., Claim number 366 of  2008, June 28, 2010 (Re  Maya  Land  Rights II)  [Attached as Appendix 1] 
2 Case of  Maya  Indigenous  Communities  of  Toledo  v. Belize, Case 12.053, Inter-Am. C.H.R Report No. 40/04 
(2004) available at: http://www.cidh.org/annualrep/2004eng/Belize.12053eng.htm ("Maya Communities"). 
3 Human Rights Council, Universal Periodic Review, Report of  the Working Group on the Universal Periodic 
Review: Belize, 4 June 2009, A/HRC/12/4 at para. 67(35). 
4 Id.  at para. 68(9). 
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protected Maya lands inside the Sarstoon-Temash National Park (STNP)5 in the Toledo 
District, in defiance  of  two Supreme Court decisions as well as the recommendations of  the 
IACHR and the UPR Working Group. 

5. The Sarstoon-Temash Institute for  Indigenous Management (SATIIM), which co-manages 
the park, only became aware of  the oil permit after  the company returned unannounced to 
the park. The affected  Maya villages were not informed  of  the oil exploration activities, 
much less provided their consent. Therefore  the presence of  the company and its equipment 
is a direct violation of  existing domestic court injunctions and Belize's Petroleum  Act, 
which require the company to obtain the consent of  the Maya landowners before  entering 
their lands. 

6. Belize voted in favour  of  the United  Nations  Declaration  on the Rights of  Indigenous 
Peoples (UNDRIP), thereby committing to uphold the human rights standards contained 
therein, including the right to free,  prior and informed  consent (Articles 10, 11, 19, 29, 32). 
This principle of  free,  prior and informed  consent is also set out in the International Labour 
Organization's Convention  concerning Indigenous  Peoples in Independent  Countries  (ILO 
169). Belize however has not signed nor ratified  this convention that protects the rights of  a 
large portion of  its population. 

II. History and Background 

7. In 1994, without notice or consultation, the government of  Belize designated a significant 
portion of  some Maya villages' traditional land a national park. Three years later, when the 
Maya found  out about this classification  of  their land, they organized and obtained a co-
management agreement. In 2001, again without notice or consultation, the government of 
Belize entered into a Production Sharing Agreement that granted U.S. Capital exclusive 
rights to conduct oil exploration within a twelve-square-mile area of  the park.6 

8. On 12 October 2004, the IACHR issued a report recommending that Belize delimit, 
demarcate and title the traditional lands of  the Maya people of  the Toledo District.7 

9. In 2006, after  SATIIM discovered that U.S. Capital was going to conduct seismic testing 
within the national park, it obtained a temporary injunction halting oil exploration within the 
park until an Environmental Impact Assessment was completed.8 

5 Under Belize's National  Parks  System  Act (available at belizelaw.org), the declaration of  a National Park has no 
effect  on any existing property rights. Thus, the Sarstoon-Temash National Park coexists with, and is subject to the 
villages' title, while their use of  the lands is circumscribed by the restrictions of  the NPSA.  This legal situation has 
not been formally  recognized by the government, since it continues to deny the existence of  Maya customary title, 
but in practice has been managed and accommodated by the designation of  SATIIM as co-manager of  the park, 
although the government has allowed the co-management agreement to expire. 
6 U.S. Capital Energy Belize Ltd. Production Sharing Agreement, January 22, 2001 [Attached as Appendix 2]. 
7 Maya Communities, supra note 2. 
8 SATIIM  v. Forest  Department,  Claim 212 of  2006, Supreme Court of  Belize (September 27, 2006). Available at 
www.elaw.org/system/files/bz.satiim.decision.doc 
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