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STATEMENT OF MR. TAKEMASA TESHIMA, ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR OF KYUSHU
WOMEN’S JR. COLLEGE AND REPRESENTATIVE OF THE SHIMIN GAIKOU
CENTRE.

Thank you very much, Madam Chair,

1'd like to comment briefly on the "non-events"” pertaining to the
situation in Japan and on the relationship of Japan with
indigenous peoples abroad.

Three and a half years ago, as you know, the Japanese government
set up a committee consisting of ten ministries and ageHC1es

with the sole purpose 0of considering whether or not it 1is
necessary to enactAnew law¥® as demanded by the Ainu people. It
is claimed that this committee has met once every month. If that
ig true, the committee must have wet more than 40 times!
Nevertheless, it has not reached any conclusion as to the
necessity for the proposed Aimu law; nor has it made public when
it will conclude its "consideration" of this quegtion.

The bottleneck, according to the government, is the lack of a
definition of "indigenous pecples”. Given the absense of a clear-
cut definition of "indigenous peoples" in international law, the
government claims that they cannot,make a move forward.
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The two mainipillars’of the contemporary Japanese Almu policy are  cawmmct

th'”Hokkaldo Kyudojin- (Former Aborigines) Protection"Act of 1899,

ithe Hokkaldo Utari Welfare Measure¥ that has been in place
‘ The government . of "Japan, as you know as
i 8 ehgj;past sessions. of ‘the W.G. the
_Measure We would 11ke to request ‘the
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"Utari" and Mia;n_"

In fact, we cannot find any definitions of either term in
existing legal instruments. The government representative
expressed his concern about the "subjecbﬂlnterpretatlons@u but
he should have also stated that the Hokkaide Utari welfare
Measures operates exactly based on such "subjective
interpretations" of "Utari" by local Aiﬁu peocple.

The government’s insistence on the need for a very rigid
definition of "1nd1genous peoples(b both domestically and
internationally, is merely an excuse for its own inability and
unwillingness to make changes in the statug-quo. Thus, we must
object, as we did last year, to the intention that lies behind
the statement that the Japanese government made last weeE_fﬁéck
in Japan, the scandal-ridden leglslatxéﬂ has lost its proper
function and the politicians, busy counting their votes {and
money perhaps) merely pay lip service to the demands of the Al
P-People Bureaucrats have dominated Japanese policy-making. There
exists departmental rivalries and conflicts of interests,
preventing any coordinated positive action on the Almu gquestion.
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In the minds of individual bureaucrats, the Ai;u issue is not
taken sericusly. They wait for time to pass, hoping to be
promoted or reassigned. Thus, bureaucratic inertia prevents any
significant, substantial change in the Aiﬁu policy.

Japan, however, must realize that she lives in a different world
today. 1In the past, Japan only needed to pay attention to the
sc-called "domestic" side of the indigenous guestion-— which is
to say, the Aiku. Even this has not been%ﬁaequateV Now, being
an economic ¢hent, Japan is directly and indirectly affecting the
lives of indigenous peoples in many parts of the world. In the
past few sessions of the Working Group, we have heard reports
about Japanese companies“itfecting the situvations of the
idndigencus peoples in West Papua, Hawaii, the Philippines, wastexr
ceanada, Aalaska, and elsewhere, Whactzin

The official development aid of Japan is also influencing the
lives of indigenous peoples. Every year, for example, here in the
W.G., we hear of various human rights wviclations against the

J%umma people in the Chittagong Hill Tracts and of their concerns
about the role of foreign aid to the government of Bangladesh.
It has been reported by the Chittdgong Hill Tracts Commission
that much of the development aid to this country has been used
to consolidate, rather than reduce, the militarization of the
Hill Tracts. Donor countries and international agencies are
contributing directly and indirectly to the militarization and
human rights viclations in the CHT.

From gf 1988j%%90, Bangladesh ranked fifth among the countries
Teceiving the’largest amounts of Japanese ODA. If we look only
‘atiithe portion of ODA which is in the form of grants, Bangladesh
ranked first fromf1984 tof¥Y 1991. Japan has become the largest
‘donor:to Bangladesh, and has also come to play an impprtant role

'in’theAsian Development Bank, whose development akd policies
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What all this indicates is that Japan is atYcrossroads, facing
many challenges regarding its policies towards indigenous
peoples. Its policy must not only lock inside Japan, but alsc pay
close attention to the activities of Japanese private companies
abroad,and the effects of its official develcpments aid.

The greatest 1ssue at home is the enactment of a proposed new
Aimu law. The success of the International Year in Japan may be
gauged by the progress to be made toward the realizaticon of the
demand that AiTu pecple have been making for the past 10 years.

Among the challenges Japan face in relation to indigencus pecple
in other countries is the re-evaluation of its own foreign aid
policy, with particular attention to the human rights of
indigenous peoples. Japan should shift its aid priorities in
favour of supporting the grass-roots projects of indigenous
pecples, with a view to equalizing the power relationshipibetweecn
indigenous and non-indigenous peoples. The best available
guidelines to do this may be contained in the Braft Declaratiocn
before us. d
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Japanese government last week left the Aimu nd other
representatives of indigencus peoples disappointedabout the
future role the country appears to be taking in this field. The
Japanf‘government could not have made such a statement unless it
holds a discriminatj world—view, that indigenous and non-
indigencous peoples arélunequal in their dignity and rights — the
very racist idea ﬁreamggg:paragraph 1 and Article 2 of the draft
Declaration rejects. uch a world-view is now being rejected
even by other governments.

Iﬁépite of such important challenges, the statemigt of the

No matter how much money Japan may contribute to the Voluntary
Funde for indigenous peoples and the International Year, it may
not be fully appreciated as long as it keeps denying indigenous
peoples the equal status they deserve, an these contributions
reflect genuine support for the cause Eﬁr‘ which indigenous
peoples are fighting.
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Thank you very much





